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SENATE. 
Monpay, May 19, 1919. 


THomAs R. Marsuart, of Indiana, Vice President of the 
United States, called the Senate to order at 12 o’clock meridian. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., 
following prayer: 

Alnighty God, we have lived through days that have seen 
the most signal manifestations of Thy gracious favor. Peace 
has come to us once more and with it abounding prosperity. The 
proud Nation is welcoming home its victorious Army. 
are gladdened with the faces of the boys who have come bear- 
ing with them the emblems of victory. There ar¢ saddened 
hearts over the boys that have paid the price of the world’s pros- 
perity and liberty and peace. May they have the consolation to 
know that the sacrifice their boys have made has enriched the 
worldeand will enrich it for all generations, that men shall ever 
arise to call them blessed. 

We pray Thee to look with 'Thy continued gracious favor upon 
Thy servants whom Thou hast called to this place of honorable 
service. Give them far-sighted vision. Give them stout hearts 
to contend for the right as they see the right. 
of counsel and spirit. May our flag still float as the emblem of 
liberty and victory and peace and ever be God’s own evangel 
of good will among the nations of the earth. For Christ’s sake. 
Amen. 

PROCLAMATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour having arrived of the 
day on which, in accordance with the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, 
gress of the United States is to be convened, 
the Senate will read the proclamation. 

The Secretary 
follows: 

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA—A PROCLAMATION, 
Whereas public. interests require that the Congress of the 

United States should be convened in extra session at 12 o’clock 

noon on the 19th day of May, 1919, to receive such communi- 

cation as may be made by the Executive : Now, therefore, 

I, Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States of America, 
do hereby proclaim and declare that an extraordinary occasion 
requires the Congress of the United States to convene in extra 
session at the Capitol, in the District of Columbia, on the 19th 
day of May, 1919, at 12 o’clock noon, of which all persons who 


the Secretary of 


shall at that time be entitled to act as Members thereof are 


hereby required to take notice. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United States of 
America the 7th day of May, in the year of our Lord 1919, and 
of the independence of the United States the one hundred and 
forty-third. ’ 

[ SEAL. ] 

By the President; 


Wooprow WILSON. 


RoBERT LANSING, 
Secretary of State. 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE OATH TO SENATORS ELECT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The newly elected Senators whose 
credentials are on file with the Secretary of the Senate, and 
to whose taking of the oath of office there is no objection, will 


now present themselves at the desk of the Secretary for that | 


purpose. The Secretary will call the names of those who will 
take the oath. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. BAL, Mr. B 
Mr. Boran, and Mr. Capper, 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. 


ANKHEAD, 


Wotcott, Mr. UNpDERWoOop, 


Mr. NUGENT, and Mr. Curtis, respectively, advanced to the Vice | 


President’s désk, and the oath prescribed by law was admin- | 
istered to them by the Vice President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. 
Enee, and Mr. ELkIns, 


Coir, Mr. 





offered the | 


Homes | 


Give them unity’ 


an extraordinary session of the Con- | 


(James M. Baker) read the proclamation, as | 





| 


| Mr. Stmatons, and Mr. 








| 


Dian, Mr. | 


\ 
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These Senators, escorted by Mr. McLean, Mr. Suitn of South 
Carolina, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. ‘and Mr. Sv THERLAND, respec- 
tively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk, and the oath was 
administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. 
Mr. Harris, and Mr. Harrison. 

These Senators (with the exception of Mr. Harris), escorted 
by Mr. Jones of New Mexico, Mr. HALE, and Mr. WILtiaMs, 
respectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk, and the 
oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. 
Mr. McCormick, and Mr. McNary. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Cummins, Mr. Moses, Mr. 
SHERMAN, 2nd Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, respectively, advanced to the 
Vice President’s desk, and the oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Martin, Mr. NEtson, 
Mr. NEwserry, and Mr. Norris. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Swanson, Mr. Kerttoace, Mr. 
TOWNSEND, and Mr. Hircucock, respectively, advanced to the 
Vice President’s desk, and the oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Owen, Mr. Purpps, Mr. 
RANSDELL, and Mr. Roprnson. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Gore, Mr. THomas, Mr. Gay, 
and Mr. Krrey, respectively, advanced to the Vice President’s 
desk, and the oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr. S 
STANLEY. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. CuLtserson, Mr. McKeEtiar, 
Mr. OverMAN, and Mr. BecKkHAM, respectively, advanced to the 
Vice President’s desk, and the oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Sterrinc, Mr. WALSH 
of Massachusetts, Mr. WAtsn of Montana, and Mr. WARREN. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Watson, Mr. Lopes, Mr. 
Myers, and Mr. Kenprick, respectively, advanced to the Vice 
President’s desk, and the oath was administered to them, 


FALL, Mr. FERNALD, 


KENYON, Mr. KEYES, 


HIELDS, 


LIST OF SENATORS. 


The list of Senators by States is as follows: 
Alabama—John H. Bankhead and Oscar W. Underwood. 
Arizona—-Henry F. Ashurst and Marcus A. Smith. 
Arkansas—Joseph T. Robinson and William F. Kirby. 
California—James D. Phelan and Hiram W. Johnson. 
Colorado—Charles S. Thomas and Lawrence C. Phipps. 
Connecticut—Frank B. Brandegee and George P. McLean. 
Delaware—Josiah O. Wolcott and L. Heisler Ball. 
Florida—Duncan U. Fletcher and Park Trammell. 
Georgia—Hoke Smith and William J. Harris. 
Idaho—William E. Borah and John F. Nugent. 
Illinois—Lawrence Y. Sherman and Medill McCormick. 
Indiana—James E. Watson and Harry S. New. 
Towa—Albert B. Cummins and William S. Kenyon. 
Kansas—Charles Curtis and Arthur Capper. 
Kentucky—J. C. W. Beckham and Augustus O. Stanley. 
Louisiana—Joseph E. Ransdell and Edward James Gay. 
Maine—Bert M. Fernald and Frederick Hale. 
Maryland—John Walter Smith and Joseph I. France. 
Massachusetts—Henry Cabot Lodge and David I. Walsh. 
Michigan—Charles E. Townsend and Truman H. Newberry. 
Minnesota—Knute Nelson and Frank B. Kellogg. 
Mississippi—John Sharp Williams and Pat Harrison. 
Missouri—James A. Reed and Selden P. Spencer. 
Montana—Henry L. Myers and Thomas J. Walsh. 
Nebraska—Gilbert M. Hitchcock and George W. Nerris. 
Nevada—Key Pittman and Charles B. Henderson. 

New Hampshire—George H. Moses and Henry W. Keyes. 
New Jersey—Joseph S. Frelinghuysen and Walter E. Edge. 
New Mezrico—Albert B. Fall and Andrieus A. Jones. 

New York—James W. Wadsworth, jr., and William M. Calder. 
North Carolina—¥. M. Simmons and Lee S. Overman. 
North Dakota—Porter J. McCumber and Asle J. Gronna. 
Ohio—Atlee Pomerene and Warren G. Harding. 


A CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 19, 





Oklahoma—Thomas P. Gore and Robert L. Owen. 
Oregon—George E. Chamberlain and Charles L. McNary. 
Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose and Philander C. Knox. 
Rhode Island—LeBaron B. Colt and Peter G. Gerry. 
South Carolina—Ellison D. Smith and Nathaniel B. Dial. 
South Dakota—Thomas Sterling and Edwin 8S. Johnson. 
Tcnnessee—John Kx. Shields and Kenneth McKellar. 
Tceras—Charles A. Culberson and Morris Sheppard. 
Uteh—Reed Smoot and William H. King. 
Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Carroll S. Page. 
Virginia—Thomas S. Martin and Claude A. Swanson. 





Washington—Wesley L. Jones and Miles Poindexter. 
West Virginia—Howard Sutherland and Davis Elkins. 
va" 


Wisconsin—Robert M. La Follette and Irvine L. Lenroot. 

Wyoming—lrancis E. Warren and John B. Kendrick. 

CALLING OF TITE ROLL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate to ascertain whether there is a constitutional num- 
ber of Senators present for the transaction of business. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: 





Ashkurst Gore McLean Shields 
gall Gronna McNary Simmons 
Hal Martin Smith, Ariz. 


Harding Moses Smith, Ga. 
Harrison Myers Smith, Md. 


Henderson Nelson Smith, 8. Cc. 
Hitchcock New Smoot 
Johnson, Calif, Newberry Spencer 
Jones, N. Mex. Norris Stanley 
Jones, Wash. Nugent Sterling 
Kellogg Overman Sutherland 
Kendrick Owen Swanson 
Kenyon Page Thomas 
Keyes Penrose Townsend 
King Phipps ‘Trammell 
Kirby Pittman Underwood 
Knox Poindexter Wadsworth 
La Follette Pomerene Walsh, Mass. 
Lenroot Ransdeil Walsh, Mont. 
Lodge Reed Warren 
McCormick Robinsen Watson 
McCumber Sheppard Williams 
McKellar Sherman Wolcott 


r. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am in receipt of a telegram 


that prior to the announcement of the calling of Congress he 
had undertaken an engagement on Government business in the 
Imperial Valley, Calif., at a convention or meeting being held 
there; that he is now en route, and will be here within the next 
two or three days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-two Senators having an- 
swered to the roll call, a constitutional number of Senators is 
present for the transaction of business, 

NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk, for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 





tion. 

The resolution (S. Res. 1) was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that 


juorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready to 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 2), 
which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
to join such committee as may be eppointed by the House of Representa- 

s to notify the President of the United States that a quorum of each 

se is assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
cation he may be pleased to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. OverMAN in the chair) ap- 
pointed Mr. Lopce and Mr. Martin as the committee on the part 
if the Senate 
oft the Senate. 





ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE AND OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the election of President pro tempore of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Overman in the chair), 
If there is no objection, nominations to that office are now in 
order. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question submitted by 
the Senater from Massachusetts will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (8. Res. 3), as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. ALBERT B. CUMMINS, a Senator from the State of 
lowa, be, and he hereby is, elected President of the Senate pro tempore, 
to hold office during the pleasure of the Senate and in accordance with 


the resolution of the Senate adopted on the 12th day of March, 1890, 
on the subject. 


Mr. MARTIN. I send to the desk an amendment to the reso- 
lution which has just been offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator:from Virginia to the resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts will be stated. ” 

The Secrerary. It is moved to strike out the words “ ALBERT 
B. CumMuns, 2 Senator from the State of Iowa,” and to insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ Kry Pirrm an, a Senator from the State 
of Nevada.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. MARTIN. Task that the vote on the amendment be taken 
by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALDER (when his name was called). During the Sixty- 
fifth Congress I had a general pair with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry]. I believe it terminated at the end 
of that Congress. I inquired on Thursday at his office if he 
were in the city, and I was informed that he was in Europe. 
This morning several Senators on the other side approached me 
and insisted that the pair should be effective, and that the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island left the country with that idea in mind. 
Although I myself feel it should be disregarded, I propose, be- 
cause of the attitude of these Senators, to recognize it for to-day 
on all questions that may come up, and therefore will not vote 
on this question. e 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 42, nays 47, as follows: 

YEAS—42. 


Ashurst Hitchcock Pomerene Stanley 
Bankhead Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell Swanson 
Beckham Kendrick Reed Thomas 
Chamberlain King Robinson Trammell 
Culberson Kirby Sheppard Underwood 
Dial McKellar Shields Walsh, Mass, 
Fletcher Martin Simmons Walsh, Mont, 
Gay Myers Smith, Ariz. Williams 
Gore Nugent Smith, Ga. Wolcott 
Harrison Overman Smith, Md. 
Ilenderson Owen Smith, 8. C. 
NAYS—47. 

Ball Frelinghuysen Lodge Phipps 
Borah Gronna McCormick Poindexter 
Brandegee Hale McCumber Sherman 
Capper Harding McLean Smoot 
Colt Johnson, Calif. McNary Spencer 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Moses Sterling 
Dillingham Kellogg Nelson Sutherland 
Edge Kenyon New Townsend 
Elkins Keyes Newberry Wadsworth 
Fall Knox Norris Warren 
Fernald La Follette Page Watson 
France Lenroot Penrose 

NOT VOTING—6. 
Calder Gerry Phelan Pittman 
Cummins Johnson, 8S. Dak. 


So Mr. MarTin’s amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the 
original resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The President pro tempore elect 
will present himself at the desk and take the oath of office. 

Mr. CumMMINS was escorted to the Vice President’s desk by Mr. 
Lopcr, and the oath of office was administered to him by the 
Presiding Officer. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 4), 
which was read and agreed to: 

Resolwed, That the Senate do now proceed to the election of the fol- 
lowing officers in the order named: Secretary of the Senate, Sergeant at 
Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, Assistant Doorkeeper of the Sen- 
ate, and Acting Assistant Doorkecper of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Under the order of the Senate just adopted, I 
offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution (S. Res. 5) was read, as follows: 

Resolwed, That George A. Sanderson, of Illinois, be, and he is hereby, 
elected Secretary of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I send to the desk an amend- 
ment to that resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words “ George A. Sanderson, of Illinois,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “ James M. Baker, of South 
Carolina.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia, 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the original reso- 
lution. 7 

The resolution was agreed to. 

George A. Sanderson, escorted by James M. Baker, appeared 
at the Vice President’s desk, and the oath of office was adminis- 
tered to him by the Vice President. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, acting under the same order, I 
offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution (S. Res. 6) was read 
as follows: 

Resolved, That David S. Barry, of Rhode Island, be, and he is hereby, 
elected Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I send to the desk an amend- 
ment to that resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed as an amendment to strike 
out the words “ David S; Barry, of Rhode Island,” and to insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ Charles P. Higgins, of Missouri.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the original resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I-offer, under the same order, the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The resolution (S. Res. 7) was read, considered, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That Carl A. Loeffler, of Peansylvania, be, and he is hereby, 
elected Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate, and that Thomas W. Keller, 
of West Virginia, be, and he is hereby, chosen Acting Assistant Door- 
kteper of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. TI offer the resolution which I send to the desk 
and for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 8) was read, considered, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States and the House of 
Representatives be notified of the election of Hon. Apert B. CUMMINS, a 
Senator from the State of Iowa, as President of the Senate pro tempore, 
and George A. Sanderson, of Llimois, as Secretary of the Senate. 

' HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 9), 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 
o'clock meridian until otherwise ordered. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN LAWSON BURNETT, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I send to the desk reselu- 
tions for which I ask immediate consideration. I give notice 
that at some future date I shall ask the Senate to set apart a 
time for the purpose of paying tribute to the memory of the 
deceased Representative. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 10) were read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. JOHN LAWSON BURNETT, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Alabama. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
Tlouse of Representatives. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. As a further mark of respect to the mem- 
ory of the deceased Representative, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, May 20, 1919, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 19, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

This being the day fixed in the proclamation of the President 
for the assembling of the first session of the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress, the Clerk of the last House, Mr. South Trimble, called 
the House to order. 

The Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Sixty- 
fifth Congress, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

Father in Heaven, once more in the swift flight of time Thou 


- hast brought us to a new Congress, now convened in extraordi- 


nary session by the President of the United States of America. 
Under the changed conditions in human events the call is im- 
perative and will tax the ingenuity and statesmanship of its 


. Members. Great are the problems confronting it. Questions 


of moment wait upon it for solution. Hence we pray for Thy 
wisdom to guide it, Thy strength to sustain it, Thy courage 
to inspire it to deliberate yet speedy action. 
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Let Thy blessing descend upon the Speaker of this House 
and the Representatives of the people that he may guide with 
a firm and strong hand its Members to the highest and best 
solution of the great questions at home and abroad; that its 
acts may be to the best interests of all concerned and redound 
to the glory of the living God, our Heavenly Father. 

Since the Sixty-fifth Congress passed into history two of its 
Members who had been elected to serve in this Congress have 
been called to the larger life. Their work well dene, strong 
friendships formed, their going brings sadness to many hearts. 
We pray for those who knew and loved them, especially their 
respective families, that they may be comforted by the eternal 
hope of the immortality of the soul. This we ask in the name of 
Him who died and rese again. Amen. 

PROCLAMATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 

The Crerk. The Clerk will read the proclamafion of the 
President. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA—A PROCLAMATION. 
Whereas public interests require that the Congress of the United 

States should be convened in extra session at 12 o’clock noon 

on the 19th day of May, 1919, to receive such-ecommunication 

as may be made by the Executive: Now, therefore, 

I, Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States of America, 
do hereby proclaim and declare that an extraordinary occasion 
requires the Congress of the United States to convene in extra 
session at the Capitol, in the District of Columbia, on the 19th 
day of May, 1919, at 12 o’cleck noon, of which all persons who 
shall at that time be entitled to act as Members thereof are 
hereby required to take notice. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United States of 
America the 7th day of May, in the year of our Lord 1919 and 
of the independence of the United States the one hundred and 
forty-third. 

[SEAL. ] 

By the President: 


Wooprow WILSON, 


Ropsert LANSING, 
Secretary of State. 
CALI. OF THE ROLL BY STATES. 
The Crerk. The Clerk will eall the roll of the House by 
States to ascertain if there is a quorum present. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members elect an- 
swered to their names: 
ALABAMA, 
John McDuffie. J. Thomas Hefiin. 
8S. Hubert Dent, jr. William B. Oliver. 
Henry B. Steagall. William B. Bankhead. 
Fred L. Blackmon. 
ARIZONA, 
Carl Hayden. 
ARKANSAS. 
Samuel M. Taylor. 
William 8S. Goodwin. 


William A. Oldfield. 
John N. Tillman. 
Otis Wingo. 
CALIFORNIA, 
II. E. Barbour. 
Hugh 8S. Hersman. 
Charles H. Randall, 
Henry Z. Osborne. 
William Kettner. 
COLORADO, 
Guy W. Hardy. 
Ikdward T. Taylor, 
CONNECTICUT. 
Schuyler Merritt. 
James P. Glynn, 


Clarence F. Lea. 
John E. Raker- 
Charles F. Curry. 
John I. Nolan. 
John A. Elston, 


William N. Vaile. 
Charles B. Timberlake. 


Augustine Lonergan. 
Richard P. Freeman. 
John Q. Tilson. 
DELAWARE. 
Caleb R. Layton. 
FLORIDA. 
John H. Smithwick, 
William J. Sears. 
GEORGIA. 
James W. Wise. 
Charles H. Brand. 
Thomas M. Bell. 
Carl Vinson. 
William C. Lankford, 
IDAHO. 
Burton L. French. 
ILLINOIS. 


Carl R. Chindbloom. 
Ira C. Copley. 


Herbert J. Drane. 
Frank Clark. 


James W. Overstreet, 
Frank Parks. 
Charles R, Crisp. 

W. C. Wright. 
William D. Upshaw. 


Martin B. Madden. 
James R. Mann. 


William W. Wilson. 
John W. Rainey 
Adolph J. Sabath. 
James McAndrews, 
Niels Juul. 

Thomas Gallagher, 
Fred A. Britten. 


Charles E. Fuller. 
John C. McKenzie. 
William J. Graham, 
Edward J. King. 
Clifford Ireland. 
Frank L. Smith. 
Joseph G. Cannon, 
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William B. McKinley. 
Henry T. Rainey 
Loren E. Wheeler 
William A. Rodenberg. 
E. B. Brooks. 





O. R. Luhring. 
Oscar E. Bland. 
J. W. Dunbar. 

J. S. Benham. 
Everett Sanders. 
Richard N. Elliott. 
Merrill Moores. 


Charles A. Kennedy, 
Harry E. Hull. 
Burton E. Sweet. 
Gilbert N. Haugen, 
James W. Good. 

nk William Ramseyer. 


Daniel R. Anthony, jr. 
Edward C. Little. 
Philip P. Campbell. 
Homer Hoch. 


Alben W. Barkley. 
David H. Kincheloe. 
Robert Y. Thonfas, jr. 
Ben Johnson. 

rles F. Ogden. 





Whitmell P. Martin, 
John T. Watkins. 
Riley J. Wilson. 


Louis B. Goodall. 





Wallace H. White, jr. 
\ m N. Andrews. 
Cs D. Benson. 
Charles P. Coady. 


lien T. Treadway. 
Frederick H. Gilett. 
Calvin D. Paige. 
Samuel E. Winslow. 
John Jacob Rogers. 
Willfred W. Lufkin. 
Michael F. Phelan. 


Frank E. Doremus, 
Earl C. Michener. 
John M. C. Smith. 
Edward L. Hamilton. 
Carl E. Mapes. 
Patrick H. Kelley. 





Sydney Anderson. 
Franklin F. Elisworth, 
Charles R. Davis. 

W. Ll. Newton. 

Harold Knutson. 


Ezekiel S. Candler. 
liubert D. Stephens. 
Thomas U. Sisson. 
William W. Venable. 


Milton A. Romjue. 
William W. Rucker. 
Joshua W. Alexander. 
Charles F. Booher. 
William T. Bland. 
Clement C. Dickinson. 
Se C. Major. 

Ww am L. Nelson. 





John M. Evans. 


Charlies F. Reavis. 





Albert W. Jefferis. 
Robert E. Evans. 
Sherman E. Burroughs. 
William J. Browning. 

t Bacharach. 






is J. Seully 
' Cc. Hutchinson, 
Ernest R. Ackerman. 
John R. Ramsey. 





Frederick C, Hicks. 
John McCrate. 
Thomas H. Cullen, 
John B. Johnston. 
Frederick W. Rowe. 
James P. Maher. 
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Thomas 8S. Williams: 
Edward BE. Denison. 
William E. Mason, 
Richard Yates, 


INDIANA, 


Albert H. Vestal, 
Fred 8. Purnell. 
William R. Wood. 
Milton Kraus. 
Louis W. Fairfield. 
A. J. Hickey. 


IOWA. 
Cassius C. Dowell. 
Horace M. Towner. 
William R. Green. 
L. J. Dickinson, 
W. D. Boies. 


KANSAS. 
James G. Strong. 
Hayes B. White. 
J. N. Tincher. 
William A. Ayres. 
KENTUCKY. 
Arthur B. Rouse. 
James C. Cantrill. 
William J. Fields. 
John W. Langley. 
J. M. Robsion. 
LOUISIANA. 
Jared Y. Sanders. 
Ladislas Lazaro. 
James B. Aswell. 
MAINE, 
John A. Peters. 
Ira G. Hersey. 
MARYLAND. 
J. Charles Linthicum, 
Sydney E. Mudd. 
Frederick N. Zihlman. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Frederick W. Dallinger. 
Alvan T. Fuller. 
John F. Fitzgerald. 


George Holden Tinkham. 


Robert Luce. 
William 8S. Greene. 
Joseph Walsh. 
MICHIGAN. 
Louis C. Cramton. 
Joseph W. Fordney. 
James C. McLaughlin. 
Gilbert A. Currie. 
Frank D. Scott. 
Charles A. Nichols. 
MINNESOTA. 
Andrew J. Volstead. 
W. L. Carss. 
Halvor Steenerson. 
Thomas D. Schall. 


MISSISSIPPI, 
P. B. Johnson. 
Percy E. Quin. 
James W. Collier, 


MISSOURI. 
Champ Clark. 
Cleveland Newton, 
William L. Igoe. 
Leonidas C. Dyer. 
Marion E. Rhodes. 
od. D. Hays. 
Isaac V. McPherson. 
Thomas L. Rubey. 

MONTANA, 
Carl W. Riddick. 

NEBRASKA. 
M. OQ. McLaughlin. 
William E. Andrews. 
Moses P, Kinkaid. 

NEVADA. 

Charles R. Evans. 
NEW HAMI’SHIRE. 
Edward H. Wason. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Amos II. Radcliffe. 
Cornelius J. McGlennon. 
Daniel F. Minahan. 
Frederick R. Lehlbach. 
John J. Eagan, 


NEW MEXICO. 
Benigno C. Hernandez. 

NEW YORK, 
William E. Cleary. 
David J. O'Connell. 
Reuben L. Haskell. 
Daniel J. Riordan. 
Henry M. Goldfogle. 
Christopher D. Sullivan. 


SY 


Fiorello H. LaGuardia, 
Peter J. Hooling. 
Thomas IF’. Smith, 
Herbert C. Pell. 
John F. Carew. 
Joseph Rowan. 

Isaac Siegel. 

Jerome F. Donovan. 
Anthony J. Griffin. 
Richard F. McKiniry, 
James V. Ganly. 
James W. Husted. 
Edmund Platt. 
Charles B. Ward. 
Rollin B. Sanford. 


John II, Small. 
Claude Kitchin. 

S. M. Brinson. 
Edward W. Pou. 
Charles M. Stedman, 


John M,. Baer. 
George M. Young. 


Nicholas Longworth. 
A. E. B. Stephens. 
Warren Gard. 
Benjamin F. Welty. 
Charles J. Thompson, 
Charles C. Kearns, 
Simeon D. Fess. 

R. Clint Cole. 

Isaac R. Sherwood. 
Israel M. Foster. 
Edwin D. Ricketts. 


E. B. Howard. 
William W. Hastings. 
Charles D. Carter, 
Tom D. McKeown. 


Willis C. Hawley. 
Nicholas J. Sinnott. 


William 8. Vare. 
George S. Graham. 
J. Hampton Moore. 
George W. Edmonds. 
Peter E. Costello. 
George P. Darrow. 
Thomas 8. Butler. 
Henry W. Watson. 
William W. Griest. 
Patrick McLane. 
John J. Casey. 
John Reber. 
Arthur G. Dewalt. 
Edgar R. Kiess. 
John V. Lesher. 


Thomas 8. Crago. 
Mahlon M. Garland. 


Clark Burdick. 
Walter R. Stiness. 


Richard S. Whaley. 
James F. Byrnes. 

Fred H. Dominick. 
Samuel J. Nicholls. 


Carl A. Christopherson, 
Royal C, Johnson. 


Sam R. Sells. 
J. Will Taylor. 
Jobn A. Moon. 
Cordell Hull. 
Ewin L. Davis. 


Eugene Black, 

John C. Box. 

James Young. 

Sam Rayburn. 
Rufus Hardy. 

Clay S. Briggs. 

Joe H. Eagle. 
Joseph J. Mansfield. 


Milton H. Welling. 


Schuyler Otis Bland. 
Edward BE. Holland. 
Andrew J. Montague. 
Walter A. Watson. 
Edward W. Saunders, 


John F. Miller. 
Lindley H. Hadley. 
Albert Johnson. 





May 


James S. Parker. 
Frank Crowther. 
Bertrand H. Snell. 
Luther W. Mott. 
Homer P. Snyder, 
William H. Hill. 
Walter W. Magee. 
Norman J. Gould. 
Alanson B. Houghton. 
Thomas B, Dunn. 
Archie D. Sanders. 
S. Wallace Dempsey. 
Clarence MacGregor. 
James M. Mead. 
Daniei Reed. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 
Hannibal L. Godwin. 
Leonidas D. Robinson, 
Robert L. Doughton, 
Edwin Y. Webb, 
Zeb Weaver. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 
J. H. Sinclair. 


OHIO, 
J. T. Begg. 
Martin L. Davey. 
Cc, Ellis Moore. 
Roscoe C. MecCu.loch. 
William A. Ashbrook, 
I. Frank Murphy. 
John G. Cooper. 
Charles A. Mooney, 
John J. Babka. 
Henry I. Emerson. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Joseph B. Thompson, 
Scott Ferris. 

James V. McClintic. 
Dick T. Morgan. 


OREGON. 
Clifton N. McArthur. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 
Benjamin K. Focht. 
Aaron 8. Kreider. 
John M. Rose. 
Edward 8. Brooks, 
Evan J. Jones. 
J. H. Wilson. 
S. A. Kendall. 
Henry W. Temple. 
Milton M. Shreve. 
Henry J. Steele. 
Nathan L. Strong. 
Willis J. Hulings. 
Stephen G. Porter. 
Guy. B. Campbell. 


AT LARGER. 
William J. Burke. 
Anderson H. Walters, 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Ambrose Kennedy. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


William F’. Stevenson, 
J. Willard Ragsdale. 
Asbury F. Lever. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Harry L, Gandy. 


TENNESSEE, 


Joseph W. Byrns. 

Lemuel P. Padgett, 

Thetus W. Sims. 

Finis J. Garrett. 

Hubert F. Fisher, 
TEXAS. 


James P. Buchanan. 
Fritz G. Lanham. 
Lucien W. Parrish. 
Carlos Bee. 

John N. Garner. 
Claude Hudspeth. 
Thomas L. Blanton. 


UTAH. 
James H. Mays. 
VERMONT. 
Frank L. Greene. 
VIRGINIA. 


James P. Woods. 
Thomas W. Harrison, 
C. Bascom Slemp. 
Henry D. Flood. 


WASHINGTON. 


J. W. Summers, 
J. 8S. Webster, 
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WEST VIRGINIA. 


M. M. Neely. 
George M. Bowers, 
Stuart PF. Reed. 


Harry C. Woodyard. 
Wells Goodykoontz. 
L. B. Echols. 


WISCONSIN, 


John J. Esch. 
Hdward B. Browne. 
David G. Classen. 
James A. Frear. 
Adoiphus P. Nelson. 


C. BE. Randall. 
Edward Voigt. 
J. G. Monahan. 
John C. Kleezka. 
Victor Berger. 
Florian Lampert. 


WYOMING. 
Frank W. Mondell. 


The Crerk. Four hundred and two Members have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. For the information of 
the House I present a statement of the changes that have taken 
place by death and resignation since the close of the Sixty-fifth 
Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 




















Date of 
District. Name. oon 
| 
Sixth Virginia. .......+..00-.0-0-- | Carter Glass, resigned .......---- Dec. 16,1918 
Twenty-second Pennsylvania. | Edward E. Robbins, died...-.--.- Jan. 25, 1919 
Eighth Virginia. .........-.-- ..-| Charles C. Carlin, resigned......) Mar. 3, 1919 
Eighth Kentucky .........-..-.--- Harvey Helm, died...-..-- ae Do. 
TWOMEE TOMAS. oc ccccesccccccccoes James C. Wilson, resigned Apr. 3,1919 
a thr entacsecntnckans cts Charles A, Sulzer, died.........- Apr. 15,1919 
First Loutalanay .......20.cc.cccees | Albert Estopinal, died....-....-. Apr. 28,1919 
Seventh Alabama. .....-....-.---. | John L. Burnett, died. .......-- May 13,1919 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The CrerK. The next business in order is the election of 
the Speaker. Nominations for Speaker are in order. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Clerk, I am authorized by the unani- 
mous action of the Republican conference to place in nomina- 
tion for Speaker of the House of Representatives for the Sixty- 
sixth Congress Mr. Freperrck Huntrneron GILLett, of Massa- 
chusetts. [Applause.] 

The Crerk. Are there any further nominations? 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Clerk, I have always been frank with 
the House, and I am going to be frank with it now. [If it 
were possible, I would like to pestpone the election of Speaker 
for about two years, to give time and opportunity to some of 
our boys who have remained at home to get here. [Applause 
and laughter.] I see many new faces over there on the Republi- 
can side, and I fear they, like the lean and hungry Cassius, are 
dangerous to Democratic suecess in this eontest. 

Mr. Clerk, this is an important function we are called upon 
to perform—the election of a Speaker for the Sixty-sixth Con- 
The office of Speaker is a high, important, and respon- 
sible position. I have inquired diligently ameng the gentlemen 
sitting on this side of the aisle, and I learn that the distin- 
guished gentleman whose name was just presented by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNer] is a man of unimpeachable 
character, of great learning, long experience, a man who has 
proven good and true in every capacity in which he has been 
tried. The CoNGRESSIONAL REecorp which I have read recites his 
splendid achievements and fully justifies the high esteem in 
which his friends on this side of the House hold him. [Ap- 
plause on Republican side.] I am very glad to hear that 
applause. The CONGRESSIONAL REcorp also shows that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman whose name I shall present has time and 
time again received. the unqualified approval of every man 
upon the Republican side. [Applause.} You have said that 
he is a brave man, a learned man, an impartial man, just such 
a man as should preside over this House in this day of har- 
mony and good will, and now I am going to put to the test my 
good friends on that side, and, notwithstanding the unavoid- 
able absence for two years of many gentlemen who sincerely 
desired to be here, I am going to ask this House to reelect to 
the office which he has so well filled so long, and in which he 
has served his country with sueh distinguished ability, that 
great American citizen, CHAMP CLARK, of Missouri. [Applause.] 

The Cierk. Are there any further nominations? If not, 
the nominations will be closed. The Clerk will appoint as tellers 
to count the votes the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sanrorp], 
the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Denison], the gentleman from 
Seuth Dakota [Mr. GANnpy], and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Vinson], who will please take their places at the desk. 
The Clerk will call the roll and the Members will designate by 
name whom they desire to elect as Speaker. 

The tellers having taken their places, the House proceeded to 
‘vote viva voce for Speaker, The following is the vete in detail: 


gress. 
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FOR MR. PREDERICK H. GILLETT—228. 


Ackerman 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md. 
Andrews, Nebr. 
Anthony 
Bacharach 
Baer 

Barbour 

Begg 

Benham 
Bland, Ind. 
Boies 

Bowers 
Britten 
Brooks, Ill. 
Brooks, Pa. 
Browne 
Browning 
Burdick 

Burke 
surroughs 
Butler 
Campbell, Kaus. 
Cannon 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Classon 

Cole 

Cooper 

Copley 
Costello 

Crago 

Cramton 
Crowther 
Currie, Mich. 
Curry, Calif. 
Dallinger 
Darrow 

Davis, Minn 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Dunbar 
Dunn 
Dyer 
Echols 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Hilsworth 
Elston 
Emerson 
Bseh 








Focht 


Alexander 
Ashbrook 
Aswell 


| Ayres 


Babka 
Dankhead 
Barkley 

Bee 

Bell 

Penson 
Black 
Blackmon 
Bland, Mo 
Bland, Va. 
Blanton 
Booher 

Box 

Lrand 
Briggs 
Brinsen 
Luchanan 
Byrnes, 8. €. 
Lyrns, Tenn. 
Campbell, Pa. 
‘andler 
‘antrill 
‘arew 

‘arss 





Dent 

Dewalt 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Donovan 


At the conclusion of the roll, 


Fordney 
Foster 
Frear 
Freeman 
French 
Puller, Til. 
Fuller, Mass. 
Garland 
Good 
Goedall 
Geodykoontz 
Geuld 
Graham, Pa. 
Graham, Ml. 
Green, Lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hamilton 
Hardy, Colo. 
Haskell 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hays 
Hernandez 
Hersey 
Hickey 
Hicks 

Hill 

Foch 
Floughton 
Hulings 
Hull, lowa 
Husted 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
Jefferis 


Johnson, 8. Dak. 


Johnson, Wash. 
Jones, Pa. 
Juul 

Kearns 

Kelley, Mich. 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Lowa 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kiess 

King 

Kinkaid 
Kleezka 
Knutson 
Kraus 
LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Langley 
Layton 


FOR MR. CHAMP CLARK—172. 


Deoling 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Drane 
Eagan 

Hagle 
Evans, Mont. 
Evans, Ney. 
Ferris 

Fields 
Fisher 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Gallagher 
Gandy, S. Dak. 
Ganly, N. ¥. 
Gard 

Garner 
Garrett 
Godwin 
Goldfoegle 
Geedwin 
Griffin 
Hardy, Tex. 
Harrison 
Hastings 
Havden 
Heflin 
Hlersman 
Holtand 
Howard 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Miss. 
Johnston, N. Y. 
Kettner 
Kincheloe 
Kitchin 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Lazaro 


Lehibach 
Little 
Longworth 
Luce 
Lufkin 
Luhring 
MeArthur 
McCulloch 
McKenzie 
McKinley 


Rodenberg 
Rogers 

Rose 

Rowe 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanford 
Schall 

Scott 

Sells 


McLaughlin, Mich.Shreve 
McLaughlin, Nebr.Siegel 


McPherson 
MacCrate 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee 
Mann 
Mapes 
Mason 
Merritt 
Michener 
Miller 
Monahan 
Mondell 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Moores, Ind. 
Morgan 
Mott 

Mudd 
Murphy 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn. 
Newton, Mo. 
Nichols, Mich. 
Nolan 
Ogden 
Osborne 
Paige 
Parker 
Peters 

Platt 

Porter 
Purnell 
Radcliffe 
Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Randall, Wis. 
Reavis 
Reber 

Reed, N. Y. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Riddiek 
Robsion, Ky. 


Lea, Calif. 
Lesher 

Lever 
Linthicum 
Lonergan 

Me Andrews 
MeClintie 
McDuffie 
MeGlennon 
McKeown 
McKiniry 
McLane 
Maher 

Major 
Mansfield 
Martin 

Mays 

Mead 
Minahan, N. J. 
Montague 
Moon, Tenn. 
Mooney, Ohio 
Nelson, Mo. 
Nicholls, 8. C. 
O'Connell 
Oldfield 
Oliver 
Overstreet 
Padgett 


Phelan 

Pou 

Ragsdale 
Rainey, H. T. 
Rainey, J. W. 
Raker 
Randall, Calif. 
Rayburn 
Riordan 
Robinson, N. C. 
Romjue 


Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Slemp 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, Mich. 
Snell 
Snyder 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Ohio 
Stiness 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sweet 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Temple 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
‘Towner 
Treadway 
Jaile 
Vare 
Vestal 
Voigt 
Volstead 
Walsh 
Walters 
Ward 
Wason 
Watson, Pa. 
Webster 
Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wilson, DL 
Winslow 
Weod, Ind. 
Woodyard 
Yates 
Young, N. Dak. 
Zihiman 


Rouse, Ky. 
Rowan, N. Y. 
Rubey 
Rucker 
Sabath 
Sanders, La. 
Saunders, Va. 
Scully 
Sears 
Sherwoed 
Sims 
Sisson 
Small 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smithwick 
Ste nil 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stephens, Miss, 
Stevenson 
Sullivan 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla, 
Tillman 
Upshaw 
Venable 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Webb 
Welling 
Welty 
Whaley 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 

Vise 
Woeds, Va. 
Wright 
Young, Tex. 






The CrerkK said: The result of the ballot as agreed to by the 
tellers is as follows: 


Total number of votes cast, 400. 
and Mr. CLiark of Missouri received 172. 


Mr. GILLetT received 228 
Mr. Gitterr, having 


received a majority of all the votes cast, a quorum being present 








4} J 


and voting, is declared duly elected Speaker of the Sixty-sixth 


Congress. [Applnuse.] The Clerk appoints as a committee to 
notify Mr. Giuierr of his election and to escort him to the chair 
Mr. Crank of Missouri, Mr. Mann, of Illinois, and Mr. MonpbE Ltr, 


of Wyoming. 


rhe committee appointed to conduct the Speaker elect to the | 


l having returned with him, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri said: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, out of 37 Speak- 
ers Massachusetts has had 5. This is the first time that the 
fatherhood of the House and the Speakership of the House have 
merged in one man. The gentleman you have elected has served 
26 years. He has scholarship, experience, high character, and I 
hope that he will write his name among the very scanty list of 
great Speakers. [Applause and laughter.] 

I have the pleasure and the honor of introducing to you the 
next Speaker of the House, Hon. Frepertck H. GILietr. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

ADDRESS OF THE SPEAKER, 


The SPEAKER elect, on taking the chair, said: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, I thank you for 
this cordial demonstration. I wish I could hope that this gavel 
will never be needed to check any less friendly and good-tem- 
pered disturbance. But I recognize this momentous session 
must bring periods of stress and excitement when it will be 
hard for us all to preserve that moderation and decorum befit- 
ing the dignity of this body. 

I hope that the good feeling and mutual respect which exists 


to-day. although it may at times be clouded and dimmed, will, | 


at the end of this Congress, be no less general and genuine. | 


Applause. ] 


To you who have conferred upon me this high office I feel the | 


eepest gratitude. Both my training and my taste have made it 
attractive to me. There is no other in the world for which T 
exchange it. Perhaps I ought to throw a ring into the 
sea to propitiate the gods. I have served under five Speakers, 
Crisp. Reed, Henderson, Cannon, and Clark, all men of high 
haracter and great ability, some of them men of extraordinary 
ability, and I have now no ambition except by an honorable and 
acceptable performance of my duty to prove myself not unworthy 
of that exalted company and of your partiality. To achieve that 
Task ye aid and cooperation. [Applause.] 
are facing this Congress problems so grave and so diffi- 
\ cult as to demand our most industrious application and com- 








ned wisdom. Upon our suecess in solving them hangs the | 


inte prosperity and the future development of the Nation. 
rhey are so momentous that they may well sober partisanship 
! arm prejudice. I am sure you will enter upon your task 
vith high purpose, and I pledge you it will be my aim to exercise 
» power you have conferred upon me fairly, impartially, 
licially, and with scrupulous regard for the rights and for the 
ings of every Member of the House. [Applause.] 
I am now ready to take the oath of office, and I ask that it be 
ministered by Mr. Cannon, of Illinois. [Applause.] 
The oath of office was administered by Mr. Cannon. 
SWEARING IN OF CERTAIN MEMBERS ELECT. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
send to the Clerk's desk a list of Members elect whose certifi- 
tes have not been received but with regard to whose election 
is no question. After the list has been read I shall ask 
nimous consent that they may be allowed to take the oath. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 


re was no objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Mir Duffie, first Alabama. 

Mr first California. 

Mr man, eighth California. 


I 

| 

Kettner, eleventh California, 
Mr. Wilson, third Ilinoi 








Mr. Fuller, twelfth: Illinois. 
Mr. Rainey, twentieth Illinois 
Mr. Rodenberg, twenty-second Illinois, 


Mr. Bland, second Indiana. 
Towner, eighth Iowa. 

rsey, fourth Main« 
{r ichols, thirteenth Michigan. 
Mr. Reavis, first Nebraska 
Mr. McClintic, seventh Oklahoma. 
Mr. Bee. fourteenth Texas. 
Mr. Wellin ‘tah. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Members whose names have been read who are now present 
and with regard to whose election there is no question be allowed 


10 take the oath 








g, first Uta 


Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the unanimous consent? 
fter a pause.| The Chair hears none. The Clerk will call the |! 
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| list of Members by States, to take the oath of office, and Mem- 
bers will come forward as called. 

‘The Members presented themselves as their States were called 
| and took the oath of office provided by law. 
| Mr. Griest, Mr. Hicks, and Mr. Butter affirmed. 

During the swearing in of Members, when the State of Wis- 
consin was called, the following occurred: 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the swearing in 
at this time of Vicror Brercer, a Representative elect from the 
State of Wisconsin [applause], for the reason that he is now 
under conviction-and sentence by a United States court for a 
violation of the law of the United States. I wish to state for 
the information of the House that at the proper time I shall 
offer a resolution providing that the question of the eligibility of 
Mr. BerGer to a seat in this House be referred to a special com- 
mittee in accordance with the precedents established by the 
House of Representatives in similar cases. [Applause.] 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, I understand this is a ques- 
tion of the highest personal privilege, 

The SPEAKER. This is not the time to recognize the gen- 
tleman for that. Until the swearing in of the Members is com- 
pleted the Chair can not recognize the gentleman. 

The swearing in of the Members was completed. 





ELECTION OF OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution 
which I will send to the Clerk’s desk, ask that it be read, and 
move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNer] 
offers a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William Tyler Page, of the State of Maryland, be, 
and he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives ; 

That Joseph G. Rodgers, of the State of Pennsylvania, be, nd he is 
hereby, chosen Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives ; 

That Bert W. Kennedy, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives ; 

That Frank W. Collier, of the State of Wisconsin, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives; and 

That Rey. Henry N. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
submit a unanimous-consent request that the gentleman who 
is nominated for Chaplain be elected by acclamation, and then, 
/ as to the balance of the names included in the resolution offered 
| by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Towner] I wish to offer a sub- 
| stitute. 

Mr. TOWNER. I think there will be no objection to that on 
this side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. SAuNpERS]? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the election of Chaplain. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman to 
suggest offering a substitute resolution. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. As soon as disposition is made 
of the election of Chaplain. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the election of Chaplain. 

The question was taken, and Mr. Couden was unanimously 
elected. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I now send to the 
desk a resolution in the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That South Trimble, of the State of Kentucky, be, and he 
is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives ; : 

That Robert B. Gordon, of the State of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives ; 

That Joseph J. Sinnott, of the State of Virginfa, be, and he fis hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the Ilouse of Representatives ; and , 

That William M. Dunbar, of the State of Georgia, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the sub- 
stitute. , 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNer]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will be 
recognized. First the officers who have just been elected will 
come forward and be sworn. 

Messrs. Page, Rodgers, Kennedy, Collier, and Couden ap- 
peared at the bar of the House, and the Speaker administered 
to them the oath of office. 


MINORITY EMPLOYFES. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a 
resolution, which it will take but a minute to dispose of. I ask 
for its immediate consideration. 


ee Eis 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri offers 9 reso- | 2 seat in this House; and said committee shall have power to send for 


lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, Joseph J. Sinnott be author- 
ized to act as special employee of the House of Representatives and 
receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that H. W. 
Iketron be authorized to act as special chief page and pair clerk and 
receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that Kenneth 
Itomney be authorized to act as special messenger and assistant pair 
clerk and receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum ; that 
John O. Snyder and Lawrence Overstreet be authorized to act as special 
messengers and receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum ; 
and that J. J. Kenah be authorized to act as minority telephone mes- 
senger and receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; such 
employees to be at all times under the control of the Speaker of the 
House and subject to change at any time by the House as provided by 
law. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolutions: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that 
a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready to 
proceed to business. 

Also: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives 
to notify the President of the United States that a quorum of each 
House is assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any com- 
munication he may be pleased to make. 


Also: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States and the House of 
Representatives be notified of the election of Hon. ALBert B. CUMMINS, 
of Iowa, as President of the Senate pro tempore, and George A. Sander- 
son as Secretary of the Senate. 

Also: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. JOHN LAWSON BuRNETT, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Alabama. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa offers a resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the 
United States that the House of Representatives has elected FREDERICK 
H. GILLetT, a_ Representative from the State of Massachusetts, as 
Speaker, and William Tyler Page, a citizen of the State of Maryland, 
as Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Sixty-sixth Congress, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan offers a reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE, 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that body 
that a quorum of the House of Representatives is assembled; that 
FreperickK H. GILLETT, a Representative from the State of Massachu- 
setts, has been elected Speaker ; that William Tyler Page, a citizen of the 
State of Maryland, has been elected Clerk; and that the House is ready 
for business. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on the adoption of the reso- 


- lution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REPRESENTATIVE ELECT BERGER, 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution, 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is charged that Vicror Bereer, a Representative elect to 
the Sixty-sixth Congress from the State of Wisconsin, is ineligible to 

n seat in the House of Representatives ; and 
Whereas such charge is made through a Member of the House, and on 

his responsibility as such Member, and on the basis, as he asserts, of 

public records and papers evidencing such an ineligibility : 

Resolved, That the question of the prima facie right of Victor BercEr 
to be sworn in as a Representative of the State of Wisconsin of the 
Sixty-sixth Congress, as well as of his final right to a seat therein as 
such Representative, be referred to a special committee of nine Members 
of the House, to be appointed by the Speaker; and until such committee 
shall report upon and tho Touse decide such question and right, the 
said Vicror Bercer shell noc be sworn in nor be permitted to occupy 








ersons and papers and examine witnesses on oath relative to the sub- 
ect matter of this resolution. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, for the in- 
formation of the House, that this resolution follows the precedent 
established by the House in the first session of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, in the case of Mr. Roberts, a Representative elect from 
the State of Utah. Inasmuch as the only question now before 
the House is the adoption of this resolution for the appointment 
of a committee to consider the question of eligibility, and inas- 
much as Mr. Bercer will have full opportunity to appear and 
present his case before that committee, ard also at a later date 
before the House, in case the House so decides, when the report 
of the committee comes up for discussion and action, in order to 
expedite the public business I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
the previous question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BERGER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does tLe gentleman rise? 

Mr. BERGER. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. MONDELL rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BERGER. I say I would like to make a short statement 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL] has the floor at present. 


COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, out of due and proper defer- 
ence to the action of the Senate, I submit the following resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming offers’a reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three Members be appointed by the 
Speaker on the part of the House of Representatives to join with the 
committee on the part of the Senate to notify the President of tie 
United States that a quorum of each House is assembled and that Con- 
gress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints Messrs. Monpett, MANN, 
and CLark of Missouri as members of the committee. 


THE RULES. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I send a resolution to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask for its adoption. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas offers a resolu- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Sixty- 
fifth Congress, with an amendment increasing the membership of the 





| Committee on Ways and Means to 25, be adopted as the rules of the 


House of Representatives of the Sixty-sixth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming offers a reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following-named Members be, and they are hereby, 


elected members of the standing committees of the House and the joint 
standing committees, as follows 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the list of members of committees be dispensed 
with, and that the list be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the list of members of the 
committees be dispensed with, and that the list be printed in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? , 

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
is this just a list of the majority Members? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. It is a list of the majority Members. 

Mr. GARRETT. There are no minority Members on the 
list? 

Mr. MONDELL. No. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. 
lution, 

The resolution was agreed to. - 

Following is the list referred to: 


The question is on the adoption of the reso- 


ASSIGNMENTS OF MAJORITY MEMBERS TO STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Accounts: Clifford Ireland, chairman, of Tllinois; Carl H. Mapes, of 
Michigan ; Adolphus P. Nelson, of Wisconsin; Anderson H. Walters, of 
Pennsylvania; Edward D. Hays, of Missouri; Clarence MacGregor, 
of New York; William I. Hill, of New York, 

gricuiture: Gilbert N. Haugen, chairman, of Iowa; James C. Me- 
Laughlin, of Michigan; Sydney Anderson, of Minnesota; William W. 
Wilson, of Dlinois; Charies B. Ward, of New York; William B. McKin- 
ley, of Minois; Elijah C. Hutchinson, of New Jersey ; Fred S. Purnell, 
of Indiana: Edward Voigt, of Wisconsin; Melvin Orlande McLaughlin, 
of Nebraska : Evan J. Jones, of Pennsylvania ; Carl W. Riddick, of Mon- 
tana; J. N. Tincheér, of Kansas. 

Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: Addison T. Smith, chairman, of Idaho; John 
M. C. Smith, of Michigan; Thomas D. Schall, of Minnesota; J. H. Sin- 
clair, of North Dakota; James G. Strong, of Kansas. , 

Appropriations: James W. Good, chairman, of Iowa; Charles. R. 
Davis, of Minnesota; William 8. Vare, of Pennsylvania ; Joseph G. Can- 
non, of INinois; Campbell Bascom Slemp, of Virginia; William R. Wood, 
of Indiana; Louis C. Cramton, of Michigan; Edward H. Wason, of New 








Ilampshire ; Walter W. Magee, of New York; George Holden Tinkham, 
of Massachusetts; Burton L. French, of Idaho; Milton W. Shreve, of 


Pei vania; Charles F, Ogden, of Kentucky. 

Banking and Currency : Edmund Platt, chairman, of New York ; Louis 
T. McFadden, of Pennsylvania; Porter H. Dale, of Vermont; Roseoe C. 
McCulloch, of Ohio; Edward J. King, of Illinois; Frank D. Scott, of 
Michigan ; Adolphus P. Nelson, of Wisconsin; James G. Strong, of Kan- 
: L. S&S. Behols, of West Virginia ; Edward 8. Brooks, of Pennsylvania ; 
um H. Hill, of New York; Robert Luce, of Massachusetts; Clark 
ick, of Rhode Island. 
ensus: Charles A. Nichols, chairman, of Michigan; Isaac Siegel, of 
New York; Louis W. Fairfield, of Indiana; Ira G. Hersey, of Maine; 
John W. Langley, of Kentucky; Horace M. Towner, of Iowa; Loren E, 
Wheeler, of Illinois; James P. Glynn, of Connecticut ; Willis J. Hulings, 
of Pennsylvania; Henry E. Barbour, of California. 
ims: George W. Edmonds, chairman, of Pennsylvania; Edward C, 
, of Kansas; Clifford Ireland, of Miinois; James P. Glynn, of Con- 
necticut ; John M. Rose, ef Pennsylvania: Clarence MacGregor, of New 
; John C. MacCrate, of New York; Charles J. Thompson, of Ohio; 
M. Clyde Kelly, of Pennsylvania. 

age, Weights, and Measures: Albert H. Vestal, chairman, of In- 

na ohn M. Rose, of Pennsylvania; Louis B. Goodall, of Maine; 

W. Langley, of Kentucky ; Reuben L. Haskell, of New York; Clifferd 
Ireland, of Illinois; Florian Lampert, of Wisconsin ; John Reber, of Penn- 
sylvania; William N. Andrews, of Maryland; R. Clint Cole, of Ohio. 

District of Columbia: Carl E. Mapes, chairman, of Michigan ; Benja- 
min K. Focht, of Pennsylvania; Loren E. Wheeler, of Illinois; Norman 
J. Gould, of New York; Stuart F. Reed, of West Virginia ; Frederick W. 
Rowe, of New York; Frederick N. Zihlman, of Maryland ; Florian Lam- 
pert, of Wisconsin; Anderson H. Walters, of Pennsylvanja; Frank Mur- 
phy, of Ohio; Eedward D. Hays, of Missouri; Clark Burdick, of Rhode 
Island 



























at 


ion: Simeon D. Fess, chairman, of Ohio; Horace M. Towner, 
: Edmund Platt, of New York; Frederick W. Dallinger, of Massa- 
: Albert Hi. Vestal, of Indiana; Sherman FE. Burroughs, of New 
Hampshire; Edward J. King, of Wineis; Daniel Reed, of New York; 
John M. Robsion, of Kentucky. 

Election of President, Vice President. and Representatives in Con- 
gress: Florian Lampert, chairman, of Wisconsin; Carl BE. Mapes, of 
Mic in: Simeon D. Fess, of Ohio; Mahlon M. Garland, of Pennsyl- 
William E. Andrews, of Nebraska; Edwin LB. Brooks, of Illinois; 
ayes B. White, of Kansas; Daniel Reed, of New York. 

Elections No. 1: Frederick W. Dallinger, chairman, of Massachusetts ; 
John M. Rose, of Pennsylvania ; 





chusetts 





William A. Rodenberg, of Illinois; R. 
Clint Cole, of Ohio; Clifford E. Randall, of Wisconsin ; Oxear R. Luhbring, 
of Indiana. 

Elections No. 2: Louis B. Goodall, chairman, of Maine; Frederick R. 
Lehibach, of New Jersey; John A. Elston, of California; Marion E. 
Rhodes, of Missouri ; Robert Luce, of Massachusetts; Albert W. Jefferics, 
of Nebraska, 

‘lections No. 3: Cassius C. Dowell, chairman, of Towa; Roscoe C, 
h, of Ohio; Frank D. Scott, of Michigan; Richard N. Elliott, 

na; Edward D. Hays, of Missouri; Carl R. Chindblom, of Illinois. 
Inrolled Bills: John R. Ramsey, chairman, of New Jersey; Edmund 
Platt, of New York; Marion E. Rhodes, of Missouri; Edwin D. Ricketts, 
of Ohio. 

Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture; John M. Baer, chair- 
man, of North Dakota; Albert H. Vestal, of Indiana; Edward J. King, 
of Illinois. 

Expenditures ix the Department of Commerce: Thomas 8. Williams, 
chairman, of Illinois ; Norman J. Gould, of New York; Willis J. Hulings, 
of Pennsylvania ; Frank Murphy, of Ohio. 

Expenditures in the Department of Interior: Aaron S. Kreider, chair- 
man, of Pennsylvania; Albert Johnson, of Washington; Rescoe C, 
McCulloch, of Ohio; Henry E. Barbour, of California. 

Expenditures in the Department of Justice: Wallace H. White, jr., 
aan man, of Maine; Stuart F. Reed, of West Virginia; Robert Luce, of 
Massachusetts, 

Expenditures in the Department of Labor: Anderson H. Walters, 
chairman, of Pennsylvania; Bertrand H. Snell, of New York; James H. 
Sinclair, of North Dakota. 

Expenditures in the Navy Department: Reuben L. Haskell, chairman, 
= — York; L. 8. Echols, of West Virginia; Clark Burdick, of Rhode 

siand, 

Expenditures in the Post Office Department: Frederick N. Zihlman, 
chairman, of Maryland ; Sam R. Sells, of Tennessee; Frederick W. Rowe, 
of New York; James P. Glynn, of Connecticut. 

Expenditures in the Department of State: Richard N. Elliett, chair- 
man, of Indiana: Louis T. McFadden, of Pennsylvania; Isaac Siegel, 
of New York; J. Will Taylor, of Tennessee. 

Expenditures in the Treasury Department: Porter H. Dale, chairman, 
of Vermont; Mahlon M. Garland of Pennsylvania ; William BH. Andrews, 
of Nebraska; William N. Vaile, of Colorado. 

Expenditures in the War Department: William J. Graham, chairman, 
of Illinois; Royal C. Johnson, of South Dakota; Albert W. Jefferies, of 
Nebraska ; Clarence MacGregor, of New York. 

Expenditures on Public Buildings: Ira G. Hersey, chairman, of Maine ; 
George W. Edmonds, of Pennsylvania; John 8S. Benham, of Indiana; 
William H. Hill, of New York. 
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Flood Control: William A.-Rodenberg, chairman, of Ilinois; Charles 
F. Curry, of California; William J. Graham, of Illinois; Thomas D; 
Schall, of Minnesota; Stuart F. Reed, of West Virginia; Oscar R. 
reeetng, of Indiana ; Frank Crowther, of New York; Frank Murphy, of 

Ho, 

Foreign Affairs: Stephen G.. Porter, chairman, of Pennsylvania; John 
Jaceb: Rogers, of Massachusetts; Henry W. Temple, of Pennsylvania; 
Ambrose Kennedy, of Rhode Island; Edward E. Browne, of Wisconsin; 
Merrill Moores, ef Indiana ; William E. Mason, of Llinois; William Hy 
Newton, of Minnesota; L.. J. Dickinson, of Iowa; Ernest R. Ackerman, 
of New Jersey; Frank L. Smith, of Illinois; James T. Begg, of Ohio; 
Alanson B. Houghton, of New York, 

Immigration and Naturalization: Albert Johnson, chairman, of Wash- 
ington; Isaac Siegel, of New York: Harold Knutson, of Minnesota; 
Roscoe €, McCulloch, of Ohio; J. Will Taylor, of Tennessee; John C. 
Kileczka, of Wisconsin ; William N, Vaile, of Colorado; Hayes B. White, 
of Kansas. 

Indian Affairs: Homer P. Snyder, chairman, of New York; Philip P. 
Campbell, of Kansas; Royal C. Johnson, of South Dakota; John A, 
Elston, of California ; Frederick W. Dallinger, of Massachusetts ; Benigno 
C, Hernandez, of New Mexico; Marion E. Rhodes, of Missouri; James Hy 
Sinclair, of North Dakota; Clifford E. Randall, of Wisconsin; Albert W. 
Jefferies, of Nebraska; R. Clint Cole, of Ohio; John Reber, of Pennsyl- 
vania; M. Clyde Kelly, of Pennsylvania. 

Industrial Arts and Expositions: Oscar E. Bland, chairman, of In- 
diana ; Charles A. Nichols, of Michigan ; Louis W. Fairfield, of Indiana ; 
I ; P. Kinkaid, of Nebraska; Sam R. Sells, of Tennessee; Edgar R, 
Kiess, of Pennsylvania; Clifford Ireland, of Illinois; Clark Burdick, of 
Rhode Island; William J. Burke, of Peansylvania. R 

Insular Affairs: Horace M, Towner, chairman, of Iowa; Charles FE. 
Fuller, of Illinois; James P. Glynn, of Connecticut ; Benjamin K. Focht, 
of Pennsylvania; John I. Nolan, of California; Charles A. Nichols, of 
Michigan ; Ira G. Hersey, of Maine; Frederick N. Zihlman, of Maryland ; 
Harold Knutson, of Minnesota ; Louis W. Iairfield, of Indiana; Willis J. 
Hulings, of Pennsylvania ; Clarence MacGregor, of New York; John C, 
Kleezka, of Wisconsin. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce: John J. Esch, chairman, of Wis- 
consin ; Edward L. Hamilton, of Michigan; Samuel BE. Winslew, of Mas- 
sachusetts: James 8. Parker, of New York; Burton E. Sweet, of lowa; 
Walter R. Stiness, of Rhode Island; John G,. Cooper, of Ohio; Henry W. 
Watson, of Pennsylvania; Iranklin F. Ellsworth, of Minnesota; Ed- 
ward E. Denison, of Illinois; Everett Sanders, of Indiana; Schuyler 
Merritt, of Connecticut; J. Stanley Webster, of Washington. 

Invalid Pensions: Charles B. Fuller, chairman, of Illinois; John W. 
Langley, of Kentucky ; Moses P. Kinkaid, of Nebraska; Reuben L. Has- 
kell, of New York; Oscar E. Bland, of Indiana; Thomas S. Williams, of 
Illinois ; Edwin D. Ricketts, of Ohio ; Willis J. Hulings, of Pennsylvania ; 
Edward D. Hays, of Missouri. 

Irrigation of Arid Lands: Moses P. Kinkaid, chairman, Nebraska; 
Nicholas J. Sinnott, Oregon; Edward C. Little, Kansas; Addison T. 
Smith, of Idaho; John M. Baer, of North Dakota ; Benigno C, Hernandez, 
of New Mexico; John W. Summers, of Washington; Henry E. Barbour, 
of California ; Charles J. Thompson, of Ohio. 

Judiciary: Andrew J. Volstead, chairman, of Minnesota; Dick T. 
Morgan, of Oklahoma ; George 8. Graham, of Pennsylvania ; Leonidas C, 
Dyer, of Missouri; Joseph Waish, of Massachusetts: C. Frank Reavis, 
of Nebraska; James W. Husted, of New York; Gilbert A. Currie of 
Michigan; David G. Classon, of Wisconsin; William D. Boies, of Lowa; 
Charles A. Christophersen, of South Dakota; Richard Yates, of Illinois; 
Wells Goodykoontz, of West Virginia. 

Labor: John M. C. Smith, chairman, of Michigan; John I. Nolan, of 
California; Ira G. Hersey, of Maine; Frederick N. Ziklman, of Mary- 
Jand; Norman J. Gould, of New York; Oscar E. Bland, of Indiana; John 
Cc. MacCrate, of New York ; Frank Murphy, of Ghio. 

Library: Norman J. Gould, chairman, of New York; Simeon D. Fess, 
of Ohio; Robert Luce, of Massachusetts. 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries: William S. Greene, chairman, of 
Massachusetts; George W. Edmonds, of Pennsylvania; Frederick W. 





Rowe, of New York; Frank D. Scott, of Michigan; Wallace H. White,’ 





jr., of Maine; Frederick R, Lehibach, of New Jersey; Sherman E. LBur- 
roughs, of New Hampshire; Charles F. Curry, of California; Edwin D. 
Ricketts, of Ohio; Carl R. Chindbloom, of Ilinois; Frank Crowther, of 
New York; Clifford E. Randall, of Wisconsin; William N. Andrews, of 
Maryland. 

Mileage: John A. Elston, chairman, of California; Royal C., Johnson, 
of South Dakota; John Reber, of Pennsylvania, 

Military Affairs: Julius, Kahn, chairman, of California; Daniel R. 
Anthony, jr., of Kansas; John C. McKenzie, of Illinois ; Frank L. Greene, 
of Vermont; John M. Morin, of Pennsylvania; Thomas §S. Crago, of 
Pennsylvania ; Harry E. Hull, of Iowa; Rollin B. Sanford, of New York; 
W. Frank James, of Michigan; Charlies €. Kearns, of Ohio; Alvan T. 
Fuller, of Massachusetts ; Fiorello H. LaGuardia, of New York; John F, 
Miller, of Washington. 

Mines and Mining: Mahlon M. Garland, chairman, of Pennsylvania; 
Moses P. Kinkaid, of Nebraska; Marion E. Rhodes, of Missouri; J. G. 
Monahan, of Wisconsin; L. 8S. Echols, of West Virginia; John M. Rob- 
sion, of Kentucky; Edwin B. Brooks, of Illinois; William J. Burke, of 
Pennsylvania; Oscar R. Luhring, of Indiana. 

Naval Affairs: Thomas 8, Butler, chairman, of Pennsylvania ; William 
J. Browning, of New Jersey; Fred A. Britten, of Illinois; Patrick H. 
Kelley, of Michigan; Sydney BE. Mudd, of Maryland; John A. Peters 
of Maine; Frederick C. Hicks, of New York; Cliften N. McArthur, o 


Oregon; George P. Darrow, of Pennsylvania ; Milton Kraus, of Indiana ;_ 


Willfred W. Lufkin, of Massachusetts ; Ambrose BE. B. Stephens, of Ohio ; 
Isaae V. McPherson, of Missouri. 
Patents: John I. Nolan, chairman, of California ; Florian Lampert, of 


Wisconsin; Loren E, Wheeler, ef Illinois; Albert H. Vestal, of Indiana ;' 


William J. Burke, of Pennsylvania; Albert W. Jefferies, of Nebraska ; 
John C. MacCrate, of New York. 

Pensions: Sam R. Sells, chairman, of Tennessee; Edgar R. Kiess, of 
Pennsylvania ; Harold Knutson, of Minnesota; Anderson H. Walters, 
of Pennsylvania ; Wallace H, White, jr., of Maine; John M. Robsion, of 
Kentucky ; R. Clint Cole, of Ohio; John C. Kleczka, of Wisconsin. 

Post Offices and Post Roads: Halver Steenerson, chairman, of Min- 
nesota; Martin B. Madden, of Illinois; William W. Griest, of Pennsyl- 
vania ; Calvin DeWitt Paige, of Massachusctts; Harry C. Woodyard, of 
West Virginia; €. William Ramseyer, of Iowa; Archie D. Sanders, of 


New York; Samuel A. Kendall. of Pennsylvania; James W. Dunbar, of 
Indiana: Cleveland Newton, of Missouri; Guy W. Hardy, of Colorado; 
HMoemer Hoch, of Kansas; C. Ellis Moore, of Ohio; Charles H. Randall, 
ef California, to be assigned as a minority member. 

Printing: Edgar R. Kiess, chairman, of Pennsylvania; Albert John- 
son, of Washington, 
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1919. 


Public Buildings and Grounds: John W. Langley, chairman, of Ken- 
tucky ; John M. C. Smith, of Michigan; Thomas B. Dunn, of New York ; 
Aaron §8. Kreider, of Vennsylvania; Richard N. Elliott, of Indiana ; 
William E. Andrews, of Nebraska ; Charles J. Thompson, of Ohio ; Edwin 
B. Brooks, ot Illinois; J. Will Taylor, of Tennessee; Daniel Reed, of 
New York; Carl R. Chindblom, 6f Illinois. 

Public Lands: Nicholas J. Sinnott, chairman, of Oregon; Addison T. 
Smith, of Idaho; John A. Elston, of California; Bertrand H. Snell, of 
New York ; Charles A. Nichols, of Michigan; William J. Graham, of Thli- 
nois; John M. Baer, of North Dakota; Benigno C. Hernandez, of New 
Mexico; Hayes B. White, of Kansas; William N. Vaile, of Colorado ; 
Henry E. Barbour, of California ; John S. Benham, of Indiana ; John W. 
Summers, of Washington. : 

tailways and Canals: Loren E. Wheeler, chairman, of Illinois ; Louis 
B. Goodall, of Maine; Frederick R. Lehlbach, of New Jersey; John S. 
Benham, of Indiana; J. G. Monahan, of Wisconsin; Edward 8S. Brooks, 
of Pennsylvania; Charles J. Thompson, of Ohio. 

Reform in the Civil Service: Frederick R. Lehlbach, chairman, of 
New Jersey: Louis W. Fairfield, of Indiana; Adolphus P. Nelson, of 
Wisconsin ; John M. C. Smith, of Michigan ; Addison ‘TT. Smith, of Idaho ; 
William J. Graham, of Illinois; Frank Crowther, of New York; William 
H. Hill, of New York. 

Revision of the Laws: Edward C. Little, chairman, of Kansas; 
Charles E. Fulier, of Illinois; Reuben L. Haskell, of New York: Isaac 
Siegel, of New York; Wallace H. White, jr., of Maine; Sherman E.  Bur- 
roughs, of New Hampshire; Oscar R. Luhring, of Indiana; Clifford FE. 
Randall, of Wisconsin. 

Rivers and Harbors: Charles A. Kennedy, chairman, of Iowa; Peter 
E. Costello, of Pennsyivania ; S. Wallace Dempsey, of New York; Henry 
I. Emerson, of Ohio; Henry Z. Osborne, of California ; Richard P. Free- 
man, of Connecticut; Nathan L. Strong, of Pennsylvania; Niels ‘Juul, 
of Illinois: Amos H. Radcliffe, of New Jersey; Andrew J. Hickey, of 
Indiana; Caleb R. Layton, of Delaware; Israel M. Foster, of Ohio; 
Earl C. Michener, of Michigan. 

toads: Thomas B. Dunn, chairman, of New York; Sam R. Sells, of 
Tennessee; Thomas S. Williams, of lllinois; John R. Ramsey, of New 
Jersey; Cassius C. Dowell, of lowa; John M. Rose, of Pennsylvania ; 
Edwin D. Ricketts, of Ohio; John S. Benham, of Indiana; John M. 
Robsion, of Kentucky; Robert E. Evans, of Nebraska; John W. Sum- 
mers, of Washington; William N. Andrews, of Maryland; J. G. Mona- 
han, of Wisconsin. 

Rules: Philip P. Campbell, chairman, of Kansas; Bertrand H. Snell, 
of New York: William A. Rodenberg, of Illinois; Simeon D. Fess, of 
Ohio; Aaron 8. Kreider, of Pennsylvania; Porter IH. Dale, of Vermont ; 
Royal C. Jolinson, of South Dakota; Thomas D. Schall, of Minnesota. 

Territories: Charles F. Curry, chairman, of California; Albert John- 
son, of Washington; Cassius C. Dowell, of Iowa; Nicholas J. Sinnott, 
of Oregon; Louis T. McFadden, of Pennsylvania; John M. Baer, of 
North Dakota; John R. Ramsey, of New Jersey; John C. Kleczka, of 
Seems s Edward S. Brooks, of Pennsylvania; James G. Strong, of 
Aansas, 

War Claims: Benjamin K. Focht, chairman, of Pennsylvania; Bert- 
rand H. Snell, of New York; Frederick N. Zihlman, of Maryland ; Stuart 
I’. Reed, of West Virginia; John R. Ramsey, of New Jersey; James G. 
Strong, of Kansas: J. G. Monahan, of Wisconsin; Robert E. Evans, of 
Nebraska ; Daniel Reed, of New York. 

Ways and Means: Joseph W. Fordney, chairman, of Michigan; J. 
Hampton Moore, of Pennsylvania ; William R. Green, of Iowa; Nicholas 
Longworth, of Ohio; Willis C. Hawley, of Oregon; Allen T. Treadway, of 
Massachusetts; Ira C, Copley, of Illinois: Luther W. Mott, of New 
York; George M. Young. of North Dakota; James A. Frear, of Wiscon- 
sin; John Q. Tilson, of Connecticut: Isaac Bacharach, of New Jersey ; 
Lindley H. Hadley, of Washington; Charles B. Timberlake, of Colorado; 
George M. Bowers, of West Virginia. 

Woman Suffrage: James R. Mann, chairman, of Illinois; Edward C. 
Little, of Kansas; Richard N. Elliott, of Indiana; John I. Nolan, of 
California; George W. Edmonds, of Pennsylvania; Sherman E. Bur- 
roughs, of New Hampshire; Adolphus P. Nelson, of Wisconsin; John 
C. MacCrate, of New York. 







DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, the daily hour of meeting 
of the House of Representatives shall be 12 o’clock meridian. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ELECTION OF ADDITIONAL MEMRERS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move the election of the fol- 
lowing additional Members to committees, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. KitcH1n moves the election of the following additional named 
Members to the following-named committees : 

Accounts: Frank Park, of Georgia; Ben Johnson, of Kentucky; Wil- 
liam W. Hastings, of Oklahoma; Lucien W. Parrish, of Texas. 

Appropriations: Joseph W. Byrns, of Tennessee; Thomas U. Sisson, 
of Mississippi; James McAndrews, of Illinois; John M. Evans, of Mon. 
tann; John J. Eagan, of New Jersey; James P. Buchanan, of Texas; 
somes A. Gallivan, of Massachusetts; James F. Byrnes, of South Caro- 
Jina. 

Mileage: James P. Maher, of New York; Charles R. Evans, of Nevada. 

Rules: Edward W. Pou, of North Carolina; Finis J. Garrett, of Ten- 
woes James C. Cantrill, of Kentucky; Daniel J. Riordan, of New 
York, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr, Speaker, I move the election of the follow- 
ing additional Members to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
Mr. WKrrcH1n, of North Carolina; Mr. Henry T. Raney, of Ili- 
nois; Mr. Hutz, of Tennessee; Mr. GArner, of Texas; Mr. Cor- 
LIER, Of Mississippi; Mr. Dickinson, of Missouri; Mr. OLprierp, 
of Arkansas; Mr, Crisp, of Georgia; Mr. Carew, of New York; 
and Mr. Martin, of Louisiana, 

The motion was agreed to, 
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DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ESTOPINAL. 
Mr. WATKINS. 
tions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. ALBerr EstoprtNnat, a Representative from the State of 
Louisiana. 


Resolved, That ihe Clerk communicate a copy of these resolutions to 
the Senate. : 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BURNETT. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolutions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. JOHN LAWSON BURNETT, a Representative from the State 
of Alabama. 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate a copy of these resolutions to 
the Senate. 


The resolutions were agreed to, 

DEATH OF DELEGATE SULZER, OF ALASKA. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Ilouse has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. CHARLES AvuGcUST SULZER, a Delegate from the Territory 
of Alaska. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate a copy of these resolutions to 
the Senate. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of respect 
to the memory of the deceased Representatives, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
May 20, 1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 


' taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
supplemental estimates of appropriations required by the Treas- 
ury Department for the fiscal years 1919 and 1920 (H. Doc. No. 
4); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the 

3ureau of Pensions to pay Army and Navy pensions for the ‘is- 
eal year 1919 (H. Doe. No. 5) ; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Postmaster General submitting 
deficiency estimates of appropriations required by the Post Office 
Department for the Postal Service, fiscal year 1919 and prior 
years, including certain reductions in estimates heretofore sub- 
mitted (H. Doc. No. 6) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
required by the institution for heating, lighting, etc., for the 
reer Building, fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 7); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, 
submitting supplemental estimates of appropriation required by 
the Department of Labor (H. Doc. No. 8) ; to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting 
a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the civii 
government of the Panama Canal, relating to the salary of the 
district judge for the Canal Zone (H. Doe. No. 9) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by 
the Geological Survey for topographic surveys in various por- 
tions of the United States for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 
10); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 
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8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting 
a deficiency estimate of appropriation required by the Panama 
Canal for censorship of mails and regulating commerce, Panama 
nal, for the fiscal year 1918 (H. Doc. No. 11); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, submitting deficiency estimates of appropriation 
required by the District of Columbia for the fiseal year 1919 
and prior years (H. Doc. No. 12); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, inviting atten- 
tion to the revised estimate of appropriations for defraying 
the expenses of collecting the customs revenue for the fiscal 
year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 13) ; to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of Commerce, sub- 
mitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation required by the 
Department of Commerce to cover the increased cost of en- 
velopes for the fiscal year 1918 (H. Doc. No. 14) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

i2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 

copy of communication from the Superintendent of the State, 
War, and Navy buildings, submitting supplemental estimates of 
appropriations réquired for salaries and expenses of buildings 
under his charge for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 15); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
13. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of Commerce, sub- 
mitting supplemental estimates of appropriations required by 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doe. 
No. 16) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Attorney General, submitting 
a supplemental estimate of appropriations required by the De- 
partment ef Justice for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 17); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of Commerce, sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by 
the Coast and Geedetic Survey for the expenses of vessels and 
launches assigned to the survey by Executive order (H. Doc. 
No. 18); te the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

16. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of Commerce submit- 
ting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the 
Lighthouse Service for completing the Conneaut Light Station, 
Ohio (H. Doc. Ne. 19); to the Committee on Appropriations 
a ordered to be printed. 










PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (H. R. 1) to authorize the acquisition 
of a site and the erection of a Federal building at Salem, Mass. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 2) to pension soldiers of the 
War with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the China 
relief expedition; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 3) to provide for a public 
building at Ilion, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4) to provide for a public building at 
Herkimer, N. Y¥.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (BH. R. 5) to create in the War De- 
partment and the Navy Departmf€nt, respectively, a roll desig- 
nated as the “ Civil War velunteer officers’ retired list.” to au- 
thorize placing thereon withwetired pay certain surviving officers 
who served in the Army, Navy, er Marine Corps of the United 
States in the Civil War, and for other purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 6) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Seaside, Clatsop County, State 
of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill CH. BR. 7) to create a department of 
education, and for ether purpeses; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation, 
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By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Marshfield, Coos County, State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9) authorizing the Secretary of War to do- 
nate to the city. of Hillsboro, Washington County, in the State 
of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Medford, Jackson County, State of Oregon, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Albany, Linn County, in the State of Ore- 
gon, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Coquille, Coos County, in the State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Gold Beach, Curry County, in the State of 
Oregon, One German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Astoria, Clatsop County, in the State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Oregon City, Clackamas County, in the 
State of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Grants Pass, Josephine County, in the 
State of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of St. Helens, Columbia County, in the State 
of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ashland, Jackson County, in the State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Corvallis, Benton County, in the State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 20) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Salem, Marion County, in the State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 21) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of McMinnville, Yamhill County, in the State 
of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Commitiee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Roseburg, Douglas County, in the State of 
Oregon, one GerMan cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Toledo, Lincoln County, in the State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eugene, Lane County, in the State of 
Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 25) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dallas, Polk County, in the State of Oregon, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jacksonville, Jackson County, in the State 
of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Tillamook, Tillamook County, in the State 
of Oregon, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28) requiring The Adjutant General of the 
United States Army and the Secretary of the Navy to-furnish 
certain data to the adjutants general of the several States; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 29) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the town of Dracut, Mass., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Reading, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 31) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tewksbury, Mass.; one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 32) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the tewn of Bolton, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 33) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the tewn of Berlin, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Shirley, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 35) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Westford, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Concord, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 37) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Littleton, Mass., one German cannen or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Pepperell, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 39) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Carlisle, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

« Also, a bill (H. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wilmington, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Methuen, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 42) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Acton, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Ayer, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military A-ffairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Billerica, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Chelmsford, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 46) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Woburn, Mass., ene German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Bedford, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Harvard, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 49) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tyngsboro, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Maynard, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 51) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Northboro, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 52) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Groton, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 53) authorizing the Secretary of War. to 
donate to the town of Burlington, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 54) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Boxboro, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 55) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lincoln, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Hudson, Mass., ene German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 57) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Andover, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 58) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lowell, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 59) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Dunstable, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 60) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Stow, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (H. R. 61) to prohibit immigration 
for a period of four years, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GOULD: A Dill (H. R. 62) to provide surgical or 
medical treatment for the men of the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and the Coast Guard who have been honorably discharged 
from the service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 63) authorizing and providing for the pur- 
chase of land abroad for military cemeteries, and for their 
preservation and maintenance, in which to inter the remains of 
officers and enlisted men of the American Expeditionary Forces 
killed in battle or who have died abroad; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 64) to authorize the Chief of 
Ordnance to enter into agreements relative to repairs to public 
highways and the cost thereof; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, . 

sy Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 65) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the boards of county commissioners of 
Orange, Clay, St. Johns, Putnam, Volusia, Flagler, Seminole, 
Broward, St. Lucie, Dade, Palm Beach, Brevard, Monroe, Okee- 
chobee, Osceola, and Duval Counties each one German cannon er 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 66) authorizing the Secre-* 
tary of War to donate to the city of Huntington, W. Va., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Milton, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Barboursville, W. Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 69) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ripley, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ravenswood, W. Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Point Pleasant, W. Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 72) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of St. Marys, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the eity of Winfield, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 74) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Spencer, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Middlebourne, W. Va., one cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 76) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sistersville, W. Va.. one cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 77) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Elizabeth, W. Va., one cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Parkersburg, W. Va., one cannon or field- 
piece and earriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 79) donating a cap- 
tured cannon or field gun and carriage to the city of Crown 
Point, Lake County, Ind.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80) donating a captured cannon or field 
gun and carriage to the city of Monticello, White County, Ind.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 81) donating a captured cannon or field 
gun and carriage to the city of Battle Ground, Tippecanoe 
County, Ind.; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 82) donating a captured cannon or field 
‘un and carriage to the city of West Lebanon, Ind.; to the Com- 
ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 83) authorizing the Secretary of 
Var to donate to the cities and towns of Selmer, Henderson, 
ackson, Lexington, Decaturville, Linden, Camden, Huntingdon, 
aris, and Savannah, Tenn., each one German cannon or field- 
siece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 84) making an appropriation 
to establish a national park at the Oriskany (N. Y.) battle 
field ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

vy Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 85) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the village of Lyons, N. Y., two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cato, N. Y., two German cannons or 
tieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
the village of Port Byron, N. Y., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 88) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
to the village of Guyanoga, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fie] to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 89) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of East Bloomfield, N. Y., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 90) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the city of Auburn, N. Y., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 91) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the town of Newark, N. Y., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the village of Sodus, N, Y., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 93) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the city of Geneva, N. Y.. two German cannons 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the town of Aurora, N. Y., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 95) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the city of Canandaigua, N. Y., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 96) authorizing and em- 
powering the President of the United States, within his discre- 
tion, to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, any officer of the Regular Army, either on the active or 
retired list, who entered the volunteer service in April, 1861, 
and so continued until November, 1865, and attained the grade 
of major of Volunteers, to the grade of brigadier general on the 
retired list: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 97) to permit members of the National 
Soldiers’ Home to purchase food supplies from the commissary 
department of such home for wives and other members of their 
families dependent on them for support at prices not to exceed 
10 per cent above actual cost of such food supplies; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) making appropriation for the con- 
struction and equipment of a sanitary fireproof hospital on the 
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grounds of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, | 


Pacific Branch, in the county of Los Angeles, State of Califor- 
nia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of ordnance and cannon 
to designated cities; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100) to provide for the payment of mileage 
to ofiicers on joining their first stations when commissioned in 
the National Army ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


tured German cannon or field gun and carriage to the public 
park at Eaton, Weld County, Colo., for decorative and patriotic 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102) donating a captured German cannon or 
field 
Colo.., 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 103) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Yuma, State of Colo- 
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) donating a captured German cannon or 
field gun to the city of Manitou, county of El Paso, State of 
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


PUPrpOSses ; 


to | 
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for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 105) donating a captured German cannon or 
field gun and carriage to the county of Douglas, State of Colo- 
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 106) donating a captured German cannon or 
field gun to the county of Sedgwick, State of Colorado, for deco- 
rative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Adams, State of Colo- 
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 108) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun to the county of Arapahoe, State of Colorado, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 109) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Kit Carson, State of 
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun to the county of Weld, State of Colorado, for dec- 
— and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. e 

Also, a bill (H. R, 111) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Elbert, State of Colo- 
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) donating a captured German cannon 
and field gun to the county of Boulder, State of Colorado, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) donating a captured German cannon 


| or field gun and carriage to the county of Phillips, State of Colo- 


rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 114) donating a captured German cannon 
and field gun to the county of Larimer, State of Colorado, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 115) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Lincoln, State of 
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) donating a captured German cannon 
and field gun to the county of Morgan, State of Colorado, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of El Paso, State of 
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Washington, State of 
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 119) donating a capiured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Cheyenne, State of 
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the park board of Longmont, at 
Longmont, Boulder County, State of Colorado, for decorative 
and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) donating a captured German cannon 


or field gun and carriage to the county of Logan, State of Colo- 
| rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R, 101) donating a cap- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 122) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Englewood, Arapahoe 
County, State of Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes 
and to commemorate the participation of the boys there in the 
3attle of Chateau-Thierry; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 123) authorizing the Secretary 


' of War to deliver to the village of Saranac Lake, in the State 


of New York, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in 
the war with Germany,.together with a suitable number of 
shells; to the Comiittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the city of Plattsburg, in the State of New York, one 


| cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Ger- 


many, together with a suitable number of shells; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 











1919. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 125) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Massena, in the State of New York, one 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 126) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Elizabethtown, in the State of New York, 
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Canton, in the State of New York, one 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Chateaugay, in the State of New York, 
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war 
with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Malone, in the State of New York, one 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the city of Ogdensburg, in the State of New York, one 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a, suitable number of shells; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

‘ Also, a bill (H. R. 131) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Port Henry, for use at old Fort St. 
Frederick, in the State of New York, one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together with 
a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 132) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Ticonderoga, for use at old Fort Ticon- 
deroga, in the State of New York, one cannon or fieldpiece, with 
carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together with a 
suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 133) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Lake Placid, in the State of New York, 
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 184) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
furnish two condemned cannon to the village of Port Henry, 
N: Y., for use at old Fort St. Frederick; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 135) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Carmi, Ill, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Albion, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Harrisburg, Ill., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Golconda, IIL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 139) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of MeLeansboro, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Vienna, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan to Old Fort Massac National Park two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 142) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Shawneetown, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 143) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Flora, IL, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 144) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fairfield, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 145) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Elizabethtown, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 146) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Louisville, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: A bill (H. R. 147) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Barnstead, N. H., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Sandwich, N. H., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 149) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Meredith, N. H., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the town of Goffstown, N. H., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 151) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Manchester, N. H., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 152) to donate one captured 
machine gun to each of the villages of Ogilvie and Milaca, 
Minn.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 153) to donate one captured cannon or gun 
to the village of Anoka, Minn., to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 154) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to the village of Lindstrom, Minn.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 155) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to the village of Annandale, Minn.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 156) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to the village of Annandale, Minn.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 157) to donate one captured cannon or 
gun to the village of Monticello, Minn.; to the Committee on 
Miliary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 158) to donate one 
various Minnesota villages; 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 159) to donate eight captured cannons or 
fieldpieces to the city of Minneapolis, Minn.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ACKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 160) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Elizabeth, N. J., one 
yerman cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 161) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Rahway, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 162) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Summit, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 163) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Plainfield, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Madison, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 165) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Westfield, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dover, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 167) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Rockaway, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 168) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Wharton, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Morristown, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 170) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Boonton, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 171) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Roselle Park, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 172) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Roselle, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 173) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cranford, N.J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 174) authorizing the Secretary of War. to 
donate to the city of Butler, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to make certain donations 
of ordnance and cannons to designated cities; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) to provide for a homestead entry on 
water-power sites; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R..177) granting 50,000 acres of land to the 
State of Colorado for the use of the State Normal School at 
Gunnison, Colo. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) authorizing an exchange of lands by 
A. A. Bruce, of La Veta, Colo.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 179) permitting minors of the age of 18 
years or over to make homestead entry or other entry of the 
public lands of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) granting certain coal lands to the city 
of Grand Junction, Colo. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) to authorize the exchange of lands 
vithin the Montezuma National Forest in the State of Colorado; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) to authorize the exploration for and 
disposition of coal on the public domain ; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 183) to authorize the exploration for and 
disposition of coal, phosphate, sodium, oil, oil shale, or gas on 
the public domain; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 184) to add certain lands to the national 
forests in the State of Colorado; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) conveying Trappers Lake to the State 
of Colorado; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) granting cities and incorporated 
towns coal lands for municipal purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) to authorize leasing deposits of oil 
— and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public 
sands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) to provide for furnishing information 
with respect to shares of stock offered to the public, and pre- 
scribing penalties; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189) to make The Star-Spangled Banner 
the national anthem of the United States of America; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 190) granting to the State 
of Oklahoma 210,000 acres of unappropriated nonmineral land 
for the benefit of its agricultural and mechanical colleges ac- 
cording to the provisions of the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 23, 
1862, and authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the 
Secretary of the Interior certifying the number of acres avail- 
able and that there are not sufficient lands in the State of 
Oklahoma to comply with the provisions of this act, to pay to the 
State of Oklahoma in lieu thereof the sum of $1.25 per acre for 
the number of acres due said State; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 191) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Custer, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Washita, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 193) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Dewey, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Greer, Okla., two German cannons or 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 195) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Beckham, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


fieldpieces ; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 196) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate te the county of Roger Mills, Okla., two German cannons 


or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 197) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Jackson, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Ellis, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 199) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Harmon, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a-bill (H. R. 200) authorizing the Sécretary of War to 
donate to the county of Tillman, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 201) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Kiowa, Okla., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 202) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patent in fee simple to the county 
of Huron, in the State of Michigan, for a certain described tract 
of land for public park purposes; to the Committce on Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sebewaing, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 204) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sandusky, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 205) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Port Austin, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Owendale, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Mount Clemens, Mich., two German can- 
nons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) authorizing ‘the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Lapeer, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces to mark the Victory Highway; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Imlay City, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Elkton, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 211) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Dryden, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Croswell, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 213) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Capac, Mich., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 214) to amend an act making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government fdr 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved March 3, 1915; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 215) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide compensation for employees of the United States suffer- 
ing injuries while in the performance of their duties, and 
for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916; to the Coin- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) to amend an act entitled “An act 
relating to the liability of common carriers by railroad to their 
employees in certain cases,” approved April 22, 1908, and 
amended April 5, 1910; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) to amend sections 24 and 256 of the 
Judicial Code relating to the jurisdiction of the district courts 
so as to save claimants the rights and remedies under the 
workmen’s compensation law of any State; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 218) to amend section 35 of the Crimina! 
Code, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

3y Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 219) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Atlantic City, N. J., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 220) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mount Holly, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 221) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Moorestown, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 222) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Burlington, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 223) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Vineland, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 224) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Millville, N. J., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bridgeton, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 226) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cape May Court House, N. J., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cape May, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Comunittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 228) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the city of Wildwood, N. J., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the city of Ocean City, N. J., one German 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 230) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the city of Tuckahoe, N. J., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the city of Riverside, N. J., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232). authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the city of Florence, N. J., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 233) to repeal the day- 
light-saving law; te the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 234) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
save daylight and to provide standard time for the United 
States,” approved March 19, 1918; to the Committee on fnter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 235) authorizing certain papers to the exe- 
cuted outside the Visalia, Independence, and Imperial (Cali- 
fornia) land districts ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 236) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to grant to the Los Angeles 
County flood control district the use of certain public lands 
in California, and granting rights in, over, and through the 
Angeles and Santa Barbara Forest Reserves to the Los Angeles 
County flood control district; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 237) making the fraudu- 
lent sale of war materials a felony punishable by imprisonment 
in time of peace and by death in time of war; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
punish acts of interference with the foreign relations, the neu- 
trality, and the foreign commerce of the United States, to pun- 
ish espionage, and better to enforce the criminal laws of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” and the act amendatory 
thereof; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 239) providing for parents to visit graves 
in Europe of sons killed in action; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. R. 240) to authorize the county of 
Luzerne, State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the 

fast Branch of the Susquehanna River from the township of 
Sonyngham, county of Luzerne, Pa., to the borough of Shick- 
shinny, county of Luzerne, Pa.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 241) to authorize the county of Luzerne, 
State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the East 
Branch of the Susquehanna River from the city of Pittston, 
county of Luzerne, State of Pennsylvania, to the borough of 
West Pittston, county of Luzerne, State of Pennsylvania; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 242) to authorize the county of Luzerne, 
State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the East 
Branch of the Susquehanna River from the township of Conyng- 
ham, county of Luzerne, State of Pennsylvania, to the township 
of Salem, county of Luzerne, State of Pennsylvania; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A Dill (H. R. 243) to enlarge the 
boundaries of the Oregon National Forest; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 244) to repeal the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 245) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the town of 
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Smithfield, R. I., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Gloucester, R. 1., one Geriman cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 247) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Burrillville, R. I., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 248) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Harrisville, in the county of Provi- 
dence, State of Rhode Island, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of North Smithfield, R. I., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Manville, in the State of Rhode 
Island, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 251) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lincoln, R. L., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 252) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Valley Falls, in the town of Cumberland, 
R. L., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 253) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Cumberland, R. I., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 254) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Woonsocket, R. I., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 255) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Central Falls, R. I., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committce on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 256) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Pawtucket, R. I., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 257) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the city of Providence, R. I., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 258) to amend sections 10 and 
37 of the act entitled “An act for making further and more effec- 
tual provision for the national defense, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 3, 1916; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 259) to protect citizens of the United 
States against lynching in default of protection by the States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMS: .A bill (H. R. 260) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of dams across navigable 
waters,” approved June 21, 1906, as amended by the act approved 
June 23, 1910, and to provide for the improvement and develop- 
ment of waterways for the uses of interstate and foreign com- 
merce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 261) for the retirement of employees in 
the classified civil service; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 262) to prevent the nullification of State 
antigambling laws by international or interstate transmission 
of race-gambling bets or racing odds; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) to further protect interstate and for- 
eign commerce against bribery and other corrupt trade prac- 
tices ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 264) to authorize the adoption; registration, 
and protection of a national trade-mark to distinguish merchan- 
dise manufactured or produced in the United States of America 
and used in commerce with foreign nations or among the several 
States, or with Indian tribes, and to authorize the Secretary of 
Commerce to license the use of same, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 265) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the operation of transportation systems while under 
Federal control, for the just compensation of their owners, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 266) to give effect to certain provisions of 
the convention for the protection of trade-marks and commer- 
cial names, made and signed in the city of Buenos Aires, in the 
Argentine Republic, August 20, 1910, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 267) to erect a post-office building in the 
city of Lexington, State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 268) to erect a post-office building in the 
city of McKenzie, State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) to provide for the appointment of pest- 
masters of all classes by the Postmaster General, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 270) to provide that the United States shall 
construct rural post roads between the county seats of the 
several States ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) to extend the franking privilege to 
such officials of the several States as are chargeil with the ad- 
ministration of the State Confederate pension laws; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 272) declaring the selling, exchanging, or 
giving away any pistol, bowie knife, dirk or dirk knife, black- 
jack, dagger, sword cane, sinng shot, brass or other metal 
knuckle in the District of Columbia a misdemeanor ; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 278) declaring the carrying, openly or con- 
cealed, about the person any pistol, bowie knife, dirk or dirk 
knife, blackjack, dagger, sword cane, slung shot, brass or other 
metal knuckle in the District of Columbia a felony ; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 274) in the promotion of 
the general welfare to provide capital for the development by 
land colonization of the agricultural resources of the Nation, 
providing certain privileges to soldier settlers, and creating a 
national colonization board; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 275) for the relief 
of the State of Vermont; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 276) to repeal section 
630 of the revenue act of 1919, which provides a tax of 1 cent 
for each 10 cents or fraction paid for drinks known as soft 
drinks, on ice cream sodas, sundaes, etc., and to provide a method 
of supplying any possible shortage in revenue resulting from 
such repeal; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 277) to repeal that part of 
paragraph 4 of Public Act No. 243 of the Sixty-fifth Congress, ap- 
proved November 21, 1918, which makes it unlawful to sell for 
beverage purposes any distilled spirits, and which prohibits the 
use of grain, etc., in the manufacture of beer, wine, or other 
intoxicating malt or vinous liquors for beverage purposes ; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 278) providing for a site 
and public building for post office and other Federal purposes 
at Boston, Mass.;: to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 279) further extending. the time for the 
repayment of certain Spanish War revenue taxes erroneously 
collected; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. FULLER of Llinois: A bill (H. R. 280) granting an 
increase of pension to certain soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the Civil War and the War with Mexico, and to the widows of 
such soldiers, sailors, and marines; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 281) granting pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 282) to repeal the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 283) to repeal 
section 3 of an act entitled “An act to save daylight and to 
provide standard time for the United States,” approved March 
19, 1918; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 284) to amend an act 
entitled *‘An act to increase the pension of widows, minor chil- 
dren, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil 
War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian Wars, etc., 
and to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased sol- 
diers and sailors of the late Civil War,” approved April 19, 
1908, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 285) to establish a fish- 
cultural station at some point in the State of Louisiana; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 286) to repeal the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 287) to repeal the so-called 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

3y Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 288) for the purposes of con- 
ferring citizenship upon Indians, segregation of Indian tribal 





property, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 289) providing for an 
additional session of Congress on the 5th day of March follow- 
ing the election of such Congress; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 290) for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a post-office building at 
Petaluma, Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 291) for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a post-office building at Marysville, Calif.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 292) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a post-office building at Greenville, Pa.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a post-office building at Warren, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 294) to imerease the pro- 
ductive agricultural area of the United States by the reclama- 
tion of arid and swamp lands therein; to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 295) to return to the South certain of the 
“cotton tax” collected from 1863 to 1868 by paying to each 
living Confederate soldier and each living widow of a Con- 
federate soldier, as proper representatives of the South, the 
sum of $1,000 and a further sum of $25 per month during the 
remainder of their lives, and authorizing the appropriation of 
money therefor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 296) to promtly demobilize all men in 
every branch of the service whose purpose was to serve only 
for the duration of the war and who have made application for 
discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 297) providing for an in- 
crease of salary of the United States district attorney for the 
western district of Louisiana ; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 298) to limit mileage to 
actual expenses; to the Committee on Mileage. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 299) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Cisco, State of Texas, and appropriating money 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) for the erection. of a public building 
in the city of Ballinger, State of Texas, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 301) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Eastland, State of Texas, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 302) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Sweetwater, State of Texas, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 303) for the erection ef a public building 
in the city of Coleman, State of Texas, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 304) to increase the limit of cost of the 
United States post-office building in Comanche, Tex.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 305) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Ranger, State of Texas, and appropriating money 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 306) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Burnet, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 307) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Brown, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Callahan, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Comanche, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 310) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Colenian, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 311) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Taylor, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 312) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Stephens, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 313) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Shackelford, in the 
State of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 314) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of San Saba, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 315) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Runnels, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 316) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Palo Pinto, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 317) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Mills, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 318) authorizing and directing the .Seec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of McCulloch, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on, Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 319) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Lampasas, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 320) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Llano, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 321) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Nolan, in the State 
of Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 322) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Jones, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 323) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Eastland, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Concho, in the State of 
Texas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 325) to amend section 5197, Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, regulating the rate of interest which 
may be charged by national banking associations and providing 
a penalty for violation; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 326) to provide for the 
erection of an addition to the post-office building at Baltimore, 
Md., for alterations to the present building, and changes to the 
railroad entering same; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 327) to 
repeal the law known as the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 328) to provide for a canal 
and reservoirs in the counties of Dawson and Lincoln, in the 
State of Nebraska, for the purpose of diverting flood waters 
from the Platte River, conserving and utilizing same for irriga- 
tion and other beneficial uses; to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Lexington, 
Nebr. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 330) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Broken Bow, 
State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 331) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Scottsbluff, 


State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the city of O'Neill, 
State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 333) providing for the disinterment and 
removal of the remains of the infant child, Norman Lee Mol- 
zahn, from the temporary burial site in the District of Columbia 
to permanent burial place; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 334) to enlarge, remodel, and 
improve the United States post-office and courthouse building 
located at Baltimore, Md.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 335) to amend an act with 
reference to the improvement of the public building at Utica, 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 336) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Schenectady, N. Y., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, together with a 
suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Fonda, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with carriage, together with a suitable number of 
shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 388) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Gloversville, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with carriage, together with a suitable number of 
shelis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 339) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Amsterdam, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, together with a suitable number of shells; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIEGEL: A bill (H. R. 340) for the establishment of a 
probation system in the United States courts, except in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) to amend an act to parole United States 
prisoners, and for other purposes, approved June 25, 1910, as 
amended in section 1 by the act of Congress approved January 
23, 1913; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 342) making a crime the disclosure of the 
finding of an indictment previous to the accused person being 
taken into custody ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 343) making the 12th day of October in each 
year a legal holiday ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 344) to declare Lincoln’s birthday a legal 
holiday ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 345) making a crime the disclosure of grand 
jury proceeding by a grand juror; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 346) to further amend section 
8 of an act entitled “An act to supplement existing laws against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes,” 
approved October 15, 1914; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLAND of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 347) granting pen- 
sions to certain members of the former Life-Saving Service; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 348) to add certain lands 
to the Ochoco National Forest, Oreg.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 349) providing 
for the validation of certain lands of the Cherokee, Creek, 
Seminole, Choctaw, or Chickasaw Tribes of Indians; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 350) for the purchase of a site 
for and the erection of a post-office building at Lowville, N. Y.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 351) to provide for the erection of a post- 
office building at Oneida, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 352) directing The Adjutant General of the 
United States Army and the Secretary of the Navy to allow the 
adjutant general of each State or his representative to examine 
and make transcripts of records; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 353) tendering the thanks of Congress to 
Gen. John J. Pershing, United States Army, and the officers and 
men under his command; and to Maj. Gen. Enoch H. Crowder, 
Provost Marshal General, and the Members of the local and dis- 
trict boards throughout the United States, Alaska, Hawaii. and 
Porto Rico; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 354) for the purchase of a post-office site 
at Phoenix, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 355) to repeal 
and annul certain parts of the charter and lease granted and 
made to the Washington Market Co. by act of Congress entitled 
“An act to incorporate the Washington Market Co.,” approved 
May 20, 1870; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

sy Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 356) to repeal the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 357) for the erection of a public building at 
Carlinville, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 358) providing for the remodeling and 
improvement of the post office at Springfield, Ill.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) providing for the purchase of a site 
for a post office and public building at Hillsboro, Ill.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 360) authorizing the erection 
of a public building at Provincetown, Mass.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 361) providing a penalty for 
those who wear or display medals of honor, decorations, etc., 
unless such medals or decorations were duly awarded them by 
military procedure ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill CH. R. 362) making October 27 
national holiday, to be known as Reosevelt’s birthday; to the 
onnittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 363) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to doxate to the city of Chicago, County of Cook, State 
of Illinois, one German cannon or fieldpiece, to be placed in 
West Pullman Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 364) providing for the discharge 
©. sailors and marines who enlisted since April 7, 1917, and 
before November 11, 1918; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 365) to repeal the law known 
as to daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 366) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Johnstown, N. Y., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, together with a 
suitable number of shelis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 367) to 
cstablish military justice ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 368) to provide for the erection 
of a publie building at Sparta, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
lVublic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 369) to provide for the erection of a public 
huilding at McMinnville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 370) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Sweetwater, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Luildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at South Pittsburg, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 372) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Tracy City, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 373) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Madisonville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 374) to 
repeal the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 375) for the further relief 
of soldiers of the Civil War pensioned fer wounds or injuries 
received in line of duty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 376) to amend an act enti- 
tied “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 
and all acts amendatory thereof, by providing for equal and 
identical rights, accommodations, and privileges for all persons 
applying for interstate transportation, and prohibiting discrim- 
ination on account of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Fereign Conmerce. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt. 377) to reclassify the salaries of employees 
above the clerical grades in post offices of the first and second 
class: to the Committee en Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEA of Califernia: A bill (HL R. 378) to provide for 
a preliminary survey of Bel River, Calif., with a view to the con- 
trol of floods; to the Committee on Flood Contrel. 
bill (H. R. 379) granting a pensien to widows of sol- 
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diers, sailors, or marines who served in the War with Mexico; 
to the Committee 


on Pensions. 
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By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 380) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Caribou, Me., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 381) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Houlton, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Milo, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 383) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Dexter, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 384) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Presque Isle, Me., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 385) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Island Falls, Me, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 386) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Dover, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A. bill (H. R. 387) providing for a resur- 
vey of certain lands in Oregon; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 388) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to 
the city of Honolulu and the towns of Hilo, Wailuku, Maui, and 
Lihue, Kauai, Territory 0f Hawaii; to the Committee on Miii- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 389) to establish a fund for public works 
in the Territory of Hawaii, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 390) to appropriate $50,000 for the erec- 
tion of a fish hatchery and laboratory at Honolulu, Hawaii; io 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 391) to amend section 2 of 
an act entitled “An act to anrend section 4131 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to improve the Merchant Marine 
Service, and thereby also to, increase the efficiency of the 
maval reserve, and for other purposes,” as amended by act ap- 
proved October 22, 1914; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 392) to prevent the shipment and sale in 
interstate commerce of nursery stock not true to name; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 393) granting to all members 
of the military or naval service in the present war six nronths’ 
pay, subject to deduction for bonuses heretofore received; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 394) amending an act to provide that the 
United States shall aid the States in the construction of rural 
post roads, and for other purposes, approved July 11, 1916, 
and an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Pest Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1920, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 395) repealing an act entitled “An act to 
save daylight and to provide standard time for the United 
States”; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 396) to authorize the payment 
of certain amounts for damages sustained by prairie fire on 
the Rosebud Indian Reservation in South Dakota; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 397) to authorize a lieu selection by the 
State of South Dakota for 160 acres on the Pine Ridge Indian 
Reservation, and for other purposes; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. ® 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) to prohibit the traffic in peyote, in- 
cluding its sale to Indians, introduction into the Indian country, 
importation, and transportation and providing penalties there- 
for; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) providing that Indians and other per- 
sons on Indian reservations and superintendencies shall be 
subject to certain State or Territorial laws, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 400) authorizing the Sioux Tribe of In- 
dians to submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 401) to protect owners of trade- 
marks, labels, and similar property; to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 402) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
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United States,” approved July 1, 1898, as amended by an act ap- 
proved February 5, 1903, and as further amended by an act ap- 
proved June 15, 1906, and an act approved June 25, 1910; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 408) to regulate the sale of stocks, bonds, 
and other securities in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 404) providing that the 
United States flag shall be displayed in all United States 
eourts while in session; that the attention of foreign-born 
applicants for naturalization shall be directed to the national 
flag, and that they shall be instructed as to its meaning and 
their duties in relation thereto, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) to prohibit the public or private dis- 
play within the United States of America and its Territories 
and possessions of certain flags and emblems, and prescribing 
penalties for the violation thereof; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) amending an act entitled “An act 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
to the city of Los Angeles, Calif., certain public lands in Cali- 
fornia, and granting rights in, over, and through the Sierra 
Forest Reserve, the Santa Barbara Forest Reserve, and the San 
Gabriel Timberland Reserve, Calif., to the city of Los Angeles, 
Calif.,” approved June 30, 1906; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 407) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal building at San Pedro, Calif.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 408) to erect a post-office build- 
ing in the city of Huntingdon, State of Tennessee; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Adso, a bill (H. R. 409) to provide for a road to the Shiloh 
National Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 410) for the extension 
and completion of the United States Capitol; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 411) for the erection of a public building 
at West Point, Commonwealth of Virginia; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 412) to incorporate Near East Relief; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 413) to regu- 
late the interstate commerce of articles produced in the Terri- 
tories, districts, and other political subdivisions of the United 
States in violation of the land laws of the United States; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 414) to provide for the establishment, oper- 
ation, and maintenance of free zones in the ports of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 415) providing for cooperation 
between the United States and State governments in the rural 
settlement of soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to promote the 
reclamation of lands, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 416) to restore to the public domain cer- 
tain lands heretofore reserved for a bird reservation in Siski- 
you and Modoc Counties, Calif., and Klamath Coynty, Oreg., and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 417) providing certain 
preferences to appointment in civil-service positions to soldiers 
and sailors who served in the military or naval service of the 
United States during the war with Germany and Austria; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) fer the retirement of employees of 
os United States; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

service. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 419) providing for the reemployment to 
former positions of civil-service employees who left positions 
to enter the military service of the United States during the war 
with Germany and Austria; to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. ‘ 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 420) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the village of Camp Douglas, Wis., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) to repeal chapter 154 of the acts of the 
Second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the joint reso- 
lution entitled “ Joint resolution to authorize the President in 
time of war to supervise or take possession and assume control 
of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable or radio system or 
Systems, or any part thereof, and to operate the same in such 


manner as may be needful or desirable for the duration of the 
war, and to provide just compensation therefor”; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLIVER: A bill (H. R. 422) to provide a preliminary 
survey of the Sipsey River, Ala., with a view of the control of . 
its floods ; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) to provide a preliminary survey of the 
Cahaba River, Ala., with a view to the control of floods; to the 
Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 424) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Elk City, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 425) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Hobart, Okla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 426) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Clinton, Okla.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Mangum, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 428) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Frederick, Okla.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 429) to amend an act approved September 
26, 1914, known as the Federal Trade Commission Act; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIEGEL: A bill (H. R. 480) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to audit and adjust certain claims of the 
city of New York; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 431) to promote the administratien of 
military justice by amending existing laws regulating trial by 
courts-martial, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 432) providing for the repair, 
improvement, and construction of ice piers in the harbor of 
Maysville, Ky., on the Ohio River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 433) providing for the construction of ice 
piers in the harbor of Louisa, Ky., on the Big Sandy River; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 434) granting an increase 
of pension to certain soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 435) granting an increase of pension to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 436) repealing an act entitled “An act to 
save daylight and to provide standard time for the United 
States,” approved March 19, 1918; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 437) granting a pension to 
deputy United States marshals of the United States court, west- 
ern district of Arkansas, for the Indian Territory, prior to March 
1, 1895; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 438) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” 
approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 439) to exclude from the Arkansas National 
Forest all lands within the fourth congressional district and 
restore same to the public domain; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 440) to fix Christmas Day a legal holiday for 
rural letter carriers of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 441) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at De Queen, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Nashville, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 443) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Van Buren, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 444) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to pension the survivors of certain Indian wars 
from January 1, 1859, to January, 1891, inclusive, and for other 
purposes ”; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 445) to authorize the establishment of 
auxiliary or field fish-cultural stations on the Columbia River 
of Oregon; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) authorizing the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs to transfer fractional block 6 of Naylor’s Addition, 
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Forest Grove, Oreg., to the United States of America for the 
use of the Bureau of Entomology, Department of Agriculture ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 447) to provide for the construction of 
a dredge for use in improving the harbors on the Oregon coast ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 448) for the construction of a seagoing 
dredge for use in improving the harbors on the coast of Oregon; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 449) authorizing and directing the Post- 
master Generai to prepare cancellation stamps for certain post 

to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
tv Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 450) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to certain members of the Navy and Marine Corps, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 451) granting an honorable discharge to 
certain enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 452) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Vinita, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 453) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Bartlesville, Okla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 454) to amend 
section 3 of an act entitled “An act providing for patents on 
reclamation entries, and for other purposes,” approved August 
9, 1912; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 455) providing for the establishment of a 
weather bureau station at Delta, Colo.; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 456) to establish an agricultural experi- 
ment station on the western slope of Colorado; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 457) providing for cooperation between the 
United States and State governments in the rural settlement of 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to promote the reclamation 
of lands, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 458) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Montrose, Colo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 459) to increase the cost of the public 
building at Durango, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 460) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination to be made of the Colorado River with a 
view to controlling the flood waters thereof; to the Committee 
on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 461) to extend to Indians the State laws 
governing in the matter of marriage and divorce and the social 
crimes herein enumerated; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 462) to authorize a report upon the neces- 
sity for the construction of a bridge across the Salt River on 
the Salt River Indian Reservation, Ariz.; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


offices : 


Also, a bill (H. R. 468) to authorize the advancement of 
unds to survey, construct, and maintain roads, trails, and 


bridges within Indian reservations; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 464) providing for the payment of pensions 
monthly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 465) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station in the State of Arizona; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 466) providing for an additional judge for 
the district of Arizona ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 467) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Grand Canyon, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 468) to increase the cost of the public build- 
ing at Globe, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 469) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Kingman, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 470) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Yuma, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate a captured German cannon to the city of Nogales, Ariz. ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 472) to amend the war-risk insurance act 
as amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 





By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 473) to provide for the 
enforcement of prohibition during the war and the period of 
demobilization ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 474) to permit women otherwise qualified 
under the laws of the State wherein they reside to vote for Sena- 
tors and Representatives in the Congress of the United States 
of America ; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 475) to establish an additional fish-cultural 
station in the State of Texas; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 476) providing for the local commemora- 
tion in his home county of the supreme sacrifice made by each 
soldier, sailor, marine, and aviator who lost his life while in the 
service of the United States during the present war; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 477) requiring all pensioners to_reside within 
the territorial limits of the United States; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 478) to 
regulate commerce in adulterated and misbranded seed and to 
prevent the sale and transportation thereof, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 479) providing for cooperation between 
the United States and State governments in the rural settlement 
of soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to promote the reclamation 
of lands, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 480) to revise the right of action under the 
act of March 12, 1863 (12 Stat. L., p. $20) ; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 481) to relieve Congress from the adjudi- 
eation of private claims against the Government; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

$y Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 482) to reorganize the Dental 
Corps of the Navy, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 483) to regulate pawnbrokers and their 
business in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 484) to provide for the erection of a Mederal 
office building on the site acquired for the Subtreasury in St. 
Louis, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 485) to increase the rates of pay of certain 
grades of officers; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 486) to provide a commission to secure 
plans and designs for a monument or memorial to the memory 
of the Negro soldiers and sailors who fought in the wars of our 
country : to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 487) to provide employ- 
ment and rural homes for those who have served with military 
and naval forces, through the reclamation of lands, to be known 
as the “ National soldier settlement act”; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 488) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Lyons, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 489) to increase the limit of cost for the 
Federal post-office building at Waterloo, N. Y.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 490) for the relief of certain officers and 
members of the crew of the U. S. 8S. San Diego; to the Commnit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 491) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
promote the welfare of American seamen in the merchant ma- 
rine of the United States; to abolish arrest and imprisonment 
as a penalty for desertion, and to secure the abrogation of 
treaty provisions in relation thereto; and to promote safety at 
sea,” approved March 4, 1915; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A Dill (H. R. 492) ‘providing for coopera- 
tion between the United States and State governments in the 
rural settlement of soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to pro- 
mote the reclamation of lands, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, q 

Also, a bill (H. R. 493) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Waurika, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 494) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Duncan, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 495) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Anadarko, State 
of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 496) to authorize exploration for and dis- 
position of coal, phosphate, sodium, oil, oil shale, or gas on the 
public domain; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 497) to fix the rate of pen- 
sions of mothers, fathers, and widows of deceased soldiers and 
sailors of the War of 1812, the War with Mexico, the Civil War, 
the various Indian wars, the War with Spain, the Philippine 
insurrection, and the Regular Establishment; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 498) to amend section 3 of public act 106 of 
the Sixty-fifth Congress entitled “An act to save daylight and 
to provide standard time for the United States,” approved March 
19, 1918; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 499) to amend section 314 of an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of 
War-Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” approved 
September 2, 1914, as added to said act by an act approved Octo- 
ber 6, 1917; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 500) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Boston, Mass., three Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 501) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Boston, Mass., three German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 502) for the relief of the owner of the 
steamer Mayflower and for the relief of passengers on board 
said steamer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 508) to establish a 
game sanctuary in the State of Colorado, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 73 of an act entitled ‘An act to codify, revise, 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved June 
12, 1916,” and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 505) to limit the area of land which may 
be acquired by any person under all the agricultural public- 
land laws; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 506) to provide for an authorization of 
money to be used in the construction of a public building at 
Sterling, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 507) to provide for the purchase of addi- 
tional land and for the erection thereon of an addition to the 
post-office building at Boulder, Colo. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 508) to amend article 3 
of the war-risk insurance act, compensation for death or dis- 
ability, to conform with the highest rates allowed under the 
pension laws for permanent specific disabilities ; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) granting gratuity to members of the 
United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, Army or Navy 
Nurse Corps, Army field clerks, Coast Guard, and Naval Reserv- 
ists; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 510) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, for Irving 
Seuare Park, cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages and suit- 
able complements of projectiles; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 511) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, for Bush- 
wick Playground, cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages and suit- 
able complement of projectiles; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Borough of Queens, city of New York, for Forest 
Park and Richmond Hill Library Square, cannons or fieldpieces, 
with carriages and suitable complement of projectiles; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 513) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, for High- | 


land Park, cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages and suitable 
complement of projectiles ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 514) to purchase a site for the erection of 


fQ post-office building in the section of the Borough of Queens, | 


city of New York, N. Y., known and designated as Woodhaven ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 515) to purchase a site for the erection of 
a2 post-office building in the section of the Borough of Queens, 
city of New York, N. Y., known and designated as Richmond 
Hill; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 











By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 516) to provide for the con- 
struction of roads adjoining Indian allotments in the State of 
Oklahoma and the Five Civilized Tribes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 517) to amend an act to provide for drain- 
age of Indian allotments of the Five Civilized Tribes, approved 
March 27, 1914; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OLIVER: A bill (H. R. 518) for the purchase of a site 
for and the erection of a post-office building at Marion, Ala.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 519) authorizing the acquisition of a site 
for a public building at Greensboro, Ala.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 520) granting pensions to 
the officers and soldiers who served in the West Virginia State 
aes in the late Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 521) for the relief of West Virginia State 
troops; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 522) granting a pension to teamsters, 
bridge builders, and railroad repairers who were in the service 
of the United States during the Civil War; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 523) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Spencer, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 524) for the establishment 
of a national park and acquiring national forest in the Mount 
Katahdin region of the State of Maine; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 525) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Presque Isle, Me.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 526) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Dover, Me.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 527) to increase the limit of cost of the 


public building to be erected at Fort Fairfield, Me.; to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 528) to provide for enlarging the United 
States building at Houlton, Me.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) to increase the limit of cost of the 
public building to be erected at Caribou, Me.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 580) for the construction of a bridge 
across the St. John River between Madawaska, Me., and Ed- 
munston, Province of New Brunswick, Canada; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 581) designat- 
ing the columbine the national flower of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) to establish and maintain a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in La Plata County, Colo.; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) to establish and maintain a fisli- 
hatching and fish-culture station in Garfield County, State of 
Colorado; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 534) providing for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Drumright, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 535) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal building at Shawnee, Okla.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Sapulpa, Okla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 537) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Ada, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 538) to define, 
regulate, and punish using the telephone or telegraph to defraud, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 539) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Elizabeth White, administratrix of 


| estate of Samuel N. White, deceased ; to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 540) to regulate the interstate use of auto- 
mobiles and all self-propelled vehicles which use the public 
highways in interstate commerce; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: A bill (H. R. 541) to acquire, by 
purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, additional land for the 
Federal building at Manchester, N. H., and to construct an addi- 
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tion thereon; the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds 


to 


ty Mr. RAKED: A bill (H. R. 542) to secure and protect the 
rights of women citizens of the United States to vote for Sena- 


tors and Representatives in the Congress of the United States 
of America; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 543) to increase the 
limit of cost for the new public-building site for the west side, 
Chicago, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 544) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a national employment bureau in the Department 
of Labor; to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 545) to amend an act 
entitled “An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 


soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the War 
with Mexico,” approved May 11, 1912; to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 
By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 546) to authorize 


the Governor of the Territory of Hawaii to ratify the agree- 
ments of certain persons made with the commissioner of public 
lands of the Territory of Hawaii and to issue land patents to 
eligible under the terms of said agreements; to the Com- 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 547) to increase the pension 
of th who have lost limbs in the military or naval service 
of the United States; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Itt ee 


By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill CH. R. 548) amending an act to 
pension the survivors of certain Indian wars from January 1, 
S59 January, 1891, inclusive, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 549) to refund the cotton tax | 
i to the Government under the various acts of Congress ; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 550) 


er; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 551) to trans- 
f the accounting offices from the jurisdiction and control of 
the Treasury Department to the jurisdiction and control of 
Congress, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department. : 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 552) to provide for the 


rement of employees in the civil service; to the Committee 
Reform in the Civil Service. 
By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 
providing scholarships for students enrolled in public 
institutions of higher learning, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 554) to amend the copyright 
aw passed March 4, 1909; to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 555) to pro- 
rv flood control on the Colorado River, and for other 
irposes ; to the Committee on Flood Control. 
By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 556) to repeal section 3 
of the act to save daylight, approved March 19, 1918; to the 
ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
by Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 557) to provide that the 
f the executive departments may occupy seats on the 
Senate and the House of Representatives; to the 
Connunittee on Rules. 

ity Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 558) to amend 
‘t entitled “An act to provide further for the national se- 
rity and defense by encouraging the production, conserving 
e supply, and controlling the distribution of food products 
; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 559) providing for an 

reuse of salary of the United States marshal for the western 
district of Louisiana; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 560) to promote the mining 


ot coal, phosphate, oil, gas, and sodium on the public domain; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 561) to reimburse the 
city of Richmond, Va., for expenditures incurred in the prepara- 
i and equipment of grounds for the mobilization and encamp- 
I f certain organizations of the National Guard of Vir- 
zinia in pursuance of the order of the Secretary of War, and 
for the housing and caring for certain soldiers or troops of 





he United States; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (HL. R. 562) authorizing 
the Treasurer of the United States to pay 


999 to the Committee on Claims. 
cen TONES 


] MANSON of Washington: 
yide for 1} 6 if the citizens of the United States by 


authorizing pre- | 
iry examination and survey for ice breakers on the Ohio | 


553) to promote military train- | 


to Catherine C. | 


A bill CH. R. 563) to pro- | 
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the temporary suspension of immigration, for the deportation of 
additional classes of aliens, for the registration of aliens, to 
promote the assimilation of aliens, to further regulate the immi- 
gration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United 
States, to amend provisions of the immigration act relating to 
alien seamen, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1036) to repeal the sections 
of the war-revenue act, approved October 3, 1917, relating to and 
providing for a zone system for second-class mail matter; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A resolution (H. Res, 1) for the estab- 
lishment of a bureau of information in the main corridor of the 
House wing of the Capitol; to the Committee on Accounts. 

sy Mr. GOULD: A resolution (H. Res. 14) calling upon the 
President for information regarding the expenditure of the 
$100,000,000 and $50,000,000 appropriations for national security 
and defense; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 15) as to the creation of a commit- 
tee on aeronautics; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 16) calling upon the President for 
certain information regarding food-price fixing; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 17) directing the Secretary of War 
to furnish the House of Representatives with certain informa- 
tion regarding court-martial cases since April 6, 1917; to the 
Comittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 18) directing the Secretary of War 
to furnish the House of Representatives with certain informa- 
tion regarding the confinement of military prisoners; to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 19) directing the Secretary of War 
| to furnish the House of Representatives with certain informa- 
| tion concerning prisoners confined at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. ; 





| also information regarding the discharge of conscientious war 
| objectors ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A resolution (H. Res. 20) providing for inves- 
tigation and report by the Interstate Commerce Commission as 
to what the present methods are that are now being used in the 
purchase of railroad ties, switch ties, car material, and crossing 
plank; whether said methods are efficient; and as to whether 
there are any satisfactory substitutes on the market for taking 
the place of the railroad ties, and so forth, now generally used, 
|}and made of timber; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A resolution (H. Res. 21) asking tha 
State Department to submit to the House of Representatives a 
copy of the American proposal for a League of Nations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULD: A resolution (H. Res. directing the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives 
to investigate and report to the House of Representatives cer- 
tain information with reference to the Government of Costa 
Rica; to the Committee on Rules. 

3y Mr. EMERSON: A resolution (H. Res. asking the 
Secretary of War for definite information of the return of the 
Three hundred and eighth Engineer Motor Supply Train; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MASON: A resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing vari- 
| ous committees of the House of Representatives to investigate 
with a view to providing work for the unemployed; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SIMS: A resolution (H. Res. 25) amending the Rules 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A resolution (H. Res. 26) providing for 
investigation of charges of Dr. Spillman concerning the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A resolution (H. Res. 27) authorizing 
the codificatior of the laws relating to Indian affairs; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULD: A resolution (H. Res. 28) requesting full in- 
formation relative to the situation in the Republic of Mexico; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suf- 
frage to women; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 2) 
terminating Government supervision, possession, control, and 
operation of the telephone and telegraph systems of the United 
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. RAKER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 3) proposing 
| an amendment to the Constitution of the United States extend- 
ing the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on Womav 
| Suffrage. 
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1919. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 4) di- 
recting the President to appoint Rear Admiral William S. Sims, 
United States Navy (now holding the rank of admiral), an ad- 
miral with pay and allowances of that grade; to the Conmnittee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 5) directing 
additional questionnaires for employees of the United States 
Government ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) 
directing the Food Administration to make a survey of food- 
stuffs in storage and release for immediate sale that not required 
for public protection ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9) directing 
the Secretary of War to investigate the claims of American 
citizens for damages suffered within American territory and 
growing out of the insurrection in Mexico; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
10) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States extending the right of suffrage to women; to the Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 11) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
giving to Congress the power to extend the right of suffrage 
to residents of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. LAGUARDIA: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 12) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
by amending Article V of the Constitution; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) extending 
the thanks of Congress to all members of the American Pro- 
tective League for services rendered the Government during 
the war; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 15) extending to members 
of local and district boards, Government appeal agents, and 
members of medical and legal advisory boards the thanks of 
Congress for their services rendered in the administration of 
the selective-service law; also authorizing the President to ap- 
point by brevet commissions the members of such local and 
district boards; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 16) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 17) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States extending the 
right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLANTON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States extend- 
ing the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

By Mr. CARTER (by request): Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 19) extending to all persons commissioned as civilian 
aids to the Adjutant General of the Army and to branch 
chairmen Military Training Camps Association the thanks of 
Congress for their services rendered in the administration of 
the selective-service law; the securing of enlistments for the 
several branches of the Army; the securing of candidates for 
officers’ training camps and the commissioned personnel of the 
Army, under direction of the War Department; for their 
loyal and devoted services; also authorizing the President to 
appoint by brevet commissions all such persons; also authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of War to cause to be struck 
and presented to each of such officials in the name of Congress 
an appropriate medal; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. FERRIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) giving to 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines a preferred right of 
homestead entry; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 21) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Postmaster General to return to their owners the tele- 
graph and telephone lines; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SABATH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 22) to repeal 
that part,of paragraph 4 of public act 248 of the Sixty-fifth Con- 
gress, approved November 21, 1918, making it unlawful to sell 
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for beverage purposes any distilled spitits, and which prohibits 
the use of grain, etc., in the manufacture of beer, wine, or other 
intoxicating malt or vinous liquors for beverage purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr..EMERSON : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 23) directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay each honorably discharged 
soldier, sailor, and marine the additional sum of $300; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 24) to 
repeal section 630 of the revenue act of 1918, approved February 
24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 25) to repeal section 904 
of the revenue act of 1918, approved February 24, 1919; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
26) to repeal section 904 of the revenue act of 1918, approved 
February 24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALSH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 27) directing 
the United States Coast Guard to resume its operations under 
the Treasury Department; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) ad- 
mitting into the United States 560 barrels of Spanish wine or- 
dered by Luigi Bick, of New York City, before the passage of 
the food-control act prohibiting the importation of distilled 
spirits, the delivery of which was delayed on account of war 
conditions until after that act went into effect ; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) to create a 
joint commission of Congress on estimates and appropriations; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 30) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States extending 
the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

By Mr. WALSH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 31) appointing 
a joint commission to confer with officials of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts and others relative to celebration of landing of 
Pilgrims at Plymouth, Mass. ; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. OLNEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 32) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States giving to 
Congress the power to extend the right of suffrage to residents of 
the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 33) directing the 
Postmaster General to suspend the operation of orders issued by 
him, effective May 1, 1919, and June 1, 1919, changing or alter- 
ing rural-delivery routes, and to restore to their former status 
routes changed or altered by orders effective May 1, 1919; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 34) calling upon the Com- 
mission of Fine Arts to submit to the Congress certain sugges- 
tions ; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 35) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution providing that all 
amendments thereto shall be ratified by the people of three- 
fourths of the several States ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIEGEL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 36) providing 
for amendment to the Constitution of the United States that all 
amendments be ratified direct by the people of each State; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 37) 
extending to the Territory of Hawaii the same right that is given 
to the States of the Union to participate in the Federal funds 
for good roads development ; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 38) extending to the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii the same right that is given to the States of the 
Union to participate in the Federal funds for vocational ecuca- 
tion; to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Concurrent) resolution (H. Con. Res. 
1) recognizing the great sacrifices made by the soldiers of the 
United States and favoring the immediate return of the soldiers 
who are still in Europe, and also the discharge of soldiers now 
in camps in the United States; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GANDY: Concurrent resolution (H. Con Res. 2) 
authorizing the printing of 2,000 copies of the soil survey of 
western South Dakota; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 3) 
authorizing the printing of 5,000 copies of Handbook of Ameri- 
can Indians; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KIESS: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 4) to 
compile an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first 
session of the Sixty-sixth Congress and authorizing payment 
therefor; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of the General Assembly of the 
State of Wisconsin relating to cheese, butter, and feed industry, 
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and to the supply of and prices for cheese, butter, and feed at 
the present time; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin 
urging the Congress of the United States to enact legislation 
relating to the conservation of fish and clams in the Mississippi 
River and its branches in the States of Minnesota, Iowa, and 
Wisconsin ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin 
asking Congress to prohibit the purchase of liberty bonds by 
scalpers, and providing a penalty therefor; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wis- 
consin relating to the league of nations; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HERSEY: Memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of Maine urging Congress to pass such laws as will prevent all 
Germans or Austrians who were engaged in any manner in op- 
position to the United States and its allies returning to the 
United States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, 
urging 


memorial from the Legislature of the State of Maine 
the Congress of the United States to pay soldiers and 
sailors discharged from the service six months’ additional 
salary ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial relating to the labor controversy in 
the city of Madison; to the Committee on Labor, 

Also, memorial memorializing Congress to continue appropria- 
tions for United States Employment Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial relating to a deep waterway from Oshkosh 
to Green Bay; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial memorializing Congress for the speedy with- 
drawal of the American forces from Russia; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial memorializing Congress in behalf of the 
farmers to repeal the law advancing the time one hour; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, memorializing Congress to refund insurance pre- 
miums paid by soldiers, sailors, and marines under the sol- 
diers’ and sailors’ insurance act during the war, and to permit 
such soldiers, sailors, and marines to continue such insurance 
after discharge; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 564) granting a pen- 
sion to Rosa Fitzpatrick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 565) granting a pension to 
M. S. Wyman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 566) for the relief of 
Eugene Frazzi; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURROU GHS: A bill (H. R. 567) for the relief of 
John Chick ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill CH. R. 568) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John A, Douglas; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 569) granting an increase of pension to 
John Paul; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to Margaret 
Tennant; to the Committee en Invalid Pensions. 
Adso, a bill (H. R. 571) granting an increase of pension to 


James Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AlSo, a bill (H. R. 572) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Raymond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 573) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Crain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a eo (H. R. 574) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah J. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 575) granting a pension to Frank Carney; 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 576) granting a pension 
to Jane H. Larkin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 577) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
N. Haney: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Swend 
A. Swendson ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill CH. R. 579) for the relief of Anna 
Carroll; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 580) for the relief of G. L, Aldendifer; to 
the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 581) for the relief of John Flaherty; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) granting a pension to Robert S. Hans- 
bury ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 583) granting a pension to Mary Ann Me- 
Maihn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 584) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 585) granting a pension to Fred D. Mar- 
shall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) to place the name of Thomas W. 
Purcell upon the Army and Navy medal-of-honor roll; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 587) for the relief of the estate of Simon 
Ludwig; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) for the relief of George W. Stinebaker ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) for the relief of Henry Schulz as 
branch postmaster at his drug store, at southeast corner of 
Vandeventer and Laclede Avenues, city of St. Louis, Mo., for 
war-tax stamps, war-savings stamps, postage stamps, cash, and 
money orders stolen; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) for the relief of John H. Rhein- 
lander ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) for the relief of C. M. Perkins; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) for the relief of George W. Flynn; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) granting a pension to Mary I’. 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) granting a pension to Joseph Glass; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 595) granting an increase of 
pension to David Tipton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 596) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Vanlandingham ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) granting an increase of pension to 
James Watson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 598) granting a pension to Hattie Sylvia; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 599) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 600) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to David Ss. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Jacob Stone; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 604) granting an increase of pension to 
John Whitington ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 605) for the relief of Lizzie Wilson; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 606) for the relief of W. T. 
Doorley ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 607) for the relief of Ivy L. Merrill; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 608) granting a pension to 
James L. Stidham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 609) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant Timberlake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 610) granting a pension to Jason Adkins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 611) granting a pension to James L. Buck- 
ler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 612) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of Otho Adams; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 614) granting an increase of pension to 
Presley Sexton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 615) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 616) granting a pension to Claude L. 
Salmons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 617) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) granting an increase of pension to 
Gussie Rash; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 619) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Ridinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. It. 620) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa ©. Pieratt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Puckett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 622) granting a pension to Pauline Saun- 
ders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) granting an increase of pension to 
R. T. Parsons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Nourse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) granting a pension to John Orsborn ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill’ (H. R. 626) granting a pension to Matilda 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 627) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis G. Murray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 628) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McClure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 629) granting a pension to Richard Martin ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) granting a pension to Burns John- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 631) granting a pension to George W. 
Lambert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 632) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Ison; to'the Committee on Pensions. ) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 633) granting a pension to Henry J. Keg- 
ley ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to David J. Hol- 
brook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 635) granting a pension to John R. Hold; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom Forrest; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) granting a pension to Gabriel S. 
Henderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 688) granting an increase of pension to 
John §. Conley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 640) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilder Branum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 641) granting an increase of pension to 
John Il*. Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) granting an increase of pension to 
L. C. Bohannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 643) granting a pension to U. S. G. Brown; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of Oscar 
Smith; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 645) granting am increase of 
pension to Charles 8. Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 646) for the relief of Perry E. Borchers 
because of losses suffered, due to destruction of property and 
termination of contract for services because of smallpox, while 
in the employ of the Navy Department in Cuba; to the Com- 
inittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) for the relief of Henry L. Biddle; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 648) granting a pension to William Bogen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of Louis Cupp; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 650) granting a pension to Frank Clemson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 651) for the relief of John M. V. Dutton; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 652) granting a pension to James F. Davis; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of Samuel B. Faulkner; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 654) granting a pension to John C. Fer- 
neding ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (FH. R. 655) for the relief of James A. Flory; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 656) granting a pension to Jesse A. R. 
Iorbes ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 657) for the relief of James Green; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) granting a pension to John A. Gaut; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 659) granting a pension to William H. 
Heller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 660) granting a pension to Peter J. Huber; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 661) for the relief of Sylvester Haus; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 662) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 663) granting a pension to John Lambert- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 664) granting a pension to Julia M. Little; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) for the relief of Dock Leach; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 666) for the relief of Garrett M. Martin; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) for the relief of Allen Moore; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668) granting a pension to Patrick H. 
Madigan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) granting a pension to Francis P. 
McCue; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) granting a pension to Joseph B. Ohr; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 671) for the relief of ‘William L. Spivey; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 672) granting a pension to Frank Shaw; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 673) for the relief of Jacob Shoup; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) granting a pension to James Sweeney ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) granting a pension to Charles W. Van 
Scoyk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 676) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Gouldrick ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 677) granting a pension to Charlotte Tena 
Segoine ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 678) granting a pension to John Finnerty; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 679) granting a pension to Susan M., 
Gregory ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 680) granting a pension to 
Aura V. Slocum; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) granting a pension to Hiram T. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) granting a pension to Cruz Rubi; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of William E. Johnson; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of Patrick 
White and Annie E. White; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) for the relief of Frank S. Ingalls; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) for the relief of William Wooster; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) for the relief of Frank Pinkley ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of 
W. M. G. Mackechney ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F’. McKee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) granting a pension to William M. Metz- 
ger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) granting a pension to Miley Fitzgerald; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 692) granting a pension to Mary A. Abbott; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 693) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Doney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) granting a pension to John Hobbs; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 695) granting a pension to John E. Cole- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) granting a pension to James P. Merri- 
field ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) granting a pension to James O. Single- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to William Bell; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 699) granting a pension to Thirza M. 
Dolph; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Abbie M. Kelley ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) granting a pension to Charles Francis 
Gilroy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Harold Suails- 





bury; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 703) granting a pension to Mary F. Robin- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension to Jennie C. Rog- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) granting a pension to K. Shannon 


son > 
ers 5 


Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 706) granting a pension to Mary E. Hazel- 
rigg: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 707) granting a pension to Ione J. Stroud; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 708) granting a pension to Joseph B. Doan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) granting a pension to Mary S. Runion; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 710) granting a pension to Victoria 
Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 711) granting a pension to Joseph Bauer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 712) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 713) granting an increase of pension to 
Charity Isabelle Beeson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 714) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily A. De Forest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) granting an increase of pension to 
Melville C. Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 716) granting an increase of pension 
Sarah E. Hathaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Justice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 718) granting an increase of pension 
James H. Layne, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid 2ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension 
William J. R. Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension 
Richard J. Stoops; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 721) granting an increase of pension 
John Linquist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase of pension 
njamin M. Donaca; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 723) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Butler: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 724) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Blake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis C. Mills: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, A bill (H. R. 726) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 727) granting an increase of pension to 


John T. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 728) granting an increase of pension to 


Edwin Fiske Bassett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 729) for the relief of Amy E. Hall; to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 730) for the relief of Preston B. C. Lucas; 
the imittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 731) for the relief of Orville T. Perkins; 





to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 732) for the relief of W. R. Wells, admin- | 
strator of the estate of James S. Wells, deceased; to the Com- 
nutte on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 733) for the relief of William A. Frater; 
to > Comumnittee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 734) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
Rader, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 735) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Sydney W. Moss; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of Willis Alden; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a 
tive of Joseph R. Payne; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 738) for the relief of Jonathan J. Totten; 


to the Committee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 739) for the relief of George W. Peters; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 740) for the relief of John W. Baggott; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) for the relief of Francis M. Myers, or 
Francis Meyer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of J. W. La Bare; to the 
Comniittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 743) for the relief of Amos Dahuff; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 744) for the relief of Henry N. Penfield; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of the legal representa- | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 745) for the relief of Louis Southworth; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 746) to reimburse Simon Caro; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 747) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in the claim 
of Albert Wood arising out of a contract for carrying the mails 
on star route No. 73195; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 748) to reimburse United Engineering & 
Contracting Co. of Astoria, Oreg., for extras furnished and 
moneys withheld in the construction of bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters at Fort Stevens, Oreg.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 749) authorizing the Coos Bay, Umpqua, and 
Siuslaw Tribes of Indians in the State of Oregon to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 750) to reimburse Mary E. Myers, widow of 
Joseph Myers, deceased, for loss of persenal property sustained 
in depredations of Indians on the Snake River, Idaho; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 751) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 752) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Quint; to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 753) for the relief of Susie Currier; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of W. A. Brown Co.3 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 755) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Reed; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 756) granting a pension to Olive M. Kelly; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 757) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Boughton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 758) granting a pension to Pamela Goodell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 759) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Egbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 760) for 
the relief of the heirs of Joseph I’, Mitchell; to the Committee 
on Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 761) for the relief of Elizabeth Marsh 
Watkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 762) to correct the 
military title of Fred R. Nugent; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 768) granting a pension to Julius A. Fuhr- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: A bill (H: R. 764) 


| granting an inerease of pension to Arthur BE. Gilligan; to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 765) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles O. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 766) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Spence; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 767) granting a pension to 
Pearl G. Hunsaker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 768) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgia H. Berry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 769) granting an increase of pension to 
Mordecai F. Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 770) granting a pension to James W. 


| Hendrickson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 771) to remove the charge of desertion 


| from the military record of Henry Harding; to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 772) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hobart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 773) granting a pension to Simon P, 
Parrish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 774) granting a pension to 
James W. Eller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 775) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Moses; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 776) granting a pension to Anna Wilcox}; 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Frank Swartz; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 778) granting a pension to Florence F, 
Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 779) granting a pension to Otto M. Pay- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 780) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Leitch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 781) granting an increase of pension 1/0 
Edwin Totten; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 782) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ware; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 783) granting an increase of pension to Ab- 
salom A. Lusk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 784) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius S. Munhall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 785) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. Dickson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 786) for the relief of Noah Cox; to the 
Conmmnittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) for the relief of Jacob Byers, alias 
Jacob Myers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 788) for the relief of John Minahan, alias 
John Bagley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 789) for the relief of 
Thomas J. O’Mara; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 790) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles E. Kingsley; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) for the relief of Martin C. Rucker; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) for the relief of Cornelia M. A. 
Tower; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) authorizing the payment of salary 
due J. A. MeCreary, of Forestville, Calif.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 795) for the relief of Arthur Wendle Eng- | 


lert; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (BH. BR. 796) granting a pension to 
Mary A. G. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 797) granting a pension to Mary ©. Hiller; | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 798) granting a pension to William H.. 


Brooks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 799) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension to Hannah D. Jelli- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 801) granting a pension to Michael W. 
Murphy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 802) granting an increase ef pension to 
Emma A. Hobbs; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 803) for the relief of Mrs. Herbert W. | 


Bean ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 804) for the relief of Edith P. Friend; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 805) granting an increase 
of pension to James Cunningham ; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 806) granting a pension | 


to Rose Ettie Sheppard ; to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 807) granting a pension to Benjamin L. | 


Greer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 808) granting a pension to Luvina Avery; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 809) granting a pension to Sarah E. Far- 
rall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) granting a pension to John Murphy ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) granting a pension to John Fitzger- 
ald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 812) granting a pension to Mary A. Barber; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension te John Fitz- 
gerald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 814) to correct the military 
record of Cuthbert W. Laing; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 815) granting a pension to Clara A. Rice; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) for the relief of the United Breweries 
Co., of Chicago, Ill.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 817) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Nathan Marx; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensians, 


By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 818) for the relief of the | 


heirs of Mrs. Susan A. Nicholas; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 819) granting a pension to 
Dr. Ezekiel P. Murdock; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 820) granting a pension to George W. 
McDonald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 821) granting a pension to James J. Healy ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MOTT: A bill {H. R. 822) granting a pension to 

Sarah J. Casler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 823) granting an increase of pension to 

Henry H. Moody; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) for the relief of the estate of Isabella 
| H. Silvey ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 825) granting a pension 
to Sephie Reimuller ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 826) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Schmidt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 827) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah Barney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) granting an increase of pension to 
Alban E. Bentley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 829) granting an increase of pensior to 
Paleman §S. Castle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 830) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert G. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 831) granting an increase of pension to 
Llewellyn A. Cole, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 833) granting a pension to William G., 
Bryce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 834) granting a pension to Ida Helene 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 835) granting a pension to Anna Greer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to Hannah C. 
Hayes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to James Honan; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Hooton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 839) granting a pension to Anna M. Moore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 840) granting a pension to Charles Peters; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 841) granting a pension to Delos M. Porter; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 842) granting a pension to Rebecca F. 
Rush ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. é 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 843) granting a pension to Helen A. 
| Seeker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Carl Schoppe; 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 845) granting a pension to Claude W. 
Smyth; to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Snow; to the Con:mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) granting a pension to Louisana Thomp- 
son ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) granting a pension to Alice H. Von 
Pinnon ; to the Conunittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 849) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
White ; to the “‘ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Ht. R. 850) for the relief of Andrew J. Bell; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of Lewis W. Crain; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 852) for the relief of Seth J. Simmonds; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) for the relief of Miles Swift; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 854) granting a certificate of merit or 
distinguished-service medal to John Faraday James; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of 
Mary J. MeGlothlen; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 856) to correct the military record of John 
W. Terry ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 857) granting an increase of 
pension to Jerome Shamp; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 858) granting an increase of pension to 
William Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to 
| William S. Porter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 860) granting a pension to Martin W. 
Morganson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) granting a pension to John F. Her- 
| old; to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 862) granting an increase of pension to 
| Henry G. Bullitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 863) granting an increase of pension to 

William R. Sheeler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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. 864) granting an increase of pension to 


so, a bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to 
les Mangon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 866) to correct the 
military record of Lauritz S. Rasmusson; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 867) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the record of Stephen McKenzie; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of James W. Kingon; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 869) for the relief of Bruce J. Syarse; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 870) for the relief of Sarah Shelton; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) for the relief of William J. Rosselot ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 873) granting 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) granting a pension to Orley E. Laird; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) granting a pension to Jacob Herpin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 7 

Also, 
S. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Sarah L. Truck; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 879) granting a pension to Michael F. 
Noonan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) 
Larrabee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





a pension to Eby A. Tillery ; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Barney Ham- , 


mel: to 
Also, 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


George W. Grigg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 883) granting a pension to Henry Flach- 
meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 884) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) granting a pension to Ben H. Cour- | 
sey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 886) granting an increase of pension to 


Samuel Burrows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 887) granting an increase of pension to 


Robert G. Ardrey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SCHALL: A bill CH. R. 888) for the relief of the Atlas 


Lumber Co., Babcock & Willcox, Johnson, Jackson & Corning Co.. 
and the C. H. Klein Brick Co., each of which companies fur- | 
nished to Silas N. Opdahl, a failing Government contractor, 


certain building materials which were used in the construction 
of Burke Hall at the Pierre Indian School, in the State of 


South Dakota; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R: 889) granting an increase of 
pension to Martin L. Kee; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 890) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Scott: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) for the relief of Francis M. Kirby; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) granting a pension to Harold W. 
Burch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 893) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolin B. Hays: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Jefferson Franks; to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 895) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph I. Mahar: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 896) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Melvinia C. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of Mildred J. Bray; to 
the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 898) granting an increase of pension te 
Thomas J. Lee: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) granting a pension to George Watson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 900) granting a pension to Louisa Smith, 
wicovw of Richard Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (CH. R. 901) granting a pension to 
Helen F. Wade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 902) granting a pension to Julia Shaw; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





(H. R. 872) for the relief of Charles B. Carroll; 


a bill (H. R. 876) granting an increase of pension to Levi | 


granting a pension to Kate Orba.| 


a bill (H. R. 882) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 903) granting an increase of pension to 
James Boshane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 904) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Conger, alias Henry Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 905) granting an increase of pension to 
Newell B. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 906) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Dunery ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 907) for the relief of Rufus L. Cole; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) for the relief of Leo Balsam; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) for the relief of Ellen Agnes Monogue; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 910) granting a pension to 


| Belle S. Robinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 911) granting a pension to Abbie H. Lewis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) granting a pension to Hannah R. 
Grant; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) granting a pension to Frances Watches; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 914) granting a pension to Mary A. Powers; 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 915) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 916) granting 


| a pension to Thomas M. Hoover; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 917) granting a pension to Charles Bell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 918) granting a pension to Margaret Yohe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) granting a pension to Charles Francis 
Schaeffer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 920) granting a pension to Carson Rummel ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to John Bohn- 
tinsky ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) grantirg an increase of pension to 
Julia Ann Fyock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) to correct the military record of Har- 
rison H. Hollowell; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) granting an increase of- pensien to 
John Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) granting an increase of pension to 
George Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.- 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 928) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Solomon Beck; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 929) to correct the military record of 
Nathan Cunningham; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) for the relief of Allen Greenlief; tc 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 931) granting an honorable discharge tc 
Isaiah R. Lockhart; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 932) to correct the military record of J. H, 
McGrew ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 933) to correct the military record of 
Stephen A. West; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 934) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Ayers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 935) granting a pension to Ida D. Camp- 
bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson D. Madden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) granting a pension to William Coon- 
rod; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 938) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar N. Greer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 939) granting an increase of pension to 
Charity Ann Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 940) granting an increase of pension tc 
Samuel Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 941) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hamilton Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R..942) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Byus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) granting an increase of pension to 


| John A. Burns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 944) granting an increase of peusion to 


| Joshua Westbrook ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 945) granting an increase of pension to 
William Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) for the relief of James A. Showen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 947) granting a pension to Della Smith; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Jennings ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 949) granting a pension to Rebecca Strou- 
ther ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 950) to correct the military record of 
Charles R. Pennybacker ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 951) granting a pen- 
sion to John J. McGinley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 952) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Waldsmith ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Gardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a'bill (H. R. 954) granting a pension to Merrill Martin 
Chenoweth ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) granting an increase of pension to 
William F.. Rodenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 956) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Beasley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to 
Jourdan. B. Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter A, Ruble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 960) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to 
Nancy M. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) granting an increase of pension to 
Belle P. Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha R. Been; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 966) granting an increase of pension to 
Elvira Hunter ; to the Committe on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 967) granting a pension to John Sawicki; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) granting a pension to Mose Atta- 
way ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 969) granting a pension to Zachariah 
Kizer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 970) granting a pension to George W. 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) granting a pension to George W. 
Oblisk ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 972) to correct the military record of 
Jesse L. Meeks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Lee; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 974) for the relief of W. T. Dingler ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 975) for the relief of John Davis; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) for the relief of James M. Wright; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) for the relief of Wesley Maynor; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) for the relief of James M. Smith; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) for the relief of Silas Shepherd; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) for the relief of Benjamin ¥. Reams; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Thomas H. Rogers; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 982) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary J. Pack; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 983) ‘granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Guill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) granting an increase of pension to 
John Weatherington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 985) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jesse M. Reed; to the C Yommittee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (A. R. 986) granting a pension to David M. Allen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 











Also, a bill (H. R. 987) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnathan J. Boyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) granting a pension to Delilah Hunley ; . 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 989) granting a pension to 
Sylvester O. Phinney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 990) granting a nension to Annie Casey; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) granting a pension to William H. Le- 
Baron ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 992) granting a pension to Susan M. Wil- 
cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) granting a pension to Hodges W. 
Drayton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 994) granting a pension to Luther 
Thayer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) granting an increase of ‘pension to 
William Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 996) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. Freeman; to tlie Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 997) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) granting an increase of pension to 
Cora Fannie Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Black; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie C. Washburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Damon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) for the relief of Jose Lopez y Castelo; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1004) for the relief of E. W. Rohmeling; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1005) for the relief of William Befuhs, alias 
Charles Cameron, Company B, Twenty-eighth Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 1006) granting a pension to 
James F’. Connell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1007) granting a pension to John H. Cun- 
ningham, alias John H. Curley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) granting a pension to Richard R. 
Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1009) granting an increase of pension to 
Leverett C. Felch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) for the relief of the trustees and 
parties who now or who may hereafter become interested in 
the estate of James A. Chamberlain under the terms of his will; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) for the relief of the owner of the 
steam lighter Cornelia; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) for the relief of the owner of the 
steamship Matoa; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Horatio G. Foss; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) authorizing the Treasurer of the 
United States to pay to Rosamond Linnette the sum of $763.20; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) to pay to Bernice L. Blair the sum 
of $12,470, with interest; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) for the relief of Jeremiah McCraith ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 1017) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ann E. McGrew; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) granting a pension to Addie L. Barr ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) for the relief of Michael Curran; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1020) for the relief of the estate of Jarib 
L. Sanderson, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1021) for the relief of Frank Ferrin; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) granting a pension to Chester E. 
Green ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1023) for the relief of Elmer Howe; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1024) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue a patent to John Zimmerman for certain lands 
in the Colorado National Forest upon the surrender of other 
lands of equal acreage also Iecated in the Colorado National 
Forest, Colo. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) to remove the charge of desertion from 


vote on subject of prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 


the military record of Matthew Thomas; to the Committee on | ciary. 


Military Affairs. 

By “Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 1026) granting a 
pension to Emerson E, Paden ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) granting a pension to Richard G. 
Trotter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Kraft: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1030) to correct the military record of 
John R. Smith, deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1031) for the reimbursement of James 
Caviness for the loss of his residence while occupied as camp 
headquarters by the United States Geological Survey ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1032) for the relief of Jacob Holman; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1033) for the reimbursement of James E. 
Murphy for the loss of a horse while hired by the United States 
Reciamation Service; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) for the relief of Jose Ramon Cor- 
dova ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1035) for the relief of the widow of Joseph 
C. Akin; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | 


on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of Private Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Legion of United States of America, asking Congress to pass at 


the earliest possible date legislation giving measure of justice | 
to private soldiers, sailors, and marines; to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of Ladies’ Auxiliary of the Three 
hundred and eighth Regiment of Engineers, asking that a resolu- 
tion be introduced inquiring about the return of the regiment; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Wisconsin Daily League of News- | 


papers, protesting against the free publicity bureaus of the Gov- 
ernment in the interest of economy; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, petition of National Committee of the Fur Industry, pro- 
testing against the tax of 10 per cent imposed on articles made 
of fur; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of subscribers to the Southern Pine Association 
at New Orleans, La., February 25, 1919, insisting that foreign 
nations requiring food for their citizens send their ships for it 
and American ships be used for the exporting of American 
commerce; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition for the appointment by the United States Gov- 
ernment of an unprejudiced nonmedical commission to investi- 
gate the claims and outworking of various schools of healing; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KING: Resolutions signed by Mrs. Mary Giles, of 


Wataga, Ill., president, and other officials of the Knox County | 


W. C. T. U., indorsing the eighteenth amendment to the Consti- 
tution ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, resolutions passed by the board of supervisors, Fulton 


County, IIL, urging repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of four churches at 


Liberty, IIL, Mrs. C. W. Linn, chairman, advocating acceptance | 
of eighteenth amendment and protesting against any evasion; | 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Private Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Legion of the | 
United States of America, for the enactment of legislation to | 


do justice to private soldiers, sailors, and marines; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: Petition of Veterans of the Southern 
Confederacy, for the immediate refund of the $68,000,000 cotton- 
tax fund in the Treasury of the United States; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition relating to the extension and 
development of the merchant marine of the United States until 
it shall become the greatest of any nation in the world; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Woodhaven Democratic 
Club (Inc.), unanimously approving of the Hearst six months’ 
pay plan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, petition of Women’s Regular Democratic Club and 
James Braschart Regular Dramatic Club, favoring referendum 


and | 


Also, petition of William P. Kelly Benevolent Society, against 
the prohibition amendment and asking defeat of same; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Twentieth Assembly District Republican 
Club, Brooklyn, N. Y., asking support for six months’ pay for 
soldiers; to. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Cypress Hills Board of Trade, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring six months’ pay to discharged soldiers; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Community Council for Good Government of 
Richmond Hill, N. Y., favoring the plans for a league of nations 
as outlined by the President of the United States; to the Com- 
inittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Committee of Fur Industry, 
against the tax of 10 per cent on fur articles; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the president of the American Telephone & 
| Telegraph Co, and the President of the United States Inde- 
| pendent Telephone Association, relating to control and opera- 
| tions of telephones; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
| Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
| New York against Government control of public utilities; to the 
| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 6, of New York 
City, indorsing training and teaching foreign-born unnaturalized 
citizens; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of National Garment Retailers’ Association, pro- 
testing against the continuance of tax and urging immediate 
repeal of section 904; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. RAKER: Letter from the Schow Batcher Co., 211 J 
Street, Sacramento, Calif., opposing the zone system and urging 
its repeal; to.the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fay Fruit Co., Los Angeles, Calif., protest- 
ing against efforts of Publishers’ Advisory Board in zone rates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Tillman & Bender, wholesale grocers, San 
Francisco, Calif., opposing efforts of publishers in zone rates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter froin L. C. Scheller, treasurer, Union Hardware 
& Metal Co., Los Angeles, Calif., relating to repeal of zone 
system; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rosenthal’s (Inec.), San Francisco, Calif., 
asking the repeal cf the luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of executive committee of Northern California 
Counties Association, favoring the passage of good roads legis- 
| lation; also urging passage of Lane Reclamation Act; to the 
Committee on Roads. 

Also, petition of Redlands (Calif.) Grade Teachers’ Club, in- 
dorsing Senate bill 4987; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Fellows Local, No. 13, urging Government 
ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution by the Mariposa (Calif.) Local, No. 18, Oil 
| Workers’ Union, protesting against the return of the railroads 
to private ownership; to the Committee on Interstate and 
| Foreign Commerce. 
| Also, resolution by the Woman’s Improvement Association of 
| South Pasadena and by the faculty and students of the State 
| Normal School, San Diego, Calif., favoring the entrance of the 
United States into the league of nations; to the Committee on 
| Foreign Affairs. 
| Also, resolution by the Maywood Woman’s Club, of Corning, 
| Calif., indorsing the league of nations; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution by the California Federation of Women’s 
| Clubs, indorsing the league of nations; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
favoring the return of the railroads to private ownership; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the First Congregational Church, Loomis, 
Calif.; Ladies’ Aid Society, Loomis, Calif.; and of the First 
Congregational Church, Rocklin, Calif., favoring a league of 
nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of California Almond Growers’ Exchange, ask- 
ing for an appropriation for the investigation of the culture of 
almonds, walnuts, etc.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: Letter and copy of resolutions 
adopted by Alton (Ill.) Board of Trade; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 








1919. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





33 





By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of the retail mer- 
chants’ council of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
for the repeal of the luxury-tax section in the war-revenue law ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 61 farmers living on Lewiston Road, Ba- 
tavia, N. Y., urging the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Oatka Falls Grange, No. 394, Le Roy, N. Y., 
urging the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. F. Rockow and 19 other residents of 
Hamlin, Morton, and Walker, N. Y., urging the repeal of the 
so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

“Also, petition of 260 petitioners of the Livingston County 
(N. Y.) Sunday School Association, urging that the preamble 
of the National Constitution be amended so as to recognize the 
authority and law of Jesus Christ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Automobile Club of Rochester, N. Y., 
urging the passage of a bill providing for the laying out, plan- 
ning, and astimating of cost of construction of a military road 
across the State of New York to be named the “ Roosevelt 
National Military Road”; to the’Committee on Roads. 

Also, petition of 30 petitioners of the Tuscarora Presbyterian 
Church, Tuscarora, N. Y., urging that the preamble of the Na- 
tional Constitution be amended so as to recognize the authority 
and Jaw of Jesus Christ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. SCHALL: Petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
for the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, urging Govern- 
ment ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of Minnesota Garden Flower Society, protest- 
ing order No, 37 of the Federal Horticultural Board; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Utica (N. Y.) section of the 
Council of Jewish Women, favoring a league of nations and 
civil and religious liberty in all countries; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 





SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 20, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Alnighty God, day unto day uttereth speech and night unto 
night showeth knowledge. So with the return of every day we 
come :nd stand before Thee to catch the inspiration of the new 
light that falls on all our duties and see with clearer vision that 
ever-increasing purpose which runs through all Thy creation. 
Endue us plenteously this day with Thy grace that we may 
follow the divine commandments, know the will of God, and 
gladly do that which is pleasing in Thy sight. For Christ’s sake. 
Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Lopcr and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour- 
hal was approved. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE (S. DOC. NO. 3). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of 
the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, in compliance with 
law, an account of all property, including stationery, belonging 
to the United States in his possession on the 19th day of May, 
1919, which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


ABROGATION OF TREATIES (S. DOC. NO. 2). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to resolutions of December 5, 1918, and February 3, 1919, 
certain information relative to the abrogation of treaties, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO (S. DOC. NO. 1). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of February 7, 1919, certain information relative 
to the claims of American citizens against the Government of 
Mexico, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed. 
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GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report showing the number of documents received and 
distributed by the Treasury Department during the year ended 
December 31, 1918, together with the number remaining on hand 
January 1, 1919, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of Commerce, the 
Secretary of Labor, the Food Administrator, the Fuel Admin- 
istrator, and the Director of the War Trade Board, transmitting, 
pursuant to a resolution of December 15, 1918, a list showing the 
number of employees in their respective departments at speci- 
fied dates, and the number discharged during the two weeks pre- 
vious to that date, which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

AUTOMATIC STRAIGHT AIR BRAKES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting a 
report of the Chief of the Bureau of Safety relative to tests of 
the brake system of the Automatic Straight Air Brake Co., ete., 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

PRODUCTION OF MINERALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Director of the Bureau of Mines, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of all expenditures and disbursements 
under the act to encourage the production of minerals, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, trans- 
mitting a list of useless papers on the files of the Department 
of Labor having no historic value and requesting action look- 
ing to their disposition. The communication and accompanying 
papers will be referred to the Joint Select Committee on the 
Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, 
and the Chair appoints the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
JONES] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kirgpy] the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. The Secretary will notify the 
House of Representatives thereof. 

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Boy Scouts of America for the year ended De- 
cember 31, 1918, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Mr. Hempstead, the enrolling clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, appeared and delivered the following message: 

“Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representa- 
tives to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Repre- 
sentatives has appeared and that the House is ready to proceed 
to business. 

“Also, that a committee of three members were appointed by 
the Speaker on the part of the House to join the committee on 
the part of the Senate to notify the President of the United 
States that a quorum of.the two Houses has assembled, and 
that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may 
be pleased to make, and that Mr. Monperr, Mr. Mann, and Mr. 
Crark of Missouri were appointed as a committee on the part of 
the House. 

“Also, that a quorum of the House of Representatives has 
assembled; that FrRepERICK H. GittettT, a Representative from 
the State of Massachusetts, had been elected Speaker; and that 
William Tyler Page, a citizen of the State Maryland, had been 
elected Clerk. 

“Also, that the House communicates to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Jonn LAwson Burnett, late a 
Representative from the State of Alabama, and transmits reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 

“Also, that the House communicates to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. CHAarLEs AuGust Sutzer, late a Dele- 
gate from the Territory of Alaska, and transmits resolutions of 
the House thereon.” 

SENATOR FROM MICHIGAN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair presents the petition of 

Henry Ford contesting the election of Senator Truman H, New- 
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BERRY, Which will be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
The petition is as follows: , 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF THE SIXTY-SIXTH CONGRESS. 


Petition of Mr. Henry Ford, contesting the election of Mr. Truman 
H. Newberry as Senator from Michigan, for the term beginning March 
4, 1919, for a recount of ballots for the office of United States Senator 
cast at the election held in Michigan November 5, 1918, and for other 


relief, 
, Detroit, Micu., May 17, 1919. 
To Mr. TrRuMAN H. NEwrrsrey: 


You are hereby notified that I intend to contest, and hereby 
do contest, your election as Senator from Michigan in the Con- 
gress of the United States for the term beginning March 4, 
1919, to succeed the Honorable William Alden Smith, and that I 
shall ask a recount of the ballots cast at the election for such 
office held in Michigan November 5, 1918, and also for an investi- 
gation of the unlawful uses by you and your supporters, agents, 
and representatives of large sums of money to influence the pri- 
maries therefor and the said election, and also of the alleged 
intimidation of voters by your supporters and agents. 

I beg to advise you that the grounds for such contest are, 
nmong others, those which were specifically enumerated by me in 
my previous notice to you thereof dated December 31, 1918, and 
as are also enumerated in subdivision six of the enclosed petition 
to the Senate of the United States of America of the Sixty-sixth 
Congress. 

Respectfully, HENRY Forp. 
Unitrep STATEs oF AMERICA, 
District of Columbia, ss: 

Howell Van Auken, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 
he resides in the city of Detroit, State of Michigan, and that he 
is upwards of twenty-one years of age; that on, to wit, May 17th, 
1919, he endeavored to serve personally upon Mr. Truman H. 
Newberry a notice of the contest of his election as Senator from 
Michigan for the term beginning March 4, 1919, by Henry Ford, 
etc., and likewise the petition for a contest and recount of the 
votes cast at said election in Michigan, referred to in said no- 
tice, of which the attached notice is a duplicate original copy; 
that upon investigation and inquiry deponent, on said date, as- 
certained that the said Truman H. Newberry was not then 
present in Detroit, in said county and State nor the vicinity 
thereof, but that he was then in the city of Washingon, District 
of Columbia, where he then received his mail at the Senate 
Office Building of the United States Senate, in said last-named 
city ; that deponent thereupon mailed to said Truman H. New- 
berry the said notice of contest so served and the petition therein 
mentioned, being a duplicate original petition of Henry Ford 
to the United States Senate of the Sixty-sixth Congress for 
contest of the election of Truman H. Newberry as Senator from 
Michigan, the other duplicate original of which petition is filed 
herewith, by enclosing said notice and petition in an envelope 
securely sealed addressed to said Truman H. Newberry, Senate 
Office Building, Washington, D. C., his present address, with 
postage thereon, including the usual registration fee prepaid in 
full, and handing said envelope and contents for registration 
and mailing to the registry clerk of the United States post office 
at Detroit, Michigan, and at the same time demanding a return 
registry receipt. 

HoweELt VAN AUKEN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of May, 
A. D. 1919. 

CuHArLEs L. HUTCHINSON, 
Notary Public, Washington, District of Columbia. 
My commission expires May 1, 1924, 


PETITION OF MR. HENRY FORD CONTESTING THE ELECTION OF MR. TRUMAN 
If. NEWBERRY AS SENATOR FROM MICHIGAN FOR THE TERM BEGINNING 
MARCH 4, 1919, FOR A RECOUNT OF THE BALLOTS FOR THE OFFICE OF 
UNITED STATES SENATOR CAST AT THE ELECTION IN MICHIGAN HELD 
NOVEMBER 5, 1918, AND FOR OTHER RELIEF. 

To the Senate of the United States of America of the Sirty- 
sirth Congress: 

I, Henry Ford, of Dearborn, Michigan, the petitioner, do 
hereby give notice of my intention to contest and do hereby 
enter and file a contest of the election of Mr. Truman H. New- 
berry as Senator from Michigan to succeed the Honorable 


William Alden Smith; and I request and petition for a recount | 


of the ballots cast at the election held in Michigan November 5, 
1918, and an investigation of the unlawful uses by said Truman 
H. Newberry, and in his behalf by his agents and representatives, 
of large sums of money to influence the primary and election, 








and also of cases of undue influence and intimidation of voters 
at the election. 

I beg to represent to your honorable body: 

(1) That an election was held by the voters of Michigan on 
the 5th day of November, 1918, to elect a United States Senator 
from Michigan for the term beginning March 4, 1919. That 
Truman H. Newberry was the candidate on the Republican 
ticket, Henry Ford on the Democratic ticket, Edward O. Foss 
on the Socialist ticket, and William J. Faull on the Prohibition 
ticket. 

(2) That the official canvass made by the State canvassing 
board showed 220,054 votes cast for said Newberry, 212,487 votes 
cast for said Henry Ford, 4,763 votes cast for said Foss, and 
1,133 votes cast for said Faull, and that in pursuance of such 
canvass said board announced the result of the election to be 
that the above-mentioned number of votes were cast for each 
ef the said candidates as stated above. 

(3) That a certificate of election as such Senator has hereto- 
fore been issued to said Truman H. Newberry and he claims to 
have been duly elected such Senator, and he has heretofore 
caused his credentials as such to be offered to the United 
—- Senate, namely, on or about the 14th day of December, 
1918. 

(4) That the primary election to select candidates by the 
respective parties for the office of such United States Senator 
was held on August 27, 1918; that in the primaries Mr. Truman 
H. Newberry was a candidate for the Republican nomination, 
your petitioner was candidate for the Republican nomination, 
also for the Democratic nomination, and he was nominated on 
the Democratic ticket, and said Truman H. Newberry was nomi- 
nated on the Republican ticket. That large sums of money 
were unlawfully used and expended by and on behalf of said 
Newberry at said primary election and previous thereto to 
effect such election and to bring about his nomination and to 
purchase and: procure the support and efforts of divers large 
numbers of persons and newspapers and periodicals. It was 
admitted by the committee, composed of a large number of men 
who acted in behalf of the nomination of Mr. Newberry, that 
said committee expended $176,568.08 and a sworn report to 
that effect was made under the State law by Mr. Frank W. 
Blair, the treasurer of said committee, and said report was filed 
with the county clerk of Wayne County, Michigan, where said 
Blair resided. And petitioner states upon information and be- 
lief that it can and will be proved that said Truman H. New- 
berry procured the appointment and selection of said committee 
and its members and was directly responsible for all its acts and 
that he was in constant communication with said committee 
and its members and knew of and approved its large expendi- 
tures of moneys and participated in its work. Upon informa- 
tion and belief petitioner says that large sums of money, aggre- 
gating many thousands of dollars, were expended by or on 
behalf of said Newberry’s nomination, entirely outside of said 
$176,568.08 above mentioned as having been admitted, in the 
hiring of workers and other legitimate expenses and contrary 
to the laws of the United States and the State of Michigan in 
that behalf. That a memorial with respect to the above mat- 
ters was filed with the Senate Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in the month of November last by Mr. Elbert H. 
Fowler, a lawyer and reputable citizen of the city of Detroit, 
Michigan, who had acted as secretary of the nonpartisan Ford- 
for-Senator Club, in connection with the election, a copy of which 
memorial or statement is hereto attached and made a part 
hereof, and upon information and belief petitioner avers the 
statements thereof to be true. 

(5) He further shows that the large sums of money expended 
by and in behalf of the nomination of Mr. Truman H. Newberry 
as hereinbefore stated, unlawfully enlisted the aid and support 
of large numbers of persons, papers, and periodicals throughout 
the State, and the results and influence of which extended down 
to and affected the election materially in favor of the said Tru- 
man H. Newberry, and that said great sums of money were ex- 
pended in violation of the statutes of the United States and of 
the State of Michigan in such cases provided. 

(6) The petitioner shows on information and belief that said 
Truman H. Newberry was not truly or lawfully elected to said 
office of the United States Senator and is not entitled to said 
office, and that your petitioner was elected and is entitled to said 
seat, and he specifies: 

(a) That there are about 2,200 election precincts or districts 
in Michigan, and that nearly all of the election boards were com- 
posed wholly of Republicans, and great numbers of them were 
wholly composed of intense partisans of Mr. Newberry, and that 
only in a comparatively few of them were there at the said elec- 
tion any challengers or others acting in behalf of the Democratic 
candidates, and that every opportunity existed for election 
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officials who were so inclined to miscount the ballots in favor of 
Mr. Newberry. 

(b) That a large number of ballots were unlawfully counted 
for said Newberry, which, in fact and in truth, were cast for 
Henry Ford, namely, at least ten thousand. 

(c) That large numbers of ballots lawfully cast for peti- 
tioner were not counted for him, but were unlawfully rejected 
by the various precinct election boards when making the counts, 
and they were not returned for petitioner as in truth they 
ought to have been, namely, at least ten thousand. 

(ad) That in many election precincts or districts the count by 
the election officers and boards was illegal, in favor of New- 
berry, false and fraudulent, and in violation of the election laws 
governing the count. 

(e) Many of the ballots marked and cast for petitioner were 
counted and returned for the said Truman H. Newberry. 

(f) In many precincts (particularly in the Upper Peninsula 
of Michigan) the provisions of law enacted to protect the sanc- 
tity and secrecy of the ballots and to promote a true and honest 
vote and count were flagrantly violated and many important 
and vital irregularities and departures from such provision oc- 
curred, thus vitiating under the law the vote of such precincts. 
As, for instance, the marking of ballots for voters by unauthor- 
ized third person, the exposure of ballots by the voters, the over- 
seeing of the voting by mine bosses and superintendents and the 
like; all of which were conducted in the interests of said Tru- 
man H. Newberry, and the votes of such precincts should be re- 
jected and thrown out. 

(¢g) That many ballots in many precincts duly marked and 
cast for petitioner were rejected by the respective election 
boards and not counted at all. 

(h) That many ballots bearing unlawful distinguishing marks 
were illegally and unlawfully counted for the said Truman H. 
Newberry. 

(i) Many ballots duly marked and cast for your petitioner 
were wholly rejected and thrown out by many election boards on 
the unlawful and fraudulent pretext that they were not duly and 
properly marked for the petitioner, whereas in fact they were 
so marked and cast. 

(j) Many ballots duly and properly marked and cast for the 
petitioner were rejected and thrown out by many election 
boards on the unlawful and fraudulent pretext that they bore 
distinguishing marks, whereas in fact they did not bear any 
unlawful distinguishing marks and ought to have been counted 
for your petitioner. 

(k) Many ballots duly and lawfully marked and cast for peti- 
tioner were erroneously thrown out and not counted for peti- 
tioner by many of the said election boards under erroneous 
interpretations of their duties. 

(1) Many ballots for said Truman H. Newberry were cor- 
ruptly and unlawfully procured to be cast and counted for him 
by the unlawful use of money on his behalf. 

(m) Large sums of money were unlawfully expended by and 
in behalf of said Truman H. Newberry to influence said election 
and cause votes to be cast for him that otherwise would not have 
been so cast. 

(n) Large numbers of lawful voters were intimidated and 
prevented from voting at the said election by partisans and sup- 
porters of said Newberry who otherwise would have voted at the 
election and cast their votes for the petitioner, to wit, five thou- 
sand of such votes. 

(o) Large numbers of lawful voters, employees of certain 
large corporations, were intimidated and unlawfully coerced by 
employers and their representatives into voting for said New- 
berry against their wills and preferences who otherwise would 
have cast their ballots for the petitioner. | 

(p) In a number of the counties the respective boards of 
county canvassers made and reported their canvasses without 
having or examining the poll books and tally sheets nor in any 
way verifying the number of original votes as cast or the num- 
ber of voters voting at the respective precincts. 

(q) That careful investigation by petitioner’s directions have 
been made by reliable men since the election to ascertain as far as 
may be the detailed facts pertaining to the above statements and 
as to the conduct of counting in said election and from such 
investigations and from other information reaching the peti- 
tioner and his representatives he avers the foregoing statements 
to be true and he particularly specifies the following counties and 
election districts therein as the counties and districts where such 
irregularities, miscounting, and frauds were more flagrantly com- 
mitted, namely: Kent, Bay, Kalamazoo, Wayne, Saginaw, Alle- 
gan, Antrim, Baraga, Barry, Benzie, Berrien, Calhoun, Cass, 
Charlevoix, Chippewa, Clare, Dickinson, Eaton, Emmet, Genesee, 
Gladwin, Gogebic, Gratiot, Hillsdale, Houghton, Huron, Ingham, 
Ionia, Iosco, Iron, Isabella, Jackson, Kalkaska, Keweenaw, La- 
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peer, Lenawee, Macomb, Marquette, Mason, Mecosta, Midland, 
Monroe, Montcalm, Montmorency, Muskegon, Newaygo, Oakland, 
Oceana, Osceola, Ottawa, Sanilac, St. Clair, St. Joseph, Tuscola, 
Van Buren, Washtenaw, Wexford; and that such irregularities 
and miscounts occurred in a more modified degree in nearly all 
the other counties of the State and that mistakes unfavorable to 
petitioner and in favor of the said Truman H. Newberry oc- 
curred in all of the counties. 

(r) That upon a fair and lawful recount of the ballots cast 
at said election your petitioner would be decided to be duly 
and lawfully elected Senator from Michigan. 

(s) That upon such a fair and lawful recount, and due allow- 
ances being made for such frauds, intimidations, and prevention 
of votes, petitioner would be decided and declared by your honor- 
able body to have been duly and lawfully elected Senator from 
Michigan. 

(7) Your petitioner shows that the ballots cast for the said 
office of United States Senator at said electicn have generally 
been preserved intact, with the exception of those cast in the 
cities of Saginaw, Marquette, and possibly one or two smaller 
localities, together with the poll books and tally sheets relating 
thereto, under the provisions cf the several orders of court in 
that behalf in the two suits in equity brought by your petitioner 
for that purpose in the United States district court for each the 
eastern and western districts of Michigan, comprising the 
whole of said State; that as your petitioner is advised the bal- 
lots, poll books, and tally sheets, with the exceptions mentioned, 
are now generally held in the custody and possession of the 
officers designated by the law of the State of Michigan for such 
purposes awaiting action hereon by this Senate. 

(8) And the petitioner further shows that he is advised that 
under the laws of Michigan there is no body or tribunal which 
has control of a recount except the United States Senate, and 
that his only adequate relief to preserve and recount the hallots 
lies in suitable action to that end by your honorable body. 

(9) That petitioner has caused notice of his intention to con- 
test the alleged election of said Truman H. Newberry to the 
United States Senate to be duly served upon the said Truman 
H. Newberry, viz, on the 2d day of January, 1919, and May 
17, 1919. 

(10) The petitioner hereby prays and requests the Senate to 
entertain his said contest; to provide for a recount of the said 
ballots and the due preservation of said ballots for the purpose of 
the recount and of evidence in the contest; and for a prompt in- 
vestigation of said election and primary and of the matters here- 
inbefore set forth, and that said Truman H. Newberry be de- 
clared not elected, and also disqualified and not entitled to a seat 
because of the aforesaid violations of law; and that petitioner 
may be declared elected and entitled to said seat, and that he 
may have such further action of the Senate and its duly ap- 
pointed committees and agents and such other relief as shall be 
conformable to justice, and as the premises shall warrant; and 
he will ever petition, etc. 

Henry Foro. 
STATE oF MICHIGAN, 
County of Wayne, 88: 

Henry Ford being duly sworn, deposes and says that he has 
read the foregoing petition and notice, and that the same is 
true to the best of his knowledge, information, and belief. 

Henry Forp. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of May, 
A. D, 1919. 
Hower VAN AUKEN, 
Notary Public, Wayne County, Mich. 
My commission expires October 3, 1921. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, 
County of Wayne, 8s: 

Robert E. Walter, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 
he is a citizen of Michigan and a resident of the county of 
Wayne, Michigan; that he has read the foregoing petition and 
notice of contest and knows the contents thereof, and that para- 
graphs one, two, three, five, seven, eight, and ten are true; and 
deponent further says that he was a member of the Legislature 
of Michigan, viz, a senator for three successive terms, namely, 
from 1911 to 1917, and that he was one of a committee of three 
members of the legislature who conducted a recount of the votes 
cast in the 22nd senatorial district, comprising the whole of the 
county of Saginaw (which is one of the three or four largest 
counties in Michigan) in the year 1913. He further says that 
since the election of November 5, 1918, he has devoted consider- 
able time to the investigation of the said election in the various 
parts of the State, and that he has traveled personally to various 
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parts of the State in that work, and has received reports from 
a considerable number of other careful and reliable men who 
have devoted their time to the said work of investigation, and 
that every precaution has been taken to make such investiga- 
tion thorough, reliable, and strictly according to the truth. And 
he further says that from such experiences above described and 
from his said investigations and the said reports he states that 
he has good reasons to believe, and does believe, that the allega- 
tions of the fourth, sixth, and ninth paragraphs of said peti- 
tion and notice of contest are true. And he further says that 
the representatives of Mr. Ford have now a great abundance of 
evidence to establish Mr. Truman H. Newberry’s personal con- 
nection with his said campaign committee described in the fore- 
going petition and notice and with the activities of said com- 
mittee in his behalf, and that said campaign was conducted with 
his full knowledge, consent, and active cooperation. And he 
further says that said Ford’s representatives have reliable proofs 
of large numbers of unlawful expenditures of money in said 
Truman H. Newberry’s campaign involving large amounts in a 
great many portions of the State not set out or included in said 
report of Frank W. Blair, treasurer of said committee; and the 
said contestant’s representatives are ready to produce such 
proofs and the witnesses to sustain the charges in the petition, 
but deponent deems it advisable and safest not to give the names 
of said additional witnesses for very obvious reasons. 

He further says that contestant’s representatives have reliable 
evidence of great activities on the part of the supporters of Mr. 
Newberry and his committee to suppress the evidence of said 
unlawful expenditures and of attempts to prevent disclosures by 
those having knowledge of the facts; and these proofs contest- 
ant’s representatives are prepared to present to any committee 
authorized by the Senate to investigate the election. 

Ropert E. WALTER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of May, 1919. 

JAMES W. THOMAS, 
Notary Public, Wayne County, Mich. 

My commission expires April 9, 1923. 

Luckinc, MurpHy, HELFMaAN, LuckiINnG & HANLON, 
Attorneys for Henry Ford. 


NoveMsBer 15, 1918. 
Hon. ATLEE PoMERENE, 
Chairman Senate Committce on Privileges and Elections, 
Washington, D. C. 

HoNnorABLE Six: I am a Republican who was inclined to sup- 
port Mr. Truman Newberry for Senator in the Michigan pri- 
mary election until I personally saw evidence of the extravagant 
use of large sums of money, in which I felt to be unlawful 
amounts, to advance his candidacy. I then decided I could not 
support him in the primaries. Some weeks after the primaries 
I joined the Nonpartisan Ford-for-Senator Club, an organization 
composed largely of prominent Republicans who looked with 
disfavor upon the method used by Mr. Newberry and his com- 
mittee to obtain the Republican nomination. I acted as secre- 
tary of this organization. Our membership was over 20,000 
before the election of Nov. 5th. 

As secretary of this organization I was in constant communi- 
cation with prominent Republicans throughout the State of 
Michigan who saw the lavish expenditures of the Newberry com- 
mittee and protested against them. From them and in other 
ways I have collected a large amount of information and re- 
ports, sufficient, I think, to convince your committee that an 
investigation of the campaign is necessary and ample, I hope, 
to form the basis for a complete investigation of the campaign. 

It would seem that an investigation is absolutely necessary. 
In the words of Senator Kenyon (CONGRESSIONAL REcorpD, 1918, 
page 11275): “If this enormous expenditure of money in sena- 
torial campaigns is to go on without any challenge by Congress, 
then the poor man has no chance ever to secure a seat in this 
body and simply the rich can purchase a seat here.” 

There should be no objection to an investigation at this time. 
I feel that Senator TowNsEND expressed the sentiment admira- 
bly when he said (CoNGrREssIoNAL Recorp, 1918, page 11274): 
“IT would be glad to have a full and complete investigation, and 
if Mr. Newberry shall receive a certificate of election in Novem- 
ber and charges are preferred against his title, I will not only 
vote to investigate, but I will vote to unseat him if corruption 
which secured his nomination is proven.” 

The information to form the basis of an investigation is sent 
you under separate cover, 

Yours, very truly, 


EHF Exsert H. Fow er. 
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In the matter of Michigan primary senatorial election of 1918. 


Detroit, MICHIGAN. 
To the CoMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

HonorRABLeE Sirs: The following statement of evidence per- 
taining to the Newberry senatorial campaign is sent you in 
compliance with my telegram of November 14th and letter of 
November 15, 1918, and it is hoped that it will be of assistance 
to you as a basis for the proposed investigation. 

The United States statute governing the matter is contained 
in First United States Compiled Statutes of 1916, pages 65 
to 72, section 198, page 72, providing: “Every person wilfully 
violating any of the foregoing provisions shall upon conviction 
be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisonment not more than 
one year or both.” Section 195 defines who shall be considered 
a candidate, which clearly includes a candidate for the nomi- 
nation or election to the office of United States Senator. Sub- 
division 3 of section 195, which is printed on page 69, states that 
the candidate shall file with the Secretary of the Senate “a full, 
correct, and itemized statement of all moneys and things of 
value received by him or by anyone for him with his knowledge 
and consent from any source in aid or support of his candidacy, 
together with the names of all those who have furnished the same 
in whole or in part, and such statement shall contain a true 
and itemized account of all moneys and things of value given, 
contributed, expended, used, or promised by such candidate or 
by his agent, representative, or other person for and in his be- 
half with his knowledge and consent, together with the names 
of all those to whom money and all such gifts, contributions, pay- 
ments, or promises were made for the purpose of procuring his 
nomination or election.” 

Subdivision 4 also contains the requirement for a similar state- 
ment to be filed within fifteen days after the primary. Subdivi- 
sion 7, printed on pages 70 and 71, provides: “No candidate 
for Senator shall give, contribute, expend, use, or promise or 
cause to be given, contributed, expended, used, or promised, in 
procuring his nomination and election any sum in the aggre- 
gate in excess of the amount which he may lawfully give, con- 
tribute, expend, or promise under the laws of the State in which 
he resides: Provided, That no candidate for Senator of the United 
States shall give, contribute, expend, use, or promise any sum 
in the aggregate exceeding ten thousand dollars in any campaign 
for his nomination and election,” ete. 

The Michigan State statute is act No. 109 of the laws of 1913 
on pages 189 et seq. entitled “An act to regulate and limit nomi- 
nation expenses.” Section 1 provides: “‘No sums of money shall 
be paid and no expenses authorized or incurred by or on behalf 
of any candidate to be paid by him, in order to secure or aid in 
securing his nomination to any public office in excess of 25 per 
cent of one year’s compensation of the office.” Further down in 
the same section it provides that no sum for election shall be 
expended beyond 25 per cent of one year’s salary, etc. Sec- 
tion 2 provides that “ every political committee should appoint 
a treasurer and that no money shall be expended except through 
him. Section 3 defines what are lawful expenditures. Section 4 
provides that every candidate and every treasurer shall file full 
and complete statements within ten days after primary or elec- 
tion. Section 11 provides that no person shall pay any expenses 
or make any payments except to a candidate or a political com- 
mittee, and section 12 provides that there shall be no receipts 
except in the true name of the donor. Section 13 provides that 
no moneys shall be expended from any anonymous source. Sec- 
tion 18 provides for fine and imprisonment for any wilful viola- 
tion of the act. 

From the various advertisements appearing in the Detroit and 
Michigan newspapers generally and from other sources it ap- 
pears that a committee known as the Newberry-for-Senator com- 
mittee ostensibly had charge of the management and conduct of 
Mr. Newberry’s campaign. This committee for a period of sev- 
eral months, commencing in March of 1918 and continuing until 
after the primaries in August, maintained elaborate offices at 
rooms 308-310 Ford Building, Detroit. 

Mr. A. A. Templeton, president of the Detroit Seamless Steel 
Tubes Company, acted as general chairman; Mr. Newberry is a 
large stockholder of this company, having originally financed 
Templeton in its organization; Mr. Paul H. King, an attorney. 
and former receiver of the Pere Marquette Railroad, acted as 
executive chairman; Mr. Frank W. Blair, president of the 
Union Trust Company of Detroit, as treasurer; Charles A, 
Floyd as secretary; B. F. Emery, Harry O. Turner, James R, 
Davis, Terry T. Corliss, James F. McGregor, A. K. Moore, E. V. 
Chilson, James B. Haskins, B. F. Reed, assistant secretaries; 
director of publicity, H. A. Hopkins; publicity representatives, 
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Thomas Phillips, B. C. Wilson, H. W. Rose, A. G. MacEachron, 
E. E. Smith, and F. O. McLean; attorney, Paul R. Dailey. 

The report just mentioned was filed by the committee in the 
office of Milton Oakman, county clerk of Wayne County, where 
Mr. Newberry resides, on September 6, 1918, in compliance with 
act 109 of the Michigan Public Acts of 1918. [It is signed and 
verified by Mr. Frank W. Blair, treasurer, and appears set forth 
in full in the ConeressionAL Recorp, issue of September 17, 
1918, on pages 11267 and following. Mr. Newberry did not per- 
sonally make any report under this act. Instead there appears 
in the miscellaneous files of the county clerk’s office, attached to 
the committee report, a letter from Mr. Fred P. Smith, on the 
stationery of the executors of the Newberry estate, wherein the 
writer advises the county clerk that Mr. Truman H. Newberry 
states that he did not receive or disburse any money in connec- 
tion with his campaign and that the writer, Mr. Smith, therefore 
assumes that no personal report is required of Mr. Newberry. 
In this letter it is also said that should Mr. Oakman, the county 
elerk, place a different interpretation on the act, upon informa- 
tion accordingly to the writer, Mr. Newberry will report the 
facts as theretofore reported to the Secretary of the United 
States Senate. 

I am informed that Mr. Newberry, in compliance with the 
Federal act, made personal reports of his campaign expendi- 
tures both before and after the primary. The prior statement 
is contained on one of the regular blank forms prepared for the 
purpose by the Secretary of the Senate. On page two (2) 
thereof Mr. Newberry states: “The campaign for my nomina- 
tion for United States Senator has been voluntarily conducted 
by friends in Michigan. [I have taken no part in it whatever 
and no contributions or expenditures have been made with my 
knowledge or consent.” On the third page he states “no 
promise or pledge has been made by me or by anyone on my 
behalf with my knowledge or consent relative to the appoint- 
ment of any person to a position of trust, honor, or profit either 
in the county, State, or Nation, or in any political subdivision 
thereof, or in any private or corporate employment for the 
purpose of procuring the support of such person or of any per- 
son in my candidacy.” Mr. Newberry signs the statement “ Tru- 
man H. Newberry, 123 Lake Shore Road, Grosse Pointe Farms, 
Michigan.” It was sworn to in the State of New York, county 
of New York, before Charles C. Schneider, notary public, Au- 
gust 14, 1918. 

The primary was held on the 27th day of August. After the 
primaries Mr. Newberry filed another statement with the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, sworn to on the 29th day of August, 1918, 
in New York, before Louis B. Wolf, notary, etc. This was on 
the regular blank furnished by the Secretary of the Senate for 
statements to be made after the primary. In the blank space 
on the second page relative to contributions there is written in 
ink the following: “None with my knowledge and consent.” 
With reference to expenditures, in the blank space therefor, is 
written the following: “ None with my knowledge and consent. 
I have read a general public statement of Paul H. King con- 
cerning expenditures made by a voluntary committee of my 
friends, but these were made without my knowledge or consent.” 

The first public outery against the unlawful use of money, as 
stated, in Mr. Newberry’s campaign was made by the Honorable 
Luren D. Dickinson, a prominent candidate for governor, re- 
elected lieutenant governor of Michigan on the Republican ticket 
in the recent election. His public protest was published in all 
the prominent newspapers in Michigan on or sbout August 22, 
1918, and is as follows: 


AUGUST 22nd, 1918. 
Detroit News. 


{Lieut. Gov. Dickinson's letter.] 


Hon. TRuMAN H. NEWBERRY, 
Brooklyn Navy Yard, New York. 

Dear Sm: Men of all walks of life who have the best interest of our 
State at heart believe the men who are conducting your campaign for 
United States Senator are conducting one that will bring one of the 
atest scandals on cur State that Michigan politics ever saw, and 
uae me to take the lead in attempting to rid our State of this 

g 
wih note by your statement that you say you do not know of these 

ngs. 

In giving you the information, I will give you the terms that I hear 
everywhere in the 62 counties in which I have been recently. I have 
always had the highest regard for you and must believe you will re- 
lieve the Republican Party and the State of a campaign that is now 
being Iiken to the notorious Lorimer campaign of Illinois a few 
years ago. The terms “boodle” and “rotten” seem to be general 
terms that I hear. 

Every section of the State shows evidence of an expensive newspaper 
campaign, costing thousands and thousands of dollars. Thousands of 
men are liberally paid for work at many more thousands of dollars, an 
expensive suite of offices with a large force sending out hundreds of 
thousands of letters to influential voters at more thousands of dollars, 
thousands of autos already engaged for use on primary day at many 
more thousands, that practically every opponent of the primary system 
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is backing your campaign, and that hundreds of the experts who have 
figured in or conducted for money the wet campaigns of the past are 
among the most active of your supporters. 

, Conservative es tes say everywhere from $250,000 to $500,000 
is being used. The good people of the State are apparently powerless 
to give the voters these matters on short notice. In case you get the 
most votes you must expect to have the placing of your name on the 
election ballot contested. If by technical reasons you succeed, then 
you must expect every church and moral organization to work until 
election night to keep our fair State from the baneful influence that 
success following such methods would leave for years to come. 

Should you be successful at the polls, you must expect a legislative 
investigation that would be demanded by an indignant populace. And 
if by technicalities you could overcome this you will probably have to 
face a Democratic Senate, which will unseat you, as it justly unseated 
Wm. Lorimer, jr., because of flagrant disregard in your behalf of 
Michigan’s primary laws. The effect on the Republican Party with 
the people demanding cleaner things can not be estimated. Already 
we hear the Democrats will make the corrupting use of money in your 
eampaign one of their great campaign arguments. 

I can not believe you understand the situation, and if you did you 
would come to the rescue. I am, therefore, asking you, in behalf of 
the old Republican Party, clean politics, preservation of the primaries, 
social and business interest, to withdraw from this campaign and save 
the everlasting disgrace to the party and the State from a pollution 
that would stay for years. Hoping you may act favorably and retain 
the high esteem in which you have been held in the State, I am, sin- 
cerely, yours, 

L. D. Dickinson, 
Lieutenant Governor of Michigan. 


The other candidates on the Republican ticket in the late 
primary for the office of United States Senator from Michigan 
were: Honorable Chase S. Osborn, of Sault Ste. Marie, who 
had been twice governor of Michigan, Mr. Henry Ford, and Mr. 
William G. Simpson. ; 

Representative Merlin Wiley, of Sault Ste. Marie, a member 
of the State Legislature of Miehigan and Mr. Osborn’s manager 
in the senatorial campaign, also made a public protest on the 
subject, which was published in the Detroit News on August 22. 


1918, and prebably in several other newspapers. It read as 
follows: 


[Rep. Merlin Wiley’s letter, of Sault Ste. Marie 
22nd, 1918).] 


To the Epitor: The comecin conducted on behalf of Mr. Newberry’s 
candidacy for the United States Senate is a disgrace to the State of 
Michigan. Some one or some persons are incurring bills of tremendous 
size. They are incurred in behalf of Mr. Newberry’s candidacy, and 
they must be paid by some one. Facts that can not be denied, because 
the knowledge of them is common property, attest the following: 

First. A large and pretentious hea arters bas been conducted for 
months in the Ford Building in Detroit with a clerical force of from 
30 to 40. Office rent and competent clerks cost money in Detroit. 

Second. A force of Newberry workers of the class who seldom work 
without pay have been scouring the State for months doing organization 
work for Mr. Newberry’s candidacy. They cost money. 

Third. Banquets in county after county have been held, sometimes 
under the guise of patriotic mectings and sometimes plainly and boldly 
for Newberry organization work, as was the case of the banquet at 
Lansing, when the local Newberry organization was perfected, and the 
banquet of the Newberry workers of St. Clair at Marine City last Friday 
night. These things cost money, and these are war times and ‘not 
time for political banquets. 

Fourth. A superexpensive advertising campaign is being carried on, 
handled by a Detroit advertising company and carrying almost con- 
tinuous advertising in nearly every one of the 700 papers in the State, 
both secular and religious. This costs money and Iots of it. 

Fifth. It has been stated that a letter enclosing a return postal card, 
together with printed matter, has been sent to every voter in the State. 
This costs money. 

Sixth. It is stated that the Newberry organization plans to have 
autos in every voting precinct to bring out the Newberry vote on elec- 
tion day. This will cost still more money. 

Seventh. The old-time politicians, the opponents of the primary 
systems, and the “ wets”’ are almost to 2 man supporting Mr. Newberry. 

Eighth. Not a word, not a statement, not a single announcement of 
what he stands for has Mr. Newberry made. Even his campaign expense 
statement states that his campaign is being conducted by his friends 
without his knowledge or participation, and that no expenses have 
been incurred with his consent or authority. 

These items cost money; more money than has ever been spent in 2 
Michigan campaign; certainly in this generation. They are, in the 
amount expended, in plain and open violation of the letter and spirit 
of both the State and Federal Iaws. If Mr.-Newberry should be elected, 
Michigan will have an election scandal worse than the Lorimer scandal 
in Illinois or the Stephenson scandal in Wisconsin. If this is to be the 
policy permitted in Michigan, then none but millionaires or men with 
millionaire friends who will pay the bills need apply for the office of 
governor or United States Senator, for only they can pay the price. 

It is variously estimated that the entire cost of the Newberry organi- 
zation and the conduct of Mr. Newberry’s candidacy will have cost from 
ene hundred thousand to one-half million ef dollars. Certainly it will 
cost enough to down the fair name of Michigan for a generation to 
come, and if Mr. Newberry should be nominated he ean never ho to 
take his seat. A United States Senate that, as Republican, would not 
permit William Lorimer to retain his seat, and would seriously chal- 
lenge the right of Senator Stephenson to a seat therein, will never, when 
Democratic, permit Mr. Newberry, if elected, to be seated after such 
campaign expenditures. 

It is time for Michigan to wake up and shield her honor by adminis- 
tering a defeat that will forever make impossible the repetition ef such 
methods. 


(Detroit News, Aug. 


MERLIN WILBY, 
LANSING, MICH., Aug. 20th, 1918. 


Mr. Simpson, one of the Republican candidates for Senator, 
mentioned above, likewise made public charges directed against 
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the expenditures of the Newberry committee. One of his state- 
ments published October 6, 1918, is as follows: 
MR. SIMPSON ON THE SITUATION. 
{From the Detroit News, Oct. 6, 1918.] 


To THE EpiTor: Now that the Michigan Republican and Democratic 
conventions have been held, the stage seems to be all set for November 
when the people can come forth and select their public servants. (7?) 

The army of 50,000 Republican joperatics in Michigan will be on the 
job as usual to do the bidding of the leaders who employ them, as will 
also as many of the Democrats who are equally fortunate in holding a 
yolitical job. 

’ And the plain citizen voter—the man with whom lies the balance 
of power for good or evil—the man who is interested in politics only 
as a means of self-government, what will he do? 

The main contests, of course, will be the senatorship and the governor- 
ship. 

At present mud is flying in all directions without apparently any 
desire for sensible reasoning, and the situation takes the phase of being 
grotesquely funny were it not a serious menace to our form of govern- 
ment, 

Ford says he is obeying the commands of the President. 

Newberry swears that he didn’t know—that not even his wife told 
him that she spent $25,000 of his money to nominate him. 

Osborn charges Newberry with being an ass, but says that he will 
support him to show he’s a good sport, even though he lost and New- 
berry flagrantly violated the law. 

Paul King—a lawyer, mind you—says he did it all for nothing, just 
as if he expected people to believe him. 

Gov. Sleeper (and his name seems quite appropriate in view of the 
facts) says he is neutral. 

The governor is doing the State a real service without cost by removy- 
ing himself from office in the coming election. The people will do the 
rest. 

And Attorney General Groesbeck— 

On the 24th of June I saw Mr. Groesbeck in his office, where I had 
— to protest the large expenditure of money by the Newberry 
peop e 

i are familiar with the corrupt-practices act, are you not?” I 
asKed, 

“ Well,” replied Mr. Groesbeck, “I ought to be; I am the attorney 
general of the State.” 

“Tam well aware of that fact, Mr. Groesbeck,” I replied. “As this 
effort is for a Federal office, I'm quite sure that if you won’t act Mr. 
Kinnane will.” He replied: 

“Oh! You get me the facts, Simpson, and I'll act.” 

Mr. Groesbeck has had the facts for some time in the admission of 
Paul King, but has he acted? 

On July 20 I wrote regarding the matter to Mr. Kinnane and Secre- 
tary Lansing at Washington. 

lid they act? Not yet. 

After the primary and on September 7 I again wrote to the governor 
and Secretary of State Vaughan, asking them to withhold Newberry’s 
nomination certificate. Did they doso? The substance of the law which 
Newberry violated has been repeated so frequently in these columns it 
is unnecessary to do so again. 

I think that every voter who has any conscience at all will admit 
that Newberry has violated the law, in spirit if not in fact, although it 
pleases the interests with which he is connected to provide all manner 
= anepeee, among which they say it was to save the country from 
r ord, 

_ The facts will show that they laid their expensive plans to deliberately 
violate the law long before Ford announced his candidacy, and there 
is no a oe my mind but what they intended with premeditation to 
violate the law. 

Only a few days ago the State board of canvassers met to determine 
the panied, and said, as reported, that I should have gone to Prosecutor 
J 2SDOWSE]L. 

Always “ passing the buck” to others. This seems to be the feature 
of joperatic’s job when he is called upon to earn his salary—at least in 
Michigan. 

Anyone who knows conditions, and who has gone to see Jasnowski 
on matters of this kind, knows what a fat chance I’d stand of having 
him do anything against the “combine,” even if I could find the 
prosecutor. 

Here is a letter from Will Hays, which contains nothing that he 
could object to having printed: 

“My Dear Mr. Simpson: Returning to-day after an absence, etc. 

“The unlawful use of money in an election can not be too strongly 
condemned. There is no penalty too severe or excoriation too vigorous 
for anyone guilty of such practices, 

“ Howeyer, ] am quite sure that there must be some mistake in the 
information which you have received regarding the unlawful use of 
money by Mr. Newberry. While I have known Mr. Newberry only a 
short time, I have known him by reputation a great many years, and, 
while, as I understand, he is quite ‘ well to do,’ as you say, I am very 
sure he would not, under any circumstances indulge or condone nor 
permit the unlawful use of money in connection with his candidacy for 
the nomination or election to any office, 

“T am glad, ete, 

“ Sincerely, yours, WILL H. Hays.” 

As to Mr. Hays’s complacent belief in the virtue of others, I have 
nothing to say. 

_ How satisfying out of this mess of recriminations, senseless explana- 
tions and excuses stand forth, like living words of fire, that every 
youth in Michigan would do well to remember, these words of our 
Bewtenant governor, the man who knew, felt in his heart his duty, and 
daared : 

“I did what my conscience dictated; I have made enemies; but if I 
have opened the way for the correction of one of our greatest evils, I 
am abundantly repaid.” 

Personally, I refuse to believe other than in the old-fashioned good- 
ness and honesty of the common people of Michigan. : 

If the evils of which Newberry and his friends are charged are al- 
lowed to continue it means that we, the common people, must submit 
to rule by a class, and that class the rich class. We therefore lose our 
much-vyaunted democracy. 

We read every day of current political difference, where matters of 
the war are brought into argument, which are not appeals to reason 
but appeals to prejudice and self-interest. 

This line of argument gets us nowhere. Prominent business men are 
interviewed regarding Newberry and their replies printed. The major 
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part of them, being of his class of self and social interest, say, in effect: 
“To hell with the law; we want Newberry elected.” Those too cow- 
ardly to voice an opinion say nothing. 

The attitude of Thursday’s conventions shows that the reactionary 
element of the Republican Party is still in the saddle. 

After two sad presidential defeats under their rule they have yet to 
learn their lesson, and the idea does not seem to percolate through 
their thick craniums that the voting Republican citizens will not have 
that type of politics, 

It is not a question of loyalty between parties. It is a question of 
common honesty, decency, and principles among men. 

If we can look ahead to the sure defeat of Newberry, we can see the 
just release of impending dishonor to the State—a dishonor invited b 
the leaders in power, and, as much as I would like to support Republi. 
can national principles, I can’t vote a member of that party into an 
important office who has “hit below the belt” to get there. 

Nor can I assist, by my vote, in the humiliation of the State which 
I love. If Newberry is selected, this will surely be forced upon us by 
the body of men whose privilege it is to refuse to accept questionable 
associates. 

I hope to see every cowardly official connected with this disgraceful 
affair defeated at the coming election, and I shall vote for Bailey for 
governor, Dickinson for lieutenant governor, Masselink for re of 
state, and Baker for attorney general, and I know a few thousand others 
who will do the same. 

As for the Senatorship, I won’t vote for Newberry, and I can’t vote 
Saaiee I opine, however, that Ford will be elected by at least 20,000 
majority. 

I'd rather be a prophet with a good vision than a forgetful historian 
that I might, perhaps, irstall a ray of hope in the minds and hearts of 
the common people of Michigan. 

Wm. G, SIMPSON. 


I am informed that Mr. Simpson, as he states in his communi- 
eation, did in fact file specific charges as to the unlawful use 
of money by Mr. Newberry, both with the attorney general of 
Michigan and the United States attorney for the eastern dis- 
trict of Michigan. 

After the primaries, at which Mr. Newberry received the Re- 
publican nomination, Mr. Newberry wrote Mr. Osborn, in answer 
to a telegram, as follows: 


NEWBERRY’S LETTER. 
New York Ciry, 
Sunday, September 1, 1918. 

My Dear ‘Governor: Your cordial telegram assuring me of your 
earnest support is all that was needed to insure the defeat of Ford in 
November. I fully realize that my personality is submerged in the 
issues that confront or panty in our State. Many times in the past 
few months I have envied yeur ability and privilege to talk, and when 
your voice rang clear and strong throughout State and Nation on 
the — of Ford I wanted to wire you godspeed in your patriotic 
work. 

Your deeply apereciotes telegram of support helps me to visualize 
the statesman, the sportsman (hunter), and gentleman that I have 
always known you to be. 

Cordially, yours, TruMAN H. NEWBERRY. 

In reply to this Mr. Osborn wrote him an open letter which 
was published generally throughout Michigan, and which reads 
as follows: 

SEPTEMBER 17, 1918. 

My Dear CoMMANDER: I have read your letter. Thank you for your 
sentiments. I shall support you. Alpeaey I have straightened out 
entanglements that would have been hurtful to your success. I am 
not interested in you personally a particle. The entire matter is so far 
beyond personal consideration and transcends individual yroportions 
to an extent that only public welfare may be thought of. ou can be 
elected ; no doubt you will be. My idea is that the thing for you to do 
is to honestly confess that you broke the law and that you knew all 
about the campaign, but that you did not realize the enormity of your 
offense. In such a position you would be intrenched in honesty, I fully 
Yelieve. And an indulgent people would forgive you, and fight for you, 
because of the past services they think you have given and what they 
have been told you are giving now. In addition this action would make 
for your name an honorable place in the history of Michigan. Other- 
wise the future will curse you. 

The plea can not be honestly made that you spent money in excess 
because you were fighting Ford, because you had begun your reckless 
campaign long before Ford was mentioned and had already transgressed 
the law. Nor can you plead “you did not know.” That would prove 
you to be both an ass and a liar, which I choose to think you are not. 
I am for you only to save the Nation and the State from the curse of 
Fordism. A vote for Ford is a vote for the Kaiser right now, as I view 
the case. 


Yours, truly, Cuas. 8. OsBoRN. 


Coming now to the facts as to Mr. Newberry’s connection | 


with the work of the committee, I am informed and believe 
that he was personally active in organizing his own campaign, 
and that he conducted the same through the Newberry committee. 
This connection is shown by many facts and witnesses, as I am 
informed and believe, and among other evidence of witnesses, as 
follows: 

Chief manager and intimate friend of Mr. Newberry was Mr. 
Fred Cody, who has an office in the down-town section of New 
York, and who ostensibly is an insurance man, but who is prin- 
cipally a lobbyist for the American Telegraph and Telephone 
Company, the American Book Company, Standard Oil Company, 
and other large and important Wall Street interests. 

Mr. Cody was active, as I am informed and believe, from be- 
fore the beginning of the organizing until after the election, and 
was constantly in communication with and in the office of the 
committee and in end out the apartment and office of Mr. New- 
berry, conferring and giving directions with respect to the cam- 
paign. 
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Mr. Cody at the outset of the campaign went to Washington 
and, at the direction of Mr. Newberry, tendered the appoint- 
ment of manager of the campaign to Mr. Jay G. Hayden, Wash- 
ington correspondent of the Detroit News. Mr. Cody took Mr. 
Hayden to New York to see Mr. Newberry, where the appoint- 
ment was tendered to Mr. Hayden by Mr. Newberry personally. 
The whole subject was gone into at great length between Mr. 
Newberry, Mr. Hayden, and Mr. Cody, with prospect of his mak- 
ing a success of the campaign. Mr. Hayden finally declined the 
position. 

Subsequently, in February of 1918, Mr. Cody, as I am informed 
and believe, arranged an interview between Mr. Milton Oakman, 
Mr. Robert Oakman, and others of Detroit with Mr. Newberry 
at the Biltmore. The parties all met there and discussed fully 
the prospects for a successful campaign of Mr. Newberry, the 
amounts of money that would be required, and the place of 
manager was tendered to Milton Oakman, as I am informed and 
believe. 

Mr. Milton Oakman acted as manager for a time, as I am in- 
formed, but subsequently a more elaborate organization was 
organized and conducted under Mr. Templeton and Mr. Paul 
King. Mr. Milton Oakman continued to act for Mr. Newberry in 
Wayne County (Detroit) until after the primary election. Mr. 
Oakman had been sheriff of Wayne County twice, and also then, 
and is still, clerk of Wayne County, and the leader of the domi- 
nant Republican faction in Wayne County. Very scandalous 
stories have been in circulation as to the large amounts of money 
expended by Mr. Oakman on behalf of Mr. Newberry. If such 
were expended, they are not set forth in the accounts of the com- 
mittee. 

Mrs. Louisa Delamater, a stenographer, now employed at 316 
Moffat Block, Detroit, Michigan, states she was employed in the 
Newberry campaign headquarters at the Ford Building from 
about the 5th of March until April 20, 1918; that during her 
employment therein Mr. Newberry at least twice to her personal 
knowledge was in the Detroit campaign office, and that on the 
first visit she saw Mr. Emery show Mr. Newberry through the 
entire suite of about eight offices, pointing out to him things of 
interest as Mr. Newberry was shown through. She also says 
that she knows that railroad reservations to New York and 
hotel accommodations were made for persons in the Detroit 
office who went to New York for the purpose of consulting New- 
berry about campaign methods. 

Mrs. Delamater also states that Miss Margaret Nevin was the 
private secretary at campaign headquarters for Paul King, and 
that she must also have seen Newberry in that office. After 
Mrs. Delamater ceased working for the campaign committee a 
Miss Chappell was employed there. When Mrs. Delamater was 
there Mr. Emery was the office manager. She believes he had 
something to do with one of the Detroit draft boards. Another 
of the stenographers who was there while Mrs. Delamater was 
employed is Ruth Goldstein, of 111 Edmund Street, Detroit, 
Michigan ; also a Florence Shepiro. 

_ According to Mrs. Delamater, Miss Nevin wrote letters on Mr. 
Newberry’s private stationery, which she sent by parcel post to 
New York, for Mr. Newberry’s signature. Mrs. Delamater her- 
Self wrote letters to railroads to make reservations to New York 
for Mr, Templeton and Mr. King; also letters to New York mak- 
ing appointments for Mr. King with Mr. Newberry. 

I am informed that Thomas G. Smythe, of Detroit, Michigan, 
before the primaries saw Mr. Newberry in the offices of the 
committee from a window in the Moffat Block, which is directly 
opposite the office of the committee in the Ford Building and not 
over thirty feet therefrom. 

I am also informed and believe that Mr. Thomas Phillips, who 
was formerly employed on the staff of the Detroit News, was 
induced to take a position with the Newberry committee at a 
salary that is nearly twice the sum that he received from the 
Detroit News; that he went to New York and consulted with 
Mr. Newberry with reference to the preparation of advertise- 
ments to appear in Michigan newspapers; that he was in con- 
stant communication with Mr. Newberry while writing these 
intimate advertisements, and that Mr. Newberry cooperated 
with him in their preparation. 

Mr. Clarence L, Sibbens, 1224 Ford Building, Detroit, Michi- 
gan, was Paul King’s personal secretary during the campaign; 
he traveled all over the State with King before the primaries, 
and also went with him to New York at different times. He is a 
stenographer and is now employed in the office of Mr. Fred P. 
Smith, in charge of the offices of the exeeutors of the Newberry 
estate. Sibbens has probably been taken into the regular employ 
of the Newberry family. These offices were used for private 
dictation of King, Emery, and others of the committee, I am 
informed and believe, 





It can be shown without question that Mr. Newberry was in 
constant touch with the committee almost daily by telephone, 
telegraph, and written communications, receiving practically 
continuous reports of the work of the committee and communi- 
cating with its various members both in Detroit and at New 
York, entertaining them at the Biltmore in New York, and com- 
municating with them verbally, by writing and by telegraph, and 
also through Mr. Frederick Cody. This can be shown by exami- 
nation of the following witnesses, as I am informed and believe: 
Templeton, King, Blair, and the various assistant secretaries 
above mentioned. 

I have been apprised through the press that a Federal grand 
jury investigation on this subject was held in New York City 
preceding the Michigan primary. In this connection it was 
stated in the dispatches that the following persons most closely 
and directly associated with Mr. Newberry in the campaign 
refused to testify, and were thereafter ordered to testify by two 
different Federal judges; that they persisted in their refusal; 
namely: A. A. Templeton, general chairman; Frank W. Blair, 
treasurer; and Thomas P., Phillips, publicity agent. It was also 
stated in the newspapers that the following persons, called as 
witnesses before the same grand jury, indicated that they would 
likewise refuse to testify, following the course of the three wit- 
nesses mentioned. These others, who were not committed, in- 
elude the following: John S. Newberry, a brother of the candi- 
date, who furnished upwards of ninety-nine thousand dollars 
($99,000.00) of the committee moneys; Paul H. King, the Michi- 
gan manager of the campaign; Milton Oakman, campaign man- 
ager for Wayne County ; and H. A. Hopkins, director of publicity. 

Besides the upwards of one hundred and seventy-five thousand 
dollars ($175,000.00) expended and admitted by the committee 
to have been expended, I have been informed through a number 
of persons throughout Michigan that other large amounts of 
money were expended, which moneys are not shown or accounted 
for by the committee, and I am informed and believe that these 
facts can be substantiated by a large number of witnesses, 
aMong whom are the following: 

William Moore, of Wayne, Michigan. 

Mr. Jameson, attorney, Wayne, Michigan. 

Mr. Harrison (whose full name can be obtained), Wayne, 
Mich. 

Frank Schumaker, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

Frank Newton (late candidate for Congress from the 2nd 
district), Ypsilanti, Mich. 

Mr. Owen, ex-postmaster, Ypsilanti, Michigan. 

Thomas M. Ward, 1202 Houseman Building, Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 

George Welsh, Grand Rapids, Michigan. 

G. A. (Tennie) Daniels, George Rodgers, James Quinlan, 
Oscar Kilstron (of the Bolo Club), William J. Mickels, Robert 
G. Bell (county clerk), George Reed (clerk of police court), Dan 
Kennedy, William Grove, James Healy, all of Grand Rapids 
Michigan. - 

Neal MeMillan, of Rockford, Kent County, Michigan. 

Chas. H. Bender, Grand Rapids, Michigan. 

S. F. Bernard, Battle Creek, Michigan. 

Charles Biggers, Marshall, Mich. 

John La Rue, of Lakeview, Montcalm County, Mich. 

Mr. Kennedy, postmaster at Lakeview, Mich. 

F. M. Lothrop, probably of Lakeview, but whose exact address 
can be obtained. 

E. J. Bowman, Greenville, Mich. 

J. W. Hoskins, of Howard City, Mich. 

William T. Hosner, of Romeo, Mich. 

Judge James G. Tucker, of Mount Clemens. 

Thomas Barkworth and John Miner, both of Jackson, Mich, 

C. J. De Land, Jackson, Mich. 

Emery Mills, Monroe, Mich. 

Lee Wilbur, Ypsilanti, Mich. 

Mr, Hawthorn, Wayne, Mich. 

Ira Wilson, Plymouth, Mich. 

Phillip Cottrell, Jackson, Mich. 

Ivan George English, publisher of Daily Mirror, Escanaba, 
Mich. 

Albert J. Young, Escanaba, Mich. 

Judd Yelland, Escanaba, Mich. 

Sherman Olmstead, Midland, Mich. 

Rogers Andrews, Menominee, Mich. 

Mr. Rice, attorney, Battle Creek, Mich. 

Ike Bloom, Kalamazoo, Mich. 

Bill Yearnb, Cadillac, Mich. 

Many other names of men can be obtained if an investigation, 
finds it necessary. ' 

I have reason to believe that witnesses may be obtained int 
nearly every county of the State showing that large sums of 










money were expended in them before the primaries which are 
not set forth or included in the committee report. 

I am forwarding to the committee a copy of the Saginaw 
Valley Farmer, a prominent farm newspaper, for August, 1918. 
In it you will see a sample of the lavish expenditures of money on 
behalf ef Mr. Newberry. You will find advertisements and 
reading articles 6n ten pages of this issue, which contains only 
iwenty-four pages in all. 

Newberry’s campaign was advertised in practically all of the 
newspapers of the State of Michigan in the most lavish manner. 

lam also informed and believe that several speakers were 
engaged for the primary campaign whose names do not appear 
in the committee report under their list of expenditures. One 


of these speakers, whom I have been informed was engaged to 
travel in the western part of the State of Michigan, was Mr. 
Horatio Earle, of Detroit. I have been unable to find his name 
in the committee report. 


A great deal of evidence in addition to the suggestions above 
made could be obtained by a more thorough investigation. 
Respectfully submitted. 
SLBERT H, FOWLER. 


The following is taken from the inaugural address of Lieut. 
Governor Dickinson, of Michigan, which was delivered in the 
senate of Michigan on Wednesday, January 1, 1919. The sen- 
ate of Michigan is composed entirely of Republicans, and Lieut. 
Governor Dickinson is himself a Republican, who announced in 
the public press just before election that he would vote for Mr. 
Newberry. The following clipping contains all that Lieut. 
Governor Dickinson said in his inaugural upon the subject. 

Lieut. Goy. Dickinson in his inaugural covers a number of sub- 
jects with a few words each. With reference to the Newberry 
campaign he said: 

PRIMARY CIIANGES ASKED. 


Primary elections will call for action on your part. From what has 
occurred during the past political campaign it would afford me relief 


if I could pass by this question, but experience teaches that the dis- 
agreeable acts of an office are the ones people demand the most strenu- 
ously. More communications on this line asking for legislative action 
have come to me by far than all others combined, and almost without 


exception Republicans not only from all parts of Michigan but from 
other States. 

This you know is the outgrowth of a candidacy that doubtless cost 
more money than ever before was paid for a nomination for office in all 
the world’s history. 

CLAIMS G. 


0. P. NEAR DEFEAT. 


Ye u also know this candidacy from one of the best known families of 
the tate, of a man of high standing, unquestioned integrity, and 
ackn oe d ability, in the face of an abnormally large party majority, 

ime near an iguominious defeat through the resentment from nearly 
every vot ng precinct in the State, of the farmer, the laborer, the busi- 
ness and profe ssional voter, because of the enormous amount of money 


show led zed to have been used in his behalf and generally believed to 

en used contrary to laws, several sections of which were enacted 

stipulated purpose of restricting the use of large sums of money 
rns 


s now agitating Congress, 









the Federal and Michigan courts, 


witl ig suspicion by many that for political purposes it will be 
the vended as long as possible before the country at large as an 


uct of Republican primary in Michigan, hoping by such course 
e an effect that will deprive the party of the majority secured 
November elections. 





at th 
SHOULD AMEND PRIMARY ACT. 
If the courts had given a decision as to who is to blame for this 
inde le condition, it would have cleared the way for your action. 


*, there is any question as to violation of the primary statute, 
so amended that the interpretation relative to restrictions in 
mney and who to blame for violation shall be made plain and 





se of tin 


I believe the utmost caution should be used to 
any candidate and avoid all appearance of politics 


action 
me of 





In legislative 


the ni 


n ering this subject. The individual or even party interests are 
f but le note when the sanctity of the ballot and safety of democ- 
I i t stake. 
REPORTS MANY COMPLAINTS. 

From aln ost every part of the State have come to me pleas that this 

legislature make it impossible in the future to witness the sale of a pub- 

ffi on the auction block, but rather that the laborer, the farmer, 

th ness or professional voter, however humble, but able and re- 
l inay have a chance with the man of millions. 

war's end has been termed a victory for safe democracy. No 


ife with a polluted primary or election, made so by money 
And no great amount of money will be used except for the 
votes, and to make votes by the use of money is pol- 
and the as a baser criminal 


de! acy is si 
therwise. 

se of making 
replies 


ti user should be 
than the lavore 


treated 


r who steals a sack of flour for his family. 
* * . . * ¥ o 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


District of Columbia. ss: 


Howell Van Auken, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 
he is of full age; that on, to wit, Tuesday, May 20, 1919, at, to wit, 
office number 411, Senate Office Building, city of Washington, 
said District of Columbia, he served upon Mr. Truman H. New- 
berry a true copy of each the following papers: (1) Notice of 
Mr. Henry Ford, dated May 17, 1919, as to the contest of the 
election of Mr. Truman H. Newberry as Senator from Michigan, 
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and (2) petition of Mr. Henry Ford, dated May 17, 1919, to the 
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Senate of the United States, for a contest of said election of 
Mr. Newberry, for a recount of the ballots for such election cast 
in Michigan at the election of November 5, 1918, and for other 
relief, the originals of which said notice and petition were filed 
in the Senate of the United States on, to wit, May 20, 1919, by 
handing said true copies so served to the aforesaid Mr. New- 
berry personally. 

Deponent further says that upon said occasion Mr. Newberry 
acknowledged to deponent that he, Mr. Newberry, had received 
the duplicate originals of said notice and petition, being those 
sent to him by registered mail from Detroit, Michigan, as set 
forth in the proof of mailing filed in the Senate of the United 
States along with the other original of said notice and petition 
filed in said Senate, as first aforesaid. 

HowELL VAN AUKEN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of May, 
A. D. 1919. 


[SEAL. ] F’. GWYNN GARDINER, 
Notary Public, District of Columbic. 
My commission expires March 15, 1923. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, out of order, I ask 
leave to introduce a joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States providing for woman 
suffrage. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States conferring upon women 
the right of suffrage was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Sharkey, one of the secretaries of the President of the 
United States, appeared and said: 

Mr. President, the President of the United States directs me to 
deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received by the Secretary of the Senate and 
handed to the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following message from the President of the United States. 

The Assistant Secretary (Henry M. Rose) read the message, as 
follows: 


GENTLEMEN OF THE CoNGRESS: I deeply regret my inability to 
be present at the opening of the extraordinary session of the 
Congress. It still seems to be my duty to take part in the coun- 
sels of the peace conference and contribute what I-can to the 
solution of the innumerable questions to whose settlement it 
has had to address itself: for they are questions which affect 
the peace of the whole world and from them, therefore, the 
United States can not stand apart. I deemed it my duty to call 
the Congress together at this time because it was not wise to 
postpone longer the provisions which must be made for the sup- 
port of the Government. Many of the appropriations which are 
absolutely necessary for the maintenance of the Government 
and the fulfillment of its varied obligations for the fiscal year 
1919-20 have not yet been made; the end of the present fiscal 
year is at hand; and action upon these appropriations can no 
longer be prudently delayed. It is necessary, therefore, that I 


should immediately call your attention to this critical need. It 
is hardly necessary for me to urge that it may receive your 


prompt attention. 
I shall take the liberty of addressing you on my return on the 


subjects which have most engrossed our attention and the at- 
tention of the world during these last anxious months, since the 


armistice of last November was signed, the international settle- 
ments which must form the subject matter of the present 
treaties of peace and of our national action in the immediate 
future. It would be premature to discuss them or to express a 
judgment about them before they are brought to their complete 
formulation by the agreements which are now being sought at 


the table of the conference. I shall hope to lay thei before you 
in their many aspects so soon as arrangements have been 
reached. 


I hesitate to venture any opinion or press any recommenda 
tion with regard to domestic legislation while absent from the 
United States and out of daily touch with intimate sources of 
information and counsel. I am conscious that I need, after so 
long an absence from Washington, to seek the advice of those 
who have remained in constant contact with domestic problems 
and who have known them close at hand from day to day; and 
I trust that it will very soon be possible for me to do so. But 
there are several questions pressing for consideration to which 
I feel that I may, and indeed must, even now direct your atten- 
tion, if only in general terms. In speaking of them I shall, I 
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dare say, be doing little more than speak your own thoughts. I 
hope that I shall speak your own judgment aisv. 

The question which stands at the front of all others in every 
country amidst the present great awakening is the question of 
labour; and perhaps I can speak of it with as great advantage 
while engrossed in the consideration of interests which affect 
all countries alike as I could at home and amidst the interests 
which naturally most affect my thought, because they are the 
interests of our own people. 

By the question of labour I do not mean the question of 
efficient industrial production, the question of how labour is to 
be obtained and made effective in the great process of sustain- 
ing populations and winning success amidst commercial and in- 
dustrial rivalries. I mean that much greater and more vital 
question, how are the men and women who do the daily labour 
of the world to obtain progressive improvement in the condi- 
tions of their labour, to be made happier, and to be served 
better by the communities and the industries which their 
labour sustains and advances? How are they to be given their 
right advantage as citizens and human beings? 

We cannot go any further in our present direction. We have 
already gone too far. We cannot live our right life as a 
nation or achieve our proper success as an industrial com- 
munity if capital and labour are to continue to be antagonistic 
instead of being partners. If they are to continue to distrust 
one another and contrive how they can get the better of one 
another. Or, what perhaps amounts to the same thing, calcu- 
late by what form and degree of coercion they can manage to 
extort on the one hand work enough to make enterprise profit- 
able, on the other justice and fair treatment enough to make 
life tolerable. That bad road has turned out a blind alley. 
It is no thoroughfare to real prosperity. We must find an- 
other, leading in another direction and to a very different 
destination. It must lead not merely to accommodation but 
also to a genuine cooperation and partnership based upon a 
real community of interest and participation in control. 

There is now in fact a real community of interest between 

capital and labour, but it has never been made evident in ac- 
tion. It can be made operative and manifest only in a new 
organization of industry. The genius of our business men and 
the sound practical sense of our workers can certainly work 
such a partnership out when once they realize exactly what it 
is that they seek and sincerely adopt a common purpose with 
regard to it. 
. Labour legislation lies, of course, chiefly with the states; 
but the new spirit and method of organization which must be 
effected are not to be brought about by legislation so much as 
by the common counsel and voluntary cooperation of capitalist, 
manager, and workman. Legislation can go only a very little 
way in commanding what shall be done. The organization of 
industry is a matter of corporate and individual initiative and 
of practical business arrangement. Those who really desire a 
hew relationship between capital and labour can readily find 
a way to bring it about; and perhaps Federal legislation can 
help more than state legislation could. 

The object of all reform in this essential matter must be the 
genuine democratization of industry, based upon a full recogni- 
tion of the right of those who work, in whatever rank, to par- 
ticipate in some organic way in every decision which directly 
affects their welfare cr the part they are to play in industry. 
Some positive legislation is practicable. The Congress has al- 
ready shown the way to one reform which should be worldwide, 
by establishing the eight-hour day as the standard day in every 
field of labour over which it can exercise control. It has sought 
to find the way to prevent child labour, and will, I hope and be- 
lieve, presently find it. It has served the whole country by lead- 
ing the way in developing the means of preserving and safe- 
guarding life and health in dangerous industries. It can now 
help in the difficult task of giving a new form and spirit to in- 
dustrial organization by coordinating the several agencies of 
conciliation and adjustment which have been brought into exist- 


ence by the difficulties and mistaken policies of the present man- | 
agement of industry, and by setting up and developing new Fed- | 


eral agencies of advice and information which may serve as a 
clearing house for the best experiments and the best thought 
en this great matter, upon which every thinking man must be 
aware that the future development of society directly depends. 
Agencies of international counsel and suggestion are presently 
to be created in connection with the league of nations in this 
very field; but it is national action and the lightened policy of 
individuals, corporations, and societies within each nation that 
must bring about the actual reforms. The members of the com- 
mittees on labour in the two houses will hardly need suggestions 
from me as to what means they shall seek to make the Federal 
Government the agent of the whole pation in pointing out and, 
if need be, guiding the process of reorganization and reform. 
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I am sure that it is not necessary for me to remind you that 
there is one immediate and very practical question of labour 
that we should meet in the most liberal spirit. We must see to 
it that our returning soldiers are assisted in every practicable 
way to find the places for which they are fitted in the daily 
work of the country. This can be done by developing and main- 
taining upon an adequate scale the admirable organization cre- 
ated by the Department of Labor for placing men seeking work ; 
and it can also be done, in at least one very great field, by 
creating new opportunities for individual enterprise. The. Sec- 
retary of the Interior has pointed out the way by. which return- 
ing soldiers may be helped to find and take up land in the hith- 
erto undeveloped regions of the country which the Federal Gov- 
ernment has already prepared or can readily prepare for culti- 
vation and also on many of the cutover or neglected areas which 
lie within the limits of the older states; and I once more take 
the liberty of recommending very urgently that his plans shali 
receive the immediate and substantial support of the Congress. 

Peculiar and very stimulating conditions await our commerce 
and industrial enterprise in the immediate future. Unusual op- 
portunities will presently present themselves to our merchants 
and producers in foreign markets, and large fields for profitable 
investment will be opened to our free capital. But it is not only 
of that that I am thinking; it is not chiefly of that that I am 
thinking. Many great industries prostrated by the war wait to 
be rehabilitated, in many parts of the world where what will be 
lacking is not brains or willing hands or organizing capacity or 
experienced skill, but machinery and raw materials and capital. 
I believe that our business men, our merchants, our manufac- 
turers, and our capitalists, will have the vision to see that pros- 
perity in one part of the world ministers to prosperity every- 
where: that there is in a very true sense a solidarity of interest 
throughout the world of enterprise, and that our dealings with 
the countries that have need of our products and our money will 
teach them to deem us more than ever friends whose necessities 
we seek in the right way to serve. 

Our new merchant ships, which have in some quarters been 
feared as destructive rivals, may prove helpful rivals, rather, 
and common servants, very much needed and very welcome. 
Our great shipyards, new and old, will be so opened to the use of 
the world that they will prove immensely serviceable to every 
maritime people in restoring, much more rapidly than would 
otherwise have been possible, the tonnage wantonly destroyed in 
the war. I have only to suggest that there are many points at 
which we can facilitate American enterprise in foreign trade by 
opportune legislation and make it easy for American merchants 
to go where they will be welcomed as friends rather than as 
dreaded antagonists. America has a great and honorable serv- 
ice to perform in bringing the commercial and industrial under- 
takings of the world back to their old scope and swing again, and 
putting a solid structure of credit under them. Alli our legisla- 
tion should be friendly to such plans and purposes. 

And credit and enterprise alike will be quickened by timely 
and helpful legislation with regard to taxation. I hope that the 
Congress will find it possible to undertake an early reconsidera- 
tion of Federal taxes, in order to make our system of taxation 
more simple and easy of administration and the taxes themselves 
as little burdensome as they can be made and yet suffice to sup- 
port the Government and meet all its obligations. The figures 
to which those obligations have arisen are very great indeed, but 
they are not so great as to make it difficult for the nation to meet 
them, and meet them, perhaps, in a single generation, by taxes 
which will neither crush nor discourage. These are not so great 
as they seem, not so great as the immense sums we have had to 
borrow, added to the immense sums we have had to raise by 
taxation, would seem to indicate; for a very large proportion of 
those sums were raised in order that they might be loaned to the 
governments with which we were associated in the war, and 
those loans will, of course, constitute assets, not liabilities, and 
will not have to be taken care of by our taxpayers. 

The main thing we shall have to care for is that our taxation 
shall rest as lightly as possible on the productive resources of 
the country, that its rates shall be stable, and that it shall be 


constant in its revenue-yielding power. We have found the 
main sources from which it must be drawn. I take it for 


granted that its mainstays will henceforth be the income tax, 
the excess-profits tax, and the estate tax. All these can so be 
adjusted to yield constant and adequate returns and yet not 
constitute a too grievous burden on the taxpayer. A revision of 
the income tax has already been provided for by the act of 1918, 
but I think you will find that further changes can be made to 
advantage both in the rates of the tax and in the method of its 
collection. The excess-profits tax need not long be maintained 
at the rates which were necessary while the enormous expenses 
of the war had to be borne, but it should be made the basis of a 
permanent system which will reach undue profits without dis 
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couraging the enterprise and activity of our business men. The 
tax on inheritances ought, no doubt, to be reconsidered in its 
relation to the fiscal systems of the several States, but it cer- 
tainly ought to remain a permanent part of the fiscal system of 
the Federal Government also. 

Many of the minor taxes provided for in the revenue legisla- 
tion of 1917 and 1918, though no doubt made necessary by the 


pressing necessities of the war time, can hardly find sufficient | 
justification under the easier circumstances of peace and can | 


now happily be got rid of. Among these, I hope you will agree, 
are the excises upon various manufacturers and the taxes upon 
retail sales. They are unequal in the incidence on different 
industries and on different individuals. Their collection is diffi- 
cult and expensive. 
at retail are largely evaded by the readjustment of retail prices. 
On the other hand, I should assume that it is expedient to main- 
tain a considerable range of indirect taxes, and the fact that 
alcoholic liquors will presently no longer afford a source of 


Those which are levied upon articles sold | 
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revenue by taxation makes it the more necessary that the field | 


should be carefully restudied in order that equivalent sources of 
revenue may be found which it will be legitimate and not bur- 
densome to draw upon. But you have at hand in the Treasury 
Department many experts who can advise you upon the matters 
much better than I can. I can only suggest the lines of a per- 
manent and workable system, and the placing of the taxes 
where they will least hamper the life of the people. 

There is, fortunately, no occasion for undertaking in the 
immediate future any general revision of our system of import 
duties. No serious danger of foreign competition now threatens 
American industries. Our country has emerged from the war 
less disturbed and less weakened than any of the European coun- 
tries which are our competitors in manufacture. 
trial establishments have been subjected to greater strain than 
ours, their labour force to a more serious disorganization, and 
this is clearly not the time to seek an organized advantage. 
The work of mere reconstruction will, I am afraid, tax the ca- 
pacity and the resources of their people for years to come. So 
far from there being any danger or need of accentuated foreign 
competition, it is likely that the conditions of the next few years 
will greatly facilitate the marketing of American manufactures 
abroad. Least of all should we depart from the policy adopted 
in the Tariff Act of 1913, of permitting the free entry into the 
United States of the raw materials needed to supplement and 
enrich our Own abundant supplies. 

Nevertheless, there are parts of our tariff system which need 
prompt attention. The experiences of the war have made it 


Their indus- | 





| 


| manifest. 


plain that in some cases too great reliance on foreign supply is | 


dangerous, and that in determining certain parts of our tariff 
policy domestic considerations must be borne in mind which are 
political as well as economic. 
special consideration should be given is that of the manufacture 
of dyestuffs and related chemicals. Our complete dependence 


upon German supplies before the war made the interruption cf | 


The close | not the legal authority to remove the present restrictions. I 


trade a cause of exceptional economic disturbance. 
relation between the manufacturer of dyestuffs, on the one hand, 


and of explosives and poisonous gases, on the other, moreover,’ 


has given the industry an exceptional significance antl value. 
Although the United States -will gladly and unhesitatingly join 
in the programme of international disarmament, it will, never- 
theless, be a policy of obvious prudence to make certain of the 
successful maintenance of many strong and well-equipped chem- 
ical plants. The German chemical industry, with which we will 
be brought into competition, was and may well be again, a 


of a peculiarly insidious and dangerous kind. 

The United States should, moreover, have the means of prop- 
erly protecting itself whenever our trade is discriminated against 
by foreign nations, in order that we may be assured of that 
equality of treatment which we hope to accord and to promote 
the world over. Our tariff laws as they now stand provide no 
weapon of retaliation in case other governments should enact 
legislation unequal in its bearing on our products as compared 
with the products of other countries. 
as possible from desiring to enter upon any course of retaliation, 
we must frankly face the fact that hostile legislation by other 
nations is not beyond the range of possibility, and that it may 
have to be met by counter legislation. 
fortunately, been exhaustively investigated by the United States 
Tariff Commission. 
shown very clearly that we lack and that we ought to have 


Among the industries to which | 
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tions. 
ceive the early attention of the Congress. 

Will you not permit me, turning from these matters, to speak 
once more and very earnestly of the proposed amendment to the 
Constitution which would extend the suffrage to women and 
which passed the House of Representatives at the last session 


I recommend that this phase of the tariff question re- 


of the Congress? It,seems to me that every consideration of 
justice and of public advantage calls for the immediate adop- 
tion of that amendment and its submission forthwith to the 
legislatures of the several States. Throughout all the world 
this long delayed extension of the suffrage is looked for; in the 
United States, longer, I believe, than anywhere else, the neces- 
sity for it, and the immense advantage of it to the national tife, 
has been urged and debated, by women and men who saw the 
need for it and urged the policy of it when it required steadfast 
courage to be so much beforehand with the common convic- 
tion; and I, for one, covet for our country the distinction of 
being among the first to act in a great reform. 

The telegraph and telephone lines will of course be returned 
to their owners so soon as the retransfer can be effected without 
administrative confusion, so soon, that is, as the change can be 
made with least possible inconvenience to the public and to 
the owners themselves. The railroads will be handed over to 
their owners at the end of the calendar year; if I were in imme- 


| diate contact with the administrative questions which must 


govern the retransfer of the telegraph and telephone lines, I 
could name the exact date for their return also. Until I am in 
direct contact with the practical questions involved I can only 
suggest that in the case of the telegraphs and telephones, as in 
the case of the railways, it is clearly desirable in the public 
interest that some legislation should be considered which may 
tend to make of these indispensable instrumentalities of our 
modern life a uniform and coordinated system which will afford 
those who use them as complete and certain means of com- 
munication with all parts of the country as has so long been 
afforded by the postal system of the Government, and at rates 
as uniform and intelligible. Expert advice is, of course, avail- 
able in this very practical matter, and the public interest is 
Neither the telegraph nor the telephone service of 
the country can be said to be in any sense a national system. 
There are many confusions and inconsistencies of rates. The 
scientific means by which communication by such instrumentali- 
ties could be rendered more thorough and satisfactory has not 
been made full use of. An exhaustive study of the whole ques- 
tion of electrical communication and of the means by which the 
central authority of the nation can be used to unify and improve 
it, if undertaken, by the appropriate committees of the Congress, 
would certainly result, indirectly even if not directly, in a great 
public benefit. 

The demobilization of the military forces of the country has 
progressed to such a point that it seems to me entirely safe now 


| to remove the ban upon the manufacture and sale of wines and 


Though we are as far | 


This subject has, | 


A recent report of that commission has | 


the instruments necessary for the assurance of equal and equi- | 


table treatment. The attention of the Congress has been called 
to this matter on past occasions, and the past measures which 
are now recommended by the Tariff Commission are substan- 
tially the same that have been suggested by previous administra- 





beers, but I am advised that without further legislation I have 


therefore recommend that the act approved November 21, 1918, 
entitled, “An act to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry 
out, during the fiseal year ending June 30, 1919, the purposes of 
the act entitled ‘An act to provide further for the national se- 
curity and defense by stimulating agriculture and facilitating the 
distribution of agricultural products,’ and for other purposes,” be 
amended or repealed in so far as it applies to wines and beers. 

I sincerely trust that I shall very soon be at my post in Wash- 
ington again to report upon the matters which made my presence 


thoroughly knit monopoly capable of exercising a competition | at the peace table apparently imperative, and to put myself at 


the service of the Congress in every matter of administration or 
counsel that may seem to demand executive action or advice. 
Wooprow WILSON. 
20 May, 1919. 
' PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Private 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Legion of the United States of America, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the em- 
ployment on public works of all soldiers, sailors, marines, and 
war workers who are unable to secure employment in private 
business, etc., which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 2. 

To his eecellency the President of the United States and to the honorable 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 

Whereas the successful termination of the present World War was 
argely brought about by the timely participation in the struggle of 
the land and naval forces of the United States ; and 








1919. 





Whereas the United States, in taking up arms against the Central 
Powers, sought no selfish dominion or indemnities, but waged war in 
defense of the smaller nationalities, and to further the abolition of 
future international wars ; and 

Whereas the President of the United States, in conducting the negotia- 
tions leading to an armistice and consequent cessation of bloodshed, 
laid down certain 14 propositions, some of wd eg and others of 
general application, which 14 propositions, having been accepted by 
the Allied Governments and the Central Powers, constituted, and do 
still constitute, a solemn and binding contract and agreement be- 
tween the former belligerents and by reason of their general accept- 
ance have now risen to the dignity of international law ; and 

Whereas one of the 14 propositions of general application acquiesced 
in and agreed to as a condition of averting further carnage, and now 
generally accepted by all enlightened and liberty-loving nations, is 
the right ef self-determination of subject peoples involving the vin- 
dication of the American principle that governments derive their just 
powers from the consent of the governed: Be it therefore 


Resolved by the Sixteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon- 
tana (the Senate and House concurring), That the President of the 
United States and the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 
assembled be, and by these presents are, memorialized and _ requested 
to instruct America’s delegates to the peace conference to advocate at 
said conference the application of the principle of self-determination and 
self-government to Ireland and the Irish people, according to the liberal 
rules applied to other nationalities and national aspirations. In our 
judgment nothing will be more conducive to the continuance of cordial 
relations between ourselves and our international neighbors than a 
settlement of the centuries-old Irish question according to the principles 
now dominant everywhere in the civilized world and in keeping with 
the natural rights of man; be it further 

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the house be instructed to forward 
forthwith a copy of this memorial to the President of the United States 
and to Montana’s Representatives in the lower House at Washington, 
and that the secretary of the senate be likewise instructed to forward 
a copy of the same to Montana’s representatives in the United States 


Senate. 
O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. W. McDowsE LL, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved February 11, 1919. 
S. V. STewart, 
Governor, 
Filed February 11, 1919, at 3.50 p. m. 
Cc. T. STEwarT, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memo- 
rial No. 2, ‘‘ Relating to self-government and self-determination for Ire- 
land and Irish people,” enacted by the sixteenth session of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by 8. V. Stewart, gov- 
ernor of said State, on the 11th day of February, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, ‘this 11th 
a of February, A. D, 1919. 

SEAL. ] Cc. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


Senate joint memorial 6. 


To the honorable Secretary of Agriculture of the United States, Wash- 
ington, D. C.: 

Whereas the Department of Agriculture of the Government of the United 
States had adopted and preaionss various specifications for the 
grading and inspection of grain under the authority of an act of 
Congress known as the Federal - standards act; and ; 

Whereas under the specifications of the grain-grading inspection as pro- 
vided the amount of moisture allowance and deduction is greater than 
is warranted from the facts, and thus results in the deduction of 
greater value being taken from the grower of grain than is equitable 
and just; and 

Whereas the variation of moisture allowed in the specification of grain 
inspection is such that it results in an unjust discrimination against 
the growers of winter wheat; and 

Whereas the test weight of No, 1 spring wheat, compared with No. 1 
hard winter wheat per bushel, is so arranged that it permits of an 
unfair and unjust discrimination being made by the purchaser of 
grain against the grain growers; and i 

Whereas the test weight of No. 1 spring wheat is set at 58 pounds and 
of No. 1 hard winter wheat is set at 60 pounds, and that the difference 
in test weight is unfair and unreasonable and works an injustice to 
the growers of No, 1 hard winter wheat, the test weight of No. 1 
hard winter wheat should be reduced to the same test weight as No. 1 
northern spring wheat; and 

Whereas under the said grain-inspection act the vitreous contents of 
No. 1 hard winter wheat is set at a higher percentage than for No. 1 
northern spring wheat, and thereby results in discrimination against 
the grower of No. 1 hard winter wheat; and 

Whereas that by reason of these standards of grading and testing which 
result in unjust discrimination against the growers of wheat in the 
State of Montana to their loss and detriment of about 7 cents a 
bushel, which sum aggregates approximately $2,000,000 per year: 
Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring) of the Sixteenth Legis- 

lative Assembly of the State of Montana, That we petition the Depart- 

ment of Agriculture of the Government of the United States that, after 
due investigation, it make such changes in the rules and regulations of 
the grading and testing of wheat under the grain standards act, so 
that the same may be more just and equitable to the growers of grain 
of the State of Montana; and be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state of Montana be directed to pre- 
pare and forward copies of the above resolution to the Secretary of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








43 


Department of Agriculture of the United States and to the Senators 
and Representatives of the State of Montana in Washington, D. C. 
W. W. McDoweE Lt, 
President of the Senate. 
O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved February 27, 1919. 
S. V. STEWART, 
Governor, 
Filed February 27, 1919, at 4.40 o’clock p. m. 
Cc, T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 6, enacted by the sixteenth session of the Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Montana, and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of 
said State, on the 27th day of February, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 27th day 
of February, A. D. 1919. 

[SEAL,] Cc. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Ilouse joint memorial 3, introduced by Roberts. 


A memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives praying for the 
passage of such legislation as may be necessary for the continuance 
of the United States Employment Service. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress of 
the United States assembled: 


Whereas the United States Government has established offices of the 
United States Employment Service throughout the State of Montana, 
serving the people of the entire State ; and 

Whereas the United States Employment Service, which was created 
and extended as a solution to the labor employment problems growing 
out of war-time conditions, has proven its worth to the people of the 
State of Montana, and has been and is of material value and assistance 
both to employers in securing labor when workers are wanted and 
to labor when employment is sought; and ‘ 

Whereas the people of Montana believe that the usefulness of the United 
States Employment Service will not cease with the termination of 
the war, but rather that its fields of service will constantly become 
broader and more beneficial to the public: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, By the Sixteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon- 
tana that we do hereby petition and earnestly pray the honorable 
Congress of the United States for ae peenete of such legislation as may 
be necessary for the continuance of the United States Employment 
Service ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary 
of state of the State of Montana to the Senate of the United States, 
and that copies of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary of state 
of the State of Montana to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, and that copies thereof be transmitted by the secretary of state 
of the State of Montana to the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
of the State of Montana with the request that they use every effort 
within their power to bring about an accomplishment of the ends and 
purposes herein indicated. 

O. W. BELDEN, 


Speaker of the House, 
W. W. McDowe:t, 

President of the ©cnate. 

Approved February 18, 1919. 
‘ S. V. Srewarr. 

Garcrner. 


Cc. T. STewarr. 
Secretary of State. 


Filed February 18, 1919, at 4.10 o’clock p. m. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memoria! 
No. 3, being “A memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives 
praying for the passage of such legislation as may be necessary for 
the continuance of the United States Employment Service,” enacted by 
the sixteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon- 
tana, and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 
18th day of February, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 1Sth day 
of February, A. D. 1919. 

[SEAL.] Cc. T. STEwWarrt, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 7, introduced by Gullidge. 


A memorial to the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
praying for the passage of the educational bill known as Senate bill 
No. 4987. 

Whereas this bill (S. 4987) is designed to remedy in a constructive way 
existing defects in our public school system, defects which have existed 
for years but of which our participation in the world war has made 
us neenty conscious ; and 

Whereas this bill, by its provisions for the removal of illiteracy, the 
Americanization of immigrants, the equalization of educational oppor- 
tunities, the establishment of physical and health education, and the 
preparation of teachers, recognizes the cooperative responsibility, and 

rovides for the cooperative system of communities, States, and the 
Yation in carrying on with greater effectiveness than ever before 
those types of education that are fundamental for individual, com- 
munity, State, and national welfare ; and 

Whereas this bill also provides for the creation of an executive depart- 
ment of Government to be known as the Department of Education, 





with a Secretary who is to be a member of the President’s Cabinet, 
thus furnishing a proper national agency for carrying out the provi- 
sions of the bill and for the unifying of all the education activities, 
1ich the Nation is now carrying on, and thus giving the education a 
anction, a sanction which it ought to have because of its service 
Nation ; and 
and finally, the bill will translate into social reality and thus 
a to the future the idealism with which and for which our 
country went in war: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved by the Sixtcenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon- 
tana, That we do hereby petition*sand earnestly pray the honorable 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 4987, now pending before it; and be it fur- 
ther 


solved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary 
of the State of Montana to the Senate of the United States, and that 
copies of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary of state of the 
State of Montana to the House of Representatives of the United States, 
and that copies thereof be transmitted by the secretary of state of the 
State of Montana to the Senators and Representatives in Congress of the 
State of Montana with the request that they use every effort within their 
pow bring about the passage of Senate bill No. 4987. 
O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House, 
=. EDWARDS, 
of the Senate. 





t 
to 


President pro tempore 
roved February 21, 1919. 
S. V. STEWART, 

Governor. 

Filed February 21, 1919, at 4.25 o'clock p. m. 
Cc. T, STEWART, 
Secretary of State. 
Unitep STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 

I, ©. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify tliat the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memorial 
No. 7, being “A memorial to the honorable Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives praying for the passage of the educational bill, known as 
Senate bill No. 4987,” enacted by the sixteenth session of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana and approved by S. V. Stewart, 
governor of said State on the 21st day of February, 1919. 

testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 21st 
day of February, A. D. 1919. 
[SEAL.] Cc. T. Srewarr, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 14, introduced by Hathaway. 
Memoralizing Congress of the United States to pass the Smith-Bankhead 
Americanization bill. 
To the honorable Scnate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas there are 8,000,000 of illiterates and non-English-speaking 
people in the United States; and 

Whereas the war has demonstrated some of our dangers from the large 
I bers of our foreign-born citizens who have not been definitely 

ilated or Americanized, and has brought forth thousands upon 





thousands of men, native-born Americans for many generations, who 
can not read or write; and ; s 
Wh as these 8,000,000 people must be educated at least sufficiently to 





1d an American newspaper and to know something of what it means 
ve an American; and 

is there is now pending in Congress the Smith-Bankhead Ameri- 

zation bill, which directs the Bureau of Education to cooperate 
) the several States in the education of the above-mentioned peo- 

les and in the preparation of teachers for the work: Now, therefore, 
it 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That 

the Sixteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana do earnestly 

petition the Congress of the United States to pass Senate bill No. 5464 












and House bill 15402; be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, instructed to 
transmit copies of this memorial to the chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor in the United States Senate and to the chairman 


of the Committee on Education in the House of Representatives, and to 
our Senators and Representatives in the United States Congress. 
O. W. BreLpen, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. W. McDowsg.Lt1, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved March 1, 1919. 
S. V. STEWART, 
Governor. 
¢ March 1, 1919, at 9.55 o’clock a. m. 
C. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED SiavEs OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 


1, (. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memorial 
No. 14, being “* memorializing Congress of the United States to pass the 
Smith-Bankhead Americanization bill,” enacted by the sixteenth session 
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by 
S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 1st day of March, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this lst day 
of March, A. D. 1919. 


SEAL.] 


Ss 


C. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memoriai of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
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House joint memorial 10, introduced by Rasmusson. 
A resolution memorializing Congress for the passage of necessary legis- 


lation providing for the deportation of undesirable foreigners who 
claimed exemption from military service on the ground of being a 
citizen or subject of a neutral country. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembdied: 


Whereas during the recent World War many registrants under the 
selective service regulations of the United States Government claimed 
deferred classification upon the ground that they were citizens or sub- 
jects of a neutral country, and in many instances such registrants be- 
came relieved from liability to military service by withdrawing their 
intention to become citizens of the United States; and 

Whereas practically all of such aliens came to this country for the pur- 
pose of securing the protection of the American flag and enjoying the 
fruits of liberty and the benefits of a constitutional government, and by 
their conduct have shown that they are unworthy of becoming citizens 
of the United States of America; and 

Whereas many of such aliens are now conspiring or are members of 
organizations whose underlying, if not their ostensible, purpose is to 
overthrow our present form of government and to destroy every tra- 
dition and right that is sacred to the American people, either peace- 
ably or by bloodshed if necessary, and to substitute for a government 
of law and order, with individual rights of citizens guaranteed by the 
a and by the courts, a condition of anarchy and revolution ; 
an 

Whereas all of such aliens are dangerous and undesirable residents in 
this country and are totally unfit to associate with law-abiding per- 
sons or to live in a peace-loving nation : Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, That 

we do hereby petition the Congress of the United States for the passage 

of necessary legislation prohibiting all such dangerous and undesirable 
aliens from ever becoming citizens of the United States of America and 
authorizing their immediate deportation to the country of which they 
are citizens or subjects; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be transmitted by the secretary 
of state of the State of Montana to both Houses of the National Con- 
gress and to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the 

State of Montana, with the request that they use every effort within their 

power to bring about the enactment of such legislation. 

RONALD HIGGINS, 
Speaker pro tempore of the House. 


W. W. McDowELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved March 4, 1919. 
S. V. STewanrr, 
; Governor, 
Filed March 5, 1919, at 9.35 a. m. 
Cc, T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


State of Montana, ss: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of House joint memo- 
rial No. 10, “A resolution memorializing Congress for the passage of 
necessary legislation providing for the deportation of undesirable for- 
eigners who claimed exemption from military service on the ground of 
being a citizen or subject of a neutral country,” enacted by the six- 
teenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana and 
approved by 8. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 4th day of 
March, 1919. 

a ar mpenect jw yg me my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 5th da 
of March, A. D, 1919. . 7 , 

[SEAL.] C. T. STEWART, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 12, in behalf of the Shafter bill in Congress. 


To the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the United States 
in Congress assembled: 


Whereas it has been brought to the attention of the Sixteenth Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana that there has heretofore been 
introduced in Congress a measure providing, among other things, that 
all discharged soldiers shall receive a bonus of pay from the date of 
discharge, and which said measure is styled the Shafter bill; and 

Whereas the legislative assembly is of the belief that some effort should 
be made to provide assistance to the returning soldiers, so that they 
may, as quickly as possible, be able to adjust themselves to the 
economic and industrial conditions of civil life; and 

Whereas the legislative assembly is of the belief that the Shafter bill 

—- legislation toward effecting that object: Now, therefore, 
e it 


Resolved, That we, your memorialists of the Sixteenth Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, do respectfully petition the Congress 
of the United States that said Shafter bill be enacted; that the secre- 
tary of state be instructed to transmit notice of this memorial, ins spot 
auhenticated, to our Senators and Representatives in Congress from tho 


State of Montana. 
° W. W. McDowe tt, 
President of the Senate, 
O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House. 

Approved February 27, 1919. 

8. V. Stewart, 
Governor, 
Filed February 27, 1919, at 4.40 o'clock p. m. 
C. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 

I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint memorial 
No. 12, being “a memorial in behalf of the Shafter bill in Congress,” 
enacted by the sixteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Montana and —— by 8S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on 
the 27th day of February, 1919. 
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In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 27th day 
of February, A. D. 1919. 
[SEBAL.] Cc. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, Which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 2, introduced by Edwards. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas Congressman GaNpy, of South Dakota, has introduced a bill in 
Congress providing for the transfer of the Battle Mountain Home, at 
Hot Springs, 8. Dak., to the War Department for use as a hospital for 
the soldiers of the present war; and also providing for the transfer 
of the veterans of the Civil and Spanish-American Wars to other 
homes, principally to the home at Danville, Ill.; and 

Whereas the sanitarium at Battle Mountain is for the treatment of all 
diseases to which the old soldiers are subject, and if they were removed 
to Danville, Ill., or any of the other homes, the old soldiers would be 
deprived of this treatment : Now, therefore, be it 

_, Resolved (the house of representatives concurring), That we, the 

Sixteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby peti- 

tion the Congress of the United States that whatever disposition may 

be made of the Battle Mountain Home, that the old soldiers of the Civil 
and Spanish-American Wars be not deprived of the benefits of the said 
sanitarium. 

, Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded to our 

Senators and Representatives in Congress by the secretary of state, 

with the request that they use every effort within their power to protect 

the old soldiers in their right to the benefits of the said sanitarium. 
W. W. McDowett, 
President of the Senate. 
0. W. BELpeEN, 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved February 4, 1919. 
S. V. Srewarr, 
Governor. 
Filed February 4, 1919, at 1.45 p. m. 
€. T. Srewarrt, 
: Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, 88: 

I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of Senate joint 
resolution No. 2, “‘A memorial to the honorable Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States in Congress assembled, relating to the 
transfer of Battle Mountain Home at Hot Springs, S. Dak.,” enacted 
by the sixteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of 
Montana and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State on the 
4th day of February, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 4th 
day of February, A. D. 1919. 

[sea] Cc. T. Srewarr, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 11, introduced by Mr. Page. 


A memorial asking for reduction of home-seeker rates to Montana from 
eastern points. 
To Hon. Carter GLASS, 
Secretary of the Treasury and Director General of Railroads: 
Whereas in the past it has been customary for the railroads to give home 
seekers round-trip tickets from Chicago and other eastern points for 
about $40; and 
— at the present time the said round trip costs in excess of $80; 
an 
Whereas it is expected that many home seekers would like to visit Mon- 
tana during the coming spring, summer, and fall in quest of homes, 
but that if this rate continues many of them will be discouraged from 
making the trip: New, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That we, your memorialists, of the Sixteenth Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, do Soxneety petition your careful 
consideration of this matter, with the idea, if possible, of affording 
Montana some relief and by reducing this home seekers’ round-trip rate ; 
be it further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, instructed 
to have this memorial prepared authentically and presented to the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the State of Montana. 
W. W. McDowe Lt, 
President of the Senate. 
O. W. BrLpey, 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved February 27, 1919. 
8. V. STewart, 
Governor. 
Filed February 27, 1919, at 4.40 o'clock p. m. 
Cc. T. Srewarr, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
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hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint | 


memorial No. 11, being “A memorial asking for reduction of home- 
seeker rates to Montana from eastern points.” enacted by the sixteenth 


session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, and ap- | 


| tee by 8. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 27th day of 
‘february, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 27th day 
of February, A, D. 1919. 
, [Spar] Cc. F. Stewart, 
‘ 


Secretary of State. 
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Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Substitute for Senate joint memorial 5, introduced by Donlan. 


A memorial petitioning Congress to make restoration of railroads to 
their owners. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas during the period of the recent European war it was deemed 
by the Government of the United States necessary and expedient that 
the several railroad systems and telegraph lines of the United States 
be operated under and by the direct control of the Federal Govern- 
ment, to the end that means of transportation of troops and muni- 
tions of war, and the conveyance of information by the telegraph 
lines, be brought to a state of control necessary to carry and conduct 
the war to a successful conclusion ; and 

Whereas the several systems of railroads and telegraph lines of the 
United States were taken over by the United States Government 
under the authority of laws passed by the Congress of the United 
States providing that said railroads and telegraph lines should be 
returned to the owners of said railroad systems and telegraph lines 
within a period of 22 months after the conclusion of the war; and 

Whereas during the period within which the Government has been in 
control of the railroad systems and telegraph lines freight and pas- 
senger rates of the railroad systems were increased and the rates 
charged by telegraph lines increased ; and 

Whereas it is a matter of common repute that during the time said rail- 
road systems and telegraph lines have been under the control and 
operation of the Federal Government the service rendered by said 
public utilities has become less efficient, notwithstanding the fact that 
the public has been charged increased rates for the use of said public 
utilities; and 

Whereas during said period of operation the cost of operation has in- 
creased to such an extent that the Federal Government is now and 
has been during the course of operation paying large sums of money 
in excess of revenues received; and 

Whereas the people of the United States, whether individually or in 
communities, who must of necessity use the several railroad systems 
and telegraph lines, have suffered imconveniences by reasen of less 
efficient service; and 

Whereas it is apparent that the continued operation of the railroad 
systems and telegraph lines in the United States by the Federal Gov- 
ernment will result in a continued drain upon the people of the 
United States without any corresponding benefit ; and 

Whereas it is apparent that longer delay in returning railroad property 
and telegraph property to its owners will carry with it financial bur- 
dens of so great a character as to be almost beyond conception, and 
that a continuation of the present system of Government control will 
add to and increase the burden already imposed: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That we, your memorialists, the Sixteenth Legislative As- 

sembly of the State of Montana, do earnestly petition the Congress of 

the United States to enact with all possible dispatch and expedition 
suitable laws and legislation making provisiom for the early restoration 
of railroad and telegraph lines of the country to their legitimate owners 
and that the present Government contro] of railroad and telegraph lines 
be terminated at as early a date as possible; and be it further 
Resolved, That we, your memorialists, the Sixteenth Legislative As- 
sembly of the State of Montana, do petition the Congress of the United 

States that said railroads and railroad property and telegraph property 

be returned to its rightful and legitimate owners, to be operated under 

the direct supervision of the Federal Government ; and be it further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed 
to transmit copies of this memorial, properly authenticated, to the 

Senators and Representatives of the State of Montana in the Congress 


of the United States. 
W. W. McDoweE Lt, 


President of the Senate, 
RONALD HIGGINS, 
Speaker pro tempore of the House, 
Filed March 6, 1919, at 9.15 a. m. 
Cc. T. STEWART. 
Secretary of State. 
Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 

I, Cc. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State ef Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of substitute 
for joimt memorial No, 5, “A memorial petitioning Congress to make 
restoration of railreads te their owners,” enacted by the sixteenth ses- 
sion of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 6th day 
of March, A. D, 1919. 


LSEAL.} Cc. T. Svewart, 


Seerctary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 3, introduced by Craig and Heren. 


A memorial to the Congress. of the United States and to the Director 
General of Railroads of the United States. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States and to the Directer General of the Railroads of 
the United States: 

Your memorialists, the members of the Sixteenth Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Montana, the senate and house concurring, respectfully 
represent : 

Whereas the county of Carter, of the State of Montana, at the present 
time has no railroad facilities by reason of there being no railroad 
constructed in, across, or through said county; and 

Whereas a large portion of the county of Custer, of the State of Mon- 
tana, adjoining the county of Carter om the westerm side thereof, is 
similarly situated ; and 

Whereas there have settled in the county of Carter and the south half 

of the county of Custer im the last several years a large number of 

actual bona fide settlers, who are at the present time cultivating the 
lands of said district ; and 
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Whereas the said territory embraced in the county of Carter and the 
south half of the ceunty of Custer contains approximately 10,000 


square miles in area; and ° : 
Wheres the settlers of said extensive area are growing, cultivating, and 
producing a large amount of grain, which said grain, at the nearest 


point, is more than 50 miles distant from any raflroad point, and 

some of the settlers being over 100 miles from the nearest point on 

any railroad ; and 

Whereas the settlers within said area are unable to continue to raise 
grain and have a market therefor at a reasonable profit, and that un- 
less relief is granted to the settlers of this area they will be compelled 
to abandon the producing and growing of grain; and 

Whereas if adequate facilities were accorded to the peoples living within 
this area the amount of land which would come under cultivation 
and become productive and produce a large amount of grain would 
increase at least onc hundredfold : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the sirteenth legislative assembly (the house 
concurring), That we, the members of the Sixteenth Legislative Assem- 
bly of the State of Montana, hereby petition and earnestly pray the 
Senate and Llouse of Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States and the Director General of Railroads of the United States that 
they do cause inquiry to be made into the advisability and practicability 
of the authorization of the construction of a line of railroads across the 
aforesaid area, and that such relief be granted as speedily as possible 
to the settlers of said area as may be necessary, to the end that they 
may continue their farming operations with profit to themselves and 
benefit to the entire State of Montana. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded to the 
Secretary of the Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States and to the Director General of Railroads of the 
United States, and that copies thereof be transmitted by the secretary 
of state of the State of Montana to the Senators and Representatives 
in the Congress of the United States. 





W. W. McDoweE Lt, 
President of the Senate. 
O. W. BELDEN, 
: Speaker of the House. 
Approved February 10, 1919. 
S. V. STEWART, 
Governor, 
Filed February 10, 1919, at 4.20 p. m. 
C. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint 
memorial No. 3, “A memorial to the Congress of the United States and 
to the Director General of Railroads of the United States,” enacted by 
the Sixteenth Session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon- 
tana, and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 
10th day of February, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 10th 
day of February, A. D. 1919. 

[SEAL.] Cc, T. Stewart, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 


tana, which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 8, introduced by Burlingame. 


A resolution memorializing Congress for passage of legislation recog- 
nizing governmental obligations to producers of essential war min- 
Crue 

Whereas upon the entry of the United States Government in the Euro- 
pean war certain minerals essential to the manufacture of war ma- 
erial became vital to the successful prosecution of the war; and 

Whereas such essential war minerals were in times of peace obtainable 
from foreign sources and our domestic sources of supply were unde- 
veloped and unknown; and 

Whereas when the entry of the United States into the world conflict 
created conditions which prevented the importation of ores of 
chrome, tungsten, and manganese, vital to munition requirements, 
this Government, through various governmental agencies, appealed to 
American miners to produce such ores from domestic sources, repre- 
senting the dire distress to follow the shortage of those minerals 
necessary in the manufacture of war material; and 

Whereas Montana’s loyal response to this appeal materially increased 
ee resources in vital war minerals at a time of urgent 
need > anc 

Whereas the production of such vital war minerals in this State was due 
to the individual energy and efforts of Montana prospectors and miners 
in a field of endeavor involving such uncertain financial reward as 
to be unattractive to capital as an investment; and 

Whereas repeated urgent requests by governmental agencies for in- 
creased production in essential war minerals, and particularly for an 
increase of managanese ore, induced many small operators to under- 
take more extensive development of such ores, in the belief that the 
manner in which requests for greater production were made by gov- 
ernmental officials guaranteed a market for the ore; and 

Whereas summary refusal by governmental agencies to purchase the 
ore developed at their request has deprived the producers of man- 
ganese ore in this State of a market and of means of retrieving out- 
lays made in developing such ore: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Senate of the Sirtcenth Legislative Assembly of the 

State of Montana (the House of Representatives concurring), That in 

the sense of this assembly a moral obligation exists between the United 

States Government and the producers of manganese ore in this State, 

who through governmental action are facing serious financial loss, as 

herein recited; and be it further 
Resolved, That we hereby petition the Congress of the United States 
to enact such legislation as will result in reimbursing those who have 
in good faith made outlays to develop war minerals in time of need: 
and be it further : 
Resolved, That a copy hereof be transmitted by the secretary of 
state of the State of Montana to the Senators and Representatives of 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








May 20, 





the State of Montana in Congress, with the request for their utmost 
efforts in obtaining the congressional action herein indicated. 


W. W. McDows Lu, 
President of the Senate, 
O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Approved February 27, 1919. 
S. V. STEwarRT, 
Governor, 
Filed February 27, 1919, at 4.40 o'clock p. m. 
Cc. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint 
memorial No, 8, being “A resolution memorializing Congress for passage 
of legislation recognizing governmental obligations to producers of 
essential war minerals,” enacted by the sixteenth session of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the State of Montana and approved by 8S. V. Stewart, 
governor of said State, on the 27th day of February, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 27th day 
of February, A. D. 1919, 

[SEAL.] Cc. T. Srewarr, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tanan which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 4, introduced by Page. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas upon the declaration of war between the United States of 
America and Germany and Austria, an increased production of man- 
ganese and other minerals in the United States became, and was, 
vitally essential to the prosecution of said war upon the part of the 
United States and associated nations; and 

Whereas prior to the European war, on account of the heavy production 
of manganese, especially, by Brazil, Russia, and other countries of 
the world, by means of cheap and underpaid labor, the producers of 
manganese in the United States could not produce the same with 
profit, and little development and exploration for said metal had been 
undertaken or -accomplished; and . 

Whereas upon the outbreak of said war, und upon the most urgent 
solicitation upon the part of the United States of America, through 
its properly constituted and organized boards and officers, and actu- 
ated thereunto by patriotic motives, many people in the United States, 
and particularly in the State of Montana, invested very large sums 
of money in the acquisition of properties producing manganese and 
in the exploration and development of said properties ; and 

Whereas immediately upon the signing of the articles of armistice be- 
tween the United States, and its associated nations, and said Ger- 
many and Austria, all market for manganese in the United States 
was suspended and cut off, and the same has not been since ther, 
neither can the same now be, produced with any profit whatever, and 
only at great loss, and for these reasons many investors in manganese 
properties have suffered, and are suffering, great loss on account of 
said investments, and on account of stocks of manganese on hand 
which can not be sold or disposed of, and unless. relief is granted 
many of said investors will suffer irreparable loss and financial ruin ; 
and 

Whereas the situation of said manganese producers and other pro- 
ducers of metals for the prosecution of the war has been considered 
by the American Mining Congress, when the same convened in the 
city of Washington on December 16 and 17, 1918, and an appeal to 
Congress, through and by said American Mining Congress, has hereto- 
fore been made for relief in this behalf; and 

Whereas there has been introduced in the Senate of the United States, 
by Senator HENDERSON of the State of Nevada, Senate bill No. 5234, 
entitled “A bill to supplement an act of Congress approved October 5, 
1918 (public, No. 220), and to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior, from the funds appropriated by said act, to determine, ad- 
just, and pay losses sustained by investments preparatory to produc- 
tion of war minerals mentioned in said act” (manganese being one 
of the war minerals mentioned in said act), and said bill is now 

ending before the Congress of the United States for consideration ; 

Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, your memorialists, the Sixteenth Legislative As- 
sembly of the State of Montana, do earnestly petition the Congress of 
the United States to enact said bill into law, to the end that relief may 
be granted to the manganese miners and producers of the State of 

Montana and the United States; and we do further earnestly petition 

the Congress of the United States to enact such further laws and regu- 

lations, either by the levying of import duties upon manganese produced 
in and by the cheap Jabor of other countries, or otherwise, as will en- 
able the people of the United States to produce and market manganese 
ores at a reasonable profit, and give suitable and proper encouragement 
to the manganese industry in the mineral-producing States of the Union ; 
and, be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to transmit copies of this memorial, properly authenticated, to 
the Senators and Representatives from the State of Montana in the 

Congress of the United States. W. W. McDOoweELt, 

President of the Senate, 
O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House. 


Approved February 4, 1919. 
S. V. Stewart, 
Governor, 
Filed February 4, 1919, at 1.45 p. m. 
C. T. STEWART, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, 88: 
I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint memorial 
No, 4, ‘‘ Memorializing Congress to enact Senate bill 5234 into law for 
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the relief of manganese preducers,” enacted by the sixteenth session of 
the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by 
S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 4th day of February, 1919. 





In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this fourth 
day of Fetruary, A. D., 1919, 


[ SEAL, ] Cc. T. STEWART, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 


tana, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 15, introduced by Gibson. 


A memorial to Congress asking Congress to appropriate a sum of money 


for the building of a hard-surfaced road through the northern portion 
of the Yellowstone Park, leading from Gardiner, Mont., to Cooke 
City, Mont., or to dedicate a strip of ground through the Yellowstone 
Park for such road. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 


assembled: 


Whereas Congress did set aside and reserve land from the Territories 


of Montana and Wyoming, in the year 1872 for the = of pre- 
serving to the premee of the United States the wonderfu scenic and 
unusual natural phenomena therein contained, which said reserva- 
tion of land constitutes the Yellowstone National Park; and 


Whereas the act dedicating this land as the said park was so worded as 


to prevent the use of said park for commercial use or purpose of 
private gain, it being under the direction of the Interior Department 
of our Government, and maintained in large part by annual appro- 
priations for the Yellowstone National Park, made by the Congress 
of the United States, which said appropriations are pever in excess of 
the minimum needs of the administration of said park as at present 
operated for the enjoyment of tourists visiting the locations of great- 
est’ interest and scenic beauty; and 


Whereas there vias discovered in 1871 a mineral area situated a few 


miles northeast of the northeast corner of said park, of most prom- 
ising prospect, which said mineral area is known as the New World 
Unorganized Mining District, Park County, Mont., and is approxi- 
mately an area 10 miles east and west by 15 miles north and south 
and situated entirely within the boundary of the said county of Park, 
of the State of Montana; and 


Whereas since the year of this discovery there have been great labor and 


money expenditures in said district in prospecting and developing 
the same, there having been made as many as 6,000 mineral locations 
in said district, and there having been expended in attempts to de- 
velop the same approximately $3,000,000; and as a result of said 
attempts to develop said district there has been proved the existence 
of valuable deposits of gold, silver, iead, copper, and many other 
minerals of slightly greater value than the average of such minerals 
as are mined and exported at a profit from other mining districts 
closer to transportation; and 


Whereas it has been impossible for the owners of said claims to make 


a profit from their mining operations in said district, owing to the 
bad road conditions existing between the said mining district and 
its nearest shipping point, viz, Gardiner, Mont., a distance of 56 
miles, of which distance 50 miles lies within the boundaries of the 
Yellowstone National Park, and therefore all traffic over said portion 
of said route being under the rules of the Department of the Interior, 
and half of said road being the tourist route, with many long and 
heavy grades thereon, rendering its use by ore trucks, during the 
tourist season in particular, very difficult; and 

Whereas after a careful investigation and inspection by competent 
mining men and engineers from all over the United States of the said 
mining district and of the means and directions of ingress and egress 
from said district, it is the unanimous opinion that said district will 
become a large and prosperous one if afforded adequate transporta- 
tion facilities which would enable it to more cheaply develop the 
many promising mining pocepests situated within the said district, 
and known to contain large deposits of most valuable minerals; and 
further, that the most feasible, practical, and = present method of 
improving said transportation facilities is the building of a hard- 
surface motor road on water grade through the Yellowstone National 
Park from Gardiner, Mont., to the commercial center of the said 
New World Mining District, Cooke, Mont., which said water-grade 
road should follow in general the north bank of the Yellowstone River 
from Gardiner, Mont., to a point opposite the Tower Falls Station in 
the Yellowstone National Park, a distance of about 20 miles; from 
which point it would proceed up the Lamar River on its north bank, 
a distance of 16 miles to the mouth of Soda Butte Creek; from which 

oint it would proceed up the Soda Butte Creek to the northeast 
»oundaries of the said Yellowstone National Park, a distance of 14 
miles and approximately 3 miles from Cooke, Mont., from which point 
it would proceed up the Soda Butte Creek to Cooke, a distance of 
approximately 3 miles, which said 3 miles lies wholly within the bound- 
aries of Park County, Mont.; and . 

Whereas it further appears that the portion of this route lying within 
the boundary of the Yellowstone National Park can be cheaply and 
quickly built at a moderate cost per mile, and laid on a gue not 
exceeding 3 per cent in any place; and that motor trucks operated on 
such a hard surface road could haul supplies and ore to and from 
the said mining district at such a reasonable cost as would enable the 
said mining district to quickly and economically develop its vast re- 
sources, adding the same to the mineral wealth of our great State ; and 

Whereas it further appears that this district is so situated as to make 
the only practical route by which adequate transportation facilities 
ean be afforded at this time, that through the Yellowstone National 
Park hereinbefore mentioned and described; that all other possible 
routes, two in number, one being from Columbus, Mont., up the Still- 
water River, a distance of 98 miles, the upper 20 miles being over 
8,500 feet above sea level; the other being from Belfry, Mont., up 
the Clarks Fork River to Cooke, a distance of 115 miles, through ex- 
tremely mountainous country on its upper 50 miles, have been most 
carefully investigated, and that construction costs on same are so 
enormous as to render the same prohibitive at this time, and pro- 
hibitive at any time until there shall have been developed and proven 
within this district such vast reserves of ore as would cost many years 
of work and millions of dollars to develop, all of which would of 
necessity be done at a tremendous ioss, unless more adequate trans- 

ortation facilities were afforded the district while the same was 
ing done; and 
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Whereas in the past many thousands of dollars have been expended by 
the property owners of the district in endeavoring to secure from 
Congress rights to build railroads, ete., to the said district through 
the Yellowstone National Park, along the route heretofore described 
in this memorial, all of which said efforts have served only to prove 
that it is impossible for private individuals to so obtain the relief 
prayed for, and to further convince those owning property in the dis- 
trict that it would be impossible to finance the building of such a 
road through the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park on 
any permit which is now within the authority of the Secretary of the 
Interior to grant, owing to the fact that such permit must of necessity, 
under the laws of Congress dedicating this park, be subject to revo- 
cation by the said Secretary of the Interior at his will and pleasure, 
making it a matter of such extreme jeopardy, to anyone who might 
invest his money in such an enterprise, as to make it impossible to 
obtain sufficient funds for such purpose from the investing public or 
from any business person or corporation ; and 
Whereas it further appears that the building and operation of such 
motor route as hereinbefore described in the memorial would in no 
way or sense interfere with or destroy any of the scenic beauties of 
the said Yellowstone National Park, or do any damage to the said 
park, or to the many species of wild game, which so abundantly live 
and flourish within its boundaries, but would, on the contrary, make 
the administration of the said park and its enjoyment by the visi- 
tors touring the same more pleasurable and profitable; and that the 
Government of the United States, in the building and maintaining of 
such a road and charging a reasonable toll per ton for the transpor- 
tation of ore and supplies thereon, would in a few years have such 
a large income from the road alone as would probably make the Yel- 
lowstone National Park self-sustaining: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of 
Montana, That Congress be requested to appropriate as soon as possible 
a Sufficient sum not in excess of $1,500,000 with which to build that part 
of this road which lies within the boundaries of the said Yellowstone 
National Park, as hereinbefore described; that the road be built with a 
hard surface, adapted to withstand the destruction of heavy motor 
trucks operating thereon, and that it be built with such surface at 
least 20 feet wide; 

Or, that Congress dedicate a strip of ground 200 feet wide along the : 
route hereinbefore described, within the boundaries of the Yellowstone 
National Park, which said strip shall be available for the permanent use 
of the New World Unorganized Mining District, for the purpose of 
building a motor road thereon, subject to such rules for the use of the 
same as shall be equitably suited to its needs and established by the 
Secretary of the Interior, but not subject to revecation for such per- 
manent use by the Secretary of the Interior; and it is further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, instructed 
to transmit copies of this memorial, properly authenticated, to the honor- 
able Secretary of the Interior and to our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from the State of Montana. 












































































RONALD HiGGINns 
Speaker pro tempore of the House. 
W. W. McDoweLt, 
President of the Senate, 
Approved March 4, 1919. 
S. V. Stewart, 
Governor, 
Filed March 5, 1919, at 9.35 a. m, 
Cc. T. Srewarrt, 
Secretary of State. 
Unitep STaATssS OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, 8s: 


I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memorial 
No. 15, “A memorial to Congress asking Congress to appropriate a sum of 
money for the building of a hard-surfaced road through the northern 
portion of the Yellowstone Park, we from Gardiner, Mont., to 
Cooke City, Mont., or to dedicate a strip of ground through the Yellow- 
stone Park for such road,” enacted by the sixteenth session of the 
Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by 8S. V. 
Stewart, governor of said State, on the 4th day of March, 1919. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 5th 
day of March, A. D. 1919. 


[SEAL.] Cc, T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 6, introduced by Brandjord. 


Praying that the House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica, in Congress assembled, enact into law Senate bill No. 940, now 
pending in that honorable body. 


To ‘the honorable House of Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States assembled: 

Whereas there is now pending before you Senate bill No. 940, introduced 
by the Hon. H. L. Myers, Senator from Montana, providing for the 
payment for certain lands within the former Flathead Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Montana ; and 

Whereas this bill provides a just and fair solution of the controversy 
over the appraisal of more than 1,100 acres of land on the former 
Flathead Indian Retervation in the State of Montana, now occupied 
by approximately 200 actual and bona fide settlers and home builders, 4 
which land has been copesiand at approximately $65,000 more than 
the settlers and home builders had g and s' ent reason to believe 
would be the sgoratees of these lands ; and 

Whereas the settlement embodied in the said Senate bill No. $40 would 
be entirely just and fair not only to the settlers on the lands in ques- 
tion, but also to the Indians whose funds and rights are affected ; 


and 

Whereas the bill is recommended by the Hon. Franklin K. Lane, Seere- 
tary of the Interior. and by the Hon. William H. Ketcham, member of 
the Board of Indian Commissioners, which board made a special in- 
vestigation of the appraisal sought to be corrected by the said Senate 
bill No. 940, and t rovals of these high officials have been set 
forth in the report of the Senate Committee on Public Lands dated 
March 20, 1916, and accompanying Senate bill No. 1059 ; and 
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Whereas we, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, feel sat- 
isfied that the settlers on the former Flathead Indian Reservation are 
fairly and justly entitled to relief afforded by Senate bill No. 940, now 
before you: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Sixteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon- 









tana, That we do hereby petition and earnestly pray you, the honorable 
liouse of Representatives of the United States, to enact into law the 
— Senate bill No 940, to the end that justice may prevail; and be it 
urther 


Resolved, That copies of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary 
of state of the State of Montana to the House of Representatives of the 
United States and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. W. McDoweELt, 
President of the Senate. 

Approved March 1, 1919. 

S. V. STEWART, . 
Governor. 
Filed March 1, 1919, at 9.55 o’clock a. m. 
Cc. T. Stewart, 
Secretary of State. 
Unitep STaTes OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, 8s: 

I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memorial 
No. 6, being “ praying that the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America, in Congress assembled, enact into law Senate bill 
No. 940, now pending in that honorable body,” enacted by the sixteenth 
session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana and ap- 
proved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 1st day of March, 
1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 1st day of 
March, A. D. 1919. 

[SEAL.] Cc. T. Stewart, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 11, introduced by Brandjord. 


Petition to the Congress of the United States, asking for a $3,000,000 
appropriation for the Flathead irrigation project, in the State of 
Montana, for the years 1919 and 1920, to the end that the said 
project may be speedily completed and that a considerable amount 
of work may be provided for returning soldiers and sailors. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in the Congress 
of the United States assembled: 


Section 1. We, the Sixteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of 
Montana, the house and the senate concurring, do hereby most respect- 
fully set forth: 

That the Flathead irrigation project, in the State of Montana, has 
made slow progress on account of the uncertainty and insufficiency of 
the congressional appropriations, and that this slowness of progress 
has brought about a heavy increase in the construction cost and has 
resulted in financial loss, hardships, and suffering to numerous settlers 
and home makers waiting for the water to become available ; that 

rhis project is in the hands of highly efficient management, capable 
of conducting the prosecution of this work on a large scale, both eco- 
nomicaliy and scientifically; that 

The problem of furnishing useful employment for returning soldiers 
and sailors is both National and a State problem, highly patriotic in 
character, and stupendous in its magnitude and importance, and that the 
vigorous prosecution of this irrigation project would furnish a consid- 
erable amount of work for our returning soldiers and sailors: 

Sec. 2. In consideration of the fact set forth in section 1 hereof, 

We, the Sixteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, 
the house and the senate concurring, do hereby respectfully petition the 
Congress of the United States to appropriate the sum of $3,000,000 
for the prosecution of the Flathead irrigation project during the years 
1919 and 1920. 

Sec. 3. It is hereby directed that the secretary of state of the State 
of Montana transmit copies of this memorial to the President of the 
Senate and to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
United States and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. W. McDowe tt, 
President of the Senate. 








Approved March 1, 1919. 
8S. V. STewarrt, 
Governor, 
Filed March 1, 1919, at 9.55 o'clock a. m 
Cc. T. Srewarrt, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 

I, ¢. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint 
memorial No. 11, being “ Petition to the Congress of the United States 
asking for a $3,000,000 appropriation for the Flathead irrigation 
project, in the State of Montana, for the years 1919 and 1920, to the 
end that the said project may be speedily completed and that a con- 
siderable amount of work may be provided for returning soldiers and 
sailors,’ enacted by the sixteenth session of the Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Montana, and approved by 8. V. Stewart, governor of 
said State, on the Ist day of March, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 1st day 
of March, A. D. 1919. 

[SEAL.] Cc, T. STewart, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of Mon- 
tana. which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
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Senate joint memorial 2, introduced by Slayton. 


A resolution memorializing Congress to pass legislation for the purpose 
of issuing patents to all homesteaders who have served in any 
branch of the Army or Navy in the present world war, providing 
settlement and certain improvements were made prior to enlistment. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas under the present laws of the United States it is necessary 
that anyone taking up a homestead on public lands live thereon a 
certain minimum prescribed time and conform to certain laws relative 
to improvements thereon and pay certain fees in connection therewith 
before patent to the same can be issued, irrespective of whether or 
not such homesteader has served his country in any of the numerous 
branches of the Army or Navy in the present world war; and 

Whereas there have been thousands of cases throughout the western 
part of the United States where bona fide homesteaders were forced 
to sell their stock and ranching equipment at a eo sacrifice, in 
Some instances practically giving it away, when called upon to enter 
our country’s service; and 

Whereas in such cases, by reason of the fact that such homesteaders 
were compelled to sell their property at such a low price they will 
be unable on their return from the service to resume their ranching 
or farming operations by reason of the fact that oy are without 
sufficient funds to do so, and they will be unable to borrow money 
without difficulty, or have any credit extended to them, by reason 
of the fact that they do not have title to the land they were living 
ou prior to their enlistment: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate of the Siateenth Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Montana and House of Representatives concurring therein, That 
we do hereby petition Congress of the United States for the passage 
of legislation relieving all bona fide homesteaders who were engaged 
in some branch of the Army or Navy iu the present war, and who had 
made some improvements of a substantial nature on their land and 
established their residence thereon pricr to their enlistment from any 
further residence or the making of any additional improvements thereon 
before patent can be issued to them, and that patent be issued to them 
on their request upon proof being made that such residence was estab- 
lished and improvements made prior to their enlistment, and without 
the payment of any fees whatsoever ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be transmitted by the secre- 
tary of the State of Montana to the honorable Members of the United 
States Senate and House of Representatives from the State of Montana, 
requesting them to exert every possible effort within their power @& 
enact such legislation. W. W. McDoweE Lt, 


President of the Senate. 
O. W. BELDEN, 
Speaker of the House. 

Approved February 6, 1919. 

S. V. STEWART, 
Governor. 
Filed February 6, 1919, at 2.45 p. m. 
C. T. Svrewart, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss. 

I, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint me- 
morial No. 2, “A resolution memorializing Congress to pass legislation 
for the purpose of issuing patents to all homesteaders who served in 
any branch of the Army or Navy in the present world war, providing 
settlement and certain improvements were made prior to enlistment,” 
enacted by the sixteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Montana, and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said 
State, on the 4th day of February, 1919. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal- of the State of Montana at Helena, the capital, this 4th day 
of February, A. D. 1919. 

[SEAL.] Cc. T. STewart, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

THe COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1919. 
Resolutions in favor of Armenian independence. 


Resolved, That it is the opinion of the General Court of Massachusetts 
that the people of Armenia, by their resolute and faithful maintenance 
of Christianity and civilization through long centuries of unspeakable 
oppression by the barbarous Turk; by their capacity for business and 
administration, well proven and demonstrated in their own land and in 
many other lands; and by their heroic conduct and great sacrifices in 
the present war have shown that they are worthy to be restored as an 
independent nation; and that we do therefore earnestly request and 
urge that prompt and favorable action be taken on the resolution intro- 
duced in the Senate of the United States by Senator Henry Casor 
LopGE on December 10, 1918, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, declaring that in the opinion of the Senate of the United 
States Armenia ought to be independent, and expressing the hope of the 
Senate that the peace conference will make arrangements for helping 
Armenia to establish an independent republic; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary 
of the commonwealth to the President and to the Vice President of the 
United States and to the Senators in Congress from Massachusetts. 

In senate, adopted March 4, 1919, 

In house of representatives, adopted, in concurrence, March 7, 1919. 

A true copy. Attest: Atpert P. Lanorry, 


Seeretary of the Commonwealth, 
Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
REeEcorD, as follows: 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1919, 
Resolutions in favor of Irish independence. 


Whereas the General Court of Massachusetts reaffirms as the funda- 
mental doctrine of our institutions that all governments “ derive 
their just powers from the consent of the governed,” a great truth 
which, expressed under the designation of the “ self-determinatiou of 
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eoples,” the President of the United States and the other great 
eaders of progressive ideas among the allied nations are proposin 
to put into practical execution in the interest of oppressed nationali- 
ties, like Belgium, Servia, Montenegro, and other States whose in- 
terests and aspirations have been set at naught because of the 
dominance of the opposing principle that might makes right; and 
Whereas no people better deserves the blessings of the right of self- 
determination than the people of Ireland, the service of whose sons 
in the colonization of America, in the winning of its independence 
in the founding of its institutions and the creation of its wealth and 
prosperity, has ‘placed America and democratic government every- 
where in its everlasting debt: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts urges upon the 
President of the United States and his associates in framing the final 
terms of peace, as a matter of simple justice and as one of the guaran- 
ties of the continuance of peace and contentment in Ireland, the grant- 
ing of complete independence to the Irish people; and be it further 
Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary 
of the commonwealth to the President of the United States, to the 


representatives of the United States at the peace conference, to the’ 


Presiding Officer of the United States Senate, and to the Senators in 
Congress from this Commonwealth. 

In senate, adopted February 14, 1919. - 

xen house of representatives, adopted, in concurrence, February 25, 
919. 

A true copy. Attest: 
ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
REcorbD, as follows: 

Tue COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1919. 


Resolutions favoring an early consummation of peace and the subsequent 
establishment of a league of nations. 
Whereas on the 11th day of November, 1918, an armistice was signed 
by the representatives of the allied powers and of Germany ; and 
Whereas in consequence of the victory of the Allies and of the United 

States a peace conference convened and is now holding sessions in 

Paris for the purpose of settling the terms of peace; and 
Whereas a conference committee thereof has proposed a constitution for 

a league of nations: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the General Court of Massachusetts 
the nations of the world sbould do everything in their power to bring 
about a prompt peace and general disarmament ; and 
Whereas the constitution of the league of nations, as reported in the 

peace conference, is not wholly acceptable to the citizens of Massa- 

chusetts: Therefore be it further 

Resolved, That it is also the opinion of the General Court of Massa- 
chusetts that the negotiations on the part of the United States should 
immediately be directed to the business of formulating peace terms 
with Germany satisfactory to the nations at war with her, and that 
any proposal for a league of nations or any agreement intended to insure 
the permanent peace of the whole world should then be considered by 
the peace conference without further delay. 

Resolved, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the 
secretary of the commonwealth to the Presideat of the United States, 
to the Vice President, as presiding officer of the United States Senate, to 
the Speaker of the National House of Representatives, and to each of the 
Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts. 

In senate, adopted March 28, 1919. 

In house of representatives, adopted in concurrence April 8, 1919. 

A true copy. Attest: 

ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1919. 


Resolutions favoring an early discharge from the United States Army 
of all soldiers, except those in the Regular Army, who desire to be 
discharged. 

Whereas the present state of affairs in Europe permits of a great reduc- 
ties in the size of the Army now maintained by the United States; 
anc 

Whereas the number of men who are willing and able to serve for the 
duration of the war or longer is adequate for any probable need, and 
2 much larger number are anxious to return to their homes and to 
positions where they are urgently needed; and 

Whereas the retention of such men in the service means in many cases 
a loss of positions now awaiting them, and serious hardship to them- 
selves and their families: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts urges upon Con- 

gress the passage of House bill No. 13443, now pending therein, or 

some similar legislation, to previce for the prompt and honorable dis- 
charge from the Army, with adequate pay and mileage allowance to 
convey them home, of all enlisted men in the military service not 
included in the Regular Army, who shall file with their commanding 
officer a statement in writing that such is their desire; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the s 
of the commonwealth to the Members of Congress og gs ter 
and to the presiding officers of both branches of Congress. 

In house of representatives, adopted February 14, 1919. 

In senate, adopted, in concurrence, February 19, 1919, 

A true copy. Attest: 

ALBERT P, LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 
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Tue COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1919. 


Resolutions urging Congress to pass certain legislation relative to aliens 
who avoided military service in the present war. 


Whereas certain aliens, not being alien enemies, resident in this country, 
claimed exemption from military service in the Army of the United 
States during the present war by reason of alienage, or failed to 
respond to the call for military or naval service from their respective 
countries : Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts urges upon the 
Congress of the United States the passage of such legislation as will 
prevent the aliens aforesaid from hereafter becoming citizens, and also 
the passage of legislation to prevent the return to this country of any 
such aliens who hereafter leave the United States; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary of 
the commonwealth to the President of the United States Senate, to the 
Speaker of the National House of Representatives, and to the Senators 
and Representatives in Congress from this Commonwealth. 

In house of representatives, adopted February 26, 1919. 


In senate, adopted in concurrence March 3, 1919. 
A true copy. Attest: 





ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts, which was referred-to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the Recoxrp, 
as follows: 
THe COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1919. 
Resolutions in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States empowering Congress to regulate the hours of labor. 
Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts hereby records its 
belief that the public interest will be better served and the hardships 
of human life ameliorated by national regulation of the hours of labor, 
and respectfully petitions the Congress of the United States to propose 
an amendment to the Constitution giving to Congress power to regulate 
the hours of labor and to make the same uniform throughout the United 
States ; and 
Resolved, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the 
secretary of the commonwealth to the presiding officers of both branches 
of Congress and to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from Massachusetts. 
In house of representatives, adopted February 18, 1919. 
In senate, adopted in concurrence February 21, 1919. 
A true copy. Attest: 
ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as 
follows: 

Tre COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1919. 
Resolutions relative to Federal taxation of the income of manufacturers 
employing women or minors for excessive working hours. 


Whereas the diversity of the labor laws of the several States is the 
cause of unfair and unequal industrial competition, and an obstacle 
to the passage by this Commonwealth of further humane legislation 
affecting hours and conditions of labor, especially in respect to 
women and minors; and 

Whereas the only agency that can effectively overcome this diversity 
and insure uniformity in the hours and conditions of labor affecting 
women and minors is the Congress of the United States under its 
comprehensive powers of taxation: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts urges upon Con- 
gress the wisdom and necessity of levying upon all manufacturers who 
employ minors under 16 years of age more than 8 hours daily or women 
more than 9 hours daily, or either more than 48 hours weekly, an in- 
come tax large enough to prohibit such employment; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary 
of the commonwealth to the President of the United States, the presid- 
ing officers of both branches of Congress, and to the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress frcm this Commonwea!th. 

In senate, adopted February 21, 1919. 

In house of representatives, adopted in concurrence February 27, 1919. 

A true copy. Attest: 

ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Central Labor 
Union of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against national pro- 
hibition, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Building Trades Council 
of Lawrence, Mass., praying for the submission of a Federal 
suffrage amendment to the legislatures of the several States, 
which was referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Young Men’s 
Catholic Temperance Society, of Salem, Mass., favoring the 
enactment of legislation granting six months’ additional pay to 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines, which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions cf sundry citizens of the State of 
Massachusetts, praying for the ratification of the league of 
nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of sundry 
citizens of Brighton, Mass., favoring the self-determination of 
Ireland, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of North Dakota, which was referred to the 
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Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorpb, as follows: 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
STatre or NortTH DAKOTA. 
To all to whom these presents shall come: 


I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state for the State of North Dakota, do 
hereby set forth and certify that the following is the full text and the 
whole thereof of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by the sixteenth 
legislative assembly of the State of North Dakota. 

Dated at the capitol in Bismarck, N. Dak., this 83d day of March, 1919. 

[SEAL.] THoMaAS HALL, 

Seerctary of State. 
Concurrent resolution favoring the establishment of a league of nations 
to enforce peace, and aim at promoting the liberty, progress, and or- 
derly development of the world. 
Whereas the war now brought to a victorious close by the associated 
power of the free nations of the world was above all else a war to 
end war and protect human rights : Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Senate of the State of North Dakota (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That we favor the establishment of_a 
league of nations of which the United States shall be a member. We 
believe that such a league should aim at proteetes the liberty, progress, 
and orderly development of the world; that it should clinch the victory 
won at such terrible sacrifice by having the united potential force of all 
its members as a standing menace against any nation that seeks to upset 
the peace of the world; be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be sent by the sec- 
retary of state to the President and to the presiding officers of both 
branches of Congress and to each of the United States Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from the State of North Dakota. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of North Dakota, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
STATE OF NortTu Dakota, 

To all to whom these presents shall come: 

I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state for the State of North Dakota, do 
hereby set forth and certify that the following is the full text and the 
whole thereof of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by the Six- 
teenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota. 

Dated at the capitol in Bismarck, N. Dak., this 3d day of March, 1919. 

THOMAS HALL, 
Secretary of State. 
Concurrent resolution favoring direct rail routes. 

Whereas the Federal Government of the United States is presumably 
operating all railroads as a unit for the benefit of the entire people 
of the United States, irrespective of selfish interests of the former 
management of several individual] lines of railroad; and 

Whereas we believe the shortest and best possible routes between all 
points on existing lines should be utilized and reasonable train service 
established thereon and reasonable rates be charged for service ren- 
dered ; and 

Whereas there are no through passenger or through freight trains 
operating via Linton, N. Dak. (the northern terminal of the branch 
line of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad), between points 
on said railroad in South Dakota and Bismarck, the capital of North 
Dakota ; and 

Whereas the past and present policy of the management of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Co. has been to obstruct and prevent the establish- 
ment of threugh freight and passenger service via Linton on the 
shortest line between western North Dakota and central South Da- 
kota ; and 

Whereas the people of both North and South Dakota are entitled to 
much better, shorter, cheaper passenger and freight service than that 
now offered between these sections; and 

Whereas at Bismarck, N. Dak., there are ample terminal facilities, 
roundhouses, machine shops, stock yards, side tracks, and division 
superintendent’s headquarters on the Soo Railway and lines for the 
North and West, as well as for the East, diverge at Bismarck, N. 
Dak., where connection may be made with Missouri River boats: and 

Whereas through train service may profitably be established by utilizing 
a short mileage on each of the three railroads; and 

Whereas an emergency exists in that the immense lignite fields of North 
Dakota remain undeveloped and the live-stock industry of western 
North Dakota would be greatly stimulated were it not for the exces- 
sive rates of freight and inadequate train service provided between 
North Dakota and South Dakota: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be urged 

to present to the Hon. Walker D. Hines, Director General of Railroads, 

the protest of the State of North Dakota against the prevailing rail- 
road passenger and freight service between west North Dakota and 

South Dakota, and the excessive rates now charged for inadequate 

service established by the former management of the Northern Pacific 

Co. to the exclusion of the railroads from the capital of North Dakota: 

and further be it ’ 

Resolved, That the Director General of Railroads be urged to direct 
the immediate establishment of through passenger train service and 
through freight train service, using the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
tracks from South Dakota points to Linton, N. Dak., and the Northern 
Pecific Railway tracks from Linton, N. Dak., to Moffit, N. Dak., and the 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway tracks from Moflit, N. 
Dak., to Bismarck, where he may utilize the terminals of the Soo Line 
at Bismarck; and that the Director General of Railroads be urged to 
prepare reasonable joint through rates for the service to be rendered 
based upon the mileage of each line used. 





Mr. GRONNA presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of North Dakota, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
STATE OF NoRTH DAKOTA, 
To all to whom these presents shall come: 

I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state for the State of North Dakota, do 
hereby set forth and crrtify that the following is the full text and the 
whole thereof of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by the Six 
teenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota. 
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ann at the capitol in Bismarck, N. Dak, this 18th day of March, 


THomas HALL, 
Secretary of State. 
Concurrent resolution urging Congress to pass such legislation as is neces- 
sary to authorize Government control of all the railroads in the 
United States for a period of five years from and after the ist of 
January, 1919. 


Whereas the Government of the United States has taken control of all 
the railroads in the United States during the great World War; and 
Whereas the Government of the United States has not had control of the 
railroads for a sufficient period of time to fairly test the desirability 
of permanent Government control of railroads; and 
Whereas Director General McAdoo has recommended to Congress that 
the railroads of the United States be under Government control for a 
period of five years from and after the ist of January, 1919; and 
Whereas it is the sense of this legislature that the Government should 
try out thoroughly the feasibility of Government control and owner- 
ship of railroads ; and 
Whereas five years appears to be no more than a reasonable time to give 
such a question a fair and thorough trial: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), 
That they urge Congress to pass such legislation as is necessary to au- 
thorize Government control of all the railroads in the United States 
for ° period of five years from and after the 1st of January, 1919; be it 
further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state send a copy of this resolution, 
one to each Senator and Member of Congress for North Dakota and to 
the chairman of the Committee on Railroads of the National Senate and 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. WARREN presented a resolution adopted by the Delta 
Meta Delphian Chapter, of Rock Springs, Wyo., and a resolution 
adopted at a community welfare meeting at Bosler, Wyo., favor- 
ing the ratification of the league of nations treaty, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 2700, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Crosby, Wyo., and a petition of 
Local Union No. 1074, United Brotherhood of Maintenance of 
Way Employees and Railway Shop Laborers, of Sheridan, Wyo., 
praying for the continuance of Federal control of railroads, 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution 56, A. 


Joint resolution memoralizing Congress to continue appropriations for 
United States employment service. 


Whereas for some time the United States employment service has been 
rendering very great aid in securing positions for the a ; and 
Whereas the Committee on Appropriations in the House of Representa- 
tives has seen fit to strike from the appropriation bill all appropria- 
tions made for the continuation of such employment service, against 
the protest of a strong minority of said committee ; and 
Whereas if the action of said committee is not reversed, all the Federal 
employment offices in the United States will be closed on April 1, 1919, 
for lack of funds; and 
Whereas the need of such employment service is required now as never 
before, due to the fact that we are demobilizing hundreds of thousands 
of men from military into industrial life: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That Congress be 
respectfully requested to appropriate such sums of money for the United 
States employment service as will enable the Department of Labor to 
continue this very efficient work ; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, proper] 
warded to the Senators and Representatives from the 
RILEY 8. YOuNG, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Epwarp F. Dirrmar, 
President of the Senate. 
O. G. Munson, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution 68, A. 

Joint resolution relating to the labor controversy in the city of Madison, 
Whereas the National War Labor Board, after careful and thorough 
consideration made, on February 18, 1919, certain awards and deter- 
minations in the labor disputes between the machinists and other 
employees of nine different companies and corporations in the city of 

Madison and their employers; and 
Whereas an agreement of submission to the arbitration of the National 

War Labor Board was signed by these nine corporations and compa- 

nies; and 
Whereas all but one of these employers have refused and now, after 

nearly two months, still do persistently refuse to abide by the deter- 
mination and awards of the National War Labor Board: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the National 
War Labor board is hereby urgently requested to take such steps as 
may be possible, necessary, and effective to bring about a prompt and 
complete enforcement of the awards and determinations of the National 
War Labor Board duly made in its case, docket No. 195, entitled 
Machinists et al. v. Employers of Madison, Wis. 

Resolved further, That if legislation seems necessary to bring about 
such a prompt and effective enforcement of such awards, that the 
National War Labor Board is urged to present such facts to Congress 
with a recommendation for such necessary legislation. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this resolution, dul 
sent to the National War Labor Board, and as soon as 


attested, be for- 
tate of Wisconsin. 


attested, be 
ongress shall 
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be in session that duly attested copies be sent to the presiding officers 
and to all the Members from this State in both Houses of the Congress of 
the United States. 
Ritey 8. YOoune, 
—— of the Assembly. 
C, BD. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Epwarp FF, DiItTMaR, 
President of the Senate. 
O. G. MuNSON, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred 19 the 
Committee on Education and Labor and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution 52, 8. 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress in behalf of the farmers to 
repeal the law advancing the time one hour. 


Whereas the conditions imposed by turning the clocks one hour ahead 
are a source of great inconvenience and annoyance to, and in many 
cases work a hardship on the majority of our citizens, including 
practically all of the farmers, and many of the other laboring men, 
their wives, and families, working special hardships on those women 
who rise early to prepare the worker’s morning meal and noon lunch 
who are deprived of the summer morning daylight, and have it added 
at the evening to keep their small children awake and deprive these 
mothers of much of their evening freedom, and widespread dissatis- 
faction prevails among them because the law, which they supposed 
was only a war-time measure, is still in force: Be it 
Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That Congress be 

memorialized to repeal the law by which the time of day was advanced 

one hour, so that the farmers and others may continue their avocation 
so necessary and vital to the Nation, unhampered by such unnatura 
interference and secure from their labors the largest possible returns 
not only for themselves but also for the country and world at large; 
be it further og 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, signed by the presiding 
officers of each house, be forwarded to the Senators and Congressmen 
from this State. 
Epwarp F. DITTMAR, 
President of the Senate. 
O. G. MUNSON, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Ritey 8. Youne, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
Cc, E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in 
the RecorpD, as follows: 


Joint resolution 76, A. 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress for the speedy withdrawaP of 
the American forces from Russia. 

Whereas in the prosecution of the great war our Government has seen 

fit to send American forces, including Wisconsin troops, into Russia ; 


and. 

Whereas by virtue of the signing of the armistice on November 11, 1918, 
the same reasons which pertained to the maintenance of American 
troops in Russia were obliterated ; and 

Whereas Congress has never declared war against Russia; and 

Whereas in the best interest of our country’s welfare it seems unneces- 
sary under existing circumstances to imperil the lives of our troops 
to the desolation, dangerous and rigorous climatic conditions, and 
poems existing in far-distant Russia; and 

Whereas the best interests of our troops demand that they be removed 
from the intolerable conditions to which they are now subject: Now, 
therefore, be it 
Resolved by the oatenaty (the senate concurring), That Congress be 

memorialized to pass such laws and take such action therefor as it shall 

deem necessary for the speedy return of all American troops from 

Russia. 

Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions, properly attested 
by the presiding officer of each house, be forwarded to the President of 
the United States, the representatives of the United States at the peace 
conference, the Secretary of War, and to each of the Senators and 
Representatives from the State of Wisconsin in the Congress of the 
United States. That as soon as the Congress of the United States shall 
be in session duly sttested copies of this joint resolution shall be 
transmitted to the presiding officers of each House. 

Ritey 8. ¥Youne, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E, SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Epwarp F. Dirrmar, 
President of the Senate. 
O. G. Munson, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. FA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: p 


Joint resolution 50, A. 


Joint resolution relating to the league of nations. 


Resolved, That the Legislature of Wisconsin is prtoentis impressed 
by the momentous character of the constitution of the pe sed league 
of nations recently cabled from Paris, by its supremely just and ex- 
alted purpose, by its sound generalities and elastic quality, and desires 
promptly to go on record as favoring its spirit and design, relatively 
as presented, and as urging the Senators in Congress from Wisconsin 
to give to it, in treaty form, friendly consideration to the utmost de- 
gree consistent with the safeguarding and preservation of our national 
sovereignty, which sovereignty, we believe, can not be threatened by it 


in any possible measure comparable with the beneficent possibilites 
affecting humanity and civilization that it embraces. 

Resolved further, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to 
the President of the United States and to our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, Ritry 8. Youne, 

Speaker of the Assembly. 
Cc. E. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Epwarp F, Dittmar, 

President of the Senate. 
O. G. Munson, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Joint resolution 39, A. 


Joint resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
refund insurance premiums paid by soldiers, sailors, and marines un- 
der the soldiers’ and sailors’ insurance act during the war, and to 
permit such soldiers, sailors, and marines to continue such insurance 
after discharge. 

Whereas Congress has provided a plan of insurance for soldiers, sailors, 
and marines under “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to au- 
thorize the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance in the 
Treasury Department,’” approved October 6, 1917; and 

Whereas such insurance was planned to care for the dependents of sol- 
— sailors, and marines by insurance in place of by pensions; 
an 

Whereas the cost of such insurance except the expense of administra- 
tion and excess mortality and disability is borne by the enlisted men 
themselves; and 

Whereas the entire financial burdens of every activity connected with 
the war, including the obligations resulting from casualities, should 
be borne by all the people, rather than by the soldiers, sailors, and 
marines alone who have already done their great share of carrying 
such burdens; and 

Whereas such insurance was provided to take the place of pensions to 
care for the soldiers, sailors, and marines and their dependents, 
policies of insurance issued thereunder should be continued at the 
option of such soldiers, sailors, and marines: Therefore, be it 
Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Congress 

of the United States be, and is hereby, respectfully memorialized to 

provide for the refunding to soldiers, sailors, and marines all amounts 
pase by them as premiums for such war-risk insurance prior to their 
oeing mustered out and to provide or continue the policy of maintain- 
ing such insurance after being mustered out as term insurance, with 
the option of converting the same into any of the usual forms to be 
carried by the soldier, sailor, or marine; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the chief 
clerk of the assembly to the President of the Senate and to the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, and also to the Representatives from 
this State in the Congress of the United States. 

Rivey 8S. Younes, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 

Cc. E. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 

Epwarp F. DitrMar, 

President of the Senate. 

O. G. MuNson, 

Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to 
the Committee on Fisheries and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcorp, as follows: 

Joint resolution 28, A. 

Joint resolution urging the Congress of the United States to enact legis- 
lation relating to the conservation of fish and clams in the Mississippi 
River and its branches in the States of Minnesota, Iowa, and 
Wisconsin. 

Whereas the fishing and clamming industry in the Mississippi River and 
its branches in the States of Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin has 
become of vital importance in the production of food; and 

Whereas this industry in the States mentioned has been greatly retarded 
in its proper development because of the lack of uniform laws provid- 
ing definite and uniform regulations governing the industry; and 

Whereas, the Legislatures of Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin heretofore 
have been unable to agree upon laws which would provide such uni- 
form and definite regulations: Therefore, be it 
Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That this legisla- 

ture respectfully memorialize and urge the Congress of the United States 

to enact legislation governing and regulating fishing and clamming in 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries in the States of Minnesota, Iowa, 
and Wisconsin ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution, properly attested by 
the presiding officers and chief clerks of both houses, be forwarded to 
the President cf the United States Senate, the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, and to each United States Senator and Congressman 
from this State. RILEY S. Youne, 

ee of the Assembly. 
C. BE. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk_of the Assembly. 
Epwarp F. Dirrmar, 
President of the Senate. 
0. G. Munson, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
Joint resolution 42. 
Joint resolution relating to a “~~ waterway from Oshkosh to Green 
ay. 
Whereas the failure of the transportation companies to oo pace with 
the commercial requirements of the country, and especially the great 


Northwest, has become a question of national importance; and 
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Whereas the building of ship canals and the digging of deeper waterways 
under proper restrictions would furnish work for the unemployed and 
be of lasting benefit to the people of this country ; and 

Whereas on the Fox River, between Oshkosh and Green Bay, smaller 
boats now travel and the largest boats could travel if the river was 
widened and deepened or if a suitable ship canal was built; and 

Whereas the enlarging of this river, permitting travel and transporta- 
tien from this part of the State, and thence directly into Lake Michi- 
gan, would be of the greatest possible benefit to the people of the 
northeastern part of this State: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That our Repre- 

sentatives in Congress are hereby requested to use their best endeavor 

to secure such an appropriation as will permit either the making of a 

deep waterway or a ship canal between the points herein suggested ; 

and that copies of this resolution, signed by the presiding officers of 
both houses and attested by the chief clerks, be transmitted to each 
such Representative. Epwarp F. Drrrmag, 
President of the Senate. 
0. G. Munson, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
F. N. Graan, 
Speaker pro tempore of the Assembly. 
C. BE. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Joint resolution 41, A. 


Joint resolution relating to the cheese, butter, and feed industry, and 
to the supply of and prices for cheese, butter, and feed at the present 
time. 

Whereas the price of American full-cream cheese was up to a rate 
rancing from 35 cents to 38 cents per pound during the fall of 1918 
and until some recent date in January, 1919, although the central 
powers and most of the neutral powers were not being supplied; and 

Whereas after the cessation of hostilities the price of these commodities 
showed a tendency to drop, and has recently dropped to about 27 
cents or 28 cents per pound ; and 

Whereas despite the need of food in Europe it is commonly reported 
that the large storage warehouses are filled to their utmost capacity 
with this food product; and 

Whereas our farmers are being charged such high prices for wheat 
bran. gluten, oil meal, and similar feeding stuffs that these abnormal 
conditions will mean a great loss of money to the farmers of this 
State: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the asecmbly (the senate concurring), That the Federal 

rade Commission is hereby respectfully requested and urged to 

investigate, as soon as may be, the conditions of supply of cheese and 
butter in storage warehouses and in other places of commercial storage, 
and the conditions of supply of the various mill feeding stuffs, and to 
report the result of such investigation to this legislature with all 
convenient speed in such a form as to fully advise the farmers of the 

e es of the present condition of the market for cheese and butter 
and the prices charged for mill feeds. 

That copies of this resolution duly engrossed and properly attested 
be transmitted to the chairman of the Federal Trade Commission and 
to each of the Senators and Representatives from this State in the 
Congress of the United States. 


Tr 








RILEY S. Younc, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Epwarp F. DirrMar, 
President of the Senate. 
0. G. MuNSoN, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
Riecorp, as follows: 

Joint resolution 73, A. 

Joint resolution memorializing Congress to prohibit the purchase of 
iberty bonds by sealpers, and providing a penalty therefor. 
Whereas in the best interests of our country’s welfare our Government 

has found it necessary and desirable to issue, promote, and sell lib- 

erty bonds as a provision towards the cost of the great war and has 
found it desirable that the sale of liberty bonds should be widely 
listributed throughout the country, thereby insuring both the popu- 
ty of the loan and giving all persons equal opportunity to secure 
benefits ; and 
yhereas the great success of the sale of the liberty bonds and its wide 
istribution among all classes of people and nationalities in this 

‘y bas made it possible for swindlers and scalpers to take ad- 
: e of the times and conditions of the small investors, especially 
by obtaining the liberty bonds on false representations and at prices 

below the par value of the same, thereby enabling the scalper to 

obtain unfair profit, especially at the expense of the holders of the 
bonds of small denomination ; and 

Whereas such practices are contrary to the welfare of the people and 
the public policy of this State: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That Congress be 
memorialized to pass such jaws and make appropriations therefor as it 
shall deem necessary for the protection of all holders of liberty bonds 
and provide a penalty for the punishment of all bond scalpers or per- 
sons who obtain bonds below the par value thereof without the full 
knowledge of the seller of the bond of bis rights therein. 

Resolved, That as soon as the Congress of the United States shall be 
in session duly attested copies of this joint resolution shall be trans- 
mitted to the presiding officers of each House and to each of the Sena- 
tors and Kepresentatives from the State of Wisconsin in the Congress 
of the United States Ritey 8. YOuNG, 

Speaker of the Assembly, 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Epwarp F. Dirrman, 
President of the Senate, 
0. G. Munson, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate, 












Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a resolution adopted by the 
Legisiature of the State of Arizona, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF ARIZONA, 


¥ OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Unirep Starrs or AMERICA, 


State of Arizona, ss: 


I, Mit Simms, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the within fs 
a true, complete, and correct transcript of house concurrent resolution 
No. 1, Fourth Legislature of the State of Arizona, 1919, “ favoring the 
establishment of a league of nations of which the United States will be 
a member,” all of which is shown by the original on file in this de- 
partment. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my 
official seal. Done at Phoenix, the capital, this 4th day of Kebruary, 
A. D. 1919. 

[seax.] Mit SIMMs, 

Secretary of State. 

House concurrent resolution 1, introduced by Mr. Vyne, of Yavapai, 


Whereas the war, now brought to a victorious close by the associated 
power of the free nations of the world, was above all else a war to 
end war and protect human rights: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Arizona (both houses con- 
curring), That we favor the establishment of a league of nations, of 
which the United States shall be a member. We believe that such a 
league should aim at promot the liberty, progress, and orderly de- 
velopment of the world and clinch the victory won at such terrible 
sacrifice ; be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be sent to the Secre- 
tary of State, to the President, and to the presiding officers of both 
branches of Congress, and to each of the Senators and Representatives 
from Arizona, 

Passed the House January 25, 1919, by the following vote: 34 ayes, 
no noes, no absent, 1 excused, 


(Signed) A. C. PETERSON, 
Speaker of the House. 
(Signed) Sam B. BRADNER, 


Chief Clerk of House. 


Passed the senate January 28, 1919, by the following vote: 14 ayes, 
no nays, no absent, 5 excused. 


(Signed) A. A. JOHNS, 
President of the Senate. 
(Signed) L. F, SWEETING, 


Secretary of Senate. 
Approved February 1, 1919. 
” : (Signed) THOMAS E. CAMPBELL, 
Governor of Arizona, 
Filed in the office of the secretary of the State of Arizona this 1st 
day of February, A. D, 1919, at 1.30 p. m. 
Mir Simms, 
Secrectery of State. 
By R. E, MCGILLEN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a resolution adopted by 
the Legislature of the State of Arizona, which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint resolution 5. 


Whereas it has been recommended by the Hon. Franklin K. Lane, Sec- 
retary of the Interior of the United States, that Congress imme- 
diately appropriate the sum of $100,000,000 for placing the returning 
soldiers of the United States upon farms, thereby inaugurating a 
plan whereby at least 100,000 men will be immediately employed in 
the creation of at least 25,000 farms within the territory of the 
United States; and 

Whereas the plan as outlined by the honorable Secretary of the In- 
terior proposes the reclamation of approximately 215,000,000 acres of 
arid and swamp land within the United States, at present unfit for 
cultivation because of the lack of water in the one case and drain- 
age in the other; and ; 

Whereas the plan suggested is not a “charity scheme,” and under 
appropriate management will be self-funding, and will offer alluring 
opportunities to settlers as compared. with the old land-settlement 
systems, inasmuch as 40 years’ time is to be given the settlers within 
which to reimburse the United States for the money and credit 
loaned to them: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Arizona at its fourth 

regular session, That the plan as outlined by Secretary of the In- 

terior Lane meets with its heartiest and utmost approval, and that 
this legislature urges upon the Congress of the United States the early 
enactment into law of the plan proposed and the-appropriation of the | 
money needed to carry out the provisions thereof; and be it further 
Resolved, That this resolution be signed by the presiding officers of 
each branch of the legislature and the governor of the State, and that 
the secretary of state of the State of Arizona be, and he is hereby, 

directed to forward copies of these resolutions to the Hon. Franklin K, 

Lane, Secretary of the Interior, to the President of the Senate of the 

United States, to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 

United States, and to each of Arizona's Representatives in Congress, 


(Signed) A, C. PETERSON, 
: Speaker of the House, 
(Signed) Sam BG. BrapNer, ; 
Chief Clerk of the House, 
(Signed) A. A. JOHNS, 
President of Senate, 
(Signed) L. F. SwWEETiNe, 


Secretary of Senate, 
Approved February 6, 1919. 


(Signed) THoMAS E, CAMPBELL, 
Governor of Arizona, 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a resolution adopted by the 
Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association favoring the continuance of 
Federal control of railroads, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 
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He also presented a petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers” 
Association praying for the enactment of legislation requiring 
the fencing of rights of way of railroads and the early settle- 
ment of claims for damages for the killing of live stock, which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ 
Association praying for the enactment of legislation restricting 
‘the importation of agricultural products into the United States 
‘in competition with such products of our own people, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Arizona Cattle 
Growers’ Association favoring the modification of the rules rela- 
itive to the exportation of cattle to the State of Sonora, Mexico, 
‘for grazing purposes, which was referred to the Committee on 
‘Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ 
‘Association praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
‘for the granting to the State of Arizona of 5,000,000 acres of the 
sunappropriated vacant lands upon the public domain within the 
ome of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
‘Lands. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Arizona Cattle 
Growers’ Association favoring the regulation and control by the 
Federal Government of the unappropriated and unreserved lands 
lying on the public domain, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Arizona Cattle 
Growers’ Association favoring the plans proposed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the reclamation of large areas of land 
in the State of Arizona for the settlement by returned soldiers, 
which wag referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He als@ presented a petition adopted by the Arizona Cattle 
,Growers’ Association praying that the State Department modify 
the passport rules and regulations as to permit cattle growers to 
take advantage of the grazing opportunities afforded in the State 
‘of Sonora, Mexico, which was referred to the Committee on 
‘Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ 
Association praying for the appropriation of $50,000 for the 
destruction and extermination of predatory wild animals and 

range-destroying rodents, which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Arizona Cattle 
iGrowers’ Association favoring the prompt enactment of the 
| Kendrick bill, with necessary amendments, for the control of the 
‘marketing of live stock, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ 
Association praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
‘adequate compensation to retain capable men for the Forest 
Service, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ 
Association praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing 
the Federai farm-loan banks to make loans upon live-stock 
securities, which was referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, 

Mr. STERLING presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of South Dakota, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
RecorD, as follows: 


Certificate, 
Strats or SourH DAKOTA 
Department of State, 88: 

I, C. A. Burkhart, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, 
do hereby certify that the attached copy of concurrent resolution is a 
‘true and correct copy of a concurrent resolution adopted at the six- 
ae as appears on pagg 501 of the journal of the house for the 
‘forty- ay. 

In testimony whereof I have set my hand and affixed the great seal 
this 22d day of March, A. D. 1919. 

[SBAL.] Cc. A. BURKHART, 

. Secretary of State. 

{Concurrent resolution introduced byehe house committee of agriculture. 

Whereas the peociios in gambling in grain options has grown to such an 
extent in this country that it unsettles market conditions and is detri- 
mental to the interest of the producers and persons engaged in the 
legitimate grain business; and 

‘Whereas it has become common practice for persons to sell and buy in 
the market on margin large quantities of grain without regard to the 
rap. < the existence of the commodity so bought or sold: There- 
ore be 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Legislature of the 
State of South Dakota (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of 

e United States be, and the same hereby is, respectfully memorialized 
to forthwith enact suitable legislation forbidding the trading on margins 

selling or offering for sale of any grain or farm products not in exist- 
ence at time of the trading, s g, or offering for sale of such com- 
modities, to the end that gambling and market manipulation by the sale 
or offer for sale of products not owned or nonexistent in competition 
swith actual existing products may be prevented, and com ing all per- 
sons selling or offering for sale such products to furnish bills of lading, 


warehouse receipts, or other evidence of ownership and existence of 
= ——- where the actual product is not produced for de- 
very on e& 

That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Senators and Represen- 
tatives in Congress from this State. 

Mr. STERLING presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of South Dakota; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcorpD, as follows: 

Certificate. 
OFFICE oF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Pierre, 8S. Dak, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of South Dakota, Secretary’s Office. 

I, C. A. Burkhart, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the 
annexed bill, to wit, house concurrent resolution, was duly —— by 
the sixteenth session of the Legislature of the State of South Dakota, 
and that the same is now in full force and effect. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of South Dakota, at the city of Pierre, January 4, 1919. 

[SEAL.] C. A. BURKHART, 

- Secretary of State. 

Hon. C. A. BuRKHART, Secretary of State: 
The following concurrent resolution has been adopted by the house 

of representatives and concurred in by the senate: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of South 
Dakota (the Senate concurring) : 

Whereas Congress has at various times appropriated funds for the pur- 
pose of sinking four flowing artesian wells on the border of a certain 
meandered lake known as ke Andes, and located in the county of 
Charles Mix and State of South Dakota, for the purpose of furnishing 
water and fish for the Indians; and 

Whereas the level of said lake has been raised several feet by the con- 
tinuous flow of water discha from the above-mentioned wells, 
causing the water to inundate large areas of valuable surveyed and 
patented agricultural land adjacent to the said lake, and that the 
lands so submerged are rendered worthless thereby to the owners 
thereof for either agricultural or grazing purposes, and that there are 
at least 1,500 acres of such land so submerged, and that the damage 
to these lands by said inundation or overflow is not less than $100 
per acre, and that the owners of said lands are justly entitled to full 
compensation for such damage from the Government of the United 
States, by whose authority the said wells were sunk which caused 
the submerging or overflow of said lands: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate of the State of South Dakota (the House of 

Representatives concurring), That we earnestly, though respectfully, re- 

quest the Congress of the United States at its next session to appropriate 

a sufficient sum to reimburse said overflowed-land owners. 


For the house: 

LEWIS BENSON, Speaker. 
Wricut TARBELL, Chief Clerk. 

For the senate: 

Cc. S. AMSDEN, 
President pro tempore. 
A, B. BLAKB, Secretary. 

Dated at Pierre, S. Dak., this 22d day of January, A. D. 1919. 

Mr. STERLING presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 
State of Seuth Dakota, praying for the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. WADSWORTH presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Plattsburgh, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the league 
of nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the State of 
New York, praying for Government ownership of railroads, 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jamestown, 
N. Y., praying for the repeal of the so-called “luxury” tax, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the State of Connecticut, which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
General Assembly, January Session, A. D. 1919. 
Senate joint resolution 61. 
Resolution in relation to the establishment of a Federal department of 
education. 
Resolved by this assembly: 

Whereas the future security and prosperity of the United States as a 
democracy depends upon the trained intelligence and skill of those 
present and future citizens, for which purpose a constructive national 
soe and Federal support of education are necessary: Therefore 

e it 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of Connecticut be 
memorialized and urged to use all honorable means to secure the enact- 
ment of the educational bill S. 4987 or H. R. 15400, which provide 

for the removal of illiteracy, the Americanization of aliens, the im- 

provement of the facilities for the preparation of teachers, the pro- 

motion of the health of all school children, and the establishment of 

a Federal department of education. 

Senate, April 16, 1919: Passed. 
House of representatives, April 22, 1919: Passed. 


State OF CONNECTICUT, 
Office of the Secretary, ss: j 
I, F. L. Perry, secretary of the State of Connecticut and keeper of 
the seal thereof and of the original record of the acts and resolutions 
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of the general assembly of said State, do hereby certify that I have 
‘compared the annexed copy of the resolution in relation to che estab- 
lishment of a Federal department of education, with the original 
record of the same now remaining in this office, and have found the 
said copy to be a correct and complete transcript thereof. ' 

And I further certify that the said original record is a public record 
of the said State of Connecticut now remaining in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of said State at Hartford this 29th day of April, 1919. 

[SEAL.] F, L. Perry, Secretary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 
State of Connecticut, praying for the ratification of the league 
of nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Christian 
‘Association of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the disposal of Gov- 
ernment machinery not now in use to trade and technical schools 
and universities, which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the stabilizing of the United 
States dollar as a standard of value as proposed by Prof. Irving 
Fisher, which was referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Curreicy. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Farmington, 
Conn., praying for the repeal of the daylight-saving law, which 
was referred to the Committce on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARDING. I present a joint resolution adopted by the 
general assembly of the State of Ohio, relative to the rights of 
the Jewish people. I ask that the joint resolution be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. ; 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
telations and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint resolution 45. 
Joint resolution relative to the rights of the Jewish people. 
Whereas the future prosperity and peace of the world depends upon a 
just and equitable settlement of the European war whereby each and 
every nationality, however small, shall be granted the liberty to de- 
termine its own destiny and the opportunity of living its own life; 
and 
Whereas the Government of the United States of America is recognized 
as an ardent exponent of the rights of small nations: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That in its 
opinion the national aspirations and historic claims of the Jewish people 
with r “1 to Palestine should be recognized at the peace conference 
in accordance with the British Government’s declaration of November 

1917, that there be established such _ political, administrative, and 
economic conditions in Palestine as will assure the development of 
Palestine into a Jewish commonwealth, and that the American repre- 
sel ives at the peace conference should use their best endeavors to 
facilitate the achievement of this object: Be it further 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the General Assembly of the State 
of Ohio that express provisions be made at the peace conference for 
the purpose of granting the Jewish people in every Jand the complete 

ent of life, liberty, and the opportunities for national development 

1c end that justice may be done to one of the most suffering people 
arth, the Jewish people; and be it further 
solved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send duly certified copies of this resolution to each of the Representa- 
tives of this State in the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States and to each of the representatives of the United States in 
attendance as members of the peace conference assembled at Paris. 
Cart R. KIMBALL, 
House of Representatives. 
CLARENCE J. Brown, 

President of the Senate, 


















Speaker of the 


Adopted April 15, 1919. 
Unirep STaAte Fr AMERICA, 
State of Ohio, ss: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, Harvey C. Smith, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby 


certify that the foregoing is a copy of house joint resolution 45 as 
adepted by the Generai Assembly of Ohio, the same being a resolution 
relative to the rights of the Jewish people; that the same has been 
carciully compared by me with the original joint resolution filed in this 
off May 7, 1919, and now in my official custody as secretary of state; 
and that the same is found to be a true and correct copy. 

Witness ny hand and official seal, at Columbus, this 8th day of May, 
A. b. 1919. 

[SEAL.] Harvey C. Smiru, 

Secretary of State. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 1) authorizing the cutting of timber for mining 
purposes by corporations organized in one State and conducting 
mining operations in another ; 

A bill (S. 2) for the relief of settlers and town-site occupants 
of certain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation, Nev. ; 
and 

A bill (S. 3) to authorize exploration for and disposition of 
coal, phosphate, sodium, oil, oil shale, or gas on the public 
domain; to the Committee on Public Lands, 
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A bill (S. 4) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of David D. Sharp; and 

A bill (S. 5) to remove the charge of desertion from-the mili- 
tary record of David H. Hartson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 6) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
convey title to certain lands in the State of Nevada; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 7) to regulate the interstate use of automobiles and 
all self-propelled vehicles which use the public highways in 
interstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 8) to provide for the application of the reclamation 
law to irrigation districts; and 

A bill (S. 9) to encourage the reclamation of certain arid 
lands in the State of Nevada, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Irrigration and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 10) for the relief of J. I. Earl; and 

A bill (S. 11) for the relief of John B. O’Sullivan ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 12) prohibiting the interment of the body of any 
person in the cemetery known as the Cemetery of the White’s 
Tabernacle No. 39 of the Ancient Order of Sons and Daughters, 
Brethren and Sisters of Moses, in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 13) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Calla- 
han; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 14) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the State of Ohio the cannon, machine guns, and other military 
equipment captured by the Thirty-seventh Division, American 
Expeditionary Forces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia: 

A bill (S. 15) to create a Department of Education, to appro- 
priate money for the conduct of said department, to appropriate 
money to encourage the States in the promotion and support 
of education, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 16) to establish engineer experiment stations in the 
States and Territories in connection with institutions of higher 
technical education, for the promotion of engineering and indus- 
trial research as a measure of industrial, commercial, military, 
and naval progress and preparedness in times of peace or war; 

A bill (S. 17) to promote the education of native illiterates, 
of persons unable to understand and use the English language, 
and of other resident persons of foreign birth; to provide for co- 
operation with the States in the education of such persons in the 
English language, the fundamental principles of government and 
citizenship, the elements of knowledge pertaining to. self-support 
and home making, and in such other work as will assist in pre- 
paring such illiterates and foreign-born persons for successful 
living and intelligent American citizenship; and 

A bill (S. 18) to provide for the promotion of vocational 
rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and 
their return to civil employment; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 19) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend sec- 
tions 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to homesteads ”; and 

A bill (S. 20) to provide for the payment for certain lands 
within the former Flathead Indian Reservation in the State 
of Montana; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 21) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Anaconda, in the State 
of Montana; and 

A bill (S. 22) providing for the enlargement of the Federal 
building at Missoula, Mont.; to tle Committee on Public Build- 


| ings and Grounds; 


A bill (S. 23) for the relief of George A. Robertson ; 

A bill (S. 24) for the relief of F. A. Carnal and Ada Lewis; 

A bill (S. 25) for the relief of Benjamine O. Kerlee; 

A bill (S. 26) for the relief ef G. W. Kates; and 

A bill (S. 27) for the relief of Joseph C. Cosley ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

3y Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 28) to provide for the deportation of certain aliens 
from the United States; and 

A bill (S. 29) to establish in the Department of Labor a 
bureau of citizenship and Americanization for the Americaniza- 
tion of naturalized citizens; amend section 4 of the act approved 
June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of Immi- 
gration and Naturalization and to provide a uniform rule for 
the naturalization of aliens throughout the United States, and 
for other purposes; ” to the Committee on Immigration. 

A bill (S. 30) to establish within the Department of the 
Treasury a bureau for the regulation and supervision of the 
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export of savings from the United States; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 81) to repeal the act approved March 1, 1913, enti- 
tled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate com- 
merce, approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory 
‘thereof, by providing for a valuation of the several classes of 
property of carriers subject thereto and securing information 
‘concerning their stocks, bonds, and other securities ;” to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 82) for the relief of John Gray; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 38) to prohibit and punish certain characteristic 
acts of Bolshevism in the United States; and 

A bill (S. 34) to amend the act entitled “An act to punish acts 
of interference with the foreign relations, the neutrality, and the 
foreign commerce of the United States, to punish espionage, and 
‘better to enforce the criminal laws of the United States, and 
‘for other purposes,” approved June 15, 1917, and for other pur- 
‘poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 35) to provide for the survey of a national highway 
connecting certain national monuments in the States of Utah, 
“Arizona, and New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 36) to repeal the act of Congress approved Febru- 
ary 1, 1905, and to transfer national forests from the Depart- 
‘ment of Agriculture to the Department of the Interior, and for 
‘other purposes ; : 

A bill (S. 37) to establish a branch of the Interior Depart- 
ment in the Western States and to transfer to such branch cer- 
‘tain bureaus and offices of the Interior Department; and 

A bill (S. 38) to establish the Zion National Park in the State 
of Utah; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 39) for the relief of H. G. Godfrey ; 

A bill (S. 40) for the relief of Frank Harrigan; and 

A bill (S. 41) for the relief of Franklin A. Swenson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 42) for the relief of Emma Kiener ; 

A bill (S. 48) to cede unreserved public lands to the several 


A bill (S. 44) to prevent the withdrawal of mineral lands of 
the United States from entry and occupancy under the laws of 
the United States ; 

A bill (S. 45) providing for cooperation between the United 
‘States and State governments in the rural settlement of sol- 
‘diers, sailors, and marines, and to promote the reclamation of 
‘lands, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (8S. 46) for the protection of the water supply of the 
town of Sunnyside, Utah; 

A bill (S. 47) to amend sections 2325 and 2326 of the Revised 
Statutes prescribing the method of obtaining patent to mining 


A bill (S. 48) for the relief of purchasers from the State of 
Utah of lands in sections 2, 16, 32, and 36 in said State; and 

A bill (S. 49) to authorize the exchange of certain lands 
within the Wasatch National Forest, Utah; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 50) providing for a reclamation project on Green 
and Grand Rivers, in the State of Utah; 

A bill (S. 51) providing for a reclamation project on Price 
River, Utah; and 

A bill (S. 52) providing fer a reclamation project on the 
Strawberry River, Duchesne County, Utah, to be known as the 
Castle Peak reclamation project; to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (8S. 53) to pension the survivors of certain Indian wars 
and disturbances in Utah Territory from 1849 to 1869, inclusive, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 54) to further protect interstate and foreign com- 
merce against bribery and other corrupt trade practices; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
adjust disputes or claims by entrymen, selectors, grantees, and 
patentees of the United States against the United States and 
between each other arising from faulty surveys in townships 
36, 37, and 38 south, ranges 29 and 30 east, Tallahassee meridian, 
in the State of Florida, and for other purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 56) providing for additional compensation to per- 
sons serving in the military and naval forces of the United 
States during the war with the German Empire; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 57) regulating trials by jury; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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A bill (8. 58) relative to discharges of certain soldiers and 
sailors who served in the war with Germany; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. ’ 5 

A bill (8. 59) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property,” 
approved February 13, 1893; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

A bill (8. 60) authorizing the Director General of Railroads 
to establish a system of mileage books; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. . 

A bill (S. 61) regulating shipments of freight to foreign ports 
and prohibiting discrimination in the receipt and shipment of 
such freight; and 

A bill (8. 62) to prohibit interstate shipments or transporta- 
tien of certain food products, to define and to prohibit trans- 
portation and sale of adulterated or misbranded food products, 
to regulate traflic therein, to define and regulate cold storage, 
to regulate dealing in cold-storage food products, and to fix 
penalties for violation, and for other purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 63) for the retirement of employees in the classified 
civil service; to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 64) to establish military justice; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 65) granting a pension to Lydia A. Tromblee; and 

A bill (S. 66) granting a pension to Joseph B. Doan (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 67) to provide for the creation of Federal railroad 
companies, to establish a more effective supervision of railroads 
in the United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

(By request:) A bill (8. 68) granting an increase of pension 
to Albert N. Raymond (with accompanying paper) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 

A bill (8. 69) to punish aliens in the United States for con- 
spiracy against the Government, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 70) providing for the construction of a dam across 
the Gila River, at or near San Carlos, in the State of Arizona; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (8S. 71) for the erection of a public building in the city 
ef Tucson, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 72) for the relief of settlers on Baca Float Grant 
No. 3, in the State of Arizona; and 

A bill (8. 73) granting a right of way over public lands for 
certain purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 74) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his discre- 
tion, to deliver to the city of Nogales, in the State of Arizona, 
one cannon with carriage captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; 

A bill (8. 75) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his dis- 
cretion, to deliver to the city of Douglas, in the State of Arizona. 
one cannon with carriage captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; and 

A bill (8S. 76) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his discrc- 
tion, to deliver to the city of Tucson, in the State of Arizona, 
ohe cannon with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number or shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 77) for the relief of Mrs. W. P. Miller (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 78) granting an increase of pension to Carrier 
Thompson ; and 

A bill (S. 79) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Duncan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (8. 80) to repeal an act entitled “An act to save day- 
light and to provide standard time for the United States”; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 81) to repeal section 3 of Title i and Title XII of 
Public 24 and Public 150, Sixty-fifth Congress; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

A bill (S. 82) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
Bannow ; 

A bill (8. 83) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Hahn ; 

A bill (S. 84) ‘granting a pension to Susan E. Richardson; 
A bill (S. 85) granting a pension to John Daley; and 
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A bill (S. 86) granting a pension to Alphonso L. Armstrong}; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 87) granting a pension to Emil Moellendorf; 

A bill (S. 88) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison ° 

A bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to Frank C, 
My ric kK > 

A bill (S. 90) gr: inting a pension to Daniel Stahler ; 

A bill (S. 91) granting a pension to August Wohlgemuth ; 

A bill (S. 92) granting an increase of pension to Rosetta 
Waldref: and 

A bill (S. 93) granting a pension to John M, Johnson; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 94) relating to the use and occupation of lands of 
the United States for the development of water power, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 95) to provide for the disposal of coal and coal 
lands; 

A bill (S. 96) granting to the State of North Dakota 50,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a normal school at 
Dickinson, N. Dak.; 

A bill (S. 97) to provide for the classification of the public 
lands of the United States; 

A bill (S. 98) relating to additional entries on lands subject 
to entry under the enlarged-homestead act; 

A bill (S. 99) to authorize the disposal of phosphate, oil, 
asphaltum, or natural gas; and 

A bill (S. 100) revoking authority to lease Sibley Island, in 
the Missouri River, to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak.; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 101) to provide for the purchase a a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Crosby, N. Dak.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 102) providing for the admission to the mails as 
second-class matter of publications issued by certain public in- 
stitutions and boards; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 103) to prohibit selling of intoxicating beverages in 
the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. 

A bill (S. 104) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 105) for the promotion of engineering and indus- 
trial research; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 106) to amend section 10 of the act entitled “An 
act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization 
and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of 
aliens throughout the United States,” approved June 29, 1906; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 107) making it unlawful for any Member of Con- 
gress to serve on or solicit funds for any political committee, 
club, or organization; and 

A bill (S. 108) to limit campaign contributions and expendi- 
tures and to provide for publicity thereof; to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

A bill (S. 109) to aid navigation and control floods on the 
boundary waters of Minnesota, North Dakota, and South Da- 
kota; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 110) for the relief of Rodger Caplette; 

A bill (S. 111) for the relief of Bonnar Borzie and his minor 
children, Helen, Joseph, Rosalie, and Mary; and 

A bill (S. 112) relating to the disposal of coal and mineral 
deposits in Indian lands; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 113) providing for a reduced rate for the trans- 
portation of laborers when traveling on the railroads of the 
United States under the direction and control of the United 
States Department of Labor; 

A bill (S. 114) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as hereto- 
fore amended; and 

A bill (S$. 115) for the prevention of cruelty to animals trans- 
ported in interstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 116) granting additional pay to officers, enlisted 
men, and others serving in the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard; 

A bill (S. 117) for the relief of Louis Blanchette, alias Lewis 
Blanchard,-alias Louis White; 

A bill (S. 118) for the relief of Wiley W. Houston; and 

A bill (S. 119) to correct the military record of John M. 
Rock ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

3y Mr. KELLOGG: 

A bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 of ae acts of the second 
session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the joint resolution 


entitled “ Joint resolution to authorize the President in time of 
war to supervise or take possession and assume control of any 
telegraph, telephone, marine cable, or radio system or systems, 
or any part thereof, and to operate the same in such manner as 
may be needful or desirable for the duration of the war, and to 
provide just compensation therefor,” approved July 16, 1918; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDING: 

A bill (S. 121) granting a pension to Irene Williams; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 122) authorizing a commission to acquire and 
maintain a cemetery in France in the name of the United 
States for the reception and interment of the bodies of Ameri- 
can officers and men who lost their lives in connection with 
the European war, and to appropriate $500,000 therefor, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 123) to grant patent to certain lands to Christian 
Frederickson ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 124) for the relief of the estate of Israel Folsom 3 

A bill (S. 125) to establish an Indian boarding school at or 
near the city of Rolla, in the State of North Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 126). conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to permit the Yankton and Cuthead Bands of Sioux Indians to 
intervene in the action of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands of 
Sioux Indians against the United States (Docket No. 33731), 
and to hear, determine, and render judgment in said action in 
claims of Yankton and Cuthead Bands of Sioux Indians against 
the United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 127) ‘authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to Richard County, N. Dak., three brass cannon, with car- 
riages; 

A bill (S. 128) for the relief of Isaac J. Reese; 

A bill (S. 129) to correct the military record of A. M. Weller; 
and 

A bill (S. 130) for the relief of John H. Fesenmeyer, alias 
John Wills; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 131) to provide that petty ofticers, noncommissioned 
officers, and enlisted men of the United States Navy and Marine 
Corps on the retired list who had creditable Civil War service 
shall receive the rank or rating and the pay of the next higher 
enlisted grade; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 132) for the relief of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway Co., the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Railway Co., and the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 133) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of North Dakota ; 

A bill (S. 134) to establish a fish hatchery on Strawberry 
Lake in North Dakota ; 

A bill (S. 185) to establish a fish-culture station on the upper 
Des Lacs Lake in North Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 136) to establish a fish hatchery on Spiritwood 
Lake in North Dakota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to Mary FE. 
Lincoln ; 

A bill (S. 138) granting a pension to Etta Warner; 

A bill (S. 139) granting a pension to Mary Steele ; 

A bill (S. 140) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 141) granting a pension to William H. Turner ; 

A bill (S. 142) granting a pension to William Shoemaker ; 

A bill (S. 148) granting a pension to James Kenyon ; 

A bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Walter J. 
Shelley ; 

A bill (S. 145) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Porter ; 

A bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to E. G. 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 147) granting a pension to John R. Beebe (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Jacob B. 
Eakman (with accompanying -papers); to the Commiitee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 149) for the retirement of public-school teachers 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 150) to admit osteopathic physicians to examina- 
tions for commissions in the medical branch of the Army of the 
United States, and to provide for their official status, rank, and 
pay, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 151) to create in the War Department and the 
Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as the “ Civil 
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War volunteer officers’ retired list,” to authorize placing thereon 
with retired pay certain surviving officers who served in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the Civil 
War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 152) to create a Federal power commission and 
to define its powers and duties, to provide for the improvement of 
navigation, for the development of water power, for the use of 
lands of the United States in relation thereto, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (S. 153) relating to the sale, charter, and operation 
of merchant ships owned by the United States, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 154) providing for the establishment of a radio 
station on Unga Island, Alaska; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 155) for the relief of volunteer officers and soldiers 
who served in the Philippine Islands beyond the period of their 
enlistment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 156) defining sedition and providing a punishment 
therefor ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 157) authorizing the Indian tribes and individual 
Indians, or any of them, residing in the State of W-shington 
and west of the summit of the Cascade Mountains, to submit to 
the Court of Claims certain claims growing out of treaties and 
otherwise; and 

A bill (S. 158) authorizing the leasing of the lands embraced 
within the Hoh Indian Reservation in the State of Washington ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 159) to expel and exclude from the United States 
aliens who, to escape military service, have withdrawn their 
declaration of intention to become citizens; to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

A bill (S. 160) providing for the investigation of certain lands 
in the State of Washington with a view to their reclamation ; 

A bill (S. 161) providing for the investigation of arid and 
desert lands in the State of Washington with a view to their 
reclamation ; 

A -bill (S. 162) providing for the investigation of certain 
lands in central Washington with a view to their reclamation ; 
and : 
A bill (S. 163) relating to the reclamation of arid, semiarid, 
swamp, and overflow lands through district organizations, and 
authorizing Government aid therefor; to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 164) to authorize the establishment of a fisheries 
experiment station on the coast of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 165) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 166) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance in the 
Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 1914, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 167) to create a Federal Industrial Relations Com- 
mission; and 

A bill (S. 168) to create a commission to investigate and re- 
port to Congress a plan on the questions involved in the financ- 
ing of house construction and home ownership and Federal aid 
therefor ; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CALDER: 

A bill (S. 169) for the retirement of certain naval officers; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

A bill (S. 170) to amend section 25 of the act of December 
23, 1913, known as the Federal reserve act, as amended by the 
act of September 7, 1916; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

A bill (S. 171) changing the name of the Panama Canai to 
the Roosevelt Canal; to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

A bill (S. 172) to regulate the personnel of the Coast Guard; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 173) to repeal section 904 of the revenue act of 
1918, approved February 24, 1919; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 174) for the relief of Emma H. Ridley ; 

A bill (S. 175) for the relief of Kny-Scheerer Corporation ; 
and 

A bill (S. 176) for the relief of John M. Francis; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 177) granting an extension of patent to Ida H. 
Fischer, sole legatee of Max H. Fischer, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Michael J. C. Dedeyn; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 179) providing for lump-sum payments to bene- 
ficiaries under the war-risk insurance act of September 2, 1914, 
as amended, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 180) to incorporate Near East Relief; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 181) to encourage and promote the mining of coal, 
phosphate, oil, gas, and sodium on the public domain; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 182) to reimburse the county of Lewis and Clark, 
State of Montana, for expenses incurred by it for the construc- 
tion of a public highway through the Helena National Forest; 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 183) providing additional time for the payment 
of purchase money under homestead entries of lands within 
the former Fort Peck Indian Reservation, Mont. ; 

A bill (S. 184) to amend an act approved February 22, 1889, 
entitled “An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two 
States and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Montana, and Washington to form constitutions and 
State governments, and to be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States, and to make donations of 
public lands to such States; 

A bill (S. 185) granting to the county of Custer, State of 
Montana, certain land in said county for use as a fairground; 

A bill (S. 186) for the relief of Torger Olson; 

A bill (S. 187) granting additional rights to settlers on recla- 
mation projects; and 

A bill (S. 188) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
permit the leasing of certain coal lands in Wyoming; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 189) to increase the limit of cost for the Federal 
building and site therefor at Billings, Mont., and to authorize 
the provision of quarters for United States courts in said build- 
ing; 

A bill (S. 190) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Glasgow, Mont.; and 

A bill (S. 191) to enlarge, extend, remodel, etc., public build- 
ing at Helena, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 192) authorizing the Crow Tribe of Indians residing 
in the State of Montana to submit claims to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 193) to cancel the allotment of Little Bear, deceased 
Indian of the Crow Reservation, Mont. ; 

A bill (S. 194) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
prorate tribal funds of Indians; and 

A bill (S. 195) for the opening and settlement of a part of the 
Crow Indian Reservation in the State of Montana; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief of Thomas W. Williams; 

A bill (S. 197) for the relief of Edward T. Moran; 

A bill (S. 198) for the relief of Levi B. Rouse; 

A bill (S. 199) to correct the military record of William Mc- 
Cormick ; 

A bill (S. 200) for the relief of James W. Nugent; and 

A bill (S. 201) providing for the conveyance to the State of 
Montana of Fort William Henry Harrison Military Reservation 
for educational and other purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 202) providing for an additional judge for the 
district of Montana ; 

A bill (S. 203) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 3 of the act of Congress of May 1, 1888, and extend the 
provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to certain lands in the State of Montana embraced within 
the provisions of said act, and for other purposes ” ; 

A bill (S. 204) amending section 140 of the act approved 
March 4, 1909, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the 
penal laws of the United States”; 

A bill (S. 205) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the municipal 
court of the District of Columbia, and to regulate appeals from 
the judgments of said court, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 206) concerning actions on account of death or per- 
sonal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 207) authorizing the conveyance of certain land to 
the city of Miles City, State of Montana, for park purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 208) for the relief of Lars T. Rykken; 

A bill (S. 209) for the relief of John T. Eaton; 

A bill (S. 210) for the relief of J. D. Savage; * 

A bill (S. 211) for the relief of John E. Woods; 











A bill (S. 212) for the relief of Benjamin Musselman; 

A bill (S. 213) for the relief of H. Frank Adkins ; 

A bill (S. 214) for the relief of Patrick Rafferty ; 

A bill (S. 215) to reimburse Hill County, State of Montana, 
for money expended for the support of the Rocky Boy Band of 
Chippewa Indians: 

A bill (S. 216) for the relief of Grace Brewster-Arnold, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of George W. Brewster, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 217) for the relief of John T. Eaton; 

A bill (S. 218) for the relief of Harry Scott; and 

A bill (S. 219) for the relief of Kate Canniff; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 220) to-amend an act entitled'“An act to regulate 
the construction of dams across navigable waters,’ approved 
June 21, 1906, as amended by the act approved June 23, 1910, 
and to provide for the improvement and development of water- 
ways for the uses of interstate and foreign commerce; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 221) granting a pension to Mary E. King; 

A bill (S. 222) granting a pension to Justus W. King; 

A bill (S. 223) granting a pension to James Farrell; 

A bill (S. 224) granting a pension to Mary E. Hover; 

A bill (S. 225) granting a pension to Kathryn C. Sterling; 

A bill (S. 226) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Culbertson; and 

A bill (S. 227) granting a pension to Thomas Ryan; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 228) forbidding judges to charge juries with regard 
to matters of fact, but requiring judges to declare the law, and 
in jury trials to reduce their charge or instructions to writing 
on the request of either party; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

A bill (S. 229) for the relief of James Shook; and 

A bill (S. 230) for increasing the efficiency of Army bands; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 231) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Forrest City, in the 
State of Arkansas; and 

A bill (S. 232) to provide for the purchase of a’site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Monticello, in the State 
of Arkansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 233) to encourage instruction in the hygiene of 
maternity and infancy, and to extend proper care for mater- 
nity and infancy; to provide for cooperation with the States in 
the promotion of such instruction and care in rural districts; 
to appropriate money and regulate its expenditure, and for other 
purposes ; and 

A bill (S. 234) to promote the welfare of industries and wage 
earners of the United States, to extend the United States Em- 
ployment Service in the Department of Labor, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 235) releasing the claim of the United States Gov- 
ernment to the block or square of land in the city of Fort 
Smith, in the State of Arkansas, upon which is situated the 
old Federal jail, to the State of Arkansas for a site for an 
armory and training camp of the Arkansas National Guard; 

A bill (S. 236) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue a patent to certain lands of James Payne, his heirs and 
assigns; and 

A bill (S. 237) authorizing local drainage districts to drain 
certain public lands in the State of Arkansas, counties of Mis- 
sissippi and Poinsett, and subjecting said lands to taxation; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 238) for the relief of the heirs of William H. Har- 
vey, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 239) for the relief of the heirs of J. S. Morton, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 240) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust the accounts of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway Co. in accordance with the decision of the Court of 
Claims in case No. 24409; 

A bill (S. 241) for the relief of the heirs of John Kirk; 

A bill (S. 242) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of W. W. Busby, administrator of the estate of Eve- 
lina V. Busby, deceased, v. The United States; 

A bill (S. 243) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Samuel 
N. Pryor, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 244) for the relief of the heirs of the late Jennie 
Hunter ; 

A bill (8. 245) for the relief of heirs or estate of Thomas 
Daly, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 246) for the relief of heirs of James Thompson, de- 
ceased 5 . 
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A bill (S. 247) for relief of Lizzie BE. McCord, administratrix 
of Moses 8S. McCord, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 248) for the relief of Henry P. Grant, of Phillips 
County, Ark. ; 

A bill (S. 249) for the relief of William Ramsey and others; 

A bill (S. 250) for the relief of John W. Fein; 

A bill (S. 251) for the relief of the heirs of the late Hugh 
Rowen; . 

A bill (S. 252) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Wesley. 
W. Wallace, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 253) for the payment of claims for loss of private 
property on account of the loss of firearms and ammunition 
taken by the United States troops during the labor strike in the 
State of Colorado in 1914; 

A bill (S. 254) for the relief of Jennie Bell Cox, Robert Isaac 
Clegg, and Thomas Neel Clegg, children and only heirs of 
Thomas Watts Clegg, deceased; 

A bill (S. 255) for the relief of William E. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 256) to relieve Congress from the adjudication of 
private claims against the Government; and 

A bill (S. 257) for the relief of certain officers in the Army of 
the United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 258) granting a pensioz to John S. Hope; 

A bill (S. 259) granting a pension to A. G. Hamilton, alias 
Garland Hammond; 

A bill (S. 260) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Spence ; 

A bill (S. 261) granting a pension to William H. Tucker; 

A bill (S. 262) granting a pension to Ada Jernigen ; 

A bill (S. 263) granting a pension to Stephen Konicka ; 

A bill (S. 264) granting an increase of pension to B. E. 
Benton; 

A bill (S. 265) granting a pension to Samuel M. McKinney ; 

A bill (S. 266) granting a pension to John A. Pryor; 

A bill (S. 267) granting a pension to James BH. Dickerson ; 

A bill (S. 268) granting a pension to Philip 8S. Herron; 

A bill (S. 269) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Plumlee; - ; { 

A bill (S. 270) granting a pension to J. A. Swaim; : ' 

A bill (S. 271) granting an increase of pension to Oscar §, 
Pomeroy ; 

A bill (S. 272) granting an increase of pension to Silas W, 
Norris; 

A bill (S. 273) granting an increase of pension to Zora W, 
Elder ; , 
A bill (S. 274) granting a pension to Thomas 8S. Garen; and 

A bill (S. 275) granting a pension to Minnie Bryant; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDRICK: 

A bill (S. 276) to amend sections 4 and 5 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other 
purposes,” approved December 29, 1917; and 

A bill (S. 277) to authorize absence by homestead settlers and 
entrymen, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill (S. 278) authorizing the acquirement of a site and the 
construction of a building for a post office at Kemmerer, Wyo. ; 
and 

A bill (S. 279) authorizing the acquirement of a site and the 
construction of a building for a post office at Lusk, Wyo.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 280) granting a pension to Nettie I. Moffatt; and 

A bill (S. 281) granting a pension to Thomas Fife; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 282) providing for an additional judge for the 
district of Arizona; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 283) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Prescott, in the State of Arizona; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 284) to provide Federal aid in caring for indigent 
tuberculous persons, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 285) authorizing a right of way for the transporta- 
tion of water for improvement of grazing and development of 
the live-stock industry upon public and national forest lands in 
Arizona ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 286) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-cultural 
station in the State of Arizona; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 287) to authorize mining for metalliferous minerals 
on Indian reservations ; 

A bill (S. 288) for the relief of John Flanigan; 
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A bill (S. 289) to authorize a report upon the necessity for 
the construction of a diversion dam with a bridge superstruc- 


A bill (S. 336) granting an increase of pension to Gordon H. 
Williams; 


i ture across the Gila River on the Gila Bend Indian Reservation, A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to teamsters, bridge build- 
y Ariz. ; ers, and railroad repairers who were in the service of the United 
; A bill (S. 290) to authorize a report upon the necessity for | States during the Civil War; 
the construction of a bridge across the Salt River on the Salt A bill (S. 338) granting pensions to the officers and soldiers 
River Indian Reservation, Ariz.; and who served in the West Virginia State troops in the late Civil 
A bill (S. 291) for the survey and allotment of lands within | War; 
the Colorado River Indian Reservation in the States of Arizona A bill (S. 339) for the relief of West Virginia State troops; 
and California, for the disposal of the surplus lands after allot- A bill (S. 340) granting a pension to Emeline Hartley; 
ment, end for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian A bill (S. 341) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Affairs. Givens ; 
A bill (S. 292) making an appropriation for the construction of A bill (S. 342) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
roads within the Petrified Forest National Monument, Ariz.; | Beorn; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. A bill (S. 343) granting an increase of pension to Ann Bates; 
A bill (S. 298) for the relief of the widows and children of A bill (S. 344) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
R. F. McBride, Martin R. Kempton, Thomas K. Wootan, and | Criswell; 
Mark Wildes; to the Committee on Finance. A bill (S. 345) granting an increase of pension to General Tay- 

A bill (S. 294) for the relief of Alfred Cluff, Orson Cluff, | lor Garrison; 

Henry E. Norton, William B. Ballard, Elijah Hancock, Mrs. A bill (S. 346) granting a pension to Ida M. Goodwin; 

Susan R. Saline, Oscar Mann, Celia Thayne, ,William E. Cox, A bill .(S. 347) granting an increase of pension to Oscar N. 
Theodore Farley, Adelaide Laxton, Clara L. Tenney, George M. | Greer; 

Adams, Charlotte Jensen, Sophia Huff, Peter H. McBride, David A bill (S. 348) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Edward Adams, Mrs. M. J. Ellsworth, and the heirs of J. H. | Grimm; 

Frisby ; A bill (S. 349) granting an increase of pension to Edward D. 

A bill (S. 295) for the relief of Frank Pinkley ; and Hamrick ; 

A bill (S_. 296) for the relief of William Wooster; to the Com- A bill (S. 350) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 

mittee on Claims. Hamner ; 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (S. 351) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

A bill (S, 297) for the relief of Jasper Newton Gibson ; and Cheuvront; 

A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Killian Delabar; to the Com- A bill (S. 352) granting a pension to Thomas J. Boice; 

mittee on Claims. A bill (S. 353) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 

A bill. (S. 299) to regulate the salaries of fourth-class post- | Cooper; 

masters; and A bill (S. 354) granting a pension to Asa W. Coplin; 

A bill (S. 300) for the relief of the heirs of Gordon H. Meek, A bill (S. 355) granting a pension to Charles B. Cundiff ; 

deceased ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. A bill (S. 356) granting an increase of pension to Jethrow 

A bill (S. 301) for the relief of Solomon M. Bennett; Davis; and 

A bill (S. 302) for the relief of Thomas Simmons; A bill (S. 357) granting a pension to Edward G. Davis; to the 

A bill (S. 303) for the relief of George B. Todd; Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 304) for the relief of Theophilus Nuzum; By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 305) for the relief of John W. Berry; A bill (S. 358) earrying into effect the findings of the Court 

A bill (S. 306) for the relief of William M. Cheuvront ; of Claims in the matter of the claim of T. L. Love, surviving 

A bill (S. 307) for the relief of John H. Galloway ; partner of Robert Love & Son; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 308) for the relief of James Johnson; By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 309) for the relief of John W. May; and A bill (S. 359) providing for the election of a Delegate to the 

A bill (S. 310) for the relief of John Murphy ; to the Commit- | House of Representatives from the District of Columbia, and for 

tee on Military Affairs. other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 311) amendatory of the act of May 11, 1912, grant- A bill (S. 360) to amend section 4 of the act to regulate com- 

ing pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who | merce, passed February 4, 1887, and subsequent amendments 
served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico; thereof; and 

A bill (S. 312) granting an increase of pension to Fannie I. A bill (S. 361) to amend section 20 of an act to regulate com- 

Cooper ; merce, to prevent overissues of securities by carriers, and for 

A bill (S. 313) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Harman; A bill (S. 362) providing free passage through the Panama 

A bill (S. 314) granting a pension to Edwin T. Jones; Canal for American ships; to the Committee on Interoceanic 

A bill (8S. 315) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth } Canals. 

Jordan ; A bill (S. 363) to prohibit “ cost-plus ” Government contracts, 

A bill (S. 316) granting an increase of pension to Nathan C. | and to prohibit the payment of commissions for the awarding 

Kelly ; of Government contracts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
A bill (S. 317) granting a pension to Arch Linthicum; A bill (S. 364) to amend section 704 of the act of Congress 
A bill (8. 318) granting an increase of pension to George A. | approved September 8, 1916, entitled “An act to increase the 

Liston ; revenue, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Finance. 
A bill (S. 319) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A, A bill (S. 365) authorizing the appropriation of $50,000 to 

Bracey ; reimburse the city of Renton, in the State of Washington, for 

A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to W. H. Mallow; damages done in the destruction of the outlet of the sewerage 

A bill (S. 321) granting a pension to Kate G. Morris; of that city ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 322) granting a pension to Arzanna Nesbitt; A bill (S. 366) appropriating the sum of $500 for the erection. 

A bill (S. 323) granting a pension to George W. Parks; of a suitable monument over the grave of the Indian “ Spokane 

A bill (S. 324) granting a pension to Harrison Pierson; Garry ”; 

A bill (S. 325) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. A bill (S. 367) providing additional time for the payment of 
Porter ; purchase money under homestead entries within the former 
A bill (S. 326) granting an increase of pension to America | Colville Indian Reservation, Wash.; and 
é Postelwait ; A bill (S. 368) to cancel the allotment of Davie Skootah on 
* A bill (S. 327) granting an increase of pension to Enoch | the Lummi Reservation, Wash., and reallot the lands included 


| 
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Roberts ; 
A bill (S. 828) granting a pension to Solomon P. Stalnaker ; 
A bill (S. 329) granting a pension to Joseph Stevens; 
A bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Willis Gray Southerland ; 
A bill (S, 331) granting a pension to Edgar Travis; 
A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Cale Trippett; 
A bill (S. 833) granting a pension to Henry Washington ; 
A bill (S. 334) granting an increase of pension to David D. 
Arnold ; 
~ A bill (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to Fannie R. 
Wells; 





therein; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 369) for the relief of Napoleon Le Clerc; 

A bill (S. 370) providing for second homestead and desert- 
land entries; 

A bill (S. 371) to establish the Mount Baker National Park, 
in the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 372) for the relief of Frederick W. Seidell; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 373) appropriating $24,000 for providing and in- 
stalling in the harbor of Seattle, Wash., four mooring buoys for 
the use of the Government; to the Committee on Commerce. 
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A bill (S. 374) fixing eight hours as the standard day’s work 
for all lumber mills, logging camps, or other woodworking es- 
tablishments whose products enter interstate commerce; and 

A bill (S. 375) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
the liability of common carriers by railroad to their employees 
in certain cases,” approved April 22, 1908; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. : 

A bill (S. 376) for the relief of certain retired noncommis- 
sioned officers of the United States Army who were recalled to 
active service during the war with Germany and commissioned 
as officers ; 

A bill (S. 377) for the relief of John Morrow; 

A bill (S. 378) authorizing the President to appoint John K. 
Hume a first lieutenant of Cavalry, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 379) for the relief of James Gloster ; 

A bill (S. 380) for the relief of Wellington F. Larabee; 

A bill (S. 381) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to 
John D. Sherwood, of Spokane, Wash., the right. to overflow 
certain lands on the Fort George Wright Military Reservation 
at Spokane, Wash., and to accept the conveyance to the United 
States of other lands to be designated by the Secretary of War 
and suitable for a rifle range in exchange for the land so over- 
flowed; 

A bill (S. 382) authorizing the Secretary of War, upon the 
request of the governor of a State, to designate one or more 
commissioned officers of the United States Army to cooperate 
with the school authorities of the State in the establishment and 
proper conduct in any of the public schools of the State of the 
so-called Wyoming plan of military and physical training ac- 
cording to the system prepared by Lieut. E. Z. Steever, United 
States Army, and recommended by the War College Division of 
the General Staff Corps, United States Army ; 

A bill (S. 383) authorizing the President to appoint Frank B. 
Lawson a first lieutenant in the Regular Army; and 

A bill (S. 384) authorizing the President to appoint J. Ben- 
jamin Hayes a first lieutenant in the Regular Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 385) for the purchase of land and water rights on 
the Okanogan irrigation project, to relieve settlers, and to in- 
sure an adequate water supply; and 

A bill (S. 386) providing for the survey and reclamation of 
arid, swamp, and logged-off lands within the continental limits 
of the United States and the sale of same upon a system of de- 
ferred payments to soldiers and other citizens; to the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 387) for the relief of Albert J. Weber ; 

A bill (S. 388) for the relief of L. H. Phipps; 

A bill (S. 389) for the relief of C. P. Zent; and 

A bill (S. 390) for the relief of Peter McKay; to the Com- 
ittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 391) granting a pension to Rolla King; 

A bill (S. 392) granting a pension to John Leonard; 

A bill (S. 393) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Mullen; 

A bill (S. 394) granting a pension to Jack Sommer; 

A bill (S. 395) granting an increase of pension to John Barker ; 

A bill (S. 396) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Wilcox; 

A bill (S. 397) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Bonney ; 

A bill (8. 
Holmes ; 

A bill 
Reiman ; 

A bill 
Gilbert; 

A bill (S. 401) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
King; 

A bill (S. 402) to pension widows and minor children of officers 
and enlisted men who served in the War with Spain, Philippine 
insurrection, or in China; 

A bill (S. 403) granting an increase of pension to Chase 
Cummins; 

A bill (S. 404) 
Eyler; 

A bill (S. 405) 
Coen: 

A bill (S. 406) 
Higby; 

A bill (S. 407) granting a pension to Mary A. Shaffer; and 

A bill (S. 408) granting an increase of pension to Anton Law- 
rence; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 409) to consent to the proposed compact or agree- 
ment between the States of New Jersey and New York for the 
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398) granting a pension to Catherin Arminty 


(S. 399) granting an increase of pension to John 


(S. 400) granting an increase of pension to Susie M. 


granting an increase of pension to Hugh L. 
granting an increase of pension to Simeon L. 


granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
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construction, operation, repair,-and maintenance of a tunnel or 
tunnels under the Hudson River between the cities of Jersey, 
City and New York; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 410) for the relief of Roland S. Robbins; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (8S. 411) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to certify certain findings of fact, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 412) to transfer Frederick W. Cobb from the list of 
chief machinists, United States Navy, temporary lieutenant, 
United States Navy, to the list of chief pay clerks, United States 
Navy, temporary lieutenant, Pay Corps, United States Navy; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (8. 413) for the relief of Canadian Car & Foundry Co. 
(Ltd.) ; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 414) for the relief of Edward B. Fox, administrator 
of the last surviving partner of the firm of Child, Pratt & Fox; 
and . . 

A bill (S. 415) for the relief of the owners of lighter No. 128; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 416) providing for the construction of bridges and 
culverts or roads under reclamation projects; to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 417) for the relief of Henry Wagner; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (8S. 418) to amend the act entitled “An act to amend 
sections 2275 and 2276 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, providing for the selection of lands for educational pur- 
poses in lieu of those appropriated ; 

A bill (S. 419) to permit the State of Wyoming to relinquish 
to the United States lands heretofore selected and to select 
other lands from the public domain in lieu thereof; 

A bill (S. 420) providing for the extension of time for the 
reclamation of certain lands in the State of Wyoming under 
the Carey Act (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 421) granting to the State of Wyoming 2,000,000 
acres of public land to aid in the maintenance of a system of 
public roads (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 422) granting an increase of pension to Abbie C. 
Moore; , 

A bill (S. 423 
Driscoll; and 

A bill (S. 424) granting an increase of pension:to Henry B. 
Lake; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 425) to establish the Zion National Park in the 
State of Utah; 

A bill (S. 426) for the relief of Ira W. Hatch; 

A bill (S. 427) to consolidate certain forest lands within the 
Cache National Forest, Utah, and to add certain lands thereto; 

A bill (S. 428) for the relief of Thomas Sevy; 

A bill (S. 429) to authorize an exchange of lands with Henry 
Blackburn ; and 

A bill (S. 430) to authorize the exchange of certain lands 
within the Fishlake National Forest, Utah; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. . 

A bill (S. 481) to increase the cost of the public building at 
Spanish Fork, Utah; 

A bill (S. 432) to provide for the erection of a publie build- 
ing at Price, Utah; 

A bill (S. 433) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Bingham Canyon, in the 
State of Utah; 

A bill (S. 434) for the purchase of a post-office site at Cedar 
City, Utah; 

A bill (S. 4385) for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building at St. George, Utah ; 

A bill (S. 436) for the purchase of a post-office site at Tre- 
monton, Utah; 

A bill (S. 487) for the purchase of a post-office site at Mount 
Pleasant, Utah ; 

A bill (S. 438) to increase the cost of the public building at 
Park City, Utah; 

A bill (S. 439) to increase the cost of the public building at 
Vernal, Utah; 

A bill (S. 440) to increase the cost of the public building at 
Eureka, Utah; and 

A bill (S. 441) to authorize the appropriation of $50,000 for 
the erection of a public building at Nephi, Utah; to the Corf- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
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A bill (S. 442) providing for the leasing of arid lands which 
are irrigable, belonging to Indian allottees, and fixing the 
maximum time for which such leases may run; and 

A bill (S. 443) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims arising from Indian depredations,’ approved 
January 11, 1915”; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 444) providing for acquiring a site and erecting a 
national memorial to irrigation at Salt Lake City, Utah; to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bili (S. 445) for the relief of William B. Lancaster; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 446) to make April 6 in each year a national holi- 
day, to be called liberty day ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 477) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An 
act to pensio: the survivors of certain Indian wars from Jan- 


ary 1, 1859, to January, 1891, inclusive, and for other purposes,” 


approved March 4, 1917; 

A bill (S. 448) to increase the pensions of widows of men 
who served in the War with Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 449) to increase the pensions of Army nurses; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: 

A bill (S. 450) to provide for an independent audit of the 
departmental accounts, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 451) to transfer the Coast Guard from the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury to the Department of the Navy; 

A bill (S. 452) to transfer the Secret Service from the De- 
partment of the Treasury to the Department of Justice; 

A bill (S. 453) to transfer the Office of the Supervising 
Architect from the Department of the Treasury to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior ; 

A bill (S. 454) to transfer the Public Health Service from 
the Department of the Treasury to the Department of the In- 
terior ; 

A bill (S. 455) to transfer the Bureau of War Risk Insurance 
from the Department of the Treasury to the Department of the 
Interior; and 

A bill (S. 456) to provide for the coordination, revision, and 
unification of the annual departmental estimates, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 457) to establish a new judicial circuit of the United 
States with a circuit court of appeals, hereafter to be called the 
tenth circuit; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 458) to reimburse Capt. K. E. Kern, Fifty-fourth 
Infantry, for certain expenditures; and 

A bill (S. 459) for the relief of W. K. Ellis; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 460) to raise revenue by taxing certain articles of 
food held in cold storage; and 

A bill (S. 461) to reduce the tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 462) to increase the cost of the public building at 
Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 463) for thé reduction of postage on first-class mail 
matter; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 464) reappointing Edgar C. Campbell as pay clerk 
in Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, with rank of 
second lieutenant; 

A bill (S. 465) tendering the thanks of Congress to Gen. 
John J. Pershing, United States Army, and the officers and 
men under his command, and to Maj. Gen. Enoch H. Crowder, 
provost marshal general, and the members of the local and dis- 
trict boards throughout the United States, Alaska, Hawaii, and 
Porto Rico; 

A bill (S. 466) to provide relief for commissioned officers, 
noncommissioned officers, and enlisted persons in the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, and the Army Nurse Corps; 

A bill (S. 467) for the relief of Barneybas Lastridge; 

A bill (S. 468) to correct the military record of E. D. Jud- 
kins; - 

A bill (S. 469) to authorize the reinstatement of honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors to former positions in Govern- 
ment service and restoration to eligible register of the names of 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors; 

A bill (S. 470) for the relief of Charles Lee Baker ; 

A bill (S. 471) for the appointment of an inspector of na- 
tional parks and cemeteries; 

A bill (S. 472) to establish and maintain military-training 
colleges in the several States of the Union, in Alaska, and in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill, (S. 473) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
to the town of Murfreesboro, Tenn., five condemned bronze or 
brass cannon or fieldpieces and suitable outfit of cannon balls; 
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A bill (S. 474) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the town of Murfreesboro, Tenn., two condemned bronze or brass 
cannon or fieldpieces and suitable outfit of cannon balls; 

A bill (S. 475) for the relief of National Guard officers; 

A bill (S. 476) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Trenton, Tenn., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
and 

A bill (S. 477) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Lewisburg, Tenn., three German cannon; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
sae bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

art; 

A bill (S. 479) granting an increase of pension to Sarah M, 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 480) granting a pension to Nancy Cook; 

A bill (S. 481) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hawkins; 

A bill (S. 482) granting a pension to Eva Durham; 

A bill (S. 483) granting a pension to Emil K. Schroeder ; 

A bill (S. 484) granting a pension to Susan E. Nash; 

A bill (S. 485) granting a pension to Walter L. Jewell; 

— (S. 486) granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
Nash; 

A bill (S. 487) granting an increase of pension to J. S. 
Driggs ; 

A bill (S. 488) granting a pension to Catherine N. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 489) granting a pension to L. F. Pampe; 

A bill (S. 490) granting a pension to Albert M. Griffith; 

A bill (S. 491) granting a pension to James Besheers; and 

A bill (S. 492) granting a pension to George W. Hacker; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 493) providing for an additional session of the Con- 
gress on the 5th day of March following the election of such 
Congress ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 494) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the ‘establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance in the 
Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 1914, and an act 
in amendment thereto approved October 6, 1917; to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 495) for the relief of Waiston H. Brown, sole sur- 
viving partner of the firm of Brown, Howard & Co., and of the 
Philadelphia & Reading Coal & Iron Co.; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 496) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry D. Geddings; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 497) to increase the area of the United States 
Botanic Garden in the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (S. 498) to create the World War memorial commission, 
and for other purposes ; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 499) to donate a gun or howitzer to the city of 
Dover, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 500) to correct the military record of Samuel C. 
Rowe; 

A bill (S. 501) to donate a gun or howitzer to the town of 
Plaistow, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 502) to donate a gun or howitzer to the city of 
Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 508) to donate a gun or howitzer to the town of 
Claremont, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 504) to donate a gun or howitzer to the town of 
Bennington, in the State of New Hampshire; and 

A bill (S. 505) to donate a gun or howitzer to the town of 
Littleton, in the State of New Hampshire; tn the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 506) granting a pension to Hattie M. Cosgriff (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 507) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Fletcher (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 508) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Bou- 
dette (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 509) granting privilege of the floor and right to par- 
ticipate in debate to heads of executive departments and other 
officers ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 510) authorizing the Secretary of War to erect a 
monument at Valparaiso, Chile; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

A bill (S. 511) for the improvement of navigation of the 
Connecticut River and authorizing the Connecticut River Co. 
to relocate and construct a dam in said river above the village 
of Windsor Locks, in the State of Connecticut ; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 512) for the relief of Lester A. Rockwell; 
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A bill (S. 513) to correct the military record, of Walter H. 
Hutchinson ; 

A bill (S. 514) for the relief of Henry E. Williams ; 

A bill (S. 515) to correct the military record of Charles K. 
Bond, alias Kimball W. Rollins; 

A bill (S. 516) for the relief of John M. Squire; 

A bill (S. 517) for the relief of Joseph Wygant ; 

A bill (S. 518) for the relief of Charles Yarrington ; 

A bill (8. 519) for the velief of Edward Shannon ; 

A bill (S. 520) to grant medals to survivors and heirs of volun- 
teers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party ; 

A bill (S. 521) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Waterbury, Conn., three German cannons or field- 
pieces ; and 

A bill (S. 522) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Enfield, Conn., three German cannons or fieldpieces ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 523) for the relief of the estate of Philip Halsey 
Remington ; 

A bill (8S. 524) for the relief of Mrs. Jarvis M. Williams; 

A bill (S. 525) for the relief of James Gilfillan ; 

A bill (S. 526) for the relief of the heirs of Paul Noyes; 

A bill (S. 527) for the relief of Charles J. Fuller; 

A bill (S. 828) for the relief of Joshua A. Fessenden and 
others; and 

A bill (S. 529) for the relief of the heirs of Adam and Noah 
Brown; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 530) granting an increase of pension to Ralph 
Kent, jr.; 

A bill (S. 531) granting a pension to Joseph Povencher, jr. ; 

A bill (S. 532) granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 
Ralph ; 

A bill (S. 533) granting an increase of pension to Rosanna 
Miller ; 

A bill (S. 534) granting an increase of pension to David 
Burns; 

A bill (S. 5385) granting an increase of pension to William 

3rant; 

A bill (S. 536) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Winter; 

A bill (S. 587) granting an increase of pension to Marietta 
Silvernail ; 

A bill (S. 538) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Atwood; 

A bill (S. 5389) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Chappell ; 

A bill (S. 540) granting a pension to Conrad Hockenberger ; 

A bill (S. 541) granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Crowe; 

A bill (S. 542) granting an increase of pension to Sherman E. 
Deming; 

A bill (S. 543) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Garthwaite ; 

A bill (S. 544) granting an increase of pension to Milo K. 
Gray (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 545) granting a pension to Terrence O’Connor; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 546) to repeal the so-called daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) authorizing the President 
of the United States to cause to be struck bronze medals com- 
memorating the winning of the World War and the valor of 
our military forces and to distribute and present such medals 
to the officers and men of our land, sea, and air forces; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 3) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 4) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

3vy Mr. POINDEXTER: : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 6) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 7) to amend the census act of 
March 3, 1919; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. KING: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 8) relative to claims of citizens 
of the United States against the Republic of Mexico; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 9) relating to transfer of con- 
trol of telegraph, telephone, marine cable, and radio systems; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 10) to return the telephone, 
telegraph, and marine cable systems to the owners thereof, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 11) creating a commission to 
report a plan for a national budget system; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A. joint resolution (S. J. Res. 12) creating a commission to 
report upon ways and means of securing a national budget 
system, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 13) changing the name of the 
Panama Canal to the Roosevelt Canal; to the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) to repeal sections 628 and 
904, respectively, of the revenue act approved February 24, 1919; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CALDER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 15) providing a commission to 
consider the question of the adoption of a zone system for the 
construction of buildings in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 16) creating offices of congres- 
sional examiners; to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 17) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to accept resignations of officers and to grant dis- 
charges to enlisted men in the Army under certain conditions; 
and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 18) providing for a review of 
the findings of courts-martial convened during the war with 
Germany ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JONES of Washington submitted an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $50,000,000 to resume and prosecute work 
on projects and units thereof, under the reclamation act, stopped 
during the war, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered 
to be printed. 

SENATOR FROM MICHIGAN. 


Mr. POMERENE. I offer a resolution which I ask to have 
read for the information of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The resolution (S. Res. 11) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 


Whereas charges and countercharges of excessive and illegal expendi- 
tures of money and of unlawful practices have been made in connec- 
tion with the election of a Senator from the State of Michigan, which 
election was held on the 5th day of November, 1918: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to 
investigate the said charges and countercharges or excessive and illegal 
expenditures of money -and of unlawful practices in connection with 
the said election of a Senator from the State of Michigan and to take 
possession of the ballots, poll books, tally sheets, and all other docu- 
ments and records relating to the said election; and the Sergeant at 
Arms of the Senate and his deputies and assistants be, and they are 
hereby, instructed to carry out the directions of the said Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommittee thereof, in that behalf ; 
and that the said Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and it is hereby, directed to proceed with all 
convenient speed to take all necessary steps for the preservation of the 
said ballots, poll books, tally sheets, and other documents, and to recount 
the said ballot, and to take and preserve all evidence as to the various 
matters alleged in the said charges and countercharges and of any 
alleged fraud, irregularity, and excessive and illegal expenditures of 
money and of any unlawtul practices in the said election and primary 
and as to the intimidation of voters or other facts affecting the result 
of said election ; and be it : 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or 
any subcommittee thereof, be authorized to sit during the sessions of 
the Senate and during any recess of the Senate or of the Congress and 
to hold its sessions at such place or places as it shall deem most con- 
venient for the purposes of the investigation, and to have full power 
to subpeena parties and witnesses and to require the production of all 
papers, books, and documents and other evidence relating to the said 
investigation, and to employ clerks and stenographers at a cost not to 
excced $1 per printed page to take and make a record of all evidence 
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taken and received by the committee and to keep a record of its pro- 
ceedings, and to have such evidence, records, and others matter required 
by the committee printed ; and be it 

Resolved further, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, and his 
deputies and assistants are hereby required to attend the said Committee 
on Privileges and Election, or any subcommittee thereof, and to execute 
its directions; that the chairman or any member of the committee be, 
and is hereby, empowered to administer oaths ; that each of the parties 
to the said contest be entitled to representatives and attorneys at the 
recount and the taking of evidence ; that all disputed ballots and records 
be preserved so that final action may be had ther¢on by the full com- 
mittee and the Senate; that the committee may appoint subcommittees 
of one or more members to represent the committee at the various places 
in the making of the recount and the taking of evidence, and the com- 
mittee may appoint such supervisors of the recount as it poe deem 
best; and that the committee may adopt and enforce such rules and 
regulations for the conduct of the recount and the taking of evidence 
as it may deem wise, not inconsistent with this resolution; and that 
the committee shall report to the Senate as early as may be and, from 
time to time, if it deems best, submit all the testimony and the result 
of the recount and of the investigation ; and be it 

Resolwed further, That the expenses incurred in the carrying out of 
these resolutions shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 
upon youchers ordered by the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
and approved by the chairmas of the committee. 

TREATY OF PEACE. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I offer a resolution and ask 
for its immediate hearing. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let the resolution be read first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 12) was read, as follows: 
Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to 

the representatives of Germany; and 
Whereas a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the 

United States and our people are entitled to know its full contents 

— to what, if any, engagements they may have been committed ; 

an 
Whereas it is reported in the press that the entire treaty has been 

cabled to the State Department and is now in the possession of the 

State Department: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
forthwith to transmit to the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace 
pe ay see at the Paris conference and delivered to the representatives 
of Germany. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask the Senator from California 
if he will not withhold his request for the consideration of this 
resolution until Senators may be allowed to introduce certain 
bills? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I object to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule and be printed. 

UNITED STATES SOLDIERS IN SIBERIA, 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I offer another 
resolution and ask unanimous consent for its adoption imme- 
diately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 13) was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is reported in the public press that 8,000 United States sol- 
diers are to be sent to Siberia; an 

Whereas the purposes for which the said soldiers are dispatched to 
Siberia are undisclosed and unknown : Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State and the Secretary of War be, 
and they are hereby, requested immediately to inform the Senate of the 
reasons for sending 8,000 United States soldiers to Siberia, what duties 
are there to be performed by these soldiers, how long they are to remain, 
and generally to advise the Senate of the policy of the United States 
Government in respect to Siberia and the maintenance of United States 
soldiers therein. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I object, Mr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule and be printed. 
PROPOSED COMMITTEE ON AERONAUTICS. 


Mr. NEW. I offer a resolution and ask unanimous consent 
for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 14) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules is hereby authorized and 
directed to report a committee of the Senate to be known as the com- 
mittee on aeronautics, the general purpose and functions of which shall 
be to consider all matters appertaining to aircraft and aviation. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I do not think the 
rules, under their express terms, can be amended in that way. 
The rules require their amendment by formal notice of a pur- 
pose to submit an amendment to them; and I make the point 
of order against the resolution. 








Mr. LODGE. It is simply a request to refer a resolution to a 
committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Oh, no; it is a direction to the com- 
mittee to bring in a particular character of rule. 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution of the Senator from Indiana, 
as I understood it when I heard it read, proposes to give in- 
structions to a committee of the Senate to consider a certain 
matter. The committee has the right to bring in a rule. The 
day’s notice comes before the rule is brought in. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But I do not think the committee 
could be directed to report a rule. I suggest, Mr. President, that 
the resolution be read again, 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution can be perfectly well changed 
to meet the objection of the Senator from Georgia. -All that the 
Senator from Indiana has to do is to state the rule which he 
wishes to change. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I make the point of order against its 
immediate consideration, at any rate. I ask that the resolution 
may go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
objection, and in the meantime the Chair will endeavor to find 
out whether or not it is subject to a point of order. 


TREATY OF PEACE, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I submit a resolution and ask that 
it be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 15) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and hereby is, 
requested to secure for the Senate of the United States a copy of the 
proposed treaty of peace delivered to the German plenipotentiaries on 
May 7, 1919. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ASHURST. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the 
rule. 

PENINSULA OF LOWER CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. ASHURST. I offer a Senate resolution which I ask may 
be read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The resolution (S. Res. 16) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby respect- 
fully requested to open negotiations with the Republic of Mexico for 
the purchase of the peninsula of Lower California and for the purchase 
of that tract of land in the State of Sonora, Republic of Mexico, ap- 
proximating in area 10,000 square miles, and lying north of the 
parallel of 31° 20’ north latitude. 


MISS ALICE WOOD. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, a short time ago 
one of the teachers in the District of Columbia, Miss Alice 
Wood, was suspended for a week. Some charges were made to 
the effect that she was teaching Bolshevism in the schools. I 
have no defense for Bolshevism. I think if she were teaching 
Bolshevism in the schools she ought to have heen dismissed 
instead of being suspended. 

Charges have been made that she was not given a proper 
hearing. Charges have been made indicating that very auto- 
cratic action was taken and rather secret proceedings had. I 
do not know whether that is true or not. If that is true, we 
have the essence of Bolshevism in high places, and the practice 
of Bolshevism by those in authority is as bad, if not worse, 
than is the preaching of Bolshevism. 

All I know is that Miss Wood was assured by the superin- 
tendent of schools of the District of Columbia that the hearing 
she had been invited to attend was simply an informal hearing 
and an inquiry of a friendly character. I know that much 
myself. A short time after the hearing there appeared under 
large headlines statements given out by the board or by the 
superintendent putting Miss Wood in a very unpatriotic light 
and position and setting out the action of the board. Only two 
members of the board were present at the meeting attended by 
Miss Wood. She was never called before the board. She had 
no opportunity te refute any charges before the board, and did 
not know ‘hat she was being prosecuted. 

I think we ought to know the facts with reference to this inci- 
dent, and so I am presenting a resolution authorizing the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia or some subcommittee 
thereof to investigate the matter. I ask that the resolution may 
be read, and then I suppose it will have to go to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution (S. Res. 17) was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, directed to investigate and 
ascertain the facts relative to the suspension by the Board of Educa- 
tion of the District of Columbia of Miss Alice Wood, a teacher in the 
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schools of the District, and report the same to the Senate with its 
mendations ; 

‘ gation authorized to subp@na witnesses, send for persons, 
books, and papers, to administer oaths and take all steps necessary to 
ascertain tke facts, and to employ such stenographic help as may be 
necessary at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and the 
committee or any subcommitte thereof may sit during the sessions or 
recess of the Senate in conducting such investigation. 


UNITED STATES MILITARY OPERATIONS IN RUSSIA. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. I submit a resolution which I ask may 
be read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 





recom- 
i the committee or any. Subcommittee conducting such 
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The resolution (S. Res. 18) was read and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Whereas the Constitution provides that the President shall from time 
to time inform the Senate of the state of the Union: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the President is requested to inform the Senate what 

plan, purpose, and policy has been adopted by the executive branch of 

the Government as to the military operations now being conducted by the 

United States Army in Russia ; whether these operations are against the 

all-Russian Government at Omsk or against the Bolshevist party in con- 

trol at Moscow; and if against either of these governments, to what 





extent it is proposed to proceed to carry out by force the objects of said 
several military expeditions; and to inform the Senate, if said expe- 





ditions have a military object, why the number of troops therein has 

en so limited and is so inadequate that it is impossible to accomplish 
such purpose, or any purpose; and that the only and inevitable result 
if said expeditions with inadequate numbers, and with no plan or pur- 


pose of policy or campaign, is the needless hardship, suffering, loss of 
life of men conscripted into the United States Army for the war with 
my, and vast expenditures from the Treasury of the United 


tyermia 
States, without the possibility of beneficial results. 
CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resclution (S. Res. 19), 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
Resolved, That the President is requested to open negotiations through 
diplomatic channels with Mexico for the appointment of a joint high 
r n on the part of the United States and upon the part of Mexico, 
1 shall be authorized to consider, liquidate, and settle claims made 
the citizens of the United States to recover damages suffered on ac- 
t of the delinquency of the Government of Mexico. 
REPEAL OF REVENUE LAW. 
Mr. KING submitted the following resolution 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance: 
Resolved, That it be the sense of the Senate that sections 630 and 904 
f the act entitled “An act to provide revenue, and for other purposes,” 
: ‘ebruary 24, 1919, be repealed. 


INDIAN LANDS IN UTAH. 
submitted the following resolution 
referred to the Committee on 


missio 





(S. Res. 20), 








KING 
h was 
‘orestry : 
reas in the counties of Duchesne and Uinta, in the State of Utah, 
there is a large body of Indian lands known as Indian grazing lands, 
which has not been allotted in severalty to the Indians of the Ute 
Tribe, which lands adjoin the Ashley National Forest in the State of 
Utah; and 
Whereas said lands are valuable for grazing purposes and contain areas 
which are also specially adapted to agricultural use and occupation ; 
nd 
Whereas said lands are not being utilized for any beneficial purpose and 
_are excluded from the use of the white settlers in said counties; and . 
Whereas the said Indians for whose use said lands have ostensibly been 
set apart are unable to occupy or make any economic or beneficial use 
f the same; and 
Whereas said Indians for whose use said Jands have been segregated and 
set apart are not making an economic or adequate use of said lands, 
and will not in the future be able to make an economic or adequate 
ise of said lands: Now, therefore, be it 
_Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, 
directed to report to the Senate the present status of the said so-called 
Indian grazing lands in Duchesne and Uinta Counties, Utah, and what 
means may be taken to extinguish the Indian title to said lands and 
open the same to use, settlement, and occupation, and whether it is con- 
venient and advantageous to add said lands, or any part thereof, to the 
Uinta National Forest. 


GRAZING LANDS IN UTAH, 
Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 22), 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
Whe 
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ARMY OF 500,000 MEN, 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 23), 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Whereas representatives of the United States and the allied Govern- 
ments have met at Paris for the purpose of negotiating terms of 
_ peace between the said Governments and the Central Powers ; and 

Whereas under the law providing for the present military forces of the 
United States most of said forces within a short period after the 


terms of peace have been signed will automatically be released and 
dischar; from military service; and 
Whereas it may be necessary for the United States to maintain mili- 


tary forces in Europe for a considerable period after peace conditions 
have been agreed upon, not only for the purpose of procuring a 
fulfillment of the necessary guaranties exacted from the Central 
Powers but for other proper, legitimate, and imperative reasons; and 

Whereas the unsettled and confused conditions existing throughout the 
world require that provision be made for the safety and security of 
this Nation and its interests, and for such purpose, in addition to 
the maintenance of a strong Navy, an Army of sufficient strength 
and size should be organized: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate legislation should be 
enacted authorizing the organization of an Army of 500,000 men. 


THE NATIONAL GUARD. 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
24), which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, respectfully 
requested to furnish the Senate the names of all National Guard officers 
that have been dismissed from the service since the beginning of the 
present war, by States, together with the rank of each officer and 
the organization to which he belonged, and the dates and causes of 
dismissal. 

CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS TO MILITARY SERVICE, 

Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
25), which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
Whereas during previous months the press of the country published 

articles relative to the release of conscientious objectors from the 

military service and from confinement ; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the War Department considered the matter 
subjectively and authorized that conscientious objectors should be 
given honorable discharges from the military service and become 
entitled to all compensation in arrears at the time of their discharge, 
which compensation was tendered them ; and 

Whereas the people of the United States, and particularly those who 
served faithfully in the military service, are entitled to a complete, 
true, and detailed report of the action of the War Department alleged 
above: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War shall be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish a complete and detailed report of the action taken 
by the War Department affecting conscientious objectors, which report 
shall set forth names, dates of confinement, and dates of discharge, 
amount of compensation tendered each individual, and the character of 
the discharge granted in each instance; said report to be submitted to 
the Senate at the earliest practicable date. 


STANDARD VALUATIONS, 


Mr, THOMAS. By request I offer a concurrent resolution, 
which I ask to have referred to the Committee on Standards, 
Weights, and Measures. 

The concurrent resolution (S. 
the Committee on Standards, 
follows: 


Whereas the lack of uniformity in determining value or relative value 
results at once in general confusion and inequality in taxation bur- 
dens; and 

Whereas a scientific study of the subject by some recognized bureau of 
the General Government would be helpful; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Standards, already established, would seem to be 
best fitted for such research and service: Now therefore be it 


Resolved by the Scnate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Bureau of Standards be, and it hereby is, empowered and 
directed to assign to the special study and investigation of the subject 
of value and relative value men of scientific and practical attainments, 
with the view of making early and comprehensive report on the sub- 
ject to the Congress. ; 

Resolved further, That in addition to suggesting and recommending 
a plan whereby value and relative value of all things shall be deter- 
mined, the bureau shall recommend the manner in which it is believed 
the standard determined upon may be made of uniform application in 
the several States and the lesser political subdivisions, all that in- 
equalities in valuations made for revenue, as well as for all other 


Con. Res. 1) was referred to 
Weights, and Measures, as 


| purposes, may be reduced to the minimum or altogether eliminated. 


Resolved further, That the Bureau of Standards and the men assigned 


| to the investigation of the subject of this resolution shall give to Dr. 


Napoleon Wagner, of Denver, Colo., and other students of relative 
value or the just distribution of the tax burden, not whose dollar but 
each dollar on the same basis to all alike, as they shall offer to sub- 
mit the result of their studies, reasonable opportunity in the premises, 
and, moreover, may ask men of the bureau’s selection to appear and 
present orally or submit in writing that which they believe would be 
ote ee the solution of the world-wide important question of rela- 
tive value. 

Resolved further, That in addition to stabilizing and standardizing 
in the Bureau of Standards, Washington, D. C., the daily purchasing 
power of the value of the present gold dollar or medium of exchange 
equally with all other commodities to be definitely determined by the 
present statistical or improved scientific Federal index numbers—as 
illustrated by the Federal Labor Bureau, the Hon. Samuel Gompers, 
Labor Statistician, enlarged and improved—on the basis of the natural 
use—not the profiteering speculative or os tape artificially forced 
use—of the Federal determined, daily, publicly declared average value 
of each commodity based on the real national supply and demand, ex- 
— as per the daily rate of value of money exchange of pound 
sterling by the Bank of England or by our rate of value of money ex- 
change of the present gold dollar or medium of exchange by the Amer. 
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ican clearing house by regulation and control of the United States Con- 
gress. Thus the value of ee publicly daily declared at 
Washington, D. C., for universal use. 

Resolved further, That the expenditure of the sum of $25,000 in 
furtherance of the investigation contemp]ated herein is hereby au- 
thorized, to be paid from funds not otherwise appropriated. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON DEPARTMENTAL ACCOUNTS, 


Mr. McCORMICK submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution (S. Con. Res. 2), which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules: 


Resolved, That a committee is hereby created to be known as the 
joint committee on departmental accounts, to consist of 15 Members 
from each House cf Congress, the membership to be appointed in the 
usual manner. 

That said committee shall each year receive the departmental accounts, 
with the audit and report of the controller-auditor general thereon ; 
shall submit them to a detailed examination; and shall report to the 
Congress their recommendations in regard to the same not later than 
the Ist day of March of each year. 

That said committee shall not be limited in its examination to the 
soints raised in the audit of the controller-auditor general, but may 
nquire into any question of irregularity, illegality, fraud, waste, loss, 
or other such matters which may arise in connection with the ac- 
counts: Provided, however, That said committee shall not inquire into 
questions relating to the wisdom or the policy of the legislation appro- 
priating the money to which the accounts relate, nor shall it inquire 
into questions of purely an administrative nature. 

That said committee shall have authority to call for all necessary 
documents and papers relating to the departmental accounts, and may 
compel the attendance of witnesses and administer oaths: Provided, 
however, That no witnesses may be called or examined who are not 
employed in the executive departments of the Government. 

That this concurrent resolution shall take effect upon the passage of 
the independent audit bill now pending. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JAMES N. SEIP. 


On motion of Mr. Curtis, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying the bill S. 1278, Sixty-fifth 
Congress, first session, granting an increase of pension to James N. 
Seip, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 


COMMITTEE ON AVIATION AND AERONAUTICS. 


Mr. NEW. Mr. President, I desire at this time to give 
notice that at the next meeting of the Senate I shall move an 
amendment to Rule XXV so as to have it include a provision 
for the appointment of a committee on aviation and aero- 
nauties. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The notice must be in writing, the 
Chair will state to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. NEW. I will reduce it to writing. 

The notice was reduced to writing, as follows: 


Mr. New. Mr. President, I desire at this time to give notice that at 
the next meeting of the Senate I shall move to amend Rule XXV to 
make it include a provision for the appointment of a committee on 
aviation and aeronautics. 


REPORT ON TREATIES OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, at the last session 
of Congress the Senate passed a resolution calling on the Secre- 
tary of State for information with reference to treaties of com- 
merce under which notice had been given for the abrogation 
following certain information. The report of the department 
did not get down before Congress adjourned. The report, how- 
ever, is here. I think it furnishes some information that would 
be of considerable value to the Committee on Commerce in 
considering matters that very likely will come before it. So I 
ask that the report may be printed and referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


COVENANT OF LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 


Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the covenant of the league of nations in its original form, to- 
gether with the address of the President in the presentation of 
it, which has already been printed as a public document, be 
reprinted as a public document containing the amended form of 
the covenant of the league of nations, so that we may have it 
conveniently before us. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The covenant, together with the address of 
the President in presenting the amendments. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will permit me, it ought to be 
printed in parallel columns, I think, to show the different drafts 
side by side. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I think that is a very good suggestion. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is the only way it should be printed. The 
original document could not well be printed with the amend- 
ments incorporated in it. It either ought to be printed by itself 
or else printed in parallel columns, as suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 
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Mr. PITTMAN. I adopted the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask for the adoption of an order that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. My 
object is to give time to the committees on committees of the 
two parties to arrange the standing committees, because until 
they are arranged business is hampered. We have a great deal 
of business that will soon be before us in the way of appropria- 
tion bills requiring immediate attention. Therefore I ask that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, communicated to the Senate the in- 
telligence of the death of Hon. Atsert Estoprnat, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Louisiana, and transmitted resolu- 
tions of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Carr C. VAN Dykg, late a Represen- 
tative from the State of Minnesota, and transmitted resolutions 
of the House thereon. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ALBERT ESTOPINAL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senste 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

IN THE Howse oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 19, 1919. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. ALBERT ESTOPINAL, a Representative from the State of 
Louisiana. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate a copy of these resolutions to 
the Senate. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions 
which I send to the desk and ask for their immediate con- 
sideration. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 26) were read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. ALBErT ESTOPINAL, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CARL C. VAN DYKE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 20, 1919. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Cart C. VAN DYKE, a Representative from the State of 
Minnesota. 

Resolved, That a committee of 18 Members of the House, with such 
amass of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the 
funeral. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the 
provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in con- 
nection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I offer the following resolu- 
tions and ask for their adoption. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 27) were read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. Cart C. VAN DyYkg8, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That a committee of six Senators be appointed by the Vice 
President to join such committee as may be appointed on the part 
of the House of Representatives to attend the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Under the second resolution the Vice President appointed Mr. 
Netson, Mr. Ketitoge, Mr. JoHnson of South Dakota, Mr. 
PHELAN, Mr. WAtsH Of Montana, and Mr. LENroor as the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. : 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect 
to the memory of the deceased Representatives named in the 
resolutions just adopted, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 1? o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, May 23, 
1919, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvurspay, May 20, 1919. 


ise met at 12 o'clock noon. 
lain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the beautiful spirit 
of harmony which prevailed in the opening day of the Sixty- 
sixth Congress, and we most earnestly pray that the spirit of 
brotherly love may follow in the wake of that day’s opening. 
Men who think for themselves and act on their initiative in 
great problems, questions of state, will differ, but we pray that 
the spirit of Americanism may dominate them in their discussion, 
and that the love of home, the love of country, and all that is 
best in us may be guided by the angel of mercy. 

And now. O God, our Father, help us to bend to Thy mighty 
will and believe that what Thou doest Thou doest for the good 
ef mankind. Comfort us, therefore, in the loss of a Member of 
this House who was taken suddenly away; comfort his friends 





and family and bring them together again in thine own good time 
in one of the mansions Thou hast made for Thy children. In 


the name of Christ our Lord. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
preved 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE—WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker,’ I ask unanimous consent that 


House joint resolution 17, proposing an amendment to the Con- |! 


stitution of the United States extending the right of suffrage 
to women, and House joint resolution 18, proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States extending the 
right of suffrage to women, be rereferred from the Committee 
on the Judiciary to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. I do 
this by request of the Committee on Woman Suffrage, which 
met this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent for the change of reference of the joint resolu- 
tions referred to, 17 and 18, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. Is there objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask when the Committee on Woman Suffrage was 
elected? There are no minority members on that committee, 
and I object. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged motion. 
By direction of the Committee on Woman Suffrage, I move that 
House joint resolutions 17 and 18 be taken from the Committee 
on the Judiciary and referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage has not yet been selected by the House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Woman Suffrage 
has not only been elected by the House, but it has met, with a 
majority of the members present, a majority of the entire 13 
members acting. The fact that there are vacancies on that 
committee does not establish that the committee has not been 
elected. There are vacancies, and will be on many committees, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker,.the committees of this House are 
composed of members selected by the majority and the minority. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the committees of the House are elected by 
the House. 

Mr. WALSH. If the majority Members of the House select 
their members of various cOmmittees, and the minority Mem- 
bers of the House have not done so, not only are there vacancies 
on the various committees, but there is a failure to select the 
committee. This Committee on Woman Suffrage has not been 
completed by this House. The mere fact that the minority 
have not selected their representatives on the committee can 
not be said to leave a vacancy only on the committee. The 
committee organization has not been complete*. .nd I submit 
that until the organization of the committees of th : House have 
been completed this motion is not a preferential motion and can 
not be made. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I do. 

Mr. DYER. What would the gentleman say if the minority 
did not select its members fer the Woman Suffrage Committee at 
all? Would the gentleman say that the Woman Suffrage Com- 
mitiee would be unable to proceed with business? 
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Mr. WALSH. I certainly should, until the organization of 
the committees of the House had been completed. That is the 
orderly way and the usual way. Why, of course if that was so, 
if the contention of the gentleman from Missouri and that of the 
gentleman from Illinois was correct, the minority Members who 
have been selected upon committees could hold meetings, report 
out resolutions and bills, have them considered here in the 
House without any representation from the other side whatever, 
and I think—though I do not know—that that is what is at- 
tempted to be done with the woman-suffrage resolution in this 
case. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair is 
of the opinion that when a majority of a committee has been 
elected by the House that committee is duly constituted, and 
whether it is usual or ordinary or expedient is a matter for the 
House to judge. The gentleman from Illinois moves, by direc- 
tion of the committee, the change of reference from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. . 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 211, noes 12. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker 
the SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New Jersey rise? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent for the change of 
reference of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] introduced the bill H. R. 261, a bill 
to provide for the retirement of superannuated civil employees 
of the Government on annuity. This bill was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The subject 
matter is clearly within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. I am further informed that the 
introducer of the bill [Mr. Sms] indorsed the bill himself for 
reference to the Committee on Reform in the Civil ‘Service, and 
the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce does not claim jurisdiction. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, that is correct. As the gentleman 
from New Jersey stated, I did so mark the bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, we could not hear the 
request. : 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman who introduced the bill if 
this is the same measure which was in the last Congress re- 
ported out by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, and whether it provides for its administration under 
the Bureau of War Risk Insurance? 

Mr. SIMS. It is exactly the bill, word for word, as reported 
by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce during 
the last session of the Sixty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I would like to ask why the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce does not have jurisdiction? 

Mr. SIMS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the chief object 
and purpose of the bill is to provide for retirement pay for 
the civil employees of the Government, and the providing for 
the law to be administered by the Bureau of War Risk Insur- 
ance is merely an administrative matter and is not the subject 
matter or the chief object and purpose of the bill. The sub- 
stance of the bill is to create a law retiring these civilian 
employees and providing for retirement pay for them, and 
therefore I did not think the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce was entitled to jurisdiction of the subject 
matter, and do not think so now. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall object for to-day. I 
want to look into the matter further. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Minnesota desires to correct the REcoRD? : 

Mr. MADDEN. I thought I had been recognized. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill H. R. 274, a bill to provide returned soldiers 
with land, be taken from the Committee on Appropriations and 
be given to the Committee on Banking and Currency, to which 
it properly belongs. It is a mistake in reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill in reference to land for returned 
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soldiers be taken from the Committee on Appropriations and 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear a 
thing over here, and nobody knows what that bill is. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire by what right the bill should go to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may be permitted to address the House for one hour on next 
Monday, immediately after the reading of the Journal, on 
America in the war. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to address the House next Monday, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, for one hour. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman state the subject? 

The SPEAKER. America in the war. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

LEAVE TO FILE A MINORITY REPORT. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] and the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. SAUNDERS], though not yet elected members of 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage, have leave to file minority 
views on House joint resolution No. 1, reported this morning 
from the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, what happened to 
the request of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KNuTSON] 
about that bill? 

The SPEAKER. That was objected to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to serve notice on the 
House that I am going to object to everything if there is not 
enough order so that the ordinary Member can hear. 

REFERENCE OF CERTAIN BILLS. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, during the last Con- 
gress, as the House will remember, there was a very important 
bill pending on the calendar providing for homes and work for 
returning soldiers, sailors, and marines. I introduced the bill 
I refer to, which was H. R. 15998. I. is the Secretary Lane 
reclamation measure. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we have not disposed of this other 
matter yet. 

The SPEAKER. That was agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I thought that matter was dis- 
posed of. 

The bill was referred in the last Congress to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands, and as the chairman of that com- 
mittee I reported the bill to the House. On yesterday there 
were some half dozen bills introduced in the House that are 
practically identical copies of that bill. All of those bills but 
one have been referred, I think erroneously, to the Public Lands 
Committee. One of those bills, introduced by Mr. Byrnes of 
South Carolina, was referred to the Committee on Irrigation. 
The bill of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpbert] and 
of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris] and the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Raker] and my own bill, which 
I reintroduced, and the other similar bills that were introduced 
were all referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and I 
feel that they all ought to be rereferred to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands because this is not a public domain 
matter. It is a great governmental irrigation and reclamation 
matter. I ask, then, so far as my own bill is concerned, H. R. 
457, that it be referred to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, the committee that considered the same bill in the last 
Congress. I think all the other similar bills ought also to go 
to that committee. The Public Lands Committee has no right 
to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Taytor] 
asks unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 457 be rereferred 
from the Committee on the Public Lands to the Committee on 
Irrigation. Is there objection? 

Mr. SINNOTT. I object. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMDERS, 





The SPEAKER. 


not sworn in yesterday, they will now present themselves and 
be sworn. 
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Mr. Jones of Texas, Mr. JAcoway, Mr. Blackmon, Mr. Sux- 
NERS of Texas, Mr. Newton of Missouri, Mr. McCPHERsON, Mr. 
Baska, and Mr. Mooney presented themselves at the bar of the 
House and took the oath of office, administered by the Speaker. 

PRIVILEGES OF FLOOR TO COMMISSIONERS FROM PHILIPPINES, 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, there is no pro- 
vision under the rules of the House—— 

-Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
will proceed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, there is no pro- 
vision under the rules of the House extending the privileges of 
the floor to the Resident Commissioners from the Philippine 
Islands. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the privileges 
of the floor be extended during this Congress, or until the rules 
of the House provide formally for those privileges, to the said 
commissioners. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield to 











| the gentleman from Missouri? 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. Will not the gentleman also include the Com- 
missioner from Porto Rico? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The rules of the House provide 
for the privileges of the floor for the Resident Commissioner 
from Porto Rico. 

Mr. CANNON. How many Resident Commissioners are there 
from the Philippine Islands for whom you desire the privileges 
of the floor? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Two. 

Mr. CANNON. Has that been the rule heretofore? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It has. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
asks unanimous consent that the privileges of the floor be ex- 
tended to the Commissioner$S from the Philippine Islands. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY PRESIDENT. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the committee, consisting of 
Messrs. JAMES R. MANN, CHAMP CLARK, and F. W. MOoNDELL, 
appointed by the House to notify the President that a quorum 
of each House is assembled and that Congress is ready to re- 
ceive any communication he may be pleased to make, begs leave 
to report that it has communicated with the President, that the 
President has expressed his thanks for the notification, and in- 
formed the committee that he will address the Congress in 
writing. 

PETITION FOR WITHDRAWING TROOPS FROM RUSSIA. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

“Mr. MASON. To present a petition sent by 70,000 people to 
the President and the Congress asking that our troops be re- 
turned from Russia. I present it at the request of the mothers 
and wives of the soldiers in that country; and I ask unanimous 
consent that the Clerk forward these petitions to the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McARTHUR. Reserving the 
Speaker 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the House has before it a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States. I suggest that 
the regular order of business be transacted. 

Mr. MASON. I can not hear the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Latta, 
one of his secretaries. 

ANNUAL MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read by the 
Clerk of the House: 





right to object, Mr. 





GENTLEMEN OF THE ConGrESS: I deeply regret my inability to 
be present at the opening of the extraordinary session of the 
Congress. It still seems to be my duty to take part in the 
counsels of the peace conference and contribute what I can to 


If there are any Members present who were | the solution of the innumerable questions to whose settlement 


it has had to address itself: for they are questions which affect 
the peace of the whole world and from them, therefore, the 
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United States cannot stand apart. I deemed it my duty to call 
the Congress togethér at this time because it was not wise to 
postpone longer the provisions which must be made for the sup- 
port of the government. Many of the appropriations which are 
absolutely necessary for the maintenance of the government and 
the fulfillment of its varied obligations for the fiscal year 1919- 
1920 have not yet been made; the end of the present fiscal year 
is at hand; and action upon these appropriations can no longer 
be prudently delayed. It is necessary, therefore, that I should 
immediately call your attention to this critical need. It is 
hardly necessary for me to urge that it may receive your prompt 
attention. 

I shall take the liberty of addressing you on my return on the 
subjects which have most engrossed our attention and the 
attention of the world during these Iast anxious months, since 
the armistice of last November was signed, the international 
settlements which must form the subject matter of the present 
treaties of peace and of our national action in the immediate 
future. It would be premature to discuss them or to express a 
judgment about them before they are brought to their complete 
formulation by the agreements which are now being sought at 
the table of the conference. I shall hope to lay them before you 
in their many aspects so soon as arrangements have been 
reached. 

I hesitate to venture any opinion or press any recommenda- 
tion with regard to domestic legislation while absent from the 
United States and out of daily touch with intimate sources of 
information and counsel. I am conscious that I need, after so 
long an absence from Washington, to seek the advice of those 
who have remained in constant contact with domestic prob- 
lems and who have known them close at hand from day to day; 
and I trust that it will very soon be possible for me to do so, 
But there are several questions pressing for consideration to 
which I feel that I may, and indeed must, even now direct your 
attention, if only in general terms. In speaking of them I shall, 
I dare say, be doing little more than speak your own thoughts, 
I hope that I shall speak your own judgment also. 

The question which stands at thé front of all others in every 
country amidst the present great awakening is the question of 
labour; and perhaps I can speak of it with as great advantage 
while engrossed in the consideration of interests which affect 
all countries alike as I could at home and amidst the interests 
which naturally most affect my thought, because they are the 
interests of our own people. 

By the question of labour I do not mean the question of 
efficient industrial production, the question of how labour is to 
be obtained and made effective in the great process of sustain- 
ing populations and winning success amidst commercial and 
industrial rivalries. I mean that much greater and more vital 
question, how are the men and women who do the daily labour 
of the world to obtain progressive improvement in the conditions 
of their labour, to be made happier, and to be served better by 
the communities and the industries which their labour sustains 
and advances? How are they to be given their right advantage 
as citizens and human beings? 

We cannot go any further in our present direction. We have 
already gone too far. We cannot live our right life as a nation 
or achieve our proper success as an industrial community if 
capital and labour are to continue to be antagonistic instead of 
being partners. If they are to continue to distrust one another 
and contrive how they can get the better of one another. Or, 
what perhaps amounts to the same thing, calculate by what 
form and degree of coercion they can manage to extort on the 
one hand work enough to make enterprise profitable, on the other 
justice and fair treatment enough to make life tolerable. That 
bad road has turned out a blind alley. It is no thoroughfare to 
real prosperity. We must find another, leading in another direc- 
tion and to a very different destination. It must lead not merely 
to accommodation but also to a genuine cooperation and partner- 
ship based upon a real community of interest and participation 
in control. 

There is now in fact a real community of interest between 
capital and labour, but it has never been made evident in action. 
It can be made operative and manifest only in a new organiza- 
tion of industry. The genius of our business men and the sound 
practical sense of our workers can certainly work such a part- 
nership out when once they realize exactly what it is that they 
seek and sincerely adopt a common purpose with regard to it. 

Labour legislation lies, of course, chiefly with the states; but 
the new spirit and method of organization which must be 
effected are not to be brought about by legislation so much as by 
the common counsel and voluntary cooperation of capitalist, 
manager, and workman. Legislation can go only a very little 
way in commanding what shall be done. The organization of 
industry is a matter of corporate and individual initiative and 
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of practical business arrangement. Those who really desire a 
new relationship between capital and labour can readily find a 
way to bring it about; and perhaps Federal legislation can help 
more than state legislation could. 

The object of all reform in this essential matter must be the 
genuine democratization of industry, based upon a full recogni- 
tion of the right of those who work, in whatever rank, to par- 
ticipate in some organic way in every decision which directly. 
affects their welfare or the part they are to play in industry. 
Some positive legislation is practicable. The Congress has al- 
ready shown the way to one reform which should be world- 
wide, by establishing the eight hour day as the standard day in 
every field of labour over which it can exercise control. It has 
sought to find the way to prevent child labour, and will, I hope 
and believe, presently find it. It has served the whole country 
by leading the way in developing the means of preserving and 
safeguarding life and health in dangerous industries. It can 
now help in the difficult task of giving a new form and spirit to 
industrial organization by coordinating the several agencies of 
conciliation and adjustment which have been brought into ex- 
istence by the difficulties and mistaken policies of the present 
management of industry, and by setting up and developing new 
Federal agencies of advice and information which may serve 
as a clearing house for the best experiments and the best 
thought on this great matter, upon which every thinking man 
must be aware that the future development of society directly 
depends. Agencies of international council and suggestion are 
presently to be created in connection with the league of na- 
tions in this very field; but it is national action and the enlight- 
ened policy of individuals, corporations, and societies within 
each nation that must bring about the actual reforms. The 
members of the committees on labour in the two Houses will 
hardly need suggestions from me as to what means they shall 
seek to make the Federal Government the agent of the whole 
nation in pointing out and, if need be, guiding the process of 
reorganization and reform. 

I am sure that it is not necessary for me to remind you that 
there is one immediate and very practical question of labour 
that we should meet in the most liberal spirit. We must see to 
it that our returning soldiers are assisted in every practicable 
way to find the places for which they are fitted in the daily 
work of the country. This can be done by developing and 
maintaining upon an adequate scale the admirable organization 
ereated by the Department of Labor for placing men seeking 
work; and it can also be done, in at least one very great field, 
by creating new opportunities for individual enterprise. The 
Secretary of the Interior has pointed out the way by which 
returning soldiers may be helped to find and take up land in 
the hitherto undeveloped regions of the country which the Fed- 
eral Government has already prepared or can readily prepare 
for cultivation, and also on many of the cutover or neglected 
areas which lie within the limits of the older States; and I 
once more take the liberty of recommending very urgently that 
his plans shall receive the immediate and substantial support 
of the Congress. 

Peculiar and very stimulating conditions await our com- 
merce and industrial enterprise in the immediate future. Un- 
usual opportunities will presently present themselves to our 
merchants and producers in foreign markets, and large fields 
for profitable investment will be opened to our free capital. 
But it is not only of that that I am thinking; it is not chiefly 
of that that I am thinking. Many great industries prostrated 
by the war wait to be rehabilitated, in many parts of the world 
where what will be lacking is not brains or willing hands or 
organizing capacity or experienced skill, but machinery and 
raw materials and capital. I believe that our business men, 
our merchants, our manufacturers, and our capitalists, will have 
the vision to see that prosperity in one part. of the world minis- 
ters to prosperity everywhere: that there is in a very true sense 
a solidarity of interest throughout the world of enterprise, and 
that our dealings with the countries that have need of our prod- 
ucts and our money will teach them to deem us more than ever 
friends whose necessities we seek in the right way to serve. 

Our new merchant ships, which have in some quarters been 
feared as destructive rivals, may prove helpful rivals, rather, 
and common servants, very much needed and very welcome. 
Our great shipyards, new and old, will be so opened to the use 
of the world that they will prove immensely serviceable to every 
maritime people: in restoring, much more rapidly than would 
otherwise have been possible, the tonnage wantonly destroyed 
in the war. I have only to suggest that there are many points 
at which we can facilitate American enterprise in foreign trade 
by opportune legislation and make it easy for American mer- 
chants to go where they will be welcomed as friends rather 
than as dreaded antagonists. America has a great and honor- 
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able service to perform in bringing the commercial and indus- 
irial undertakings of the world back to their old scope and 
swing again, and putting a solid structure of credit under them. 
All our legislation should be friendly to such plans and pur- 
poses. 

And credit and enterprise alike will be quickened by timely 
and helpful legislation with regard to taxation. I hope that the 
Congress will find it possible to undertake an early reconsidera- 
tion of Federal taxes, in order to make our system of taxation 
more simple and easy of administration and the taxes them- 
selves as little burdensome as they can be made and yet suffice 
to support the Government and meet all its obligations. The fig- 
ures to which those obligations have arisen are very great in- 
deed, but they are not so great as to make it difficult for the 
nation to meet them, and meet them, perhaps, in a single gen- 
eration, by taxes which will neither crush nor discourage. 
These are not so great as they seem, not so great as the im- 
mense sums we have had to borrow, added to the immense sums 
we have had to raise by taxation, would seem to indicate; for 
2 very large proportion of those sums were raised in order that 
they might be loaned to the governments with which we were 
associated in the war, and these loans will, of course, constitute 
assets, not liabilities, and will not have to be taken care of by 
our taxpayers, 

The main thing we shall have to care for is that our taxation 
shall rest as lightly as possible on the productive resources of 
the country, that its rates shall be stable, and that it shall be 
constant in its revenue-yielding power. We have found the main 
sources from which it must be drawn. I take it for granted that 
its mainstays will henceforth be the income tax, the excess- 
profits tax, and the estate tax. All these can be adjusted to 
yield constant and adequate returns and yet not constitute a 
too grievous burden on the taxpayer. A revision of the income 
tax has already been provided for by the act of 1918, but I think 
you will find that further changes can be made to advantage 
both in the rates of the tax and in the method of its collection. 
The excess-profits tax need not long be maintained at the rates 
which were necessary while the enormous expenses of the war 
had to be borne; but it should be made the basis of a permanent 
system which will reach undue profits without discouraging the 
enterprise and activity of our business men. The tax on in- 
heritances ought, no doubt, to be reconsidered in its relation to 
the fiscal systems of the several States, but it certainly ought to 
remain a permanent part of the fiscal system of the Federal 
Government also. 

Many of the minor taxes provided for in the revenue legisla- 
tion of 1917 and 1918, though no doubt made necessary by the 
pressing necessities of the war time, can hardly find sufficient 
justification under the easier circumstances of peace, and can 
now happily be got rid of. Among these, I hope you will agree, 
are the excises upon various manufacturers and the taxes upon 
retail sales. They are unequal in the incidence on different in- 
dustries and on different individuals. Their collection is diffi- 
cult and expensive. Those which are levied upon articles sold 
at retail are largely evaded by the readjustment of retail prices. 
On the other hand, I should assume that it is expedient to main- 
tain a considerable range of indirect taxes; and the fact that 
alcoholic liquors will presently no longer afford a source of 
revenue by taxation makes it the more necessary that the field 
should be carefully restudied in order that equivalent sources 
of revenue may be found which it will be legitimate, and not 
burdensome, to draw upon. But you have at hand in the Treas- 
ury Department many experts who can advise you upon the 
matters much better than I can. I can only suggest the lines 
of a permanent and workable system, and the placing of the 
taxes where they will least hamper the life of the people. 

There is, fortunately, no occasion for undertaking in the 
immediate future any general revision of our system of import 
duties. No serious danger of foreign competition now threatens 
American industries. Our country has emerged from the war 
less disturbed and less weakened than any of the European 
countries which are our competitors in manufacture. Their 
industrial establishments have been subjected to greater strain 
than ours, their labour force to a more serious disorganization, 
and this is clearly not the time to seek an organized advantage. 
The work of mere reconstruction will, I am afraid, tax the ca- 
pacity and the resources of their people for years to come. So 
far from there being any danger or need of accentuated foreign 
competition, it is likely that the conditions of the next few years 
will greatly facilitate the marketing of American manufactures 
abroad. Least of all should we depart from the policy adopted 
in the Tariff Act of 1913, of permitting the free entry into the 
United States of the raw materials needed to supplement and 
enrich our own abundant supplies. 
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Nevertheless, there are parts of our tariff system which need 
prompt attention. The experiences of the war have made it 
plain that in some cases too great reliance on foreign supply is 
dangerous, and that in determining certain parts of our tariff 
policy domestic considerations must be borne in mind which are 
political as well as economic. Among the industries to which 
special consideration should be given is that of the manufacture 
of dyestuffs and related chemicals. Our complete dependence 
upon German supplies before the war made the interruption of 
trade a cause of exceptional economic disturbance. The close 
relation between the manufacturer of dyestuffs, on the one hand, 
and of explosives and poisonous gases, on the other, moreover, 
has given the industry an exceptional significance and value. 
Although the United States will gladly and unhesitatingly join 
in the programme of international. disarmament, it will, never- 
theless, be a policy of obvious prudence to make certain of the 
successful maintenance of many strong and well equipped 
chemical plants. The German chemical industry, with which 
we will be brought into competition, was and may well be again, 
a thoroughly knit monopoly capable of exercising a competition 
of a peculiarly insidious and dangerous kind. 

The United States should, moreover, have the means of prop- 
erly protecting itself whenever our trade is discriminated against 
by foreign nations, in order that we may be assured of that 
equality of treatment which we hope to accord and to promote 
the world over. Our tariff laws as they now stand provide no 
weapon of retaliation in case other governments should enact 
legislation unequal in its bearing on cur products as compared 
with the products of other countries. Though we are as far as 
possible from desiring to enter upon any course of retaliation, 
we must frankly face the fact that hostile legislation by other 
nations is not beyond the range of possibility, and that it may 
have to be met by counter legislation. This subject has, for- 
tunately, been exhaustively investigated by the United States 
Tariff Commission. A recent report of that commission has 
shown very clearly that we lack and that we ought to have the 
instruments necessary for the assurance of equal and equitable 
treatment. The attention of the Congress has been called to 
this matter on past occasions, and the past measures which are 
now recommended by the Tariff Commission are substantially 
the same that have been suggested by previous administrations. 
I recommend that this phase of the tariff question receive the 
early attention of the Congress. 

Will you not permit me, turning from these matters, to speak 
once more and very earnestly of the proposed amendment to 
the Constitution which would extend the suffrage to women and 
which passed the House of Representatives at the last session 
of the Congress? It seems to me that every consideration of 
justice and of public advantage calls for the immediate adop- 
tion of that amendmdent and its submission forthwith to the 
legislatures of the several states. Throughout all the world 
this long delayed extension of the suffrage is looked for; in the 
United States, longer, I believe, than anywhere else, the neces- 
sity for it, and the immense advantage of it to the national life, 
has been urged and debated, by women and men who saw the 
need for it and urged the policy of it when it required steadfast 
courage to be so much beferehand with the common conviction ; 
and I, for one, covet for our country the distinction of being 
among the first to act in a great reform. 

The telegraph and telephone lines will of course be returned 
to their owners so soon as the retransfer can be effected with- 
out administrative confusion, so soon, that is, as the change can 
be made with least possible inconvenience to the public and 
to the owners themselves. The railroads will be handed over to 
their owners at the end of the calendar year; if I were in imme- 
diate contact with the administrative questions which must gov- 
ern the retransfer of the telegraph and telephone lines, I could 
name the exact date for their return also. Until I am in direct 
contact with the practical questions involved I can only suggest 
that in the case of the telegraphs and telephones, as in the case 
of the railways, it is clearly desirable in the public interest that 
some legislation should be considered which may tend to make 
of these indispensable instrumentalities of our modern life a uni- 
form and coordinated system which will afford those who use 
them as complete and certain means of communication with all 
parts of the country as has so long been afforded by the postal 
system of the Government, and at rates as uniform-and in- 
telligible. Expert advice is, of course, available in this very 
practical matter, and the public interest is manifest. Neither 
the telegraph nor the telephone service of the country can be 
said to be in any sense a national system. There are many con- 
fusions and inconsistencies of rates. The scientific means by 
which communication by such instrumentalities could be ren- 
dered more thorough and satisfactory has not been made full 











70 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. May 20, 


use of. An exhaustive stuly of the whole question of electrical 
compinication and of the means by which the central authority 
of the nation can be used to unify and improve it, if undertaken, 


by the appropriate committees of the Congress, would certainly 
result, indirectly even if not directly, in a great public benefit. 

The demobilization of the military forces of the country has 
progressed to such a point that it seems to me entirely safe now 
to remove the ban upon the manufacture and sale of wines and 
beers, but I am advised that without further legislation I have 
not the legal authority to remove the present restrictions. I 
therefore recommend that the Act approved November 21, 1918, 
entitled, “An Act to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry 
out, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, the purposes of 
the Act entitled ‘An Act to provide further for the national 
security and defense by stimulating agriculture and facilitating 
the distribution of agricultural products,’ and for other pur- 
poses,” be amended or repealed in so far as it applies to wines 
and beers. 

I sincereiy trust that I shall very soon be at my post in Wash- 
ington again to report upon the matters which made my presence 

the peace table apparently imperative, and to put myself at 
the service of the Congress in every matter of administration or 
counsel that may seem to demand executive action or advice. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

20 May, 1919. 

| Applause. } 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the President’s 

ze be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves that 
he President’s message be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 
Pic question is on agreeing to that motion. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to suggest to the 
seiticman from Wyoming that this message of the President 
oncht te be referred to the various committees dealing with the 
subjects treated by the President. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the more recent usage of the 
House is to report the President’s message—a message of this 

ort—to the Committee of the Whole, and I am following the 
recent precedents in that regard. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
7 the gentleman from Wyoming. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. MIONDELL. Mr. Speaker, for the information of the 
Sionibers of the House, I desire to state that among other mat- 
‘rs that will be taken up for consideration to-morrow will be 
ie Woman-suffrage resolution. [Applause.] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. AtMon (at the request of Mr. 
Ouiver, of Alabama) was granted leave of absence on account 
of sickness. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS. 

Mr. IKXITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. SAUNDERS] desires to make an announcement. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to preceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
ious consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I wish to state, without objec- 
tion .rom the House, that immediately upon the adjournment of 
the House there will be a Democratic caucus held in this Hall 
to Consider certain matters. : 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE VAN DYKE, OF MINNESOTA. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad duty to 
inform the House of the very recent and very unexpected death 
of Hon. Cart C. Van Dyke, of St. Paul, Minn. 
ar future I shall offer a resolution asking that a 
day be set apart in order that eulogies may be delivered upon 
his life and inemory. At this time, however, I desire to offer 
the following resolution and ask its immediate adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
— of any Cant C, VAN Dyke, a Representative from the State of 
Minnesota. 

Resolved, That a committee of 18 Members of the House, with such 
Mem ore of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend such 
funeral, 














Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the 
provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in con- 
nection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, just one moment. I 
am informed that a very dear comrade of Cart C. VAN Dykeg, 
Mr. Grirrin, of New York, who was associated with him in the 
ee War, desires to have his name placed on the 

st. 

The SPEAKER. It is upon the list. The question is on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following commit- 
tee: Mr. Davis of Minnesota, Mr. ANpERSON, Mr. ELLSwortH, 
Mr. ScHatt, Mr. Knutson, Mr. Newton of Minnesota, Mr. 
Carss, Mr. Mauer, Mr. Aswetrt, Mr. Ragspate, Mr. RomJve, 
Mr. Reavis, Mr. GANpy, Mr. McCurntic, Mr. Mupp, Mr. JoHNnson 
of South Dakota, Mr. Youne of North Dakota, and Mr. Grirrin. 


ADJOURN MENT, 


Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I offer this additional resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect, this House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to; accordingly (at 
1 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, May 21, 1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of 2 communication from the Secretary of Agriculture giv- 
ing reasons for not including an appropriation for general ex- 
penses of the Forest Service for 1919 in the deficiency bill now 
in course of preparation (H, Doc. No. 21) ; to the- Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce, sub- 
mitting supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the 
Bureau of Fisheries for miscellaneous expenses of the bureau 
and improvements at stations for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. 
No. 22) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to b2 
printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting cer- 
tain data regarding estimates of appropriations required by the 
Bureau of Fisheries, Department of Commerce, for the fiscal 
year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 23) ; to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the president of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion requesting that the unexpended balance of certain appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1919 be made available during the 
fiscal year 1920 for the same purposes and with the same condi- 
tions (H. Doc. No. 24) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce inviting attention 
to certain items in the estimates of appropriations for the 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce for the fiscal year 
1920 (H. Doc. No. 25) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia inviting attention to certain items 
of deficiency submitted in House Document No. 1788, Sixty-fifth 
Congress, third session (H. Doc. No. 26); to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Woman Suffrage, to which 
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage 
to women, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 


by a report (No. 1), which said bill and report were referred to ' 


the House Calendar. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 1037) for the relief of the 
Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 1038) granting increase of 
pensions to surviving widows of soldiers of the various Indian 
wars; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay and to distribute the balance now in the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the Alsea and other Indians on the Siletz 
Reservation ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 1040) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Montezuma, Poweshiek 
County, Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to. the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of What Cheer, Keokuk County, in the State 
of Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Grinnell, Powesheik County, in the State 
of Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1043) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Albia, Iowa, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bloomfield, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Oskaloosa, Mahaska County, in the State 
of Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, E 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Colfax, Jasper County, in the State of 
Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1047) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ottumwa, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city of Sigourney, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of New Sharon, Mahaska County, in the State 
of Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1050) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newton, Jasper County, in the State of 
Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 1051) authorizing the Seere- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Marshall, Ill, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Gilman, Il., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee en Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1053) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Rankin, IIL, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Cemmittee on Military Affairs. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate to the city of Kansas, IIL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1055) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate te the city of Mantenoa, Hl., one German cannen or field- 
pieee; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the eity of Hoepesten, Lll., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1057) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Oakwood Township High Schoel, Catlin, I1l., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) autherizing the Secretary ef War to 
donate to the Neoga Township High Schoel, Neoga, Hil., ene Ger- 
Iman cannen or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGEE: A bill (H. R. 1059) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the county of Onondaga, N. Y., one German 
cannon or tieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) authorizing the Secretary of War te 
denate to the county of Cortland, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 1061) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Lubec, Me., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eastport, Me., two bronze or brass cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1063) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Troy, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1064) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Waterville, Me., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HE. R. 1065) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Belfast, Me., one German cannon or fiehd- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 1066) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Unity, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the third congressional district in Maine 25 cannon 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 1068) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Ackley, Hardin County, 
Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lamont, Buchanan County, Iowa, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eldora, Hardin County, Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1071) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Eagle Grove, lowa, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece, to be placed on the lawn of the public library at 
said place; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1072) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city of Dubuque, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1073) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city of Eagle Greve, lowa, one German cannon or 


| fieldpiece, to be placed in the city park; to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Laporte City, Biack Hawk County, Iowa, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 1075) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to the city of Memphis, Tenn., captured 
cannon or fieldpieces and suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the town of Somerville, Tenn., captured cannon or 
fieldpieces and suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the town of Bolivar, Tenn., captured cannon or field- 
pieces and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the town of Covington, Tenn., captured cannon or 
fieldpieces and @ suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1079) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the borough of 
Langhorne, Pa., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the boreugh of Bridgepert, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Cheltenham, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a2 bill (H. R. 1082) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Norristown, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate te the borough of Conshohocken, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Doylestown, Pa., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affzirs. 

Also, a bill (Hf. R. 1085) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate te the borough of Lansdale, Pa., one German cannon or 
tieldpieece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. PARK: A bili (H. R. 1086) to donate one captured 
machine gun er cannon to Worth County, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Alse, a bill (GH. R. 10ST) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to Dougherty County, Ga.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to Mitchell County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to Calhoun County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) to donate one captured machine gun 
or cannon to Colquitt County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) to donate one captured machine gun 
or cannon to Early County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to Baker County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1093) to donate one captured machine gun 
or cannon to Miller County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1094) to donate one captured machine gun 
or cannon to Thomas County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) to donate one captured machine gun 
or cannon to Decatur County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1096) to donate one captured machine gun 
or cannon to Tift County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
iso, a bill (H. R. 1097) to donate one captured machine gun 
or cannon to Grady County, Ga.; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

by Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1098) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to furnish a German cannon, with car- 
ringe and shells, to the city of Rock Island, Ill.; to the Com- 
uitice on Military Affairs. 

\! a bill (H. R. 1099) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and shells, to. the 
city of Warsaw, Ill.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and shells, to the 
city of Macomb, Ill.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 1101) to increase the 
cost of the public building at Woodbury, N. J.; to the Com- 
inittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

. a bill (H. R. 1102) to provide for the erection of a 
building at Salem, N. J.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 1103) requiring The 
Adjutant General of the United States Army and the Secretary 
of the Navy to furnish certain data to the adjutants general of 
the several States ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Egg Harbor, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mays Landing, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1106) to prohibit the coming 
of Asiatic laborers into the United States, and for other pur- 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) to prohibit immigration for a period 
of four years, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) to make accessible to all the people 
the valuable scientific and other research work conducted by the 
United States through establishment of a national school of cor- 
respondence ; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1109) to create a bureau for the deaf and 
dumb in the Department of Labor, and prescribing the duties 
thereof; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) authorizing and directing the Public 
Printer to provide a pulp and paper mill or mills for the manu- 
facture of print paper for the Government, and for other pur- 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) for the establishment of a probation 
system in the United States courts, except in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
parole United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 25, 1910, as amended by an act approved January 
1915; ts the Coi the Judiciary. 


- 





4 
Als« 


pub ic 


poses ; 


poses . 


bites on 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 20, 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1113) to establish a standard box for 
apples, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish postal savings depositories for depositing savings at 
interest with security of the Government for the repayment 
thereof, and for other purposes,” approved June 25, 1910; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) authorizing, empowering, and re- 
quiring postmasters of the United States to administer any and 
all oaths required under section 2 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other 
purposes,” approved August 24, 1912 (U.S. Stats., pp. 539, 560) ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) to amend section 1 of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and 
for other purposes,” approved August 24, 1912 (37 Stats., pp. 
539-560, ch. 389), relating to publications admitted to the 
second class of mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1117) transferring the control and juris- 
diction of Alcatraz Island and buildings, machinery, and im- 
provements thereon from the Department of War to the Depart- 
ment of Labor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) making appropriation to purchase 
land for homeless Indians in California, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) for the support and education of the 
Indian pupils at the Greenville Indian School, Calif. ; for repairs 
and improvements; for new school building, erecting building 
and furnishing same; for the purchase of land to connect Gov- 
ernment property with public highway, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) for the protection and improvement 
of the Lassen Volcanic National Park, Calif., and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) making appropriation to carry out 
the provisions of an act entitled “An act to create the California 
Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State 
of California,” approved March 1, 1893;. to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) makirg an appropriation for the 
investigation of underground currents and artesian wells in Cal- 
ifornia ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) to provide for summer residence 
homesteads, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) to authorize the entry of the public 
lands by school districts for schoolhouse site and ground; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) to authorize the Secretary having 
jurisdiction of the same to set aside certain public lands to be 
used as national sanitariums by fraternal or benevolent organi- 
zations, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) making an appropriation for the 
destruction of animals affected with rabies or other animal 
diseases dangerous to the health of human beings, as well as 
domestic animals, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) to provide for the inspection of any 
parcel sent by mail which contains fruit, plants, trees, shrubs, 
nursery stock, grafts, scions, peach, plum, almond, or the pits 
of other fruits, cotton seed, or vegetables, at the point of de- 
livery in any post office of the United States that requests such 
inspection and where the requisite inspectors are provided by 
the States to perform such service; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) to establish, equip, and maintain an 
agricultural experimental station near the town of Dorris, 
Siskiyou County, Calif., and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1129) making an appropriation for the in- 
vestigation, study, and testing of sagebrush and greasewood 
which may be used for producing rubber, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1130) to authorize the construction of the 
Southern Lassen Reservoir in Nevada and California, for im- 
pounding the waters of the Little Truckee River and Long Val- 
ley Creek and their tributaries, and for other purposes; to the 

Yommittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11381) to provide for the application of the 
reclamation law to irrigation districts; to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1132) for improvement of Sacramento 
River between Chico Landing and Red Binuff, Calif.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1133) for improvement of Sacramento 
River between Chico Landing and Red Bluff, Calif.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1134) to establish in the Department of 
Labor a division to be known as a woman's division; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1135) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide capital for agricultural development. to create stand- 
ard forms of investment based upon farm mortgage, to equalize 
rates of interest upon farm loans, to furnish a market for 
United States bonds, to create Government depositaries and 
financial agents for the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 17, 1916 (1st sess., ch. 245, p. 360, 64th Cong.) ; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1136) providing 


tion for death or disability from the Bureau of War Risk In- 
surance to the Bureau of Pensions; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1137) to pension certain widows and former 
widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of the Civil War; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1138) to increase pensions of certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Ciyil War; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Peru, in the State 
of Illinois; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Mendota, IIL, on a site heretofore provided for the 
same; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1141) to increase pensions of Army nurses ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1142) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sandwich, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 1143) granting a gratuity to 
members of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, 
Army Nurse Corps, Army field clerks, and naval reservists; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Chilton, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Berlin, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Endeavor, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ripon, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fond du Lac, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Oshkosh, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Manitowoc, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1151) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Oxford, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Omro, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Winneconne, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_. Also, a bill (H. R. 1160) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to :he village of Green Lake, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiecs ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1161) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of New Holstein, Wis., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Brillion, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1163) authorizing the Secretary of War 
cannon 


to 
or 


| fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
for the transfer of jurisdiction of and all claims for compensa- | 


| donate to the city of Two Rivers, Wis., one German 


| 


| donate to the village of Oakfield, Wis., one German 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) authorizing the Secretary of War 


cannon 


to 
or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the village of Brandon, Wis., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1166) authorizing the Secretary 


of War 
cannon 


to 
or 


of War 
cannon 


to 
or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1167) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the village of Princeton, Wis., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Markesan, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 1169) to grant to the several 
States all the public lands therein for common-school purposes 
when the same shall become less than 50,000 acres in such State; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1170) in aid of the common schools in 
Mississippi ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1171) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Fulton, Miss., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1172) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Columbus, Miss., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1173) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Aberdeen, Miss., two German cannons or 


to 
or 


| fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1174) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


| donate to the city of Booneville, Miss., two German cannons 
| or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Iuka, Miss., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1176) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Macon, Miss., two German cannons or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


| donate to the city of Starkville, Miss., two German cannons or 


fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Tupelo, Miss., two German cannons or 


| fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


donate to the city of Waupun, Wis., one German cannon or 


fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1153) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Montello, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1154) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the city of Menasha, Wis., one German cannon or | 


fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Kiel, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1156) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Neenah, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Westfield, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Corinth, Miss., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) to extend the limits of Shiloh Na- 
tional Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) for the improvement of the Federal 
building at Aberdeen, Miss.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) to refund to lawful claimants the 
cotton tax collected for the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 1866, 1867. and 
1868 ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1183) to prohibit in the District of Colum- 
bia the intermarriage of whites with Negroes or Mongolians; to 


' the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


| 


| 
} 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1184) making an appropriation for the 


improvement of the Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi 


and in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) providing for the local commemora- 
tion in his home county of the service rendered and sacrifice 


| made by each soldier, sailor, marine, and aviator who lost his 
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life while in the service of the United States during the present 
war; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 1186) te confer certain addi- 
tional powers upon the Federal Trade Commission, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) autherizing the several district courts 
of the United States to appoint official stenographers and pre- 
scribing their duties and compensation ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate te the city of Easton, Pa., four German cannons or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1189) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bethlehem, Pa., three German cannons or 
tieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1190) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Northampton, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Stroudsburg, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1192) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Milford, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1193) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Nazareth, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1194) authorizing the Secretary of War toe 
donate to the borough of Palmerton, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1195) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Mauch Chunk, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1196) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Lehighton, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1197) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the public printing and 
binding and the distribution of public documents ”; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1198) to regulate the printing and distribu- 
tien of publie documents; to the Committee on Printing. 

Alse, a bill CH. R. 1199) to prohibit the purchase, sale, or pos- 
session for the purpose of sale, of certain wild birds in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 1200) making appropriation for 
certain expenses incident to the first session of the Sixty-sixth 
Congress, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1201) to provide a national budget system 
and an independent audit of the Government accounts, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 1202) to amend the act of 
March 3, 1891, ineorporating the National Conservatory of 
Music; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1208) autherizing the construction of a 
post office at Newburgh, N. Y.; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 1204) to promote the 
education of native illiterates, of persons unable to understand 
and use the English language, and of other resident persons of 
foreign birth; to provide for cooperation with the States in the 
education of such persons in the English language, the funda- 
mental principles of government and citizenship, the elements 
ef knowledge pertaining to self-support and home making, and 
in such other work as will assist in preparing sueh illiterates 
aud foreign-born persons for successful living and intelligent 
American citizenship; te the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1205) providing for a site and public 
building for post office and other Federal purposes at Russell- 
ville, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1206) to provide for the promotien of voca- 
tional rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry er otherwise 
and their return to civil employment; te the Committee on 
Education. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 1207) to provide for the purehase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Carbon 
Hill, in the State of Alabama; te the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 1208) to previde for the purchase of a 
site and the erection ef a public building thereen at Fayette, in 
the State of Alabama; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 
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By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 1209) to regulate the per- 
sonnel of the Coast Guard; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1210) authorizing the Secretary of War‘to 
donate to the town of Warwiek, R. I., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1211) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of North Kingstown, R. L, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1212) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the tewn of West Warwick, R. L., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Conmmittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 1213) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Varnum Continentals, of East Greenwich, R. L, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: A bill (H. R. 1214) to divide 
the northern district of the State of California inte two judicial 
distriets; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1215) to fix the status and rank of officers 
of the retired list of the Army who have been or shall be de- 
tailed on active duty by direction of the President of the United 
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1216) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide aid to State or Territorial homes for the support of 
disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States,” approved 
August 27, 1888, as amended March 2, 1889; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1217) to provide honorable discharges to 
certain members of the Military Establishment of the United 
States ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 1218) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Columbia, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1219) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the: city of Lancaster, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1220) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the borough of Christiana, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Columbia, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1222) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Elizabethtown, Pa., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1223) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Laneaster, Pa., one German cannon cr 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 1224) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, consider, and 
adjudicate claims which the Cherokee, Creek, or Seminole In- 
dians ma; have against the United States, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1225) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the repairing and enlargement ef a Federal building 
thereon at Okmulgee, Okla., or to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a Federal building thereon at Okmulgee, 
Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1226) to amend sections 12 and 15 of an act 
entitled “An act to previde capital for agricultural developing, to 
create standard forms of investment based upon farm mortgage, 
to equalize rates of interest upon farm loans, to furnish a market 
for United States bonds, to create Government depositaries. and 
financial agents for the United States, and for other purposes,” _ 
authorizing loans to be made to honorably discharged soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who served in the war with Germany; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 1227) to establish an agrieul- 
tural plant, shrub, fruit and ornamental tree, berry, and veg- 
etable experimental station at er near the city of Mauston, 
Juneau County, in the State of Wisconsin, on reclaimed swamp 
land ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1228) te authorize the Secretary of War te 
furnish two condenmmed cannons to the Sixth Wisconsin Battery, 
Association, of Lone Rock, Wis., for use at Lone Rock; to the 
Committee en Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 1229) for the purchase of a site 
for and the erection of a post-office building at Camilla, Ga.; to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a post-office building at Cairo, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 1231) conferring jurisdic- 
tion on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render 
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judgement in chiims of the Iowa Tribe of Indians against the 
United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also. a bill (HI. R. 1232) to adjust and settle the claims of the 
loyal Shawnee, loyal Cherokee Shawnee, loyal Absentee 
Shawnee, and Delaware Tribes of Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 1233) to provide for ocean 
mail steamship lines to South America and to provide for their 
operation and disposition, and for other purposes in connection 
therewith; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. ; 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 1234) authorizing and 
providing for the construction of a military highway paralleling 
the Rio Grande border of that portion of the United States be- 
tween Texas and Mexico and along the entire border or certain 
section thereof of that portion of the United States between 
Mexico and the States of New Mexico, Arizona, and California, 
and appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 1235) to fix the compensation 
of certain employees of the United States; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, 

sy Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 1236) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Pikeville, Tenn.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 1237) to increase the cost of 
the public building at Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1238) to extend 
the provisions of the pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers 
and enlisted men of all State militia and other State organiza- 
tions that rendered service to the Union cause during the Civil 
War for a period of 90 days or more and providing pensions for 
their widows, minor children, and dependent parents, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 1239) to repeal an act en- 
titled “An act to save daylight and to provide standard time 
for the United States,” approved March 19, 1918; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KLECZKA: A bill (H. R. 1240) to expel and exclude 
from the United States certain undesirable aliens; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 1241) to extend the provisions of 
the pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers and enlisted men 
of all State militia and other organizations that rendered service 
to the Union cause during the Civil War for a period of 90 days 
or more, and providing pensioas for their widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent parents, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 1242) to amend section 4 
of the act of June 29, 1906, as amended by the act of May 9, 
1918, relative to the naturalization of aliens serving in the 
forces of the Allies during the present war; to the Committee 

_on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 1248) to repeal section 3 of 
an act entitled “An act to save daylight and to provide standard 
time for the United States, approved March 19, 1918; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 1244) to establish a na- 
tional conservatory of music and art for the education of ad- 
vanced pupils in music in all its branches, vocal and instru- 
mental; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 1245) to increase the 
efliciency of the Medical Department of the United States Army, 
to provide a pharniaceutical corps in that department, and to 
improve the status and efliciency of the pharmacists in the 
Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 1246) to provide a tariff 
and obtain revenue in connection with the metal contents of 
zine ore; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 1247) to provide for the erec- 
tion of an armory in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 1248) to establish homes 
for dependent mothers and dependent widows of soldiers, 
Sailors, and marines; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 1249) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Georgetown, Del., one 
piece of artillery or like trophy captured or obtained from the 
enemy during or at the close of the war with Germany, in 
memory of Lieut. Lawrence Layton, killed in the Aviation 
Service at the Battle of the Marne on the 18th day of July, 
1918; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 1250) amending the provisions 
of the act approved March 4, 1913, authorizing the Secretary 
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of the Treasury to contract for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a suitable building for the post office at Saranac 
Lake, N. Y., so as to increase the cost of said building and site 
from $90,000 to $105,000; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: A bill (H. R. 1251) to enlarge, ex- 
tend, and remodel the post-office building at Portsmouth, N. H.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 1252) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Gen. George Rogers Clark at Chi- 
cago, Ill.; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 1253) to repeal the 
law known as the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 1254) to pro- 
vide soldiers, sailors, and marines with capital for agricultural 
development, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Resolution (H. Res. 30) for 
the appointment of a clerk for the Committee on Rules; to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. Res. 31) 
authorizing the Commitiee on the Merchant Marine and Fisher- 
ies to proceed with an investigation of the operations of the 
Emergency Fleet Corporation; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution (H. Res. 32) creating a committee 
on water powers; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Resolution (H. Res. 33) amend- 
ing paragraphs 25 and 26 of Rule XI; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. WELTY: Resolution (H. Res. 34) providing for the 
appointment of a committee to investigate irregular and unlaw- 
ful expenditures during the prosecution of the war; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 40) ex- 
tending the thanks of Congress to the members of local and dis- 
trict boards, Government appeal agents, and members of medi- 
cal and legal advisory boards, and authorizing the President to 
appoint by brevet the members of same as officers in the Army 
of the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) directing 
the United States peace commission to see that justice is done 
Italy in the matter of Fiume; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) directing the Secretary 
of War to report to Congress the number of United States sol- 
diers in Russia and when they will be withdrawn; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 5) extending the thanks of Congress to the American 
Army, Navy, and Marines, and the women in the medical and 
other auxiliary work for their heroic services in the present 
war; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
6) in recognition of the great sacrifices made by the sailors of the 
United States and favoring their discharge from the service as 
rapidly as possible; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolution of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin, memorializing Congress to prohibit the purchase of 
liberty bonds by scalpers, and providing a penalty therefor; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), resolution of the General Assembly of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, favoring a national system of 
higuways; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: Senate joint resolution No. 21, 
California Legislature, relative to the extension of the benefits 
of legislation relating to the reservation and distribution of 
Government lands to include Spanish-American War veterans; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, joint resolution of the California Legislature in favor 
of the extension of the merchant marine of the United States 
and the retention of the seamen’s act; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, joint resolution of the California Legislature relative 
to more strict examination of national banks by the Federal 
Government; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HULINGS: Resolution of the General Assembly of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, for increase in pensions of 
maimed soldiers who served during the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, for suitable recognition of services 
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rendered by members of local and district draft boards; to the 
Cemmittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KENDALL: Resolution adopted by the General As- 
sembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, favoring the 
establishment of a national system of highways; to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bilis and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 1255) granting a pension to 
Thomas Anderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1256) granting a pension to Alice Swin- 
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1257) granting a pension to Eddie E. 
Sterrett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) granting a pension to Parkman S. 
Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1259) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1260) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli C. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1261) granting an increase of pension to |} 


Rodolph Matthews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1262) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1263) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert J. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1264) for the relief of Benjamin F. Burch; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bili (H. R. 1265) granting an in- 
crease of pension to S. Augustus Elliott; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mamie Duffer, of Shannon, Miss.; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 1267) granting an increase 
of pension to Dora F. Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1268) for the relief of C. L. Walker; to 
the Committee on Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Kent; to the Committec on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1270) granting a pension to Oscar Fry; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1271) for the re- 
lief of George Killeen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 1272) granting a pen- 
sion to Abbie M. J. Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: A bill (H. R. 1273) for the re- 
lief of Charles L. McCulley; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) for the relief of Robert L. Brantley ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) for the relief of W. L. Rose; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 1276) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Marik: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1277) granting a pension to Emma R. 
Steen: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1278) granting a pension to Cyrus H. Saltz- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1279) granting an increase of pension to 
Freda Burow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of H. A. M. 
Steen: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 1281) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis M. Strain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1282) granting a 
pension to Margaret E. Bradford ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1283) granting a pension to Roy R. Dun- 
ham; to the Committee on Pensipns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) granting 
Lizzie M. Worster; to the Cormittee on Pensions. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of pension to 
tuth McClay; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1286) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert A. York: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Duffy : to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1288) for the relief 
of George W. Gamble; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1289) granting a pen- 
sion to Phebe A. Hand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1290) granting a pension to Sarah Johnson ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1291) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton W. Manner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


an increase of pension to 
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By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Den- 
nis Shevlin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1293) granting an increase of pension to 
William McKeon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1294) granting a pension to Matilda Levy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 1295) granting a pension to 
John Paster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1296) granting a pension to Alice C. Sturgis}; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 1297) for the relief of 
J. C. Garrett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGEE: A bill (H. R. 1298) granting a pension to 
Bernard M. Stanton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of George LeClear; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1300) for the relief of Alfred E. Lewis; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1301) providing for refund to the Haberle- 
Crystal Spring Brewing Co. of a sum paid in excess of a certain 
special excise tax; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1302) granting a pension to Ethel A. Kane;5 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13038) granting a pension to Adell O’Neil; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 1304) to correct the military 
record of Sylvester De Forest; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1305) to establish the military record of 
Marshall M. Pool; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (CH. R. 1806) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Voos ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1307) for the relief of the heirs of Adam 
and Noah Brown; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1308) for the relief of Francis M. John- 
ston; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1309) for the relief of Perry L. Haynes; 





| to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. O°CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 1310) granting a pension 


| to Fanny Weill; to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. PETERS: A bill CH. R. 1311) for the relief of Albert 


| Greenlaw ; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1312) for the relief of William 
B. Fowler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1313) for the relief of Evelyn Browne; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Thomas A. Winn; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1315) for the relief of Maurice B. Browne; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1316) for the relief of Bert Harris; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1317) for the relief of Robert T. Legge; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1318) for the relief of the estate of P. A; 
Clute; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1319) for the relief of James Diamond, for 
horse lost while hired by the United States Forest Service; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) for the relief of J. A. Perry; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1321) for the relief of Mrs. Annie M. Lepley, 


| as postmaster at Plymouth, Amador County, Calif., for money, 


postal-money orders, and postage stamps stolen; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1322) for the relief of W. S. Curless, of 
California; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1323) for the relief of W. F. Peck and 


| M. B. Gott; to the Committee on Claims. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1324) granting a pension to Mary A. Blair; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1325) granting a pension to George W. 
Keenan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1326) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward §S. Atkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of Ber- 
trand W. Heim; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 1328) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Hathaway ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1329) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1330) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael C. Bierring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. TEMPLE: A bill (H. R. 1331) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Rayle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1332) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Paschall C. Hibbs; te the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 1333) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1334) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Melcher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKES of Pennsylvania: Resolution adopted by 
General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing the establishment of a national system of highways; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: Resolutions of Local Union No. 151, 
Manchester, N. H., Journeymen Barbers’ International Union of 
America, relating to purchase and improvement of arid land to 
be sold to soldiers ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of over 700 citizens of Derry, N. H., and vicinity, 
urging that the necessary legislation be enacted whereby all men 
discharged from service be paid their military or naval wages 
for a period of six months after their honorable discharge, or 
until they have obtained useful and remunerative employment ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of Local Union No. 151, Manchester, N. H., 
Journeymen Barbers’ International Union of America, in favor 
of legislation to prohibit immigration to this country until the 
soldiers, sailors, and war workers have secured sustaining em- 
ployment; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Local Union No. 151, Manchester, N. H., 
Journeymen Barbers’ International Union of America, in favor 
of legislation to appropriate funds to complete all public im- 
provements authorized by Congress which have been postponed 
because of the war; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution of Local Union No. 151, Manchester, N. H., 
Journeymen Barbers’ International Union of America, relating 
to salary for discharged soldiers and sailors; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Franklin, N. H., relating to the 
persecution of Greeks; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Concord, N. H., urging Congress 
to bring an end to the suffering and persecutions of the people 
in northern Epirus; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CAREW: Petition of National Garment Retailers’ 
‘Association, protesting against taxation and urging immediate 
repeal of section 904; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: Petition of owners of retail ice 
cream parlors of Martinez, Calif., protesting against the revenue 
tax on ice cream and soft drinks; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition with 23 signers of Cass County, 
Mo., for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOOLING: Petition of board of aldermen of city of 
New York, reiating to mail tubes; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

3y Mr. EMERSON: Resolutions adopted by Cleveland Federa- 
tion of Labor, urging the withdrawal of United States soldiers 
from Russia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Cleveland Federation of Labor 
against lynching; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER of Massachusetts: Petition of Arthur L. 
Johnson and 84 others, protesting against the tax of 10 per cent 
levied on sporting goods, and petition for its annulment on the 
ground that it lays an excessive burden on normal exercise and 
healthful recreation, both of which are vital to the well-being of 
the American people; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Committee of the Fur Industry, New York City, asking repeal 
of subdivision 19 of section 900, Title IX, of internal-revenue 
law ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 6, indorsing work 
of training and teaching the foreign-born unnaturalized resi- 


dents, as such work is carried on by the Naturalization Bureau | 


of the Department of Labor ; to the Committee on Education. 
Also, petition of New York Chamber of Commerce, relating 
to the operation of telephone, telegraph, and cable systems; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of Farmers’ National Council, relating to recon- 
struction program; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions adopted by the National | 


Grange No. 305; Patrons of Husbandry, for repeal of daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Resolution adopted by members of General 
George H. Thomas Post, No. 84, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Lancaster, Pa., urging enactment of legislation to provide a 
minimum pension rate of $50 a month for veteran Union soldiers, 
and $30 a month for their widows; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of Board of Aldermen of New York 
City, relating to mail tubes; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MASON: Petition of relatives and friends of the 
Twenty-seventh Infantry, demanding the return of troops in 
Siberia immediately ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: Petition of National Garment Retailers’ 
Association, protesting against taxation end asking for repeal of 
section 904; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Board of Aldermen of New York City, re- 
lating to mail tubes; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. SIEGEL: Resolution by the Board of Aldermen of the 
City of New York, asking that pneumatic tubes be retained ; to 


By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Petition of Bakersfield (Vt.) 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of the Rhode Island Congrega- 
tional Conference, favoring the passage of adequate legislation 
for the effective enforcement of the prohibition amendment; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Keystone Lodge, I. A. M., 
New Brighton, Pa., urging the enactment into law of a Dill 
similar or identical with House bill 10550 of the Sixty-fifth 
Congress, providing for the Government ownership and opera- 
tion of all railroads within the territory of the United States 
and its possessions ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Geneva Reformed Presbyterian Church, 
Beaver Falls, Pa., urging amendment of the preamble of the 
National Constitution ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas Goodson and others, of New Castle 
and Lawrence County, Pa., urging recognition of the Irish Re- 
public; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 21, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
| The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow- 
| ing prayer: 
Let Thy blessing descend, our Father in heaven, upon these 
Representatives of a great people, in the committee rooms and 
upon the floor of this House, as the gentle dew from the heavens 
falls upon the vegetation, with its quickening and fructifying in- 
fluence, that it may give seed to the sower and bread to the 
| eater; that they may think clearly, act wisely, do justly in this 
| hour of reconstruction ; that our people and all peoples may be 
restored to new life and activities. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


In the Spirit of the Master. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. If there are any Members present who have 
not been sworn in, they will now present themselves to be sworn. 

Mr. Atmon, of Alabama, and Mr. McF'appen, of Pennsylvania, 
presented themselves at the bar of the House and took the oath 
of office administered by the Speaker. 

VICTOR BERGER. 

; The SPEAKER. In compliance with House resolution No. 6, 
| the Chair appoints the following special committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DALLINGER, of Massachusetts, chairman; Rosg, of Pennsylvania; 
RopenbBeRre, of Illinois ; CoLz, of Ohio ; RANDALL, of Wisconsin ; LUHRING, 


— EAGLE, of Texas; Roprnson, of North Carolina; Wetty, of 
io. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 
lutions : 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. ALBERT EstTOPINAL, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
| House of Representatives. 
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Also: 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. Cant VAN DyYKg, late’ a Representa- 
tive from the State of Minnesota. 
Resolved, That a committee of Senators be appointed by the Vice 
President to join such committee as may be appointed on the part 
of the House of Representatives to attend the funeral of the deceased. 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives, 


And that in compliance with the foregoing resolutions, the 
Vice President had appointed as said committee Mr. NELSON, 


Mr. Ketriocc, Mr. Jounson of South Dakota, Mr. PHELAN, Mr. 
WatsuH of Montana, and Mr. LENRoort. 

Also: 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of Hon. 


ALBERT ESTOPINAL, late a Representative from the State of Louisiana, 


and Hon. Cart C. Van Dyke, late a Representative from the State of 
Minnesota, the Senate do now adjourn. 
The message also announced that the Vice President had 





appointed Mr. Jones of Washington and Mr. Kirspy members of 
the joint select committee on the part of the Senate as provided 
for in the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of 
March 2, 1895, entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the 
disposition of useless papers in the executive departments,” for 
the disposition of useless papers in the Department of Labor. 
COMMITTEE IN CONTROL OF HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment of the 
following members of the committee in control of the House 
Office Building. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GILLett, of Massachusetts, chairman ex officio; BACHARACH, 
Jersey ; CLARK, of Missouri. 

COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker I send to the desk the following 
nominations of the minority members for the Woman Suffrage 
Committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. KircHIN moves the election as additional members of the Woman 
Suffrage Committee the following names: JoHn E. Raker, of California ; 
FRANK CLarK, of Florida; James H. Mays, of Utah; Curistoruer D, 
SULLIVAN, of New York; Tuomas L. BLANTON, of Texas. 


The motion was agreed to. 


of New 


PRINTING AND BINDING. 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk 
to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
lution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution authorizing the printing and binding for the committees, 
the floor leader, and conference minority chairman of the House of 
Representatives during the Sixty-sixth Congress. 


Resolved, That the standing committees of the House of Representa- 
tives, the floor leader, and chairman of the conference minority are 
hereby authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be 
actually necessary for the transaction of their official business during 
the Sixty-sixth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
does this include all the standing committees of the House? 

Mr. KIESS. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Heretofore each committee has asked for it 
as necessity arose. 

Mr. KIESS. Not in the Sixty-fifth Congress ; 
joint resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the gentleman if it will not be neces- 
sary for the different committees after the passage of this reso- 
lution to ask for authority for printing and binding? 

Mr. KIESS. It will not be necessary under this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


asks 
reso- 


it was done by 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the Clerk 
will call the committees in their order. 

The.Clerk called the committees, and when the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage was reached, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage, I call up House joint resolution No. 1, pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution extending the right of 


suffrage to women, and ask that the resolution be reported. 
The 


SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion extending the right of suffrage to women, 


Resolved, etc., That the following article is proposed | as an amendment 
to the Constitution, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as 
part of the C onstitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths 
of the several States 

“ARTICLE — 


“ The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex. 

“Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the rules provide that on Calendar 
Wednesday general debate shall be confined to two hours. I am 
not entirely sure whether that rule applies to debate on a House 
Calendar bill, although I think it has been so construed in the 
past. It had been my intention to ask the House to proceed with 
the debate to-day and for a time to-morrow before asking for a 
final vote on the resolution; but there is a committee appointed 
to attend the funeral of our late colleague, Mr. VAN Dyke, and 
the Nebraska delegation has an appointment to meet the Ne- 
braska soldiers returning to New York to-morrow morning. I 
desire to have the House complete consideration of the resolu- 
tion to-day, and I would like, especially in order to accommodate 
the proponents and opponents of the resolution, to give a longer 
time for debate than two hours. I ask unanimous consent that 
the rule, so far as it limits debate, may be abrogated for the 
consideration of this resolution, and that at 5 o’clock the previ- 
ous question shall be considered as ordered on the resolution 
and any pending amendments, and that the time between now 
and then shall be equally divided, one half to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CrarKk] and the other half by 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be extended until 5 o’clock; that 
then the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the 
resolution and all pending amendments; and that the time be 
controlled one: half by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crark] 
and the other half by himself. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object, 
I do not expect to debate this question or ask for time, but I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois, in view of the fact 
that the bill as reported proposes a constitutional amendment, 
whether hearings have been had on the bill, since there are two 
sides to this question? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, hearings have been had on this 
resolution for more than 50 years. [Applause.] Hearings have 
been had on similar resolutions in the House of Representatives 
for a number of Congresses. There has been no hearing had on 
House joint resolution No. 1 in this Congress, nor is there any- 
thing new to be said in a hearing. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the 
gentleman this question: In view of the fact that women op- 
posed to woman suffrage have indicated, yesterday and to-day, 
that they are surprised by this action—and I give full credit to 
the gentleman from Illinois for his parliamentary cleverness in 
bringing it up at this time—whether he thinks it would be fair 
to let this matter stand over for a few days until those opposed 
to the resolution may be heard upon it? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think it would be fair to the rest of us. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am willing that the gentle- 
man shall have the credit for the passage of the resolution, if it 
goes through, but I think it fair to have what has been said go 
into the Recorp. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
want to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question about the 
parliamentary status. If unanimous consent is agreed to and 
the previous question shall be considered ordered, will that give 
an opportunity of reading the resolution under the five-minute 
rule? 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no opportunity for reading a House Cal- 
endar resolution or bill under the tive-minute rule. 

Mr. GARNER. Would there be any opportunity to offer an 
amendment unless the one offering the amendment should get 
recognition for that purpose? 

Mr. MANN. There would not be, unless the Member offering 
the amendment should get recognition for that purpose. 

Mr. GARNER. I wanted Members of the House to understand 
the situation. 


Mr. MANN. That is the rule with reference to a House Cal- 
endar proposition. , 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 


desire to ask the gentleman a question. The gentleman's pro- 
posal as to time gives one-half to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] and one-half to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
CLARK], who is opposed to the resolution. The gentleman from 





1919. CONGRESSIONAL 





Florida is the one member on the committee who is opposed to 
the resolution. All of the members upon the majority side of 
the committee are in favor of it, and all of the rest of the minor- 
ity members are in favor of it, as disclosed by the vote yester- 
day. Of course, the Democrats upon this side of the House 
desire to be heard, so that they may speak on the resolution. I 
take it the gentleman from Illinois will yield me time so that 
time can be divided among the Members on the Democratic side 
of the House who desire to speak for the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. I shall not make any agreement with the gentle- 
man upon the floor about it, and I told him so yesterday. The 
gentleman can take time to delay the consideration of the meas- 
ure if he desires, but I am in a position where I can not be 
held up, because if the extension of time is not agreed to, there 
will be but two hours of general debate. I have always dealt 
fairly with every Member of the House about debate. 

Mr. RAKER. That is not the question. Just one moment 
further. It ought not te appear that Members on this side are 
opposed to the resolution, for that is not the fact; they favor 
it; and I know the gentleman from Illinois does not want it 
to appear that a large majority here are not in favor of the 
resolution; but by fixing the time and giving one Member who 
happens to oppose it on the Democratic side half of the time for 
debate in opposition, the impression might be conveyed that we 
are opposed to the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, after all, the Recorp will show 
who votes for it and who votes against the resolution, and it 
will not be determined by those who talk as to who is for or 
against it. 

Mr. RAKER. I think that is right, but, nevertheless, this side 
of the Chamber must be heard. 

Mr. MANN. There will be a very small amount of talk as 
compared with the real vote upon it. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Raker] has about stated my 
position. I have voted for this same measure before and expect 
to vote for it again. 

Mr, MANN. I hope so. 

Mr. RUBEY. I would like to speak for it to-day. I would like 
to have the gentleman’s assurance that we on this side of the 
House will be given opportunity to say a few words in behalf of 
the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. I can not promise the gentleman any time. I 
shall be just as fair with those in favor of the resolution on the 
Democratic side of the House as with those on the Republican 
side of the House, but in dividing the time I shall first give pref- 
erence to members upon the committee, if they desire the time, 
and then I shall do the best I can, intending to take little or no 
time myself. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, I would ask 
a question of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crarx], if the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly; but I think the gentleman from Flor- 
ida understands that he gets the time in opposition to the reso- 
lution. 


Mr. RUBEY. What I want to ask is whether he would yield 


to this side of the House any of his time to those who desire to | 


speak in behalf of the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. I expect to yield to members on the Democratic 
side of the House to speak on behalf of the resolution. 

Mr. RUBEY. Thai is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, the 
gentleman from Illinois has at all times in the past been fair, 
and he knows the rules better than anyone else. Why did not 
the gentleman make the request, allowing the ranking Demo- 
cratic Member on our side to control the time, which is the usual 
custom? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. FERRIS. . I do not think I am. 

Mr. MANN. Where a majority of the committee on both sides 
of the proposition are in favor of a resolution or a bill, and there 
is opposition, the one in opposition is entitled to take the time. 
Under this rule of the House, on Calendar Wednesday, one hour 
would be allotted te those in favor of the resolution and one 
hour to those opposed to the resolution. I have asked to extend 
ithe time, so that a longer time than one hour will be given on 
each side. 

Mr. FERRIS. But if the gentleman will indulge me a mo- 
ment further, although the gentleman has been here more years 
than I have, yet I have been here for 12 years, and my recollec- 
tion is that the rule has been to divide the time equally between 
the chairman of the committee and the ranking member, with 
‘an agreement that the time be yielded equally on the two respec- 
tive sides as between those opposed to and those in favor of the 
proposition. 
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Mr. MANN. That is a yery common practice, and a perfectly 
proper one where all parties agree to it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, under the circumstances, the 
minority members of the Committee on Woman Suffrage not 
having had a chance to be appointed and to participate in the 
matter, I object. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will say to the gentleman that the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee participated. They were at the 
meeting and made the agreement which I have asked to have 
carried out. 

Mr. FERRIS. But the announcement was made 

Mr. MANN. Very well; there is to be only two hours’ debate 
on the bill then. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma object? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I take it that I am now recognized for an hour, 
allowed under the rules in favor of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. CrarK], a 
member of the committee, is opposed to the resolution. I take it 
the gentleman from Florida will be entitled to recognition at 
the proper time to control the hour in opposition? 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Florida a member of 
the committee? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, before the Chair decides on that. 
Now, I trust the chairman of the committee will not make that 
statement to the Chair. Just one moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

SEVERAL MemMBers. Regular order! 

Mr. MANN. This is a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RAKER. Now, the gentleman from Illinois has his hour. 
He states that the gentleman from Florida would get his hour. 
The gentleman from Florida has not been recognized yet. 

Mr. MANN. I submitted a parliamentary inquiry, making a 
statement, and asking whether the gentleman from Florida 
would be recognized for an hour. 

Mr. RAKER. Of course, I can not say yet as to that. 

Mr. MANN. I am not asking the gentleman. [Laughter.] 
It is out of the gentleman’s power to recognize him. 

Mr. RAKER. May I state this: Now, in fairness to the gen- 
tlemen on the other side and this side, when this resolution was 
up last year the gentleman from Florida made a minority report. 
The.ranking member on the other side, Miss Rankin, was given 
half the time—— 

Mr. MANN. I have nothing to do with what was up last 
year. I am proceeding under the rules of the House. 

Mr. RAKER. Well, I know 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is asking about a special rule 
of the House. I am not asking any special rule of the House. 
I am proceeding under the ordinary rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for an hour. 

Mr. MANN. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Lirrre], the ranking Republican member of the Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| [Mr. Moore] suggests that the ladies who are not in favor of 

woman suffrage are taken unawares. To register surprise at 
| the appearance of propositions of a certain welcome, friendly, 
complimentary, and anticipated tenor is one of the most highly 
| valued privileges of that charming sex, which no gentleman, 
ever in the heat of debate, would ask them to surrender for any 
political right, however important. The ladies are certainly no 
more surprised than I am, because it is scarce 30 minutes since 
notification from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
chairman of the Woman Suffrage Committee and author of the 
resolution at issue, whose rare parliamentary sagacity and un- 
rivaled parliamentary leadership made this day’s work possible, 
that I was to open this debate. This is a good time to bring 
it up. 

Five years ago Julius Cesar, after 19 centuries, challenged 
Jesus Christ to a final contest. The Kaiser threw down the 
gantlet and the friends of Christian civilization took it up. 
The tide of war turned in favor of the Son of Bethlehem and 
against the Prussian; and, if anything has been decided, it has 
| been decided that now right, not might, shall rule the world. 
| [Applause.] Unless our sons and our billions have been sacri- 
ficed in vain, the world is about ready to substitute the rule of 
reason for the rule of force in the government of reasoning 
ereatures. What better expression of that could there be than 
to say now that the mothers who risked their lives to bring into 
the world the four millions of soldiers we mustered shall have 
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some word to say about the destinies of their sons? [Applause.] 
The British House of Commons voted, I think, 7 to 1, and re- 
cently, I helieve, the French Chamber of Deputies voted 7 to 1, 
for woman suffrage. The time is opportune for marking an 
era’s close. Civilization has reached a stage, a period, a mo- 
ment, when we can ring the liberty bell again and announce 
that this great step forward has been taken. 

They tell us that woman should not vote merely because she is 
a female. No other reason has been advanced except that form 
which says that she can not bear arms. Every mother who bears 
a son to fight for the Republic takes the same chance of death 
that the son takes when he goes to arms. The fact that she is 
a woman is a reason for, not against, the utilization of every 
force for the advancement of society. Ninety-nine per cent of 
the murderers in the world are men. Ninety-nine per cent of 
the burglars are men. Ninety-nine per cent of the gamblers are 
men. Ninety-nine per cent of the counterfeiters are men. 
Ninety-nine per cent of all the thieves, outlaws, forgers, pick- 
pockets, bank robbers, train robbers, pirates, and drunkards in 
the world are men. Ninety-nine per cent of all criminals are 
men. 

Ninety-nine per cent of all diseases inherited by reason of evil 
lives of parents come down from the male side. For every 
courtesan there is a seducer and panderer and a thousand 
customers. When one considers the character of the two sexes, 
he better appreciates the power of the instinct of race preserva- 
tion which nature has planted in the human kind, which cer- 
tainly is all that has induced women to remain on the same 
continent with man for 60 centuries. If the world were open 
and the best character of votes were the dominating factor, 
women would control the ballot entirely. If good character were 
the basis for the franchise, most of the voters would probably 
have been women long ago. 

In the last analysis those who oppose woman suffrage simply 
ignore everything except brute force. They discard brains, 
scholarship, character, and simply seek to enforce the law of 
the herd, that the biggest bull is the boss. Under their theories 
Napoleon Bonaparte was a greater man than Abraham Lincoln; 
John L. Sullivan a more useful citizen than Thomas Edison. 
I challenge all such claims as unworthy of the citizens of a 
Christian and cultured land. Curried to their logical conclu- 
sion those theories have dominated and guided and wrecked 
and ruined the great Empire of Germany perhaps for centuries 
to come, and at the very moment when they had attained the 
rounded summit of a successful, brutal, despotic development of 
brute force. If during the last 40 years the women had held 
absolute control of Germany, that mighty State would now, be 
rich, happy, contented, and yet there are still those who will 
tell you woman should not vote because she can not fight. 

They told us last year the determination of this issue should 
be relegated to the States. One of the fundamental privileges 
under the Constitution is to amend it. If three-fourths of the 
States wish it, there is no authority under the Constitution that 
endows any State with the privilege of denying it. They sug- 
gested they wanted a referendum vote. The Constitution pre- 
scribes, orders, another method. When the women come here 
and ask for the ballot, they simply invoke the methods by which 
the Constitution has always been amended. Any other system 
would be illegal. If you say to them that you are not willing 
to abide by those rules under which every amendment has been 
made, you simply plead the baby act; and when the mother of a 
soldier comes here to demand the privilege of the ballot you 
should not do that. 

Men have argued here for 50 years that woman suffrage would 
break up the home. But in the Western States, where we have 
had woman suffrage in one form and another for years, we know 
of no family that has ever been disrupted by quarrel over poli- 
tics. We know of no fireside that has burned more dimly be- 
cause of any difference of opinion about the use of the ballot. 
To permit the mothers of this country to express their views on 
important issues will not injure the homes. As I reflect now I 
realize that every time I followed my mother’s advice I did well. 
Generally when I did not listen to her I lived to regret it. She 
was a thoughtful and prudent woman. The long and short of 
the whole matter is that for centuries you have treated woman 
as a slave, dragged her over the pages of history by the hair, 
and then you pretend to think she is an angel, too good to inter- 
iere in the affairs of men. Give her now a fixed, reasonable 
status, as becomes a rational human being like yourself. 

I wish there were a home for every woman. But our civiliza- 
tion has developed in another direction, During this great 
war it has been determined that women are to take part in every 
yocation of human life. There is no place they have not filled 
with ability. The increase in population, the complex demands 
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of a complicated civilization, have made it absolutely essential 
that many women shall come away from the fireside and go to 
work for a living and fight and struggle with men. 

In the streets of Strasburg I have myself seen women assisted 
by dogs hitched in harness pulling carts and selling milk at the 
homes along the streets. My friends and I traveling the path 
through an Egyptian wheat field were suddenly accosted by a 
woman, who rose with her sickle from among the wheat to cry 
in Arabic, “In your great country, sir, women do not thus toil 
in the field.” But now, in my great country, women throng the 
shops, the offices, the factories, in their strife with men to earn 
a living. In uncivilized nations they still treat her as a slave 
and as an angel. Your great civilization gives woman the glori- 
ous privilege that man has to battle for a livelihood if she will 
do so for smaller wages, but denies her the use of the ballot in 
her struggle. What are you afraid of? The Burmese women 
handle all the business of that country. Is this, then, a Bur- 
mese peril which menaces you? 

The gentleman who leads the opposition to-day said once that 
she could not have the rights of a man and the privileges of a 
woman, Why can she not? That can not betrue. If we are going 
to be the gentlemen we assume to be, why should she not have the 
rights of a man and the privileges of a woman? Men retained 
all the male privileges of drinking whisky, playing poker, and 
racing horses when they cast the ballot. Why can not she still 
retain the privilege of being treated like a lady, a wife, a mother, 
even if she votes? God Almighty placed upon her certain duties 
from which you escape, and you are wonderfully fortunate that 
you do, and every time you think of it you should blush for 
shame that you would deny any rights you have because of the 
responsibility that God has placed upon her. 

It has been a source of profound regret to me this morning that 
I did not have some notice that would enable me to present 
this subject more thoroughly. The women of the Republic come 
here and say to you that they want the ballot. Gentlemen, God 
Almighty has made you strong; they have made your Republic 
great and made you statesmen of the great Republic. They 
have given you infinite powers, mighty responsibilities. Now. 
the mother who bore you, the wife who brought your son into 
the world, and those who have gone before reach out and ask 
that you apply to them the rules of common sense, and no more, 
no less. 

If you should throw 200 people upon an island, why should 
any particular member or set of members there for any reason 
have the power to say what should be done? Why should not a 
sensible, God-fearing, intelligent woman have just as good a 
right to have her say about what goes on in any nation as any 
man that walks the earth? 

As I have said to you, she takes the same risk that every 
soldier did. Which of you is there who has taken the same 
chance on any battle field that a mother has taken every time 
a child comes into the world? Who are you that you should say 
to the mothers of America that they can not vote as you do? 

The world must progress according to the methods of Julius 
Cresar or the theories of Jesus Christ. During the last five 
years that ancient contest came to a head and the cross of 
Christ must henceforth and forever be made the standard of 
civilization instead of the crown of Julius Cesar. For the 
second time in this House I appeal from the rule of force to the 
rule of reason. The conquering armies camped on the Rhine 
have fought to establish the fact that civilization is better 
civilized than barbarism. If common sense is more potent than 
the sword, if men have determined on the field of battle that 
that is their sober intention and their law, woman should now 
be accorded the same opportunity to take part in life that men 
have always had. 

When I am laid away on the hillside, Bert Berry, my orderly 
in the Philippines, will bring the bugle he blew for me at Marilao, 
Guiguinto, and San Fernando and sound taps above my last 
earthly resting place, and I trust I shall hear no more of wars 
for all eternity. I hope, as my dear wife holds my hand for the 
last time as I pass out into the starlight, and as my dear mother 
extends her sainted hand to me as the trumpets sound the 
reveille on the other side, both will know that the sons for 
whom they went down into the valley of the shadow have 
granted to the mothers of this most august and stateliest Re- 
public of all time the same power, authority, and opportunity 
to fashion and preserve the lives of their sons that is possessed 
by their fathers. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr, Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yield seven minutes to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin], 
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Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
shall vote against this resolution. I do not rise, however, to 
make an argument against it, but rather for the purpose of an 
explanation and expression of some congratulations. It appeared 
in the Recorp yesterday, though not intentionally, that the Demo- 
cratic organization of the House had been a little amiss in 
nominzting the membership of the Woman Suffrage Committee. 
I want to say that that is simply apparent. This morning was 
the first opportunity which the Democrats had to present the 
names of the Democratic membership of the Woman Suffrage 
Committee, though the identical Members that were this morn- 
ing elected as minority members of that committee were notified 
and invited by Mr. Mann, the chairman of the Woman Suffrage 
Committee, to meet in his committee room yesterday along with 
the majority members elected on Monday and participate in 
the consideration of this resolution. They did meet and con- 
sider this resolution, and they did vote, with the exception, I 
think, of one, for its favorable report. 

I want to say that in making up the minority of the com- 
mittees the Democratic organization of the House hope to re- 
port all the nominations by Friday next, and when that is 
done it will have concluded and nominated its membership of 
the various committees earlier and with greater dispatch than 
has ever been done in this House since I have been a Member. 
The majority now will understand—and it does understand— 
how very difficult it is to make up committee assignments, and 
especially minority committee assignments. We are now work- 
ing on them and will continue day and night, and we hope, as 
I said, to have them ready for nomination and election by the 
House on Friday. 

In the Sixty-fifth—the last—Congress the Democrats, as in 
the case of the Republican Members this time, being in the 
majority then, did have on the first day of the session a com- 
plete list of the Democratic nominations for membership of all 
the committees, and they were elected on the first day of the 
session, but under the then existing circumstances the minority 
could not do so. They had a right to ask, as we have asked, 
for several days’ time in which to prepare their list of nomi- 
nations. While in the last Congress the Democrats presented 
and the House elected to the several committees the majority 
members on April 2, 1917, the first day of the session, it was not 
until April 18, 1917, that the minority was ready with its nomi- 
nations. 5 

In the Sixty-fourth Congress the Democrats were ready on 
the first day with their nominations—that is, on December 6, 
1915—but not until December 14, 1915, was the minority ready. 
So that the minority in this Congress will be ready to present 
its nominations several days before the minority in the former 
Congresses was. 

I wish now to express congratulations—sincere congratula- 
tions—to the Republicans on their quick response to the Presi- 
dent’s message on yesterday. [Applause and laughter.] The 
President yesterday in his message, read from the desk, re- 
quested this Congress—and he knew that the Republicans were 
in the majority and had control of the organization—to imme- 
diately pass the woman-suffrage amendment. ‘“ Immediate 
adoption ” was his language, and in less time than 24 hours, the 
succeeding day, in come the Republicans, patriotically and 
loyally, presenting this amendment resolution in compliance 
with the President’s request, and it will be carried. [Applause.] 
I want also to congratulate—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. No; Iam sorry I have not the time,as I have 
only seven minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I wanted to add that we reported it before the 
President’s message was received. [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. I want also, Mr. Speaker, to congratulate not 
only the leaders of the Republican Party on that side, but the 
entire membership on the Republican side, on the ease and celer- 
ity with which within 18 months they have been able to jump 
on the band wagon. [Laughter.] Let it be known that for 14 
years, from 1897 to 1911, the Republican Party had control of 
every branch of this Government. It had control of the White 
House, it had control of the House of Representatives, it had 
control of the Senate. The Susan B. Anthony amendment—this 
amendment—had been before the American public for half a 
century. And yet during every one of those 14 years, session 
after session, its advocates came and appealed to the Republican 
Party in this House and the Senate to have this amendment con- 
sidered by Congress, but a deaf ear was turned to them. They 
were absolutely ignored and were told to go back home and at- 
tend to their own business. The Republicans were in control of 
every branch of this Government for 14 years, I say, and when 
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the advocates of this amendment found that they could not get 
the Republicans to submit this amendment to the consideration 
of the House or Senate they then asked them to create a 
woman-suffrage committee, so that they could have hearings and 
present their cause. Again they were refused, again they were 
sent back home empty handed and without hope. 

For 14 years, I repeat, the Republicans of the House turned a 
deaf ear to the men and women of this country who desired 
woman suffrage. For 14 years, with absolute control of every 
branch of the Government, the Republicans in the House not 
only refused to allow them to have the suffrage amendment con- 
sidered in the House—to have a vote on it—but refused even to 
allow a woman-suffrage committee to be created in the House 
before which they could submit reasons and arguments for their 
cause. But it was reserved for a Democratic Rules Committee 
and for a Democratic House to give the suffragists of this country 
a Woman Suffrage Committee before which they could go and put 
their case. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They did go be- 
fore this Woman Suffrage Committee, composed of a majority 
of Democrats, who glatily heard them day after day and week 
after week and month after month plead their cause. Be it 
known that it was a Democratic Woman Suffrage Committee that 
for the first time favorably reported this very resolution to the 
House and gave the advocates of woman suffrage a chance to 
have their cause considered and voted on in the House. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

And, gentlemen, I want to congratulate the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN], chairman of the Woman Suffrage Commit- 
tee in this Congress, for promptly reporting out of that commit- 
tee the same resolution which the Democratic chairman of the 
Woman Suffrage Committee in the last Congress reported out. 
His committee has adopted the same amendment resolution that 
the Democratic Woman Suffrage Committee, headed by the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Raker], adopted last Congress, and 
they ask the Members of this House to pass to-day the same reso- 
lution that the Democratic House passed last Congress, and 
which a Democratic President approved and now insists on 
“immediate adoption.” [Applause and laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman 
used all his time? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. The gentleman from North Carolina 
used seven minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the resolution and have it pending, to be voted 
upon later. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida: offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend House joint resolution No. 1 by adding thereto as an addli- 
tional paragraph the following language : 

“This amendment shall not be valid unless the same shall be ratified 
by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States within seven 
years after the adoption of this resolution by both Houses of the Con- 
gress.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crarx] 
is recognized. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, this is a curious exhibition to me. 
I have watched the chasing of the band wagon on Many occa- 
sions during all my life, but I never saw such a band-wagon chas- 
ing as there was yesterday and is to-day. I have just left my 
home in Texas, where an amendment to our State constitution 
giving our women the vote is pending. It is to be voted on 
May 24. I have written a letter, and authorized its publica- 
tion, urging the great State of Texas to adopt for herself this 
amendment giving to her women the same right to vote as her 
men now have. I earnestly hope and believe the amendment 
will be adopted. g 

But, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the very foundation of the 
original agreement under which the thirteen sovereign States 
formed the Union that constitutes this Nation is undermined 
and the agreement itself violated in spirit and in principle by 
the attempt to incorporate in the Federal Constitution a pro- 
vision fixing or affecting the qualification of electors in the 
several States, and giving to Congress or to the Federal Gavern- 
ment the right to enforce that provision. 

The very first reservation in the Constitution of the United 
States when it was made by our fathers was a reservation re- 
serving to the States the right to determine the qualifications 





of electors for electing Members of Congress. Article I, sec- 


tion 2, of the Constitution reads: 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of Members 


chosen 
= * om 


and 





eve second year by the people of the several States 
he ctors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislature. , 


This joint resolution violates that section by providing that 
Congress shall determine who may vote or who shall not vote, 
or who may be permitted to vote or who shall not be excluded 
from voting by the several States, and it goes further and pro- 
vides that Congress shall have the power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

When the States of this Union find Federal supervisors and 
inspectors attending all our elections, and perhaps Federal ap- 
pointees holding all our elections under this provision, which vio- 
lates the principle and destroys the rock on which our ship of 
state was anchored, the rock of local self-government, they may 
rue the day when they refused to let each State decide for 
itself this great fundamental question. 

We first violated this principle when wt adopted the fifteenth 
amendment. Under the fifteenth amendment, not only the negro, 
for whom it was adopted, but the sons of every other race under 
the sun may vote in any State in the Union, provided they or 
their ancestors have once been naturalized. Our immigration 
and naturalization laws are in the jurisdiction and control of the 
Federal Government. What evils may yet come of the fifteenth 
amendment only the future may unfold. Under it the old force 
bill was introduced, and defeated only after a long and bitter 
fight. When a new force bill shall be introduced unéer the fif- 
teenth amendment and this proposed amendment, it will not be 
defeated. 

Encroachments upon established rights are rarely wholesale; 
usurpations of power are gradual. 

The question of suffrage, once exclusively for the States, has 
been taken over by the Federal Government, first as to race and 
now as to sex qualification. Next, perhaps, it will be taken over 
as to educational or property qualifications. 

Texas now has a poll-tax payment requirement for suffrage; 
other States have not. Agitation and clamor for an amendment 
prescribing uniform requirements for suffrage in all the States 
may well be next. 

Even now, if and when Congress shall pass laws to enforce 
the fifteenth and this proposed amendment, the Federal Govern- 
ment will or may control not only all our elections for Federal 
offices, but every State, county, and municipal election. 

Every thoughtful man is asking himself to-day if this country 
of ours no longer recognizes the separate identity and autonomy 
of the States that compose the Union. That is the question upon 
which every lover of the original principles on which our fathers 
founded this Government must vote, and ought to vote against 
this resolution. 

Aye, we ought to look further. We are contemplating the 
formation of a league of the great nations of the earth and our 
Government is looked to for example and precedent. We are 
setting an example and precedent under which if that league 


shall be formed its central authority may be tempted to greatly | 


encroach upon the rights of the States or countries that may 
become the constituent members of the league. If our example 
had been to respect through all time the reservations made by 
our States in our Constitution, then a world-wide union of na- 


tions for limited purposes might have been invited to follow us | 
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with confidence of perpetual safety against all encroachments | 


and usurpations of power. 
one by one we have absorbed the powers that the fathers re- 
served to the States. We have taken them sometimes con- 
sciously, sometimes avowedly, sometimes unconsciously, and at 
times without confessing it, until to-day there is no sacred right 
once reserved to the several States that we dare not put the 
unholy hand of usurpation upon and take it away. 

For one, I love my whole country; for ene, I believe that the 
women ought to vote; but for one, I believe that each and every 
State in the Union should determine the qualifications of its own 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Raker]. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I am 
sorry that we are unable to have the time extended, so that more 
Members may have an opportunity to express their views to the 
membership of this House and to the country at large. They 
have been in favor of the resolution, and they feel as though a 
few words would give them the opportunity to express what has 


electors. 


been our mind for many years. This is one of the great 
fundaimenta} estions confronting the American Nation to-day. 
We have settled 1 f the other questions ahead of the civ- 


But now the example has been set, | 
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ilized world, but we have been behind when it comes to treating 
half of our population and giving them the same right the other 
half has had with respect to participation in the Government. 
We are behind the other nations of the world in that respect. 
There are some things that I would like to adopt from the Old 
World and add to ours, but a great big majority of the things 
that our people have and that this country has the Old World 
has not. This country has stood for the right of the individual 
to express his opinion, for the doctrine that he is responsible 
only to himself and to his God, and up to this date, so far as the 
Federal Government is concerned, we have said that one-half 
only of our population should express their views, give their 
sentiment, and have a voice in our Government. But the time 
is coming, and it is coming fast, when there will be a change in 
this respect, and to-day we will see this resolution passed by 
a good substantial vote over and above the two-thirds majority 
necessary. I expect that within the next week or 10 days the 
resolution will have passed the Senate and will then go to the 
States for ratification, as it ought to. 

When we come to look back it is somewhat remarkable to see 
what the States have done. We find that there are 15 States 
which have full woman suffrage. There are 29 States where 
women can vote for President. These 29 States control 306 elec- 
toral votes, but still you do not permit those women to vote for 
Members of this House ; you do not permit them to vote for Mem- 
bers of the United States Senate, and in many other instances you 
fail to allow them to vote for State officers. Before the last Con- 
gress adjourned, and after it had passed this resolution by a 
two-thirds vote on the 10th of January, 1919, it is remarkable 
to find what the countries of the Old World had done with 
respect to woman suffrage. Practically every civilized country 
in the world has extended the right of suffrage to women. Let 
us take first the little country that was devastated some four 
years ago by the rude Huns. They recognized that had women 
been able to participate in the affairs of the world before the 
war began humanity would have been different, the conditions 
of the world would have been different, and we would have 
saved the lives of many hundreds of thousands of our best 
people not only in this country, but abroad, as well as billions 
of dollars. While in Europe some months ago we had the pleas- 
ure of riding with the chief deputy of the Belgian Congress from 
Paris to Brussels, and the next day that congress met and ex- 
tended the right Of suffrage to women. Let us go right on down 
the line. England with all her colonies, New Zealand, Canada, 
Australia, has extended the right of suffrage to women. This is 
also true of Sweden and Denmark. Even the country that the 
world has been fighting has extended a limited suffrage to 
women, and should we be the last of the civilized countries of 
the world to extend this right—we who boast that we stand for 
humanity, who boast that we stand for giving men the oppor- 
tunity to express their voice in our Government, that we might 
have a Government of the people, not by heredity, but that the 
people might express their will and desire as to what their 
Government should be? Is it right that we should be the last? 

I want to congratulate the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], as I think I am entitled to, upon his insisting that this 
resolution be brought up the first thing when this Congress met 
in extraordinary session. The House by a large vote expressed 
its desire in the last Congress that it should pass. The Senate 
by one vote failed to give it passage. The President of the 
United States, not only yesterday but some three months ago, 
appeared before the Senate urging that body, with all its con- 
servatism and its rules, because of the work women had done, 
because of the advantage they have been to America in winning 
the war, because of their loyalty and unselfishness and their 
ability to cope with all the vicissitudes of war, be given the same 
right to participate in their Government as the men have. 
So with propriety, with justice, with fairness this proposition 
was placed on the calendar yesterday and comes up to-day as 
House joint resolution No. 1. It is now up for consideration 
by the House and within the next hour and a half the vote will 
have been taken and America will have taken her place with 
the civilized nations of the world in extending this God-given 
right, this thing that makes America worth while, this thing 
that men have died for, even within the last year, to the women 
of the country in order that they may exercise their individual 
right; that they may participate in the affairs of their country ; 
that they may say that the laws under which they are living 
shall be such as human beings should live under—to the advan- 
tage of this country and of the children that are to come, so 
that we might have a stronger, a more virile, and a better race. 

We are going to pass this resolution to-day, and instead of 
having just enough to make the necessary two-thirds, I hope 
that we will have 50 votes to spare. Some of the States, since 
the last Congress adjourned, even in the very heart of the sunny 
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South, in the very center of where some say there is the greatest 
opposition, have given the women the right to vote. We find 
that the great State of Tennessee has extended the right to 
women to vote for the President of the United States. What 
little objection there might have been is being eliminated. Even 
our good Republican friends who voted against it in the last Con- 
gress will vote for it this time, and, so far as politics are con- 
cerned, there should be no attempt to take advantage by either 
the Democratic or the Republican Party. This Congress has 
elected as Speaker a man whom we all admire, who was opposed 
to woman suffrage, but the people demand, notwithstanding the 
individual vote of any particular man, that this recognition be 
given the women of the country. The leader of the Senate was 
opposed to woman suffrage, but that body will pass it. There 
may be a few Democrats and a few Republicans who in the past 
have voted against this who will again vote against it to-day, 
but they are going to be so scarce that you will hardly be able to 
count them. Notwithstanding that fact, the great body of the 
Representatives, Democrats and Republicans, will vote for this 
resolution, because neither party has a sufficient number of votes 
to pass it as a political measure. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from California 
has expired. 

By unanimous consent Mr. Raker was granted leave to ex- 
tend his remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Spcaker, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have the privilege of extending in the Recorp their 
remarks upon this resolution for five days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, for the present I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, I am for this resolution and desire to speak in its 
behalf, because I believe that the time is now here when we 
ought to express ourselves in favor of one-half of the loyal, 
patriotic, and conscientious citizenship of our country—the 
faithful women who have stood by us in the hour of need and 
in the hour of the greatest crisis of our history. Equal suffrage 
for the women of the United States is certain to come. It is 
futile to stem the ever-growing tide in its favor any longer. 
Delay will only intensify its demand. Our people are impatient. 
They demand this simple act of justice to our great American 
womanhood. The Republican Party will to-day add additional 
honor to its glorious history of statesmanlike achievements by 
overwhelmingly passing this amendment to our Constitution. 
[Applause. ] 

Wyoming was the first Territory in the Union to adopt equal 
suffrage, in 1869, and the first State to incorporate equal suffrage 
into its State constitution, 1890, and Congress gave its first 
official approval of equal suffrage when it admitted Wyoming as 
a State, July 10, 1890. State after State has followed in adopt- 
ing equal suffrage until now complete enfranchisement of women 
is given in 15 States; right to vote for presidential electors in 
11 States; full suffrage at primary election in 2 States; and 
partial suffrage in 13 States. This means that 41 out of the 48 
States of the Union have already granted women the right of 
the ballot in some form and to some degree. I am proud 
this afternoon to say that in my own State of Wisconsin the 
legislature recently granted to women suffrage as far as it re- 
lates to presidential electors, and if the United States Senate 
promptly acts upon this joint resolution and passes it, as we 
confidently believe it will, my own Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which is still in session, I think will, without question, promptly 
ratify this amendment, and the State of.Wisconsin will thus 
become one of the first States in the Union to ratify the equal 
suffrage amendment. 

I believe that the tinve is now ripe for this Congress to vote 
to submit to the several States of the Union for ratification the 
constitutional amendment making equal suffrage a part of the 
Constitution of the United States. The privilege of ratifying 
the amendment by three-fourths of the States should no longer 
be denied. In the interest of justice, right, and equality, the 
equal-suffrage amendment should be passed by this Congress and 
be speedily ratified by the several States. Woman has demon- 
strated in the awful war just ended, as well as in every crisis 
of the world’s history, her undisputed right to equal suffrage. 
President Wilson has said: “This war could not have been 
fought had it not been for the services of the women.” Gen. 
Pershing says: “This war is being fought by women; it is 
women who suffer and lend courage to us; women are the ones 
who will deserve honor for their aid in establishing democracy.” 
Gen. Wood says: “ The support and efforts of American women 
made our part in the war possible.” Ex-President Roosevelt, 








the matchless leader of American thoughts and ideals, and one 
of the three greatest statesmen of our history, was very pro- 
nounced in his views in favor of woman suffrage. 

In home, in religion, in education, in society, and in the very 
fundamentals of civilization itself, it has been woman who has 
been the moulder of our highest ideals and purposes and the 
inspirfng genius for the achievement of liberty, justice, and 
democracy. In all the great spiritual, moral, and social move- 
ments and reforms of the world for the uplift and blessing of 
the human race, women have taken a conspicuous part and have 
been willing to suffer and die that civilization might be ad- 
yanced and the blessings of liberty vouchsafed. The family, 
the church, the school, and the State are dependent upon women 
for their highest development and largest achievement. [Ap- 
plause. } 

Taxation without representation should no longer apply to 
womankind. Only those who place the rights of property over 
the rights of humanity can possibly oppose women’s suffrage. 
Disfranchisement of women is merely a relic of barbarism and 
is founded on the old spirit that might makes right. Real 
democracy is built on equality and justice and a government 
by the consent of the governed. Real democracy, therefore, 
demands the full enfranchisement of women. 

In the work of the Red Cross—the great mother of the world— 
in the hospitals and trenches on the battle fields of Flanders 
and France, and in all the tasks that lie at the very heart of 
civilization, women have displayed a patriotism and heroism 
born of devotion, sacrifice, and service that has meant and 
means to-day a larger interpretation of the “ Fatherhood of 
God and the brotherhood of man,” in which there shall be no 
supermen of autocracy to despoil and crucify by acts of tyranny, 
but supermen of democracy to sacrifice and die for the freedom 
of mankind and the liberation of the world. The heroic and 
supreme sacrifices of our women inspire us to-day to permit 
our women to contribute jointly with our men in the work of 
our reconstruction period that is before us, our utmost power 
of service to the end that not only our own Nation but the whole 
human family shall be enriched spiritually, physically, socially, 
and economically. 

The world is now calling as never before for both men and 
women of great brains and noble hearts to meet our large and 
complex problems of national and international reconstruction. 
Problems that will tax to the very limit our best statesmanship 
must be solved patiently and wisely yet heroically and reso- 
lutely, ever looking to the interest not only of our own Nation 
but to the lasting interest of all mankind. With the allied 
powers we have won a triumphant and glorious victory over 
militarism, materialism, and autocracy, but if this great victory 
is to bear fruit for the interest and benefit of future generaiions 
we must now unite in a peace program of reconstruction that 
will challenge our highest resolves and greatest determinations. 
In this great work we need the constant aid and counsel of our 
women in order that we may unitedly accomplish the best 
results. We need the aid of our American womanhood to build 
a democracy competent, constructive, and achieving. 

Nothing less than absolute equality will begin to do justice to 
our glorious American womanhood. Right, justice, liberty, and 
democracy will then be our common aspiration, attained by a 
united citizenship of men and women who shall believe in a 
culture, a religion, a government, and a civilization subject 
not to the distinction of sex, but to the highest law of morals 
and justice, and which shall make right might and righteousness 
power and help usher in the glad day when the whole world 
shall be a glorious sisterhood of democracies dedicated to the 
welfare of all mankind. [Applause.] 

The battle for the equal-suffrage amendment in the United 
States was begun by Susan B. Anthony, and the first amend- 
ment was drafted by her in 1875. The proposed amendment to 
the Federal Constitution to give the right of the ballot to 
women reads: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex 

This amendment is practically the same as the one proposed 
by Susan B. Anthony in 1875. The amendment was first intro- 
duced by Senator Sargent, of California, January, 1878S. It 
was voted on in the Senate four times, as follows: In 1887, 
yeas 17, nays 34; in 1914, failing by 11 votes; in 1918, failing 
by 2 votes; February, 1919, failing again by 1 vote. In the 
House it was voted on in 1915, failing by 78 of the necessary 
two-thirds vote. On January 10, 1918, it passed by 1 vote over 
the necessary two-thirds majority. 


WHERE WOMEN VOTE. 


The 28 States in which women now have presidential sut- 
frage control about 55 per cent of the Electoral College, over 
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one-half of the Senate, 45 per cent of the House, and 55 per 
cent of the votes in the party conventions. 

Full suffrage is granted to women in the following States: 

Vyoming, granted 1869. 

Colorado, granted 1893. 

Utah, granted 1896. ° 

Idaho, granted 1896. 

Washington, granted 1910, 

California, granted 1911. 

Kansas, granted 1912. 

Arizona, granted 1912, 

Oregon, granted 1912. 

Nevada, granted 1914. 

Montana, granted 1914. 

New York, granted 1917. 

Michigan, granted 1918. 

Oklahoma, granted 1918. 

South Dakota, granted 1918. 

Texas, granted 1919. 

Tennessee, granted 1919. 

Presidential suffrage (those with star have municipal also) : 

*Tilinois, granted 1913. 

* Nebraska, granted 1917. 

Rhode Island, granted 1917. 

* North Dakota, granted 1917. 

Iowa, granted 1919. 

Tennessee, granted 1919. 

Vermont, granted 1919. 

Wisconsin, granted 1919% 

* Indiana, granted 1919. 

Maine, granted 1919. 

Minnesota, granted 1919. 

Missouri, granted 1919. 

Primary suffrage, which is considered practically equal to full 
suffrage in the following States: 

Arkansas, granted 1917. 

Texas, granted 1918. 

School or tax suffrage in the following States: 

Kentucky, granted 1838. 

Minnesota, granted 1875. 

New Hampshire, granted 1878. 

Massachusetts, granted 1879. 

Mississippi, granted 1880. 

New Jersey, granted 1887. 

Connecticut, granted 1893, 

Towa, granted 1894. 

Ohio, granted 1894. 

Delaware, granted 1898. 

Louisiana, granted 1898, 

Wisconsin, granted 1900. 

New Mexico, granted 1910. 


Foreign countries in which women have full suffrage are as | 


follows: 

Isle of Man, granted 1881. 

New Zealand, granted 1893. 

Australia, granted 1902. 

Finland, granted 1906. 

Norway, granted 1907. 

Iceland, granted 1913. 

Denimark, granted 1915. 

tussia, granted 1917, 

Canada, granted 1918. 

Austria, granted 19158. 

Czecho-Slovakia, granted 1918S. 

England, granted 1918. 

Germany, granted 1918. 

Hungary, granted 1918. 

Ireland, granted 1918. 

Poland, granted 1918S. 

Scotland, granted 1918. 

Wales, granted 1918. 

Holland, granted 1919. 

Sweden, granted 1919. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask the privilege 
of revising and extending my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the same permission. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. MANN. No; I have no objection to everybody having the 
privilege, but I am not going to stop at this time to have each 
individual McinlLer of the House make the request, 
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Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all Members have the right to print speeches in the 
ReEcorpD, because we will spend half an hour here for individuals 
to get leave. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that all Members be permitted to extend their 
remarks on this subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. For five days. 

The SPEAKER. For five days. Is there objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I object for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Kansas 
Mr. HARDY of Texas. And I ask unanimous consent to ex- 

tend my remarks also, 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Texas? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. MacCrate]. 

Mr. MacCRATE, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I realize thor- 
oughly that a man only three days in Congress should hold his 
tongue, but coming as I do from a district which has equal suf- 
frage, and being a member of the Committee on Woman Suffrage, 
I felt it obligatory to say why we from our section believe this 
national resolution or amendment should be submitted to the 
States for the States to decide in the constitutional way whether 
it shall be adopted. Now, whether you consider the franchise 
a right or a privilege, the women of America deserve the right, 
or they have earned the privilege. Everywhere you went during 
the past two years you saw women in uniform. You saw them 
in the Salvation Army, the Red Cross, the Knights of Columbus, 
the Young Men’s Christian Association, Young Men’s Hebrew 
Association, and other allied war activities. Whether you were 
at home or whether you were abroad, and like myself had the 
privilege of seeing the streets of London and Liverpool in Janu- 
ary of this year, you realized that American womanhood had 
met the last argument that men have given for denying them 
the suffrage privilege, namely, that no one who is not a potential 
soldier is entitled to the franchise. I submit to your fairness 
and judgment that the women of America have been as potential 
soldiers during the past war as have been the men of America. 
{Applause.] And if potentiality for military service is the last 
objection, then certainly with the men who avoided the draft, 
or with the slackers, the women of America ought never be com- 
pared ; and more certainly if men who continued in agricultural 
pursuits to win the war, if men who continued in shipyards to 
win the war, if men who continued in other branches of activities 
to win the war are entitled to the franchise,-the women who 
maintained equal industrial and agricultural burdens and high 
moral burdens to win the war are entitled to the franchise. [Ap- 
plause.] Not only that, but this resolution seems to me to be in 
perfect harmony with the Constitution itself. The preamble of 
the Constitution declares its purpose to be “to form a more per-* 
| fect Union.” This amendment will help us perfect the Union. 
/ It does not go into the homes of the country and tell the people 
what they shall put on or what they shall eat or what they shal! 
drink, It does not say to the men and women of America they 
shall not do this or they shall not do that, but it does recognize 
a fundamental of our Government that rights and privileges 
shall be equal, and declares that sex alone shall not deprive 
women of the right or privilege of voting. I submit to you that 
this resolution is in harmony with the spirit of the Constitution 
itself. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my request that all 
Members have leave to extend their remarks in the Recorp on 
this subject for five legislative days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that all Members may be permitted to extend their re- 
marks in the Recorp on this subject ; 

Mr. RAGSDALE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina objects. 

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Focur]. 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
do not think it fair to let in any more extensions unless we let 
in those who did not have a chance to speak, and so I object— 
of course, without any discourtesy whatever to the gentleman. 

Mr, FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, we all realize that this is a 
transcendent and far-reaching question. It has been decided in 
Pennsylvania more than once what the people there think about 
it. It has been decided in many, many States what they think 
about it there. It has been brought to Congress for decision. 
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In Pennsylvania the last time the test was made the amendment 
was defeated by 50,000 majority, and it is conceded it would 
have been 250,000 majority or 300,000 majority had the question 
been voted on separately instead of in connection with four 
other amendments. 

In my own district in Pennsylvania, comprised of eight coun- 
ties, which are typical of the Christianity, civilization, and the 
chivalry of America, every last county went against it after a 
full discussion of the question. I dare say, if it were submitted 
again, yes or no on its merits, it would go double what it was 
the last time against it. I appreciate the tribute that has been 


paid here, very tenderly and, I might say, patriotically, to wom- | 


anhood. How could any of us do otherwise than pay high tribute 
to the mother or wife or daughter? These gentlemen say that 
those of us who are opposed to this amendment are denying the 
women something; that we are defeating them in a high and 
laudable purpose. I challenge that statement and that argu- 
ment. My proposition is that these mothers of the soldier boys 
do not ask for this thing. I need net dwell upon the greatness 
of Pennsylvania, or her glory, er the soldiers she sent to the 
front, or the money she gave to back them up, but it is well that 
you be reminded that Pennsylvania’s only vote of record is 
against woman suffrage. In the time I have here I want to enter 
the protest of one Member from Pennsylvania against going so 
far afield at this particular time in this uncharted matter, sim- 
ply because a few States out West have adopted the suffrage 
program. And with all respect for the Members who come from 
those States where they have had woman suffrage, I do not 
believe many appeals come to them or much concern is felt for 
the franchise by most women. I do not believe a vast majority 








of women want the vote, nor de they need it for their protection. 
Furthermore, let me say that in the State of Pennsylvania | 


20 years ago we had better laws for the protection of womanhood 
than they have in the States where they have had woman suf- 
frage for 25 years, and we have better laws there now; hence it 
is to be seen that it is not necessary for women to engage in the 
conflict and asperities of polities to secure more than equality of 
protection with men. 
for women was necessary to win the war and to further prohibi- 
tion, but the fallacy of these arguments was made manifest by 
subsequent events, 

Mr. HICKS. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. FOCHT. I can not, having but a few minutes’ time. 
I know where your heart is. You are really not for this. 
{Laughter.}] There is no Member here, either from the States of 


| every second year by the people of the several States. * * 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, of course there is no dispute upon 
the preposition that Congress by a two-thirds vote of both 
Houses may submit any amendment which it sees fit, and when 
such amendment is ratified by three-fourths of the legislatures 
of the several States it would become a part of the Constitution 
and binding upon all the States. There is no controversy upon 
that point. And since the right of a State to peaceably secede 
from the Union has forever been settled in the negative, there 
can no longer be any sound contention that any amendment 
which is adopted in the constitutional manner violates any of 
the rights of the other States. The minority States must, of 
course, yield to the will of the majority. 

But this very fact makes all the more important that Con- 
gress should be careful in submitting amendments, and the 
States should be slow in ratifying those which delegate power 
to the Federal Government hitherto reserved to the States and 
exercised by their own legislative machinery. 

Article I, section 2, of our Federal Constitution provides— 

The Horse of Representatives shall be composed of Members chosen 
the electors in each State shall have the qualifications a a 
electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislature. 

Thus it will be seen that the framers of our Constitution, 
recognizing the State as the sovereign unit of government, 
deemed it wise to reserve to the. States the right to regulate 
their own suffrage and provided in affirmative terms that the 
House of Representatives should be chosen by electors having 
the same qualiiications as those who should choose the most 
numerous branch of the State legislatures. 

And when 123 years later the seventeenth amendment was 
adopted, which provided for the election of United States 
Senators by direct vote of the people, this same provision was 


The gentleman from Texas is 


| carried which prescribed that the electors should have the saime 


Formerly it was contended that the vote | 


qualifications as those required for electing the most numerous 
branch of the State legislatures. 

Now, the amendment which we have under consideration pro- 
poses to change all of this and turn.over to the Federal Gov- 
ernment one of the most essential elements of State sovereignty ; 
that is, to limit and control the States in their right to deter- 


| Mine and prescribe the qualifications of their own electors. 


New York, Pennsylvania, or Ohio, who down in his heart is for | 


this sort of thing. 

Another reason why women in their good sense are not here 
appealing for the vote and sphere of political activity may be 
that they have a better conception of the biological and physi- 
ological laws than some gentlemen who will vote in the aflirma- 
tive on account of coming from States where women now vote— 
laws ordained by God, and which the vote of Congress nor an 


amendment to the Constitution can not change or set aside.- 


[ Applause. ] 

In conclusion I will submit a letter I received this morning 
from Mrs. Horace Brock, president of the Pennsylvania Associa- 
tion, Opposed te Woman Suffrage, and which includes some 
salient points on this question: 


By the submission of the question of woman suffrage to the voters of 
the State in 1915 Pennsylvania declared against Federal interference 
and for the right of the electorate to decide this question. 
bill now before the State senate, which has passed the house, providing 
for a resubmission to the people. We opposed this bill in the house, for, 
while we agree a referendum to the people is the only democratic and 
just way of deciding this issue, we know there is no increased demand 
for woman suffrage, but rather increased ee to it. Since the 
passage of the bill in the house, however, we have made no further oppo- 
sition and are making our opposition to the passage of an amendment 
to the Federal Constitution, which would deprive the State of the right 
to decide its own electorate. 

A Federal amendment to the Constitution is a serious matter, because 
it is irrevocable. The voters of New York State, men and women, find- 
ing double suffrage increases taxes and the socialist vote, are planning 
2 resubmission of this question to the voters before long. If the Federal 
amendment is not passed, this will certainly be done. 

A noisy minority are demanding votes for women as a reward for 
their war work, but the majority of women war workers, who have been 
largely antisuffragists desiring no reward, object to being penalized and 
given this added burden because cf their work. Moreover, because a 
woman is efficient in Red Cross and industrial work, it does not follow 
she would be efficient in Congress. Also, it is not advisable to legislate 
for normal times extraordinary measures that may be useful and neces- 
sary in abnormal times. 

I therefore ask you, in justice to your State and its electorate, to 
vote against the Federal woman-suffrage amendment. 


[Applause. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Fess). 
gentleman from North Carolina has again expired. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Biack], 





And while I concede that the method by which it is proposed 
to be done is a perfectly legal one, the question is, Should it be 
done as a matter of wise governmental policy? 

Is suffrage such a question as should be snatched from the 


| control of the States and lodged in a rapidly centralizing govern- 


There is a | 


ment? That is a question which I consider myself called upon 
to answer as the elected Representative of the people from the 
district which I have the honor to represent in this body. 

When I consider the principles which underlie the structure 
of our republican form of government, with its “ indissoluble 
Union of indestructible States”; when I consider the fact that 
I am a Democratic Representative and owe at least some allegi- 
ance to the historic principles of the party and some degree of 
obedience to its most recent national platform, then I am not in 
doubt as to how I should vote. 

I should vote against the submission of this amendment and 
leave each State free to regulate and control the matter of its 
own suffrage. 

Therefore I will vote the way I think and believe. 

If my own State—Texas—for instance, wants to grant full 
suffrage to women, it has a perfectly simple method of doing 
it. On next Saturday, May 24, the people of our State will vote 


| upon a constitutional amendment which has for its object this 


} ponents of this amendment. 


The time of the | 


Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to | ‘ 
| suffrage to their women whenever they desire to do so? 





very purpose. 

In the submission of this State amendment the voters get a 
real referendum. If they adopt it, they will have no need of 
this Federal amendment. If they do not adopt it, then why 
should I vote for a Federal amendment which would impose it 
upon them against their own will. 

The committee at the last session of Congress who reported 
this resolution made this remarkable statement on page 4 of 
their report. I would not refer to it now except for the fact 
that it is illustrative of much of the logic used by the pro- 
The language was: 

To deny the States the opportunity to establish woman suffrage if 
they wish to do se is an act of autocratic injustice which would cer- 
tainly be misunderstood abroad and would deeply incense the millions 
of women who are voters, as well as the millions more who are peti- 
tioning for the. vote. 


That is a very remarkable statement. I would like to in- 


quire what provision there is in the Federal Constitution which 
in the slightest degree prohibits the States from ranting full 
And if 
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there is no such prohibition, then what possible power is there 
anywhere which can prevent a State from doing so? 

Every schoolboy knows that all the powers not delegated to 
the United States by the Constitution nor prohibited by it to 
the States are reserved to the States, respectively, or to the 
people. If that report had said, instead of the language which 
I have quoted, that “To deny the States the opportunity to 
control their own suffrage, if they wish to do so, is an act of 
autocratic injustice,’ then it would have been a statement, as 
I understand it, of the doctrine which the Democratic Party 
has championed for more than a hundred years and which has 
been so ably defended by many of the party’s greatest leaders. 
I do not think that the matter has been more clearly stated any- 
where than by President Wilson in a statement to a delegation 
of suffragists January 6, 1917: 

I am tied to a conviction which I have had all my life, that changes 


of this sort ought to be brought State by State. It is a deeply matured 
conviction on my part, and therefore I would be without excuse to my 
own constitutional principles if I lent my support to this very important 
movement for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Of course it will be conceded that the President has expressed 
some contrary opinions since then, but the newest is not always 
the best. The date or luster of the coin does not determine its 
true value, and “he who chooses without a proper test may 
perish, both a pauper and a fool.” 

When we put these different statements of the President to 
the test of Democratic principles, as interpreted throughout the 
history of our party and by our recent Democratic platforms, I 
am compelled to choose his opinion, as expressed on January 6, 
1917, as the soundest and wisest one, rather than that of these 
more recent days. 

Our platform at St. Louis in 1916 contained this declaration: 

We recommend the extension of the franchise to the women of the 
country by the States on the same terms as to men, 

If the party had intended to take the position that woman 
suffrage is a Federal and not a State matter, then the platform 
would have recommended that Congress take action on the ques- 
tion instead of making its recommendation to the several States 
of the Union. There is no declaration in the platform anywhere 
for the submission of a national woman suffrage amendment, 
and no Democratic national convention in the history of the 
party has ever declared for it. 

On the contrary, it is perfectly well known that the attitude of 
the party has long been that the regulation of suffrage belongs 
to the States, and that as a matter of proper public policy it 
should be left there. 

It is for these reasons, and not because I am opposed to 
woman suffrage by State action, that I will vote against the sub- 
inission of this amendment. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Texas has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BLanton]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, there is an old adage, “ Let 
justice be done though the heavens fall,” and I invoke that prin- 
ciple in voting upon this resolution to-day. 

The distinguished chairman of this committee [Mr. MANN] 
_ has well said that for 40 years one-half of the population of the 
United States of America have been clamoring for the privi- 
lege of suffrage, the privilege which we men have enjoyed since 
the foundation of this Republic. The distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], in raising opposition to the 
question of procedure this morning, said that he was willing to 
give the credit of the passage of this resolution to the distin- 
guished chairman of this committee. I yield to no Democrat 
in loyalty to and love for my party. Yet if, in order to pass 
this resolution to-day, it were necessary to give the credit to 
the Republican chairman of this committee, I would say pass 
it and give credit to him. If, in order to pass this resolution 
to-day, it were necessary to give the credit to the Republican 
Party, I would say pass it, do justice, give them the credit of it 
if such credit has to go to any particular party. [Applause.] 

But this resolution would pass regardless of anything I may 
say or do or anything that may be said or done by the chairman 
of this committee. If the poll we proponents have made is cor- 
rect. this resolution will pass and receive 301 votes of this House. 

The proponents of this measure have a right to expect that 
the opposition, in opening the discussion of this question, would 
send to us the best argument they have against woman suf- 
frage. But when they open this discussion by sending to the 
floor that distinguished, astute, eloquent orator from North 
Carolina [Mr. KircH1n] we had the right to expect that the 
last word in opposition to woman suffrage would be forthcom- 
ing, but the distinguished gentleman was unable to say one 
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word against the passage of this resolution. He was unable 
to give us one argument why it should not be passed. He said, 
in effect—and it was all he could say—that he would blindly 
shut his eyes and vote against the resolution. He did, how- 
ever, call attention to the fact that this suffrage resolution was 
introduced in the Sixty-fifth Congress by a Democrat, that a 
suffrage committee was organized by a Democratic Congress, 
that it was reported by a suffrage committee with a Democratic 
majority, that it was handled on the floor of this House by a 
Democratic majority, and that it passed this House by a Demo- 
cratic majority. 

Mr. BAER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Not now. He said that it was called for as 
a piece of legislation by a Democratic President of this Nation. 
He called attention to that, and further to the fact that the Presi- 
dent from France has asked this Congress to pass this resolution 
at this time. But, as good a Democrat as I am, I want to say to 
my colleagues that if the message read yesterday from the 
President of the United States had asked us to vote against 
woman suffrage, it would have reached a point when I could no 
longer do that which a Democratic President asked of this Con- 
gress to do. [Applause.] 

The President has asked me to vote to put back wine and beer, 
but that is one question that I will not follow the President on 
when the time comes, although up to this time I have followed 
him on every issue. [Applause.] My good friends from Texas, 
my colleagues, Mr. Harpy and Mr. Brack, and my good colleague 
from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL], seem to be so afraid that this 
resolution infringes on the sovereignty of the States, that it 
takes from the States some ancient rights which they have pos- 
sessed for so many years, and that it interferes with their regu- 
lating the question of suffrage. I ask my good friends in what 
particular, aside from the question of sex, over which God 
Almighty alone has control, will this amendment restrict the 
regulation by States of suffrage? Why, the State of Texas, re- 
gardless of.this resolution, will still by its legislation say what 
qualifications a person must possess in order to vote. They will 
say whether or not there should be a property right restriction 
placed upon it; they will say whether or not a person must have 
an educational qualification ; they will say whether or not a per- 
son must pay a poll tax, whether they must register here or 
there; and in what particular. They will say this or that con- 
cerning every single regulation or control which will not inter- 
fere, except that by the Constitution of the Government they 
shall not say that one half of the citizens of the Union may vote 
and the other half, equally intelligent, equally qualified, shall not 
have equal rights that we men have possessed for time eternal. 
I say the time has come when justice must be done, though the 
heavens fall. ; 

I am not afraid of this infringing on the sovereignty of my 
State. If it was intended to infringe upon its rights I would 
not support it, but it does not infringe on the rights of the sov- 
ereign States. The minority on many questions has to give up to 
the majority in the interest of the welfare of the whole people. I 
have the right, following the pursuit of happiness, to go just as 
far in that pursuit as I can without infringing upon the equal 
rights of every other citizen of the United States, and whenever 
in following the pursuit of happiness my action infringes on the 
equal right of any other citizen, then and there I must stop. I 
say that in this case we need not be afraid, and we need not 
anticipate trouble coming from this resolution which gives the 
women the right to have a part in governmental affairs of this 
country. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to revise and extend my remarks in 
the REcorpD. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I must object. I re- 
new the request that I made that all Members of the House may 
have the right to extend their remarks in the Recorp for five 
legislative days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
asks unanimous consent that all Members of the House have the 
right to extend their remarks in the Recorp for five legislative 
days. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAGSDALE. I object. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. VAILE}. 

Mr, VAILE. Mr. Speaker, following the example of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircnin], I 
would like first to congratulate the President of the United 
States upon his final, though belated, acceptance of Republican 
principles. 

But in this galaxy of brilliant advocates I prefer to appear 
as a witness, believing that residence in a State where women 
have voted for a quarter of a century will give my testimony 
some value. 
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I want to mention by name the women whom we have elected 
to office in Colorado. Aside from the incumbents of the office 
of State superintendent of schools, who have been invariably 
competent, and some of whom have shown marked ability, we 
have elected in the last eight years nine women to the upper 
and lower branches of the State legislature. First, Mrs. Alma 
V. Lafferty, a Democratic member of the lower house, in 1911, 
and a very close associate and coworker of that city builder, 
Robert W. Speer. Those of you who know my beautiful city 
know what it means to have been associated with him in that 
work. Mrs. Lafferty had a son who was a graduate of West 
Point and who fell mortally wounded at El Caney. In the same 
legislature was Mrs. Louise Kerwin. Mrs. Evangeline Heartz 
was in the house of representatives in 1915 and was reelected 
in 1917. Mrs. Frances S. Lee served in 1911. All of these 
women had been school-teachers, successful ones, and I submit 
that many Members of this House have been elected with no 
greater qualifications than those held by these women; and 
we used to regard as very high the qualification necessary in 
a candidate for the office of Member of Congress. Miss Louise 
U. Jones was elected to the Democratic lower house in 1911—a 
wealthy woman who made her wealth by wise investment in real 
estate and as a builder of hotels and residences. All of these 
women were Democrats. Mrs. Agnes L. Riddle was a Repub- 
lican member of the lower house in 1911 and was later a candi- 
date for secretary of state in 1912 and elected to the State 
senate in 1917. Mrs. Riddle is the daughter of a German 
peasant, and I heard her, addressing a liberty loan meeting, 
recall the fact that she had been twice elected to the Colorado 
Legislature. She asked her audience how far the daughter of 
a German peasant could advance under the Kaiser’s autocracy. 
I heard her tell that audience that when with her mother and 
little brothers and sisters they first saw the Stars and Stripes 
in New York Harbor and said, ‘“ Mother, what a beautiful flag,” 
her mother took from her handbag a silk miniature of that 
flag and made the children kiss it, and said to them, “ Hence- 
forth that is your flag, and this new beautiful country is your 
country.” Mrs. Riddle had two sons serving under the Stars 
and Stripes in the war now happily ending. 

Mrs. Helen Ring Robinson, a Democrat, was elected to the 
State senate in 1913. She has a grown daughter, is a brilliant 
newspaper woman, a skillful debater, an able parliamentarian. 
Mrs. Mary C. Bigelow was elected to the lower house as a Re- 
publican in 1919. She is a physician. Her husband is a banker, 
and she has a son who has been three years in the military 
service of the United States, and who has*just returned a cap- 
tain in the Expeditionary Force, after being through the stiff- 
est fighting in the Argonne. Miss Mabel Ruth Baker, a school 
teacher, was elected as a Republican to the lower house in 1919, 
She is of tested metal, intellectual, sensible, and practical. 

Those are the women actually elected in a suffrage State. They 
are all of the women that we have elected to the two branches 
of our State legislature, and I would willingly submit them to a 
comparison with an equal number of men legislators selected 
from the legislature of any Commonwealth in this country. 
They are just exactly the same kind of women as your own 
mothers and sisters. They were elected not because they were 
women but strictly upon their merits. Their opponents in every 
case were good men. ‘They have left their names written on our 
statute books in measures for the benefit of the community, for 
the welfare of women and children, for the reclamation of un- 
fortunates, the development of agriculture and industry, and the 
improvement of labor. I have not had the pleasure of agreeing 
very often with Senator Robinson, but both she and Mrs. Riddle 
are active and importent in their party councils. Four of these 
women have grown children, including four men children who 
have served in the Armies of this Republic. Colorado has 
gained by electing the mothers of men to help make her laws, and, 
gentlemen of Dixie, I ask you men to help your own mothers 
reelect you. You may need their votes. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Florida to proceed now. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SaunpERs]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 
an amendment at this time, to be pending, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Saunpers of Virginia: “‘ Page 1, line 6, 
after the word ‘by,’ strike out the words ‘the legislatures of three- 
fourths of the several States,’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘ popular vote in three-fourths of the several States.’ ” 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Is this an amendment to the amendment? 





Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. 
resolution, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman can not offer an 
amendment until we first dispose of the amendment now pending. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I did not think that any ques- 
tion of order would be raised. I thought it was understood that 
an amendment could be offered if one obtained the time in which 
to offer it, the amendment to be considered pending. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know that I have any objection to an 
agreement to that effect; but I want to say very frankly that I 
am not going to get into a position, if I can help it, where 40 
amendments may be offered for the purpose of obstruction. Of 
course, I know that this is not offered for that purpose. If the. 
gentleman asks unanimous consent that the amendment shall be 
considered as pending until the two hours of debate are disposed 
of, the amendment to be disposed of after that, I shall make no 
objection. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment I have offered be considered as 
pending, to be disposed of at the expiration of the two hours 
of debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest that the amendment be offered simply for information, to 
be disposed of at the end of the two hours of debate? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did the Chair understand that I reserved 
a point of order against the amendment as being unconstitu- 
tional? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not recognize 
the gentleman 

Mr. BLANTON. A moment ago I asked for recognition and 
reserved the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not called upen to 
pass upon the constitutionality of an amendment. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to reserve a point of order 
against it. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have the amendment again re- 
ported, Mr. Speaker. I did not hear it read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the 
amendment will be again reported. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was again reported. ; 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the Chair hear me for a moment on 
the matter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The matter can not be now 
considered. There is no time for its discussion at this time, 
but it will be considered at the close of the two hours’ debate... 

Mr. BLANTON. I merely wanted to call attention to the fact 
that it is in face of the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States, and I want to reserve the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is out of order at the present 
time, 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. 
Constitution in that respect. 


No; it is an amendment to the 
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It is proposed to amend the 
We are Constitution-making now. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, what became of the point of order? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman reserved it. 
Mr. MANN. I ask that it be disposed of. I do not propose, 


if I can help it, to get the House tied up where we can not have 
a chance to vote on the original proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not pass upon 
the constitutionality of an amendment, and therefore overrules 
the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarKx]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have never set up 
as a prophet and I am not the son of a prophet, but on the 4th 
day of July, 29 years ago, I made a speech in which I indulged 
in two prophecies. One of them was that the justice of the 
American people would give the right of suffrage to women, 
[Applause.]| The other one was that we would live to travel in 
flying machines. One of the prophecies has been realized and 
the other will be realized in a very few days. [Applause.] 
When I came here the voice of the suffragist was like that of 
John the Baptist crying in the wilderness. It was more a joke 
than anything else, but time and the expressed sentiment, in 
pieces, of the American people have converted a majority of the 
House and perhaps a majority of the Senate to this doctrine. 
In the last Congress by a curious accident they got just exactly 
enough votes to pass this amendment through the Heuse. I «id 
not vote; I rarely ever did. I do not think it was ever intended 
the Speaker should vote very much, but one gentleman was 
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going to change his vote to the negative, and I sent word if he 
I would vote and that would tie it. So I came that near 
voting. [Applause.] I do not think woman suffrage is going 
to precipitate the millennium. I do not believe it is going to 
cause the damage to American institutions that some very good 
men think. The great State of Missouri at its last session of 
its legislature went as far as it possibly could go under the Con- 
stitution in favor of woman suffrage. They gave the right to 
women to vote for presidential electors and municipal officers, 
and several other States have done the same. I believe in State 
rights as much as any gentleman on the floor of this House, but 
in voting for this suffrage amendment I am representing the 
voice of the people of Missouri. I am not going to quarrel with 
anybody about voting the other way. This is a free country 
and we ought to have the right to vote here as we please. Now, 
another argument in favor of it, and I think it is founded on 
justice, is I think my wife and my daughter are as capable of 
voting as most men in this country are—— [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. More. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And I would be ashamed to have 
raised a daughter who was not. [Applause.] Well, now, there 
has been a good deal of talk first and last about the opinion of 
the President, and some people have insinuated I was not up to 
the irk in that respect. [Laughter.] From across the sea 
comes the voice of the leader of the Democratic Party and the 
leader of the American people, who was made that way by two 
elections in this country, and it ought to be a matter of pride 
to every American citizen that Woodrow Wilson, President of 
the United States, is universally acclaimed the foremost man of 
all this world. [Applause.] He has arrived at that opinion by 
eradations, like a good many of the rest of us have. It is the 
progress of the human race going on all over the world, and if 
we want to keep in tune with them we ought to pass this amend- 
nt, and we can not afford very well, with our boasted civiliza- 
ion and our boast about our great intelligence, all of which I 
thoroughly indorse, to be behind every other civilized nation on 
earth in this matter. [Applause.] I wish instead of having 
iwo hours we had some more time, so we could talk freely, but 
we are limited as to time. There is an old saying that brevity 
soul of wit. If that is true, then these speeches which have 
been made here to-day judged by that standard would be very 
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witty, although I doubt whether a good judge would so pro- 
nounce them. [Laughter.] My own judgment—one moment, 
Mr. Speaker [laughter]—my own judgment is that if submitted 


to a 
umendment would carry overwhelmingly. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, two years ago when a similar reso- 
Jution was pending in this body I took my life in my hands and 
came over here to vote, and for a week thereafter I did not 
know whether it would kill me or not. But to-day, strong and 
healthy [applause], I appear in the advocacy of a great cause, 
with the time ripe, with the people ready, with the beneficiaries 
eager. intelligent, and willing to perform their share in the 
functioning of good government. [Applause.] 

The distinguished speaker who has just preceded me referred, 
as had a Democrat formerly, to the message of the President. 
I had hoped that this discussion might proceed without any 
partisan bias. It is true, my friends on this side of the House, 
that the President and Democratic leaders have frequently talked 
in favor of woman suffrage, but a majority of them have never 
voted for it. [Applause on the Republican side.] They have 
been long on promises, like they are on everything else, but 
very short on fulfillment. I heard the distinguished gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Smarr] speak for seven minutes in 
favor of the amendment which he proposes to vote against. 

Now, this is not a partisan question on either side of the House. 
If it were, it would not have any chance. Let both sides, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, feel their responsibility to civilization, 
to enlightenment, to progress, to the movement ahead. You can 
no more stop the wave of progression than you can roll back 
the sea with a broom, and which was tried once. Women will 
receive the suffrage; they will take their share in the manage- 
ment of the Government, and, in my judgment, good citizens 
everywhere will thank God shortly that we have the conserva- 
tism and good sense of women, the home makers and remaining 
mostly in the homes, standing against the wave of unreasonable 
wildness which seems now to be dominating the world in many 
quarters. 

I hope that the Republican side of the House may vote almost 
as 2 unit, if not as a unit, in favor of the amendment, and I pray 
that the majority of the Democratic side of the House will see 
the light and vote accordingly. [Applause.] 


plebiscite, as the French call it, in the United States this 
[Applause. ] 
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I shall undertake in 
the few minutes left to say a word or two in reference to this 
proposed resolution. They say there is no zeal like that of a 
new convert. The distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], who has just taken his seat, has not always been so 
zealous in support of this propositon. I remember very well, 
Mr. Speaker, as you do, and as the older Members of this House 
remember, that on one occasion these women for whom he 
speaks so eloquently now had a parade. down Pennsylvania 
Avenue. Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, who was then the valiant 
defender of this cause, stood upon this floor and denounced 
what he said was the insulting conduct of certain ruffians to- 
ward some of these ladies on the floats as they went down the 
Avenue, and that such insulting conduct was winked at by the 
police. 

He said, among other things, that he had just received a 
message over the telephone from some good lady to the effect 
that her daughter, who was upon one of these floats, had been 
insulted by a ruffian who had climbed on the float. And at that 
time my distinguished friend, whom I thought was right, then 
said, “ Her daughter ought to have been at home.” But now 
he wants her at the polling places; he wants her in the public 
offices; he wants her on the stump. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, we have had a lot of very great changes in 
this country. The former Speaker stood here a moment or two 
ago and lauded the’ President of the United States, who sent us 
a message from across the waters, so anxious is he for woman 
suffrage. But I prefer to follow the President, when it seems 
to me he was in, I will not say a saner state of mind, but 
when the President, in a letter to the Jane Jefferson Club, of 
Denver, Colo., in 1916, gave expression to this statement: 

3oth the great political parties have in their recent platforms favored 
the extension of suffrage to women through State government. 

That is where the President stood, and that is where the 
Democratic Party of this Nation in its last official utterance 


stands. The President can not prescribe Democratic law, and 
the gentleman from Missouri knows it. No power on this 


earth can lay down Democratic doctrine but a Democratic con- 
vention, and the last one that spoke declared that this was a 
matter for the respective States to attend to. And the Republi- 
can Party in convention declared practically the same thing. 
And I assert, without fear of successful contradiction, that any 
(‘emocrat and any Republican who votes for this resolution 
to-day votes directly against the last official declaration of his 
party. You can not get away from it. It is there. 

And there is some other good Democratic authority that I 
shall call to witness in this connection. Thomas Jefferson, the 
father of the Democratic Party, did not favor woman suffrage. I 
have not time to read his statement, but it is in the minority 
report, and gentlemen can read it, and I shall incorporate it in 
my remarks. And Grover Cleveland did not, and Woodrow 
Wilson did not. And when you come to the Republican thought 
on this question, the Hon. Elihu Root, the brainiest man in the 
Repwhblican Party to-day, is not in favor of it, and William How- 
ard Taft was not in favor of it. I believe he has seen the light, 
too, that my friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] spoke of. A lot 
of these people have been traveling the road to Damascus lately. 
[Applause and laughter.] 

A Member. The present Speaker voted against it the last time. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Ah, Mr. Speaker, the Speaker of this 
House is loyal to his convictions and loyal to his declarations. A 
Member on the floor says that the present Speaker voted against 
it the last time, and my prediction is that he is going to vote 
against it this time. 

I am opposed to submitting this amendment to the States for 
several reasons, Mr. Speaker, and one is because the franchise 
is not a right which attaches or belongs to any person of any 
sex or race. It is a privilege to be granted or withheld at the 
pleasure of the States. The power to control and regulate the 
suffrage was not delegated in the Constitution to the Federal 
Government, but was expressly retained by the several States, 
and these States have exclusively exercised this power ever 
since the Union was established. No member of the convention 
which framed our Federal Constitution suggested that the 
power should be delegated to the Federal Government, but by 
unanimous consent it was left as a reserved right to the respec- 
tive States. Why should the States now delegate to the Gen- 
eral Government a power which in the unanimous judgment of 
the fathers of the Republic it was deemed wise to retain when 
the organic law was written? I respectfully submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that a radical change in the structure of a great gov- 
ernment should not be made unless it should be indisputably 
established that the proposed change is not only for the better- 
ment of mankind, but that it is necessary for the welfare of the 
people. 
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What is it that we are asked to do here? We are asked to 
pass this joint resolution and thereby submit to the legislatures 
of the several States for ratification or rejection an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which amend- 
ment confers upon women the privilege of voting. What is the 
duty of a Representative? I ask my colleagues to listen to this: 
What is the duty of a Representative in Congress when he is 
confronted with a proposition to submit an amendment to the 
Constitution? 

Just two or three days ago everyone of us took a solemn 
oath “to uphold and defend the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign and domestic,” and that 
Constitution itself, with unerring certainty, points out our duty 
in this emergency. The Constitution provides that “the Con- 
gress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it neces- 
sary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution.” It does 
not provide that whenever two-thirds of both Houses think it 
“advisable.” It does not provide that whenever two-thirds of 
both Houses think’ it “ politic.” It does*not provide that when- 
ever two-thirds of both Houses think it “expedient.” It does 
not provide that whenever two-thirds of both Houses “ believe 
their seats are in jeopardy.” It does not provide that when- 
ever “a few women in the country desire it.” But it provides 
that whenever two-thirds of both Houses, before the bar of 
their consciencies, under their oaths to defend the Constitution, 
deem it to be necessary to propose the amendments. 

Why is. it necessary? Is the Republic in danger? Is there 
any great public purpose to be subserved? Does the welfare 
of the country demand it? Why is it necessary? Not only 
must the Representative in his solemn judgment be convinced 
that it is necessary, but he ought to be able to point out the 
necessity which impels him to vote that way. Oh, my friends, 
some gentlemen say they will vote for it “ because their people 
want it.’ That does not meet the constitutional requirement. 
Some people are for it “ because the good women of the country 
say they want it.” That does not meet the constitutional re- 
quirement under your oath to uphold and defend the Consti- 
tution. You can not excuse yourself upon the proposition that 
somebody wants it or that you believe it is a good thing. If 
the fathers who framed the organic law had intended that, 
they would have put in that solemn instrument that whenever 
two-thirds believed that it is a good thing, or that so many 
people want it, they will vote for it. 

Oh, my friends, can you put your hands upon your hearts 
to-day, before God and man, with due respect to your oaths to 
uphold the Constitution, and say that you believe that it is abso- 
lutely necessary that this amendment be submitted to the 
American people? You can not say it. No; you can not say it. 
I have heard gentlemen give their reasons for voting for it. 
Some of them say one thing and some say another, but I want 
to tell you what I believe. It strikes me that a great political 
storm cloud has appeared on the horizon and many are running 
to cover. There are a whole lot of people who, if Indian nomen- 
clature were adopted at this time, might properly be dubbed 
“ Young-men-afraid-of-their-jobs.” That is what is the matter 
with a great lot of people. [Laughter.] 

Oh, my friends, let us stand here to protect the Constitution 
which we swore we would protect. The fathers put that in the 
Constitution because they did not think that that great instru- 
ment ought to be lightly amended, because they did not think 
that we ought to tinker with it in obedience to the demand of 
every passing fancy. They knew that these “isms” would arise. 
They knew that these fantastic propositions would come up in 
the future to meet and plague the people of this country, and 
they decided to fix the Constitution so that it would be hard to 
amend, and then not amended until the welfare of the people 
absolutely demanded it. And yet here we tinker with a Consti- 
tution that for a century and a third and more has stood the 
test of all the changes of time. 

My fellow countrymen, I am opposed to woman suffrage 
straight out from the shoulder, every day in the week and every 
week in the year. I am against it because I agree with the 
great leader from Illinois [Mr. MANN], that the place for the 
women is at home. That is where they belong. That is where 
he said they belonged. I agreed with him then and I agree 
with what he then said now. [Applause.] 

Oh, they want to “ purify politics,” and yet I had one gentle- 
man tell me that he wanted women to vote because the communi- 
ties in his country were dry before they got the suffrage and 
after that they went wet. [Laughter.] 

While I am opposed to it straight, and in the State, if I had 
a chance, I would vote against it, vote against it everywhere, 
and all the time, yet if the good women of my State really 
wanted it I am willing for my State to give them the right to 
vote, but I want my Strete to rezulate and control it. I do not 


want to turn over to the Federal Government the right to 
control the franchise in all the States of this Union. When 
you do it you are going to open a Pandora’s box whose ills 
will sweep all over this country, and you gentlemen from the 
North need not think that the only. ones who are going to 
suffer are those who live below the Potomac. 

You need not worry about that, we will all have our troubles. 
We will go through them, probably, worse than the days of 
reconstruction, and I remember something about that. But 
you will have it up above the river with your millions of 
foreign population who can not speak English. With your 
Bolsheviki, with your anarchists, with your I. W. W.’s, you 
are breeding trouble for yourselves as well as you are cooking 
up the dish for us. Do not worry, you will have yours and 
plenty of it. 

I know it is old-fashioned, and I know that some people laugh 
now when it is suggested that the good, pure woman, the queen 
of the American home, the mother of your children, your sister, 
and your daughter, all of them ought to be at home. I know 
that some of the women who are advocating this proposition 
laugh and jeer at that idea. It is old-fashioned and out of 
date. 

I was amused when some gentlemen were talking to-day about 
women being entitled to this privilege because they had made 
this great fight for world liberty and world democracy. I am 
willing to leave it to the mothers of the sons who went to France. 
If you will leave it to them and cut out the agitators and soap- 
box orators, you will see that the vote would be overwhelmingly 
against it. The real mothers—I do not mean all of them, but 
the great majority of them—do not want it. The men of Amer- 
ica have protected them for a century and a third, and they will 
do it yet. But when this comes, women have got to take their 
stand on a level with the men. There will be no more legislation 
in the different States in her interests. There will be no more 
legislation in the National Government in her interest. Take 
the case to-day in every State in the Union and let a man and a 
woman have a law case before the court and the jury and the 
man has as much chance as the proverbial snowball down in 
some other country. But when this comes, she will have to 
“stand up to the rack, fodder or no fodder.” 

I want to eall attention here, for I have not the time to zo 
through all of it, to some of the misrepresentations that are 
made in order to create a sentiment for this resolution. Why, I 
had a copy of a paper here called The Suffragist, and in it Mrs. 
Carrie Chapman Catt, one of the bright particular stars in the 
suffrage movement, in undertaking to argue her side of it, said 
that women were not expected to know the laws of all the States, 
and they could not be expected to know that the age of consent 
in Florida was 10 years, while in Wyoming it was 18. And yet 
the statute books of my State, section 3521 of the General Stat- 
utes of Florida, fixes 18 years as the age of consent. 

But here she is advertising to all the world that in Florida 
the age of consent is only 10 years. We are heathen down in 
that country, we are barbaric, we do not protect the girls and 
the women. I want to say to you that no woman in Florida has 
ever yet needed protection that she did not get it and the day 
will never come when the men of my State will decline to come 
to the rescue of a woman in distress. [Applause.] 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, this amendment is going to be earried. I 
know that; I am not deceiving myself. I am not doubting it for 
one moment. The cards have been stacked, the decree has been 
written and the leaders, or some of the leaders, I will not say 
all of them because, thank God, we have some Democratic and 
some Republican leaders both who are still faithful to their 
first love—but some of our leaders on both sides are trying to 
run over each other to see who can get there first and get a 
credit for the enactment of this proposition. 

God bless your souls, it will not be anything to be proud of. 
The distinguished gentleman from Illinois said that everybody 
would be delighted to have it passed. I am looking for him to 
be back here asking to renig before long. You are going to 
get mighty sorry about this. You were right in 1914 when you 
made your reply to Hobson. The former Speaker was right 
when he was standing solidly on the eternal granite of truth 
and State rights, but he has got on the shifting sands of 
expediency and they are all floating out onto the bosom of this 
unknown fathomless sea, and I am fearful they will rever 
again reach the harbor of sound political doctrine. 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, let you and I stand put. [Laughter.] If 
all the other leaders leave us let you and I stay true to the 
Old Flag. [Laughter.] 

Then we have got Senator LopcEe on the other side. He is 
with us yet. Senator Lopce is all right on this question at 
least. Senator PENROSE is another distinguished Republican, 1 
believe, who is still firm in the faith. And so we lave goi a 
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few leaders on our side. The enemy has captured a good many 
of them ; some have been shot down; others have been wounded ; 
some have almost had heart failure; and a great many of them 
are suffering from mental aberration, but a few are still 
strong, sound, and loyal. 

I wish now they would come back, for “ while the light holds 
out to burn the vilest sinner may return.” 

While we have a few minutes I wish the distinguished gentle- 
man frem Illinois and the distinguished leader over here, the 
fermer Speaker from Missouri, would get up and confess the 
fact that they are wrong for the time being and come back to 
where they both belong. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I have been here a little over 14 years. I have 
sat at the feet of these gentlemen and tried to imbibe wisdom, 
and if there are any two men I have looked up to as my ideals 
of fixed stars in the political firmament of the immovable Reck 
of Ages kind of statesmen it was the gentleman from Illinois 
and the former Speaker from Missouri. [Laughter.] But they 
have quit. 

I was following them trustingly and faithfully when, all at 
ence, when I got into the tangled brush I found that they 
had gone around another way and had left me struggling in 
the bushes. Mr. Speaker, you are not going to do it, I know. 
] Laughter. ] 

One other thing. No class of persons ought to have the right 
te vote, I think everyone will agree, unless that class can per- 
form all of the duties of citizenship. They ought not to have 
the privileges of citizenship unless they can perform the duties. 
I think that is a proposition which no one will dispute. Women 
can not do that. We have heard a great deal here about what 
they can do. We can not create our armies out of women. We 
can not depend upon them. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Ficrida. I have not the time. 

Mr. LITTLE. We can not create our armies without women, 
can we? [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I agree with the gentleman ab- 
solutely on that propesition, but you can not form an army 
out ef women. There is no use talking about that. They can 
not perform the duties of a sheriff. It would certainly be very 
disagreeable to them to perform jury duty. Take a murder 
ease, for instance, with 12 jurors, 5 or 6 or 7 women with 4 
or 5 or 6 men. The case takes a week to try. The judge 
orders them locked up, kept together, and all that sort of 
thing, and that would not be very agreeable, I am sure. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Just one moment, Mr. Speaker, if I 
may be indulged. I want to say this one thing in conclusion: I 
feel very deeply about this matter, I feel for my country. I 
believe that this is the worst act that the American Congress 
will have ever performed, so far as the future of this great 
country is concerned, and while I know this resolution is going 
through the House, I have an abiding faith that three-fourths of 
the States will never ratify it. [Applause.] 

Democrats can not support this resolution because of the fact 
that it contravenes every principle of Gemecracy, and particu- 
larly is it antagonistic to the doctrine of States’ rights, which 
has ever been one of the cardinal principles of the Democratic 
Party. This resolution takes the matter of the regulation of the 
suffrage entirely out of the power of the respective States of the 
Union and confers upon the Federal Government the unrestricted 
power to regulate elections and prescribe the qualifications of 
voters. 

I am aware that some Representatives, and especially some 
from the South, who are supporting this resolution are en- 


deavoring to justify their support of it by claiming that the | 


States will still control in this regard, notwithstanding the 
incorporation of this amendment in the organic law. 
paragraph of the amendment provides “Congress shall have 
power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation.” This 
provision either means what it says or it means nothing. 
gives to Congress the full, absolute, unrestricted, and exclusive 
power to “enforce this article,” and to enforce it “by appro- 
priate legislation.” The amendment gives to all 
white, black, and any other color—the right to vote, and invests 


Congress with complete power to carry it inte effect by the | 


enactment of any legislation which Cengress may deem to be 
“appropriate.” This opens up anew the negro question in all 
the Southern States, and I warn my coHeagues from the South 
who are supporting this measure that they are “playing with 
fire,” which is likely to produce another “ reconstruction ” con- 
flagration in our Southland. 

Iam not an alarmist, Mr. Speaker, nor am I an extremist. The 
negro in the South to-day is as a class satisfied. He is treated 
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fairly and justly under the law and is content to leave politics 
alone. He is now not a factor in politics and has no desire to 
become a facter. The two races understand each other perfectly, 
and are now dwelling in the same territory in amity, with noth- 
ing to disturb these relations. So far as I am concerned—and I 
am sure I speak for the real representative sentiment of the 


| Southern people—I would do the negro no harm, and would pro- 


tect and defend him in the enjoyment of his every legal right. 
We do protect him under our laws in the full enjoyment of life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and no States in any por- 
tion of this country will go further to conserve his rights in these 
respects than will the States in the section from which I hail. 
But we had as well be plain. This does not mean that we will 
tolerate conditions of social equality with the negro or that we 
will allow the vicious and ignorant to control in our political 
affairs. 

Our laws shall be, as they are now, fair, equitable, and just 
to all, but, with God’s help, so framed that the intelligent, 
patriotic, and virtuous shall rule our beloved land. But why 
should this measure be forced upon us when the strong proba- 
bility—yea, almost the certainty—is that it will disturb our 
local conditions to such an extent as to force us to go through 
the distressing trials of another “ reconstruction ” period? Gen- 
tlemen say this will not eccur. Mr. Speaker, let us be candid 
with each other. While the great masses of the negroes in the 
South are contented with existing conditions, some of the 
alleged leaders of the race are agitators and disturbers and are 
constantly seeking to embroil their people in trouble with the 
white people by making demands for social recognition which 
will never be accorded them; and the real leaders in these 
matters are the negro women, who are much more insistent and 
vicious along these lines than are the men of their race. 

Make this amendment a part of the Federal Constitution and 
the negro women of the Southern States, under the tutelage of 
the fast-growing socialistic element of our common country, will 
become fanatical on the subject of voting and will reawaken in 
the negro men an intense and not easily quenched desire to 
again become a political factor. White Bolsheviki will readily 
be found to organize and train this mass of ignorance and vice 
to the end that they may be elevated to places of honor and power, 
and they will make promises of social position and anything 
else to their deluded followers in order to accomplish their own 
ignoble purposes. But, say my southern colleagues who are 
enamored of this new and to Democrats strange doctrine, this 
will not happen. Let us see. 

The Crisis, the official negro suffrage organ, issued by the 
Nationai Association for the Advancement of Colored People, of 
which Jane Addams, pacifist and former suffrage president, is a 
director, Says in its issue of Nevember, 1917 (p. 8): 

It is going to be more difficult to disfranchise colored women in the 
South than it was to disfranchise colored men. Hven southern ‘ gen- 
tlemen,’ as used as they are to the mistreatment of colored women, can 
not in the blaze ef present publicity physically beat them away from the 
polls. Their economic power over them will be smaller than their 
power over the men. * * * It is, therefore, of the utmost impor- 
tance that every single black voter in the State of New York should 
this month cast his ballot in favor ef woman suffrage and that every 
black yoter of the United States should do the same thing whenever 
and as often as he has opportunity. 

In the same issue of this negro suffrage organ (p. 12) there is 
an efiicial resolution, passed by the National American Woman 
Suffrage Association, maintaining “that all American men or 
women, white or black, * * * shall share equally in the privi- 
leges and protection of democracy.” 

Also, in the same issue (pp. 19, 20, 21), are articles by Anna 
Howard Shaw, Carrie Chapman Catt, and Mary Garret Hay, 
leaders of the National Woman Suffrage Association, appealing 
for negro support, and demanding that distinction of color, as 
| well as Sex, be eliminated. 

And this after the Crisis had distinctly pointed out the “ dis- 
criminations ” it wants to wipe out. 
| What say you, my brethren from the South, as to these state- 
ments of the Crisis? Suffragettes appealing to the negro vote in 
the North to support woman suffrage, because it means the ballot 
| for the negro women of the South! 

Again let us take a look at the Crisis. 
of the Crisis, page 41, is the following: 





In the May, 1917, issue 


INTERMARRIAGE OF RACES. 


Four bills against the interests of colored Americans have been intro- 
| duced into the Sixty-fifth Congress—two to prohibit intermarriage of 
races and to provide Jim Crow street cars and one to provide a perma- 
nent colored military school, a fourth to segregate colored people. 
| From this it is clear that the Crisis wants free intermarriage, 
| no military training for negroes, and no segregation ! 

Here we huve the Crisis, negro suffrage organ, issued by an 
association of which Jane Addams, a leading suffragette, is a 


1919. 


director, boldly advocating the intermarriage of the white and 
hegro races, 

In this same (May, 1917) issue of this negro suffrage organ 
we find the following editorial paragraph entitled “A Sugges- 
tion”: 

The Republican Party is on the rocks. The disfranchised negro sees 
light but dimly. The disfranchised woman is still disfranchised in the 
vast majority of the inhabitated States. Suppose these three groups 
strike a simple bargain. Let them work for a constitutional amend- 
ment basing representation in Congress on the actual vote cast for 
President in each State. We pause for reply. 

Here we see the proposed combination. The Republican party, 
the disfranchised negro, and the disfranchised woman. Listen: 
“Suppose these three groups strike a simple bargain. Let 
them work for a constitutional amendment basing representa- 
tion in Congress on the actual vote cast for President in each 
State.” Have they struck the “simple bargain”? Where do 
Democrats come in on this bargain? What do southern Demo- 
crats get out of the bargain? How can a Democrat, and espe- 
cially a southern. Democrat, in view of these disclosures, support 
this resolution? 

The extracts from the “Crisis” I have taken from a pam- 
phiet called “ Constitutional Bulletin No. 1,” published by the 
“American Constitutional League,” and there is no question as 
to their authenticity, and I plead with my southern colleagues 
to defeat this amendment which can bring nothing of good to 
our people and our country. : 

Another thing which should be seriously considered by gen- 
tlemen before the vote to submit this amendment to the States 
is the fact that once it becomes a part of the Constitution it is 
practically irrevocable. If, therefore, its adoption does not 
usher in the millennium, as its advocates so confidently assure us 
it will, then it will be with us in all probability for all time to 
come. On the other hand, if we should leave it where it be- 
longs—to the individual action of the several States—and 
those adopting it should find that it was not what was desired 
it could easily be repealed. 

And, Mr. Speaker, if women are to be given the privilege of 
voting, why should not the right be conferred through the same 
agency which granted the suffrage to men? Men have the 
right to vote through the independent action of the different 
States and not by virtue of any act of the Federal Congress, 
It is true that the privilege of exercising the right to vote 
was accorded to negro men through the agency of an amend- 
ment to the Federal Constitution, but that amendment was 
submitted by the Congress in the midst of a season of bitter 
sectional hate immediately following the close of a bloody 
four years of war between the sections, and surely no such 
precedent as this will be invoked in behalf of a resolution of 
this character. 

The fourteenth and fifteenth amendments were the offspring 
of the bitterest sectional hate and most unreasoning party 
passion that ever blighted any land, and God grant that our 
beloved country may never be cursed with its like again. But 
the blind passion of those dark days immediately following the 
War Between the States fastened these amendments upon our 
organic law, and they are there to remain apparently forever, 
and as long as they do remain we must respect them as part 
and parcel of our Constitution. Mr. Speaker, in my own State 
of Florida there is no discrimination under the law against 
any class of men with respect to the exercise of the elective 
franchise. We have the usual provisions which prohibit insane 
persons, persons convicted of crime, and the like, from voting, 
and in addition we require that a man shall be a resident of 
the State for 12 months and of the county in which he lives for 
6 months before he can vote. We also require that he must 
pay a poll tax of $1 per year, which goes into the school fund, 
before he is qualified to vote. 

In addition to these requirements we have the Australian 
ballot. We have no party emblems or marks of any character 
on the ballot, but the names of all candidates, regardless of 
party, are printed thereon in alphabetic order, and for a man 
to vote intelligently he must be able to read and must know the 
names of his party’s candidates. Being able to read and know- 
ing who are his party’s candidates, he simply makes a cross mark 
opposite the name of each candidate for whom he desires to vote. 
Under our election laws the voting is secret, and this is all there 
is to the election laws of Florida, except that we have provision 
for the due registration of all qualified voters. I challenge any 
State in all the Union to present any cleaner and fairer election 
laws than Florida has written in her statute books. 

Mr. Speaker, another objection which I have to woman suf- 
frage is the fact that it will unquestionably materially aid 
the growth of socialism in this country. It will not only add 
to the growth of socialism, but will likewise contribute to the 
upbuilding of femininism and Bolshevism in America. Every 
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Socialist and every Bolshevist throughout the land wherever 
you find him is an ardent advocate of woman suffrage, and he 
wants it by Federal amendment. .Take the situation in the 
great State of New York. I desire to call attention to some 
facts connected with the New York election in 1917, and present 
the following extracts which I have taken from a circular issued 
by the Women Voters’ Anti-Suffrage Party. These extracts, it 
will be seen, were taken from the New York Call, the official 
Socialist organ, in its issue of the day after the election. 


[Extracts from the New York Call (official Socialist organ), Nov. 7, 
1917, the day after election. ] 

Page 1, first column.—* Woman suffrage carried New York State. 
This was hailed as one of the biggest victories, not only by the women 
* * * but to radicals of all kinds.” 

Seventh column.—*“ Socialism and suffrage, inseparable companions 
in revolutionary thought and action, have triumphed in the election 
in New York City and State.” 

Third column.—Hillquit: “ Socialist propaganda has undoubtedly 
— most potent factor in the success of the woman-suffrage amend- 
ment.” 

Page 2, first columa.—‘“It is pointed out that the Socialist vote 
throughout the Empire State was the decisive factor in the victory for 
woman suffrage.”’ 

First column.—‘ It is certain that if the women had had the vote 
before this election Morris Hillquit would have been elected mayor and 
the whole Socialist ticket would have been triumphant.” 

Fifth column.—*“At the last referendum in New York on woman suf- 
frage, only two years ago, the issue was snowed under. So was the 
issue of Socialism. And yesterday, hand in hand (you bet!), Socialism 
and feminism forced the fates to reverse their dictum and the voters to 
act accordingly.” 

Sixth column.—Hillquit: “ Socialists can take the credit in a large 
measure for the success of the woman-suffrage amendment. From all 
indications the Socialist vote in the State exceeded 200,000, all of 
which counted for suffrage. Furthermore, our campaign, with its social 
and political background, had a visible effect on the increase of the 
suffrage vote. That alone was a great Socialist achievement.” 

In its issue of November 12, 1917, we have the following 
from a socialist leader: 

Page 1, third column.—Elmer Rosenberg, Socialist assemblyman, rep- 
resenting the sixth assembly district, Manhattan, is quoted as saying 
of the election: ‘“ This was not a campaign; it was a rebellion. It is 
going to break out into a political revolution in America.” 


And on November 26, 1917, we have this extract from the 
speech of Morris Hillquit, the Socialist candidate for mayor 
of New York City: 

Page 2.—Socialist jubilation meeting, November 25, 1917, in Madi- 
son Square Garden, New York City, after the 1917 election Morris 
Hillquit, former candidate for mayor, stated: “ We have put Socialism 
on the map of New York and on the map of the United States. * * * 
We have opened the doors of many local legislative assemblies to 
our representatives. Our slogan now is ‘On to Washington!’ ” 

“On to Washington” is the “slogan,” and they are here, 
my friends. They are here to carry out the bargain, which was 
struck, the “ simple bargain ” which it was proposed to “ strike ” 
between the Republican Party, the disfranchised negro, and 
the disfranchised woman. What an alliance! And over the 
heads of this combination the Socialist proudly cracks his whip. 
Can it be possible that Democrats, and southern Democrats, 
will give this resolution their approval? ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, aside from the question of principle and treating 
the matter purely from the viewpoint of expediency, why should 
a Democrat vote for this resolution? What can the Democratic 
Party expect to gain by its adoption? I make the prediction 
now that if this amendment becomes a part of the Constitution 
the women’s organization will line up almost solidly with the 
enemies of the Democratic Party. The great President of the 
United States, the undisputed leader of the Democratic Party, 
Woodrow Wilson, has done more to make woman suffrage an 
accomplished fact than all the Republican leaders put together, 
and yet the leaders in the woman suffrage movement have de- 
nounced him and his party, “ in season and out of season.” 

They have not been able to find language sufficiently strong 
In 
the election of 1916 the women at the head of the suffrage 
movement, almost without exception, took their stand against 
Woodrow Wilson and the Democratic Party. Their organ, 
The Suffragist, under date of November 11, 1916, gives an 
account of how Mrs. Harriet Stanton Blatch, on the night of 
Sunday, November 5, 1916, from the platform of the Blackstone 
Theater at Chicago, sent final appeals over long-distance tele- 
phone to the women leaders in the Western States to oppose 
President Wilson and the Democratic candidates for Congress. 
I present some of the messages of Mrs. Blatch and the replies 
thereto, as follows: 

Boise, Idaho, was next on the wire, Mrs. Blatch said. ‘“ In the moun- 
tains the spirit of freedom was born. Mountain lands are the cradle 
of liberty. Women of Idaho, you are free. With the torch of freedom 
in your hand, blaze the way for your fellow women by using your 
political freedom against our enemies, Woodrow Wilson and the national 
candidates of the Democratic Party.” 

Mrs. Frederick Walker, state chairman, answered: “ The people of 


Idaho are seriously considering their responsibility toward Federal 
woman suffrage. Consequently thousands will vote against President 
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Wilson, for the 
women.” 
Next came Montana. 


women realize that a vote for him is a vote against 


To the women of that State Mrs, Blatch sent 
this message: “All the political prophets put Montana among the 
doubtful States. Let no woman of Montana stand in doubt. Her 
course is plain, Let her use her whole power to defeat the party that 


blocks the way to freedom for women. Let her strike this blow for 
justice now—she has nothing to lose and the gratitude of all women to 


gain. Use your power, use every vote, against Woodrow Wilson and 
the national Democratic candidates.” 

Mrs. C. 8. Haire, State chairman, in response said: “The Montana 
Woman's Party sympathizes with you in your fight for freedom and 
pledges you its support. We will unitedly vote on November 7 against 
‘resident Wilson and the Democratic candidates for Congress. The 
Democratic Party has bitterly opposed national freedom for women 
during its whole term of power. We western women will not support 
a party that has done this injustice to women. We dedicate ourselves 
to a free womanhood, and wish you Godspeed in your work.” 

Mrs. Blatch’s message to Nevada was: “The women of the East 
have known no State lines. Where the battle for liberty was being 
waged, there they were found. When you called for help they were at 

ur side. Use now the power they helped you win, to strike down 
th e party which has refused to give the women of America enfranchise- 





ment. Help lift up all your countrywomen to your plane of full citi- 
zenship. With your full political might strike down our enemies, Wood- 
row Wilson and the national candidates of the Democratic Party.’ 

Miss Anne Martin, national chairman of the Woman's Party, said 
in reply, “ Nevada women voters are determined to establish political 
iberty for women throughout the Nation. The record of the Demo- 


cratic Party shows that this party has fought against justice to women, 
Therefore Nevada women will refuse their first vote to President Wil- 
son and the national Democratic candidates, believing such a vote 
wae be against women.” 

To Utah this message was given: “ Women of Utah, when you _ were 
politically weak, two great pioneers, Elizabeth Cady Stanton and Susan 
1. Anthony, came to you from the East, preaching their evangel of 
freedom for women. ‘They helped to set you free. Now, you are strong, 
1d bravely shouider to shoulder with other voting women, and in your 
iight help to emancipate all the women of the Nation. Serve your 
tellow women as the two pioneers served you. Strike down the enemy 

enfranchisement for the women of America.” F 
Mrs. L., M. Garnett, second district chairman, replying said: ‘‘ The 
of Utah promise loyalty and support to the unenfranchised 

The Woman's Party has made a wonderful compaign and has 
ig organization which will continue to work for women’s political 
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reedom. Many prominent and brilliant women are putting aside politi- 
cal parties and standing by the Woman’s Party. Everything looks 
bright and promising.” 

Ne xt came Arizona. Mrs. Blatch’s final word of appeal to that State 
was: “ Women of Arizona, stand clear of partisan politics. Rise above 


all ¢ 
chievi 


onsiders itions of party. 
© self-government for 


Place before all other questions that of 
all citizens. With half the people politi- 
establish a Government based on the consent of the 
governed b a matter of supreme moment. Back up with your 
votes the demand that a democratic form of government shall prevail 
threughout the Nz tion, that there shall be a true Republic, seif-govern- 
ment for all, un our national flag. Stand against the Democ ratic 
Party in this supre -me hour, and you liberate the women of a Nation.’ 

Mrs. ¢. E. Hull, chairman of the Maricopa County branch of the 






laved, t 


comes 


de 












W ” rty, responded as follows: “* We believe that out here in the 
V . Arizona men as well as Arizona women are standing by the dis- 
auchised 1en of the Nation. The Woman’s Party has awakened 

Arizona ave adopted a new conscience here in the West. We be- 
¢ he vote of Arizona day after to-morrow will astonish the 

will be a rebuke to the President who does not believe in 

he f the women of America. Congratulations to the women 


» working with us.” 



























I », Wyo., next on the wire, Mrs. Blatch sent this word: 
Wher ng sent its first constitution to Congress for approval 
was | to leave out woman suffrage. Wyoming men instantly 
t rep We will stay out of the Union of States with our women 
t go into the Union without them.’ Women of Wyoming, 
” as great now as your men were then. Make a stand for the 
itical liberty of the women of America. Annihilate the party that 
Ss » give women protection under the United States Constitu- 
Robert Morton, chairman of the Woman's Party, replied: 
we 1 of Wyoming have responded loyally to the call ‘of America’s 
eI sed won We will be with you on Tuesday and will not 
retu White House the chief epponent of political freedom for 
won 
The ring of the telephone brought Denver, Colo., on the line. 
Mrs i's sage was: ‘‘Oh, women of Colorado, fate has placed 
r 1ands a decision momentous for us, for you, for our country. 
ment for half the people of the Nation is in the balance. A 
p in democracy—democracy, the need of the hour, the world 
: issue—is bound up with your foresight, with your de- 
ve 1¢ in this hour of clash of arms to the spirit of free- 
dom America’s faith in self-government for the people. So vote 
as t blish throughout our land a republican form ef government 
f vn. Our Revelutionary fathers freed men; let the women of 
( YT their fellow women. Strike the blow and liberty ‘is ours.” 





rtha Fowler, State chairman, replied: ‘“ Colorado women, re- 
of party, are putting forth every effort to defeat President 
cause of his hostility to the Federal amendment enfranchising 





n came Kansas, the State of which Mrs. Blatch herself is now a 
voting citizen. She said: ** Women of Kansas, women of Topeka, you 
an historic event to celebrate on November 7. Burnt into your 

ory is the occasion when you sent a deputation to President Wilson 

I his stay last winter at Topeka, to urge upon him the need of 
tional justice to women. You will never forget the reception he 


I 
accorded your representatives. Awaiting his pleasure, they stood one 
} : 





ir in a driy snowstorm. That is the way he and his party treat 
i women nationally. Women must wait outside the Federal Constitu- 
tier Build a monument to that incident. Snow Woodrow Wilson 
under on election day.” 


Miss Katha rine A. Morey, of Kansas, replied for the State: 
of the East, have courage. The women of Kansas have heard your call 
and wi li stand by you. We will not return to power the man who has 
blocked the political freedom of American women.” 

Li: - came California. This was the last appeal of the -Woman’s 
Party to the voting women of the suffrage States. “ Wishing to help 
women to be free,”” Mrs. Blatch said, “ knowing that Woodrow Wilson 


“ Women 
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is the chief block to self-government for American women, 
those who try to balance against that the plea ‘he has kept us out of 
war.’ Never was a more undemocratic claim made. Imagine 100,000,000 
people depending upon the kindly offices of one man to be kept out of 
war! How does ‘t at differ from Russia, with its Czar to keep that 
nation in or out of war? 

“No, we are standing for the voice of the people to determine the 
momentous question, Shall it be peace or shall it be war? Had the 
people of Europe, the men and the women, been able to speak their 
desire in 1914 there would have been no war. The world bleeds to- day 
because of one-man power. The world needs a democracy, and no 
greater assurance of peace could be given than to include women in 
the democracy. 

“Help, women of California, to answer this need. Stand against 
the party that opposes nation-wide self-government for women. Win 
for our country a government of the people, for the people, by the 
people. Punish, women of California, the party which stands against 
such a government. Vote solidly against Woodrow Wilson and the 
national candidates of the Democratic Party.” 

Mrs. Ida Finney Mackrille, State chairman, responded: “ The women 
of California have responded magnificently to the appeal of the disen- 
franchised eastern women. Thousands of women have put suffrage 
first in this election and have done all in their power to defeat Wilson 
and the Democratic Party in our State as a protest against delayed 
justice to women. The votes of women are going to cause Wilson’s 
defeat in California next Tuesday.” 


Mr. Speaker, again I desire to call the attention of my col- 
leagues in this House to the seriousness of dmending the or- 
ganic law of the Republic. It should not be amended except 
the necessity to amend for the public welfare is made plainly 
to appear, and I respectfully submit that no such necessity is 
apparent. I may be old-fashioned and out of date, but I believe 
in the home woman. I believe in the American mother who 
presides in queenly dignity over an American home, 

She needs no ballot for her protection. God bless her; she is 
and always will be protected by the deep and undying love of the 
American man. I want her to forever occupy the commanding 
place which she fills in our economic affairs, respected, honored, 
and revered. I would not drag her from the lofty pedestal on 
which she has been placed by the undying love of the American 
man—the pedestal of sisterhood, wifehood, and motherhood—to 
the low level of ward politics. God forbid. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio [Mr. LonawortH]. 


there are 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, some surprise and, I might 
add, great gratification was expressed by my distinguished 


friend, the author of this resolution, when this morning I asked 
him for a few minutes’ time in which to speak in favor of it. 
Some surprise has been also manifested by others of my friends 
when I told them that I intended to support it. If I am about 
to execute a volte-face, at least it will not be comparable to 
that executed by a most distinguished American now residing 
abroad, who sent us a cable on the subject yesterday. [Laugh- 
ter.] It is true that upon the occasion when this resolution was 
last before the House I voted against it, but my vote was predi- 
cated upon a doubt as to the opportuneness of the time rather 
than upon the essential justice of the question. I have for a 
long time believed that suffrage was inevitable, that it would 
come soon, and that it ought to come. I am now convinced that 
the time has arrived when we ought to give suffrage to the 
women of the country. 

Heretofore I have felt it my duty to follow the vote last cast 


by the citizens of my constituency. I believe, however, that 
since then the situation has changed. Certainly it has changed 


to the extent that in my State my party has gone on record in 
its platform in favor of suffrage. It is beyond argument that 
my party as a national party is in favor of suffrage, that it is 
now one of its main tenets. This is no longer a on question, 
It is a national question, I think the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] was right when he said it ought not to be a political 
question, but the fact remains that our action to-day, to be fol- 
lowed, I am confident, very shortly by another body, will make it 
indisputably evident to the country that suffrage has been 
granted to women, and could only have been granted, through 
the medium of the Republican Party. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time 
to the distinguished Republican leader, the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I bring the balm of consola- 
tion to the agonized soul of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
CrLark]. I have been voting, lo! these many years, and I have 
never voted except where women voted. I come from: a Com- 
monwealth whose women have been exercising the elective 
franchise for a little more than half a century, and there are 
certainly no more patriotic, law-abiding, progressive folks on 
earth than those of the Commonwealth that first granted full 
suffrage to women. [Applause.] I think it is a splendid omen 
that this session of Congress, in which we hope to write upon 
the statute books a progressive, constructive legislative pro- 
gram, should begin with the prompt adoption of this great 
measure of franchise reform, 
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I want to congratulate the good women who fought the good 
fight all these years, and who now see the dawn of the day of 
final victory. Before this session closes, in my opinion, this 
resolution will be upon the statute books of the Nation. The 
resolution is in keeping with the spirit of the times; it is in 
keeping with the onward march of mankind toward better 
things. We are proposing to invite the better half of mankind 
into participation in the settlement of the multiplied and multi- 
plying questions of government, and we shall have better laws, 
better administration, and a better world when that is accom- 
plished. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the resolution 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield for just a 
moment, so that I may ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks in the REcorp? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I again renew my request, and I 
hope gentlemen will not object that all Members have leave to 
extend their remarks for five legislative days on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that all gentlemen have the right to print their remarks 
for five legislative days on this subject. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unanimous 
consent—— 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask, coupled with that, that I have the same right 
to extend my remarks. 

Mr. MANN. I shall not ebject te individual requests as Mem- 
bers make them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida and the gentle- 
man from Texas ask unanimous consent to extend their remarks 
on this subject. Is there objection? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, is it on the same subject—woman suffrage? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. Garp, Mr. Ranpatt of California, Mr. Smart, Mr. Rupe, 
Mr. Ayres, Mr. Wetty, Mr. Oriver, Mr. LANKForD, Mr. BARK- 
Ley, Mr. LaGuarpiA, Mr. LANGLEY, and others asked unanimous 
consent to extend their remarks in the Rrecorp. 

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to serve notice there will be no 
more extension of remarks by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ragspare]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question—— 

Mr. RAGSDALE. The gentleman can make it in writing or 
verbally. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
resolution and the two pending amendments to final passage. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CrarkK], which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend House joint resolution No. 1 by adding thereto as an addi- 
tional paregsenh the following language, viz: 

“This amendment shall not be valid unless the same shall be ratified 
by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States within seven 
years after the adoption of this resolution by both Houses of the Con- 
gress.” 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
and nays on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Florida demands the 
yeas and nays. Thirty-seven gentlemen have arisen, not a suffi- 
cient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SAuNDERS]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. 
have the amendment reported. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

There was no objection, 





The question is on the adoption of the 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. SauNpers of Virginia: Page 1, line 6, after 
the word “by,” strike out “the legislatures of three-fourths of the 
several States” and insert, in lieu thereof, the following: ‘ popular 
vote in three-fourths of the several States.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment, 

The question was taken and the Speaker announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands the 
yeas and nays. Fifty-two gentlemen have arisen; not a suffi- 
cient number. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. 
have the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The other side is called for. Two hundred 
and forty-four Members are opposed ; 52 is not a sufficient num- 
ber, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. - 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read - 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken; and there were—yeas 304, nays 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to 


90, answered “present” 1, not voting 33, as follows: 


YEAS—304. 
Ackerman Elliott Kennedy, Iowa Padgett 
Alexander Ellsworth Kennedy, R. I, Parker 
Anderson Elston Kettner Parrish 
Andrews, Md. Emerson Kiess Pell 
Andrews, Nebr. Esch Kincheloe * Peters 
Anthony Evans, Mont. Bing Phelan 
Ashbrook Evans, Nebr. Kinkaid Platt 
Aswell Evans, Nev. Kleczka Porter 
Ayres Fairfield Knutson Purnell 
Babka Ferris Kraus Rainey, H. T. 
Bacharach Fess LaGuardia Rainey, J. W. 
Baer Fields Langley Raker 
Barbour Fisher Lanham Ramseyer 
Barkley Fitzgerald Layton Randall, Calif, 
Bee Fordney Lea, Calif. Randall, Wis. 
Begg Foster ibach Reavis 
Benham Frear Linthicum Reber 
Biand, Ind. Freeman Little Reed, N. Y. 
Bland, Mo. French Lonergan Reed, W. Va. 
Blanton Fuller, Il. Lengworth “Rhedes 
Boies Fuller, Mass. Lufkin Ricketts 
Booher Gallagher Luhring Riddick 
Bowers Gandy McAndrews Robsion, Ky, 
Box Ganly _ McArthur Rodenberg 
Briggs Godwin, N.C. McClintic Rogers 
Britten Goldfogie McCulloch Romjue 
Brcoks, Ill. Good McFadden Rose 
Browne Goodall MecGlennon Rowan 
Burdick Goodwin, Ark. McKenzie Rowe 
Burroughs Goodykoontz McKeown Rubey 
Butler Graham, Ill. McKiniry Rucker 
Byrns, Tenn. Green, lowa McKinley Sabath 
Campbell, Kans. Griest McLane Sanders, Ind. 
Campbell, Pa. Griffin McLaughlin, Mich Sanford 
Cannon Hadley McLaughlin, Nebr.Schall 
Cantrill Hamilton MacCrate Scott 
Carew Hardy, Colo. MacGregor Sears 
Carss Haskell Madden Sells 
Carter Hastings Magee Sherwood 
Casey Haugen Maher Shreve 
Chindblom Hawley Major Siegel 
Christopherson Hayden Mann Sims — 
Clark, Mo. Hays Mapes Sinclair 
Classon Hernandez Mason Sinnott 
Cleary Hersey Mays Slemp 
Cole Hersman Mead Smith, Ill. 
Coeper Hickey Merritt Smith, Mich. 
Copley Hicks Michener Smith, N. Y. 
Costello Hill Miller P Smithwick 
Cramton Hoch Minahan, N. J. Snyder 
Crowther Houghton Monahan, Wir. Steenerson 
Cullen Howard Mondell Stiness 
Currie, Mich. Hudspeth Mooney Strong, Kans. 
Curry, Calif. Hulings Moore, Ohio Strong, Pa. 
Dallinger Husted Moores. Ind. Summers, Wash. 
Darrow Hutehinson Morgan Sumners, Tex. 
Davey Igoe Mott Sweet 
Davis, Minn. Ireland Murphy Taylor, Ark. 
Davis, Tenn. Jacoway Neely Taylor, Colo. 
Dempsey Jefferis Nelson, Mo. Taylor, Tenn. 
Denison Johnson, Ky. Nelson, Wis. Temple 
Dickinson, Iowa Johnson, 8S. Dak, Newton, Minn. Thomas 


Dickinson, Mo. 


Johnson, Wash. 


Newton, Mo. 


Thompson, Ohio 


van Johnston, N.Y. Nichols, Mich. Tillman 
Dowell Jones, Pa. Nolan Timberlake 
Drane Jones, Tex. O'Connell Tincher 
Dunbar Juul Ogden Towner 
Dyer Kearns Oldfield Treadway 
Eagan Kelley, Mich. Oliver Upshaw 
Echols Kendall Osborne Vaile 
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Vare Weaver White, Me, Wood, Ind. 

Vestal Webster Williams Woodyard 

Volstead Welling Wilson, Ill. Yates 

Walters Welty Wilson, Pa. Young, N. Dak. 

Ward Wheeler Wingo Young, Tex. 

Wason White, Kans. Winslow Zihlman 
NAYS—90. 

Almon Dunn McDuffie Steagall 

Bankhead Eagle Mansfield Stedman 

Bell Flood Martin Steele 

Benson Focht Montague Stephens, Miss. 

Biack Gard Moon Stephens, Ohio 

Blackmon Garland Moore, Pa. Stevenson 

Bland, Va. Garner Mudd Tilson 

Brand Garrett Nicholls, 8. C. Tinkham 

Brinson Greene, Mass. Overstreet Venable 

Brooks, Pa. Hardy, Tex. Paige Vinson 

Browning Harrison Park Voigt 

Buchanan Heflin Pou Walsh 

Byrnes, 8. C. Holland Radcliffe Watkins 

Candler Hull, Iowa Ragsdale Watson, Pa. ’ 

Clark, Fla. Hull, Tenn. Rayburn Watson, Va. 

Coady Johnson, Miss. Riordan Webb 

Collier Kitchin Robinson, N.C. Whaley 

Crisp Lampert Rouse Wilson, La. 

Deht Lankford Sanders, La. Wise 

Dewalt Lazaro Sanders, N. Y. Woods, Va. 

Dominick Lesher Saunders, Va. Wright 

Doremus Lever Sisson 

Doughton Luce Small 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1. 
Greene, Vt.-% 
NOT VOTING—33. 





Brumbaugh Edmonds Kahn Ramsey~_; 
Burke Gallivan Kelly, Pa. Scully = 
Caldwell Glynn Kreider Smith, Idaho 
Caraway Gould Larsen Snell — “tL 
Connally Graham, Pae\ Lee, Ga. Sullivan—"\ 
Crago Hamill McPherson= Thompson, Okla. 
Da 77 Huddleston Morin 

Dooling Humphreys Olney 

Dupré James Quin 


So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the resolution 
was agreed to. . 

The Clerk announced the following pairs. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GraHam of Pennsylvania and Mr. SULLIVAN (for) with 
Mr. Greene of Vermont (against). 

Mr. Scutry and Mr. SNeExtt (for) with Mr. RAmsry (against). 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Dootine with Mr. MCPHERSON. 

Mr: GALLIVAN with Mr. Ketry of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MCPHERSON, 
is unavoidably absent to-day. If he were here, he would vote in 
favor of this resotution. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On moticn of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to revise and extend my remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unanimous 
consent to revise and extend his remarks on this bill. Is there 
objection? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RAKER. I desire to have a telegram put in the REcorp. 

Mr. WALSH. I object, Mr. Speaker, to the reading of a 
telegram. 

Mr. RAKER. 

Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. RAKER. 





See what it is first. 
It does not make any difference what it is. 
Oh, ves; it makes lots of difference. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
Mr. Wuite of Kansas, be allowed to extend his 
remarks on this bill. 
Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LirtLe] 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague, Mr. WHITE, be al- 
lowed to extend his remarks on this bill. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I make the 
same request to extend my remarks on this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] 
makes the same request. 
Mr. RAGSDALE. I object. 


colleague, 





ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. MONDELL. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 380 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, May 22, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


SEES ES 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of the Navy, sub- 
mitting supplemental estimates of appropriations required by 
the Navy Department and Naval Establishment for the fiscal 
year 1919 (H,. Doc. No. 27) ; to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimate of appropriation for Treasury Department Building, 
Washington, D. C., for inclusion in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill for 1920 (H. Doc. No. 28) ; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DEWALT: A bill (H. R. 13835) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Reading, Pa., two German 
cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 1336) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Catasauqua, Pa., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1337) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Allentown, Pa., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1338) exempting enlarged home- 
steads from liability for debt contracted prior to issuance of 
patent ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1339) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Redding, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
yrounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1340) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Quincy, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
yrounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Alturas, State of California, and appropriatiig 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1342) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Yreka, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1343) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Auburn, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1344) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Placerville, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1345) for the support and education of the 
Indian pupils at the Fort Bidwell Indian School, Calif.; vor 
repairs and improvements, erecting barn and silo, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) to encourage the reclamation of 
certain arid lands in the State of California, and for other pur- 


| poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1847) to expel and exclude from the United 
States certain undesirable aliens; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CLASSON: A bill (H. R. 1848) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the village of Little Chute, Wis., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1349) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Oconto Falls, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal building at Oconto, Wis.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Florence, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,‘a bill (H. R. 1352) authorizing the Secretary of War ta 
donate to the city of Green Bay, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1353) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Crandon, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1354) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Appleton, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1355) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Marinette, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1356) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Antigo, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1357) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,-a bill (H. R. 1358) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Oconto, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1359) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kewaunee, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1360) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Kimberly, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, HUSTED: A bill (H. R. 13861) to authorize an issue 
of bonds in exchange for bonds of the first, second, third, 
and fourth liberty loan issues; to the Committee on Ways and 
Meaus. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of North Tarrytown, N., Y., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1863) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Mount Kisco, N. Y., one German cannon 
or ficldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) authorizing the Secretary ef War to 
donate to Bedford village, N. Y., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Larchmont, N. Y., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1366) authorizing the purchase of a site and 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
White Plains, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the village of Nyack, N. ¥.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1368) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the towns of Rye and Port Chester, Westchester 
County, N. Y., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOIES: A bill (H. R. 1369) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to Woodbury County, Iowa, German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Sioux County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1371) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Osceola County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1372) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Sac County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1373) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Plymouth County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1374) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to O’Brien County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1875) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Lyon County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Monona County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Ida County, Iowa, German cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Dickinson, Iowa, German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1379) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Clay, Iowa, German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1380) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Cherokee, Iowa, German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1381) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Buena Vista County, Iowa, German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 1382) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Coldspring, Tex., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative 
and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1383) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Huntsville, Tex., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece for decorative and patriotic 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1384) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Anahwac, Tex., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative 
and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1385) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Liberty, Tex., one captured 
German cannon or fieldpiece for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Livingston, Tex., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative 
and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Groveton, Tex., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece for decorative and patriotic 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Conroe, Tex., one captured 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative and 
patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1389) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Crockett, Tex., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative 
and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1390) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Palestine, Tex., one captured 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative and 
patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1391) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Galveston, Tex., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative 
and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 1392) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
the city of Brooklyn, in the State of New York, near the plaza 
at the east end of the Williamsburg Bridge; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1393) to increase the compensation of press- 
men in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1394) to regulate the wages of certain em- 
ployees employed in or under the Navy and War Departments 
of the Government ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1395) to regulate the wages of mechanics 
and laborers employed in or under any and all departments of 
the Government; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 1396) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Newport, R. L, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1397) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of East Providence, R. I., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1398) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Portsmouth, R. I., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1399) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Middletown, R. I., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Cothmittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1400) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tiverton, R. L, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1401) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Little Compton, R. I., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1402) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of New Shoreham, R. I., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1403) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Bristol, R. I., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1404) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Jamestown, R. I., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1405) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Warren, R. I, one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Barrington, R. I., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1407) giving applicants 
under the stock-raising homestead law whose applications may 
be rejected a preference right to enter lands under other provi- 
sions of the homestead law; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) providing for appeals from the deci- 
sions of the Secretary of the Interior; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1409) providing for the sale of grazing 
lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1410) giving a new right of homestead 
entry to former homesteaders; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1411) granting locations and rights of way 
for purposes of irrigation and other beneficial use of water 
through the public lands and reservations of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1412) to add certain lands to the Yellow- 
stone National Park; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) providing for the payment to the State 
of Wyoming of one-half of the royalties collected from the Owl 
Creek Coal Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1414) to add certain lands on the North 
Fork of the Shoshone River to the Shoshone National Forest; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1415) authorizing an exchange of lands by 
the Mountain Home Co., of Glenrock, Wyo.; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1416) authorizing the sale to Johnson 
County, Wyo., of lands for poor-farm purposes ; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1417) for marking the site of the old Fort 
Phil Kearny and the Wagon Box fight; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1418) to increase the cost of the public 
building at Buffalo, Wyo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1419) to increase the cost of the public 
building at Cody, Wyo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1420) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Lusk, in the State of Wyoming; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1421) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Wheatland, in the State of Wyoming; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Newcastle, in the State of Wyoming; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1423) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Green River, in the State of Wyo- 
ming; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1424) donating to the town of Thermopolis, 
Wyo., two brass or bronze cannon; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1425) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Powell, Wyo., one piece of artillery, 
or like trophy, captured or obtained from the enemy during or 
at the close of the war with Germany ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1426) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Kemmerer, Wyo., one piece of artillery, 
or like trophy, captured or obtained from the enemy during or 
at the close of the war with Germany ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Newcastle, Wyo., one piece of artillery, 
or like trophy, captured or obtained from the enemy during or 
at the close of the war with Germany and Austria; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1428) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Shoshoni, Wyo., one piece of artillery, 
or like trophy, captured or obtained from the enemy during or 
at the close of the war with Germany ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 1429) adding certain lands to 
the Idaho National Forest and the Payette National Forest, in 
the State of Idaho; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1430) to authorize the addition of certain 
lands to the Weiser National Forest, Idaho; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) to restore homestead rights to settlers 
on the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reservation; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1432) to convey to the County of Kootenai, 
State of Idaho, certain lands for public park purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1433) to provide for an investigation and re- 
port relative to the adoption of a system of old-age insurance 
or pensions; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1434) for the protection of foodstuffs in the 
District of Columbia; to the Commitee on the District of Col- 
umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14385) to provide for the erection of a school- 
house for the detached Indians living in the Kootenai Valley, 
Idaho; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) to provide for the enforcement of 
laws upon Indian reservations and superintendencies; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) relating to the limitation of hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed in lumber 
and woodworking industries whose products enter into inter- 
state commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) to promote the safety of travelers and 
employees upon railroads by compelling common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to adopt uniform rules for the 
operation of railroad trains, and to use a uniform system of sig- 
nals for authorizing the movement of railroad trains; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) to amend section 8 of an act entitled 
“An act preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of 
adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, 
drugs, medicines, and liquors and for regulating traffic therein, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, as amended by 
the act approved August 23, 1912; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1440) to prevent the teaching or advocacy 
of crime, sabotage, violence, or other unlawful methods of ter- 
rorism under certain conditions, and providing penalty therefor ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1441) to amend section 237 of an act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1442) to amend section — of an act de- 
fining matter that may be admitted to second-class mail privi- 
leges; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1443) authorizing the compensation of rural 
mail carriers or their heirs for injuries received while on duty ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) to eliminate the necessity for most of 
the expenses and work in connection with the Dead Letter Divi- 
sion of the Post Office Department ; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1445) to punish the speculation by any per- 
son or body of persons for the purpose of cornering the market, 
and for other purposes, and providing a penalty therefor; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1446) to pension the survivors of certain 
wars from January 1, 1858, to January 1, 1888, inclusive, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1447) to protect the rights of women citi- 
zens of the United States to register and vote for Senators of the 
United States and for Members of the House of Representatives ; 
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1448) to provide for additional appropria- 
tion for the erection of a Federal building at Sandpoint, Idaho; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1449) to provide for additional appropria- 
tion for the erection of a Federal building at Coeur d’Alene, 
Idaho ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1450) to provide for the purchase of a site 
for a Federal building at Payette, Idaho; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

~Also, a bill (H. R. 1451) to provide for the purchase of a site 
for a Federal building at Weiser, Idaho; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1452) to provide for the erection of a Federal 
building at Nampa, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1453) to provide for the erection of a Federal 
building at Caldwell, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 1454) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Tipton, county of Tipton, 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1455) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kokomo, county of Howard, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military /ffairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1456) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of New Richmond, county of Montgomery, 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1457) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wingate, county of Montgomery, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Crawfordsville, county of Montgomery, 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1459) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Frankfort, county of Clinton, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1460) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Noblesville, county of Hamilton, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1461) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Covington, county of Fountain, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1462) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Veedersburg, county of Fountain, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1463) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lebanon, county of Boone, State of Indiana, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1464) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Delphi, county of Carroll, State of Indiana, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1465) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to-the city of Attica, county of Fountain, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1466) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sheridan, county of Hamilton, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1467) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Thorntown, county of Boone, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 1468) for the en- 
largement of the Federal building at Butte, Mont.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1469) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a post-office building at Anaconda, Mont.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1470) for the enlargement of the Federal 
building at Missoula, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

3v Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1471) providing for pen- 
sions for all American citizens who have reached the age of 
65 years and who are incapable of manual labor and whose 
incomes are less than $500 per annum; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Port Clinton, 
in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
yrounds. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1473) to provide for public 
improvements, needs, and employment of discharged soldiers, 
unemployed, and other citizens of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 1474) providing for an addi- 
tion to the Federal courthouse and post-office building at Jack- 
son, Miss.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1475) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
culture station at a point near the city of Jackson, in the State 
of Mississippi; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1476) for the erection of a military post at 
or near the city of Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 1477) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the cemetery trustees of Scipio 
Cemetery, Allen County, State of Indiana, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Auburn, county of Dekalb, State of Indiana, 
one German connon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Angola, county of Steuben, State of Indiana, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Columbia City, county of Whitley, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lagrange, county of Lagrange, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Albion, county of Noble, State of Indiana, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1483) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ligonier, county of Noble, State of Indiana, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Fort Wayne, county of Allen, State of Indiana, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Harlan, county of Allen, State of Indiana, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Kendallville, county of Noble, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of New Haven, county of Allen, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of South Whitley, county of Whitley, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the eity of Waterloo, county of Dekalb, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1490) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Butler, county of Dekalb, State of Indiana, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Churubusco, county of Whitley, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Garrett, county of Dekalb, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the. Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1493) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Corunna, county of Kekalb, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R, 1494) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to donate to the village of Alexandria Bay, N. Y., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1495) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Pulaski, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1496) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cape Vincent, N. Y., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1497) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Dexter, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieidpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) authertnes the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Oneida, N. Y., two German cannons or field- 
QP to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1499) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Colgate University, of Hamilton, N. Y., two German 
cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Fulton, N. Y., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Watertown, N. Y., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Richland, N. Y., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1503) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Oswego, N. Y., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1504) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Hannibal, N. Y., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village ef Lowville, N. Y., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Carthage, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Adams, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Antwerp, N. Y., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1509) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Clayton, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1510) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cazenovia, N. Y., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Orwell, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1512) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Rockford, Ill., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Kirkland, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1514) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Durand, ILL, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1515) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hinckley, IL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1516) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Rockton, ILL, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cherry Valley, Ill., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of De Kalb, Til., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mendota, IL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1520) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Morris, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1521) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of La Salle, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1522) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Belvidere, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1523) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Genoa, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1524) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Shabbona, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Plano, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1526) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Yorkville, IlJ., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1527) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Pecatonica, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Peru, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1529) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sycamore, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1530) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ottawa, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 1531) to increase the limit 
of cost for the Federal post-office building at Cohoes, N. Y.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1532) providing for the payment of the find- 
ings reported ‘by the Court of Claims in favor of certain en- 
gineers, firemen, mechanics, and laborers for extra time; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 1533) for the completion 
of the Federal building at Muskogee, Okla. ; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1534) to establish a fish-cultural station at 
some point in the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1535) providing for a survey of Arkansas 
River in the State of Oklahoma, with the view of making same 
navigable; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1536) to provide for the construction of a 
military road at the United States cemetery at Fort Gibson, 
Okla. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1537) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Checotah, county of McIntosh, Okla., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1538) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Stigler, county of Haskell, Okla., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1539) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Okmulgee, Okla., four German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1540) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Sequoyah, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R,. 1541) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Henryetta, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1542) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Cherokee, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1543) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Vian, county of Sequoyah, Okla., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1544) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Muskogee, Okla., four German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1545) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Muldrow, county of Sequoyah, Okla., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eufala, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Stilwell, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Wagoner, Okla., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1549) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Westville, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 1550) to provide for the erec- 
tion in the city of Washington, in memory of Theodore Roose- 
velt, of a museum of history and the arts; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Mineola, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1552) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Port Washington, in the State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of New Hyde Park, in the State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to’the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1554) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Smithtown Branch, in the State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1555) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate to the village of West Babylon, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Sea Cliff, in the State of New York, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate to the village of Centerport, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 1558) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
donate to the village of Manhasset, in the State of New York, | 


one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1559) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Westbury, in the State of New York, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1560) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
donate to the village of Southampton, in the State of New | 


York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1561) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the district of Lawrence, comprising Cedarhurst, 
Woodmere, Hewlett, Inwood, and Lawrence, in the State of New 


York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1562) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of St. Albans, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1563) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Roosevelt, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1564) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the armory of the National Guard at Flushing, in 
the State of New York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1565) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Riverhead, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


donate to the village of Hicksville, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1567) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate to the village of Greenlawn, in the State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Bayshore, in the State of New York, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Bridgehampton, in the State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 1570) to amend sections 2237 
and 2240 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1571) providing a building for post office 
and other purposes at San Bernardino, Calif.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1572) for the purchase of a site for a public 


building at Redlands, San Bernardino County, Calif. ; to the Com- 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1573) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Santa Ana, Orange County, Calif.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) to authorize the establishment of a 
fisheries experiment station on the coast of California; to the 


Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1575) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Victorville, Calif., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1576) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Upland, Calif., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Santa Ana, Calif., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of San Bernardino, Calif., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1579) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of San Diego, Calif., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Redlands, Calif., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1581) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Riverside, Calif., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1582) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Orange, Calif., one German cannon or 


| fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1583) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Elsinore, Calif., one German cannon 


| or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of El Centro, Calif., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1585) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


| donate to the town of Corona, Calif., one German cannon or field- 


piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Anaheim, Calif., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1587) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Ashland, 
Wis., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Balsam Lake, Wis., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1589) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Grantsburg, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1590) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ladysmith, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1591) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Merrill, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1592) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1566) authorizing the Secretary of War to | donate to the city of Phillips, Wis., one German cannon or field- 


piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1593) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


| donate to the city of Rhinelander, Wis., one German cannon or 





fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1594) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Spooner, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1595) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Superior, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1596) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Washburn, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1597) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bayfield, Wis, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hurley, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1599) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eagle River, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also. a bill CH. R. 
to donate to the village of Shell Lake, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill €H. R. 1601) to establish the 
standard of weights and measures for flours, meals, and com- 
mercial feeding stuffs, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1602) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and ¢annon balls, to 
the city of Mansfield, Ohio; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1608) to authorize the Secretary of War 
te furnish a German cannon, with carriage and cannon balls, 
Ohio; 


1600) authorizing the Secretary of War 


to the city of Mount Vernon to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and cannon balls, 
the village of Johnstown, Ohio; 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and cannon balls, 
to the city of Delaware, Ohio; 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1606) to authorize the Secretary of War 
with carriage and cannon balls, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Military 


to the Committee on Mili- 


to the Committee on Military 


to furnish a German cannon, 
to the city of Coshocton, 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1607) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, 
to the city of Ashland, Ohio; 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and cannon balls, to 
the Grand Army of the Republic Club at the city of Newark, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1609) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and cannon balls, to 
the village of Shelby, Ohio; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1610) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Bloomington, HL, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1611) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Minonk, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1612) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lincoln, IIL, 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1613) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of O'Dell, IL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1614) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Dwight, Il., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1615) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Pontiac, Ill, one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1616) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of El Paso, IL, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$y Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H. R. 1617) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of 
War Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” approved 
September 2, 1917, and an act in amendment thereto approved 
October 6, 1917; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1618) granting duration-of-war status to 
certain enlisted men of the United States Navy; to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ACKERMAN: 


with carriage and cannun balls, 
to the Committee on Military 


A bill (H. R. 1619) for the purchase 
a site and the erection of a public building at Dover, N. J.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1620) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the township of Lyons Farms, N. J., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1621) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the township of Scotch Plains, N. J., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 1622) to appropriate the 
sum of $5,083.40 out of the United States Treasury to lay and 
construct a 30-foot strip of asphaltic concrete pavement around 
the United States post office in the city of Fayetteville, Ark.; to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 


one German cannon or field- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) to repeal the daylight-saving law ; 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1624) to pay to Confederate soldiers and to 
widows of Confederate soldiers $500 and $30 per month during 
the remainder of their lives; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Van Buren, State of 
Arkansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1626) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Searcy, State of 
Arkansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Marion, State of Arkan- 
sas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Carroll, State of Ar- 
kansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1629) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Newton, State of Ar- 
kansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Madison, State of Ar- 
kansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1631) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Boone, State of Ar- 
kansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1632) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Baxter, State of Ar- 
kansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1633) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Washington, State of 
Arkansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1634) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Benton, State of Ar- 
kansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1635) for the erection of a public building 
at Bentonville, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1636) for the erection of a public building 
at Springdale, Ark; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1637) for the erection of a public building 
at Cotter, Ark; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1638) for the erection of a public building 
at Huntsville, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1639) for the erection of a public building 
at Clinton, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) for the erection of a public building 
at Marshall, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a public building 
at Jasper, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) for the erection of a public building 
at Berryville, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1643) for the erection of a public building at 
Prairie Grove, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) for the erection of a public building 
at Leslie, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1645) for the erection of a public building 
at Green Forest, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) for the erection of a public building 
at Mountain Home, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1647) for the erection of a public building 
at Yellville, Ark,; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) for the erection of a public building 
at Gravette, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1649) for the erection of a public building 
at Siloam Springs, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) for the erection of a public building 
at Gentry, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) for the erection of a public building 
at Decatur, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1652) for the erection of a public building 
at Sulphur Springs, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H. R. 1653) awarding a medal in 
the name of Congress to the nearest living relative of those who 
gave their lives during the war with Germany ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 1654) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Hudson, Wis., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1655) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Menomonie, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1656) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Rice Lake, Wis., one German cannon or 
Heldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1657) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Chippewa Falls, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1658) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donite to the city of Eau Claire, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1659) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Stanley, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1660) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Augusta, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 1661) to provide in the 
existing emergency for naval protection of the country’s chief 
commercial port and signally increase the exigently needed 
national revenue through development of traffic and transporta- 
tion in the most populous industrial section of the Republic 
by the soonest achievable completion, at the least feasible cost, 
of improvement of East River, Hell Gate, Little Hell Gate, 
Harlem Kills, and Upper Bay in the harbor of New York, and 
improvement of the harbor of Buffalo; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1662) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of New York, Borough of Richmond, one 
So cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16638) providing for a survey of Great 
Kills, Staten Island, N. Y¥.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1664) making an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Arthur Kill River, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 1665) to authorize the acquisi- 
tion of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal building at 
Wellsboro, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one condemned cannon to the town of Renovo, Pa.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) to enlarge and extend the post-office 
building at Williamsport, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 1668) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a Federal building at Oelwein, Iowa; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1669) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Osage, Iowa; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 1670) to repeal an act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy and all amendments 
thereto; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1671) for the erection of a public building 
at Sylacauga, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1672) to establish a fish-culture station in 
the State of Alabama; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1673) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Oxford, Calhoun County, Ala., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee ‘on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1674) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Heflin, Cleburne County, Ala., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1675) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Clanton, Chilton County, Ala., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1676) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jacksonville, Calhoun County, Ala., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1677) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Verbena, Chilton County, Ala., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1678) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Columbiana, Shelby County, Ala., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1679) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Anniston, Calhoun County, Ala., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1680) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Piedmont, Calhoun County, Ala., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Selma, Dallas County, Ala., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Talladega, Talladega County, Ala., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1683) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Sylacauga, Talladega County, Ala., one 
Jerman cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1684) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Marion Junction, Dallas County, Ala., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1685) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Montevallo, Shelby County, Ala., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1686) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Calera, Shelby County, Ala., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 1687) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of St. Clairsville, Ohio, one 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Cadiz, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1689) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Carrollton, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1690) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Steubenville, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1691) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lisbon, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A Dill (H. R. 1692) to authorize mining 
for metalliferous minerals on Indian reservations; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1693) to amend sections 2139 and 2140 of 
the Revised Statutes and the acts amendatory thereof, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1694) granting pensions to certain Indian 
soldiers who served in the First Arizona Infantry during the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1695) to amend section 4 of the act to 
regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, as amended ; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 1696) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the village of Owego, N. Y., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 1697) to repeal section 3, title 
1, and section 4, title 12, of the espionage aet ; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1698) conferring 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, con- 
sider, and adjudicate claims which the Cherokee, Creek, and 
Seminole Indians may have against the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 1699) to authorize and 
empower the Postmaster General to construct, maintain, and 
operate a mail tunnel in the city of New York; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 1700) to pay the balance 
due the loyal Creek Indians on the award made by the Senate 
on the 16th day of February, 1903; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1701) to 
donate to the following municipalities each one or more obsolete 
(though not disabled) or captured German cannons: David City, 
Milford, and York, all in the State of Nebraska ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1702) to pro- 
tect the public against false pretenses in merchandising, under 
trade-mark or special brand, of articles of standard quality; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 1703) to amend section 1 of an 
act entitled “An act to fix the salaries of the clerks of the 
United States district courts and to provide for their office ex- 
penses, and for other purposes,” approved February 26, 1919; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 1704) to repeal that part 
of section 1 of an act of Congress approved November 21, 1918, 
giving the President power to declare by proclamation nation- 
wide prohibition after June 30, 1919; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 1705) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to the cities of Aurora, Joliet, Woodstock, 
West Chicago, Elgin, Harvard, Batavia, Wilmington, Geneva, 
Plainfield, Hinsdale, Marengo, and Downers Grove, all in the 
State of Illinois, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, cap- 
tured from the German Army in the recent war; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1706) au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Snake River about 3 miles above its confluence with 
the Columbia River, near Pasco, Wash.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 1707) to repeal the act 
entitled “An act to save daylight and provide standard time for 
the United States ”; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 1708) to amend paragraph 20 
of section 900 of the revenue act of 1919, approved February 24, 
1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 1709) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to adjust disputes or claims by entrymen, se- 
lectors, grantees, and patentees of the United States against the 
United States and between each other, arising from faulty sur- 
veys in townships 36, 37, and 38 south, ranges 29 and 30 east, 
Tallahassee meridian, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WEBSTER: A bill (H. R. 1710) providing for the 
investigation of certain lands in central Washington with a 
view to their reclamation; to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. ‘ 

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 1711) to 
extend the time for constructing a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near the city of Baton Rouge, La.; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 1712) extending the pro- 
visions of the act of May 27, 1908, entitled “An act providing 
for the removal of the restrictions of the lands of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes,” over members of 
the tribes embraced within the Quapaw Agency, Ottawa County, 
Okla.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 1713) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to appoint a commission to 
investigate and report upon the available sources of water sup- 
ply for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

sy Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 1714) to create in the War 
Department and the Navy Department, respectively, a roll 
designated as the “ Civil War Volunteer Officers’ Retired List,” 
to authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain surviving 
officers who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the 
United States in the Civil War, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 1715) to pension soldiers 
of the War with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the 
China relief expedition ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 1716) to regulate the payment 
of interest on judgments for claimants of the Court of Claims, 
which have been affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. MOON: A bill (H..R. 1717) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate a captured cannon or field- 
piece to certain cities and towns in the third congressional dis- 
trict of Tennessee; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 1718) authorizing a survey 
of Bay Ridge and Red Hook Channels, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 1719) providing for the 
purchase of site and for public Luilding at New Brighton, N. Y.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 1720) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to create a juvenile court in and for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 2020) to authorize James 
D. Markham, Adella W. Kelsey, and John F. Druar and others 
to construct a dam across the St. Croix River between Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin; to the Committce on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolution (H. Res. 35) fixing an annual 
memorial day for the House of Representatives and providing 
for the appointment of a Committee on Memorials; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 36) amending the rules of the 
House of Representatives and providing for the appointment of 
a Committee on Memorials and defining the duties of such com- 
mittee; to the Committee on Rules. 

3y Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolution (H. Res. 38) relating to 
the atrocious treatment and massacres of men and women and 
children in Poland, Roumania, and Galicia, and requesting the 
President to cause steps to be taken as in his judgment may 
tend to prevent a recurrence of such outrages and assure humane 
treatment of the peoples against whom those persecutions are 
directed ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: Resolution (H. Res. 39) instructing the 
delegates from the United States of America to the peace con- 
ference to protest against former prejudices, hatred, and perse- 
cution against the Jews in certain portions of Europe forming 
part of newly created free governments; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. IRELAND: Resolution (H. Res. 40) providing for two 
clerks and a messenger at the rate of $2,500, $1,500, and $1,006 
per annum, respectively, the said clerks and messenger to be ap- 
pointed by and to be under the direction and control of the ma- 
jority leader; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: Resolution (H. Res. 41) to amend clause 
3, Rule XIII; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 43) relating to 
the fuel supply of the city of Casper, Wyo.; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAHER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) declaring 
November 11 of each year to be a national holiday; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. HUSTED: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 45) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 46) to provide for a com- 
mission to inquire into the condition of public education in the 
several States, and to recommend such measures as it may 
deem advisable for the improvement of the same; to the Com- 
mittee en Education. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 47) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States extend- 
ing the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. , 

By Mr. ANTHONY (by request): Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
49) authorizing retired officers to accept positions as clerk of 
Committee on Military Affairs or Committee on Naval Affairs 
of either House of Congress; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SABATH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 50) to repeal 
section 904 of the revenue act of 1919, approved February 24, 
1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, joint resolution (H, J. Res. 51) to repeal paragraph 19 
of section 900 of the revenue act of 1919, approved February 
24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUSTED: Concurrent resolution (H. Con, Res. 7) 
declaratory of the judgment of Congress respecting foreign alli- 
ances ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DENISON: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois, favoring granting of six months’ pay to all 
honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines; to the Con 
mittee on Military Affairs. 








1919. 


Also, memorial of the Legislature ef the State of Illinois, 
favoring a reduction of freight rates on material used for road- 
building purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio, relative to the rights of the Jewish people; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KLECZKA: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, relating to the labor controversy in the city 
of Madison ; to the Committee on Labor, 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, memorializing Congress in behalf of the farmers to repeal 
the law advancing the time one hour; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 1721) granting a pension 
to Kate Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1722) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Fish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 1723) to authorize the 
issue of a patent to certain land in Alabama to William M. 
Wilson ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H.-R. 1724) granting an increase 
of pension to William O. Fraser; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1725) for the relief of John Albus, jr.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 1726) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill ‘((H. R. 1727) grant- 
ing a pension to Jacob M. Hizar; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1728) granting a pension to John H. 
Kinkade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1729) granting a pension to Sarah J..Latta; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1730) granting a pension to Mary Mc- 
Laughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1731) granting a pension to John Bishop; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr CLASSON: A bill (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to 
Ernest Meyer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1733) granting a pension to Xavier Poc- 
quette ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Martell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1735) granting an increase of pension to | 


Andrew J. Britton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) for the relief of Jonas Archiquette ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1737) for the relief of Johanna Dunton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1758) to correct the military record of 
Thomas C, Tulley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1739) to correct the military record of 
John G. Day; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, 2 bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of the Wisconsin Band 
of Pottawatomie Indians, and for other purpeses; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of the 
estate of W. L. Johnston; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Wixon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to Rachael S. 
Dobbs ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1744) for the relief of Dr. G. Y. Hicks; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) for the relief of the heirs or 
estate of David S. Sexton, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1746) for the relief of J. W. Cain, Morde 
Fuller, Charles Van Buren, and H. C. Perry; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1747) for the relief of Thomas H. Jeit; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of Maria Elizabeth 
Burnett; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1749) for the relief of James Richards, 
administrator of the estate of William Richards, deceased; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1750) for the relief of the heirs of Hariet 
B. Selma, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1751) for the relief of the heirs of Isaac 
Whitaker, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James W. Brabston and Roche H. Brabston; to the 
Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1753) for the relief of the heirs or estate 
= William J, Milligan, deceased; to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1754) for the relief of the estate of John 
P. Gee; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1755) for the relief of the legal representa- 
oe of Ann D. Halsey, deceased; to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 1756) granting an increase 
of pension to Ann Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 1757) granting a pension to 
Emilie S. Hyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 1758) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1759) granting an increase of pensien to 
Robert Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1760) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter O’Neal; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of the Farmers’ Na- 
tional Bank, of Wilkinson, Ind.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 1762) for the relief 
of Margie R. Ashbrook; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1763) granting a pension to Orville G. Wil- 
lett ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1764) granting a pension to Henry Buck; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 1765) granting a pension 
to Dora Snyder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 1766) for the relief of Henry 
C. Prater; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1767) for the relief of James H, C. Mann; 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
$y Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 1768) granting an increase of 
pension to Jethro J. T. Garde; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1769) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Harris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1770) granting an increase of pension to 
Alwilda Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1771) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Dickens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1772) granting an increase of pension to 

3enjamin F. Jacks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Pfranger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) granting a pension to Joseph N. 





| Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1775) granting a pension to Susan C, 
Davidson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) granting a pension to Sarah Van 
Doozer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1777) granting a pension to Josephine 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to Emma FE, 
Urquhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 1779) granting a pension to Mary Bots- 
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) granting a pension to Thomas Phil< 
lips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) granting a pension to Margery 
Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to Matilda J. 
Haines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension to Horace G. 
Pope; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to William M, 
Pipkin ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) for the relief of Aaron Kibler; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) conferring authority upon thé Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to consider application for bounty and 
back pay on account of the military services of John Wallace; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) for the relief of Kentuck Corbett z 
to the Committee on War Claims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) for the relief of Edward B. Sap- 
pington; to the Committee on Claims, ses 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) for the relief of Thomas P. Darr; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1790) for the relief of John K. Ashley, jr-; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1791) for the relief of O. W. Lindsley; to 
the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) granting a patent to Joseph Robi- 
cheau ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 1793) granting an in- 
crea of pension to Annie M. Wood; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1794) granting a pension to George B. 
Trayes: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 1795) granting a pension to 
Albert McManaman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) for the relief of William Holsten; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to 
George Matson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1798) granting a pension to Walter S. 
Stewart; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) granting a pension to Ida M. Ham- 
mon; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1800) granting a pension to Paul Kroll; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 1801) for the relief of 
the legal representative of Robert Dillon, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

$y Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1802) granting 
an increase of pension to Sylvester W. Sutton; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1803) granting an increase of pension to 
James F, Van Horn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 1804) for the relief of 
E. K. White: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) granting a pension to Philip F. M. 
Lutz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (if, R. 1807) for the relief of Daniel D. Stocton; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1808) granting an increase of pension to 
David Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1809) granting a pension to Joseph S. Mor- 
ton: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1810) granting a pension to James O. 
Carroll; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1811) making an appropriation to Clarence 
W. Turner and William B. Hord in payment of service rendered 
by them to the Creek Nation; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1812) making an appropriation to compen- 
sate James M. Moore for damages sustained while in the service 
of the Government of the United States; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1813) making an appropriation to compen- 
Sate Samuel Grant for pay bounty and clothing pay while in 
the service of the Government of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam C. Pearson; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1815) to correct the military record of 
Huibert Bean; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1816) to correct the military record of 
Charles M. Lewallen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) for the relief of Eliza Audre, daugh- 
ter of Maria Colston ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension to 
Jennie A. Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sc 


By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 1819) granting an increase of | 


pension to Stuart D. Buswell; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 


By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 1820) granting an increase of | 


pension to James Harrold ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) to provide for the payment to Mrs, 


Erastus Bennett of insurance money of Pvt. Joseph Griffin; to | 


the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1822) granting a pension to Marie Merz; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1823) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Terry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) for the relief of Theodore Bloom; 
te the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
A. V. Post; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1826) for the relief of Lillian D. Boone; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) for the relief of Carolyn Wheeler 
Kobbe; to the Committee on Claims. 
crease of pension to George Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 1828) granting an in- 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) granting a pension to Chloe Lamb 
Delaney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 1830) for the relief of 
Albert T. Huso; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1831) granting a pension to Mary Red- 
field ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1832) granting a pension to Claude H. 
Dean ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1833) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Langfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1834) granting a 
pension to James Shortell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 1835) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward O’Flaherty ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1836) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Barnet Cunningham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUTCHINSON: A bill (H. R. 1837) for the relief of 
James E. Van Horne; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Snook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 1839) granting an increase of 
pension to Maria Kuehn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Leonard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to Esther C. Ver- 
nell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1842) granting a pension to Marion P. Bar- 
nett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1843) granting a pension to Lee Nolte; to 
-the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) granting a pension to Joseph Roddy ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H. R. 1845) granting a congres- 
sional medal to Capt. Edward V. Rickenbacker; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 1846) granting a pension to 
George W. Johnston ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 1847) granting a 
pension to John C. Graves; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) granting a pension to William E. 
Sloane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) granting a pension to Schuyler van 
Tassell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mower: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 1851) to transfer Frederick 
W. Cobb from the list of chief machinists, United States Navy, 
to the list of chief pay clerks, United States Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the record of Francis Fayette Lyons; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 1853) to reimburse E. T. Thing and 8S. A. 
Thing for losses and damages sustained by them by the negli- 
gent dipping of their cattle by the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Claims. 
' Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) for the relief of Alfred Hardy ; to the 
! Committee on Claims. 
i Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) for the relief of the H. D. Field Safe 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1856) for the relief of Arthur J. Burdick; 
| 10 the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) for the relief of the heirs of Harold 
B. Stoebe; to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) granting a pension to Samuel W. Van 
Riper ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1859) granting a pension to Harriet E, 
| Schwyhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1860) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah B. Greene; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. KRAUS: A bill (H. R. 1861) granting an increase of 
pension to Josiah Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Broderick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1863) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen G. Frame; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus Beaber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 1865) for the relief of 
the Baltimore Dry Dock & Shipbuilding Co., owner of a dry 
dock at Baltimore, Md.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 1866) granting an increase of 
pension to Dennis W. Riordan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Thomas Casey 
alias Clancy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1868) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. McCrillis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1869) granting a pension to Thomas Casey ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (H. R. 1870) granting a pension to 
Emma A. Rogers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 1871) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry H. Aye; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 1872) granting an increase 
of pension to Concetta Chieffo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1873) granting an increase of pension to 
John Flood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanor C. Doyle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1875) granting an increase of pension to 
James McCullough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie McDonald Grimshaw; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) granting a pension to Patrick Mac- 
donnell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mc- 
Guiness; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) granting a pension to Elizabeth Froth- 
ingham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) granting a pension to Mary Julian 
Conway ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1881) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mc- 
Guiness ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) granting a pension to Joseph P. 
Hamblen ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) granting a pension to Frances E. 
Herlehy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1884) granting a pension to John Coffey ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1885) for the relief of John Hartnett; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) granting six months’ pay to Katherine 
Taylor Dodge, widow of Charles Dodge, captain, United States 
Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1887) to reinstate John K. Thompson as 
a gunner in the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 1888) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an increase 
of pension to Lemuel J. Orwig; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1890) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Perrin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1891) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton S. Davenport; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) granting an increase of pension t 
Eliza A. Hesler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) granting an increase of pension t 
Abraham E. Curlee; to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) granting an increase of pension t 
Henry Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard Burton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. Earl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) granting an ‘increase of pension to 
Mary BE. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard L. Rusk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


) 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) granting an increase of pension to 
Truston W. Shirley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Kinnaman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Whipple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1903) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben S. Bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse C. Barker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Hesler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1906) granting an increase of pension to 
John Maxwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore R. Harbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) granting an increase of pension to 
Reinhard Anschutz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1909) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Bradfield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1910) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Renick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda C. Deal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert A. Hays; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1913) granting an increase of pension 
Edward A. Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1914) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Kernodle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1915) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1916) granting an increase of pension to 
George Dempsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1917) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Huffine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1918) granting an increase of pension to 
Lancetta Byram; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1919) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Munhall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. 
Fry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1921) granting a pension to Elizabe-h 
Goodykoontz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1922) granting a pension to Philip Owen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1923) granting a pension to Violette F. 
McCool ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1924) granting a pension to Samuel L. 
Ensminger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) granting a pension to Ellen J. Kid- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1926) granting a pension to Ssrah E. 
Mathis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1927) granting a pension to Alice Duncan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1928) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob L. Helms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1929) granting a pension to Daisy May 
Lebo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1930) granting a pension to John Hannon; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1981) granting a pension to Edward S. 
Coffin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1932) granting a pension to Emsley A. 
Lassiter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1933) granting a pension to Walter C, 
Thorp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1934) granting a pension to Serena Red- 
den; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1935) granting a pension to Mary Arnold; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1936) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Whitacre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1937) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Crum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to Ellen Ar- 
buckle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1939) for the relief of Ambrose D. Hunt; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1940) for the relief of Willard Thompson ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1941) for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1942) granting an increase of 
pension to Randall M. Bates; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1948) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis F. Ursenbach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1944) granting a pension to Francis A. 

3axter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension to Margaret L. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1946) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Haynes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1947) for the relief of John C. Howard; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1948) to correct the military record of 
James M. Wiley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1949) to correct the military record of 
George F. Reid; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

My Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 1950) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Sanders; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1951) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith J. Dutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1952) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1953) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McKay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 1954) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel 8. Garst; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1955) granting a pension to Marion W. 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 1956) for the relief of 
Thomas Crowley; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1957) for the relief of the owners of the 
steam lighter Rudolph; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1958) for the relief of Davis & Lawrence 
Co.: to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1959) for the relief of Edmund F. Jenkins; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1960) for the relief of Maurice Spillane, 
alias Maurice Splan; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1961) for the relief of Clarence F. Birkett; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1962) for the relief of William H. Sullivan ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1963) granting a pension to Irving Wohl; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1964) granting a pension to Katharine 








Wilkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 1965) granting a pension to Henry Padoult ; 
to t Committee on Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1966) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret O'Connor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 1967) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew J. McKeon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 1968) granting an increase of pension to 

Hurriet K. Bailie; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1969) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret E. Melson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 1970) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John W. Jenkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1971) granting an increase of pension to 
William Boone ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWE: A bill CH. R. 1972) for the relief of the heirs 
of Robert M. Seward; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1978) for the relief of Lieut. Commander 
Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, retired; to the Committee 
on Nuval Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 1974) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet S. Mansfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1975) granting a pension to Ida Weil; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 1976) for the 
relief of James P. Cornes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of James M. Byrne; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 1978) granting an increase 
~ pension to Richard Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid 

2en sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1979) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Hitchcock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1980) granting a pension to John J. 
Burke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1981) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension to Henrietta De 
Groat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1983) for the relief of Michael H. Feeley ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1984) authorizing the appointment of 
Brig. Gen. John H. Patterson, United States Army, retired, as 
a major general on the retired list; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1985) for the relief of Tennis W. Wade; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1986) for the relief of James Birney, alias 
James Brady; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1987) for the relief of Charles H. Palmer; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1988) for the relief of Martin W. Jorale- 
mon,- alias Martin Whitbeck; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1989) for the relief of Henry C. Romaine; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) for the relief of Charles Springer ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1991) for the relief of John J. Dooley; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1992) for the relief of John McNeil; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of Anthony Schnell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1994) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Hogan ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1995) granting a pension to Louis F. 
Hickey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1996) granting a pension to Emma Magee, 
daughter of James Magee; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1997) granting a pension to Morgan A, 
Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1998) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John C, Koepplinger; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1999) granting a pension to Albert Beehler ; 
to the Committee: on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2000) granting an increase of pension to 
Darwin H. Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 2001) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred J. Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) granting an extension of patent to 
Rosella Rebecca Reilly ; to the Committee on-Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2003) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2004) granting a pension to Henry Seebers; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2005) granting an increase of pension to 
August Pfiffner ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2006) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Boehmler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2007) granting a pension to Samuel C, 
Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2008) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Caswell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2009) granting a pension to Mary J. Doyle; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2010) granting a pension to Angeline E. 
Holt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2011) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Porcupile; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to Walter S, 
Hewitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2018) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie S. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2014) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Stimpson; to the Cammittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Ephraim 
James Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINCHER: a bill (H. R. 2016) granting an increase 
of pension to Brother Buis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. VENABLE: A bill (H. R. 2017) for the payment of 
sailor insurance to Annie Elliner and Mary Agnes Davidson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2018) for 
the relief of Paschall C. Hibbs; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of 
Frank H. Walker and Frank E. Smith; to the Committee on 
Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions adopted by Yavapai Council, 
No. 1032, Knights of Columbus, Prescott, Ariz., asking President 
and both Houses of American Congress to recognize the Irish 
republic as a free and independent nation; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of organization representing 200,000 Jews of 
Philadelphia, protesting against the massacres of great num- 
bers of Jews in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. Wang, representing Chinese residents of 
Milwaukee, Wis., asking cooperation in the case of justice to 
China; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Baron de Favereau, president of the Senate, 
Brussels, Belgium, relating to the restoration in Belgium; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Lithuanians of Greater New York urging the 
President of the United States to prevent the violation of the 
principle of self-determination and prevent invasion of Lithuania 
by other foreign or militarist armies; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. *| 

By Mr. CAREW: Petition of Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, 
Albany Lodge No. 861, Albany, N. Y., urging Government owner- 
ship of railroads; to the Committee en Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DENISON: Petition of sundry citizens of Campbell 
Hill, Ill., for legislation prohibiting teaching of German lan- 
guage in public schools; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 1202, U. M. W. A., Tilden, 
Ill., for certain remedial legislation in the interest of labor; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Albert L. Reeves, asking that the 
conduct of the election of Representatives in Congress in the 
fifth congressional district of Missouri on the 5th of November, 
1918, be investigated; to the Committee on Elections No. 1. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Resolutions adopted by merchants of 
Cleveland, Ohio, requesting repeal of tax on furs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of the Western Sport- 
ing Goods Manufacturing Co., of Chicago, concerning tax on 
sporting goods; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of various citizens of Genoa and Kingston, IIL, 
for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Dr. John W. Cook, president Northern IIli- 
nois State Normal School, favoring the Towner educational bill; 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Grace Wilbur Trout, president Illinois 
Equal Suffrage Association, for Federal suffrage amendment; 
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the Consumers’ League of 
New York, asking for support of bill for appropriation for 
women in industry service ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the New York City Board of Aldermen, 
protesting against removal of pneumatic tubes, etc.; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GOODYKOONTZ: Petition of L. R. Lambert, Kenova, 
W. Va., and divers other citizens of Huntington, Kenova, and 
Ceredo, W. Va., favoring Government ownership of railroads; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Williamson Federation of Labor, Wil- 
liamson, W. Va., favoring Government ownership of railroads; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Iowa, protest- 
ing against luxury taxes and asking repeal of section 904 of 
revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Telegram from Mrs. E. Morreson, secre- 
tary of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, Santa Ana, 
Calif., opposing the ban being lifted on beer and light wine; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted at the Coronado, Calif., convention of 
Pacific coast section National Electric Light Association, pro- 
testing against standard of ethics by Bureau of Standards at 
Washington; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of National Garment Retail- 
ers’ Association, urging repeal of section 904 of the luxury 
tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Maryland State Federation of Woman’s 
Clubs, declaring in favor of the extension of suffrage to women 
in all the States of the Union on equal terms with men; to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 





Also, petition of Baltimore section of Council of Jewish 
Women, advocating the league of nations; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Auman & Werkmeister, importers, furriers, 
skin dealers, Baltimore, Md., protesting against’ the 10 per 
cent tax on furs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Alice J. Reilley, Baltimore Md., urging defeat 
of Smith bill; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of East Clay Grange, No. 469, of 
Clay, N. Y., protesting against the daylight-saving law and 
requesting the repeal thereof; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of many members of Lamson Grange, No. 588, of 
Lamson, N. Y., protesting against the daylight-saving law and 
requesting the repeal thereof; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of patrons of soda stands and ice- 
cream stores, asking that no tax be paid on purchases of less 
than 10 cents; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of West Point Grange, Lisbon, 
Ohio, praying for change of time; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of St. Clair Grange, No. 1908, St. Clairsville, 
Ohio, praying for change of time; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: Petition of National Garment Retailers’ 
Association, appealing against the taxation and urging imme- 
diate repeal of section 904; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Pike Grange, No. 
1172, New York, urging the repeal of the so-called daylight- 
Saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Chili Grange, No, 393, New York, with 290 
members, urging the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 115 citizens of the town of Indian Falls, N. Y., 
urging the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of the seven- 
teenth congressional district of Illinois, asking that a tax of 6 
cents a bushel be imposed upon corn imported into the United 
States ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the seventeenth congressional 
district of Illinois, asking that a tax of 36 cents a bushel be im- 
posed upon corn imported into the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Common Council of the city of 
Putnam, Conn., against the increase of telephone rates; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Council of Jewish Women, that the United 
States approve the league of nations; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Association of Collegiate Alumnz for the 
continuance of the United States Employment Service; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of National Garment Retailers’ Association, 
to repeal the luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of Local Union, No. 868, Ma- 
chinists’ Helpers, Huntington, W. Va., asking for repeal of the 
present daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 22, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Father Almighty, we come to Thee with gratitude in our 
hearts and praise upon our lips for the provisions Thou hast 
made for Thy children in this transitory life; for the prepara- 
tions Thou hast made for them in the life eternal; the intel- 
lectual, moral, and spiritual attainments which are ours for the 
struggle and which bind us together in the home, society, State, 
and religion. 

Give us the will, the courage, the strength, the disposition to 
obey Thy mandates now and always. In the spirit of the Master. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
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LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members shall have leave to extend their remarks in the Recorp 
on the woman suffrage resolution which was passed yesterday 
for five legislative days, not including telegrams or other ex- 
traneous matters not originally prepared by the Members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that all Members may have the right to extend their re- 
marks in the Recorp for five legislative days on the woman 
suffrage resolution which was passed yesterday, without in- 
cluding extraneous matter. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
yesterday in the House, for the first time in the last two years 
that I know of, even a member of the committee having in charge 
the proposed legislation was prevented from revising his re- 
marks after he had spoken on the floor of this House. I had 
spoken on the floor of the House and I was prevented from re- 
vising my remarks after I had asked for the permission twice. 
I think it is a little hard for us not to be allowed to extend our 
remarks and that it is asking a great deal now to let in every- 
body else, even those who objected. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
Ueman from Illinois? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears none, and the request is 
granted. 

SWEARING IN A MEMBER. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Dupr&] is here and wants to be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana is present. 
Are there any other Members present who have not been sworn 
in? If not, the gentleman from Louisiana will present himself 
to receive the oath. 

Mr. DUPRE appeared before the bar of the House and: teok 
the oath of office. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits to the House, through the 
Clerk, the following appointments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under the law_ providing for the appointment, by the Speaker, of two 
Members of the House of Representatives on the board of directors for 
the Columbia Institution for the Deaf, the Chair announces the follow- 
ing appointments: Mr: Porter, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Raker, of 
California. 

INVITATIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to call the attention of the 
House to two invitations which he was requested to convey to the 
House, one from the Secretary of the Interior, saying that there 
is an exposition of the activities of that department now open 
at Nineteenth and F Streets, to which he extends a cordial in- 
vitation to all Members of Congress from 10 a. m. to 10 p. m. 
on June 1, and the Secretary of the Navy says that at present 
there is at the foot of O Street dock a German submarine, U-17, 
which is one of the largest mine-laying submarines remaining 
after the armistice, and that the lieutenant in charge will be glad 
to tender any courtesies he can to those desiring to visit it. 

UNANIMOUS. CONSENT. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I. ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we are beginning the new ses- 


sion, and we are, all of us, anxious to expedite business and have 
affairs move along smoothly and avoid confusion. Members 


have occasion from time to time to ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of various matters. Mr. Speaker, may I sug- 


gest that if Members who expect to ask unanimous consent, 
other than for corrections of the Recorp and extension of re- 
marks and matters of that kind, if the request relates to matters 
that are of some importance, I should appreciate it very greatly 
personally if they would be good ‘enough, if it is convenient for 
them to do se, to let me know in advance of their intention to 
inake such a request. I am ofthe opinion that it is a courtesy 
due to the minority leader to notify him in the same way when 
a request of that sort is to be made. 

I am sure I do not make this request with any thought of 
being captious or of preventing Members from securing the con- 
sideration of those matters that they desire to have considered, 
but rather with a view of aiding and assisting, and I am sure 
that is the view of the minority leader. Many Members have a 
hesitancy about objecting to unanimous-consent requests, and 
yet they expect some one who is in a position of responsibility 





to be informed as to such requests. I think Members will be 
assisted in having their requests given favorable consideration 
and business will be expedited if we follow the practices I have 
suggested. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

COMMITTEE ON WATER POWER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I submit a priv- 
ileged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPBHAKER. The gentleman from Kansas submits a 
privileged report, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to which was referred House resolution 32, 
submit a privileged repert on said resolution, with the recommendation 
that the resolution be agreed to: 


“ House resolution 32. 

“ Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to appoint a special committee of 18 members 
to whom all bills and resolutions heretofore or hereafter introduced 
during the Sixty-sixth Congress pertaining to the development or utiliza- 
tion of water power shall be referred, notwithstanding any general rule 
of the House to the contrary.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, this resolution ap- 
pointing this committee is made necessary because a similar 
committee, provided for in a resolution passed in the Sixty-fifth 
Congress, did not complete its work. The bill reported by that 
committee passed the House and passed the Senate, but failed 
in conference, and it is the purpose ; 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will allow me, it did not fail in 
conference. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It did not fail in conference, but 
the conference report failed in the Senate. 

Mr. GARRETT. On account of the filibuster over there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman is correct. The 
House adopted the conference report, but the conference report 
failed in the Senate. Those interested in the legislation are 
anxious to have this committee appointed, so that the work may 
be undertaken at the earliest date possible. 

Mr. GARNER. Does this resolution provide for the same 
arrangement as the former one? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The resolution is very general in 
its terms and provides for the reference to that committee of 
bills pertaining to this subject. 

Mr. FLOOD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL.of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. FLOOD. Is this the same resolution that was adopted in 
the last Congress? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. This resolution makes no. refer- 
ence in any way to boundary waters. The resolution is general 
in terms, and sends to this committee such bills as may be re- 
ferred to it by the Speaker or the Speaker's clerk or by the action 
of the House. 

Mr. FLOOD. The question I asked was if it- was the same 
resolution that was adopted in the last Congress. for the crea- 
tion of the water-power committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBEL of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman recalls, of course, that in the 
last Congress this committee was made up from the membership 
of three committees; and it was our understanding, I think, in 
the Committee on Rules that that same practice would prevail 
this time, without any reference to resolutions that may have 
been adopted by the steering committees affecting the right of any. 
Member to serve on more than one committee. In other words, 
this is to be a special committee, and is to be made up from the 
membership of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, the Committee on the Public Lands, and the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is the understanding. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has called my attention and the attention of the House to the 
fact that this committee provided for in this resolution has been 
made up in its membership heretofore of members of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and the Committee on Agriculture, and that 
the committee so created does not infringe upon the rule which 
prohibits Members from serving on certain other committees. 
The gentleman is correct in that statement. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I was about to ask a question similar 
to the one propounded by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GARRETT] ; but that question having been answered, I should like 
to inquire a little further. As I understand it, one of the pur- 
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poses, and perhaps the most important purpose, of having this 
committee appointed is to expedite water-power legislation. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is the purpose of the crea- 
tion of this committee at this time. 

Mr. WALSH. Wil the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. What language in the resolution confines the 
selection of this committee to the membership of the three com- 
inittees which have been named? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No language in the resolution, 
and nothing except the understanding that was had in the former 
Congress, and probably an understanding with the Speaker and 
the members of the committees concerned in this legislation. 

Mr. WALSH. An understanding between the Speaker and the 
Members who are to be members of this special committee? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No understanding except that it 
was arranged when the committee was created formerly that 
it should be composed of members of the Committees on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, the Public Lands, and Agriculture, 
and I assume that the same procedure will be followed in the 
appointment of the committee in this Congress. 

Mr. MONDELL. It will. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. What necessity is there for appointing another 
special committee? Why can not this subject be handled as it 
has been handled heretofore, by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It has not been handled hereto- 
fore by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. WALSH. The greater part of the legislation has. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Owing to the contention concern- 
ing the question it was thought that a more satisfactory result 
would follow if the committee should be selected from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and the Committee on Agriculture, and if such 
a committee were to give their united action to the preparation 
of such legislation. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Did the special committee on water power in the 
last Congress have jurisdiction of the water power at Niagara 
Falls or was that left to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There was no exclusion made. 
That was a matter that was settled here on the floor. 

Mr. MANN. Was it settled on the floor or not? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Did not the Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
jurisdiction of the bill relating to the Niagara Falls water power? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield to me to allow me 
to answer that question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
New York. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The way the question arose was this—— 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can answer the question very 
easily by saying whether they did or not. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I think a word would not answer the ques- 
tion. If the gentleman will permit me, I will answer in this 
way: The committee reported a bill including all boundary 
streams, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs came in with an 
amendment to exclude the boundary streams. That was debated 
three days in the House, and at the end of that three days’ 
debate the amendment proposed by the Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tee failed in the House by a substantial majority. 

Mr. MANN. I am asking for information. I do not know. 
Did the Committee on Foreign Affairs have jurisdiction of 
bills relating to the Niagara Falls water-power bill? 

Mr. FLOOD. It did. 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, are we proceeding under the one 
hour allowed the gentleman from Kansas, or how are we pro- 
ceeding? We can not hear a thing over here. I should like to 
know if this comes out of the hour. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; the gentleman from Kansas has 
one hour. 

Mr. SEARS. Then it comes out of his time. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
allowed to retain jurisdiction of the Niagara Falls bill. Of 
course, the Committee on Foreign Affairs would not obtain 
jurisdiction over such bills under this resolution. 

Mr. FLOOD. I want to say that I think the statement made 
by the gentleman from New York is not exactly correct. When 
this rule was brought in in the last Congress it was intended 
not to take from the Foreign Affairs Committee jurisdiction over 
boundary waters, and particularly the Niagara Falls water- 
power bill, 


I yield to the gentleman from 
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Mr. DEMPSEY. I have so stated. 

Mr. FLOOD. The water power committee so treated it. 
Gentlemen of that committee stated on the floor of the House 
that they had no hearings in reference to the Niagara Falls situ- 
ation and did not intend to take any jurisdiction of it. When 
there was a small attendance in the House a resolution was 
offered by a member of the Commitee on Foreign Affairs to make 
this clear, which was voted down. That was the whole situation, 
and it was not the intention of the House to take from the For- 
eign Affairs Committee the control of the Niagara Falls water 
power. As I said, the resolution was defeated one day when 
there was a small attendance. 

Mr, DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman from Virginia is mistaken in 
stating this matter came before the House “one day” when 
there was a small attendance. The matter was debated three 
separate days and the Foreign Affairs Committee was in attend- 
ance, and practically every member of that committee was heard 
on the question. 

Mr. FLOOD. I think the gentleman from New York is mis- 
taken. I was not present any one of the days he mentions, and I 
was chairman of the committee. I understood that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison] offered a resolution, which 
he himself debated, and it was not debated by anybody else in 
favor of the resolution. I was away on account of sickness in 
my family, but before I left I conferred with the chairman of the 
Water Power Committee and was assured that Niagara Falls 
was not embraced in the bill. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman from Virginia is in error. 
I was here each of the three days, and while I now recollect that 
the gentleman from Virginia, the chairman, was not here, prac- 
tically all the other members of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
were heard. The committee could not see any reason why 
boundary waters should not be considered the same as other 
water powers throughout the Nation. They could not see why 
they ought not to be put on a parity and have no preferential 
treatment; they could see no distinction between the two; and 
after a very full and complete debate on the question, after every 
phase of it had been considered elaborately and deliberately by 
the House, after three days of enlightening debate the resolution 
was voted down. 

Mr. FLOOD. How many voted on the proposition? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Sixty-eight Members, a good membership in 
Committee of the Whole, much larger than you ordinarily have. 

Mr. FLOOD. I thought it was something like that. Not one 
sixth of the House. There is a very great distinction between a 
developed water power like Niagara Falls and an undeveloped 
water power. The Niagara Falls water power, worth millions 
and millions of dollars, can not be treated as an undeveloped 
water power could. 

Mr. SMALL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SMALL. This resolution as reported by the Committee 
on Rules does not limit the committee to members of any stand- 
ing committees of the House? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. As the resolution reads it does 
not, but the assumption is that the committee would be made up 
as it was made up before. 

Mr. SMALL. And it is on that assumption that I wish the 
gentleman to yield to me. Some gentleman referred to three 
committees—Agriculture, Public Lands, and Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. Only one of these committees has anything to 
do with water powers, and that is the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. It does not include the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and yet, as a matter of fact, 12 years ago 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was the only committee 
that assumed jurisdiction of water power in the House; and 
to-day the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has jurisdiction 
of all water powers upon navigable rivers which affect naviga- 
tion. So that in the prescription of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, so that no member of that committee shall be ap- 
pointed on the special committee, is unwarranted. I think the 
resolution of the committee is in proper form. I do not think 
the Speaker ought to be bound by any suggestion, because if a 
suggestion is to be made of any committee I submit that the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, along with the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, are more entitled to representation on that special com- 
mittee than the Committee on Agriculture and the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the gentle 
man from Kansas, I want to make a suggestion along the line 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. The Committee on For- 
eign Affairs has had jurisdiction of boundary waters, especially 
the Niagara Falls water power, on which it has worked for 
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years. The Committee on Agriculture and other committees 
named, with the exception of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, have no jurisdiction of water power. I 
think that the suggestion of the gentleman from North Carolina 
that the matter ought to be left open is a wise one, and that the 
Speaker should put on this committee the representatives from 
the Conunittees on Rivers and Harbors and Foreign Affairs, for 
the water-power committee, and not the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, will have jurisdiction of that power under the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Asa matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, 
it is left open as the resolution reads. If there are no other 
questions, I ask for a vote on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 
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HOSPITAL FACILITIES IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for three minutes upon the question of the hospital situa- 
tion for soldiers in the city of Chicago. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
ous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, the last Congress passed a bill to 
increase the hospital facilities and to arrange for a very large 
hospital that is already completed in the city of Chicago. And 
after a long investigation by the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment, the act was passed by the Congress and was signed by 
the President. It has been delayed for some reason in the Treas- 
ury Department, I suppose, on account of the engagements of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the last Liberty loan. But the 
situation has increased to such an alarming extent that all the 
hospitals in the city of Chicago are very crowded, and this hos- 
pital which the Government arranged to purchase is ready for 
occupancy, or can be made so in 60 days, as I am informed, and 
can be furnished inside of 30 days. It has had the approval of 
everyone up to the present time. I ask to insert as a part of 
my remarks a telegram from the commissioner of health of the 
city of Chicago showing that every hospital is full to overflowing, 
and I desire to state to my colleagues that I have been endeavor- 
ing to get many soldiers transferred into the Chicago hospital 
who are in the hospitals of Pennsylvania, New York, and New 
Jersey, and other States, and I believe it is in the interest of 
the health of the soldiers if they could be transferred when they 
ure able to travel to rooms in a hospital where they can oecca- 
sionally meet their own people. 

I have had called to my attention many instances of opera- 
tions that have been performed in these hospitals, and they 
are now sending a good many to Camp Grant. The Chicago 
mothers and wives have to go to Camp Grant, and it costs 
$10 to go there and back at the present rate. I am filing ¢ 
resolution, which I shall ask to have referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, which provides that the Secretary of War 
be allowed to furnish tents or such temporary relief as may be 
necessary until such time as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
find time to sign the necessary papers to furnish and com- 
plete the hospital which has already been ordered to be pur- 
chased by the Government. I ask that the telegram from Dr. 
Robertson, commissioner of health, be inserted as a part of my 

remarks, and shall not now take up the time of the House to 
read it in full. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to insert 
a telegram as a part of his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The telegram referred to is as follows: 

CuHIcAGO, ILL., May 20, 1919. 


Iion. WiLtiAmM E. MAson, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


The situation in regard to hospital beds in the city of Chicago is 
precarious. The total bed capacity of the city of Chicago is approxi- 
mately 10,000. At the present time there are over 12,000 patients 
making it impossibie for me to enforce the city ordinances. In re- 
gard to bed space, the Municipal Tuberculosis Sanitarium is crowded to 
capacity and there is a waiting list of several hundred. The sanitarium 
has been caring for soldiers and relatives of soldiers, taking all the 
cases referred to us by the Red Cross. We have reached the limit of 
our endurance. Should an epidemic occur which would make hospital 
beds necessary the situation would be appalling. I wish you would 
hurry arrangements for marine hospital beds, so as to take this burden 
from the city of Chicago and provide the proper space for patients, 
- = I may be able to maintain proper sanitary control of the 

ospitals. 


Jonn DiLt Ronerrsox, 
Commissiover of 


ealth, 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for five minutes upon the question of the 
food supply of the country at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I think that everyone will 
agree that the question of the cost of living is the most impor- 
tant subject now before the American people. Yesterday the 
House by an overwhelming vote decreed that women should have 
the right to vote. I think, as important as that subject is to 
the women of America, that if an expression of opinion was 
asked of them they would like to know from their Representa- 
tives in the Congress of the United States how the cost of 
living could be reduced. It is the great vital question before - 
the American people to-day. All other subjects dwarf by com- 
parison. When they find a situation such as now exists, wih 
hundreds of millions of pounds of canned meats and vegeta- 
bles—to be specific 100,000,000 cans of beef and more than 
50,000,000 pounds of bacon—in the surplus food stocks of the 
Army, some of which when about to be put upon the market 
three or four weeks ago were withdrawn because it would 
occasion a glut of food products, while they are told at the 
same time that the constantly increasing price of beef is due 
to the fact that there is a deficiency of food products, they 
wish to know how their Representatives in Congress reconcile 
these statements. They wish to know whether governmental 
agencies are being used by the Beef Trust to defraud the people 
of the United States. This matter is being discussed in every 
home, and necessarily so, because people wonder whether our 
Government, as far as food products are concerned, is a gov- 
ernment of the people, by the people, and for the people, or 
of the food buccaneer, by the food buccaneer, and for the food 
buecaneer. [Applause.] The life and existence of every Ameri- 
can home is involved in this question. The poultry situation is 
as bad as the beef situation. Only last Saturday, at home, I 
paid 7 cents a pound more to my butcher than I paid a year ago, 
and yet I find that the official figures show that the storage of 
poultry in the warehouses of the United States from May 1, 
1918, to May 1, 1919, increased 248 per cent in broilers, 107 per 
cent in roasters, 279 per cent in fowls, and 290 per cent in mis- 
cellaneous poultry products. Yet the price of poultry is from 
10 to 20 per cent higher than last spring and summer. 

I have a statement here from a New York paper in regard to 
shipments abroad. Under date of Monday, May 19, in a tele- 
gram to the New York Times from The Hague, it is stated “ that 
the prices are too high for Dutch consumption; that the stuff 
is put upon the market every day, but that the Dutch do not 
buy it; and that American pork and meats are held there to 
spoil for nothing.” I am reading this statement from the New 
York Times of Monday, May 19. Yet the American people are 
called upon to pay impossible prices for beef products because 
tons of beef are carried across the water and such high prices 
asked that the Dutch will not buy, and the stuff spoils on the 
wharves. How long will a self-respecting people stand this out- 
rage? [Applause.] The same kind of management, it seems to 
me, is shown in respect to the flour situation. According to the 
best judgment of everyone, the wheat crops of this year will 

amount to 1,200,000,000 bushels and possibly 1,300,000,000 
bushels. The crop is so enormous as to tax the imagination of 
the average American, who has been accustomed to six or seven 
hundred million bushels as an average wheat crop. Nine hun- 
dred million bushels are at our doors about to be gathered, yet 
the price of flour is soaring. : 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman’s time be extended for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the situation is such that 
flour, instead of decreasing from war prices, has increased about 
$2 a barrel. I went into the food administration at 42 Broad- 
way, New York, two or three weeks ago. I saw by the papers 
that there was another increase of $2 a barrel to be put upon 
flour. Mr. Barnes was away, and I talked with Mr. Moore, who 
was in charge of the food administration. I asked him how it 
was that, with this tremendous wheat crop in sight, with the 
Texas crop coming in in less than five or six weeks, the people 
are being told in the daily newspapers that an increase of $2 a 
barrel was about to be made, making flour, which now costs 
$16.25 in Boston, $18.25 a barrel. I told him also it was a sad 
commentary on Mr. Barnes’s handling of the wheat situation 
that England could provide for six months ahead, while our ele- 
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vators are filled with wheat cornered by foreign governments, 
and leave our own people at the mercy of speculators, 

“Well,” he said, “Mr. Representative, there are various 
reasons for this situation.” But his explanation did not get him 
anywhere in my opinion. I then called his attention to these 
facts, which I had in my possession at that time, which showed 
that the carry over of wheat from 1917 was 28,000,000 bushels, 
which added to last year’s crop of 918,000,000 swells the grand 
total to 946,000,000 bushels. The estimated consumption last 
year—500,000,000 bushels—and 100,000,000 bushels more for 
seed leaves us an exportable surplus of 346,000,000 bushels. The 
Government report gives the exports of wheat up to April 1 at 
197,000,000 bushels, leaving with us 149,000,000 bushels, making 
the amount of wheat available for export and consumption up 
to July 1, when the new crop will come to market, 172,000,000 
bushels. The prospective wheat crop of 1918 will exceed 1,300,- 
000,000 bushels, which, after deducting 750,000,000 for home con- 
sumption and seed, will leave us with an exportable surplus of 
550,000,000 bushels, which is enough to supply all the wheat- 
buying countries in the world for a whole year without any 
supply coming from Argentina, Australia, or Canada. As a re- 
sult of this line of talk, an order was issued that night that no 
more wheat be bought in this country for export purposes, and the 
price of flour was not increased as predicted in the press. During 
my investigation I found that as high as $2.86 a bushel was being 
paid for northern wheat. This does not seem to me to be fair. I 
say to the Members of the House, much as I sympathize with 
the farmers, when we fix a minimum of $2.26 a bushel for wheat, 
it is as much as the American people and the people of the 
world should pay, and that a maximum price of $2.26 as wellasa 
minimum price should be made, thus giving the farmer a square 
deal and giving a square deal to every workingman and every 
workingman’s family and every citizen of the United States. I 
am frank to say, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, that 
I have not the confidence that the administration seems to have 
in some of the men who are in charge of these food bureaus. 
We had an experience in Massachusetts in connection with the 
fish business, and we had some representatives of the Fish Trust 
in charge of the fish administration, with the result that people 
paid exorbitant prices for fish. Fish which was brought into the 
Boston market at a cost of a little better than a cent a pound 
was charged for af the rate of 6 or 8 cents a pound wholesale. 
People were robbed right and left all through the war because a 
man friendly to the fish interests held the job as fish administra- 
tor. Profiteers came over from New York, took over companies 
which they bought for a few hundred thousand dollars, and 
capitalized them into millions. Some of these men were tried 
and found guilty and are now awaiting sentence. The House 
of Representatives is the repository of the people’s power in the 
United States, and it seems to me that the time has come when 
we should say to the administration authorities that the war 
being over it should rid itself of these so-called experts. [Ap- 
plause.] 

The President of the United States; Mr. Baker, the Secretary 
of War; and Mr. Daniels, the Secretary of the Navy, called upon 
every line of business for its experienced men in the time of 
stress to help the people of the country, and these men came in 
at a dollar a year, and in many cases their names were never 
off the salary rolls in their own corporations, and their interests, 
as you gentlemen know and I know, were with their own cor- 
porations in too many cases, rather than with the people. The 
fish industry is a striking example. Now, when the war is over 
we witness the spectacle of millions of pounds of surplus beef 
and vegetables being kept off the market because it would cause 
a glut, while prices are rising almost daily, because, according 
to the meat interests, there is a scarcity. It seems to me that 
these gentlemen have fooled the administration officials long 
enough and that they should get out, and if they will not get out 
they should be kicked out. God pity the American people when 
they can not find men big enough and honest enough to manage 
these departments in the interest of the people. 

In conclusion I submit, for the information of the House, a 
statement of the amounts of canned beef and vegetables in- 
tended for shipment overseas, but which will not be used for 
that purpose. This tremendous amount of food products, if 
released at once for sale, would sensibly reduce the cost of 
living, and it should be done forthwith. Not to do it is to keep 
prices up for the benefit of various food combinations and is a 
crime against the people of this country, which they will not be 
slow to avenge when the right moment comes. [Loud applause.] 

Here are the figures: 

CANNED VEGETABLES. 


Mad behead: WeeMR.-.6iiiniesnsdn dh majids 4nseianrenl cans... 6, 569, 022 
Ss I ns ccc bi iacceianetlh emepitier cpidinemeicaidarnteeiat do__.. 1, 022, 638 
aC Cee Gene. o.oo et do_... 18, 572, 678 


OO rE Br ae aces Seg ge do_-—. 33, 973, 687 





Fc aitinie ce aceh  iaceh ab nacht deni tienti LS pounds..__ 2,992, 210 
TRO) NN si iis bitsdnts Bln bast ees chin bateethens cans... _ 3, 642, 495 
Ne do__._. 18, 336, 755 
I hi eet ie a al do___. 40, 475, 522 
ere.. 30 COmetoes... ee do__.. 3,127, 288 
ie ID eh a a Sih en eas ot Sepa ects dota telco teens do___. 28, 655, 920 
CANNED MEATS, 
Roast beef: 
I IG oi crcicssetint ncaa tinea tia ieativeiaedliaas 12, 000, 000 
iin ceahinsccinnncighimentbemiemeie esate 17, 330, 000 
Sr hn 8 See ee ee 9, 000, 000 
RNG bikie ti tk ct dite bees de mel 378, 000 
Corned beef: 
i re, 5, 600, 000 
24-ounce cans __ _~ 18, 000, 000 







1-pound cans___ 
SEPORNOG. CBR angele tecatiereerentereenen 
Corned-beef hash in 1 and 2 pound cans__________ pounds_._ 20, 820, 000 
Batic erica silanes acctne ence encemaon sc chbcsisadcued nica do__-. 47, 219, 620 

Of this amount 8,686,000 pounds is crated and stored in Colum- 
bus, Baltimore, and Chicago. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be permitted to proceed for five minutes more. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I thank the gentleman and the 
House for the courtesy, but I have said enough for the present. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House stand in recess until 3 o’clock to receive a report from 
the Committee on Appropriations, and, pending action on this 
request, I ask that the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions be heard for a moment as to the necessity of this action. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks that the 
gentleman from Iowa be permitted to address the House for two 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, the subcommittee on deficiencies 
has held hearings regarding some deficiencies which are very 
urgent. The deficiency bill which failed of enactment in the last 
Congress carried an item for additional clerk hire and similar 
administrative expenses in the Bureau of War Risk Insurance 
of $4,220,000. This matter has been largely taken care of by an 
allotment from the President’s fund of something over $2,800,000. 
This allotment will permit the bureau to function for the pres- 
ent, but the question of family allowances is quite a different 
thing. On the 1st of May there were over 700,000 family allow- 
ance checks which had been issued and which could not be 
sent out because of the lack of funds. There is no appropriation 
out of which they can be paid. They amount to about $13,000,000. 
On the ist of June there will be another lot, about 600,000 checks, 
amounting in the aggregate to about $11,505,000, that can not 
be sent out because there will not be funds with which to pay 
them. It is estimated that the allowance under the law for 
June will amount to $9,615,000, and all of these checks must be 
held up until Congress appropriates the money. 

The same condition, only in a lesser degree, exists with regard 
to the pension of the soldiers of the Civil War. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions will not be able to send out after the 4th of 
June about 25,000 vouchers that should be sent out during the 
fiscal year because of a lack of funds. There is a deficiency 
in that bureau of about $3,000,000, which must be appropriated 
before those checks can be mailed. The subcommittee has been 
conducting hearings on these estimates and will submit the 
matter to the full committee this afternoon, and the committee 
will be able, I think, to report out a bill making appropriations 
to cover these very urgent deficiencies, and we hope to call it 
up immediately, in order that it be passed, so that 700,000 
families and dependents of our soldiers that are entitled to this 
allowance will be supplied with the funds that Congress intended 
that they should have. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GOOD. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. This appropriation would have to be passed in 
the form of a bill, I take it? 

Mr. GOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. And in order to become a law it must receive 
the signature of the President of the United States, or at least 
be presented to the President? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The President can not sign the bill unless it is 
either sent to him in Paris or he comes here to sign it. Does 
the gentleman know whether it is safe, if the bill is passed within 
a week or 10 days, to send it to the President, or whether it will 
be held until the President returns? Can anyone predict now 
how soon the President will return? I will say to the gentleman 
I have no objection to the consideration of the bill, but I see 
no possible way that this appropriation can be effective before 
the middle of June. 

Mr. GOOD. The committee has not considered that at all. 
The committee has just considered the plain questions of the 
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obligations resting upon this body and upon-Congress. If some 
other department should fail to perform its duty, that is not the 
blame of Congress. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I yield. 

Mr. CARTER. I wanted to ask the gentleman if I understood 
him correctly to say that the amounts carried in this bill were 
for allotments to soldiers’ families? 

Mr. GOOD. The families of soldiers, sailors, and marines, 

Mr. CARTER. Those carried in this bill are the same as car- 
ried in the other bill? 

Mr. GOOD. No; there was no family allowance carried in the 
former deficiency bill. There was a provision in the sundry civil 
bill which made the amount appropriated for that purpose im- 
mediately available. 

Mr. CARTER. But did that sundry civil bill pass? 

Mr. GOOD. No; that failed of passage. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
change the reference of a bill, H. R. 261, introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Srus], which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. It deals with 
the retirement of civil-service employees of the Government. I 
ask that it be rereferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and this request is in accordance with the wish of the 
introducer of the bill and is not opposed by the chairman of the 
committee to which it is asked to be referred, or any member of 
it, so far as I know. 

Mr. GARRETT. 

Mr, LEHLBACH. 

Mr. GARRETT. I hope the gentleman will withhold that 
request until the committees have all been organized. Person- 
wily I have no objection to the matter. I presume it is all right, 
but I think the committee should be organized first. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Everybody on that committee is satisfied. 

Mr. GARRETT. I will have to object at this time. 

4 RECESS. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House stand in 
recess until 3 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 50 
minutes p.m.) the House stood in recess until 3 o’clock p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
I will. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

UKGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Appropriations I present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wil! report it by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2329) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in appropriations for the bureau of War Risk Insurance and for 
the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points 
of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The gentleman 
from Tennessee reserves all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa if it is his intention to ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of this bill? 

Mr. GOOD. No. By order of the Speaker, it is printed under 
the rules. I desire to give notice, however, that I will call it up 
to-morrow when the House meets. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. In view of the very deplorable 
condition outlined by the gentleman this morning in reference 
to the needs of dependent families and soldiers who will not 
get their checks until this bill is passed, I had hoped that the 
gentleman would ask for unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. If he does, in view of the statement 
made, I do not anticipate any objection from this side of the 
Chamber. For my part, I do not think we ought to delay even 
24 hours. . 

Mr. GOOD. I quite agree with the gentleman that there 
should be no delay whatever. But this bill carries $45,044,500, 
and I would rather that the House should have an opportunity 
to read the bill and see the report and to thoroughly consider 
it. However, if it is the desire of the House to take the matter 
up, I have no objection. 


Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. It is a fact, I will say to the 


gentleman from Iowa, that every dollar of the appropriations 
in this bill, except a small amount for salaries, will be paid 
out, if paid out at all, to the dependent families of soldiers 
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who served in the recent war and also of soldiers of the Civil 
War. I am sure there will be no amendments offered, for 
it is a simple question of appropriating the amount of money 
needed to pay them what is due under the law. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman further that a couple 
of items were mentioned when the matter was under considera- 
tion that I was asked to look up and procure some further in- 
formation about. I have not been able to get the additional 
information that was desired with regard to the purchase 
furniture and what was included under that designation. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. If I may be permitted—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee yield for an inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 
Does he yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I yield. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to make this remark, with 
the permission of the gentleman from Iowa. The gentleman 
from Illinois this morning, in a rather indirect way,, sought to 
throw upon the President of the United States the responsi- 
bility for the failure of this bill to become a law within the 
next week or two on account of his necessary absence at the 
peace table in Paris. It should have been stated at that time 
that the House at the last session of Congress, with a Demo- 
cratic majority on the Committee on Appropriations and in the 
House, passed a bill carrying an appropriation of $33,000,000 to 
take care of the sums due to the dependent families of soldiers. 
That bill went to another body at the other end of the Capitol, 
and an organized Republican filibuster there prevented its pas- 
sage. Now, I think it is up to the gentleman from Iowa and 
to his party to remedy the wrong that has been done to the 
dependent families of soldiers and to pass this bill at the earliest 
possible moment. I repeat, I was very anxious for the gentle- 
man from Iowa to ask unanimous consent to take it up now, 
rather than delay it. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I presented this 
report not in any spirit of partisanship, and I hope ft will not 
be considered in that way. Seven hundred thousand families 
are involved in this matter, and, while I have no sympathy with 
a legislative filibuster carried on by three or four men, I also 
have no sympathy with an Executive filibuster carried on by 
one man that has prevented the consideration of a matter of this 
kind so that the checks might have been sent out on the Ist 
day of May. [Applause on the Republican side.] I hope that 
the gentleman will not interject any partisan politics into the 
consideration of this very worthy measure. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. There is no disposition on the 
part of the gentleman 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. There is no disposition on the 
part of the gentleman to interject any partisanship into this 
bill or any other appropriation that is necessary, and my re- 
marks were only brought forth by the attempt this morning to 
inject partisanship into it by criticizing the President of the 
United States because he is necessarily absent in Paris attend- 
ing to important business of the country. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GOOD. I am sorry that the gentleman is so tender that 
he regarded the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois as 
partisan. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And I will say further that if it 
had not been for the filibuster, to which I referred a moment 
ago, on the part of certain Republicans at the other end of the 
Capitol, the appropriation would have been made in March, 
when the President was here in Washington for the purpose of 
signing this and other bills. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 





Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GOOD. I yield. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman referred to what might have been 


said this morning. It might also have been said this morning, 
and properly be said now, that if the President had observed the 
proper amenities of the situation he could have called Congress 
in session in April, and this bill could have become a law, 
whether he was in the United States or in Paris, before the 1st 
of May, without any difficulty ‘at all, and the delay is wholly be- 
cause the President neglected or refused for personal reasons to 
call Congress in session when it ought to have been called in sesi- 
sion at an early date, 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That does not relieve those coti\- 
ducting that filibuster of the responsibility of defeating this 
particular appropriation at the last session, when they knew 
that by doing so they would subject the dependent families af 
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hundreds of thousands of soldiers te the conditions outlined in 
the gentleman’s remarks this morning. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. The filibuster which occurred before March 3 
does not relieve the President of the United States of the re- 
sponsibility for refusing to call Congress in session at an early 
date, because he was afraid somebody would discuss the league 
of nations: [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I have yielded the floor. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken, and on a division there were—ayes 
73, noes 77. 

Accordingly the motion was rejected. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take this bill up for immediate consideration. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think never in the history of Congress has there been so much 
expedition in organization, at least on the part of the majority, 
and in bringing measures to the consideration of Congress as has 
occurred in the organization of this Congress. 

When the Committee on Appropriations, acting immediately 
upon its organization, was prepared to report this bill, Members 
expected, of course, that the bill would be considered in the 
usual course—reported to-day and taken up to-morrow. Some 
Members, some on that side, expecting that the bill would be 
taken up in its regular course and dispatched in the usual way, 
are not here; but certainly we on this side are delighted that 
the gentlemen on the other side are anxious to help us in ex- 
pediting business. Therefore we shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri for the immediate consideration of the 
bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. GOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the Bureau of War Risk Insurance 


and for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1919, namely: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
BUREAU OF WAR RISK INSURANCE. 


For salaries of officers and sapherece, $2,025,613.97 ; stationery and 
miscellaneous expenses, $100,000; furniture, equipment, and supplies, 
$195,000 ; printing and binding, $100,000; rental of quarters in the Dis- 
irict, Of Smee $3,886.03 ; and traveling expenses, $5,000; in all, 
$2.429,500. 


_ For the payment of military and naval family allowances as author- 
ized by law, $39,615,000. _ 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

BUREAU OF PENSIONS. 


Army and Navy pensions: For invalids, widows, minor children, and 
dependent relatives, Army nurses, and all other pensioners who are 
now borne on the rolls, or who may hereafter be placed thereon, under 
the provisions of any and all acts of Congress, $3,000,000: Provided, 
That the appropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from 
the income of the Navy pension fund so far as the same shall be suffi- 
cient for that purpose: Provided further, That the amount expended 
under each of the above items shali be accounted for separately. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, the deficiency bill that passed the 
House and failed of enactment in the last Congress carried 
$7,220,000 for the Bureau of War Risk Insurance. Of that 
amount $4,220,000 was for salaries of officers and employees 
and incidental expenses and $3,000,000 was for compensation for 
the medical expenses, and so forth. Since then the work that was 
anticipated to be performed by the Bureau of War Risk Insur- 
ance in taking care of the sick and disabled of our soldiers has 
been taken over by the Bureau of Public Health. The addi- 
tional work that was contemplated to be done out of this appro- 
priation is provided for in that way, so the department is not 
asking anything for that service and has withdrawn the esti- 
mate, the Bureau of Public Health having sufficient funds to 
take care of it. 
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Of the amount that was then necessary for administrative ex- 
penses, the President advanced out of the national defense fund 
that was appropriated to him $2,868,000, leaving a balance of 
$2,429,000, which this deficiency bill carries. 

The situation at present is that even if the deficiency bill had 
passed, not a single dollar would have been available on the ist 
day of May, when it was necessary to send out 700,000 checks 
to that many dependent members of the families of soldiers, 
sailors, and marines, The amount necessary to disburse on the 
1st day of May to the families of our soldiers, sailors, and 
marines amounted to $13,170,000. That amount is contained in 
700,000 checks that have already been executed and are lying 
upon the desks down in the Bureau of War Risk Insurance, but 
which have not been mailed because of the lack of funds. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BRITTEN. It occurs to me that beside the $13,170,000 
that is being retained by the Bureau of War Risk Insurance, 
there is also being retained some $15,000,000 of salaries that 
have been allotted to the dependents of various soldiers and 
sailors, and those two amounts, the Government allowance and 
the allotment to the soldiers, appearing on one check, naturally 
holds in the Treasury $15,000,000 of salaries which ought now to 
be in the hands of these 700,000 dependents all over the United 
States. A total of thirty million should long since have been in 
general circulution in a much-needed direction. 

Mr. GOOD. Then, too, on the 1st of June it will be necessary 
for this bureau to send out checks for a similar purpose for the 
allowances for the month of May. That amount is estimated at 
$11,505,000. For the month of June there will be disbursed for 
a like purpose an aggregate of $9,615,000, or a total of $34,290,000 
that should be disbursed under the law before the 1st day of 
July. 

In addition to that there are like payments, because of re- 
views, where the amounts have been allowed, aggregating $3,375,- 
000, and then there are back payments on allowances that were 
due prior to May 1, 1919, of $1,950,000, making a total of $39,- 
615,000 absolutely necessary for the Government to pay in the 
discharge of its obligations for allowances to the dependents of 
our soldiers, sailors, and marines before the 1st day of July, and 
there is nothing available at present out of which to pay it. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Did I understand the gentleman to 
make the statement that if all the appropriation bills had passed 
at the last session there would have been no money available to 
pay these fainilies? 

Mr. GOOD. I did not say anything of the kind and nothing 
which could be construed in that way. What I did say was that 
if the deficiency bill had passed there would not be a dollar 
available for this purpose, and if the deficiency bill and all 
appropriation bills had passed as they passed the House, not a 
dollar would have been available to pay the $3,000,000 that will 
be due the 25,000 Civil War and Spanish-American War vet- 
erans. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman knows that the 
sundry civil bill carried $33,000,000, which was made imme- 
diately available to take care of the allotments necessarily due 
dependent families of soldiers. 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; $33,000,000 to take care of that ; but how are 
you going to pay $39,000,000 out of $33,000,000? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That was all the Bureau of War 
Risk Insurance asked for, and that would have been more than 
sufficient to take care of the April and May checks and the 
greater part of the June checks. 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; but what would the gentleman do if the 
bill had passed carrying $33,000,000 in the way of paying amounts 
due up to the month of December, 1919, when it takes $39,615,000 
to pay the allowances up to the 1st of June? The sundry civil 
bill was intended to take care of deficiencies in this respect for 
the remainder of the fiscal year and for the entire fiscal year 
1920. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. We have an extra session now to 
take care of that, but there would have been no such distress as 
the gentleman referred to this morning had the sundry civil 
bill passed at the last session, as it would have done if it had 
not been for the Republican filibuster. 

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman assumes that there would have 
been an extra session of Congress before the first Monday of 
December if the appropriation bills had passed. Well, the gen- 
tleman may know about that; I do not. I know that the law 
does not provide for a regular session of Congress until the 
first Monday of December, but I do know that there would have 
been a deficiency of more than $6,000,000 in the estimates of 
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the separation allowances due for the month of June, and there 
would have been nothing appropriated for separation allowances 
for the months of July, August, September, October, and No- 
vember—in fact, for the rest of the fiscal year 1920. 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. ASWELL. The gentleman was the ranking member of 
the Committee on Appropriations at the last session of Con- 
gress. Did he call that to the attention of the last Congress? 

Mr. GOOD. I was not the ranking member and not a member 
of the sundry civil or deficiency subcommittee. 

Mr. ASWELL. Did anybody call that shortage to the atten- 
tion of Congress? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not believe that the Bureau of War Risk In- 
surance, as it was then functioning and has since functioned, 
knew from one day to the other what any man in charge of it 
ought to have known in regard to the obligation resting on the 
Government to take care of the widows, wives, mothers and 
fathers, and dependents of our soldiers. There seems to have 
been no consideration of just what our obligations were, be- 
cause no one had presented up to this time from that department 
an intelligent statement that could be relied upon as to what our 
obligations really were. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
cently resigned? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is the gentleman familiar with the cir- 
cumstances connected with that resignation? 

Mr. GOOD. Nothing further than what I have seen in the 
daily press. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It occurred to me that possibly the 
known shortage may have had something to do with the resigna- 
tion. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRITTEN. It is a well-known fact, however, that this 
deficiency was known for some two months, and might have 
been cared for before to-day if the desire to do so really ex- 
isted. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker,.the smaller item, that of $2,429,500 
carried for administrative expenses, for salary, and so forth, 
will make up the estimated deficiency in the administration 
of the office, and will provide for the purchase of such ma- 
chinery and furniture as is necessary to make some changes 
that are under way in the matter of insurance policies and en- 
able them to continue the employment of the present force in 
the administration of the department. 

I think it also includes some additional force, but in consid- 
ering the matter the committee gave notice to the department 
that by granting this appropriation it should not be construed 
that the committee or Congress indorsed the program of the 
department to increase the number of the employees; that that 
matter would be considered at a later date, but because of the 
urgency of the matter we felt that we could not segregate the 
items to determine the question. 

Mr. FLOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. FLOOD. Does the entire appropriation in this bill go 
to the War Risk Insurance Bureau? 

Mr. GOOD. No. 
five thousand dollars go to the War Risk Insurance, and. the 


Will the gentleman yield? 


The head of that department has re- 


sum of $3,000,000 goes to the Bureau of Pensions, under the | 


Department of the Interior. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, some objection has been made on this side 
of the House in regard to partisanship; some objection has been 
made that if there had been no filibuster at the other end of the 
Capitol the pensions of the old soldiers would have been paid. 
That is not the ease. 
priation bill that passed the House during the last session of 
Congress an item of $3,000,000, or for any sum, to pay the de- 
ficiency that exists in the Bureau of Pensions for the payment 


of pensions legally due to the Spanish-American soldiers and | 


the soldiers of the late Civil War. 

Twenty-five thousand of those soldiers would not receive pen- 
sion checks which will be due them after the 4th of June and 
before the 30th of June, 1919, if all the bills which were enacted 
in the House at the last session of Congress had passed and 
become the law. This bill makes adequate provision, as we are 
advised by the Pension Department, to pay all the Nation’s 
obligations to soldiers of the Civil War to June 30 of this year. 
Mr. Speaker, in a general way that explains the contents of 
this bill. 


Forty-two million four hundred and forty- | 


There was not contained in any appro- | 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
a question? 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. An appropriation of $2,025,000, 
I think it is, is carried in this bill for clerk hire. Is that extra 
clerk hire? 

Mr. GOOD. No; not extra clerk hire in the sense of their em- 
ployment as extra clerks, but it is extra, of course, to the 
amount that has hitherto been appropriated and in addition 
to what the President allotted. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
much out of his fund? 

Mr. GOOD. Two million eight hundred and sixty-eight dol- 
lars out of his fund, and this carries about $2,429,000 for the 
same purposes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
elerks in the War Risk Bureau. Is that about right? 

Mr. GOOD. That is about correct. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Did the committee make in- 
quiry in regard to the serviceability of those clerks or the neces- 
sity for them? 

Mr. GOOD. This matter was brought to the attention of the 
committee only recently. We have had very brief hearings, 


Will the gentleman yield for 


The President allotted how 


It is reported they have 14,000 


‘and the matter of clerk hire, it is clearly understood with the 


bureau and the committee, will be taken up and gone into very 
thoroughly when the sundry civil bill will be under consideration 
in the near future, and we felt that we did not have time now 
to go into these little matters and did not consider them at all. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will say to the gentleman 
there is a good deal of criticism throughout the country with 
regard to the clerks tumbling over themselves in the service of 
the War Risk Bureau. The last Congress, owing to the distress 
in which it found itself, evidently authorized the employment 
of a very large number of clerks, and the War Risk Bureau put 
them on; and it has been charged, generally charged by those 
who are employees and by some who have gone out of the sery- 
ice, that the work was duplicated, and that there was great 
waste in the matter of this expenditure. I wanted to know 
whether the committee had yet taken up the question to ascer- 
tain whether we can cut down that force, which seems to have 
stood in its own way and thus delays the payments to the sol- 
diers and their dependents. I understand that was not taken 
up at this time? 

Mr. GOOD. No; that was not taken up at all. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylgmia. May I ask this? The gen- 
tleman was asked a little While ago, I think, by the gentleman 
from Ohio, about the change in the head. of the War Risk Bu- 
reau. Col. Lindsley, who was chief of that bureau and who was 
brought in to Work a great reform, has been recently turned 
out by the Secretary of the Treasury, has he not? 

Mr. GOOD. I think there is some controversy with regard to 
that. If I understand the correspondence correctly, Col. Lindsley 
claims that he resigned and the Secretary of the Treasury claims 
that he was summarily dismissed. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But the Secretary of the 
Treasury was sufficiently belligerent to throw the colonel out. 
That is the fact, is it not? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not know the facts in regard to it except as 
I have stated. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not true, so long as the 
gentleman on the other side has raised this question, that Col. 
Lindsley stated publicly on his retirement, and in the letters 
which he wrote the Secretary of the Treasury and gave to the 
newspapers, that if things proceeded as they were going in the 
War Risk Bureau there would be complete chaos? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
the colonel stated? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman in due 
course will have his committee investigate the matter, because 
it might save the Government a great deal of expense on un- 
necessary clerk hire, and very much hasten the payment of the 
sums due to the soldiers and their dependents which seem to 
have been withheld. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Can the gentleman state when the Presi- 
dent made this allotment of some $2,000,000 out of the special 
fund for that purpose? 

Mr. GOOD. My understanding is that it was made shortly 
after the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The reason I asked that is that I under- 
stood from the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Sherley, the 


That is the substance of what 


Will the gentleman yield? 





forme: chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, that while 
he cc ld not state accurately there was not probably more than 
abov: $4,000,000 left in that fund. If some $3,000,000 is now 
taken out, how is the President going to get back? [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman we have not gone into 
that question. We find a great many intricate questions con- 
fronting us which we can not decide all at once. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. If I understand the practice 6f the House, we 
are considering the bill in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and there is no general 
debate? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; this is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for the reading of the bill by sections. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill by sections for 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the payment of military and naval family allowances as au- 
thorized by law, $39,615,000. 

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word. 
I was unable to reach Washington until this morning. In view 
of my unavoidable absehce during the consideration of the suf- 
frage resolution, I desire to state that had I been present I 
wouid have voted against the resolution, as I did in a previous 
Congress. I am opposed, as are the people whom I represent, 
to Federal interference with suffrage, which is essentially and 
fundamentally a State matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to inquire of the 
chairman of the committee whether he can give any detailed in- 
formation with reference to this $195,000 which is appropriated 
for furniture? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now being read for amendment. 
Does the gentleman move an amendment? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

I was about to say, in this connection, I understand that some 
of the departments are now selling furniture. 

Mr. GOOD. The bureau has a right to buy anything of this 
kind through the General Supply Committee. My understanding 
of this item is that most of this furniture is of a different class 
and not of the class the gentleman has in mind. The Secretary 
of the Treasury says that in order to provide equipment to be 
used in connection with the issuance of this convertible insur- 
ance it is estimated that $195,000 will be required, and that some 
of this equipment comes under the head of furniture. It is 
largely for special equipment. It is not of the ordinary kind. 
About $11,000 is for desks, chairs, and tables. The remainder 
is for addressograph equipment, filing equipment, safes, and 
labor-saving devices. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman it does 
indeed seem as if this furniture was clearly out of the ordi- 
nary in that it should cost that sum. I saw a statement in a 
paper the other day—one of the New York papers, I think it 
was—that for every dollar which the bureau has paid out it had 
cost 20 cents in the way of expense, If it buys furniture $200,000 
at a time, I think this rate will be even higher. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It strikes me that there is 
nothing surprising in the expenditure of $195,000 for furniture 
if that furniture is to be applied for the fitting up of a $4,000,000 
building. The gentleman will recall that the War Risk Bureau 
was to go into a $4,000,000 building. There was some question 
as to the price, but it was wartime. The President advanced the 
money for the building, which was subsequently to be refunded. 
At that time there was nothing to do but to pass any old bill the 
President wanted passed. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman will remember that we 
did not even do that. There was never any authorization for 
taking over that building at all, but, on the contrary, Congress 
declined to authorize the purchase of a building, whereupon the 
money was expended. as I understand, out of the special fund 
granted to the President. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The President came to the 
rescue of his party and saved the situation at that time by lend- 
ing $4,000,000 from his $100,000,000 fund, out of which he paid 
for his “necessary” trip abroad, quoting the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As I stated, this New York paper con- 
tained the charge that there were about 20 cents paid out in the 
way of expenses for every dollar that went out to our soldiers. 
I do not know whether that is correct or not, but I do believe 
that there ought to be some inquiry as to the enormous expenses 
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that are going on in connection with this bureau. Another state- 
ment was made that the Pension Bureau had succeeded in dis- 
bursing whatever funds it put out for the benefit of our soldiers 
at a comparatively trifling sum compared to the expenditures of 
the War Risk Bureau. I suppose the chairman of the committee 
is satisfied as to the necessity of $195,000 for special equipment, 
but it seems to me we have had no very satisfactory explanation 
in reference toit. Two hundred thousand dollars, or very nearly 
that, in equipment in connection with one of our departments 
seems to me to be an enormous sum. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Is the gentleman suggesting that the Bureau 
of War Risk Insurance be merged in the Pension Bureau be- 
cause of the economy established by the Pension Bureau in con- 
trast with the other? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I am not making that suggestion, but I 
am suggesting that some investigation be made in reference to 
this, and I presume there will be before this session is over. 
It is time there was some check on this waste. The Republican 
Party will not be doing its duty unless measures are taken that 
will check it. It is notorious that notwithstanding the mil- 
lions spent on this department it is not furnishing insurance 
cheaper than private concerns. We should turn the light on 
this department and force it to operate economically and effi- 
ciently. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS. 

Army and Navy pensions: For invalids, widows, minor children, and 
dependent relatives, Army nurses, and all other pensioners who are now 
borne on the rolls, or who may hereafter be placed thereon, under the 
provisions of any and all acts of Congress, $3,000,000 : Provided, That 
the appropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from the 
income of the Navy pension fund so far as the same shall be sufficient 
for that purpose: Provided further, That the amount expended under 
each of the above items shall be accounted for separately. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order to say that this proceeding in reporting this bill 
and asking the House to pass it is exceptional to the ordinary 
course of procedure. I was not in at the beginning of the con- 
sideration of the bill, but was in in time to vote not to adjourn. 

It is a very plain matter. This bill, if it becomes a law, must 
be approved by the President. There is a large amount of certifi- 
cates not being sent out from the War Risk Bureau, for the 
simpie reason that there is no appropriation available to pay 
them. I apprehend that that was referred to by the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. I did not have the pleasure of hearing 
Mr. Goop when he explained the bill. 

Touching the paragraph just read, there are $3,000,000 neces- 
sary to pay the pensions of all the soldiers of all of the wars 
entitled under the law; that is, the Indian wars, the Spanish- 
American War, and the Civil War. It lacks a small amount of 
being sufficient to pay the pensions on the 4th day of June. 
There are about 25,000 soldiers in the soldiers’ homes, including 
the Spanish War and others, that will be adjudicated between this 
and that time, as well as what are called the voucher claims— 
which gentlemen understand, and therefore I will not take time 
to explain—amounting, in round numbers, to about 25,000 people 
who can not be paid on the 4th day of June unless this bill is 
passed. 

This will take care of the war-risk matter. This appropriation 
bill, as I understand it, will do that, and it will also take care 
of all other pensioners for all the wars who are entitled to care 
under that legislation. 

Now, while this is hasty action, there was no quarrel about 
it in the consideration before the committee, because I think 
we all recognize, both Republicans and Democrats, that the 
bill shouid be passed, and passed promptly, not for any political 
capital—because there is no political capital in it that I know 
of—but for the dependents under the War Risk Bureau, and I 
suppose that takes in some black people and some white people 
and some Democrats and some Republicans and some inde- 
pendents. We do not want to be deluged with letters when 
these pensions are not paid for the want of money available. 
We have already got a pretty large correspondence. I think 
this should be avoided, and the people that need the money, when 
it has been adjudicated to them by the War Risk Bureau and 
in the Pension Bureau, ought to have it. I think the bill ought 
to pass to-day. I hope, if it does pass the House to-day, the 
Senate will take it up to-morrow and pass it by unanimous 
consent and let it take its flight—if not in an airplane, then in 
a fast-going steamer—to France, and I have no doubt the 
President will sign it. That is all I want to say about it. [Ap- 
plause. ] 
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Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
strike out the last two words. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina moves 
to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, the situation 
as to this $3,000,000 for the Pension Bureau is simply this: By 
reason of the action of the last Congress the Pension Department 
was called upon to spend money which reduced its funds and 
brought about this deficit. Under the statement of the repre- 
sentatives of the Pension Bureau they have to-day sufficient 
funds to pay on June 4 every one of their regular pensions, or 
what they call their nonvoucher claims, which constitute 95 per 
cent of the amount paid out by the Pension Bureau. After June 
4 they will be called upon to pay what they call voucher claims, 
which include, among other things, the first-payment pensions, 
and those pensions could not be paid until the 1st of July unless 
this bill is passed. 

So far as the statement of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Goop] is concerned, and I will add the statement of my good 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CaANNon], there never was any effort 
on this side of the House to inject partisanship into the con- 
sideration of any appropriation bill, or to indulge in partisan 
discussion during the consideration of ag appropriation bill, 
while we were in control of the House. It Was brought into the 
consideration of this bill this morning by that side of the House, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] was simply 
answering statements made by the gentleman from Illinois. The 
iact is-— 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will pardon me. I was not 
present, and I do not know as to that; but if the gentleman will 
allow me, what difference does it make about this “ leather and 
prunella ’? We ought to appropriate this money. 

We are going to appropriate 


Mr. Speaker, I move to 


Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
it, and we are going to appropriate it one day quicker than your 
side of the House expected to and would have done, if the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Crark] had not asked unanimous consent to take it 
up now. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD. I know the gentleman wants to be accurate, Caan 
the gentleman tell us what bill failed to pass on the last day 
of the last session that made this bill necessary? What is the 
bill he refers to? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I did not catch the title 
of the pension bill when the chief of the Pension Office was 
befere us, but I heard it stated across the table to the chair- 

an of the committee that it was made necessary by reason of 
increased pensions provided by a bill in the last Congress. 

Mr. GOOD. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 

he was practically reading from a restatement of a 

] signed by Mr. Lane, referred to as House Document No. 

5, and the only thing that was said was that on the hearing 

upon the pension appropriation bill for the year 1920 the opin- 

ion was then expressed that $220,000,000 would be sufficient, and 

ere is no reference to any legislation that would have caused 
is deficiency or anything like it. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
pri 
I 


There was such reference; 
As the hearings are not yet 
we can not settle the difference between us, but my 
is very clear that that was the statement presented 
by the bureau chief when he was before us this morning, But 
I desire to answer the statement of the gentleman from Iowa 
that, regardless of the passage of the sundry civil bill or any 
other bill, this $3,000,000 could not have been taken care of. 
The fact is that if that filibuster had not taken place the appro- 
priation bills would have been passed and the various depart- 
ments of the Government would not have been forced to call 
upon the President’s emergency fund to take care of the busi- 
ness of the Government for the last 60 days, and the President 
then could easily have furnished the $3,000,000 provided in this 
bill. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD, Will the gentleman refer to any particular item 
in the appropriation that caused this $3,000,000 deficit? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. If the sundry civil bill and 
deficiency bill had been passed, the President would not have had 
to draw on his fund, and the President could have supplied $10,- 
000,000 or $20,000,000 if there had been need, and there would 
have been no trouble in the financial affairs of this Govern- 
ment except for the filibuster on the part of Republican Senators. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


ted, 


ecollection 
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Mr. GOOD. Does the gentleman say that the President had 
at the close of the last session of Congress $10,000,000 or $20,- 
000,000 in addition to what he needed for his mission abroad? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I do not know the exact 
amount the President had, but he had more than $3,000,000, and 
the gentleman from Iowa knows he had more than $3,000,000, 
which is the amount in question here. 

Mr. GOOD. I know nothing about it. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The gentleman knows that 
the War Risk Bureau had to get, and did get, more than $2,000,- 
000 from that fund, and if the sundry civil bill had been passed, 
then the President would not have had to advance that $2,000,- 
000, and he knows that various other departments received 
money from the President’s fund. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does not the gentleman recall the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Sherley, that 
in his judgment there was less than $5,000,000 left in that 
fund? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. No; I do not recall that. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I recollect it very distinctly. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I do know that the Presi- 
dent has advanced more than $5,000,000, and that was made 
necessary because of the Republican filibuster in the closing 
days of the last session of Congress, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Goon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of a resolution, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 46. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcom- 
mittees as it may designate, shall have leave to sit during sessions of 
the House during the Sixty-sixth Congress and during the recesses of 
that Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday, May 23, 1919, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Acting Secretary of the Navy submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation to pay claims for damages by 
naval vessels adjusted by the Navy Department (H. Doc. No. 
29); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the 

3ureau of Mines for investigations of petroleum and natural 
gas for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 30) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting supplemental estimates of appropria- 
tions required by the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
1920 (H. Doc. No. 31) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report showing the number of documents received and distrib- 
uted by the Treasury Department during the calendar year 
ended December 31, 1918, together with the number remaining 
on hand January 1, 1919 (S. Doc. No. 4) ; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department and ordered to be 
printed. 
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5. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, requesting 
authority for the disposition as useless papers certain papers 
having no further interest or historical value (H. Doc. No. 33) ; 
to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers and 
ordered to be printed, 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by 
the Alaskan Engineering Commission for construction of rail- 
roads in Alaska for the fiscal year 1919 (H. Doc. No. 34) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, requesting 
authority to dispose of certain useless papers in that department 
having no permanent value or historical interest (H. Doc. No. 
35); to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive 
Papers and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Chief Scout Executive of Boy Scouts of 
America, transmitting report of the proceedings of the Boy 
Scouts of America for the year ending December 31, 1919 (H. 
Doc. No. 36) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
draft of bill to authorize the President to present certain ord- 
nance and ammunition to the Portuguese Republic (H. Doe. No. 
37); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
draft of amendment to section 2 of the act of February 18, 1893, 
relating to the healthful condition of vessels clearing or depart- 
ing for a port in the United States (H. Doc. No. 38); to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to 
be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MBHMORIALS. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FORDNBEY: A bill (H. R. 2021) to repeal seetion 904 
of the reve:.ue act of 1918, approved February 24, 1919; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) vesting in the Bureau of Pensions 
jurisdiction of all pension claims based upon service in the Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States subsequent to 
October 5, 1917; to repeal certain sections of article 8 of the war- 
risk insurance act, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2023) to create a department of 
education, to authorize appropriations for the conduct of said 
department, to authorize the appropriation of money to encour- 
age the States in the promotion and support of education, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Edueation. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 2024) to increase rates of 
pensions for permanent specific disabilities incurred while in 
the military or naval serviee of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) providing for the employment by 
the United States Government of disabled soldiers and sailors 
of the United States and prescribing the preference to be ex- 
tended to them in filling clerical and other vacancies; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R, 2026) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to Georgetown, in the State of Conneeti- 
‘cut, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; ‘to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to towns in the State of Connecticut German cannon or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. BEE: A bill (H. R. 2028) to authorize the acquisition 
of a site and the erection of a Federal building for the aecom- 
modation of the post office at Kenedy, Tex.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2029) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building for the accommodation of 
the post office at San Antonio, Tex.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2030) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Seguin, Tex. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 2081) to provide for the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Fort Worth, Tex., and for the sale of the present post-office 
site and building thereon ; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20382) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Weatherford, Tex., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2033) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Granbury, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Glen Rose, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Stephenville, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cleburne, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2037) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fort Worth, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2038) pro- 
viding for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Baton Rouge, East Baton Rouge Parish, 
La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2039) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the ereetion of a public building thereon at Covington, St. 
Tammany Parish, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2040) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Amite, Tangi- 
pahoa Parish, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 2041) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Plaquemine, 
Iberville Parish, La.; to the Committee en Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Donaldsonville, 
Ascension Parish, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2043) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Bogalusa, Wash- 
ington Parish, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 2044) for the erection of 
a publie building in the city of Marfa, State of Texas, and ap- 
propriating money therefor; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2045) for the erection of a pubkic building 
in the city of Midland, State of Texas, and appropriating money 
therefor ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 2046). for the erection of a 
post-office building at Newton, Iowa; to the Committee on Public 
Buildiags and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) for the erection of a post-office build- 
ing at Albia, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 2048) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate toe the town of Jefferson, Ohio, two cap- 
tured German cannon with their accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Reck Creek, Ohio, one captured Ger- 
man cannon with its accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2050) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Niles, Ohio, two captured German cannons 
or fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Mineral Ridge, Ohio, captured German 
cannon or fieldpiece with its accompaniments ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2052) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Geneva, Ohio, two captured German can- 
nons or fieldpieces with their accompaniments ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2053) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ashtabula, Ohio, two captured German 
eannons or fieldpieees with their accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2054) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Conneaut, Ohio, two captured German 
cannons or fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2055) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Youngstown, Ohio, four captured German 
cannons or fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sebring, Ohio, two captured German can- 
nons or fieldpieces with their accompaniments, to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2057) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Warren, Ohio, two captured German can- 
nons or fieldpieces with their accompaniments ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Windsor, Ohio, one captured German 
cannon or fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 2059) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to deliver to the village of Hawley, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, cap- 
tured in the war with Germany, together with a suitable number 
of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2060) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Honesdale, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Tunkhannock, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the 
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2062) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Hallstead, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
cne cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2063) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Athens, in the State of Pennsylvania, one 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Montrose, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2065) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Towanda, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2066) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Susquehanna, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the 
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2067) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Forest City, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the 
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Troy, in the State of Pennsylvania, one 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2069) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Sayre, in the State of Pennsylvania, one 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the village of Canton, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with 
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. Rh. 2071) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the borough of National Park, 
Gloucester County, State of New Jersey, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Commfttee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2072) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Camden, Camden County, State of New 
Jersey, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2073) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Paulsboro, Gloucester County, State of 
New Jersey, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2074) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Merchantville, Camden County, State 
of New Jersey, one cannon cr fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2075) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Glassboro, Gloucester County, State 
of New Jersey, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 2076) for the -retirement of 
public-school teachers in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 2077) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Greensburg, Kiowa County, 
Kans., two German cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Liberal, Stewart County, Kans., two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2079) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Meade, Meade County, Kans., two German 
cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Medicine Lodge, Kans., two German can- 
nons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill.(H. R. 2081) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Anthony, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Harper, Kans., two German cannons or field- 
pieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kingman, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of St. John, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Garden City, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ness City, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Stafford, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Syracuse, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2089) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kinsley, Kans., two German cannons or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Scott, Kans., two German cannons or fieid- 
pieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Tribune, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2092) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Leoti, Kans., two German cannons or field- 
pieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2093) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of La Crosse, Kans., two German Cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2094) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Elkhart, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lewis, Kans., two German cannons or field- 
pieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lakin, Kans., two German cannons or field- 
pieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Johnson, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ulysses, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cimarron, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jetmore, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dighton, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sterling, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hugoton, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Coldwater, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2105) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ashland, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2106) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dodge City, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2107) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Larned, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Great Bend, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hutchinson, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2110) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lyons, Kans., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Pratt, Kans., two German cannons or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2112) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Beloit, 
Wis., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Janesville, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Racine, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2115) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Waukesha, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kenosha, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Edgerton, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2118) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Elkhorn, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Delavan, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
Piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2120) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lake Geneva, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2121) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Whitewater, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2122) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Evansville, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Burlington, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Clinton, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2125) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
,donate to: the village of Somers, Wis., one German cannon or 
‘fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Corliss, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2127) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of East Troy, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Eagle, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Darien, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2130) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Salem, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2131) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Wilmot, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2132) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Bristol, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Waterford, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2134) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Rochester, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2135) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Union Grove, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2136) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Menomonee Falls, Wis., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2137) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Mukwonago, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2138) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Milton Junction, Wis., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2139) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Milton, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 2140) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Melrose, Mass., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2141) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lexington, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2142) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Medford, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2143) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cambridge, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2144) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Belmont, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Arlington, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2146) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Winchester, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2147) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Watertown, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wakefield, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Stoneham, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y. Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2150) to 
establish a fish-cultural station in the State of Washington; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2151) to authorize the establishment of a 
fisheries experiment station on the coast of Washington; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2152) conferring 
public powers on all conductors and motormen on all electric 
and other street railways in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) to provide for universal transfers 
on all street railway companies, herdic companies, and all other 
passenger transportation lines within the District of Columbia, 
and to prescribe penalties and punishments for violating its 
provisions ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2154) to prohibit the intermarriage of per- 
sons of the white and negro races within the District of Colum- 
bia; to declare such contracts of marriage null and void; to 
prescribe punishments for violations and attempts to violate 
its provisions; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2155) to extend the franking privilege to 

erature published by boards of health of States and Terri- 
tories of the United States; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Vost Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2156) to provide for the purchase of a site 
upon which to erect a post-office building in the city of Starke, 
Fila. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Lake City, in the State of Florida; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) providing for the purchase of certain 
land in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 2159) to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to call upon such States as received money from the Federal 
Government under the terms of the act of June 23, 1836, for the 
repayment of the same as provided in said act; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2160) to prohibit the payment of com- 
pensation to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con- 
gress and other officers and employees under certain conditions ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2161) to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys col- 
lected under the direct tax levied by the acts of Congress ap- 
proved, respectively, July 1, 1862; March 7, 1864; July 13, 1866; 
and March 2, 1867; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 2162) making provisions for 
the construction of a canal across the State of New Jersey to 
connect the Delaware River with New York Harbor; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2163) for the erection of a Federal building 
for the United States post office at Red Bank, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2164) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of ordnance and cannon 
to the city of South Amboy, N. J.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2165) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of ordnance and cannon 
to the city of New Brunswick, Middlesex County, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2166) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of ordnance and cannon 
to the city of Red Bank, Monmouth County, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2167) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of ordnance and cannon 
to the city of Long Branch, Monmouth County, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2168) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain eee of ordnance and cannon 
to the city of Perth Amboy, N. J.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2169) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of ordnance and cannon 
to the city of Toms River, Ocean County, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2170) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of ordnance and cannon 
to the city of Asbury Park, Monmouth County, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2171) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Highlands, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) to donate a captured cannon or = 
to the borough of Englishtown, in the State of New Jersey; 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2173) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Bradley Beach, in the State of New Jersey; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2174) to donate a captured cannon or — 
to the township of Sayreville, in the State of New Jersey; t 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2175) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Spottswood, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) to donate a captured cannon or 
to the borough of Roosevelt, in the State of New Jersey 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2177) to donate a captured cannon or 
to the borough of Milltown, in the State 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a Dill (H. R. 2178) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Keyport, Monmouth County, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) to donate a captured cannon or gun . 
to the borough of Tuckerton, Ocean County, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Spring Lake, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Jamesburg, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) to donate a captured cannon or gun to 
the borough of Allentown, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) to donate a captured cannon or gun to 
the township of Cranbury, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) to donate a captured cannon or gun to 
the township of Matawan, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) to donate a captured cannon or gun to 
the township of Shrewsbury, Monmouth County, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) to donate a captured cannon or gun to 
the borough of Highland Park, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of South River, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2188) to donate a captured cannon or gun to 
the borough of Metuchen, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) to donate a captured cannon or gun to 
the borough of Deal, in the State of New Jersey; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2190) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Belmar, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Farmingdale, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Belmar, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2193) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the ‘tow nship of Woodbridge, in the State of New Jersey ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2194) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Bayhead, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2195) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Seabright, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2196) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Helmetta, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2197) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Dunellen, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the township of Lakewood, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2199) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Atlantic Highlands, in the State of New Jer- 
sey ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2200) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Atlantic Highlands, in the State of New Jer- 
sey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Barnegat City, in the State of New Jersey; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2202) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Barnegat City, in the State of New Jersey; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2203) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the township of Eatontown, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2204) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Rumson, in the State of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Allenhurst, in the State of New Jersey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the borough of Allenhurst, in the State of New Jersey ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHINSON: A bill (H. R. 2207) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Princeton, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) providing for the extension of the 
post office at Trenton, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) to establish a fish-hatchery and fish- 
culture station at a point in or near the city of Trenton, in the 
State of New Jersey ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the city of Lambertville, State of New Jersey, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the borough of Pennington, State of New Jersey, 
for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R,. 2212) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the borough of Hightstown, State of New Jersey, 
for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Alsv, a bill (H. R. 2213) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the borough of Princeton, State of New Jersey, 
for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2214) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece tv the city of Trenton, State of New Jersey, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affa’‘ . 

Also. bill (Af. R. 2215) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the borough of Flemington, State of New Jersey, 
for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2216) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the city of Somerville, State of New Jersey, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the borough of Bound Brook, State of New 
Jersey, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the borough of Bernardsville, State of New Jer- 
sey, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece to the borough of Far Hills, State of New Jersey, 
for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GARLAND: A bill (H. R. 2220) providing that an 
imprint shall be placed on all articles manufactured in the 
United States and becoming the subject of interstate commerce, 
and providing that no manufactured articles or goods shall be 
admitted to the United States unless bearing an imprint; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2221) granting pensions to soldiers con- 
fined in so-called Confederate prisons; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) appropriating $50,000 for payment 
of operating forces of public buildings for services performed; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2223) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Jeannette, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2224) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Millvale, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


donate to the town of Edgewood, Pa., one American cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Mooseheart, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 2227) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the village of Republic, Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece with its accompaniments ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2228) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Norwalk, Ohio, one German cannon or 








fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2229) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Berlin Heights, Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2230) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Milan, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Vermilion, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2232) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Huron, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2233) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sandusky, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2234) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bowling Green, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2235) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fostoria, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Tiffin, Ohio, one German cannon or field- 
piece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2237) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Gibsonburg, Ohio, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2238) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Clyde, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2239) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Woodville, Ohio, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2240) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fremont, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2241) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Greenwich, Ohio, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2242) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of New London, Ohio, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2243) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Willard, Ohio, one German cannon or field- 
piece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2244) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bellevue, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2245) providing 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at South St. Paul, Minn.; to the Committee on Public 

3uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) for the construction of new lcokouts 
in the post office at Red Wing, Minn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) previding for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Northfield, Minn.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) providing for the local commemora- 
tion in the city of Hutchinson, county of McLeod, State of 
Minnesota, of the soldiers, sailors, marines, and aviators who 
lost their lives and participated in the service of the United 
States during the present war; to the Committce on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 2249) to establish a school 
and home for feeble-minded persons of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be known as the Columbia Training School, and providing 
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for the legal commitment of feeble-minded persons, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) to permit the enlargement of the 
immigration station at Boston, Mass.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MASON: A Dill (H. R. 2251) to amend the revenue 
law of the United States; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) to amend the act of February 4, 1887, 
regulating interstate commerce, to foster and encourage knowl- 
edge of American institutions; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2253) to grant the survivors of the Civil 
War and the war with Spain and the war with Germany, or the 
widows or minor children of such soldiers, a land warrant in 
lieu of the homestead grant; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) previding for increased pension for 
Civil War veterans whose wives are living; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRAUS: A bill (H. R. 2255) to enlarge and extend 
the post-office building at Logansport, Ind.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the town of Fairmont, Ind., one German 
ieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2257) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the county of Miami, Ind., one German 
heldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2258) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of North Manchester, Ind., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hartford City, Ind., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 2260) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver to the State of Alabama the can- 
non, machine guns, or other military equipment captured by the 
One hundred and sixty-seventh Infantry, American Expedi- 
tionary Forces, during its service overseas; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 2261) to amend paragraphs 
C and D of section 216, revenue act of 1919, approved February 
24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 2262) to transfer daims for 
compensation for death or disability under the war-risk insur- 
ance act from the Department of the Treasury to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 2263) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver to the village of East Smithfield, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with car- 
riage, captured in war with Germany, together with a suitable 
number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2264) for the 
relief of the St. Croix Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2265) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to donate to the county of 
Jasper, in the State of Illinois, one German cannor or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 2266) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Scituate, R. I., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 2267) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and 
cannon balls, to the village of Jeromeville, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALTERS: A bill (H. R. 2268) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the borough of Patton, County of Cam- 
bria, State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece, io 
be placed in the public square; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 


of War to 
cannon or 


of War to 
cannon or 


’ A bill (H. R. 2269) to pen- 
mn soldiers of the War with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection, 
nd the China Relief Expedition ; to the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 2270) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to adjust certain claims of Treasury De- 
partment agents for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable 
casualty; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 2271) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of 
w ar Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” approved 
September 2, 1914, as amended by the act approved October 6, 
: /17 ; to the ¢ ‘ommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2272) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, consider, and 
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adjudicate claims which the Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole 
Indians may have against the United States, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 2273) to create an additional 
judge in the southern district of Florida; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2274) to provide 
for the construction of a military road from the arsenal at Rock 
Island, Ill., to the proving grounds for artillery in Carroll and 
Jo Daviess Counties, Ill., and making an appropriation therefor ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 2275) authorizing furloughs to 
Regular Army Reserve of enlisted men wounded in the present 
war and certified fit for active service; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 2276) repealing sections 
904, 905, and 907 of the act to provide revenue, and for other 
purposes, approved February 24, 1919; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: A bill (H. R. 2277) providing 
for the construction and equipment of an ammunition manu- 
facturing plant at the United States arsenal at Benicia, Calif. ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2278) for the erection of a public building 
at Vallejo, Calif.;.to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2279) to provide for an addition to the 
post-office building at the city of Stockton, Calif., for the ac- 
commodation of the post office and other Federal offices; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2280) for the erection of a public building 
at Richmond, Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
at Woodland, C valif. ; 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 2282) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Waupaca, Wis.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2283) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Shawano, Wis.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2284) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Marshfield, Wis.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Grand Rapids, Wis.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 2286) amending the act of 
August 24, 1912, chapter 389, paragraph 1 (87 Stats., p. 550), 
to include periodical publications of regularly incorporated 
charitable organizations, admitting such publications to the 
mail as second-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Newark, N. J., for deco- 
rative purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2288) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Irvington, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) to increase the limit of cost of the 
United States post office at Montclair, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2290) to provide adequate accommodations 
for the post office, courts, and other branches of the Government 
service at Newark, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. REBER: A bill (H. R. 2291) authorizing the Secretary, 
of War to donate to the town of Shenandoah, county of Schuyl- 
kill, State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2292) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Orwigsburg, county of Schuylkill, State 
of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2293) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Auburn, county of Schuylkill, State of 
Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2294) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Pine Grove, county of Schuylkill, State 
of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2295) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tower City, county of Schuylkill, State of 
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Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2296) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Mahanoy City, county of Schuylkill, State 
of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2297) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tamaqua, county of Schuylkill, State of 
Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of St. Clair, county of Schuylkill, State of 
Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 2299) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Fort Carbon, county of Schuylkill, State 
of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2300) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Pottsville, county of Schuylkill, State of 
Pennsyivania, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2301) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Minersville, county of Schuylkill, State 
of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tremont, county of Schuylkill, State of 
Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2303) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Schuylkill Haven, county of Schuylkill, 
State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2304) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Frackville, county of Schuylkill, State of 
Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2305) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Girardville, county of Schuylkill, State of 
Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 2306) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate and deliver to Millport Camp, No. 
24, Sons of Veterans, Millport, N. Y., 100 olive-drab wool uni- 
forms and 100 Springfield rifles, to be used on patriotic occa- 
sions ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2307) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Addison, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 2308) authorizing the, Sec- 
retary of War to make donation of condemned German cannons 
to Girard College, Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2309) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
make donation of condemned German cannons to the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: A bill (H. R. 2310) providing 
for the equipment of the United States arsenal at Benicia, 
Calif., as a manufacturing arsenal; to the Committte on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) providing for .the construction and 
equipment of a storehouse at Benicia, Calif.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 2312) to amend the act ap- 
proved March 1, 1911, entitled “An act to protect the dignity 
and honor of the uniform of the United States”; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2313) punishing conspiracy to injure, op- 
press, threaten, or intimidate any alien in the exercise of any 
right under any treaty of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2314) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
provide for medical treatment and hospital care of officers, 
enlisted men, and civilian employees in the Military Establish- 
ment while on furlough necessitated by disability originating 
in the line of duty ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDUFFIBE: A bill (H. R. 2315) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the 
county of Marengo, State of Alabama; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2316) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate a captured cannon to the county of Mobile, Ala.; to the 
Committee on Milifery . “nirs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2317) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate a German or Austrian cannon, howitzer, or other field- 
piece to the county of Washington, State of Alabama; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2318) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German or Austrian cannon, howitzer, or other 
fieldpiece for patriotic purposes to the county of Clarke, State of 
Alabama ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2319) authorizing and providing for the 
erection of monumental memorials in the counties of Monroe, 
Clarke, Choctaw, Washington, and Mobile, State of Alabama, 
in honor of persons who lost their lives in the service of the 
United States in the war against Germany ; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2320) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Monroe, State of Alabama, one German 
or Austrian cannon or other fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) to donate to the city of Mobile, Ala., 
one German or Austrian cannon or other fieldpiece for patriotic 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) authorizing donation by the Secretary 
of War of one German or Austrian cannon or fieldpiece to th 
county of Choctaw, State of Alabama; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 2323) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Dunkirk, N. Y.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2324) to 
confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to certify certain 
finding of facts, and for other purposes; to the Committee o 
Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 2325) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of West Babylon, in the 
State of New York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 2326) providing for an in- 
crease of salary for the United States marshal and district 
attorney for the western district and for the United States 
district attorney for the eastern district of Louisiana; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 2327) for the allowance of 
certain claims for difference in pay growing out of service in 
the Navy, as reported by the Court of Claims; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H. R. 2328) relating to the title 
to land to be acquired as a site for a post-office building at 
Spring Valley, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 2329) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the Bureau ¢f 
War Risk Insurance and for the payment of pensions for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1919; referred to the Commitiee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and passed. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 2330) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the village of Malvern, Ohio, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; te the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2331) authorizing the Secretary of War fo 
donate to the village of Leesville, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2332) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Salineville, Ohio, one German cannon cr 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2333) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Leetonia, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2334) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Columbiana, Ohio, one German cannor 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2335) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of East Palestine, Ohio, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2336) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Mechanicstown, Ohio, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2337) authorizing the Secretary of Wan to 
donate to the village of Kilgore, Ohio, one German cannon \or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2338) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Bell- 
aire, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2339) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Barnes- 
ville, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Dell- 
roy, Ohio ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 2 bill (U. lh. 2341) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Sher- 
odsville, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2342) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Bridge- 
port, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2343) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Martins 
Ferry, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Hen- 
drysburg, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2345) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of 
Bethesda, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2346) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Somer- 
ton, Ohio: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2347) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Shady- 
side, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Salem, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 2349) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Wells- 
ville, Ohio; to-the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2350) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one Ge rman cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Hast 
Liverpool, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2351) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Bril- 
liant, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2352) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Iron- 
dale, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2353) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Mount 
Pleasant, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Smith- 
field, Ohio ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2355) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Berg- 
holz, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Dillon- 
vale, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2357) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Adena, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2358) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Ray- 
land, Ohio; to the Committee ‘on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Mingo 
Junction, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2360) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Toronto, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2361) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Jewett, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Bowers- 
ton, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 2363) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Scio, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2364) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Hope- 
dale, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODALL: A bill (H. R. 2365) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Sanford, Me., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2366) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Brunswick, Me.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ECHOLS: A bill (H. R. 2367) to donate a cannon 
or fieldpiece to the town of Madison, Boone County, W. Va.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2368) to donate a cannon or fieldpiece to 
the city of Charleston, Kanawha County, W, Va.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2369) to donate a captured cannon or field- 
piece to the town of Beckley, Raleigh County, W. Va.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2370) to donate a captured cannon or field- 
piece to the town of Marlington, Pocahontas County, W. Va.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2371) to donate a captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to the town of Lewisburg, Greenbrier County, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) to donate a cannon or fieldpiece to 
the town of Fayetteville, Fayette County, W. Va.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2373) to donate a captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to the Board of Public Works, State of West Vir- 
ginia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RHODBES: A bill (Hi R. 2374) to extend the provi- 
sions of the pension act of May 11, 1912, and subsequent acts 
amendatory thereof, to the officers and enlisted men of all 
State militia and other State organizations that rendered serv- 
ice to the Union cause during the Civil War for a period of 90 
days or more, and providing pensions for their widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 2375) to amend section 700 
of the revenue act of 1919, approved February 24, 1919; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MASON: Resolution (H. Res. 42) providing for an 
investigation by the Committee on Agriculture of certain 
cereals, mineral oils, etc.; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: Resolution (H. Res. 43) amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res. 44) making 
certain inquiries of the Secretary of the Treasury ; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Resolution (H. Res. 45) directing the 
Secretary of War to report to Congress the extent to which 
United States soldiers, sailors, and marines were overcharged 
while in France; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOOD: Resolution (H. Res. 46) authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to sit during the sessions of the House, 
agreed to. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: Resolution (H. Res. 47) to pay P. W. 
Burnett one month’s salary as clerk to the late John L. Burnett; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BAER: Resolution (H. Res. 48) to allow the chairman 
of the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture to appoint an assistant clerk to the said committee; to 
the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. MASON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan quartermaster’s and medical sup- 
plies to the city of Chicago ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 53) to re- 
store to John B. H. Waring, late a captain in the Medical Corps, 
the files of which he was deprived and to place him on the retired 
list ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MASON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 54) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 55) 
relating to the printing of speeches in the ConGRESSIONAL REc- 
oRD ; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) to appoint a commission 
to provide a tablet to mark the birthplace of Thomas Jefferson ; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MASON: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 8) to 
withdraw troops from Russia; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
9) providing for the printing of 10,000 copies of the Biographical 
Congressional Directory ; to the Committee on Printing. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, requesting the amending of the reclamation act 
of June 17, 1902, to extend the benefits of said act to the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
relating to the salt-herring industry in Alaska; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Maine, urg- 
ing Congress to pay soldiers and sailors discharged from the 
service six months’ additional salary; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 
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Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
protesting against the time limit for guaranteed wheat prices to 
October 31, 1919; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Alse, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 


urging Congress to enact legislation relative to the conserva- | 


tion of fish and clams in the Mississippi River and its branehes 
in the States of Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, 
indorsing the McKellar-Keating civil-service retirement bill; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, 
urging the reconsideration of the order relative to the elevation 


of certain bridges in the city of Pittsburgh, Pa.; to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Montana, 


asking for a $3,000,000 appropriation for the Flathead Indian | 
project in the State of Montana for the years 1919 and 1920; | 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
asking the speedy withdrawal of the American forces from 
Russia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
relative to a more strict examination of national banks by the 
Federal Government; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania 
favoring the retention by returning soldiers, sailors, and marines 
discharged from further service of their uniforms and clothing 
as a memento of their services; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin relating to relinquishment of Federal con- 
trol of the telephone systems ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin 
memorializing Congress to prehibit the purchase of Liberty 
bonds by the scalpers and providing a penalty therefor; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Memorial from the Legislature of 
the State of Montana in regard to the manganese miners in the 
State of Montana ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana 
regarding the Battle Mountain Home for soldiers of the Civil 
and Spanish-American Wars; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana 
regarding soldiers, sailors, and marines discharged from the 
Army and Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana 
favoring the self-determination of Ireland; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
regarding the issuing of patents to homesteaders who have 
served in the Army or Navy of the present World War; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring the construction by the Railroad Administration of a 


railroad through the county of Carter, Mont.; to the Committee | 


on Interstate and Foreign Commeree. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring the passage of the educational bill known as Senate 
bill 4987; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring the continuance of the United States Employment 
Service ; to the Committee on Labor. 


Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, | 


protesting against the changing of the time limit for guaranteed 
— prices to October 31, 1919; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring the passage of amendments to certain bills now pend- 
ing in G@ongress in order to provide a more equitable application 
of Federal aid for post roads in the sparsely settled States; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
asking Congress to appropriate money to build hard-surfaced 
roads through the northern portion of Yellowstone Park lead- 
ing from Gardiner, Mont., to Cooke City, Mont.; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring woman suffrage; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, favoring the restoration of railroads to their owners; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, asking for $3,000,000 appropriation for the Flathead irri- 
gation project; to the Committee en Appropriations. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, favering the deportation ef undesirable foreigners; to the 
Comittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Alse, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, favoring Senate bill No. 940; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, favoring the Smith-Bankhead Americanization bill; to the 
Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, favoring the Shafter bill in Congress; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial'from the Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, asking for reduction of homeseekers’ rates to Montana 
from eastern points; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Men- 
tana, relating to Government ownership of packing plants ; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring the passage of legislation recognizing governmental 
obligations to producers of essential war minerals; to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature ef the State of Montana, 
favoring the changing of the grain-standard act; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring the passage of an act ceding to the State of Montana 
Fort William Henry Harrison; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
relating to the navigation of the Missouri River; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 2376) granting a pension 
to Joseph Harbaugh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2377) granting an inerease of pension to 
William Stanton Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2378) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Sutor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 2379) for the relief of John 
P. Chesley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2380) to cor- 
rect the military reeord of Emanuel Klauser; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2381) to correct the military record of 
Harrison P. Wiltse; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) granting a pension to Maggie Stroud ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 2383) granting a pension to 
Bridget Lillis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 2384) granting a pension 
to William Wade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension 
to Ann Dolan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) granting a pension to Nason B. Cun- 
ningham ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2387) granting a pension to Sarah P. Car- 
roll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) granting a pension to Georgiana L. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) granting a pension to Chester A, 
Morang; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2390) granting a pension to Maria Rice; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to.Mary D. Jen< 
ness; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) granting a pension to Charles Mec- 
Hugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2393) granting an increase of pension ta 
Henry Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) for the relief of Edward D. Black 3 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2395) for the relief of Preston D. Alden? 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2396) for the relief of John A. Gauley; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2397) to appropriate the sum of $4,000, te 
be paid to Alfred Roberts for personal injuries received at the 
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United States customhouse in Boston, Mass.; to the Committee 
1 nlms, 
r. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2398) granting 
1 to Mary A. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill CH. R. 2399) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. T. Beall; to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of William E. Jones, 
‘ibault, Minn.: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of Fred Klossner; to 
the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) for the relief of Edward J. Klossner ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2403) fer the relief of J. P. J. Johnston; to 
the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) for the relief of Anton H. Burg; to 
the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension to 
Henry Lebrecht; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 2406) for the relief of William Elder; to the 
Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 2407) granting a pension to 
Fountain Tankersley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) granting a pension to William Shafer ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2409) granting a pension to James Skelton ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2410) granting a pension to Fred C. Sawin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) for the relief of Herman Wagner, 
alias Henry Burnett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2412) for the relief of Henry C. Williams; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GOODALL: A bill (H. R. 2413) for the relief of 
Leonidas H. Sawyers; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 2414) granting a pension to 
John E. Coleman; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Sarah E. Good- 
win; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2416) granting a pension to Peter C. Dear- 
dorff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to 
Grace A. Sweeney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Emanuel 
Myers; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension 
to Annie K. Squier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2420) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Samuel Schiffer, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. ° 
By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 2421) 
crease of pension to Clayton E, 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 2422) granting a pension 
to Nellie Plew ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Myrtie I. 
Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2424) for the relief of Loyal F. Russell; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2425) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
L. L. Bosworth: to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) for the relief of John F. Kingsley; 
to the Committee on Claims. ; 
Also. a bill (H. R. 2427) for the relief of the widow of Lem- 
uel L. Moody; to the Committee on Claims. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Gleason ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2429) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark E. Frear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew M. Dershimer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Rensselaer F. Delmot; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2432) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney W. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2483) granting an increase of pension to 
IKxatherine H. Califf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R, 2434) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Allison; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SLODS. 
Also, 2 bill (H. R. 2435) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 24386) granting an increase of pension to 
William Vincent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H, R. 2437) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Eberman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2488) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth H. Brayton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2489) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma I’. Raymond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2440) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Burwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2441) granting an increase of pension to 
Rollin T, Waller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Benninger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2443) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Duer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) granting a pension to Malvina A, 
Williams ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) granting a pension to Emma J. De 
Yoe Bassett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) granting a pension to Peter F. Van 
Auken; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 2447) granting a pension to 
William McBride; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 2448) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi M. Dort; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) granting an increase of pension to 
James Buggie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 2450) granting a pension to 
Emma A. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 2451) granting an 
increase of pension to David G. Bliss; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 2452) for the relief of 
Charles A. Carey; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Catherine 
Gardner ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) granting a pension to William E. 
Galvin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 2455) for the relief of H. W. 
Davis Co., of St. Augustine, Fla.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of Estes Shoe Co., of 
St. Augustine, Fla.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) granting a pension to Wynn M. Mays; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) granting a pension to Thomas Kerr ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) granting a pension to George W. 
Chandler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2460) granting a pension to Martha Tyler; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) granting a pension to Bartley Kirk- 
bride; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) granting a pension to Robert E. 
Lee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2463) granting a pension to Ephraim P. 
yolden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) granting a pension to George 
Gwynne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) granting a pension to Walter Scott 
McQuaide; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) granting a pension to Mary J. Van 
Denbergh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) granting a pension to Joseph Whit- 
ney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2468) granting a pension to S. P. Battle; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2469) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine A. Haley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Schoonmaker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2472) granting an increase> of pension to 
Stephen J. Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2473) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanna Covert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Narcissa A. 
Grant; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to 
Lizzie Eaton Webster; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 2476) granting a 
pension to Thomas Samuel Garen ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Slocum; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2478) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Nicholas Baggs; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2479) to correct the 
military reeord of William B. Young; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXH, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SP” AKER: Petition of citizens of Malden, Mass., pro- 
testing against the atrocities inflicted on the Jewish race by 
Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Simple resolution of the Senate of the State 
of Texas, favoring the return of the telegraph and telephone 
lines to their owners at the earliest possible moment; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Texas Industrial Traffic League, favor- 
ing the return of railroads to private ownership and operation, 
and the enactment of a law securing unified system of control of 
railroad rates, both interstate and intrastate, under the author- 
ity of nonpartisan Federal commissions; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, simple resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
State of Texas, favoring the return of the railroads to their 
owners as immediately as it can be accomplished without confu- 
sion or losses; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. ; 

Also, simple resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
State of Texas, urging the passage of such measures by the Na- 
tional Congress as will make the monopoly in the packing in- 
dustry disgorge unlawful profits and punish those guilty of 
profiteering in food products; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, senate concurrent resolution passed by the Legislature 
of the State of Texas, requesting the continuance of the United 
States Employment Service during the demobilization of the 
United States Army and until the men now in the service have 
had every opportunity to secure employment in civil life; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, senate concurrent resolution by the Legislature of the 
State ef Texas, urging the adoption by the Congress of the 
United States of certain measures relative to seldier settle- 
ments; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted by the convention of the eighteenth 
district of rotary clubs and of the State of Texas, proposing 
the establishment by Congress of a national bureau or depart- 
ment of mercantile, marine, and overseas transportation; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, house coneurrent resolution passed by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Texas, notifying the Secretary of War 
of the United States that the people of the State of Texas de- 
sire all Texas soldiers in Europe be immediately returned to the 
United States and discharged as quiekly as possible, and for the 
retirement of such soldiers from road work and cther nonmili- 
tary labors in France; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: Petition of women of Cambridge and 
Dorchester, in the State of Massachusetts, favoring woman’s 
suffrage ; to the Committee on Woman’s Suffrage. 

By Mr. DARROW: Resolution of General Assembly of Penn- 
sylvania, petitioning Congress to establish a national system 
of highways; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition of citizens of John- 
son County, Mo., asking for repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3vy Mr. ESCH: Petition of National Garment Retailers’ Asso- 
ciation, New York, protesting against revenue tax section 904; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Railroad Men of Miles 
City, Mont., favoring national ownership and Government opera- 
tion of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of 20 citizens of Missoula, Mont., favoring Gov- 
ernment operation of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of the National Govern- 
ment Retailers’ Association, favoring repeal of consumption 
taxes in the war revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Winnebago County, IIL, 
favoring repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of 106 citizens of Coe 
Towuship, in the county of Rock Island, in the State of Illingis, 
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that prompt action be taken to repeal the so-called daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of sundry citizens of Musca- 
tine, Iowa, protesting against luxury taxes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IRELAND: Petition of citizens of Hittle Township, 
Tazewell County, Dl, asking repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., protesting against tax on soda water and ice cream and 
purehases of less than 10 cents; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: Petition of ¢ertain citizens of Ilinois, 
asking for the repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of the 
city of Superior, Wis., protesting against the passage of Bur- 
nett bill (H. R. 13669) ; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: Petition of Sherman & Blum (Inc.), 
New York City, relating to tax on furs; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William Jackman’s Sons, New York City, 
urging repeal of tax on furs; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RADCLIFFE: Resolutions adopted by 15,000 citizens 
of Paterson, N. J., protesting and demanding that the recogni- 
tion of the peace conference be withheld from the new Polish 
State until permanent provision for justice and protection of 
Jews of that country be established; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of citizens of Roseville and Rock- 
lin, Calif., urging the Government ownership of railroads; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Shasta County (Calif.) Promotion & Devel- 
opment Association, protesting against the establishment of a 
reservoir as contemplated by the survey of the Iron Canyon 
project ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of San Francisco and North California Fur 
Dealers’ Association, asking the repeal of the tax on furs; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of California, petitioning for 
the Gevernment ownership and control of railroads; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Local No. 1156, of Fresno, Calif., urging the 
Government ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Imperial Irrigation District, California, for 
lands and homes for returning soldiers; to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of Standard Nut Meat Co., of Berkeley, Calif., 
against the tax on candy; to the Committee on Ways: and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Gimbal Bros., of San Francisco, against tax 
on candy ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Club of Cucamonga, Calif., indors- 
ing Senate bill 4987; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of E. R. Snyder, commissioner, vocational de- 
partment, State board of education, of California, urging the 
passage of House bill 15625; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Riverside Chamber of Commerce, urging the 
deportation of aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of 32 farmers 
resident in the vicinity of Le Roy, N. Y., urging the repeal of 
the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Pavilion Grange, with 200 members, urging 
the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. SCULLY: Protest from Federation of Jewish Socie- 
ties of Perth Amboy, N. J., against outrages perpetrated against 
the Jews in Poland on account of their religious faith; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Bridgeport Chamber of Com- 
merce to stabilize the dollar; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wallingford, Conn., that the 
espionage act be repealed, etc.; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Putnam, Conn., 
against the inerease of telephone rates; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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SENATE. 
Frivay, May 23, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, every page of our national history has been 
written with a sense of divine obligation and an expression of 
our recognition of the fact that Thou hast a right to rule. During 
the tragic days through which we have. passed we have fought 
and sacrificed because we have believed in the divine order in a 
world of government and of law. Every boy who lies sleeping in 
the fields of France is a pledge of our belief in God’s power to 
raise the dead. To-day we come still trusting in the divine 
guidance, seeking Thy blessing, that we may discharge as Chris- 
tian statesmen the duties that are upon us, and glorify Thy name 
in the advancement of the civilization that Thou hast given to 
us. Weask Thy blessing. For Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Tuesday last, when, on request of Mr. LopceE and by unani- 
ious consent, the further reading tas dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 

JAMES D. PHELAN, a Senator from the State of California, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 

SENATOR FROM GEORGIA, 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Hon. Wirtiam J. Harris, the Senator 

ct from Georgia, is now in the Chamber. His credentials have 

bao duly filed, and I ask that the oath of office be administered 
to him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the Senator elect will present himself at the 
Secretary’s desk for the purpose of taking the oath of office. 

Mr. Harris was escorted to the Vice President’s desk by Mr. 
Sirus of Georgia, and the oath prescribed by law having been 

lministered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. MARTIN appeared, and 

Mr. LODGE said: Mr. President, the committee appointed by 
the Chair to notify the President that a quorum of the Senate is 
assembled and ready to receive communications from him re- 
ceived the following reply to the cablegram which they sent: 

Please express my appreciation to the Senate committee of its courtesy 
and say that I have communicated with the Congress in the usual man- 
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unduly delay the consideration of the joint resolution at the 
proper time. It is a well-known fact that I am opposed to it, 
and I expect to vote against it. It should be considered in an 
orderly and proper way, and I shall certainly object to its 
consideration until it has been referred to a committee and 
properly considered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It is that it may be considered 
in an orderly and proper way that the motion is made, and it is 
made in conformity with subdivision 3, Rule XIV. The desire 
is not at all to press the matter with any undue haste, but that, 
in accordance with the rule, the joint resolution may be reat 
twice and then be placed upon the calendar and —— may 
be taken up on motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand it—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is the rule, of course. With- 
out objection, unless the Senate otherwise orders, the first and 
second reading of a bill may be by title only; and there having 
been no objection, it will be read the first and second times by 
title and will go to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The joint resolution (H, J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that the Senate has it within its power by order to direct that 
it shall go to the calendar instead of to the committee, if the 
question of reference is raised. That, I understand, the Sen- 
ator from California raises. The rule does not say that it shall 
go to the committee automatically, but unless otherwise ordered 
it goes to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There has to be unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It can not go to the committee 
without unanimous consent. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled a number of 


| times, and the precedents of the Senate are unvarying upon the 
| proposition, that unless there is unanimous consent a bill or 


ner through the me ssage prese nted yesterday, and express the hope that | 





1] may soon be present in Washington to communicate to them full in- 
rmation with regard to international affairs. 


INVITATION FROM THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to lay before 





resolution has to go to a committee. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that 
the joint resolution may go to the calendar, not to be taken up 
for consideration to-day, but that it go to the calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think I made it clear a moment ago 
that I am not willing to consent that the joint resolution shall 
be taken up in the Senate until it has been carefully and fully 
and deliberately considered by the appropriate committee. 
Therefore, of course, I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The joint resolution goes to the 


| Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, which will | 


be read. 


The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
THE SECRETARY OF THE Navy, 
Washington, May 21, 1919. 
The Vick PRESIDENT, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Vice Presipent:. I wish to inform you that one of the 
former German submarines, the U-117, which has been brought to 
Ame i, is now lying at the docks at the foot of O Street, in this city. 

7 nking that a close-up view of the interior of this boat might be 
esting, I wish to extend an invitation to you and the Senators to 








visit the boat, and I will be greatly obliged if you will take the neces- | 


sary action to extend to the Senators the above invitation. 

it is re guested that visits to the boat be made between the hours of 
9 m. and 11 a. m. and from 1.30 p. m. to 5 p. m., and that the 
comms sading officer of the boat be informed of the visits, in order that 
proper arrangements may be made. 

The commanding officer can be reached by telephone at Main 7510. 

With kind- st regards, 

Yours, sincerely, JOSEPHUS DANIELS. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 2329. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the Bureau of War Risk 
Insurance and for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1919; and 

H. J. Res. 1. Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution extending the right of suffrage to women. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I ask, in ac- 
cordance with subdivision 3 of Rule XIV, that the joint reso- 
lution just received from the House of Representatives may be 
read twice and then be placed upon the calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I understand it requires 
unanimous consent to have the joint resolution considered with- 
out going to the conunittee. I will say that I have no desire to 





URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the bill received from the House be 
laid before the Senate. 

The bill (H. R. 2329) making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies in appropriations for the Bureau of War Risk Insur- 
ance and for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending 
June 380, 1919, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the bill covers appropriations 
which were passed upon by our committee at the last session of 
Congress. All the checks are ready to go out now—some 3,000,- 
000 checks, I am informed—to cover these pension and allotment 
payments. There is no Committee on Appropriations able at 
this moment to deal with it. I have asked the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Martin], who was chairman of the committee in 
the previous Congress, and he agrees with me in the request I 


|} am about to make, 








I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill. 
Mr. MARTIN. I desire to say that these items were at the 


| last session carefully considered and reported favorably by the 


Committee on Appropriations. The money is urgently needed. 
The Secretary of the Tresury says the checks are made out and 
the families are very much in need of this money. In my 
opinion they ought to have it and have it immediately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, and it was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the Bureau of War Risk Insurance and 
for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, 
namely : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
BUREAU OF WAR RISK INSURANCE. 

For salaries of officers and employees, $2,025,613.97 ; stationery and 
miscellaneous expenses, $100,000; furniture, equipment, and supplies, 
$195,000; printing and binding, "$100,000; rental of quarters in the 
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District of Columbia, $3,886.03; and traveling expenses, $5,000; in all, 
$2,429,500. : 

For the payment of military and naval family allowances as authorized 
by law, $39,615,000. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS. 

Army and Navy pensions: For invalids, widows, minor children, and 
dependent relatives, Army nurses, and all other pensioners who are now 
borne on the rolls, or who may hereafter be placed thereon, under the 
provisions of any and all acts of Congress, $3,000,000: Provided, That 
the appropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from the 
income of the Navy pension fund so far as the same shall be sufficient 
for that purpose: Provided further, That the amount expended under 
each of the above items shall be accounted for separately. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. KENYON. I wish to inquire what is the amount carried 
the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. 


Forty-five million dollars, in round numbers. 

Mr. KENYON. Is that the same amount as before? 

Mr. LODGE. For invalids, widows, minors, and dependent 
relatives under the Army and Navy, $3,000,000; for payment of 
military and naval family allowances as authorized by law, 
$39,000,000 ; and for pensions in the Army and Navy, $3,000,000. 

Mr. KENYON. ‘That is the identical amount in the bill re- 
ported at the last session? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand it is the same amount. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, in reference to the 
joint resolution which came from the House, I wish to call the 
attention of the Chair to a further provision in Rule XIV. 
Paragraph 4 of that rule reads as follows: 

Every bill and joint resolution introduced on leave and every_ bill 
and joint resolution of the House of Representatives which shall have 
received a first and second reading without being referred to a com- 
mittee— 

This joint resolution has received its first and second read- 
ings— 
shall, if objection be made to further proceeding thereon, be placed on 
the calendar. 

The matter of reference is a further proceeding on a bill or 
joint resolution. Objection is made to the reference, and under 
the rule, it seems to me, it should go to the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can not change the rul- 
ing that has been made at this time. It has to go to the com- 
inittee. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I shall not appeal from the deci- 
sion of the Chair, but I am of a contrary opinion. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, in view of the 
request made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe], 
I think it advisable to make an inquiry of the Chair. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts just stated that-there is no Committee 
on Appropriations to which the bill recently passed by the 
House could be referred. I take it the Senator meant by that 
to announce the position that all the committees heretofore exist- 
ing have ceased to exist. I should like to ask the Chair whether 
the committees which existed during the last session of Congress 
would be recognized for the transaction of business? 

I desire to state as the reason for the inquiry that the joint 
resolution which has just come from the House is one which 
we are all anxious to see passed, and which I am satisfied will be 
passed as soon as a vote can be had upon it. I have hesitated 
thus far in proceeding as a member of the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage and as its chairman at its last session of Congress 
in taking any action on the joint resolutions which have been 
heretofore introduced in the Senate.upon that subject, and out 
of deference to my successor, whoever he may be, I should not 
be disposed to take action at this time were it, fot for the fact 
that there seems to be some apprehension that quite a time 
will elapse before any committees are organized. This joint 
resolution, it seems to me, should be acted upon without any 
sreat delay, and if the old committees are still in existence, and 
the members feel justified in acting, as far as I am concerned, 
I do not want to delay action on the joint resolution. However, 
I am willing as a matter of courtesy to defer action if that is 
thought best by the members on the other side of the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has some very definite 
views on this question. Anticipating some controversy about it 
some sessions ago, the Chair made an examination. The Chair 
is satisfied that the Senate of the United States is a continuing 
body, and the Chair is satisfied that the old committees are in 
full force and effect and have power to proceed with the con- 
sideration of business, if they choose, until the new committees 
are organized by the Senate. 

In addition to that, the Chair has a recollection, which he 
hopes to verify in a moment, that the Senator from Virginia 
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[Mr. MArtIn] presented and there was adopted either on the 
last day or the day preceding the close of the last session of 
the former Congress a resolution that all the committees of the 
Senate should remain in full force and have power to act until 
the new committees were appointed. The Chair will verify that 
as soon as he can get the record. I do not think the Senator 
from Massachusetts said there was no Committee on Appro- 
priations. He said there was not one which could act just now. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that the 
Chair is correct. I offered the resolution and was present and 
saw it adopted. I have a copy of it in my committee room. It 
was adopted unanimously. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the committees, of course, ex- 
pire with the Congress which created them, but it has been the 
custom in the Senate for many years to continue them by spe- 
cial resolution. I want to see the exact wording of the resolu- 
tion, which, it seems to me, it is difficult to find. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is the resolution: 

Resolved, That the standing committees of the Senate as constituted 
at the end of this session be, and they are hereby, continued until the 
next session of Congress or until their successors are duly clected. 

Mr. LODGE. Ah, that is just as I thought—* until the next 
session of Congress or until their successors are duly elected.” 
Their successors have not been duly elected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is going to say that this 
is cither a continuing body or it is not. If it is a continuing 
body, it is a continuing body in all its functions. 

Mr. LODGE. I dislike to differ with the Chair, but it dees 
not seem to me to follow that with the Senate a continuing 
body, the committees, the temporary character of which is recog- 
nized every two years by resolution, are also continuous. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. We will get rid of it in very short 
order, and I do not think we will have any trouble about it. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know whether there is a quorum of 
that committee. I do not Know whether there are any vacancies 
to fill. Certainly the Committee on Appropriations is not yet 
organized. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. <A further parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. President. I am a member of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, or at least I was so during the last Congress. I 
desire to inquire whether that committee now has the power to 
inquire into the Ford-Newberry contest, which was referred to 
it a few days ago? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can only express one 
opinion; and that is that the committees are in force and have 
power until they are changed. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: In connection with the matter 
of the standing committees of the Senate, I should like to call 
attention to what was said at the time the subject was under 
consideration on February 25, 1919: 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 466), as follows: 

“Resolved, That the standing committees of the Senate as constituted 
at the end of this session be, and they are hereby, contin the 
next session of Congress or until their successors are duly « t 

Mr. Lopér. I am entirely in favor of that resolution. We have always 
passed a similar resolution. I only wanted to speak to the Senator from 


Virginia as to his understanding being the same as mine, that none of 
these committees, with the exception of the Committee on Contingent 











Expenses, exists by statute, and none of them, of course, would transact 
any business whatever between the expiration of this Congress and the 
assembling of the new Congress. The Senator from Virginia agrees 


with me entirely about that. 

Mr. Martin of Virginia. Ido. When this Congress expires all these 
committees expire, except the vitality given by this resolution. I ask 
that the resolution may have present consideration. 

Mr. Lovee. I will just ask the question. Of course, if there is a 
special session of the Senate, the committees are reorganized. 

Mr. Martin of Virginia. Whenever there is a special or a 
session this resolution ends. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President I desire to enter 
a motion to discharge the Committee on Woman Suffrage from 
the consideration of the House joint resolution No. 1 that was 
referred to that committee to-day, and I ask that the motion lie 
over for one day under the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watsu of Massachusetts 
in the chair). That action will be taken. 


regular 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Merritt, Fla., praying that in the consideration of the league of 
nations treaty, the sovereignty of God be recognized and that 
His name be ever before the proposed league of nations, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fiorida East Coast 
Growers’ Association of Miami, Fla., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting immigration for a period 
of four years, which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration, 














NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
itary \ffairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 


On AMI 


State or Ipano, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
1. Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 


c y that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house 
rrent resolution No. 5, by Adamson, which was filed in this office on 
5th day of February, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 
testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


t s al of the State Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 





s of America the one hundred and forty-third. 
I Rosert O. JONES, 
Secretary of State. 
Iiouse concurrent resolution 5. 
Whereas the people of the State of Idaho desire to honor the soldiers, 
sa s, and marines who entered the service from this State to fight 
in the war with Germany by bestowing upon each of them an appro- 
priately designed badge of honor; and 
Thereas it is proposed in an act providing for such badge of honor 
that same sl be made of metal taken from cannon captured from 
yerman troops in battle in which Idaho soldiers were engaged: Now, 
herefore, be it 
lved by the House of Representatives of the State of Idaho 
nate concurring), That the Senators and Representatives from 
o in the United States Congress are hereby requested to procure 
rom the War Department as a grant or gift to this State cannon cap- 
tured from German troops in battle in which Idaho soldiers took part 

1 i to manufacture badges of honor for all and every soldier, 
ind marine who at the time of entering the service was a citizen 
and who has been honorably discharged from such service or 
h y be now serving therein. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho 
be, and hereby is, instructed to forward copies of this resolution to 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress at Washington. 

This house concurrent resolution passed the house on the 14th day 
of February, 1919. 














M. A. KIGER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house concurrent resolution passed the senate on the 14th day 
of February, 1919. 
Cc. C. Moone, 
President of the Senate. 
Ehis house concurrent resolution received by the governor on the 
lay of February, 1919, at 10 o'clock a. m., and approved by him 
25th day of February, 1919. 








D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house concurrent resolution No, 5 
originated in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session 
of the Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the REcorpD, as 
£ 
io 


llows: 





STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 





I. Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certi that the nnexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
House joint memorial No. 11, by Robertson, which was filed in this 


office on the Ist day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 
in testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
at seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
day of March, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 
[SEAL.] RoBertT O. JONES, 
Secretary of State. 





liouse joint memorial 11. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

_Your memorialists, the members of the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho, respectfully petition that a law be enacted by Congress authoriz- 
ing the War Department to give to honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors the uniforms in which they are permitted to return home. 

That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed 
to forward this memorial to the Senate and the House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, and that copies he sent to the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State. 

i se joint memorial passed the house on the 17th day of 


February, 1919. 
M. A. Kicer, 
Speaker of the liouse of Representatives. 


I ! passed the senate on the 24th day of 












Cc. C. Moone, 
President of the Senate. 
1 





 j 
f ruary, 1919, at 10 o'clock a. m., and approved on the 28th day of 
I ruary, 1919 
D. W. Davis, Governor. 
_ I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 11 originated 
2 the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho. 
oils DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 





y of February, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 


int memorial received by the governor on the 28th day, 
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STATE oF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial No. 4, by committee on military and Indian affairs, 
which was filed in this office on the 25th day of January, A. D. 1919, 
and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
26th day of February, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Ropert O. JONES, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 4. 


A joint memorial urging the Congress of the United States to pursue 
a constructive policy in reclaiming lands in Idaho for the purpose of 
employing returned soldiers and sailors and preparing !ands for set- 
tlement by the same, 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the House of Representatives and the Senate of 
the State of Idaho, respectfully represent that— 


Whereas there are thousands of acres of tillable land in the State of 
Idaho that may be reclaimed by irrigation and development; and 

Whereas our soldiers and sailors have served in the Army and Navy of 
the United States and have offered to sacrifice all that our country 
and our Commonwealth might be safe from peril and danger, and that 
we might live in peace and security ; and 

Whereas a large number of these soldiers and sailors are out of employ- 
ment and desire to establish homes and obtain farms whereby they 
may make a livelihood: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That we, your memorialists, urgently recommend that you 
pursue a broad and constructive policy in reclaiming lands in our State, 
and that our returned soldiers and sailors be given employment on 
such reclamation projects, and we, your memorialists, further urge that 
you give soldiers and sailors the opportunities to obtain land from areas 
eae and under easy conditions with long-time payments; and be 
t further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to each of the members 
of the congressional delauations from the State of Idaho to the Congress 
of the United States and to each body of said Congress. 

This memorial passed the house on the 16th day of January, 1919. 

M. A. KIGER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This memorial passed the senate on the 21st day of January, 1919. 

>. C, Moore, 
President of the Senatc. 

This memorial received by the governor on the 25th day of January, 
1919, at 11.30 o’clock a. m., and approved on the 25th day of January, 
1919. 

D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 4 originated 
in the house during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and or- 
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial No. 8, by committee on irrigation, reservoirs, and 
reclamation, which was filed in this office on the 8th day of February, 
A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
26th day of February, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL. ] Rovert O. JONES, 

Sceretary of State. 
House joint memorial 8. 


To the Congress of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect- 

fully represent that— 

Whereas there is a nation-wide demand to stimulate industry and 
furnish work to. returning soldiers and sailors by encouraging public 
improvements of all kinds ; 

Whereas there is also a great demand to make permanent homes avail- 
able to such soldiers and sailors out of the public lands of the United 
States ; 

Whereas there are in the State of Idaho upward of 2,000,000 acres of 
arid lands capable of being reclaimed by the construction of large 
irrigation mietie. some of which have been surveyed and declared 
feasible by the United States Reclamation Service ; 

Whereas the magnitude of such projects is such that only the Federal 
Government can undertake their construction ; and 

Whereas the War Department owns large numbers of horses and mules 
with harness and equipment, tractors, motor trucks, and electric 
cranes, which can be converted into ditching machinery : Now, there- 
fore, be it 
Resolved, That we, your memorialists, do hereby recommend that 

Congress immediately authorize the United States Reclamation Service 

to proceed with the construction of the feasible irrigation projects in 

Idaho designed to reclaim public lands and make the necessary appro- 

priation for such reclamation. Also that the above-mentioned equip- 

ment be turned over by the War Department to the Reclamation Service 
for use in said reclamation, and upon completion of said work that it 
be sold on liberal terms to the settlers on said tracts. 

The secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward copies of this 
memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
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States, and copies of the same to our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 
This house joint memorial passed the house on the 2d day of Feb- 


ruary, 1919. 
M. A. KIGer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 5th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919, 
Cc. C. Moors, 
President of the Senate. 


This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 7th day 
of February, 1919, at 11.55 o’clock p. m., and approved on the 7th day 
of February, 1919. 

D. W. Davis, Governor, 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial originated in the 
house during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho. 

Davip BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 


on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp, as 
follows: 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of senate 
joint memorial No. 7, by Pettibone, which was filed in this office on the 
11th day of February, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
26th day of February, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Rosert O. JONES, 

Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 7. 


Zo the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State cf Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 

Whereas within the county of Idaho, State of Idaho, there is an area 
of unsurveyed public land which when surveyed will be approximately 
the north half of township 26 north, range 6 east; the south half of 
township 27 north, range 6 east; the southwest quarter of township 
27 north, range 7 east; and the northwest quarter of township 26 
north, range east, Boise meridian, and which is now entirely sur- 
rounded by lands of the United States set aside and withdrawn for 
national forest purposes under the name of the Nezperce National 
Forest ; and 

Whereas said area is rich in timber, water power, minerals, forage, and 
game, and practically devoid of land having any possible agricultural 
value; and 

Whereas the said area has been subjected repeatedly to the ravages of 
fire, which imperils the remaining timber land against which under 
existing conditions it is impossible to guard the area; and 

Whereas wild life on said area is being rapidly exterminated and the 
forage resources destroyed by overgrazing and unregulated use; and 

Whereas the development of the mineral resources of the said area is 
retarded by its present lack of transportation facilities ; and 

Whereas the inclusion of said area within a national forest would pro- 
tect the great natural resources of said area from damage by fire and 
other destructive agencies and make such resources a contributing 
factor to the development and prosperity of the State of Idaho: Now, 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, That we, your memorialists, earnestly request and recom- 
mend that your honorable body take such action as = be necessary to 
make the area first in this memorial described, to wit, approximately 
the north half of township 26 north, range G east; the south half of 
township 27 north, range 6 east; the southwest quarter of township 27 
north, range 7 east; and the northwest quarter of township 26 north, 
range 7 east, Boise meridian, a part of said Nezperce National Forest 
and subject to the laws governing the same. 

The secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward a copy of this memorial to the Senate of the United States, 
to the House of Representatives of the United States, and to each mem- 
ber of the congressional delegation from the State of Idaho. 

This joint memorial passed the senate on the 3d day of February, 1919. 

Cc. C. Moors, 
President of the Senate. 

This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 7th 
day of February, 1919. 

M. A. KIGceEr, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

I hereby certify that the within joint memorial No. 7 originated in the 
senate during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho, 

Paur Davis, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration and ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp, as 
follows: 

STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of en- 
rolled house joint inemorial 14, which was filed in this office on the 13th 
day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Roise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

{SEAL.] ROBERT O. JONES, 
Secretary of State. 
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House joint memorial 14. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represents that— 


Whereas during the great war the action of certain aliens in surrender- 
ing their first papers for the purpose of claiming exemption from mili- 
tary service and of other alien residents of this country who claimed 
exemption from military service on the ground of noncitizenship was 
such as to brand them as undesirable residents of this country ; and 

Whereas many of these same aliens, after having evaded the duties of 
citizenship, are now seeking its benefits and are continuing to hold 
positions which should be open to returned soldiers, sailors, and 
marines ; and 

Whereas many foreign-born residents, some of whom had become natu- 
ralized, have openly shown their disloyalty to this country and been 
convicted under the espionage act ; and 

Whereas Congress is considering a bill to restrict immigration, we, 
your memorialists, respectfully petition that Congress enact the neces- 
sary laws to deport all aliens who claimed exemption from military 
service on the ground of noncitizenship, and to cancel and rescind 
the naturalization papers of and to deport all foreign-born citizens of 
this country who have been convicted under the espionage act. 

That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed 
to forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America, and that copies be sent to the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from this State. 

This house joint memorial passed the house on the 20th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919. M. A. KIGER, 

Speakcr of the House of Representatives. 

This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 26th day of 
February, 1919. 

Cc. C. Moors, 
President of the Senate. 

This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 7th day of 
March, 1919, at 5 o'clock p. m. and approved on the 12th day of 
March, 1919. 

D. W. Davis, Governor 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial 14 originated in 
the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legis 
lature of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Coin- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 





State or IpDAno. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
enrolled senate joint memorial No. 9, which was filed in this office on 
the 14th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] ROBERT O. JONES, 

Seeretary of state. 
Senate joint memorial 9. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
State of Idaho, represent that— 

Whereas since our Nation has entered the great conflict for the high 
purpose of preserving throughout the world the blessings of demo- 
cratic government and to make the world safe from the dangers of 
autocratic governments, bent on military rule, and victory has 
blessed our aims; and 

Whereas aliens bearing no allegiance to our Government, but sharing 
its benefits and having every opportunity to labor on terms of 
equality with our citizens who are bearing arms for its defense, while 
these aliens risk neither life nor property ; and 

Whereas, taking advantage of this Nation’s peril, many of said aliens 
have become dangerous and undesirable residents of this country, 
joining treasonable and seditious organizations of unpatriotic origin, 
have publicly proclaimed contempt for the flag that shelters and pro- 
tects them, preaching and practicing sabotage, destruction of prop- 
erty, and the overthrow of our Government, and establishing a gov- 
ernment of Bolshevism and red-flag type, and have committed acts 
resulting in the arrest and conviction of many of this element, to- 
gether with their disloyal associates, and are growing bolder in their 
opposition to law and order and our established form of government: 
Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That we, the Senate of the State of Idaho, and the House 

of Representatives concurring therein, do hereby memorialize the Con- 
gress of the United States of America to enact drastic laws for the 
prompt arrest, detention, a. and deportation of all such 
aliens, and that the citizenship of all naturalized aliens in this country 
be made to depend on their loyalty and good citizenship, and that no 
alien be naturalized who cherishes any disloyal sentiments or views 
or ideals antagonistic to our form of government. 

The secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward certified copies of this memorial to the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America, and copies of the same 
to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

This joint memorial passed the senate on the 3d day of March, 1919. 

Cc. C. Moone, 
President of the Senate. 

This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 8th 
day of March, 1919. 

M. A. KIGER, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

I hereby certify that the within joint memorial No. 9 originated in 
the ‘Senate during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of.the State 
of Idaho. Pav Davis, 

Seerctary of the Senate. 
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Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adepted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

STaTeE or IpAHo, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of siate of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
enrolled house joint memorial No. 20, which was filed in this office on 
the 17th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

(sca. ] Rosert O. Jones, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 20. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the House of Representatives and Senate of the 
State of Idaho, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas section 2, Article LI, of the Constitution of the United States 
gives the President power to make treaties by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senaie; and 

Whereas there is now in progress the greatest peace-negotiating conclave 
i he history of the world, the United States being one of the mem- 

bers of said convention ; and 

Whereas the President of the United States has, contrary to the wishes 
and desires of the majority of the people of the United States of 
America, and without the advice or consent of the Senate of the 
United States, attempted to force through said convention and to 
foist upen the American people as one of the essential elements of 
the treaties of peace to be promulgated by said convention, a proposi- 
tion favoring and organizing a so-called league of nations; and 

Whereas the substance of the proposed draft of the so-called league of 
nations is obscure, vague, ambiguous, and tending to bring about 
greater confusion and distrust and hostility among the various nations 
of the world ; and 

Whereas the theory of said league of nations is impracticable, visionary, 
and subversive of the international principles heretofore controlling 
in the foreign relationships of the United States of America; and 

Whereas the President of the United States has defied Congress and 
the people of the United States to oppose the organization of such a 
league of nations; and 

Whereas some 37 Senators have pledged themselves to oppose the rati- 
fication of a treaty adopting said league of nations: Now, therefore, 
be it 
Resolved, That we, the House of Representatives of the State of 

Idaho, the Senate concurring, do carnestly request and recommend that 

the Senate of the United States oppose absolutely the theory as indi- 

cated by the constitution of the league of nations and oppose said con- 
stitution of the league of nations becoming a part of or being in any 
way included in the peace treaties to be made or entered into by the 

United States ; and be it further 
Resolved, That they hereby ratify and give their unqualified approval 

to, the stand and position taken by the above-mentioned 37 Senators 

in recording themselves as opposed to said- league of nations at the 
present time; and be it further 

Resolved, That they resent the defiant and dictatorial attitude of the 
President of the United States in his recent statements in which he 
has attempted to force his personal views and opinions upon the people 
of the United States, irrespective of their desires in the matter. 

The secretary of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to forward 
this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America, and to send copies of the same to our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 
= This house joint memorial passed the house on the 6th day of March, 

919. 

M. A. KIGER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The house joint memorial passed the senate on the 8th day of March, 
1919. 





in 





__C. C. Moore, 
President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 20 originated 
in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho. 

f Davip Burrety, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
en Military Affairs and ordered te be printed in the Recorp, as 
fol lows: 

STATE oF Ipano, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I. Kobert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify shat the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of en- 
rolled senate joint memorial No. 11, which was filed in this office on 
the th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


great seal of the State. Dene at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Rosert O. Jones, 


Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 11. 
To the honorable Senate and House of. Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the Senate and the House of Representatives of 
the State of Idaho, respectfully represent that— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECOR D—SENATE. 





Whereas the State of Idaho has many acres of lands admirably adapted 
to farming and to furnishing homes for our soldiery, such land lack- 
ing only the water necessary for its irrigation; and 

Whereas the Goyernment has already started the Fort Hall project, in 
Idaho, which project embraces 50,000 acres of land, only 23,000 of 
which are now irrigated, which irrigated area last year produced 
over $800,000 worth of foodstuffs; and 

Whereas the enlargement and completion of this project would put 
under cultivation 27,000 acres of land, which enlargement and com- 
pletion would require no preliminary investigations or surveys, but 
would require an appropriation of $550,000, as provided in a Dill 
introduced by the late Senator James H. Brady in the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress (Senate No. 3226); and 

Whereas there is adjoining said project, between Pocatello and Ameri- 
can Falls, Idaho, an area of between 30,000 and 40,000 acres of addi- 
— land capable of similar production when properly irrigated ; 
an 

Whereas an extension of the Fort Hall project could be made to cover 
such area at a cost of approximately half a million dollars: Now, 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, That we, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Idaho, earnestly recommend that Congress 
make an appropriation of $1,000,000 to cover the cost of such com- 
pletion and extension of the Fort Hall project. 

The secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America and to send copies to the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from this State. 


a joint memorial passed the senate on the 24th day of February, 


Cc. C. Moors, 
President of the Senate. 


This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 5th 
day of March, 1919. 

M. A. Kicer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

I hereby certify that the within joint memorial No. 11 originated in 
the senate during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho. 

Paut Davis, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


State or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
senate joint memorial No. 6, by the State affairs committee, which was 
filed in this office on the 8th day of February, A. D. 1919, and admitted 
to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
26th day of February, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the 
United States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Rorert O. JONES, 

Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 6. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembicd: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

State of Idaho, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas our Nation suffered o sense of bereavement personal to every 
American when the Maker of Men recalled the intrepid soul of Theo- 
dore Roosevelt, the most virile, most brilliant, best-loved, and typical 
American of his time, whose remarkable career and accomplishments 
as athlete, plainsman, soldier, author, explorer, President, and apostle 
of undiluted Americanism have made him a figure to touch and inspire 
the imagination of youth for generations; and 

Whereas one of his many great achievements is represented by the canal 
between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, which his constructive and 
practical genius, brushing aside the bickerings, debates, and delays of 
50 years, made possible: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolwed, That we, your memorialists, urgently recommend that the 

Congress of the United States, by proper enactment, change the name 

of the Panama Canal from the Panama Canal to the “ Roosevelt Canal, 

so that the same shall stand in name as well as in historical fact an 
enduring monument to his greatness, 2 constant reminder that the canal 
is like the great President who started it—unqualifiedly American ; ans 
be it also 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to each of the members 
of the congressional delegation of the State of Idaho to the Congress 
of the United States and to each body of said Congress. 


This joint memorial passed the senate on the 30th day of January, 
919. 
Cc. C. Moore, 
President of the Senate. 
This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 5th 
day of February, 1919. 
M. A. Kicer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
I hereby certify that the within joint memorial No. 6 originated in the 


| senate during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State of 


Whereas there is at the present time need of furnishing employment to | 


our brave soldiers, sailors, and marines whe are daily returning from 
the battle fields of Europe ; and 

Whereas there is also need of providing arable lands upon which many 
of them may find homes; and 


Idaho. 
PAvuL Davis, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcorpD, as follows: 
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SraTs or IpaHo, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


1, Robert 0. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of enrolled senate joint memorial No. 13, which was filed in this office 
on the 13th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.} Rosert O. JONES, 

Secretary of State. 


Senate joint memorial 13. 


A joint memorial to Congress requesting reimbursement to citizens of 
Idaho for sacked grain shipped at the direction of the United States 
Food Administration Grain Corporation for which no allowance was 
made for sacks. 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect- 
fully represent that— 

Whereas the United States Food Administration Grain Corporation 
agreed in the beginning of the season of 1918 to allow a premium of 
9 cents per bushel over the bulk price for wheat delivered in sacks to 
all Pacific coast terminals; and 

Whereas at the express direction of the United States Food Adminis- 
tration grain was diverted and shipped to Chicago with the under- 
standing on the part of the shipper that he would receive the same 
price as at Pacific coast terminals; and 

Whereas the United States Food Administration at the Chicago terminal 
refused to allow a premium for sacks and charged the shipper 2 cents 
per bushel additional for bulking the grain, offering him the alterna- 
tive of selling the sacks on the open market for what they would 
bring or returning them at his expense; and 

Whereas such arbitrary action on the part of the Food Administration 
resulted in substantial loss to a large number of shippers and growers 
in the State of Idaho. 


Now, therefore, your memorifalists petition Congress to direct the 
Food Se to reimburse growers and shippers for the loss so 
incurred. 

The secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America, and to forward copies to the President 
of the United States, the United States Food Administration Grain 
Corporation, and to the members of the Idaho congressional delegation. 


This joint memorial passed the senate on the 8th day of March, 1919. 
Cc. C. Moors, 
President of the Senate. 


This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 8th 
day of March, 1919. 
M. A. KIcEr, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


I hereby certify that the within joint memorial No. 13 originated in 
the senate during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho. 

PavL Davis, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of en- 
rolled house joint memorial No. 9, which was filed in this office om the 
4th day of March, A. BD. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the- United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Rosert O. JONEs, 
Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 9. 


A joint memorial memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
make an appropriation of $25,000 for the improvement of star routes 
on = 2 d’Alene Indian Reservation and running through Indian 
allotment. 


We, your memorialists, the House of Representatives and Senate of 
the State of Idaho, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas the improvement of public higharays on the Coeur d’Alene 
Indian Reservation from St. Maries to the Washington State line near 
Tekoa, Wash., and from the Washington State line to Tensed, thence 
to the Desmet mission, thence to the Sanders post office, is a public 
necessity ; and 

Whereas the two public highways are both star routes, with a. mileage 
of 45 miles; and 

Whereas one-half of said roads are through Indian allotments and are 
not taxable but are farmed by renters, making it necessary for Bene- 
wah County to construct roads and maintain schools; and 

Whereas the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reservation is half the area of 

jenewah County, and the said Indians do not contribute in taxes 

or otherwise to said roads: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, your memogialists, do recommend that $25,000 
be appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to assist in 
construction of above-mentioned roads; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to each of the mem- 
bers of the congressional delegation from the State ef Idaho to the 

Congress of the United States and to each body of said Congress. 


This house joint memorial passed the house on the 17th day of Feb- 


ruary, 1919. 
M. A. Kieer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This house int D i asse ; 2 
Pesce se" memorial passed the senate on the 25th day of 
Cc. C. Moore, 


President of the Senate. 
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This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 3d day of 

em 1919, at 2 o'clock p. m., and approved on the 3d day of March, 
919. 
D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 9 originated 
in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, us 
follows: 


STATE or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transeript of 
house joint memorial No. 3, by committee on military and Indian affairs 
by Jones, chairman, which was filed in this office on the 7th day of Febru- 
ary, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
26th day of February, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-tbird. 

[SRAL.] Ropsert O. JONEs, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 3. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature ef the State of Idaho, respect- 
fully represent that— 

Whereas it is desirable that each State have a record of all of the 
persons resident therein who were mustered into any branch of the 
service of the United States during the war with the German Empire 
and its allies; and 

Whereas the records of the Army and Navy Departments of the United 
States are the only sources from which such information can be ob- 
tained in complete and accessible form: Now, therefore, 


Your memorialists urgently request and recommend that Congress 
enact a law requiring the Departments of the Army and Navy to furnish 
such information upon requisition therefor to the respective States. 

That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed 
to forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America, and that copies be sent to the Senators 
and Representatives in Corgress from this State. 


This memorial passed the house on the 24th day of January, 1919. 
M. A. KIGER, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

This memorial passed the senate on the 31st day of January, 1919. 
E. W. WHrITcoMs, 

President pro tempore of the Senate. 


This memorial received by the governor on the 6th day of February, 

1919, at 3 o’clock p. m., and approved on the 7th day of February, 1919, 
D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 3 originated 
_ house during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
Strate or IpanHo, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
cerffy that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of en- 
rolled house joint memorial No. 10, which was filed in this office on the 
4th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Rosert O. JONEs, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 10. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 


Whereas there are 35,000 acres of meadowland in the Kootenai Valley 
within Boundary County, in the State of Idaho, subject to annual 
overflow from the said Kootenai River ; and 

Whereas there are 60,000 acres of meadowland in Kootenai Valley 
within British Columbia, Canada, subject to annual overflow from the 
said Kootenai River, said Kootenai canen meadowland in British 
Columbia being contiguous to and adjoining said Kootenai Valley 
meadowlands in Idaho; and 

Whereas the said meadowlands can be made valuable for farming pur- 
poses by draining same, and by reason of said overflow said lands are 
rendered valueless for farming purposes ; and 

Whereas by reason of a gravel bar having formed at the outlet of the 
west arm of Kootenai Lake, which outlet is located in British Colum- 
bia, Se a the waters of Kootenai River to rise to the 
height of about 25 feet annually, thus overflowing about 95,000 acres 
of meadowland, 35,000 acres of said overflowed land being in Bound- 
ary County, Idaho, and about 60,000 acres of said overflowed lands 
are in British Columbia, Dominion of Canada ; and 

Whereas if said gravel bar is removed from the said outlet of Kootenai 
Lake the water in said lake and river will not rise to a height so as 
to cause said overflow ; and 

Whereas the said obstruction of said outlet of said Kootenai Lake and 

River is wholly within British Columbia, Dominion of Canada, and it 

is impossible for the State of Idaho to remove said obstruction from 

said outlet without cooperation of British Columbia ; and 
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Whereas the Government of British Columbia has signified its intentions 
to assist the United States in removing said obstruction from the out- 
let of Kootenai River and Lake; and 

Whereas the Government of British Columbia proposes to take charge 
ef the removal of said obstruction, and has made a careful and ac- 

' e survey of ihe waters of Kootenai Lake and River, and said 
G iment of British Columbia proposes to do said work, providing 
the Government of the United States will cooperate and appropriate 
their proportionate share of the cost of said work of reclamation ; and 

Whereas the Government of British Columbia, in the Dominion of Can- 
ada has already expended in British Columbia for surveys and pre- 
liminary work the sum of $60,000, the Government of the United 
States has expended in making surveys in the Kootenai Valley in 
Boundary County, Idaho, the sum of about $6,000; and 
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Whereas it wil! necessitate the further expenditure of the sum of 
$1,000,000 as the proportionate part of the total cost of such reclama- 
tion on the part of the United States Government ; and 

Whereas the Government of British Columbia proposes to expend the 


further sum of $1,000,000 or more as its proportionate part to com- 

plete said drainage project ; and 
Whereas it is desired by your memorialists that the Congress of the 

United States make the necessary appropriation to complete the pro- 

port-onate part of the work to be done in British Columbia, Dominion 

of Canada, on such a drainage project on the part of the United 

States: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby petitioned 
to appoint a commission to confer with a like commission to be ap- 
pointed by the Government of Canada, and the said joint commissions 
to formulate a treaty between the United States of America and_ the 
Dominion of Canada in regard to the proposed reclamation work to be 
done in British Columbia, and to make an appropriation of the amount 
necessary to complete its proportionate part of said drainage project 
and to instruct the Secretary of State of the United States to enter into 
all necessary contracts with the Government of British Columbia to 
complete such drainage project. 

The secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States, and copies thereof to the Secretary of State of the 
United States and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
immediately upon its passage. 

This house joint 1sxemorial passed the house on the i7th day of Febru- 
ary, 1919. 

M. A. Kicer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatires. 


This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 25th day of Febru- 


ary, 1919. 
Cc. C. Moores, 
President of the Senate. 


This house Joint memorial received by the governor on the 3d day of 
March, 1919, at 2 o'clock p. m., and approved on the 3d day of March, 
1919. 

D. W. Davis, Gorernor. 

i hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 10, by Kent, 
originated in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of 
the Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chicf Clerk of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Commnit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
STATE or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Revert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
enrolled house joint memorial No. 18, which was filed in this office on 
the 14th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
creat seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the Ugited 
States ef America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] ROBERT O. JONES, 

Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial 18. 


A joint memorial memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
pass Senate bill 313. 


Y'o the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
Statcs of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the House of Representatives and Senate of the 

State of Idaho, respectfully represent that—— 

Whereas the people of the State of Idaho have for many years in the 
past suffered under a most unjust and oppressive discrimination in 
transcontinental railroad freight rates because the transcontinental 
railroads have been permitted to charge or assess higher rates upon 
freight traffic originating in the eastern portion of the United States 
destined for Idaho than were charged or assessed upon freight traffic 
originating in the same territory and destined for the more distant 
cities on the Pacific coast, such as Portland, Oreg., and have also 
been permitted to charge higher freight rates upon freight traffic 
originating in the State of Idaho and consigned to the markets in 
the eastern cities of the United States than was charged on similar 
shipments from the more distant cities and localities on the Pacific 
coast; and 

Whereas said discriminatory and preferential system of freight charg- 
ing has been defended upon the theory that the same was forced 
and compelled because of the presence of water competition at 
Portland and other Pacific coast terminal points, and such defense 
has been found to be without merit ; and 

Whereas said system of charging higher freight rates for a hort haul 
than is charged for a longer haul can not be predicated upon any 
principle of just or fair dealing to the people of Idaho and this 
intermountain country; and 

Whereas the effect of said higher charging for the short haul to and 
from said less-distant points has resulted in retarding the growth 
and deveiopment of Idaho's industrial and commercial prosperity and 

in restricting the State’s growth, population, and wealth; and 
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Whereas the methods now provided by law for obtaining relief from 
such an .unjust situation before the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
—- are uncertain, exceedingly slow, expensive, and unsatisfactory ; 
an 

Whereas there is now pending in the United States Senate a bill desig- 
nated Senate bill No. 313, introduced by Senator PoINDEXTER, of the 
State of Washington, designed to prevent said discriminatory and 
freferential system of freight-rate charging with reference to long 
and short hauls, and designed to give some measure of relief to the 
intermountain country: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That we, the House of Representatives of the State of Idaho, 

the Senate concurring, do earnestly request and recommend that the 

above-mentioned bill be taken up and voted on at the earliest possible 
date, to the end that said bill may as soon as possible become a law; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from 
the State of Idaho are requested to support said bill and work earnestly 
for its passage. 

The secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America and to send copies of the same to our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

This house joint memorial passed the house on the 3d day of 
March, 1919. 

M. A. Kiger, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 8th day of 
March, 1919. 


Cc. C. Moore, 
President of the Senate. 

This house joint memorial received by the governor on the Sth day 
of March, 1919, at 5 o'clock p. m., and approved by him on the 14th 
day of March, 1919. 

D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 18 
originated in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session 
of the Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

f DAvip BURRELL, 
Chicf Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
STATE oF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial No. 17, by committee on military and Indian 
affairs, which was filed in this office on the Gth day of March, A. D. 
1919, and admitted to record, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
7th day of March, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Rosert ©. JONEs, 

Sceretary of State, 
Ilouse joint memorial 17. 


A joint memorial to the Congress of the United States protesting against 
the action of the Secretary of War in granting honorable discharges 
to conscientious objectors. 

-Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect- 
fully represent that— 

Whereas by a recent order of the Secretary of War conscientious ob- 
jectors, general prisoners at the United States Disciplinary Barracks, 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., whe refused to wear the uniform of our 
country, have been honorably discharged from the service with full 
pay: 

Now, therefore, we, your memorialists, do hereby protest, in the name 
of our loyal sons and in the name of thousands of loyal homes, against 
this discrimination by our Govetnment against our heroic soldiery. 

The issuance of new clothes and the payment of wages to conscien- 
tious objectors encourages disloyalty and dishonors patriotism. The 
action cf the Secretary of War in paying the conscientious objectors, 
who have been snug and safe and well fed, a soldier's wage is an in- 
centive to discontent and is a reflection on every man who wore the 
uniform. We resent such a policy, for it exalts slackerism and pacifism 
by making them Loth safe and profitable. Our soldiers and sailors 
risked all for the Nation and should be honored. Their wage, though 
small, should be a wage of honor. An honorable discharge from the 
United States Army will, under legislation pending both in State legis- 
latures and in Congress, entitle its holder to preferred rights. which 
should under no circumstances be granted to those who evaded the 
duties of citizenship. : 

That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed 
to forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, and that copies be sent to the Senators 
and Rcpresentatives in Congress from this State. 

This house joint memorial passed the house on the 24th day of Feb- 
ruavy, 1919. 

M. A. KicEr, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 27th day of Feb- 


ruary, 1919. 
Cc. C. Moore, 
President of the Senate. 


This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 5th day 
of March, 1919, at 4 o’clock p. m., and approved by him on the 6th day 
of March, 1919. 

; bD. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 17 originated 
in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the 
Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

; Davip BurReELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatirea, 
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Mr. NUGENT presented s resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as 
follows: 


Strate. or Ipano, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idabo, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of en- 
rolled house joint memorial No. 13, which was filed in this office on the 
24th day of February, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of April, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL] Rosert O. JONES, 

Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial 13. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 

Whereas the title to lands embraced in allotments to Indians on former 

Indian reservations in the State of Idaho, under the act of ———— 
, and agreements made with different Indian tribes pursuant 

to that act, is held in trust by the United States for a term of 25 

ears from the date of allotment ; and 
Whereas the State of Idaho, in harmony with the policy of the United 

States expressed in the Federal aid road act (act of July 11, 1916), 

has approved the construction of numerous highways of great public 

importance, appropriated large sums of money therefor, and entered 
into agreements with the Secretary of Agriculture for the building of 
said highways in accordance with the cooperative procedure prescribed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture in that regard ; and 

Whereas such highways so agreed upon, authorized, and appropriated for, 
when located on most desirable routes and where construction can be 
most economically effected, will in various localities pass through and 
across said allotted lands for considerable distances ; and 

Whereas such highways when completed will confer great and lasting 
benefits upon the allotted lands through which they pass, and upon 
the allottees, the wards of the United States ; and 

Whereas the securing of necessary rights of way for such highways 
through and across said allotted lands is, because of the paramount 
title of the United States, exceedingly difficult by ordinary methods 
and seriously retards the prompt accomplishment of the purposes of 
said Federal aid road act; and 

Whereas said allotted lands, so held in trust by the United States are 
not subject to taxation during the trust period, and therefore can not 
be made to contribute toward the construction of such highways in 
return for or recognition of the direct benefits derived from such 
construction : 

Now, therefore, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the State of Idaho, respectfully request and urgently recommend 
that the Congress take such action as may be deemed fit to cause high- 
ways contemplated by the provisions of the Federal aid road act, when 
such highways pass through and across Indian allotments the title to 
which is held in trust by the United States, to be built and constructed 
wholly at the expense of the United States and without charge against 
the State or other agency cooperating in the general construction of such 
highways. 

This house joint memorial passed the house on the 17th day of Febru- 


ary, 1919. 
M. A. Kicer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 18th day of 
February, 1919. 
Cc. C. Moore, 


President of the Senate. 
This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 2ist day 
of February, 1919, at 2 o’clock p. m., and approved by him on the 24th 
day of February, 1919. 





D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 13 originated 
in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Leg- 
islature of the State of Idaho. 

Davip BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Srare or Ipano, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house 
joint memorial 16, by Carpenter, Hugo, Jones, Browning, and Givens, 
which was filed in this office on the 6th’ day of March, A. D. 1919, and 
admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
reat seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
jth day of March, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[ SEAL. ] Rosert O. JONngEs, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 16. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 

Whereas the course of the Clearwater River and its tributaries traveled 
by Lewis and Clark in their early explorations of the Pacific North- 
west afford a logical water-grade route for a State highway across the 
north central portion of Idaho; and 

Whereas the construction of a suitable wagon road on a water grade 
over which auto trucks and general travel can be operated up the 
min Clearwater River in Nez Perce, Ciearwater, Lewis, and Taaho 
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Counties, State of Idaho, beginning at the city of Lewiston and ex- 
tending to the town of Kooskia, and thereby connecting with a pro- 
posed road beginning at the town of Kooskia and extending thence up 
the South Fork of the Clearwater River to the gold-mining districts of 
a City, Dixie, and Buffalo Hump, is a public and national necessity ; 
n¢ 

Whereas a suitable wagon road on water grade up the Clearwater River 
and between the city of Lewiston and the town of Kooskia would be a 
great convenience to a large section of country devoted to agriculture, 
_jumbering, and mining; and 

Whereas such highway would serve the three national forests of Clear- 
water, Selway, and Nez Perce and render accessible productive but 
sparsely settled communities in the vicinity thereof ; and 

Whereas where said route has been designated by the State Highway 
Commission of the State of Idaho for the location of a State highway, 
_to be known as the Lewis and Clark State highway ; and 

Whereas such a highway is a necessary link in a thoroughfare extending 
from Missoula, Mont., to the Pacific coast, on which construction work 
is now under way at various points; and 

Whereas such highway would serve the Nez Perce Indian Reservation 
and nontaxable lands included therein and now held in trust for the 
Indians by the Federal Government ; and 

Whereas said proposed highway on water grade up the main branch of 
the Clearwater River between the city of Lewiston and the town of 
Kooskia would serve the towns and communities located around Lap- 
wai, Arrow Junction, Myrtle, Lenore, Agatha, Peck, Ahsahka, and all 
country lying up the South, Middle, and North Forks of the Clear- 
water River, in which particular sections there are vast areas of most 
valuable timberland belonging to the State of Idaho and unpatented 
lands belonging to the Federal Government, comprising the largest 
compact body of white pine in the United States; the town of Orofino 
and all the country located around Weippe, Pierce City, Greer, Pardee, 
Woodland, Kamiah, and Kooskia, ali known to be agricultural, timber, 
and mining sections, and with transportation yielding a large output 
of all of these commodities and would furnish added means of employ- 
ment to our returning soldiers, sailors, and marines ; and 

Whereas the development of mining, lumbering, and agricultural pur- 
suits along said main Clearwater River requires the construction of a 
standard highway, and the cost thereof, for the reason aforesaid, would 
be a heavy burden upon the taxpayers of the several highway districts 
and counties along said route without State and Federal assistance in 
the construction thereof; and 

Whereas such a highway would not only be a great benefit in the open- 
ing up of the several districts mentioned, but would ultimately be 
extended and be another artery or highway extending into the heart 
of one of the largest sections of the country in the northern part of 
the State of Idaho, connecting with the north and south State high- 
way, and would be of great benefit to the Government in its forest 
protection and operation, and would also open up vast timberlands 
and would be a great accommodation to thousands of citizens of Idaho 
along said route or adjacent thereto: Now, therefore, be it hereby 
Resolved, That we, your memorialists, do recommend that $500,000 

be appropriated by the Congress of the United States, to be expended 

through the Office of Public Roads, in cooperation with the State high- 

way commission of the State of Idaho, toward the cost of construction 

of said Lewis and Clark State highway ; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to each of the members 

of the congressional Siceation from the State of Idaho to the Congress 

of the United States and to each body of said Congress. 


This house joint memorial passed the house on the 21st day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919. 





M. A. Kieer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This house joint memorial passed the senate on the Ist day of March, 
19. 


Cc. C. Moors, 
President of the Senate. 
This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 5th day of 
March, 1919, at 4 o’clock p. m., and approved by him on the 6th day of 
March, 1919. 
D. W. Davis, Governor. 
. I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial 16 originated 
in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho. 
Davip BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatices. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE oF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial 12, by’ Mr. Jones, which was filed in this office 
on the 6th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
7th day of March, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SBAL.] Rosert O. Jones, 

Secretary of State, 


Ifouse joint memorial 12. 


To the Congress of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect- 
fully represent that— 


| Whereas the stock buyers and packers operating in the Pacific North- 


‘ 


west in their purchases from farmers and stockmen before the war 
made a distinctien in the price of cow beef and steer beef from 75 
cents to $1 on the hundred in favor of the latter and sold the same 
to the consuming public without distinction of price, and since the 
commencement of the war have paid to the producer a difference of 
$5 per hundred in the two classes of beef, but have continued to sell 
cow beef to the consumer at the price of steer beef; and 

Whereas we condemn this form of profiteering amozg the many other 
forms practiced by the packers and stock buyers: Now, therefore, 
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Your memecrialists respectfully petition that Congress authorize an 
inves tion with a view te correcting this evil so that the producer 
may not be unjustly discriminated against, and that the consumer will 


not have to pay the top price for inferior grade. 7 

The secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward copies of this 
memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States, and copies of the same to our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 

This house joint memorial passed the house on the 17th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919 

M. A. KIGER, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 21st day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919. 


Cc. C. Moors, 
President of the Senate. 

This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 5th day 
of March, 1919, at 4 o'clock p. m., and approved by him on the 6th day 
of March, 1919. 

D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house Jeint memorial No. 12 origi- 
nated in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the 
Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

DAvip BuRRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE oF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I. Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
enrolled senate joint memorial No. 12, which was filed in this office on 
the 11th day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
’Sth day of April. A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] Ropgert O. JONEs, 

Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 12. 


Jo the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Unitcd 

State of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 

resent that— 

s during the year 1910 N. B. Pettibone cntered into a four-year 
mtract with the Government of the United States for the carrying 
of the mails from Stites, Idaho, to Elk City, Idaho, a distance of 
pproximately 60 miles; and 
as sometime after the entering into said contract the parcel- 
system was established by the Government, thereby rendering 
nding of packages by mail much cheaper than by freight or 
express for the distance involved; and 
Whereas the mails were so increased by reason of the cheap parcel- 
t rate, the mines even sending out their ores and concentrates by 
and shipping in their supplies in the same way, thus compelling 
Pettibone to more than double h?s equipment and service in 
order to carry out his contract; and 

reas in spite of this great financial burden forced upon him by 

reumstances over which he had no control, a burden so great that 
it entailed a loss of many thousands of dollars, N. B. Pettibone did 
I repudiate his contract with the Government, but faithfully car- 

it out, the Government reaping the benefit of his personal 

s rifice : 

Now, therefore, your memorialists urgently request that the Congress 
of the United States pass a relief bill for the benefit of N. B. Pettibone 
to the amount of the loss sustained by N. B. Pettibone in the carrying 
out of his contract with the Government. 

That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed 
to forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, and that copies be sent to the Senators 

nd Representatives in Congress from this State. 

This joint memorial passed the senate on the 3d day of March, 1919. 

Cc. C, Moore, 
President of the Senate. 
This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 5th 
of March, 1919, 
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M. A. KIGER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

I hereby certify that the within joint memorial No. 12 originated in 
the senate during the fifteenth session of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho 

PAUL DaAvISs, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE oF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house 
joint memorial No. 7, by Givens and Featherstone, which was filed in 
this office on the ist day of March, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
4th day of March, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third, 

[SEAL.] Rosert O. Jones, 
Secretary of State. 
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House joint memorial 7. 


To the honorable, Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 


Whereas postwar and reconstruction conditions have brought these 
United States of America many problems of great import, and per- 
haps one of the greatest importance is the question of Government 
control or ownership of the railways of the United States ; and 

Whereas our President has turned to Congress fer counsel on this mo- 
mentous subject, admitting his inability to solve the problem; and 

Whereas the management of the railroads by the Government under the 
present arrangement has not been productive of efficient service to 
the public, and would not be satisfactory in times of peace, and a 
continuation of the present course would create and continue unsatis- 
factory economic conditions throughout the United States; and 

Whereas we feel that the Congress of the United States will, by being 
informed by public sentiment, be better able to solve and direct the 
course of the problem, and recognizing the necessity of relinquishing 
control of the railroads as quickly as possible, and the certainty of 
conditions that said ‘release of the railroads by the Federal Govern- 
ment would immediately establish ;: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of 
Idaho, That we favor the return of the railroads to their owners as 
immediately as it can be accomplished without confusion or losses; be 
it further 

Resolved, That we believe and think private ownership, under strong 
Government control and regulation, in service, income, and disburse- 
ments is desirable, and we do not believe Federal Government owner- 
ship -3 railroads is for the better interests of the people at this time; be 
it further 

Resolved, That ,the secretary of state of the State of Idaho forward 
properly authenticated copies of this resolution to each United States 
Senator and Member of Congress for their consideration, and a copy 
to the chief clerks of the house of representatives and the senate of 
each State. 

This house joint memorial passed the house on the 17th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919. 

M. A. KicEr, 
Speaker of the House of Representatires. 


This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 24th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919. 

Cc. C. Moores, 
President of the Senate. 

This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 28th day 
of February, 1919, at 10 o'clock a. m., and approved on the 28th day of 
ebr y, 1919. , 
peng: D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 7 originated 
in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. NUGENT presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
iure of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the ReEcorD, as 


follows: 
STATE or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATI. 


I, Robert O. Jones, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house 
joint memorial 6, by Patterson and Weeks, which was filed in this office 
on the 18th day of February, A. D. 1919, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my band and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
26th day of February, A. D. 1919, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-third. 

[SEAL.] ROBERT O. JONES, 

Secretary of State. 
Ilouse joint memorial 6. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America, in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the House of Representatives and Senate of the 

State of Idaho, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas the area within the county of Valley, State of Idaho, com- 
monly known as the Thunder Mountain country, consisting of approxi- 
mately 1,120,000 acres of unreserved and unappropriated public land, 
of which not to exceed 1 per cent is agricultural in character, the bal- 
ance being rich in natural resources, consisting of extensive bodies of 
commercial timber, ore deposits, water-power possibilities, wild game, 
and grasses and other forage suited to the growing of live stock; and 

Whereas nearly 350,000 acres of this area have been swept by forest 
fires during the past 14 years, destroying approximately 700,000,000 
feet of timber; the mineral and water power possibilities of the region 
are lying dormant and unproductive through lack of transportation 
facilities and means of communication; the wild life is being extermi- 
nated; grazing lands devastated by nomadic herds to the detriment of 
the property owners and residents of this State, and the area is con- 
tributing little or nothing to the support of the county or State gov- 
ernment or to the wealth of the surrounding communities ; and 

Whereas the inclusion of the said area within a national forest would 
eliminate the annval destruction of timber by forest fire; make it 
possible for homestead settlers to secure title to their lands under the 
forest homestead act of June 11, 1906, without expense to them other 
than entry and final proof fees and without the necessity of awaiting 
public wagon roads, trails, bridges, and telephone lines; give adequate 
system of regulated range use, thus conserving and perpetuating the 
forage resources for the benefit of the local residents and taxpayers ; 
make it possible for the State to realize upon its equity in the lands by 
relinquishing the unsurveyed school lands (sections 16 and 36) and 
selecting more valuable lands elsewhere ; increase the revenues of the 
county and State through the receipt of 35 per cent of the gross re- 
ceipts collected by the Forest Service ; enlarge the power of the State 
to share in the benefits of the Federal aid road act, and otherwise 
assist in opening to development and use the vast natural resources 
of the Thunder Mountain region : Now, therefore, be it 
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Re: o-ved, That we, your memorialists, earnestly request and recom- 
mend that action be initiated by your honorable body to create a national 
forest from the following-described area within the county of Valley, 
State of Idaho, commonly known as the Thunder Mountain region: Be- 
ginning at a point where the Middle Fork of the Salmon River crosses 
the south line of section 29, T. 14 N., R. 10 E., base meridian, unsur- 
veyed, and extending thence west to the southeast corner of section 28, 
T. 14 N., R. 8 E., base meridian, unsuryeyed; thence south 1 mile; 
thence west on the third standard parallel north, unsurveyed, to the 
southeast corner of section 33, T. 14 N., R. 7 E., base meridian, unsur- 
veyed; thence north to the township line between Ts. 18 and 19 N.; 
thence west 3 miles; thence north 6 miles; thence west 3 miles; thence 
north 12 miles to the fifth standard parallel north; thence east on said 
parallel to the Middle Fork of Salmon River; thence up the Middle Fork 
of Salmon River to the place of beginning. 

The seerctary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward « copy of this memorial to each of the members of the con- 
gressionai delegation from the State of Idaho to the Congress of the 
United States. 

This house joint memorial passed the house on the 8th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919. 

M. A. KIGER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 14th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1919. 

C. C. Moore, 
President of the Senate. 

This house joint memorial received by the governor on the 18th day 
of February, 1919, at 10 o'clock a. m. and approved by him on the 18t 
day of February, 1919. 

D. W. Davis, Governor. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial 6 originated 
in the house of representatives during the fifteenth session of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho. 

DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of the Phillips County 
Teacher’ Association, of Arkansas, and a petition of the Com- 
mercial Club of Marianna, Ark., praying for the establishment 
of a department of education, which were referred to the Com- 
inittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Michigan, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 11. 


A concurrent resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States 
to cooperate with the Dominion of Canada in the enlarged canaliza- 
tion of the St. Lawrence River for the passage of ocean going vessels 
into the Great Lakes, thus connecting the heart of the continent with 
both the coastwise and foreign commerce of the high seas. 

Whereas the public’s right to have the waterways so improved and so 
used as to return the fullest benefit to the people, in the reduction of 
distribution costs, is a natural right that should be developed by the 
improvement of the waterways systems so far as such improvement 
is economically wise ; 

Whereas the connection of the Great Lakes, with tide water so as to 
admit the passage of ocean going vessels to the heart of the continent 
enabling the empire of the Central West to reach the markets of the 
world without breaking bulk would in the opinion of this body bé of 
inestimable value and economic importance ; 

Whereas the extent to which the Great Lakes region and those rich vast 
sections are to serve the world in ores, grain, butter, meats, live stock 
and manufactures, depends upon reaching the markets of the world 
at a minimum cost and her ability to load her products at ports on 
the Great Lakes and send them to every market of the world without 
breaking bulk ; 

Whereas in view of the serious experiences of our country with conges- 
tion of traffic upon our railroads and at Atlantic seaports during the 
stress of war, and now under the strain of peace, any movement to 
bring the “Atlantic to the heart of the continent’ becomes a matter 
of vital economic importance ; 

Whereas the Government of Canada has now under construction, and 
well along toward completion, a ship canal extending from Port Col- 
burn on Lake Erie, a distance of 25 miles, to Port Weller on Lake 
Ontario, with locks of sufficient capacity to accommodate ships of 30 
_feet draft, 800 feet in length, and 80 feet wide ; 

Whereas work on this canal, which was suspended during the war has 
now pen resumed, and will be carried on to completion as rapidly as 
possible ; 

Wherees the remaining link in the chain to be completed necessary to 
admit ocean-going vessels to the ports of the Great Lakes is the en- 
larged canalization of the St. Lawrence River from Montreal west; and 

Whereas the improvement of the St. Lawrence, River, as aforesaid, can 
only be done through cooperation with the Dominion of Canada: Now, 
therefore, be it e 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Michigan 

(the Senate concurring), That we earnestly and urgently petition the 

Congress of the United States to take such steps as may be deemed best 

and most expeditious looking to the early enlarged canalization of the 

St. Lawrence River by joint arrangement with the Dominion of Canada, 

so as to admit the passage of ocean going vessels, thus connecting the 

Great Lakes with tidewater via the St. Lawrence River and Welland 

Canal, now being completed by the Government of Canada. 


Mr. TOWNSEND presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Michigan, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 14, 


Concurrent resolution requesting the Congress of the United States to 
enact legislation preventing the return to the United States of any 
German or Austrian who has been engaged in opposition to the United 
States or its Allies; and that all alien enemies interned in this country 
be deported and forever debarred from returning. 

Whereas many thousands of Germans and Austrians formerly living in 

the United States, some of whom had already become citizens of this 








country, returned to Germany and Austria to fight with the armies 
of those countries against the allied forces, and against the principles 
and ideals for which our Government stands ; 

Whereas it is reported, and it is the common belief, that many of these 
same Germans and Austrians are already planning to return to this 
country, now that they can no longer fight in those foreign lands in 
opposition to this Government and its institutions ; and 


Whereas we believe it to be a gross injustice to our own loyal citizens, 
and a most serious menace to society, to permit the unrestricted return 
of men who are alien in thought, in word, and in deed to every good 
thing for which our Government stands: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 

That the Congress of the United Siates is hereby earnestly requested 

promptly to enact legislation which will effectually prevent the return to 

the United States, for any purpose whatever, of any German reservist 
or any other person who has been in any manner engaged in opposition 
to the United States or to any of its Allies; and be it further 

Resolved, That we hereby request also the enactment of legislation 
providing that all alien enemies interned in this country for pernicious 
activity against the United States shall, as soon as possible, be deported 
and forever debarred from returniag to this country. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to the Senate 
and to the House ef Representatives of the United States and to the 

Michigan Members of Congress. 


Mr. TOWNSEND presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Michigan, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
RecorpD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution 16. 


Concurrent resolution respectfully urging the Congress of the United 
States to enact legislation providing for the payment of each dis- 
charged soldier, sailor, and marine of a bonus in addition to his regu- 
lar pay and allowance. 


Whereas the soldiers, sailors, and marines now in the service of the 
United States are being demobilized in large numbers, and large num- 
bers of them are an‘ will be temporarily out of employment, owing to 
the readjustment of industrial conditions: Therefore, be it 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That we respectfully urge the Congress of the United States to pass, 
with all possible speed, legislation providing for the payment of each 
discharged soldier, sailcr, and marine now in the service of the Nation 
of a bonus in addition to his regular pay and allowances; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That these resolutions be transmitted to the respective clerks 
of the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States Con- 
gress and also to each of the Members of the Michigan delegation therein. 


Mr. TOWNSEND presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Michigan, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution 17. 


Concurrent resolution calling upon the Senators and Representatives of 
the State of Michigan in the Congress of the United States to favor an 
appropriation sufficiently large to sectire the early eradication of the 
European corn borer in the State of Massachusetts. 

Whereas a destructive insect known as the European corn borer has ap- 
peared in eastern Massachusetts, where it is confined to an area of 
some 340 square miles ; 

Whereas this insect, which is not known to exist in any other section of 
the United States, attacks not only the corn crop but cats, potatoes, 
beets, beans, tomatoes, and nearly all of the vegetabies, 1nd which, if 
allowed to spread to the potato, corn, bean, and beet fields of Michi- 
gan and other Western States, will cause incalculable damage, there 
being no effectual way of protecting the same; and 

Whereas a commission selected by the Massachusetts State Board of 
Agriculture has reported that the sum of $500,000 will be required 
to exterminate this pest, which amount has been approved by the 
American Plant Pest Committee and by the national conventions of 
entomologists and of the State commissioners and secretaries of 
agriculture: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That 

we respectfully request and urge the Members of Congress from‘ Michi- 

gan to favor an appropriation of $500,000, as called for by Senate bill 

No. 5290, to be used for the purpose of exterminating this insect before 

it has time to spread from its present limits; and be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate and the clerk of the house 
are hereby instructed to transmit to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress a copy of this resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Michigan, which was referred to: the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 19, memoralizing the President of the 
United States, the Congress of the United States, and the United 
States Railroad Administration relative to the matter of freight raies 
on materials for public works. 

Whereas many public improvements for which there is an imperative 
need have been postponed on account of the existence of a state of 
war between the United States of America and the Imperial German 
Government, and in order that the energics of the people might be 
directed unreservedly toward the winning of the war ; 

Whereas one of the greatest problems confronting the State and Nation 
at the present time is the furnishing of immediate employment to a 
large amount of idle labor released from other activities by the vic- 
torious termination of the war; 

Whereas the national administration has urgently requested the re- 
sumption of the construction of public works on a large scale, the 

Congress of the United States is proposing to appropriate large sums 

of money for such purpose, the governors of many States have recom- 

mended and are engaged in procuring other large appropriations for 
the same purpose, and minor political subdivisions are preparing to 
liberally finance public improvements of great magnitude ; 
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Whereas in the judgment of the Legislature of the State of Michigan the 
problem of furnishing immediate and profitable employment to idle 
labor can best be solved by immediately embarking upon the construc- 
tion of the many much-needed public improvements which have been 
delayed by war conditions ; 

Whereas in the judgment of the Legislature of the State of Michigan 
freight rates on materials designated for use in constructing public 
works should be iminediately reduced, and any increase in the same 
will defeat its own purposes by fercing a curtailment of shipments, 
and at the same time, by discouraging the movement for a program 
of public improvements, render futile all efforts to give employment 
te idle labor; and 

Whereas one of the greatest and most serious obstacles to the imme- 
diate resumption of activity in the construction of public work is the 
present high freight rates on materials, and, more especially, certain 
proposed revisions and readjustments of such freight rates, which pro- 
posed revisions and readjustments create a situation of uncertainty, 
making it impossible for engineers to intelligently estimate the cost of 
public works, and making it impossible for contractors to bid thereon: 
Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 

That the President of the United States, the Congress of the United 

States, and the United States Railroad Administration be, and they are 

hereby, memorialized and respectfully but most urgently requested to 

take such action as will immediately and effectively prevent any upward 
revision in the freight rates upon materials entering inte the construc- 
tien of public works; and 

Resolved, That if in the judgment of the proper authorities of the 

National Government charged with the administration of such matters 

the employment of idle labor in the construction of public improvements 

is a matter of importance, and if in the judgment of such officials it 
be not incompatible with the general welfare, there be forthwith made 

a reduction in the freight rates upon all materials transported over the 

railroads of the United States for use in connection with the construc- 

tion of any public improvement carried forward by the Federal Govern- 
ment or any cepartment thereof, or any State, county, township, city, 
village, schcol district, or other political subdivision ; and 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forthwith forwarded to 
the President of the United States, the presiding officers, and Members 
from Michigan of both branches of the Congress of the United States, 
and the Director General oi Railroads. 


Mr. TOWNSEND presented a resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Michigan, which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution 21. 
resolution indorsing the McKellar-Keating 
retirement bill in the Federal Congress. 
Whereas a bill known as the “ McKellar-Keating civil-service retire- 
ment bill” was pending in Congress at the time of the adjournment 

of the sixty-fifth session ; 

Whereas had such bill become a law the United States Government 
could, in the interest of humanity, provide a retirement system for 
its faithful employees who have grown feeble from age in the public 
service ; 

Whereas we believe that such relief should be afforded those upon whom 
the weight of a lifetime of arduous service has materially impaired 
their further usefulness in the public service ; snd 

Whereas the said bill will be reintroduced in the Sixty-sixth Congress: 
Therefore be it 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That we heartily indorse the above-named Dill, or one drawn along 
similar lines, making adequate provisions for the retirement of civil- 
service employees of the Federal Government; and be it further 

Resolved, That the United States Senators and Representatives from 
Michigan in the Sixty-sixth Congress be, and are hereby, respectfully 
requested to give such measure their hearty support; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
to each Senator and Representative in Congress from this State. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of Springwells Lodge, 
No. 1620, Loyal Order of Moose, of Detroit, Mich., praying for 
an increase in the salaries of letter carriers, which was referred 
to the.Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Illinois, praying for the repeal of the so-called day- 
light-saving law, which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I present a petition signed by Charles W. 
Ryan, mayor, and a large number of citizens of Battle Creek, 
Mich., requesting that the American soldiers in northern Russia 
be immediately returned to the United States. I move that the 
pctition be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLT presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
Rhode Island Congregational Conference at Providence, R. I., 
favoring the enactment of legislation providing for the enforce- 
ment of the constitutional amendment for national prohibition, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Salem, 
Cambridge, South Braintree, and Fitchburg, all in the State of 
Massachusetts, praying for the seif-determination of Ireland, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsfield, 
Springfield, Mattapan, Milton, Acushnet, Bedford, Greenfield, 
Buckland, Fall River, Cambridge, and Seuth Yarmouth, all in 
the State of Massachusetts, and of the New England Labor Con:- 
ference, praying for the ratification of the league of nations 
treaty, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Reta- 
tions. 


Concurrent civil-service 
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Mr. WADSWORTH presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Jamestown, N. Y.,. praying for the repeal of the so-called 
luxury tax, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of Bridgewater Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Milford; Ministers’ Alliance of 
Hartford; Brooks Club of Trinity Church, of New Haven; the 
First Universalist Church of New Haven; East Hampton 
Grange, of East Hampton; St. Paul's Rectory, of Willimantic; 
St. John’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of New Haven; congre- 
gation of St. John’s Church, of Pine Meadow; Bakersville 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bakersville; Mansfield Grange, 
No. 64, of Storrs; of the Lithuanian Society of Naugatuck; St. 
Paul’s Episcopal Church, of Southington, St. Thomas Parish, 
of Bethel; congregation of Trinity Episcopal Church, of Collins- 
ville; Higganum Grange, No. 124, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Higganum; East Hartford Grange, No. 37, of East Hartford; 
of Washington Council, No. 7, Order of United American Me- 
chanics, of New Haven; Woman’s Club of Windsor; the Civic 
Federation of New Haven; St. Andrew’s Episcopal Society of 
Thompsonville; Federation of Churches of Middletown; Local 
Union No. 79, of New Haven; board of directors of the West 
Haven Chamber of Commerce, of West Haven; Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Woodbury; council of the Connecticut Fed- 
eration of Churches, of Middletown; of the Congregational 
Church of North Woodbury; and of the New Haven Association 
of Kindergartners, of New Haven, all in the State of ‘Con- 
necticut, praying for the ratification of the league of nations 
treaty, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
Jations. 

POSTAGE RATES ON NEWSPAPERS. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I have here a copy of - 
resolutions which were adopted by the Publishers’ Association 
of New York City, representing the daily newspapers of New 
York and Brooklyn. They are very brief, and I ask that they 
be printed in the Rrcorp and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


Resolutions adopted by the Publishers’ Association of New York City, 
representing the daily newspapers of New York and Brooklyn, Wednes- 
day, May 21, 1919. 

Resolved, That Congress be urged to repeal the act of October 3, 1917, 
fixing postage rates cn newspapers and other publications. It was 
advanced as a war measure. The urgency of any revenue-producing 
measure at the time ihe bill was considered prevented its careful con- 
sideration. Haste was requisite, and in consequence the law is faulty, 
burdensome, discriminating, and against public welfare. 

The act is an injustice to publishers. It is not intelligently framed 
and does not serve the purpose of the Government or of the people. It 
is particularly a hardship upon the newspaper industry. The rates and 
regulations imposed are a burden to newspaper publishers and harass 
them in the conduct of their business. Many long-standing rules, trade 
customs, traditions, and precedents of the newspaper business are over- 
ridden and opposed by the law. The provision taxing advertising has 
resulted in what has long been regarded as editorial matter being 
labeled advertising and taxed. The enforcement of the law has em- 
barrassed the relations between publishers and readers, and constant 
annoyance has been caused by the decisions of the Post Office Depart- 
ment in this and other respects. 

The zoning provision of the law as framed has hampered and em- 
barrassed newspapers in the dissemination of news, the distribution of 
which should be facilitated in every particular as a matter of public 
education and welfare. Newspapers published in the larger cities, with 
their facilities for gathering and printing the news, can adequately meet 
the demand of the public for important information of the events of the 
day. The provisions of the law restrict the distribution of daily news- 
papers of large circulation and shut off from millions of people the news 
of important events of the world. 

The American Expeditionary Forces abroad, under the ruling of the 
Post Office Department, are placed in the eighth postal zone. As a 
result newspapers sent to our soldiers in foreign seryice carry the 
heaviest postage that can be imposed under the law. Newspapers thus 
distributed are sent out without profit, and the rate of postage on such 
newspapers should be at the minimum figure. Publishers make special 
arrangements for wrappjng and dispatching newspapers to soldiers of the 
American Expeditionary Forees and are glad to do so as an act of 
patriotism, but the law has imposed a penalty upon publishers, forcing 
them to pay extra postage on news of home events sent to United States 
soldiers and sailors. 

Resolved, That Congress be asked to appoint a committee to investi- 
gate rates, the transportation and distribution of second-class mail mat- 
ter, the actual cost of the second-class mail service and the proportion 
which should be charged to newspaper distribution and to transporta- 
tion, the inefficient space system now in vogue in the Railway Mail 
Service, the irregularity and late running of newspaper mail trains. 

The present system of transportation and distribution is inadequate 
for the requirements of the newspaper business. It imposes burdens 
upon publishers and subscribers and involves unnecessary delay in the 
distribution of newspapers throughout the country. The physical con- 
ditions of the Post Office Department prevent prompt and efficient dis- 
tribution and delivery, the systems prevailing for many years still being 
in operation, with few and in many cases no improvements. 

The late running of mail trains results in dealers not receiving their 
bundles of newspapers in time for delivery, and as a consequence pub- 
lishers are forced to allow heavy. credits te out-of-town newsdealers for 
unsold copies because of loss of sales. Subscriptions are discontinued 
for the same cause. The Publishers’ Association suggest a plan similar 
to parcel-post insurance to protect publishers against this unwarranted 
loss for which they are not responsible. Newspapers have become 
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indispensable to the community, and -the present inefficiency of the 
Railway Mail] Service in the delivery of newspapers should and can be 
improved. ‘fhe use of mail bags for outside mail delivery to newsdealers 
is suggested. This would save large credits now allowed by publishers 
to newsdealers for newspapers damaged in transit on postal cars, due 
frequently to the necessity of hasty work on the part of mail clerks and 
often to carelessness. 

Resolved, That Congress be requested to make a particular investiga- 
tion of the conditions in the New York territory, where, more than else- 
where in the United States, conditions are greatly congested because of 
the enormous circulation of New York newspapers and the inadequate 
machinery provided at railway terminals. The distribution from New 
York is around but little more than half a circle, owing to the situation 
of New York on the Atlantic Ocean, being confined to the northeast, 
north, northwest, west, and southwest. 

Resolved, That Congress be asked, after the investigation requested in 
these resolutions, to enact legislation providing for the postal require- 
ments of newspapers, which have far outgrown the transportation and 
distributing facilities now provided under the law. 


VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURAL SCHOOL. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I present a letter 
from the president of the board of education of Floyd County, 
Ga., discussing and making valuable suggestions with reference 
to the application of our educational training in America to the 
rural schools. I think the letter will be very useful, and I ask 
that it be printed as a public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 

INTERVIEW BY HENDRIK CHRISTIAN ANDERSEN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I present, and ask to have 
printed in the Recorp without reading, a news dispatch from the 
New York World of March 17, 1919, with reference to a visit by 
the President to the Vatican and an interview by Hendrik Chris- 
tian Andersen following that visit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


[New York World, Monday, Mar. 17, 1919. By Beatrice Baskerville, 
stafi_correspondent of the World. Copyright, 1919, by Press Publish- 
ing Co. Special cable dispatch to the World.] 

Rome, March 16, 1919. 

What passed between the Pope and President Wilson when he was 
received at the Vatican has been the subject of much speculation. 
Hendrik Christian Andersen, the famous American sculptor, to-day told 
me of the impression President Wilson made on the Pope as described 
by his holiness. 

“TI was surprised by President Wilson’s keen interest in his league of 
nations,” said the Pope to Mr. Andersen. “ He was so simple and frank 
that I liked him immediately. I must say that when I first heard talk 
about the league of nations I did not feel enthusiastic, but President 
Wilson put the matter so clearly that » doubts began to melt, and 
before our interview closed I agreed with him on the main lines of his 

lan. The President struck me as being far move interested in his 
eague of nations than in fixing the frontiers of the newly created 

States. He could talk of nothing else and converted me to his ideals.” 
Mr. Andersen conceived the idea more than 20 years ago of an inter- 

national city as the nucleus of a league of nations and of world peace. 

Now he has every detail of the city’s plans perfected, even to the heat- 

ing and lighting. President Wilson, Col. House, and Premier Lloyd- 

George have expressed great interest in Mr. Andersen’s international 

city, which he eenenes should be erected in Belgium. The Pope was 

anxious to see Mr. Andersen, to whom he presented a gold medal after 
two and a half hours’ talk. The Pope then said: 

“This plan of yours interests me more because of my meeting with 
President Wilson.” 

CONDITIONS IN PANAMA. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, at the last session of 
Congress I had printed in the Recorp, through the then Senator 
from Kansas, Mr. Thompson, a letter from Brig. Gen. R. M. 
Blatchford, stationed on the Canal Zone, relating to alleged im- 
moral conditions in the city of Panama. This drew from the 
President of the Republic of Panama a reply directed to former 
Senator Thompson in relation to the matter, which, in the spirit 
of justice for which this body stands, and to promote amity, 
which it is desirable to cultivate with the Republic of Panama, I 
think should also be inserted in the Recorp. I offer it for that 
purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | Without objection, it is so ordéred. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 

REPUBLICA DE PANAMA, 
PRESIDENCIA, 
Panama, April 2, 1919. 
Senator WILLIAM Howarp THOMPSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Senator: The publication in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD of a 
letter addressed to you by the commanding general of the Canal Zone, 
Brig. Gen. R. M. Blatchford, and of a statement by Maj. Wells, Judge 
Advocate General, about alleged immeral conditions in the Canal Zone 
and in the cities of Panama and Colon has been received by all residents, 
aative and foreign alike in this Republic, as the most unfair insult that 
this country could possibly receive from any source. 

The indignation caused by such action is not principally due to Gen. 
Blatchford’s comments on the morality of the people of Panama, since 
his remarks on the subject have already merited the protest of the lead- 
ing bodies, political, social, and commercial, of the places affected, but 
because those remarks aggravated by Maj. Wells’s report have been 
rae at your request in the official organ of the Congress of the 

nited States, placing them on record, and thus giving them a world- 
wide notoriety. Such action on your part simply means the most humil- 
iating disregard for the position that Panama, although a very small 
nation, indeed, has assumed as a friend and ally of the United States, 
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placing at thaf nation’s disposition her territory, together with all her 
resources. The war has taught that nations need not be large nor 
powerful from the military point of view in order to be treated with the 
courtesies prevalent in international relations. 

However high might be the position in the Government of the United 
States of Gen. Blatchford and Maj. Wells, their opinion as to the morals 
of the whole people of my country should have been received with the 
reserve demanded by the gravity of the imputations. It is, you will 
admit, no small talk to say that from an investigation made along the 
main thoroughfare of the capital city of the Republic of Panama only 
three women declined offers to sell their bedies, one of whom only did so 
on account of her husband being at home, thus reducing the number of 
honest women on that street to two. That statement is so stupendous 
that it can only be taken as another proof of the ignorance of Americans 
in general with reference to everything related to conditions in Latin 
America, and to the prejudices of certain high-seated officials whose 
positions should render them more diplomatic and discreet. 

The main street of Panama in the section mentioned by Maj. Wells's 
report is lined by some of the best buildings in the city, occupied both 
for residential and commercial purposes. Among the people who occupy 
those houses are many of the best famiiies of Panama and many for- 
eigners of good standing. That section of the city can not be differen- 
tiated from any other main thoroughfare of any large city in the world, 
and being an artery of traffic in the day and a boulevard in the after- 
noon and evenings, naturally women of doubtful character frequent it 
just as they do the fashionable watering places, and the hotels, avenues, 
and boulevards of the great cities of America and Europe. 

To judge by the preseace of such women, who keep an orderly conduct, 
that 98 per cent of the women living along Central Avenue are prosti- 
tutes is a very uncalled for insult and shows lack of judgment in those 
who make such a statement. 

Gen. Blatchford is perfectly right in his efforts to surround his soldiers 
with the most pure environments, but it must be borne in mind that Pan- 
ama and Colon are two cities where travelers from all parts of the world 
arrive daily, and that the cosmopolitan population of those cities can 
not be kept within the bounds and regulations of an eg camp. The 
native residents of these two cities never knew before 1903 what the 
use of drugs meant, and even with the deplorable sanitary conditions of 
the time, syphilis was not included in the epidemics that periodically 
visited them. 

I wish to believe that it has only been your zeal for the welfare of 
the Army of your country that made you accept with such easiness the 
information that the portion of that Army stationed in the Canal Zone 
is living in an atmosphere of vice of the lowest sort, produced mainly 


| by the women of Panama and Colon who are 98 per cent prostitutes. 


That is the only excuse that can be found for your readiness in putting 
on record communications that are a mark of infamy against a country 
where vice is found in common with the virtues that characterizes hu- 
manity all over the world. 

If your motives have not been of an inexplicable hatred against Pan- 
ama—and I can not possibly believe that this is the case—I am sure 
that a sentiment of chivalry and generosity will force you to request the 
Senate that, as a reparation, this letter to you be also placed on record, 
or that at least some mention should be made of my country’s protcst 
against the infamy so lavishly thrown on her. E 

My action in addressing myself to you is more than justified, and I 
am confident that my words will merit your impartial consideration. ‘ 

BELISARIO PORRAS. 


JAPANESE CLAIMS IN CHINA, ETC, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
ReEcorD, without reading, certain dispatches which I have re- 
ceived from Chinese students, from certain Italian societies, and 
from some of our Jewish citizens in regard to massacres in 


Poland. 
There being no objection, the dispatches were ordered to be 
printed in the REcorD, as follows: 
SACRAMENTO, CALIF., May 18, 1919. 


Senator Henry Casor Lop6E, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We humbly request that you will use your good offices in the next 
opening of Congress to urge the United States Government to demand 
a reconsideration of the Chinese and Japanese claims to the territories 
of Tsingtau and Kiaochow and the acquisition of valuable privileges 
in the Province of Shantung. The unjust settlement of the claims to 
said territories and privileges in favor of Japan by the peace conference 
was not only a wrongful but also an outrageous act as well. It will 
tend to cause unending unrest and dissatisfaction in the Far East, which 
will eventually disturb the peace of all nations. We deeply regret that 
America was one of those countries who passed such a judgment on 
China. America has always taken the stand as champion of and 
guardian of the integrity of China, and has always been China’s right- 
hand friend. Will America, after enjoying for so many years the faith- 
ful trust and confidence of the Chinese people, relinquish her hold on 
the Chinese hearts and repudiate her traditional stand by joining 
hands with other natiéns to make presents of Chinese territories? We 
did not go to war against Germany’s militarism in order to help estab- 
lish Japanese militarism, but to make the world safe for democracy. 
Will America, the champion of liberty, then, give her sanction to the 
aggressive wishes of Japan? We humbly ask that you will voice our 
sentiments before the coming Congress and use your good offices to help 
us out in this struggle. 

SACRAMENTO CHINESE STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION, 
sy WILLIAM H. Fonc, President. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., May 20, 1919. 


Senator HeNry C, Lopes, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Fifty thousand sons of Italy, residents of Pennsylvania, always faith- 
ful to their adopted country, ask the American Senate to recommend 
the peace conference to. recognize Italian Adriatic claims, won with half 
a million lives given on the battle field for the great cause of justice 
and freedom: All Italians of America look to the American Congress for 
justice to their former country. 


Josernu A. D1 SILVESTRO, 
Grand Venerable, 
Seventh and Christian Streeta. 
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PHILADELPHIA, PA., May 21, 1919. 
Senator Henry C. LopeGer, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
he blood of a million Italians fallen on the battle field for the cause 
of freedom and justice demands that the peace conference would recog- 
nize Italy’s Adriatic claims. Will not American countries support a 
valiant, faithful ally? 


T 
i 


ETTore MARTINI, 
President Italia Irredenta, 
925 Pine Street, Phitadelphia, Pa. 


ANN ARBOR, MicH., May 21, 1919. 
MEMBERS OF THE SENATE, 
Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN : We, the undersigned citizens of China, hereby protest 
against the contemplated disposal of Kiaochow and the rights thereof 
as expressed in section 5 of the treaty of peace just presented to Ger- 
many asa step that commits an outrage against the sovereignty of China 
and which strikes a vital blow against the interests and national rights 
of 400,000,000 people. We most earnestly appeal for your concerted 
opposition to the project in the name of Leierestionsl ustice and for 
the everlasting friendship of our country and the United States. 

CHINESE CITIZENS’ ALLIANCE OF MICHIGAN AND 
CHINESE STUDENTS’ CLUB OF UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN. 
BcurLInctTon, Vr., May 21, 1919. 
Hexry Canor Lopce, 
Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committec, 
Washington, D. C. 

In the name of God, and for the sake of humanity, we beseech you, 
Mr. Lopes, to say a word of protest that may stop the murderous and 
savage atrocities of the Polish, Slovaks, and Roumanians against the 
Jewish people in tLeir land. Will America meet the Governments of these 
nations on equal basis cf fellowship without a word of justice against 
their—Polish, Slovaks, Roumanians—aiding, permitting, and instigat- 
ing organized robbery and murder of the Jews? 

BETHEL Lonce, K. or P., 
Henry BcrMAN, 
G. GAFINOWITZ, and 
F. Bayarsky, 
Committee. 
PHILADELPHIA, Pa., May 19, 1919. 
Senator Lopce, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Pursuant to an unanimous resolution passed at a conference of 175 
organizations representing 200,000 Jews of Philadelphia, held at the 
Continental Hotei on Sunday evening, May 18, we appeal to the 
American Congress upon the beginning of its important labors to protest 
against the massacres of great numbers of Jews in over 100 cities and 
villages in Poland. Every day brings harrowing news of fresh massacres. 
The very existence of the entire Jewish population is threatened. We 
appeal to the American Congress to voice its protest with the existing 
Polish Government and the peace conference, so that these outrages 
cease now and be prevented in the future. 

PHILADELPHIA CONFERENCE FOR THE 
DEFENSE OF JEWS IN POLAND. 
M. Kass, Chairman. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, in connection with the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], 
I ask to have printed in the Recorp an interview with Viscount 
Ishii, the ambassador of Japan to the United States, as pub- 
lished in the Christian Science Monitor on the same subject. 

There being no objection, the interview was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


JAPAN’S ATTITUDE IN CHINA DEFENDED—VISCOUNT ISHII IN INTERVIEW 
DECLARES ACTION OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE ACCORDS WITH THE RIGHTS 
EXISTING BY TREATY. 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Viscount Kikujiro Ishii, Japanese ambassador to the United States, 
capped the flow of opinions and sentiment recently expressed by Baron 
Gote and other prominent Japanese here and elsewhere in this country 
by @®plaining in an interview yesterday why, from the Japanese stand- 
point, the peace conference had sustained their position, and announcing 
that Japan is in accord with the United States with regard to the 
policy of the epen door and equal opportunity in China and in Siberia 
alse. 

“T am a4 optimist about the relations between Japan and the United 
States, whatever may be the tone of the press, because there is no real 
conflict of interest,” said Viscount Ishii. “* The only important question 
now is with regard to China, especially in regard to the so-called 
Shantung question. The best way to treat this question is to expose 
before the American public the true facts of the case, as the facts ex- 
plain themselves. . 

“In 1898 China granted to Germany a 99-year leasehold of Kiaochow, 
in the Province of Shantung. Tbe lease included the Bay of Kiaochow 
and its surrounding district, together with mining concessions along 
the Tsing-tau-Tsinan Railway, which railway also was granted to 
Germany. Thus Germany acquired from China two kinds of conces- 
sions: First, the territorial leasehold ; and, second, some concessions of 
an economic character. 

“After Japan had driven the Germans from the Shantung Peninsula 
following a two months’ siege, Japan took the initiative and offered 
to surrender to China the German leasehold upon the transfer to Japan, 
by right of conquest, of the said leased territory, being consented to by 
Germany in the peace conference. Japan’s voluntary offer to restore 
it to China was, of course, of the greatest advantage to China, as 
China was entirely powerless to recover by her own means her terri- 
torial sovereignty in Shantung for 75 years more. 

“The treaty of 1915 placed China in a position to recover this im- 
portant advantage without sacrificing either blood or treasure. There- 
fore the treaty of 1915 was not an unfair transaction, but was ex- 
ceptionally advantageous from China’s point of view. So far as the 
territorial integrity of China is concerned, it.is for these reasons en- 
tirely in favor of China. 4 

“ There remains the second kind of concession—the economic conces- 
sion, which Japan was to retain in her hands, as in the days of German 
occupation. Here again Japan's good will toward China went so far 
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as to offer to withdraw her civil and military administration from the 
railway zone by withdrawing troops and police forces and making the 
Shantung-Tsinan Railway a joint enterprise of Japan and China, in- 
stead of an absolutely foreign administration, as it was under the Ger- 
man occupation. 

“ That was the purport of the accord of September, 1918. Thus China 
acquired by the treaty of 1915 the recovery of her entire participation 
in the administration of the former German railway from Kiaochow 
to Tsinan. 

‘““When Japan took possession of Kiaochow by force of arms in 1914, 
China remained neutral. Japan’s aetion in Shantung even met with 
protest from China Since November, 1914, a has — Kiao- 
chow and the railway zone from the port to Tsinan, the capital of the 
Province, by right of conquest. Three years afterwards, that is, in 1917, 
China declared war against Germany. But the declaration of war 
could not possibly change the state of things which had existed since 
1914. Theretore the Chinese argument that China’s declaration of war 
against Germany had, ipso facto, annulled the leasehold treaty of 1898 
had no legal ground, in view of the fact that Japan had three years 
before China’s declaration of war replaced Germany in Shantung. 
These are the plain facts, and I leave it to the American public to judge 
from these facts whether there was the least trace of unfairness on 
Japan’s part in this pernene overgenerous transaction with China. 

“With the principle of the open door and equal opportunity, not 
only in China but in Siberia also, Japan is in hearty accord with the 
United States, and with the sincere and hearty cooperation of these 
two powers I can see no possible cause of conflict between them in the 
affairs of the Orient. 

‘*Many Americans who have been in Korea have testified to the 
success of the Japanese administration in that country. Of course, in 
these days of the so-called self-determination of peoples there are some 
Koreans who aspire to independence. Japan is prepared to continue 
the good-hearted and: benevolent administration in Korea, and with 
the development of the Koreans they will freely participate in the 
administration of their own country.” 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, in reference to 
the telegrams presented by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopcE], as I understand, they are telegrams which are 
signed by foreigners. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 
country 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
country? 

Mr. LODGE. 
students. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. We have a rule that— 

No petition or memorial or other paper signed by citizens or subjects 
of a foreign power shall be received, unless the same be transmitted to 
the Senate by the President. 

I think that that rule ought to be enforeed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to call the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to that rule, but 
he supposed the Senator knew of it, and was only presenting the 
memorials of citizens of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. The rule, of course, applies to the two tele- 
grams from Chinese students in this country; they are not citi- 
zens of the United States; but it does not apply to our Italian 
or Jewish fellow citizens. Those telegrams are from citizens 
of the country. Of course, the telegrams from Ann Arbor from 
the Chinese students who are gathered there is obnoxious to the 
rule, if it is desired to enforce it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the rule would also apply to the 
printing in the Recorp of the interview with the ambassador 
from Japan, I think, which was presented by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. HitcHcocx]. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; I think not. The rule is against the 
introduction of a petition from an alien, but I only asked for 
the publication of a newspaper interview with the ambassador 
from Japan, resident in the United States, relative to a matter 
in Japan. 


They are all from citizens of this 
Are they all from citizens of this 


They are, with the exception of the Chinese 


ADDRESS OF JUDGE VON VALKENBERG. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
Recorp an address of Judge Arba S. Van Valkenberg, judge 
of the United States court for the western district of Missouri, 
in which he discusses the constitutionality of the league of 
nations. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Address of Judge Arba 8. Van Vothenbess. judge of the United States 
court for the western district. of Missouri, delivered before the 
Kansas City Bar Association on May 17, 1919. 

“T am impelled to enter upon this discussion of the cardinal 
and controlling features of this proposed constitution for a so- 
called league of nations by what I deem to be the imperative 
duty of American citizenship that when grave and funda- 
mental changes in our organic law and radical departures from 
established and accepted policies and traditions of our Govern- 
ment are not only in contemplation but in imminent process of 
consummation no man should remain passive. No qsestion more 
fateful, no matter more pregnant with grave consequences fur 
our future has ever been presented for the consideration and 
determination of the people of this Republic. In such crises 
we must think for ourselves. We must summon to our aid all 
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the powers of analysis and discrimination of which we are 
capable. We may not, if we are’sincere in our love of country, 
if we are devoted to the blessings of liberty, if we are loyal! to 
the suerifices of the past and mindful of the welfare of the 
future, yield blind acquiescence to the opinion and judgment of 
others. No man now living has disclosed such prescience, such 
prophetic vision, and such infallible judgment that we may rely 
implicitly upon his decision without the exercise of our own 
God-given faculties in a matter which concerns us more vitally 
than anything in this life. Undoubtedly we should not disre- 
gard advice and information proffered, but we ourselves must 
apply the acid test for soundness and accuracy. 

“ Near the close of the eighteenth century our fathers emerged 
from the travail of revolution against the unwarranted exercise 
of arbitrary power. We established upon this continent a Gov- 
ernment of free and independent States, absolved from all 
allegiance to and all political connection with any other govern- 
ment upon the face of the globe. In due time we adopted a 
Constitution whereby we established a Republic, in which the 
Government is vested in the people through representatives 
chosen by them. This was no blind experiment. It was an 
expression of the mature judgment and experience of the 
founders of this Nation, experienced in the ills of autocracy 
as they existed then and now and the opposite and equally ob- 
jectionable extreme of mass rule undisciplined and unrestrained 
by legal sanctions and limitations; men imbued with an ardent 
love of individual freedom, of life, liberty, property, and the 
pursuit of happiness. And so we imported into our institu- 
tions as part of our patrimony religious liberty, freedom of 
speech, right of petition, right to bear arms, privileges and safe- 
guards of liberty, wrested in past centuries by the English 
people from unwilling monarchs. We crystallized these bless- 
ings in our organic law, and we provided that these fundamental 
things could not be changed, except under such formalities and 
restrictions as should preclude hasty and ill-considered judg- 
ment. 

“In that organie law or Constitution we declared that— 

“We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more per- 
fect union, establish justice, insure domestie tranquillity, provide for 
the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the bless- 
ings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish 
this Constitution for the United States of America. 

“And in furtherance thereof we provided that— 

“All legislative powers shall be vested in a Congress, consist- 
ing of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

“The executive power shall be vested in a President. 
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“The judicial power shall be vested in a Supreme Court and | 


in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish. 

“These three departments of government were made distinct 
and supreme in their several spheres of action. 

“ We ordained that the Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts, 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States. 

“To regulate commerce with foreign nations. 

“To establish an uniform rule of naturalization. 

“To declare war. 

To raise and support armies. 

To provide and maintain a Navy. 

To make rules for the government and regulation of the land 
and naval forces. 

“'To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for 


“ 


‘ 


“ 


carrying into execution the foregoing powers and all other | 
| tional guaranties and traditional policies without the strongest 


powers vested in the Government of the United States. 

“These powers are exclusive. 

“'The Executive shall have power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of 
the Senators present concur. 


“Tt will not be denied that this Constitution was made exclu- | 


sively for the government of this Republic; that no other people 
or peoples have either express or implied authority to change or 
abrogate it, nor to participate in its interpretation or applica- 
tion; nor have the people of the United States themselves, nor 
any officer thereof, except in the manner preseribed by its terms. 

“The first administration of this Government under this or- 
ganic law was intrusted to the man who has well been called the 
Father of his Country, because to him, more than to any other 
man, was due the final establishment of our liberties. He, more 
than any other, knew from experience and an almost divine in- 
spiration the spirit and scope of our institutions and the need 
of this infant among the nations of the world. To him fell the 
duty of interpretation, guidance, and counsel, and under him and 
through him sprang up sound policies and traditions which have 
been accepted, treasured, and honored untii this hour. If to any 





man, not of divine origin, may be attributed the gift of prophecy:! power, or strategical oppertunity from the countries of this hemisphere, 
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and of inspiration more than human that man is George Wash- 
ington. We should never cease to return thanks for the care 
and watchfulness that he has exercised over this Nation, even in 
the spirit. His portrait should be hung in every American home 
as a reminder of the principles upon which this Government is 
founded and the duty of all who would protect their birthright. 
In his farewell, delivered at a time when he could possibly, as 
he says, have no personal motive to bias his counsel, he admon- 
ished us to support with strict loyalty the form of government 
created by the Constitution ; to correct imperfections, if any, by 
amendment in the way designated therein; to permit no change 
by usurpation, although conceived io be the instrument of good, 
because such is the customary weapon by which free govern- 
ments are destroyed, and the precedent must always greatly 
overbalance in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit 
which the use can at any time yield. He further counseled us 
against the insidious wiles of foreign influence; that we should 
have with foreign nations as little political connection as pos- 
sible ; that we should fulfill with good faith engagements already 
formed, but should not extend them; that taking care always 
to keep ourselves, by suitable establishments, on a respectable 
defensive posture, we may safely trust to temporary alliances 
for extraordinary emergencies. 

“Under the beneficent guidance of this inspired wisdom this 
Nation has been governed for more than a century; through it 
and by it has risen to a plane of unexampled and acknowledged 
prosperity, power, and happiness. The ocean is not now so 
wide, our isolation is not so pronounced, the complexities of 
human life and interests are greater. But the underlying prin- 
ciples of this address, in so far as their application is possible, 
are as commanding and immutable as on the day when they were 
declared. 

“A few years later, in fact nearly a century ago, there came 
into being a declaration of national policy, upon which this 
people have ever since insisted with unyielding tenacity, through 


| all vicissitudes, under all circumstances, and in all negotiations 


and covenants with foreign Governments. I refer to the Monroe 
doctrine, first enunciated by President Monroe, December 2, 
1823. He said: 

“The occasion has been deemed proper for asserting, as a principle in 
which rights and interests of the United States are involved, that the 
American continents, by the free and independent condition which they 
have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be considered as sub- 
jects for future colonization by any European power. * * We 
owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existing be- 
tween the United States and those powers to declare that we should 
consider any attempt on their part to extend their system to any portion 
of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the exist- 
ing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have not inter- 
fered and shall not interfere. But with the governments who have de- 
clared their independence and maintain it, and whose independence we 
have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, we 
could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them or 
controlling in any other manner their destiny by any European power 
in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposi- 
tion toward the United States. 


“This policy, obviously adopted to protect us from foreign 
encroachment, the possibilities and imminence of invasion, the 
necessity for greater vigilance, and the establishment and main- 
tenance of burdensome armaments and instrumentalities of war, 
has appealed so strongly to our sense of national security that 
no administration and no party till now has been inclined to 
minimize its importance, nor depart from it in letter or in spirit. 

“Laying aside for the moment for future consideration the 
question of the treaty-making power so to do, I think this propo- 
sition will go undisputed and unchallenged, that we should not 
depart from any of these established and approved constitu- 


| reason; that we should abandon no national safeguard except 


under stress of dire necessity and the practical certainty of com- 
pensating benefit. I have purposely stated this proposition so 
broadly that I believe none who has the true interests of his 
country at heart ean fail to accede to the statement. But we 
are about to surrender certain constitutional rights, and we are 
about to depart from cardinal traditional policies. The former 
I shall presently demonstrate, and the latter is substantially 
admitted. y 

“In his Metropolitan Opera House address of March 4 Mr. 
Taft said: 

“Objection is made that the covenant of the league is a departure 
from the traditional policy of the United States following the advice 
of Washington in avoiding entangling alliances with European nations. 
The European war into which we were drawn demonstrates that the 
policy is no longer possible for the United- States. 

“Again, in speaking of the Monroe doctrine, he says: 

“ Objection is made that the covenant destroys the Monroe doctrine. 
* * * Ali will probably agree that the sum and substance of the 
Monroe doctrine is that we do not propose, in our own interest, to 


allow European nations or Asiatic nations to acquire, beyend what 
they now have, through war or purchase or intrigue, territory, political 
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» 10 of the constitution of the league is intended to secure this to 
iatory nations, except that it does not forbid purchase of terri- 
r power. 

‘The ex-President makes a very good and comprehensive 
statement of the practical intendment of the Monroe doctrine, 
and he admits that the constitution of the league does not safe- 
guard it in a very important particular. He does not add, what 
is patent upon the face of his own statement, that it does not 
protect from the acquisition of territory by. foreign nations 
through intrigue, political power, 
This statement was made preceding the address of President 
Wilson from the same platform. These and other statements 
of Mr. Taft received, presumably and actually, the favor and 

pproval of the President. So that we may take these quota- 
tions as official utterances of the league sponsors. Other advo- 
and apologists have treated the Monroe doctrine as a 
scrap of paper, worthy only of consignment to the international 
wastebasket. Their utterances may not be accorded the same 
official significance, but all have the same practical effect. 
That the doctrine was marked for slaughter at the peace table 
is further evidenced by dispatches of March 28 that an amend- 
ment, inspired by American criticism, and offered to preserve 
our Monroe doctrine, in substance, if not in name, was not ac- 
cepted, and that its future incorporation into the league con- 
stitution was improbable. Even Mr. Taft, in his practical aban- 
donment of the doctrine, did suggest that he would favor its 
recognition by specific words in the covenant. If the Monroe 
doctrine, in its integrity, has been preserved in this proposed 
instrument, such action will be obviously due to the criticism 
which the proposal and its advocates have either invited or pro- 
voked and the conviction that has resulted therefrom. 

“As I have said, our traditional policies, which have made and 
preserved us a Nation of commanding prosperity and power, 
should not be surrendered except for compelling, substantial, and 
unassailable reasons. The same is true of our constitutional 
guaranties and the power confided to the legislative department 
of this Government. This further, however, must be said of 
constitutional provisions: We may legally, even though unwisely, 
depart from or modify our political policies. We can not, except 
in the forms prescribed, take liberties with the Constitution. 
Not only would such action be unwise in principle and unsound 
in law, but it would be, in effect, an abandonment of the Con- 
stitution itself. Washington warned us steadily to discounte- 
nance irregular oppositions to its acknowledged authority and to 
resist with care the spirit of innovation upon its principles, how- 
ever specious the pretexts. He said: 

‘One method of assault may be to effect, in the forms of the Consti- 
tution, alterations which will impair the energy of the system and thus 
to undermine what can not be directly overthrown. 

*“ He said further: 


Sut let there be no change by usurpation, 
instance may be the instrument of good, it is the customary weapon by 
which free governments are destroyed. The precedent must always 
greatly overbalance in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit 
which the use can at any time yield, 

“ One of the greatest dangers that can attend us is lightly to 
set aside a fixed provision of the Constitution at the suggestion 
of possible, or even probable, temporary advantage. It furnishes 
a plausible precedent and is the initial step toward a mental 
attitude which can result only in the ultimate repudiation and 
destruction of our entire political system. 

“ I take it that this much will be conceded: If the present plan, 
or any plan that may be advanced, contains features that are 
vitally and fatally defective, such features should be entirely 
removed or rendered harmless by modification and amendment; 
that if such features are not indispensable to the plan they 
should under no circumstances be retained; and that if the sys- 


cates 


for though this in one 


tem can not exist without them, then the system itself must be | 
vis- | 


abandoned, because no plan which offers only a doubtful, 
ionary, and, at best, meager and partial remedy for existing 
evils, if otherwise vicious and menacing, should not be allowed 
to stand. 


“Practically all who have given this covenant thought and | 


analysis, and who have approached the subject with a mind 
open to calm and dispassionate consideration, have agreed that 
substantial amendment is necessary. It was presented to us 
practically as an immaculate conception, and the great mass 
of its advocates have so treated it. I shall attempt merely an 
informal discussion, touching only upon such matters as seem 
to me to be determinative of a logical and patriotic attitude 
toward the entire subject matter. That anyone should approach 
such a subject in the spirit of dog zinatism and intolerance seems 
inconceivable; and yet such has been the temper of the cham- 
pions of this league. My own attitude is one of dual constraint. 
I am deeply sensible of the respect to be accorded to the views 
of men of undoubted ability and purity of motive, and I aim 
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and strategical opportunity. | 
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reluctant to advance suggestions which may run counter to 
the yearnings and aspirations of humanity. Nevertheless he 
who would subordinate his convictions to such considerations 
brings nothing of value to the council. The question is in no 
sense one of political parties. As a distinguished speaker in 
this city recently said: ‘The man who has no argument in favor 
of this league except that he is a Democrat, and the man who 
has no argument against it except that he is a Republican, is 
| on the verge of mental bankruptcy.’ So, also, the man who 
places sentiment above reason, and who reaches a conclusion 
solely upon the judgment of another but poorly discharges the 
obligations of citizenship. 

“ First, I wish to dispose of the argument—if it can be called 
an argument—advanced, perhaps, more than any other by league 
enthusiasts, namely, that no critic of the league has offered a 
single constructive suggestion to meet the situation. Mr. Taft 
states this as a poser. Coming from a lawyer, the suggestion is 
amusing. Disregarding the burden imposed upon the proponent 
of a system almost revolutionary in its nature, Mr. Taft would 
seem to undertake to establish his own title merely by the 
alleged weakness of his opponent. Of course, I take it, all will 
agree that the league must stand or fall by the soundness or 
unsoundness of its own provisions; whether it can accomplish, 
or is adapted to the accomplishment of, the only object which 
excuses its existence, and that is the prevention of war with- 
out disproportionate sacrifice to its component parts, It is not 
enough that the whole world hates war, as such, and longs to 
banish it. For that reason we should not take up with any 
nostrum or defective formula that may be urged as a remedy. 
The question is not whether anyone else has found a remedy. 
The burning query is whether the proponents of the league have 
found one. A moment’s reflection exposes the absurdity of this 
type of argument. 

“But I have no purpose to content myself with a 
position. The crisis to be met, as stated by Mr. Taft and others, 
is the unsettled conditions resulting from the late war, the 
establishment and maintenance of new nations carved out of 
old ones, the threat of Bolshevism and kindred evils, all en- 
dangering the present peace of the world and threatening to 
produce a recurrence of the contest unless some machinery may 
be invented by which Europe may be steadied and the peace 

igreed upon in the peace treaty shall be secured. I make no 
debe to inventive genius nor to extraordinary vision in matters 
of this nature, but it requires no unusual talent to discover in the 
situation as it exists and has existed since our entrance into the 
war that we have now, ready-made to our hand and already in 
operation, all the machinery we need to deal with the problems 
presented and to safeguard the present peace of the world quite 
as well as the proposed league, or any league, of nations could 
do it. We have already an association of the nations that won 
this war. That association is as close, as confidential, and as 
effectual as it could well be. Throughout the war we have per- 
sistently referred to England, France, Italy, and so forth, as 
allies, and to ourselves as an associate. No doubt this was done 
out of deference to the time-honored suggestion of Washington 
against alliances, which is now marked for the wastebasket. It 
matters not, however, by what name the relationship is called. 
The United States, Great Britain, France, Italy, and Japan, 
among the major powers, are and have been associated, allied, 
and leagued together to put down our enemies and win this war, 
and our job is not yet finished and will not be until we have 
settled terms of peace acceptable to us, deserved by the Central 
Powers, necessarily acceptable to others incidentally affected, 
and until we have taken such measures as will insure that those 
| terms of peace will be carried out and duly observed. I am not 
one who believes that our mission was ended practically when 
the armistice was signed, and that the only action remaining to 
us is the repatriation of our troops, the demobilization of our 
forces, leaving to Europe the settlement of all matters incidental 
| to the establishment of peace. This was our war. We were in 
it as a primary party. We were fighting for ourselves, not 
merely to help somebody else. Whatever sentimental reasons 
may have been assigned to appeal more strongly to the conscience 
and to the immagination, no matter that we may have welcomed 
the opportunity to relieve distress and advantage mankind as an 
incident to the struggle, the fact remains that we entered the 
war because Germany had invaded our rights and threatened 
our future safety, and that we would not have entered it other- 
wise. The preamble to the joint resolution of Congress begins 
‘Whereas the Imperial German Government has com- 
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mitted repeated acts of war against the Government and the 
That is the official 
statement of the grounds upon which we entered the contest. 


people of the United States of America.’ 


Furthermore, we had been awakened to the fact that the Eu- 
| ropean conflict, as it then existed, was but the first step on the 
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part of Germany to break through all initial resistance to her 
program, and ultimately, in defiance to the Monroe doctrine, to 
eolonize South America at will and otherwise to encroach upon 
our sovereignty and imperil our safety as a nation. We fought 
in belated self-defense ; all other considerations were but corol- 
lary to this. Now that the battle has been won, or, at least, 
was won when the armistice was signed, it remains to reap the 
fruits of victory, not in the way of aggrandizement in territory 
and in money, but in compensation for wrongs done and injuries 
inflicted and in the establishment of safeguards against further 
unpleasant experiences from the same source. As a first con- 
sideration, at the earliest opportunity, we should have made 
peace, and now, at the earliest opportunity, we should make 
peace, the terms of which should fix the price which Germany 
and her allies should pay for the havoc she and they have 
wrought. The penalty imposed should be so great not only that 
it will be compensatory to the nations that have suffered, but 
also that it may operate, and will operate, as a deterrent to all 
the world against entering upon future like enterprises. So far 
as we are able to judge from present advices, the terms sub- 
mitted to Germany and the obligations thereby imposed should 
accomplish this result. 

“The peace treaty is the final judgment, and the armies of 
the victors are the forces by which that judgment may be ren- 
dered tangible and real; so, I say, we have an organization 
already in existence and in operation. I care not whether it be 
called an association, an alliance, or a league; but whatever it 
is, it is tangible, real, and effective. It is builded upon no 
unsubstantial foundation. It is not a creature of theory or 
imagination. It has a duty to perform, and it has not dis- 
charged its functions until its objects are attained. It violates 
no constitutional prohibition and no traditional policy of this 
Government. It falls squarely within the admonitions and 
directions of Washington when he said: 

“Let me not be understood as capable of patronizing infidelity to exist- 
ing engagements. I hold the maxim no less applicable to public than 
to private affairs that honesty is always the best policy. I repeat it, 
therefore, let those engagements be observed in their genuine sense. 
— my opinion it is unnecessary and would be unwise to extend 

“Taking care always to keep ourselves, by suitable establishments, 
on a respectable defensive posture, we may safely trust to temporary 
allisoves for extraordinary emergencies. 

“But this requires no league of nations, no permanent alli- 
ance. No league of nations could accomplish more than the 
league which already exists, and if it should accomplish less 
it would fal! that much short of equal efficacy. But they say, 
What guaranty have we in this against future wars? More 
certainty than can be secured from the proposed plan, with 
none of its compromising features. We have the same mutual 
interests and the same moral obligations. The proposed league, 
as we shall presently see, is, in substance, founded only upon 
such. We shall have demonstrated to the world that no longer 
may any nation or combination of nations enter upon a war of 
world conquest and aggression and escape without paying the 
hard penalty of such infamy. Therein lies the surest guaranty 
of future good conduct. 

“Again, the President is quoted as having said that if Ger- 
many had known or believed that England would have entered 
the war, the war would not have taken place. Assuming this 
to be true, what more does it prove than that Germany, well 
knowing England to be a member of the Entente, to be vitally 
affected by disaster to the other members, and to be bound also 
by moral obligations to them and to Belgium, still did not be- 
lieve that England would consult her own welfare and respect 
her solemn engagements. Is the league which we are now 
offered more binding and more effective? Has it behind it more 
physical power, with its contemplated réstrictions and reduc- 
tions, than the Entente had under the then existing system? 

“But still further, the President might have added that if 
Germany had known or believed that the United States would 
ultimately have entered this conflict, then certainly she would 
have paused before entering the war. Germany knew that un- 
less we were totally without intelligence we would know, or 
would speedily ascertain, that our most vital interests, if not 
our very existence, were threatened in the last analysis. But 
Germany knew us as a supposedly pacifist Nation, one that would 
purchase peace at any price, even at dishonor; that we had no 
Military Establishment worthy of the name; she thought we 
would not fight under any possible circumstances; and that we 
could not fight effectively, even if we would. The whole world 
knows that this country, unless it is invited again to lapse into 
fatty degeneracy, is keenly alive to its material interests; that 
it will fight if those interests are threatened or invaded; that 
it can fight most effectively, because it has the man power and 
the courage and is richest in resources of all the nations in the 
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world. It knows that it is our traditional policy to stand aloof 
from all entangling alliances, to embarrass ourselves and our 
initiative by no association that will abridge our independence 
of action and commit us, perhaps, to policies in conflict with 
our ideals; that if a situation arises which threatens its own 
stability, because it threatens the world’s stability generally, 
this country will be free to and will align itself upon the side 
of right, justice, and humanity. Thus a new safeguard of peace 
bas arisen upon the ruins caused by this war, and in my opinion 
no greater bulwark than this can be erected. 

“Inasmuch as it is freely conceded that the proposed league 
constitution will not prevent war, but at most is hoped only to 
retard and obstruct it, the foregoing considerations certainly 
afford a remedy quite as constructive in this feature as the plan 
we are asked to adopt. But Mr. Taft says this is the doctrine of 
despair, and leads necessarily to the conclusion that our only 
recourse to avoid war is competitive armament. We are thus 
charged with being apostles of pessimism as oppesed to oracles of 
optimism. To recognize an acknowledged fact, to admit the 
inevitable consequences of the operation of natural law, to 
govern one’s self by the teachings of the unvarying experience 
of mankind in all ages, involves no element of despair. It is but 
the practice of a rational philosophy of life. We know that we 
must die; life is sweet, but death is certain. We do not con- 
template death with sensations of despair, and this independ- 
ently of our future hope. But if we are wise we do take all 
known physical precaution against death. We prepare for it; 
we put our houses in order and we insure our families against 
some measure of its bitterness. In our present attitude we are 
the true exponents of intelligent confidence. We have confidence 
in this American Nation, If ours be the doctrine of despair, so, 
undeniably, the league constitution is a declaration of distrust. 
We do not trust others; we say so by this instrument. We say 
to the other nations of the world we doubt your motives; we 
doubt your sincerity ; we question your constancy; we distrust 
your morality and your honesty; your word is not as good as 
your bond, and so we want your signature to this scrap of paper, 
that we may have future written evidence of your probable 
infidelity. No doubt, in the light of past experience, our mis- 
confidence is well placed. Then, does prudence counsel that we 
should relax our vigilance? Abolish our constabulary, and our 
faith in humankind would receive the rudest shock and the 
severest test to which it could be subjected. We should have a 
veritable orgy of lawlessness and crime, and this though the dis- 
bandment should be preceded by universal individual disarma- 
ment. For armament is only a relative thing. It may, as in 
Germany’s case, be a symptom; but it is not the disease itself. 
The malady, if one is present, lies in human perversity, in the 
undisciplined passions and unbridled ambitions of men. While 
these remain untamed and unsubdued we shall have battles in 
this world, whether they be fought with arrows and spears and 
catapults and war canoes and flame, or with cannon and bombs 
and airplanes and submarines and poison gas. We had con- 
quest and devastation, enslavement, and slaughter, unparalleled 
in proportion to numbers engaged, ages before modern devices 
and instrumentalities of war were even dreamedof. Civilization 
has been saved by power coupled with purpose, wielded by the 
most enlightened nations of the globe. If we are still living in 
a world of barbarians and beasts, let us keep the rifle hanging 
on the antlers above the fireplace. Unless we can trust the 
world, let the guardians of peace retain the weapons which 
alone can insure their supremacy. 

‘I am aware that these suggestions run counter to a view 
that has become well nigh a settled conviction in the minds of 
many people. Nevertheless I state them confidently and em- 
phatically, although they are not essential to the solution of 
the problem we are discussing. We have accepted as true 
the proposition that armaments—armies, fleets, and their ap- 
purtenances—are provocative of war, and for this reason, chiefly, 
the necessity for disarmament has been taken for granted as 
the first and most effective step in the establishment of perma- 
nent peace. No doubt this idea was born of supposed condi- 
tions existing prior to 1914. We know now that our knowledge 
and theories respecting that situation were innecurate and fal- 
lacious. We placed all European nations upon the same plane. 
We ascribed to them the same motives and the same political 
ambitions. We saw, or thought we saw, that all were support- 
ing top-heavy and burdensome military establishments solely 
out of national pride and ulterior design; that all alike cher- 
ished dreams of imperialism and conquest and were itching to 
put their untried equipment to the test. So, when the war 
broke out, we who entertained these conventional notions in- 
dulged in much learned speculation as to which had the most 
of right or the least of wrong on its side and deplored the 
readiness of kings—all kings being equally disreputable—to 
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plunge their devoted subjects into the cataclysm of war, all for 
their own glory and through pride of armament. And so we 
said again, as many well-meaning people had said all along, 
that armaments were to blame for the whole wretched busi- 
ness and must be abolished, and straightway certain estimable 
gentlemen began to invent panaceas and devise remedies and 
have talked of little else ever since. 

“But we soon learned, as we know now, that among these 
nations Germany had long been nursing her scheme of pan-Ger- 
manism and world conquest—that she had formed alliances 
and made combinations, financial, industrial, and political, for 
that purpose. We know now that France was compelled to 
such preparedness as she had by a knowledge of the danger 
that would ultimately threaten her. We know that Italy, both 
from her unnatural entanglement in the triple alliance and 
from distrust of Austria, maintained a military establishment 
less for aggression than for protection. We find that Great 
Britain, contrary to accepted belief, was practically unarmed, 
except for the navy, which she had been compelled to maintain 
because of her insular existence, the limited area of the king- 
dom in proportion to population, and the remoteness of her 
possessions and her sources of supply. We found the Russian 
military power was a hollow shell, as Germany well knew. 
We ourselves, with the exception of a navy, admirable in per- 
but insufficient in units and equipment, had nothing. 
It took England practically a year to put an effective force in 
the field. Even the armament of Belgium, certainly not estab- 
lished for purposes of aggression, proved an indispensable bless- 
ing in that it almost certainly enabled France to hold the central 
powers until England could prepare. Without the protecting 
dike erected by our European allies we ourselves would have 
fallen an easy victim to the tidal wave of German invasion 
both on sea and on land. It required 16 months of protected 
preparation on our part to get to the beginning of substantial 
effectiveness. This brief rehearsal of what all men know illus- 
trates the vital distinction between the proper and improper 
uses of armaments. Not all the allied preparation, such as it 
was, Was sufficient to deter the central empires from launching 
their war of aggression. All of it put together, increased by 
what could hastily be supplied through tremendous and greatly 
enhanced and extravagant expenditure, was scarce enough to 
withstand the onslaught. Had it been less, the invitation and 
temptation to attack would have been correspondingly greater. 
Jiad there been none at all, the conquest would have been easy. 
‘The lesson is that no nation which values its safety and its 
independence should ever permit its power of defense to fall 
below the demand of prudence, and that no nation can safely 
commit to others the determination of this vital question. 

“ But, of course, the ready rejoinder is that universal dis- 
armament does away with the necessity for individual arma- 
ment and that the league constitution contemplates that each 
government shall retain what military equipment and arma- 
ment is fair and reasonable in proportion to the scale of forces 

id down in the program of disarmament. As I said before, 

ment is only a relative thing, and any plan of disarmament 
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“ Suppose we have a league of nations such as is contemplated, 

with disarmament which is disarmament in a concrete sense, 
and suppose we find growing up in future years—not at first, 
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probably—such renewed ambitions, with their accompanying 
combinations and associations, as threaten the peace of the 
world? With the relative means then available it would be im- 
possible to check the progress of the enterprise and ultimately 
to thwart it with the necessary speed and effectiveness. We 
have seen what time is necessary to supply the equipment for 
such purposes, what means of transportation, what ships of 
convoy are required, what a problem of supplies is presented 
before such world forces can be called into being and dispatched 
to their remote destination. HEven a pastoral nation with nat- 
ural weapons, if strong enough in man power, can overrun its 
neighbors and accomplish its designs. May Germany in ensuing 
years reorganize and control Russia, at least through mutual 
understanding, if not by force? May present elements of the 
former Central Powers lean toward such an association? May 
such a combined influence creep gradually and almost imper- 
ceptibly into and through parts of Asia, including Siberia and 
China? May intrigues and disaffection arise even in the ranks 
of the dominant nations of the present league plan? If so, what 
would be the relative man power and resources of such a com- 
bination, and what instrumentalities and facilities would be 
necessary to deal with such a situation? But it is said arma- 
ment may be increased at any time. Yes; after once estab- 
lished, only by permission of the executive council, which ma: 
itself have become changed in sentiment and susceptible to like 
influences and intrigues as the years go by. Shall we feel safe 
if we have committed our unqualified guardianship to such a 
body, from which we can withdraw, if at all, only upon notice 
for a period within which our undoing may be made complete 
or by summary action tantamount to an act of war? 

“But to what extent can practical disarmament be insured? 
As this war has demonstrated, future offensive and defensive 
equipment will not be confined to warships and high-power 
cannon. These, however, are essential, and they take a long 
time in manufacture, as recent experience has shown. A dis- 
tinguished naval authority states: 

“ During the next 30 years the use of chemicals and aircraft, not only 
separately but also jointly (especially jointly), is going to alter the 
whole face of war. They will alter also the matter of preparation for 
war, because preparation can be made with practical secrecy, since 
both are agencies of peace but can instantly be made into agencies of 
war. 

“This is in part confirmed, if we can trust the news dispatches ° 
to any extent, by the expressed opinion of French aviation ex- 
perts, who are agreed that it is impossible to prevent Germany 
or any other nation from building commercial airplanes in time 
of peace which can be used as bombing planes in case of war. 
The difference between a bombing plane and a commercial plane 
is so slight at the present time as to be practically negligible. 
Germany can be forbidden to manufacture bombs and explosives, 
say the experts, but she can hardly be forbidden to make air- 
planes. It is even doubtful, adds one French engineer, if such 
prohibition is desirable. The true means of avoiding danger is, 
therefore, said to be not forbidding the Germans to manufacture 
airplanes, but developing this industry to such an extent in 
France, England, and America that if the Germans should ever 
again be tempted to bomb French towns they would be deterred 
by fear of truly terrible reprisals. This is a very forceful 
statement of the value of effective preparation as a deterrent 
from war. But a deeper significance lies in the fact that if 
airplanes effective for war can be developed and manufactured 
without restriction—as, of course, they can and will be—then, 
even though the making of aerial bombs be prohibited, their 
necessary parts can be prepared for ready combination with 
comparative expedition when the time for their use arrives. 
And who can prevent invention and manufacture in the field 
of chemistry? We have already seen what destructive chemical 
agencies may be devised and how little men have scrupled to 
use them. Can we exercise such supervision over the world’s 
laboratories as to render them appreciably harmless? Manifestly 
not. Maj. Reed Landis, a distinguished American ace, in a re- 
cent address before the Knife and Fork Club in this city, pointed 
out the future obvious importance of airplanes in world wars. 
Their present development justifies expectation that the Atlantic 
Ocean may now be crossed and recrossed without stopping; 
that high-power engines, already in process of manufacture, 
will enable increased tons of explosives to be carried by a single 
plane. Thus equipped, multitudes of planes, with almost un- 
limited radius of flight, would neutralize the effectiveness of 
fleets and jeopardize the convoy of troops by sea. Great 
Britain, appreciating the potentialities of the air service, has 
added a secretary of aviation to her cabinet. In the light of 
human ingenuity and of invention already existing and indi- 
cated for the future, what practical substance remains to our 
dream of disarmament? 
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“Article 8 provides that the members of the league shall inter- 
change full and frank information as to the scale of their arma- 
ments, their military and naval programs, and the condition of 
such of their industries as are adaptable to warlike purposes. 
No provision is made for inspection. Reliance is placed upon 
the good faith of nations, which have so little respect for each 
other’s moral responsibility that they insist upon this covenant 
for assumed mutual protection. No provision is made even for 
voluntary information from those outside the league. Obvi- 
ously, effective supervision would be impracticable, even if pos- 
sible. The army of inspectors necessary to uncover secret ac- 
tivities and hidden places of concealment would involve an ex- 
penditure in salaries and expenses alone more than sufficient 
to maintain any necessary scale of armament. Any attempt to 
demand or enforce such supervision would provoke resentment 
and hostility and could produce no dependable result, and 
without certainty we could not afford to relax our own attitude 
of preparation. It will not do to say that confidence must be 
reposed somewhere. By the very act of creating this league, 
with its provisions of disarmament, the nations have declared 
that they repose confidence nowhere. 

“One of the tragic dangers of this proposed league is that it 
is caleulated to lull us into the sense of false security; that by 
reliance upon the league for protection against war we may neg- 
lect to keep ourselves in a proper defensive posture. The great 
lesson of this war which we thought was learned, and which 
was learned until the advent of this league plan with its de- 
ceptive allurements, is that war can and will come even when 
thought impossible, and that this Nation never again should 
present such a spectacle of pitiful unpreparedness as it did in 
1917. Up to six months ago all but a negligible few of our 
people proclaimed this obvious truth. Now, in this more 
plausible guise, we find the same old pacifist heresy, peace at 
any price, even with dishonor and national ruin, anything what- 
soever so it be labeled peace—a doctrine which it was supposed 
the experience of this war had discredited for all time—we 
find this heresy, I say, creeping forth into the light again to 
threaten our future safety. 

“In the nature of things, a war of great magnitude is not 
to be expected for a generation at least, league or no league. It 
would take that long to gather the strength and resources and 
to make the necessary alignments essential to such a struggle, 
just as William of Germany himself took about 30 years to make 
ready, all the time pointing to the long reign of peace as proof 
that he was at heart «a peace-loving monarch. But in the end 
war will come. No one has the temerity to deny it. We may 
not then have a strong battle line of allies behind which to make 
our tardy preparation. It seems incredible, after the events 
of the past five years, that we should deliberately enter upon a 
policy of suicidal unconcern. But such is the policy to which 
this league invites us. 

“The other members of the league are obviously placing little 
or no reliance upon its protection. That Britain will main- 
tain her full naval establishment is universally accepted. Her 
standing army will be increased, it is said, approximately to 
900,000 men. France retains her original military establish- 
ment with two army corps added, one for each of the recovered 
lost Provinces. Besides, France further discloses and empha- 
sizes her distrust by seeking the creation of a buffer area be- 
tween herself and Germany, and by demanding, and it would 
seem obtaining, guaranties from Britain and the United States 
of specific aid in case of invasion and attack from the north 
and east. Italy, confronted by the menace of the Jugo-Slavs, will 
increase rather than decrease her defensive posture, and has 
demanded and practically secured protective ports and territory 
on the eastern shore of the Adriatic. Japan is launching the 
greatest naval program in her history. War threatens or is in 
active operation in many fields, involving Poland, Czecho- 
Slovakia, the Ukraine, Roumania, Hungary, and others, not to 
speak of the eruptive condition throughout Germany and Russia 
as a whole. A high official of the Jugo-Slavs is reported to 
have declared recently that his country would fight Italy within 
10 years unless all its demands were granted. Serbia an- 
nounces that she did not enter the war to become the slave of 
greater powers, and if her rights are not fully recognized she 
will resist with arms. The old intolerable Balkan situation in- 
stead of being relieved is more threatening than ever before. 
According to Mr. Taft, we are attempting to hem in the Bolshe- 
vism of Russia and the revolutionary tendencies of Germany by 
newly created nations, most of which are at the point of starva- 
tion, all of which are reputed to be too weak to stand alone, 
and all of which cherish an wndying hatred toward most, if not 
all, of their colleagues. Surely this is an inauspicious time to 
entertain thoughts of disarmament, but manifestly disarma- 
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ment is not seriously considered outside of this country. It isa 
talking argument addressed to the imagination and the sus- 
ceptibilities of philanthropy and humanitarianism, 

“What is this league anyway? Examination discloses that 
it is not in reality a league at all, but, in effect, a proposed per- 
manent alliance between the five major powers which won the 
war. Speaking for the present only, no serious objection could 
be made to such an association if temporary and confined only 
to the solution of present war problems, which I have shown 
already exist and are essential. This, however, is not the avowed 
object of the so-called league. But it is apparent from article 4 
of the covenant, as now said to be amended, that the executive 
council, which is in reality the governing body of the league, 
shall consist of nine members irrespective of the number of 
States which may ultimately become members of the leaguc, 
unless, by unanimous consent of the council and a majority of the 
body of delegates, the number of powers of each ¢lass repre- 
sented in the council be increased; and of these nine, five, or a 
majority, shall always be representatives of the United States 
of America, the British Empire, France, Italy, and Japan. Even 
in the body of celegates, of course, the league will start off with 
a membership dominated by these five powers, and admission 
thereafter requires the assent of not less than two-thirds of the 
States already members. It has been pointed out that this coun- 
try is in overwhelming minority in both council and body of 
delegates. It has but one vote in each. No amendment to this 
covenant can take effect until ratified by all the States whose 
representatives compose the executive council and in additicn 
by a majority of the States whose representatives compose the 
body of delegates. So that one State represented in the council! 
can block all amendment or change ii this covenant. Before we- 
rush into such an ironclad agreement we should at least pause 
and consider. 

“A league which is not universal, or approximately so, iz its 
application, which by its organic law, subject to amendment only 
by unanimous consent of the powers dominating it, retains con- 
trol in five out of all the nations in the world, admits to mem- 
bership only those whom it chooses, and then only by a two- 
thirds vote, is, as I say, not a league at all, but an alliance mas- 
querading as a learue, and by its terms not only an alliance but a 
permanent alliance. In addition to its autonomy within its own 
organization, if assumes in many particulars to exercise control 
and supervisicn over all nonmembers. Such an organization can 
exist ultimately, if et all, only by the maintenance and at times 
the exercise of superior physical power. It is not within the 
bounds of human nature that the rest of the world, when it has 
passed through its present stages of political sickness and suc- 
ceeding convalescence, when the horror of the present situation 
has become dim, when it has been restored to comparative health 
and feels again the impulses of ambition, self-confidence, and 
self-respect, will submit tamely to the exercise of such a feudal 
condition. Mind you, I do not say this in condemnation of the 
present association for temporary purposes and to wind up the 
business in which it is now engaged. I am addressing myself 
solely to its character as a proposed permanent organization. 
If it were all embracing, when we consider the divergent inter- 
ests involved, the races and nationalities incapable of assimila- 
tion and amalgamation of which it is composed, we could not 
hope for harmony and agreement for any extended period. 
Thereupon the very provisions of the covenant would provoke 
uneasiness, distrust, jealousies, intrigues, and secret under- 
standings which must ultimately lead to secession, dissolution, 
and war. The widely differing peoples of this world with irre- 
concilable antagonism of race, religions, aspirations, and political 
conceptions, were never meant to dwell together practically as 
one family, and it is undesirable that they should. I for one 
desire no closer relationship with many of these peoples, and I 
am sure the people of this country do not. I want no united 
states of the world of which this Nation occupies the position of 
a mere subordinate State. We want no partnership with Bolshe- 
vists any more than with imperialists. Nothing but ill can result 
from such unnatural political marriages. 

“ But suppose a considerable and substantial part of the world 
shall- not be invited to membership; we know that certain ones 
will not be for some time to come. Or suppose, although invited, 
they do not choose to join; then ultimately, if not at once, jeal- 
ousy, distrust, and hostility will spring up between the members 
of the league and those on the outside. The latter will inevit- 
ably be drawn closer together through sympathy, environment, 
and common interests, developed and encouraged by calculation 
and design. We shall soon have two hostile camps; perhaps 
not at first with equal power and resources, but ultimately such 
a situation will be presented that a clash will be unavoidable. 
Suppose, further, that such local conditions, such special in- 
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terests, and such internal dissensions and estrangements, all 
probable rather than possible, should spring up between the 
Jeacsue members themselves, and suppose secret understandings, 
arrangements, and agreements, whether in the form of prohibited 
treaties or not, shall be formed between some league member or 
members and those beyond its inclosure, what then would be the 
result should the league seek to enforce some of the irritating 
provisions of its assumed guardianship? Does it not appear, 
beyond cavil or dispute, that this entire arrangement is provoca- 
tive of future discord rather than of permanent quietude and 
peace? Meantime the individual nation, such as the United 
States, instead of preserving that uncompromising and uncom- 
promised position which leaves it a free moral agent to act 
according to-the dictates of its own best judgment, unaffected 
by the distrust and hostility created, rather than dissipated, by 
the chafing and distasteful bonds of this union, must be drawn 
into the general maelstrom of conflict against its interests and 
contrary to its choice. 

“Oh, it is said this is nothing more than an international 
partnership, and partnerships are familiar things in our every- 
day life. We are also familiar with the traditional partnership 
between the man with money and the man with experience. At 
its close the one who had the experience has the money and the 
one who had the money has the experience. What more attrac- 
tive candidate for world partnership could be found than a 
great big, rich, unmilitary nation, with practically no experi- 
ence in world politics? We are told that Europe is sitting on 
the verge of despair and hysteria, fearing lest the United States 
may break faith with her and disappoint her hopes and aspira- 
tions for the universal brotherhood of man. I apprehend 
Europe’s emotions are of a far more practical and material 
kind. She wants our money, she wants our resources, and she 
wants our men to assist her in policing her own estate. I say 
this in no spirit of unfriendliness. Her attitude is entirely 
natural and reasonable from her standpoint. The only ques- 
tion is whether with no corresponding interests of our own to 
subserve we shall make the sacrifices, governmental and indi- 
vidual, that are demanded. Again, we are reminded that our 
attitude is a selfish one. This is a matter of definition. It 
would be selfish were we to withhold our wealth, our moral in- 
fluence, and all other wholesome aid and good offices which are 
consistent with humane impulses and independence of thought 
and action; but does a true measure of generosity and good will 
demand that we should place an entire nation, its lifeblood, and 
its material resources at the disposal of those with whom we 
have no intimate relationship and no community of interests? 
That would be carrying philanthropy beyond the bounds of ra- 
tional self-preservation. 

“We are reminded that we have reached a point where we 
must assume our share of world responsibilities, and to that end 
that we must surrender some powers incidental to sovereignty. 
We do not object to the surrender of nominal powers of sover- 
eignty. Weare sticklers not for the letter but for the substance. 
Our criticisms are neither capricious nor technical. So long as 
no principle of independent government is involved, no restric- 
tion of absolute control over internal affairs, no abandonment 
of our organic law and of our traditional policies, evolved for 
the safety of our national existence, we shall not complain if 
we are asked to refrain from the exercise of various powers 
which otherwise might inhere in sovereignty. We have no 
disposition to shirk our world responsibilities. They are rela- 
tively no greater than they have always been. They do not 
demand that we should intermeddle in the affairs of others, nor 
permit others to intermeddle in affairs peculiar to ourselves, 
with the necessary result of creating, rather than abating, in- 
ternational friction and unrest. Again, we are told that we 
must choose between this league and war. Of course, this is a 
glaring misstatement of the issue, intended to appeal to emo- 
tion and sentiment and to befog and confuse the judgment. If 
the allied powers now impose and enforce the terms of peace 
demanded and expected, no world war threatens. There is am- 
ple time within which to make calm survey of the situation be- 
fore hasty and illvadvised action is taken, after more stable 
conditions have been secured, and after the minds of men, now 
more or less affected by the hysteria of war, by the shock and 
revulsion of feeling produced by its horrors, shall have re- 
sumed their normal functions. In the very nature of things, 
from the standpoint of experience and reason, we shall be con- 
fronted by no war with which this league should be concerned, 
perliaps, for another generation, unless, indeed, civilization is 
compelled to fight for existence against the forces of Bol- 
shevism, anarchy, and social chaos; and if this is, indeed, the 
issue, the sooner that conflict comes and is decided the better 
for the future of the world. We want no covenant with such 
elements nor with any nation Cominated by them. If we fought 
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to make the world safe for democracy, it was a democracy of 
sanity and morality. We did not fight merely to create new 
democracies that might embrace the tenets of social heresy, 
nor to permit ourselves to cooperate with or become subject to 
evils worse than the autocracy which we have overthrown, 
Virulent and destructive agencies such as these are not success- 
fully combated by compromise, concession, recognition, or affilia- 
tion. The slightest indulgence is an advantage seized and held, 
and the propaganda, well defined and systematic, proceeds with 
augmented power and influence from the new coign of vantage. 
We can fight this monster which threatens to destroy and abol- 
ish all social order, the principles of religion, the sacredness of 
the marriage relation, rights of property, the very pillars upon 
which rests the structure of society, if we fight it localized, iso- 
lated, and concentrated as a distinct national entity. The task 
will be more difficult if by pacifism and indecision we allow it to 
invade our own body politic. 

“This leads to another consideration. This device of a league 
of nations is based upon the assumption that the elimination 
of war will accomplish the practical banishment of evil from the 
world. But war, bad as it is, is not the worst thing with which 
we have to contend. It is, after all, but a manifestation and a 
symptom. Wars of aggression indicate national malevolence in 
the aggressor, and against such wars the face of civilization is 
set in fixed determintion; but war in itself is only the exercise 
of national force. When employed to compel obedience to just 
demands it is but the enfdércement of police regulations on a 
large scale. At the beginning of this world conflict we often 
heard expressions like this: ‘I do not see why they could not 
find some other way of settling their disputes.’ But Germany 
did not wish to find another way, and France had no alternative. 
In such case, as in many cases that may arise, no other way 
will be found than a resort to force to prevent injustice and com- 
pel peace; and that ultimate resort is nothing less than war. 
Those who would have prevented the supply of munitions to the 
nations assailed by Germany’s war machine might thereby have 
stopped the war, but the result would have been the triumph of 
Germany and wrong. Such a course would have put a premium 
upon war-like tendencies and unworthy ambitions. It was as 
right for the Allies to defend as it was wrong for Germany to 
attack. When all peaceful means have failed, when no alterna- 
tive remains, wars must always come unless we counsel abject 
surrender to unscrupulous ambition coupled with superior 
power. We gained our independence through war. We ban- 
ished the tyranny of Spain from this continent by war. History 
is filled with examples of peoples who have achieved liberty and 
thrown off the yoke of oppression through the righteous exercise 
of that force which we call war. No nation and no combination 
of nations should ever knowingly and willingly surrender their 
freedom of action when questions of this character come up for 
determination. War is always better than meek submission to 
intolerable and dishonorable conditions. 

* But, in any view, this league of nations will not prevent war, 
That seems indisputable from considerations already presented, 
But we do not have to rely upon theory to sustain this proposi- 
tion, because it is admitted. At his dinner to the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee of the Senate upon his return from Paris, the 
President is said to have stated with finality: 

“1. The league of nations will not prevent war. 

“2. The United States must surrender vital points of sov- 
ereignty. 

“8. Ireland is to be left to the mercy of England. 

“4, Chinese and Japanese exclusion go out of American con- 
trol into the hands of the league council. 

“5. The Monroe doctrine will be extended to the whole world. 

“6. The present constitution is British made, the French, 
American, and Italian drafts having been rejected. 

“7, American troops could be compelled at need to participate 
in purely European wars. 

“8. The United States could withdraw from the league at any 
tinse. 

“Those who attended the dinner are said to have agreed 
unanimously that the foregoing statements or admissions were 
made. The report was given nation-wide currency and pro- 
voked discussion. But one of the foregoing statements was 
denied, and that was the third, to wit: That Ireland would be 
left to the mercy of England. We may therefore accept the 
first statement as admitted beyond dispute. Other apologists 
for this covenant have made similar admissions. No one, to my 
knowledge, has contended to the contrary. If the contention 
has been made, it is of course unworthy of consideration. If, 
then, the league will not accomplish the only thing that justi- 
fies its existence, it seems hardly worth while, in view of its 
manifold objectionable features, to give it serious countenance, 
But its friends urge that it is hopgd it will postpone and dis- 
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courage war, and is therefore worthy of trial. But so, we confi- 
dently assert, will the various considerations that I have al- 
ready presented more effectively and with less provocation to a 
multitude, at least, of lesser wars in remote quarters of the 
globe where our interests do not lie. It would seem that the 
burden of suggesting some more constructive method rests upon 
Mr. Taft and his associates rather than upon those who criti- 
cize and oppose. 

“T believe I have considered and answered all the arguments 
that are advanced in favor of this league. They are all of the 
same tenor. They admit imperfections, omissions, and ambigu- 
ities; they ask us to accept, before such are remedied, supplied, 
or classified, a solemn international covenant from which we 
can escape only by broken pledges involving charges of bad 
faith and national perfidy, and leading possibly to war itself—a 
covenant which can be subsequently amended practically only by 
unanimous consent. We are regaled with constant and conflict- 
jing apology, demurrer, disclaimer, and explanation which does 
not explain, by exhortation and appeal to the yearnings of 
hamanity, from which they solicit blind acceptance without re- 
fPourse to reason or logic. 

“ Recurring again to this constitution, we find, as I have said, 
thet it is a mere alliance between five controlling nations, and 
not a proper league at all; that it fixes no time limit for its 
existence, and is therefore on its face permanent. In the opinion 
of Mr. Taft, a period of about 10 years should have been fixed, 
but this has not been done; instead, his suggestion of permission 
to any member to withdraw by giving a reasonable notice of 
from one to two years has been accepted by providing a two 
years’ notice. Until such two years shall have elapsed after 
notice given the member wishing to retire is bound by all the 
obligations of its covenant. During such two years it may be 
placed at a prohibitive disadvantage if its associates, or even 
outsiders, so elect. The very giving of the notice will tend to 
isolate it from the others and to make it an object of suspicion. 
As I have said, the terms of the covenant are admittedly vague 
and indefinite. This renders it susceptible to construction 
according to the varied interests of the several contracting 
parties, and is in itself a menace to continued good relations. 
Mr. Root, in his admirable analysis, draws the distinction be- 
tween the treatment of questions of legal right and questions of 
political policy. The former may well be submitted to some 
international court or tribunal of equal dignity and power; the 
latter must be reserved to the individual nation and abandoned, 
if at all, only upon full satisfaction that a sufliciently affirmative 
reason exists for setting such policies aside. Under this consti- 
tution the executive council or body of delegates undertakes 
to bring about settlement upon terms of what they deem to be 
international expediency instead of terms of right. A concrete 
illustration of this may be seen in the matter of immigration. 
No country is so much interested in this subject as the United 
States. It is a matter vital to the integrity of the Nation in the 
administration of its internal affairs. It is a matter which we 
never intended to leave to foreign arbitrament. It is contended 
by the advocates of this amended covenant that it does not affect 
our internal affairs. 

“Article 11 provides: 

“Any war, or threat of war, whether immediately affecting any of 
the members of the league or not, is hereby declared a matter of con- 
cern to the whole league, and the league shall take any action that 
may be. deemed wise and effectual to safeguard the peace of na- 

“Tt is declared and agreed to be the friendly right of each of the 
high contracting parties to draw the attention of the body of delegates 
or of the executive council to any circumstance affecting international 
intercourse which threatens to disturb international peace or the good 
understanding between nations upon which peace depends. 

“Article 15 declares that: 

“Tf the dispute between the parties is claimed by one of them and 
is found by the council to arise out of a matter which by international 
law is solely within the domestic jurisdiction of that party, the council 
— so report and shall make no recommendation as to its settle- 
ment. 

“ But the council is given the right to make this finding, and, 
in any event, it is further provided that: 

“The members of the league reserve to themselves the right to take 
such action as they shall consider necessary for the maintenance of 
right and justice. 

“This reserved right is supreme and unaffected by any fail- 
ure of arbitration or conciliation, no matter what the nature of 
the controversy may be. 

“These are very broad and comprehensive sections. They 
embrace practically every sort of disagreement or contention 
which could arise between nations. Article 17 relates to similar 
disputes between members and nonmembers of the league. 
Vague provisions are imade for enforcement of settlement 
through league agencies, which may be construed to have greater 
or less efficacy and binding power, according to the interests 
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involved. We are conscious that the matter of foreign immi- 
gration is one of the most vital questions affecting the welfare 
of this Nation, now more than ever before in its history. We 
have decided with finality that certain peoples shall be ad- 
mitted, if at all, only under drastic restrictions and regulations. 
We reserve the sovereign right to control this purely political 
policy; nor does the difficulty lie with oriental races alone. 
We have lately been submerged by the refuse and offscourings 
of certain European nations. We find ourselves at this moment 
with a large alien population without eligibility to naturaliza- 
tion nor intending to seek naturalization, many of whom are in 
open defiance of our laws and system of government, and all 
of whom are 2 menace to our national safety. We have de- 
clared our intention to expel undesirables and to restrict future 
admission within our boundaries. This may be resented. It 
may readily be construed as action within the purview of the 
articles of this covenant. We can not trust to the unofficial 
opinion of the sponsors of this league. We want no uncer- 
tainty and no quibbling about the matter. If reference of such 
a question to league tribunals be insisted upon by other parties, 
those tribunals, in the interest of expediency, might take 
cognizance of them, and in the further interest of expediency 
might decide against us. Then nothing would remain to us 
but open resistance, with its accompanying threat of war or 
passive submission, which would involve the abandonment of 
vital national interests. This very question is not remote in 
our past experience nor absent in more recent discussion. 

“Our national policy has ever been consistently in favor of a 
rational system of arbitration. This leads to a brief cohsidera- 
tion of the true principle of any such system. Matters involving 
strictly legal rights under international law are the legitimate 
subjects of arbitration, and should, of course, be arbitrated in 
lieu of war. Matters of a purely political nature, involving the 
fundamental and inherent rights of national sovereignty, essen- 
tial to its existence :1:d safety as such, can never be subjects 
of arbitration nor cof disposition by other powers, whether 
operating in combination or otherwise. ‘To illustrate: Two 
nations have undoubted legal rights to certain territories, but 
the boundaries between such territories are not defined or are 
in dispute, much as in the case of boundaries between the lands 
of individuals in our own country. A survey must be made 
and the documentary evidences of title must be examined. Each 
nation claims only what legally belongs to it, but the facts may 
be obscure or the interpretation of some treaty or ciher muni- 
ment of title may be in dispute. A strictly legal question is 
presented. So also questions may arise respecting rights of fish- 
ing in waters adjacent to international boundaries, respecting 
trade and commerce, all commercial in their nature and involv- 
ing international law only in its application to commercial law. 
When such disputes arise they are manifestly legal questions 
which are the legitimate subject of arbitration 2n:) which never 
justify a resort to arms in the first instance. I have not at- 
tempted by this statement to cover the entire field of matters 
within the cognizance of arbitration tribunals. I have pointed 
to obvious examples as distinctive of a class. 

“On the other hand, questions of vital importance to national 
integrity, national safety, and internal government can never 
be subjects of arbitration—at least, as to final decision. I refer 
now to such purely political matters as the Monrve doctrine, 
immigration and naturalization, and provisions for the national 
defense and measures affecting the form of government. Here 
agsin I have confined myself to ihe suggestion of distinctive 
illystrations. We can not delegate to others the right, express 
or implied, to pass upon such matters so vital to our existence 
as an independent sovereign people. But this constitution, by 
its general terms, except where expressly modified, leaves all 
such matters to the consideration of the league as a political 
body, with provisions so vague and indefinite as to invite dis- 
pute and contention under the most favorable construction that 
can be placed upon them. 

“Reference has already been made to the Monroe doctrine. 
In view of the reported later action in Paris it may, perhaps, 
be deemed academic and superfluous to consume time in further 
discussion upon this point. However, the importance of this 
question is so great, and the general misunderstanding regard- 
ing it so widespread, that the subject should not be dismissed 
without full appreciation of the tremendous significance to us 
of what is spoken of as a trivial and almost unimportant conces- 
sion to league criticism, made not because it was necessary and 
reasonable, but in order to disarm opposition. The impression 
has been studiously created that the sole practical function of 
the Monroe doctrine is to prevent European powers from inter- 
fering with governments and nations already established in 
this hemisphere for the purpose of oppressing them or con- 
trolling their destiny in any other manner. It is generally 
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understood that the entire doctrine is summed up in our guard- 
innship of these smaller nations solely to protect them from 
European encroachment. It is argued that ‘article 10 of the 
constitution of the league undertakes ‘to respect and pre- 
serve as against external aggression the territorial integrity 
and existing political independence of all States members of 
the league,’ and that this secures all the benefits of the Monroe 
doctrine and extends it to all the nations of the league If, 
is deceptively implied, the primary object of the Monroe doc- 
trine is to guarantee the territorial integrity of these American 
States, the argument would have in it something of plausibility, 
alihough there is a wide distinction between the physical pro- 
tection of the United States and a mere paper promise to re- 
spect on the part of the very powers against which the Monroe 
doctrine Was raised in the first instance. But the fact is that 
this argument entirely misstates the fundamental principle of 
he Monroe doctrine, which is involved in the following lan- 


as is 


ve it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existing 
n the United States and those (European) powers to declare that 

uld consider any attempt on their part to extend their system 

y portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. 

“Our peace and safety, mind you, not the safety of other 
States upon the American Continent. We undertook to protect 
and preserve the integrity of such States merely as an incident 
te our own peace and safety, and to that end we declare that 
not only shall European powers not secure further foothold 
upon this continent, but that we shall regard any attempt on 
their part so to do as an unfriendly act. 

“We have no desire to assume gratuitous burdens of guard- 

ship and protection over the sovereign States of the Ameri- 
ean Continent. In the absence of the danger that would 
therwise confront us, we should be glad to leave them to the 
dictates of their own fancy with respect to submission to, or 
acquisition by, foreign powers if they did not wish us to inter- 
ver: in their affairs. We have given sufficient proof to our 
own people, and to the world, in our policies announced at the 
close of the Spanish-American War and adhered to through 
decades that we have neither the desire nor the purpose our- 
selves to encroach upon the territory of any other nation nor to 
interfere in the administration of its internal affairs. 

* But we knew that unless we were willing to interpose our 
power between these States and European aggression a pro- 
nouncement against the extension of the systems of Europe to 
any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and 
safety would be an empty phrase; and so we undertook this 
responsibility, not as a primary object, but as a pure incident to 
the protection of our own national life. And this danger which 
we feared is not imaginary. It is real and substantial. There 
can be little doubt that insistence upon this doctrine has pre- 
served South America from wholesale German colonization, if 
not from conquest and absorption. The reason for the Monroe 
doctrine is disclosed in the apprehension of France to-day over 
the settlement of boundaries between herself and Germany. She 
knows what it is to have but an imaginary line between herself 
and a powerful, hostile, and ambitious neighbor. The whole 
world has seen in the devastation of northern France the pos- 
sibilities that exist for effective and destructive invasion when 
frontiers join, although protected with all the skill and all the 
extravagant outlay known to military science. Suppose Ger- 
many had been permitted to absorb or control Mexico or the 
States of Central America ; suppose she had had well-established 
submarine bases even across the Carribean Sea, how many of 
our cities might have shared the fate of the industrial centers 
of northern France? Our people, individually, need fully to 
understand and appreciate the underlying principle of the Mon- 
roe doctrine, and when they do they will never listen even to the 
suggestion of its abandonment. It was practically abandoned 
in the first draft of this league plan, and its subsequent incor- 
poration has been brought about only by tremendous effort upon 
the part of those who have ventured to express their criticism. 
How many more important American safeguards are exposed to 
similar peril? 

“We do know that this proposed plan sets aside and runs 
counter to important provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States. All argument to the contrary is disingenuous and so- 
phistical. It begs the question. First, with respect to the mat- 
ter of disarmament. Here article 8 of the covenant provides 
that— 

“ The executive councii shall also determine for the consideration and 
action of the several governments what military equipment and arma- 
ment is fair and reasonable in proportion to the scale of forces laid 
down in the program of disarmament, and these limits, when adopted, 
shall not be exceeded without the permission of the executive council. 

“And now, by amendment, it is said that the action of the 
executive council must be unanimous. Heretofore it might have 
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acted by majority vote. This takes away the exclusive constt- 
tutional right and power of Congress to provide for the common 
defense, and to make rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces incidental to raising and supporting 
armies and providing and maintaining a navy. The feeble answer 
to this is that although determined by the executive council for 
the consideration and action of the several Governments, such 
determination is not binding until adopted, presumably by the 
Congress. But this answer leaves out of consideration the 
further provision that ‘when adopted it shall not be exceeded 
In the last 
analysis the judgment and determination of the executive coun- 
cil is supreme, No matter what changed situations may arise, 
sucecceding Congresses are sought to be deprived of their ex- 
clusive constitutional power and duty to provide for the common 
defense by increasing the military equipment and armament of 
the Nation, if deemed necessary. No Congress has power to 
bind succeeding Congresses in this respect, nor is there any 
constitutional power to delegate this prerogative to any other 
body, such as this executive council; and in that council the 
vote of one member State is sufficient to block action on the part 
of the United States. It is no answer to say that such obstruc- 
tive tactics are improbable; it is enough that they are possible, 
if we are to adhere to the covenant; and, should the emergency 
arise, it is obvious that objection to increase would probably be 
interposed. 

“In an attempt to meet this criticism Mr. Taft, in his Con- 
vention Hall speech, referred for precedent to what he termed a 
‘treaty’ between this country and Great Britain in 1817, by 
which it was agreed to put no warships on the Great Lakes, 
forming part of the boundary between Canada and the United 
States. I find this so-called treaty to occupy an inconspicuous 
position in volume 8 of the United States Statutes at Large, 
where it is called merely an ‘arrangement,’ put into effect by 
proclamation of the President April 28,1918. If we are to judge 
by the formalities attending the publication of treaties generally 
in the same volume, this arrangement does not arise to the dig- 
nity of a treaty, nor does it appear to have been placed before 
the Senate in the usual manner. It is subject to discontinuance 
upon notice, and, of course, affects only the two nations involved. 
Whatever may have been the circumstances attending its adop- 
tion, and whatever may be said of its validity, if it were assailed 
it is obvious that it bears no analogy to the point under discus- 
sion. Great Britain and the United States simply arranged to 
regard that portion of the boundary between the two countries 
as a sort of neutral or noncombatant area; but this arrangement 
did not restrict the power of Congress in the provision of a single 
ship for the Navy or a single man for the Army of this Nation. 
It had no effect whatever upon the size or quality of our military 
and naval establishments. 

“Again, the proposed constitution contemplates that we may 
automatically under its terms be placed in a state of war 
against some other nation without the action of the Congress, 
to which is confided the exclusive power of determination. This 
is provided by article 16 in case of disregard by any contract- 
ing party of the provisions of articles 12, 13, or 15. Article 16, 
aforesaid, if adopted by us, is a delegation to the league of the 
power to declare that a state of war exists. Substantive ele- 
ments of war, to wit, the severance of all trade or financial 
relations, the prohibition of all intercourse between nationals, 
and the prevention of all financial, commercial, or personal in- 
tercourse between nationals, become effective at once. It is 
next provided that ‘it shall be the duty of the council in suck 
ease to recommend to the several Governments concerned what 
effective military or naval forces the members of the league 
shall severally contribute to the armaments of forces to be used 
to protect the covenants of the league.’ In the summary of 
these amendments sent out in advance of publication, presum- 
ably under the authority or, at least, with the acquiescence of 
the peace conference, it was stated ‘ the council is to recommend 
what amount of force, if any, should be supplied by the several 
Governments concerned, but the approval of the latter is neces. 
sary.’ If that was not true under the original draft, it is diffi- 
cult to understand what different meaning has been added by 
the amended section. Mr. Taft vociferates that ‘ recommend’ 
does not mean ‘command,’ and strictly, by the dictionary, he is 
unquestionably right. Equally, also, ‘shall’ is not the equiva- 
lent of ‘should.’ Article 16, as I have said, automatically 
throws us into war and provides for the immediate application 
of substantial preliminaries. It apparently then delegates to 
the council, as the executive body, the ‘ power’ of the league, 
as Mr. Taft calls it, the administrative function of designating 
the quotas which the several members of the league ‘shall’ 
severally contribute. This is followed and strengthened by the 
undertaking that the members of the league ‘ will mutually 
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support one another in resisting any special measures aimed at 
one of their number’ and will afford passage through their ter- 
ritory, ete. Significantly the following new paragraph is added: 

“Any member of the league which has violated any covenant of the 
league may be declared te be no longer a member of the league by a 
vote of the council, concurred in by the representatives of all the other 
members of the league represented thereon, 

“Even a penalty clause is present. Reading this section in 
its entirety and in the light of the spirit and purpose of the 
league organization, can we reasonably escape the conclusion 
that this section is intended to impose upon the various league 
members the obligation to respond, as to a command, to the 
recommendation of the council respecting contributions of mili- 
tary and naval forces? Of course, the article contemplates that 
such forces will be employed and will be sent to the various 
quarters of the earth whenever the league and its governing 
body so recommends; and whether or not this be the unavoid- 
able construction from a legal standpoint, we know it will be 
so construed when occasion arises. Any contention that this 
does not constitute a suspension of the constitutional powers of 
Congress and a delegation of the power to declare war is spe- 
cial pleading and a palpable fallacy. The vice in these two at- 
tempted evasions of the letter and spirit of our Constitution is 
dual in its nature. On the other hand, it impairs our capacity 
for self-defense, and may involve us in war against the dictates 
of our individual judgment; and, on the other, it is a step in 
the process of undermining our strict adhesion to the mandates 
of the Constitution by countenancing departure and modifica- 
‘tion by indirect methods. It establishes a most unwholesome 
precedent and weakens the respect in which our organic law 
has always been held. 

“The fact that this covenant may be incorporated in the peace 
treaty adds nothing whatever to its validity. Even Mr. Taft 
admits that no treaty rises above the Constitution. The Su- 
preme Court has said that— 


“It would not be contended that it extends so far as to authorize 
what the Constitution forbids, or a change in the character of the Gov- 
ernment, or in that of one of the States, or a cession of any portion 
of the territory of the latter, without its consent, 


“The courts, however, uniformly leave such considerations 
to the political powers of the Government. It would, of course, 
be competent for such political powers to abrogate the treaty, 
and it would be possible for Congress to enact legislation in con- 
flict with the terms and provisions of such a treaty. In such 
case the courts would accept the judgment of Congress. In the 
absence of such congressional action it is rare that a justiciable 
question is presented to the courts. It is pointed out by the ad- 
vocates of this league that the Supreme Court has never yet de- 
clared a treaty invalid, and that it is unlikely that any question 
would arise within the cognizance of the courts. This is almost 
equivalent to saying that if the courts can find no opportunity 
to invalidate this treaty, no valid objection is urged to its 
adoption, although it may contravene the terms of the Constitu- 
tion. That again means that the political powers of the Govern- 
ment are at liberty at any time to disregard the Constitution 
and its prohibitions, provided they do so in- such manner as to 
prevent judicial review of their action. No stronger demon- 
Stration could be presented of the wisdom which ordinarily 
lodges such power of construction in the courts. To say that 
any department of the Government is permitted thus arbitrarily 
to ignore the Constitution of the United States upen any pre- 
text whatsoever is a practical and fatal abandonment oi our 
form of government. It is an almost unthinkable recognition 
of political infidelity and disloyalty. Its advocates do not mean 
that, of course, and yet such is the ultimate result of this novel 
doctrine. 

“We have become accustomed to regard imperialism as the 
only enemy of republican government to be feared. We are 
now confronted by a menace, if anything, more imminent and 
grave. The result of this war and the theory upon which it has 
been waged has practically removed, for the present at least, 
the danger to be apprehended from emperors and kings. But 
an autocracy quite as threatening, quite as destructive, and 
more insidious lurks in the irresponsible form of so-called 
democracy which has succeeded it. Bolshevism and anarchy, 
which is but another degree of socialism and communism, is not 
democracy, although it parades itself as such. It is adminis- 
tered by irresponsible committees, self-established and main- 
tained by armed forces. They issue decrees which differ in no 
respect from imperial edicts. Attempts at popular expression 
are suppressed by the military arm of these committees if they 
are not in accord with the action of such committees. The stable 
government guaranteed by our Constitution stands as the one 
dependable safeguard against the encroachment of this new 
autocracy and imperialism masquerading in the guise of democ- 
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racy and popular government. Any departure from its prohi- 
hitions and its sanctions but paves the way for the breaking 
down of organized government and stable social conditions. 
This alone ought to deter us from any step manifestly hasty, 
unnecessary, and ill-advised which would tend in this diree- 
tion. Such will be the ultimate effect of this indirect but no 
less significant surrender of our constitutional guaranties. 
These constitutional objections have been sought to be ridiculed 
and evaded, but they have never, te my knowledge, been squarely 
met. 

“It may then be asked why we object so strenuously to the 
adoption of this covenant if, as we say, it is unconstitutional, 
and the political agencies of our Government may so declare. 
Because to enter solemnly upon any international agreement 
which we know to be illegal, and with the mental reservation 
that we may and will break it at will, is political dishonesty; 
because the engagements thus made will have and are intended 
to have a moral binding force, which can be disregarded only at 
the expense of the charge of repudiating our moral obligations 
as a sovereign nation; because thereby not only do we incur in 
the eyes of the world the obloquy which must result from such 
a course, but we imperil our own peace and safety as well as 
the peace and safety of the world. If we assume no such obli- 
gations in the first instance, we can not be placed in this un- 
enviable position. The fact is that the attempt is being made 
in an excess of zeal, while excitement runs high, while peace, 
ardently desired and woefully delayed, hangs in the balance, 
while the wounds of war are still unhealed, to railroad this 
devoted and sincere people into a solemn compact which their 
sober judgment would reject and which they will never cease 
to regret. The exigency for such unseemly haste does not exist. 
The very method employed should arouse our suspicions and 
cause us to look before we leap. I can conceive of no suggestion 
more remarkable than that made by Mr. Taft in his New York 
speech, when he says: 

“ Well may the President, therefore, decline to comply with the sug- 
gestions of the proposed resolution (of the Senate). Well may he say 
when he returns with the treaty, of which the covenant shall be a most 
important and indispensable part, ‘If you would postpone peace, if you 
would defeat it, you can refuse to ratify the treaty. Amend it by strik- 
ing out the covenant and you will leave confusion worse confounded, 
with the objects of the war unattained and sacrificed, and Europe and 
the world in dangerous chaos.’ 

“No such alternative is necessary. No legitimate reason ex- 
ists for the incorporation of this league plan in the peace treaty 
as an indispensable part thereof, except to embarrass the Senate 
in the exercise of its constitutional functions by compelling it 
to accept this league without consideration or to incur the 
obloquy of deferring the establishment of peace so earnestly 
desired by the entire world. We are reminded in this of the 
objectionable practice of attaching an unsavory rider to an 
appropriation bill, which must be accepted under pain of arrest- 
ing the vital operations of government. 

“In his recent speech in this city Mr. Taft said: 

“But it is said, ‘Why should we not have this league of nations 
after we have got the peace treaty? Let’s take that in a leisurely 
way.’ That means we would not have it at all, 

“When we consider that Europe is represented to be on the 
verge of despair, unless we come to her assistance with this 
covenant, we must infer that Mr. Taft believes this country 
would not accept it if it had opportunity to weigh and consider, 
If that is true, I protest that to fasten it upon us in this sum- 
mary manner is an invasion of the most sacred rights and 
interests of the American people. 

“But it is said that the best minds and the smartest men in 
all the world have met at this peace table and formulated this 
instrument, and that it is impudence on our part to question or 
reject it. I have no disposition to question the commanding 
ability of the representatives of the several nations at the peace 
table. I would, however, respectfully and in all humility, point 
to the fact that this proposed league is confessed to be of 
foreign manufacture, and that, with the exception of those 
from this country, no man there can be presumed to have had 
the special interests of this nation at heart, nor to have been 
hampered by any considerations touching our own peculiar 
institutions and traditions. None of them, presumably, could 
have had any conscientious scruples in the adoption of any 
policy, however conflicting in principle with the prowisions of 
our Constitution. All, outside of our own delegates, had inter- 
ests of their own to subserve. Those interests are in no means 
necessarily in harmony with ours. As Mr. Root well says: 


“ We are not asking, and do not need, any help from the nations of the 
whole world for the preservation of peace in America, nor is any Ameri- 
ean nation asking for such help. The difficulties, the disturbing condi- 
tions, and the dangers that threaten, are all in the affairs of Europe 
and the Near East. The real reason for creating a league of nations is 
to deal with those difficulties and dangers—not with American affairs, 
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It is, therefore, wholly unnecessary, for the purpose of this league, that 
purely American affairs should be included within the scope of the 
agreement. 

“It hardly seems reasonable that under these circumstances the 
United States should be penalized for complying with the request of its 
friends in Europe to join them in the preservation of peace primaril 
for their benefit, and not for ours, by giving up our right to self- 
protection, when that is wholly unnecessary to accomplish the object 
of the agreement. 

“T have said that in the matter of armament and in the mat- 
ter of engaging in war we should be guided by the dictates of 
our own sound judgment and the conditions as they may be 
found to exist. I make no argument for extended armament. 
I have sought to show only that we should preserve and main- 
tain such instrumentalities of defense as circumstances may 
require, and that these should be left to our own decision and 
not confided to any tribunal dominated by foreign influence. 
That the United States should ever adopt a policy of over- 
preparedness is amusing in the light of our practice and tradi- 
tions, and in the face of recent experience. Any agreement in 
this respect must result in the disadvantage of that nation 
most scrupulous in observing its covenants and undertakings. 
We know that no nation will observe its obligations more 
scrupulously than we. In his last utterances Theodore Roose- 
velt earnestly warned us against entering into a world-wide 
career of disinterested violence for the right, because where both 
the lands and the issues involved are remote we would not 
know with certainty where the right lay; that nothing should 
be done that would interfere with our preparing for our own 
defense; and that each nation should reserve to itsclf, for its 
own decision, questions involving its honor and the preserva- 
tion of its national existence. 

“It has been insisted by advocates of this league that the 
covenant does not create a superstate. I agree with Dr. David 
Jayne Hill, who says: 

“Between free self-governing nations on the one hand and super- 
government on the other there is no intermediate condition. It is a 
choice between free and not free. 

* The league proposes to bind its members to united action, and it is 
in the next breath pretended that there is nothing binding about it. 
The choice must be made, and it is important that it should be clearly 
understood. Does the league invite, or does it command? If it only 
invites, it is not a league. If it commands, it is a supergovernment. 

“ However, we are not compelled to rely upon interpretation 
to establish the charge that a supergovernment is aimed at if 
not in fact created. Mr. Samuel J. Graham, Assistant Attorney 
General, in a series of addresses entitled, ‘Some Reflections on 
the League of Nations as Related to the History of the United 
States,’ in which he advocates ‘ collective instead of individual 
nationalism,’ among many things of like nature, says: 

“The Constitution (of the United States) was finally adopted by the 
States, though its adoption was not by all of them at once. By its 
adoption individual nationalism was abandoned and refuge and safety 
sought and found in the ark of collective nationalism and a league of 
hations. 

“The league-of-nations job has been done once successfully, why can 
it not be done again? 

“The same idea is being expressed openly in the inspired 


press. 


“ What they (the American Colonies) did do we can now do, and by 
the grace of God we wiil do! 

“This shocking and unblushing avowal is almost beyond be- 
lief. A few years ago the audacious proposal to surrender our 
national independence and reduce us to the position of a sub- 
ordinate State in a federation composed of all the heterogeneous 
races of the world would have been buried beneath an avalanche 
of obloquy and scorn. It is my belief that, if brought before 
the people now in its true light and with opportunity for their 
expression, it would meet the same fate. If this is not true, 
then the virtue of American citizenship has departed and the 
days of the Republic are numbered. 

“T oppose this covenant in its present and proposed form 
because it conclusively appears that it will not accomplish the 
only thing which excuses its creation, and that is the prevention 
of war, but, on the contrary, invites innumerable complications 
and disturbances destructive of permanent peace; because it is 
unnecessary at this time, other obvious means for the establish- 
ment of peace and the preservation of order being already at 
land and in active operation; because it departs from time- 
honored, and substantial American policies and traditions; be- 
cause it is violative ef the spirit and letter of our Constitution ; 
because it involves us in engagements dangerous to our national 
safety, which we can avoid, if at all, only by acts in contra- 
vention of our express agreements, exposing us to the charge 
of international bad faith; because it introduces the element 
of internationalism, breaks down the safeguards of national 
patriotism, and embarrasses the exercise of our sovereignty in 
the contro] of our internal affairs.” 
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 547) authorizing the enlistment of non-English- 
speaking citizens and aliens (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 548) providing for the relief of retired enlisted men 
of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who served in the military 
service during the Civil War (with accompanying paper) ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 549) to encourage the community milling of wheat, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. ‘ 

By Mr. HENDERSON: 

A bill (S. 550) to authorize the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Tonopah, Nev.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 551) for the relief of the Copper River & North- 
western Railway Co.; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 552) to reimburse W. B. Graham, late postmaster 
at Ely, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 553) authorizing the President to appoint commis- 
sioners to an international monetary conference; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

(By request.) .\ bill (S. 554) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary H. Doherty ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 555) to prohibit the liquor traffic and to provide for 
the enforcement of such prohibition and the war-prohibition 
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 556) to provide for the establishment, operation, and 
maintenance of free zones in ports of entry of the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 557) for the relief of Oscar C, Guessaz; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 559) to provide for the protection and preservation 
of the United States bird preservation on Passage Key, at the 
entrance of Tampa Bay, Fla.; to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

A bill (S. 560) for the relief of W. H. Overocker; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 561) to establish a national conservatory of music 
and art for the education of advanced pupils in music in al! its 
branches, vocal and instrumental, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 562) for the relief of occupants of certain premises 
within the naval station at Pensacola, Fla.; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 563) to amend an act entitled “An act to appoint 
Joseph Y. Porter a lieutenant colonel and deputy surgeon gen- 
eral and to place him on the retired list of the Army”; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 564) to appropriate $95,000 for the relief of Henry 
W. Cook, Arthur G. Cummer, and Waldo E. Cummer, trading as 
Cook-Cummer Steamship Co., copartnership, for the loss of 
schooner barges South West and North West; 

A bill (S. 565) for the relief of Frank A. Kopp; 

A bill (S. 566) for the relief of Edward J. Fisher ; 

A bill (S. 567) for the relief of Mrs. Nellie E. Stockton ; 

A bill (S. 568) for the relief of the heirs of Paul Norton ; 

A bill (S. 569) for the relief of the legal or equitable owners or 
claimants of the United States steamship Nueces ; 

A bill (S. 570) for the relief of the Estes Shoe Co., of St. 
Augustine, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 571) for the relief of the H. W. Davis Co., of St. 
Augustine, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 572) for the relief of Mary E. Boyd; and 

A bill (S. 573) for the relief of Luanna Ross; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 574) to amend section 4433 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to working steam pressure allow- 
able on boilers in steam vessels, and section 4418 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to hydrostatic test of 
steam boilers; and 

A bill (S. 575) to establish load lines for certain vessels; tc 
the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 576) for releasing and quitclaiming of all claims 
of the United States to arpent lot No. 28 in the old city of 
Pensacola, Fla. ; 
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A bill (S. 577) for the relief of the Southern States Lumber 
Co.; and 

A bill (S. 578) providing for the survey of public lands re- 
muining unsurveyed in the State of Florida, with a view of 
satisfying the grant in aid of schools made to said State under 
the act of March 3, 1845, and other acts amendatory thereof; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 579) to protect Government documents by copy- 
right; and 

A bill (S. 580) to give effect to certain provisions of the 
convention for the protection of trade-marks and commercial 
names, made and signed in the city of Buenos Aires, in the 
Argentine Republic, August 20, 1910, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 581) for the relief of William G. Welles; 

A bill (S. 582) to authorize the Federal courts of the United 
States to render declaratory judgments; and 

A bill (S. 583) to provide for the incorporation of certain 
companies engaged in foreign trade; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 
Fia.; 

A bill (S. 585) to increase the cost of the public building at 
Marianna, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 586) for the erection of a post-office building at De 
Funiak Springs, Pa. ; 

A bill (S. 587) for the purchase of a site for and the erec- 
tion of a post-office building at Quincy, Fla.; and 

A bill (S. 588) increasing the limit of cost for a Federal 
building at Apalachicola, Fla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 
| A bill (S. 589) granting a pension to Sallie Hardwick; 

A bill (S. 590) granting an increase of pension to Elvina 
Adams; 

A bill (S. 591) granting a pension to Isabel Romero Rock- 
well; 

A bill (S. 592) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Beery ; 

A bill (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to Mollie 
Thompson ; and 

A bill (S. 594) granting a pension to Fleming R. Moodie; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: 

A bill (S. 595) to repeal that part of section 1 of an act of 
Congress approved November 21, 1918, giving the President 
power to declare by proclamation nation-wide prohibition after 
June 30, 1919; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

A bill (S. 596) adding certain lands to the Idaho National 
Forest and the Payette National Forest in the State of Idaho; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 597) fixing salaries for marshal and district attorney 
in western district of Louisiana, and for district attorney of the 
eastern district of Louisiana ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 598) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Lapene and Ferre; 

A bill (S. 599) for the relief of the legal representative of 
George E. Payne, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 600) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Susan A. 
Nicholas; and 

A bill (S. 601) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
estate of Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and others; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 602) to extend the time for cutting timber on the 
Coconino and Tusayan National Forest, Arizona; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 603) to increase the limit of cost of publie building 
at Great Falls, Mont. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 604) for the relief of Delilah Siebenaler; and 

A bill (S. 605) granting to the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Bowdoin, Mont., for the benefit of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church at Bowdoin, Mont., lots 12 and 13, 
in block 21, town site of Bowdoin, State of Montana; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 606) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Havre, in the State 
of Montana; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 607) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Havre, Mont., two German cannons or fieldpieces ; 

A bill (S. 608) for the relief of Orion Mathews; 

A bill (S. 609) for the relief of James Duffy ; and 


584) providing for a site and building at Arcadia, 
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A bill (S. 610) for the relief of Henry J. Davis; to the Com- 
mittee on Military: Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 611) to prohibit the liquor traffic and to provide 
for the enforcement of such prohibition and the war-prohibi- 
tion act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 612) to recognize the patriotic services of members 
of the district and local draft boards of the United States; 

A bill (S. 613) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his dis- 
cretion, to deliver to each ‘of the several county seats in the 
State of Washington captured German cannon, cannon balls or 
shells, and guh carriages, condemned United States cannon, 
eannon balls and shells, or gun carriages; 

A bill (S. 614) to increase the efficiency of Army and Navy 
bands; and 

A bill (S. 615) to survey and locate a military and post road 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Olympia, Wash.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

A bill (S. 616) to increase the limit of cost for the construc- 
tion of the United States public building authorized at Juneau, 
Alaska ;.to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 617) to authorize the payment of certain taxes to 
Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, and 
for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 618) to provide for the care and relief of destitute 
Indians in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 619) validating and confirming conveyances of 
lands made by allottees on the Yakima Indian Reservation, in 
the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 620) authorizing the issuance of patent to the 
Pioneer Educational Society and its successors for certain lands 
in the diminished Colville Indian Reservation, State of Wash- 
ington; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 621) relating to commutation proof in homestead 
entries ; 

A bill (S. 622) prohibiting the issuance of patent under lieu 
selection serial 2904, Seattle 03476, Washington; 

A bill (S. 623) to create the Yakima National Park in the 
State of Washington ; 

A bill (S. 624) granting to the State of Washington public 
lands to aid in the construction and maintenance of public 
roads, to promote the study of forestry, to promote the study 
and development of horticulture, and to promote vocational edu- 
cation in the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 625) making timberlands available for homestead 
settlement, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 626) to establish the Mount Baker National Park 
in the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 627) to establish the Grand Coulee National Park 
in the State of Washington; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 628) authorizing the Indian tribes and individual 
Indians, or any of them, residing in the State of Washington 
and west of the summit of the Cascade Mountains to submit to 
the Court of Claims certain claims growing out of treaties and 
otherwise ; 

A bill (S. 629) for the relief of the Alaska Steamship Co.; 

A bill (S. 630) repealing certain provisions contained in the 
urgent deficiency act approved December 22, 1911; and 

A bill (S. 631). repealing certain provisions contained in the 
urgent deficiency act approved December 22, 1911; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 682) prohibiting trespassing upon the cars or trains 
of carriers by rail engaged in interstate or foreign commerce; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (8S. 633) extending the provisions for the regulation of 
steam vessels to vessels owned or operated by the United States 
Shipping Board, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 634) to provide for the inspection of fruits, vege- 
tables, and other farm products at point of shipment, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 635) for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 636) for the division of general or special taxes 
assessed against any parcel or parcels of land in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 687) to aid in the erection of a monument to Indian 
Timothy at his grave near Alpowa, Asotin County, Washington; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 688) to provide compensation for employees of the 
United States separated from the service on account of injuries 
received while in the performance of duty, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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A bill (S. 689) authorizing clerks of State and. Territoriai 
courts and courts of the District of Columbia to use franked 
penalty envelopes in carrying on correspondence relating to natu- 
ralization of aliens; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

A bill (S. 640) granting increased pensions to surviving 
widows of soldiers of the various Indian wars; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 641) to amend section 40 of an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the operation of transportation systems while 
under Federal control, for the just compensation of their 
owners, and for other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 642) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 648) to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Terri- 
tories of the United States and to the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 644) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Arthur E. Colgate, administrator of the 
estate of Clinton G. Colgate, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 645) to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, and for 
other purposes”; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

A bill (S. 646) to provide for the retirement of police matrons 
of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 649) for preventing the manufacture, sale, or trans- 
portation of adulterated, mislabeled, or misbranded linseed oil, 
turpentine, or paint; to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. NEW: 

A bill (S. 650) granting an increase of pension to Daniel L. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 652) to establish an additional fish-cultural station 
in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 653) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Newport, Tenn. ; 

A bill (8S. 654) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Erwin, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 655) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Dayton, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 656) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Knoxville, Knox County, Tenn. ; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 657) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the State of Tennessee two brass cannons, with carriages; 
and . 

A bill (S. 658) to provide for the preparation and report to 
Congress by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, under the 
direction and through the Secretary of War, of a preliminary 
plan for a system of improved national highways, and to pro- 
vide for the payment of the expenses of said report; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 659) to fix the salary of the assistant United States 
district attorney for the western district of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 660) to suppress the sale of pistols, revolvers, and 
other firearms of like form, size, and description, commonly 
used in the commission of felonious homicides and assaults,.and 
to provide punishment for violation of the provisions of the 
sane >; 

A bill (S. 661) to provide for the appointment of a district 
judge in the middle judicial district of the State of Tennessee, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 662) to amend section 107 of the act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi- 
ciary,” approved March 3, 1911, as heretofore amended; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. JONES of New Mexico: 

A bill (S. 663) fixing the term of service of Elijah C. Putman 
during the Civil War; 

A bill (S. 664) granting to the State of New Mexico 300,000 
acres of land in said State for the use and benefit of the mili- 
tary institutions of New Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 665) for the relief of Sarah H. Mitchell; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
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A bill (S. 666) creating the National Park of the Cliff Cities; 

A bill (S. 667) limiting the creation or extension of forest 
reserves in New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 668) granting to certain States public lands for the 
construction, repair, and maintenance of public roads; 

A bill (S. 669) to extend the rights of stock-raising home- 
steaders ; 

A bill (S. 670) for the relief of Grant County, Luna County, 
and the town of Silver City, N. Mex.; 

A bill (S. 671) granting lands to the village of Hot Springs, 
N. Mex., and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 672) to authorize the consolidation and exchange of 


| certain Government lands and privately owned lands in the 


State of New Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
A bill (S. 673) for the relief of Bernard S. Rodey ; 
A bill (S. 674) for the relief of Capt. H. C. Smith; 
A bill (S. 675) for the relief of Nicolas Gallegos ; 
A bill (S. 676) for the relief of Reuben R. Hunter; 
( 
( 


~ 


A bill (S. 677) for the relief of J. L. Campbell and others; 

A bill (S. 678) for the relief of Ellen B. Walker; and 

A bill (S. 679) for the relief of Sigmund Lindauer; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 680) to provide for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Tucumcari, N. Mex.: —~ 

A bill (S. 681) to amend an act approved March 4, 1913, en- 
titled “An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
buildings; to authorize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, 
or improvement of certain public buildings; to authorize the 
erection and completion of public buildings; to authorize the 


| purchase of sites for public buildings, and for other purposes ” ; 


and 

A bill (S. 682) to provide for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Clovis, N. Mex.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 683) providing for an additional judge for the dis- 
trict of New Mexico; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 684) for the payment of certain money to Albert H. 
Raynolds; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Arthur H,. Loomis; and 

A bill (S. 686) granting an increase of pension to Homer T, 
Ragsdale; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 687) to reimburse Horace A. Choumard, chaplain 
in Twenty-third Infantry, for loss of certain personal property ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 688) to provide for a national employment system ; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 689) to amend section 5200 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as amended by act of June 22, 1906; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 690) repealing Public, No. 106, Sixty-fifth Con- 
gress, “An act to save daylight and to provide standard time 
for the United States”; to the Committee on Interstate Coim- 
merce. 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 691) to donate a gun or howitzer to the town of 
Winchester, in the State of New Hampshire; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 692) regulating the production of wares which en- 
ter into interstate commerce; to the Committee on Educaticn 
and Labor. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to Mary Helen 
Grant; and : 

A bill (S. 694) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Duke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 695) for the relief of Frank Vumbaca; and 

A bill (S. 696) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Frank S. Bowker; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 697) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Gray, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 698) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Belfast, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 699) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Harrison, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 700) authorizing the Secretary of War to donaie to 
the town of Winthrop, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 701) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Eastport, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 702) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Portland, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
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A bill (S. 703) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Westbrook, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
and 

A bill (S. 704) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Auburn, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KEYES: ‘ 

A bill (S. 705) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Berlin, N. H., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 706) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Plymouth, N. H., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S, 707) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Lebanon, N. H., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 708) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Wolfboro, N. H,, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 709) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Littleton, N. H., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill, (S. 710) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Lancaster, N. H., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 711) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Haverhill, N. H., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
and 

A bill (S. 712) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Claremont, N. H., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: 

A bill (S. 713) to provide fer the purchase of a site for and 
the construction of a public building at Rochester, Minn.; and 

A bill (S. 714) to provide for the purchase of a site for and 
the construction of a public building at Ely, Minn.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 715) for the relief of the Atlas Lumber Co., Babcock 
& Willcox, Johnson, Jackson & Corning Co., and the C. H. Klein 
Brick Co., each of which companies furnished to Silas N. 
Opdahl, a failing Government contractor, certain building mate- 
rials which were used in the construction of Burke Hall, at the 
Pierre Indian School, in the State of South Dakota; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CALDER: 

A bill (S. 716) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant 
leases or licenses for the use of the water power created by the 
Government dam on the Hudson River at Troy, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 717) for the relief of certain officers and members 
of the crew of the U. S. S. San Diego; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. COLT: 

A bill (S. 718) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Richmond, R. I., two German cannons or fieldpieces ; 

A bill (S. 719) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Providence, R. I., two German cannons or field- 
pieces ; and 

A bill (S. 720) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Bristol, R. I., two German cannons or fieldpieces, 
to be placed on the grounds of the armory Of the Bristol Train 
of Artillery ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hale; and 

A bill (S. 722) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Guile (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A biil (S. 723) to provide for election contests in the Senate 
of the United States; to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, 

A bill (S. 724) to supplement existing legislation relative to 
the United States Court for China and to increase the serv- 
iceability thereof; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 725) to extend the provisions of the act of May 11, 
1912, to the officers and enlisted men of all State militia and 
other State organizations that rendered service to the Union 
cause during the Civil War for a period of 90 days or more, and 
providing pensions for their widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 726) granting a pension to John H. Helser; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 727) for the relief of J. H. Livingston; and 

A bill (S. 728) for the relief of the Buffalo River Zine Mining 
Co. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 729) to amend section 217 of the act of Congress 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of 
the United States,” approved March 4, 1909; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 730) to amend chapter 559 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, approved March 3, 1891; to the Committee 
on Public Lands 
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By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to loan tents and other material to the State of Wis- 
consin for a National Army encampment to be held at Mil- 
waukee, Wis.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POMERENE. I introduce by request a joint resolution. 
I want to have it understood that I do not by the presentation 
approve of it. 

By Mr. POMERENE (by request) : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 22) proposing an initiative and 
referendum amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
extending the right of its citizens when they so desire to vote 
upon constitutional amendments and laws; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 23) authorizing an investigation 
of the feasibility of the construction of a canal navigable for 
ocean-going vessels between the Georgian Bay in Lake Huron 
and the St. Lawrence River; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 24) to repeal sections 630, 900, 
and 904 of the act entitled “An act to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved February 24, 1919; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 25) directing a survey for a 
military road along the Pacific coast; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 26) directing the United States 
Coast Guard to resume its operations under the Treasury De- 
partment; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 27) to convey the thanks of 
Congress to Evangeline Booth, and through her to the officers 
and members of the Salvation Army, for invaluable services 
rendered to American troops in France by the Salvation Army, 
and to confer the honorary title of brevet colonel on Evangeline 
Booth (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JONES of Washington submitted an amendment propos- 
ing that not more than $60,000 of the appropriation of $325,000 
to further promote and develop foreign and domestic commerce 
of the United States shall be used for the expenses of branch 
offices, of which $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, shall be used for maintaining branch offices at Puget 
Sound, State of Washington, intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $252,900.58 for the relief of Prof. William H. H. Hart, 
principal of the Hart Farm School and Junior Republic for 
Dependent Children, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


DEVELOPMENT OF WATER POWER. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, at the last session 
of the Senate I introduced a bill (S. 220) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters,’ approved June 21, 1906, as amended by the 
act approved June 23, 1910, and to provide for the improve- 
ment and development of waterways for the uses of interstate 
and foreign commerce. The bill is in relation to | ower sites 
on navigable streams and upon the public lands. It is identical 
with the report made by the conference committee upon this 
subject at the last session of Congress; and, although the bill 
does not by any means express my own ideas as to legislation 
that we ought to have upon this important question, I have 
deemed it advisable to start off the subject in this session at 
the point at which it was concluded in the last session. In 
this form I introduced the bill. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, evidently erroneously. I now 
ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merece be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that it be referred to a special committee consisting of 
three members of the Committee on Public Lands, to be chosen 
by that committee, and three members of the Committee on 
Commerce, to be chosen by the members of that committee. It 
will be recalled that the report of the conference committee 
came from Members of this body so constituted by resolution 
of the body, namely, three members of the Committee on Public 
Lands and three from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I object to the unanimous-con- 
sent request to appoint a special committee. 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I also object to the request. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, then I ask that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wash- 
ington will allow me to make a suggestion, I do not believe 
the Senator from Montana means to select a special committee, 
except in the sense that it is to be composed of the members 
of two standing committees. It is not to be a special com- 
mittee other than that it is to be composed of members of each 
of two standing committees. That was the arrangement made 
at the last session. The conferees on the bill were three mem- 
bers of the Commerce Committee and three members of the 
Public Lands Committee, as the Senator from Montana has 
stated; but it was not a special committee in the sense the 
Senator from Washington has in view. It is to be a committee 
to be composed of three members of the Public Lands Com- 
mittee and three members of the Commerce Committee. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That would be a special commit- 
tee. I desire to say that a bill covering the subject has already 
been introduced and referred to the Commerce Committee, 
which had charge of the matter at the last session. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators may understand this mat- 
ter, but the Chair doesnot think he quite understands it. As 
near as the Chair can get it now, the Senator from Montana is 
moving to refer the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I made that suggestion because 
I knew of no other disposition to make of it. However, I will 
ask leave to amend that motion, and move to refer the bill to 
the Committee on Commerce and the Committee on Public 
Lands to act jointly in relation to it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does the Senator mean that 
to be taken as an instruction to the committees to act jointly 
or as a suggestion? I would have no objection to having it 
referred to both of the committees, and personally I should 
like to see the committees act together, but I do object at this 
time to the Senate directing them to act together. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me inquire of the Senator 
from Washington, who is interested, as I am, in promoting this 
legislation, whether it would be advisable to refer it to both 
committees and have each committee return possibly a radically 
different report upon it? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I will say to the Senator that 
substantially the same bill that the Senator proposes has al- 
ready been introduced and has been referred to the Committee 
on Commerce; and that committee, no doubt, whenever it is 
organized, will take the matter up. So it seems to me it would 
complicate matters to have the measure referred to two differ- 
ent committees. I wish to assure the Senator that I am satisfied 
that the Commerce Committee, after it is organized, will take 
the matter up very quickly. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have no doubt that that is the 
case; but I submit to the Senator from Washington whether it 
is quite fair to have these very important questions in relation 
to the public lands, which he knows are a feature of the bill, 
dealt with by the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. This bill also relates to dams 
upon navigable waters. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I recognize that. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I concede that legitimately it 
could be referred to either committee. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I recognize that; and I agree that 
it would be quite as inappropriate to have the bill referred 
as a whole to the Committee on Public Lands to deal with the 
important questions in relation to the navigable waters of the 
country. I think that in fairness the two committees ought to 
act in reference to the subject. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
stand, covers navigable waters as well as the waters upon public 
lands? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
referred to either committee. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 

ought to be referred to both? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I suggest to the Senator from Montana that he 
divide the subjects matter into two bills, one having reference to 
water powers within the arid States and the other to water 
powers upon navigable streams. The Senator knows that that 
is the way this legislation was acted upon until the last session 
of Congress, when, in the House, a special committee was ap- 
pointed to take up the subject matter. That committee com- 
bined both propositions into one bill and sent it over to the 


Exactly. 
I concede that it can be properly 
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Senate. I believe it went to the Commerce Committee, and then 
the conference committee was composed of three members of the 
Commerce Committee and three members of the Public Lands 
Committee of this body; but there was no final action on the 
measure. It does seem to me that the two subjects are entirely 
different and ought to be treated as entirely different. They 
ought to be considered by the proper committees, and the provi- 
sions referring to water powers upon public lands ought to go 
to the Committee on Public Lands and those referring to the 
navigable streams in the country ought to go to the Committee 
on Commerce. I think that would be the best way out of the 
difficulty. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I thank the Senator from Utah 
for his suggestion, but I can not possibly accept it. I can not 
accept it in view of the difficulties of the past and the history 
of this legislation. That is the way these matters have been 
handled heretofore, with the result that we have been unable to 
get anywhere, the Committee on Public Lands of one or the other 
House having certain views with respect to the matter and the 
Committee on Commerce having diametrically opposite views 
with respect to it. We never were able to make any progress 
at all until we recognized that in many particulars and in many 
features the same principles are applicable to both bills, and 
they ought to be dealt with together, by one and the same com- 
mittee. The matter was then taken up, and we eventually ar- 
rived at the stage of legislation when the last act to be performed 
was the adoption or rejection of the conference report. 

Mr. SMGOT. I want to say to the Senator from Montana 
that I was a member of that conference committee, and I have 
not any doubt in my mind but that they would have had a con- 
ference on the part of the House and the Senate by members of 
the Public Lands Committees of the two Houses and would have 
arrived at a solution of this question affecting the Western 
States—that is, water powers in the Western States, where no 
navigation is involved—in a much better and quicker and more 
satisfactory way than was reached witli the conference report 
with the two joined. 

Now, I have no doubt but that there will be legislation, as far 
as the Public Lands Committee can bring about that legislation, 
at this session of Congress affecting water powers in the West- 
ern States. I believe that it will be better for the Commerce 
Committee to handle the navigable streams, 

I will say to the Senator that I recall that in that conference 
it would have been very much easier to arrive at a full agree- 
ment if the members of the Commerce Committee of the Hcuse 
and the Senate had had only the question of navigable streams 
to consider. I believe that it would hasten the legislation if 
this course were followed, rather than to try to bring two ques- 
tions so different in their nature and character under the one 
committee and try to get a unanimous agreement from that one 
committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I dislike to interrupt, but this 
question now seems to have formed itself into an argument of 
the merits of the bill. I think the reference should be made as 
the Senator from Montana desires, but just now I am more con- 
cerned about the order of business, and I ask for the regular 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order for the Senator from 
Montana to do what he is trying to do—withdraw this bill 
from the Interstate Commerce Committee and have it referred 
to some other committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand that objection has been made. 
Does not that dispose of it for the time being? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; no objection has been made to 
the withdrawal. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understood that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. La Fotrerre] objected. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I certainly did interpose an objection 
to any unanimous consent with respect to that legislation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has a right to move 
that that be done, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands and to the Committee on 
Commerce, the two committees to act upon it conjointly. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I feel satisfied 
that no matter what committee this bill is referred to we are 
going to get together upon it before very long; and as one 
member—if I should be a member—of the Committee on Com- 
merce I should be glad to confer with members of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. A similar bill has already been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, which has charge of it, 
and, so far as I am concerned, I have no objection to the Sena- 
tor’s bill being referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, and 
should like to have that done. As far as I am concerned, I as- 
sure him that as a member of the Committee on Commerce I 
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shall be glad to confer with the members of the Committee on 
Public Lands to see if we can not arrive at a common basis, 
because I want to get legislation on this proposition just as 
early as possible. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall this bill be 
taken from—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I merely rise to inquire if that 
motion is in order at this stage, before the conclusion of the 
morning business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Well, it is a unique proposition to 
refer a bill to two committees, but a motion to refer a bill to 
a committee is always in order. 

Mr. LODGE. The question of reference is always in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is correct. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of | 
the Senator from Montana. 

The motion was agreed to. 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION, 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I send to the desk a bill authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan certain machines, tools, and equip- 
ments now unused by the War Department to the Federal 
Board for Vocational Education, to be used in connection with 
the rehabilitation of soldiers, and for other purposes. It is 
short, and I ask that it be printed in full in the Recorp. I sug- 
gest that it be referred to the Military Affairs Committee, be- 
cause, though the Committee on Education and Labor desires 
its passage, it is continuing something now under the control 
of the War Department. 

The bill (S. 558) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan 
to the Federal Board for Vocational Education, and to trade 
and technical schools, universities, and other recognized insti- 
tutions, machines, tools, equipment, and other supplies under 
the control of the War Department was read the first time by 
its title, the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affeirs, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
and directed to lend, in his discretion, to the Federal Board for Voca- 
tional Education, to be used by it in providing vocational rehabilitation 
to disabled soldiers, sailcrs, and marines, and to trade and technical 
schools, universities, and other recognized educational institutions, 
preference being given in all cases to such schools, universities, and in- 
stitutions as are in receipt of Federal aid for educational purposes, such 
machines, tools, equipment, and other supplies as may be under the con- 
trol of the War Department and not immediately required for official 
purposes : Provided, however, That such equipment shall be loaned sub- 
ject to such regulations as may be deemed necessary by the said Secre- 
tary of War for the proper care and safe return of the same when 
demanded. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE BILLS. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I assume that one of the 
most important matters that comes before the Congress will be 
that relating to revenue. A gentleman in whose ability and 
experience I have great confidence has prepared two bills, one 
providing for the Federal incorporation of railroads, and the 
other for amending or substituting an act for the present inter- 
state commerce law. While I have not studied them carefuily 
and do not present them as my views, I do think they contain 
many very valuable suggestions which the Interstate Commerce 
Committee ought to have. Therefore I introduce, by request. 
these two bills, and ask that they be referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (S. 647) to provide for the incorporation of common 
carriers by railway, and the bill (S. 648) to regulate carriage 
and transmission in interstate and foreign commerce, were read 
twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 


DEVELOPMENT OF WATER POWER. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I introduce a bill to provide for the construc- 
tion of dams across the navigable waterways of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

The bill (S. 651) to provide for the construction of dams 
across the navigable waterways of the United States and for 
the improvement and development of such waterways for the 
use of interstate and foreign commerce, and to provide for the 
lease and use of public lands of the United States in the devel- 
opment and utilization of water power in streams running 
through or adjacent to them, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I suggest that the bill which has just been 
read be referred to the Committee on Commerce and to the 
Committee on Public Lands. It is in all respects like the one 
offered by the Senator from Montana [Mr. WAtsH]. I ask 
that the same reference be made of this bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I thought the bill 
of the Senator from Montana was referred to the Committee on 
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Public Lands. I do not know of any rule under which a bill 
can be referred to two committees at the same time. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Then I made my request under a misappre- 
hension. I asked the Senator from Montana in regard to the 
matter, having come into the Senate Chamber while the subject 
was under discussion and not fully understanding it; and I 
understood from him that his bill was referred to both com- 
mittees. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I did not so understand, and I 
did not know that it could be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr. SHIELDS. If I was mistaken, I withdraw the suggestion 
I made. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It probably goes nowhere, then. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, when I asked the attention of 
the Chair, it was on the question of making a motion to change 
the reference at that time. I had not been following the dis- 
cussion, and I did not understand that the motion was to refer 
the bill to two committees. It seems to me that is an impos- 
sibility. I mean, it seems to me, it would be impossible to con- 
duct business on that basis. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I was somewhat confused about it, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and I wanted to understand it; and I should like to know 
what the Senator from Montana understood was done, 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to enter a motion to reconsider 
that vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Montana understood what action was taken by the Senate. 
There can be no doubt about it. My motion was that the bill be 
referred to a committee consisting of those two committees. 

Mr. LODGE. Would they not have to be constituted a new 
committee together first? 

Mr, WALSH of Montana. To act conjointly. I see no physical 
or moral objection to that. 

Mr. LODGE. I see no moral objection, certainly ; but I see a 
great many practical objections, and I think the matter had 
better receive more mature consideration. It seems to me. it 
ends in absolute confusion of all committee jurisdictions. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I understand that the Senate adopted the 
motion of the Senator from Montana, and referred the bill to a 
committee of both committees. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand now that it was referred to both 
committees. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator from Massachusetts suggested 
that it go over, and my suggestion was that it had already been 
disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. My suggestion was that the vote by which the 
reference was changed from the Interstate Commerce Commit- 
tee be reconsidered. I enter that motion to reconsider. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator want to take it 
up now? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I think it would be well to conclude the 
morning business, if I might make that suggestion. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Then, Mr. President, I ask that the bill I 
introduced be referred to the Commerce Committee, subject, of 
course, to change in the event that the Senate reconsiders its 
action on the motion of the Senator from Montana. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not seem to have cleared the subject. I 
am perfectly willing to ask for a reconsideration now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the vote be 
reconsidered whereby the bill introduced by the Senator from 
Montanh, bill 220, was taken from the Interstate Commerce 
Committee and referred to a joint special committee composed 
of the Committees on Public Lands and of Commerce of the 
Senate? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I object to its consideration at 
this time and call for the regular order. 

Mr. LODGE. I have entered the motion. Of course it can 
only be considered now by unanimous consent, but the motion 
to reconsider stands. 


INTERNATIONAL MONETARY EXCHANGE COMMISSION. 


Mr. THOMAS. I introduce a joint resolution authorizing the 
establishment of an international monetary exchange commis- 
sion. It is very brief, and I ask that it be read. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 19) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an international monetary exchange commission was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That a commission consisting of seven members, not 
less than two of whom shall be members of the Senate and two of the 
House of Representatives, and known as the international monetary 
exchange commission, shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States, 
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This commission shall be authorized and instructed to inquire into 
and ascert i 


lish? 


ment and continuance of a fixed ratio of currency exchange between 
and among the nations; to confer and cooperate with commissions 
which may be created by Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan, and other 
countries, and charged with the same or similar duties, and to report 
the results of their inquiries and investigations to the President and 
the Congress not later than the first Monday of December, A. D. 1919. 

For the purpose of defraying the expenses of said commission neces- 
sari incurred in the discharge of its duties the sum of $50,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the same te be paid out upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman of the commission. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I merely wish to add a word 
to the joint resolution which has just been read. It is copied 
bodily from a bill which was introduced in the Senate in 1897 
by Senater Chandler, of New Hampshire, and which was after- 
wards enacted into law. I have introduced a bill with reference 
te the general subject of foreign exchange. Both of these sub- 
jects are at present of immense importance; and I shall take 
occasion in the near future to address the Senate regarding the 
subject matter, and the need for early action, if any action at 
ali is to be taken upon them. 

UNIVERSAL SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I intreduce a joint resolution proposing a 

constitutional amendment. It refers to there being no discrimi- 


iisor 





ask that it go to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 21) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States granting universal suf- 


in what methods and legislation are essential he estab- | ,; . . Fs . 
wh ethods and legislation are essential ‘to the esta | tions, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations as follows: 


| 





frage, was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee | 


on Woman Suffrage. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on next 

Mon upon the convening of the Senate, at the earliest con- 





the Senate upon one phase of the so-called league of nations. 


lowing the address of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REep] 
I shall address the Senate upon the league of nations. 
AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit three resolutions carrying amendments | 
to the rules, of which I give notice, as required by the rule. I | 
shall call them up at the earliest possible opportunity. In the | 


meantime, I ask that the resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules and be printed in the Recorb. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think they should be read. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the rule requires that they shall be 
read, 

Mr. PENROSE. Let them be read. 

The resolutions were read and referred to the Committee on 
Rules, as follows: 

Senate resolution 35. 
Resolved, That Rule XXV of the standing rules of the Senate be, and 





is here mended by adding a new paragraph, as foliows: 
bership of ne standing commiitee of the Senate shall exceed | 
17 a 
Senate resolution 36. 
Resolved, That Rule XXV of the standing rules of the Senate be, and 
s he amended by adding thereto a new paragraph, as foliows: 


“Jil. After 
than two of the following standing committees of the Senate, viz: Ap- 
propriations, Agriculture and Forestry, Commerce, Finance, Foreign 
1 ms, Interstate Commerce, Judiciary, Military Affairs, Naval 
, and Post Offices and Post Reads. No Senator being chairman of 
_of the foregoing committees shall be appointed on a conference 
mittee upon any bill reported by either of said standing committees 
it is reported by the committee of which he is chairman.” 
Senate resolution 37. 

Resolved, That Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Senate be, and 
is hereby, amended, as follews: ; 

After the words “to the Committee on Military Affairs ” insert “ the 
Diplomatic and Consular Service bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations.” 

Mr. POMERENE. I understand it is the purpose of that 
amendment to refer the appropriation bill relating to the Diplo- 
matic and Consular Service to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions instead of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; that is the purpose. 

ARMENIANS, SYRIANS, AND GREEKS OF ASIA MINOR. 

Mr. LODGE. I submit a Senate resolution to be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and beg leave to file with it 
a petition signed by 20,000 Protestant rectors and ministers and 
Catholic priests, and a petition signed by 85 bishops of the Ameri- 
can church, 40 governors of States of the Union, and 50 presi- 
dents of colleges and universities in the United States in favor of 
the independence of integral Armenia. 





» Senate, I shall ask iviler vention 1 con 
of the Senate, I shall ask the privilege of addressing | does not specify whether the subject of naval aviation shall go 


cee -iainemacae tal Se ohare - Skinheads. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I desire to state that fol- | to the committee. There is conflict between the Military Com 





March 4, 1919, no Senator shall be a member of more 


The resolution (S. Res. 38) was, with the accompanying peti- 


Resoived, That in the opinion of the Senate, Armenia (including the 
six vilayets of Turkish Armenia and Silecia), Russian Armenia, and the 
northern part of the Province of Azerbaijan, Persian Armenia, should 
be independent, and that it is the hope of the Senate that the peace 
conference will make arrangements for helping Armenia to establish an 
independent republic. 

It is also the opinion of the Senate that provision should be made for 
the Syrians and other Christian populations of Asia Minor, and that 
those portions of Asia Minor where the Greeks are predominant should 
be placed under the control of the Government ef Greece. 


PEACE TREATY AND LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I offer a resolution, and ask that it be read 


| and lie over. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution, 

The resolution (S. Res. 28) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that it is desirable that 
the treaty terminating the condition of war between the United States 
of America and the German Government be separated from the covenant 
of the league of nations so that each may be acted upon by the Senate 


severally in the procedure leading to their final disposition, and a yete 
thereon ratifying or rejecting the same. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be 


| printed. 
ntion on account of sex, and contains an educational feature. I | 


PROPOSED COMMITTEE ON AVIATION. 


Mr. NEW. Mr. President, on Tuesday last I gave notice that 
at to-day’s session I would offer a resolution amending Stand- 
ing Rule XXV. Pursuant to that notice, I send the resolution 
to the desk and ask that it be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 39) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate be 
amended by adding thereto a new paragraph, as follows: 

“A Committee on Aviation, to consist of 12 Senators.” 

Mr. NEW. I ask for the immediate consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I think it would be proper 
to have the resolution referred to the Committee on Rules. It 
does not define the jurisdiction of the proposed committee. It 


mittee and the Naval Committee as to the jurisdiction of avia- 
tion. It seems to me the proper course to pursue would be to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules to determine, if 
the new committee is to be created, to what extent it shall 
have jurisdiction of aviation. It seems to me, as the resolu- 
tion proposes the creation of a new committee, and naval avia- 
tion and military aviation have heretofore been referred to 


| those respective committees, the proper course would be to refer 


it to the Committee on Rules and let that committee consider it 
and hear from those two committees and also from others inter- 
ested as to what jurisdiction should be given to this new com- 
miitee. 

Mr. NEW. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from 
Virginia, I will say that I can see no reason for delay in the 


| consideration of the resolution. It carries with it on its face 


the purposes of a committee on aviation whose duty and func- 
tion it shall be to consider generally the subject of aviation. I 
ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SWANSON. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Rules for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico submitted the following resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 30), which was referred to the Committee on 
Rules: 

Resotved, That Rule XXII of the standing rules of the Senate be, 
and hereby is, amended as follows: After the word “ debate,’ where it 
first occurs in said rule, strike out the period and insert a_ colon and 
the following: “Provided, however, That any motion or resolution pro- 
posing an adjournment or recess of either or both Houses of Congress 
for a greater interval of time than three days shall be debatable.” 


RETURN FROM FRANCE OF DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
31), which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to have brought home from France at the earliest possible 
moment ali sick and wounded soldiers, officers, and men who may be 
able to travel without risk, and such sick and wounded soldiers shall 
have prior rights to be shipped home in all cases, 


REPORT ON AMMONIA, NITROGEN, ETC. 


Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
82), which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 1,500 copies of the report of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture concerning ammonia, nitrogen, and nitrogenous materials manu- 
factured, imported, and used in the United States in pursuance of 
Senate resolution 137 of the first session of the Sixty-fifth Congress be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 
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RUSSIAN SOVIET BUREAU IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution AS. Res. 33), 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration : 


Whereas one L.. C. A. K. Martens, together with a number of other 
aliens, maintains in the city of New York a so-called Russian Soviet 
bureau, which pretends to represent the so-called Soviet or Bol- 
shevist organization dominated by Nicolai Lenin, which has by 
force usurped the public authority, and has destroyed public order in 
Moscow, Petrograd, and other parts of Russia; and 

Whereas said bureau is supported by funds obtained from said Russian 
Bolshevist organization and is seeking to obtain possession and con- 
trol ef the several Russian consulates ‘in the United States and to 
become recognized as the official representative of the Russian Govy- 
ernment in the United States; and 

Whereas said Martens and said Russian Soviet bureau pretend to 
be seeking, on behalf of said Bolshevist organization, trade relations 
with the United States; and 

Whereas said Bolshevist organization under the domination of Lenine 
has pretended to abrogate the legal institution of private property, 
without which contracts of sale and exchange and commercial rela- 
tions are impossible; and 

Whereas the institution of property is an essential part of human 
liberty and is the fundamental concept of law; and 

Whereas no government is fit to exist or to be recognized by the United 
States which does not acknowledge and legalize the institution of 
property and provide legal process for the vindication of trespasses 
against property and for the enforcement of contracts with respect 
thereto; and 

Whereas commercial and political relations are impossible with a gov- 
ernment which does not recognize the institution of property and 
the legality of contracts for trade and exchange, and which does not 
ove legal sanet.on to credits which arise in transactions of trade; 
anc 

Whereas the Bolshevist organization of Russia under the domination 
of said Lenine professes principles which are inconsistent with the 
liberty and law of the United States and which are essentially 
Sars and despotic, and without the pale of the law of nations; 
anc 

Whereas it is inimical to the interests of the United States that aliens 
professing such principles and propagating the same be permitted 
to be in the country: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Secretary of Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 

institute proceedings under existing law for the deportation from the 

United States of said Martens and other aliens employed with said 

so-called Russian Soviet bureau in the city of New York, and all other 

alkns who are known to adhere to said so-called Soviet or Bolshevist 
organization. 


GOVERNMENT AT OMSK, RUSSIA. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 34), 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 


Whereas diplomatic relations between the United States and Russia 
have been suspended de facto since the abdication of the Czar and 
the fall of the provisional government of Kerensky ; and 

Whereas the relations between the United States and Russia have 
always oem characterized by sincere cordiality and reciprocal good 
will; an . : 

Whereas the Government and the people of the United States desire to 
resume proper and cordisi relations with the government and people 
of Russia and to assist in every way possible the establishment of 
liberty and law in the public order of Russia under a republican form 
of government; and 

Whereas the government of Omsk has for its purpose the establishment 
of these principles and is loyal to the policies of the United States 
and the powers associated with the United States in the war against 
Germany and is in harmony with the imternational policy ef the 
United States and is worthy to be recognized and enter into diplo- 
matic relations with the United States: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the government at Omsk, Russia, be recognized as 

the de facto government of Russia and that steps be taken to establish 

diplomatic relations with said Omsk government. 

Resolved further, That the United States assist said government at 
Omsk in establishing its authority in Russia, and that measures be 
taken to advance to said Omsk gove*nment credits and ordnance sup- 
plies for the overthrow of Bolshevist tyranny and anarchy, to provide 
food and other material assistance to the people, to afford facilities for 
the convocation of the constituent assembly to determine and establish 
the future government of Russia, and to assist the Russian people in 
bringing their country into a state of economic order and progress as 
a sound basis for the prosperity and independence of the new federal 
republic of Russia. ’ 


TREATY OF PEACE. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I call up Senate 
resolution No. 12, submitted by me on the 20th instant. I ask 
that it be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to 
the representatives of Germany; and 
Whereas a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the 

United States, and our people are entitled to know its full contents, 

and to what, if any, engagements they have been committed; and 
Whereas it is reported in the press that the entire treaty has been 

eabled to the State Department and is now in the possession of the 

State Department: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
forthwith to transmit to the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace 
completed at the Paris conference and delivered to the representatives 
of Germany. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, just a word in 
explanation, please, of the reasons why I have presented this 
particular resolution, 


It seems obvious that the American people should be entitled 
to any particular matter which has been determined at the Paris 
peace conference which may affect the future of America or may 
in any way involve in subsequent years American participation. 
Indeed, it has been in days gone by wholly axiomatic that the 
people of the United States should be afforded frank and com- 
plete information about anything which directly concerned them 
in the present or which might in the future affect them. 

I say in the past this would have been axiomatic. To-day 
when we believe in “gpen covenants openly arrived at,” no 
longer is it axiomatic, and to-day, therefore, I find to my sur- 
prise and astonishment that a resolution asking simply that 
the American people. know what they are entitled to know 
meets with some degree of opposition perhaps upon the floor 
of the Senate, and a considerable degree of opposition from the 
press which represents the present administration. 

Mr. President, fundamentally we are entitled to know, funda- 
mentally in this democracy our people are entitled to know, 
what the treaty is. If it be answered, as it is answered by the 
administration press, that we are not entitled to know anything 
about what is transpiring at Paris until the administration 
sees fit to inform us, the irrefutable response is that the ad- 
ministration has already informed us in part; and if we are 
entitled to know in part what the treaty is that is being com- 
pleted at Paris, we are entitled to know the whole of that 
treaty. 

I hold in my hand the semiofficial summary of the treaty of 
peace given out and distributed by the Department of State. 
I observe that it is printed in the official printing office. It is 
designated and characterized “ Semiofficial summary of the 
treaty of peace.” It begins with this particular paragraph: 

The treaty of peace. Semiofficial summary of the peace treaty as 
cabled from Paris to the Committee on Public Information at New York, 
and subject to minor corrections. 

Then follows: 

The treaty of peace between the 27 allied and associated powers on 
the one hand and Germany on the other was handed to the German 
plenipotentiaries at Versailles to-day. 

Handed to the German plenipoientiaries at Versailles 15 
days ago, published in Germany by the conquered people in this 
war, perhaps denied now to the American people, the victors in 
this war. If denied, upon what theory is it denied? 

Mr. President, if the American people and the American Con- 
gress are entitled to a synopsis prepared by this administration, 
reciting what this administration sees fit to recite, then the 
American people and the American Congress are entitled to the 
entire document, in order that the American people and the 
American Congress may themselves determine whether they 
approve, whether they wish to amend, or what they wish to do 
with the particular document. The instant that the State De- 
partment, 15 days ago, gave to_the people of this Nation a 
synopsis of this treaty, written by certain individuals, we know 
not who, in Paris, that very instant—I do not care what your 
diplomatic procedure has been in the past—the American people 
and the American Congress became entitled to the whole treaty. 

In some of the press of the Nation to-day are published terms 
of the treaty which do not appear, even by reference, in this 
synopsis that is given to us thus officially. Mr. President, I 
ask why, in a synopsis which is said to be complete and full, and 
subject only to minor corrections, are important parts of the 
treaty omitted? If there are any parts omitted, why should 
there be the slightest objection in this body to permitting the 
entire treaty to be given to this body and to be given to our 
people? 

I read—the language is not mine; and, perhaps, I would not 
in thus fashion have spoken—an editorial published this morn- 
ing in the Washington Post. The title of the editorial is “ The 
mockery of free government.” One paragraph refers to this 
matter, as follows: 

It is evidently the purpose of the so-called peacemakers at Paris 
to keep the+treaty secret from their own masters until the enemy signs 
it. Then the allied peoples will be informed that they must take the 
arrangement as it stands, good or bad, acceptable or intolerable, with 
all its imperfections and injustices, because the enemy has accepted it! 
That plan is nothing less than a trap, to be sprung upon the allied 
peoples, to shut their mouths, tie their hands, and bind their wills to 
an arrangement that disposes of their destiny without their previous 
knowledge and consent. 

What a hideous blunder has been made by the peoples’ representatives 
at Paris in thus presuming that they can control the will of the allied 
nations and curtail the extent of the victory which the allied peoples 
have won by their own blood! 

So, Mr. President, because we have been given a part of this 
treaty, I ask that we be given all of it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watsu of Massachusetts 
in the chair). Does the Senator from California yield to the 
Senator from Montana? 
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I inquire of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia if he is informed whether this treaty has been published 
in full in any of the allied countries? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I do not know; I am utterly 
unable to answer. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Can the Senator advise us-—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator from California will per- 
mit me, I can say very definitely that the treaty has not been 
published in any country, but that refusal has been made to 
consent toe its publication by those who must be considered. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Then I want to inquire, further, 
from the Senator from California—I dare say it has been an- 
swered by the Senator from Nebraska—if he can advise us as 
to whether there is an agreement among the representatives at 
the peace conference that the treaty shall not be published? 


I yield to the Senator from 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. I do not know, and I do not 
care. If there were such an agreement among the Allies, then 


you violate it when you give to us a synopsis of the treaty, and 
when you give us a synopsis of the treaty you ought to give us 
an honest synopsis of the treaty. 

Mr. TOWNSEND and Mr. WALSH of Montana addressed the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I yield to the Senator from 
Michigan. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I understood the Senator earlier in his 
remarks to state that the treaty had been published in Ger- 
many. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Two newspapers have stated 


the fact that the treaty has been published in Germany. Of 
course, I do not know anything about its publication; but there 
have been meetings held, if you will observe, in various places 
concerning this treaty, and I remember it was published only 
three or four days ago that at a meeting of women, in which 
Jane Addams was present, a letter sent by the President to 
that particular organization concerning the treaty was read. 
Whether they had before them the particular treaty—the whole 
of it—I am utterly unable to say. I can not tell whether the 
whole treaty has been handed to any parliamentary body; I 
can not say: but I do say that we have been handed a synopsis 
of the treaty, and when you grant us a synopsis of the treaty, 
any rule as to silence respecting the treaty necessarily you ab- 
rogate. 

Now, I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I merely desire to make a further 
inquiry of the Senator. I assume that this synopsis was given 
out by a concerted agreement among the representatives at 
Paris. Can the Senator advise us as to that? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I do not know, and I do not 
care. It is a synopsis; presumably it is a synopsis that tells 
the truth; and the only reason that there can be on the face of 
the earth for not giving us the whole treaty when you give us 
a synopsis is that you have something to conceal and that you 
want to conceal it for an indefinite period. I am not referring, 
of course, individually to the Senator from Montana, but I am 
using the personal pronoun in its generic sense. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I understood perfectly well the 
Senator was doing so; but I desire to ask the Senator to whom 
he does refer by the personal pronoun? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I refer to those who have 
given to the American people this synopsis—presumably the 
present administration. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But I understand the Senator to 
assume that the treaty has been given out by agreement among 
all of the representatives of the allied nations? 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. I do.not assume anything of 
the sort. I say I do not care whether it has been given out by 


agreement with one country cr agreement with twenty countries. 
It has been given out to the American people, and having been 
given out to the American people they are entitled to all of it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me ask the Senator just one 
more question: If there was an agreement among the repre- 
sentatives at Versailles not to give out the full treaty, but to 
give out only a synopsis, would the Senator then insist that that 
agreement ought to be violated by the administration and the 
entire treaty be given out? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I would insist, if the adminis- 
tration gave to the American people a synopsis, that it shall 
give the whole treaty. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Even though it had been agreed 


that it should not be given out? 
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. I do not propose to discuss 
any agreement of that sort, and I can not assume—lI will not 
for an instant assume—that any American, or any representa- 
tive of free America, has entered into an agreement with any 
other nation that it will give out only a part of the treaty 
under the pretense that it is giving all of the present peace 
treaty. I indulge in no such assumption respecting this ad- 
ministration or the Government under which we now live, and 
I assume, of course, that a request such as is made in this reso- 
lution ought instanter to be complied with by the administra- 
tion, and I trust that it will be, and that we shall find no opposi- 
tion whatsoever upon this floor to the present resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the resolution presented 
by the Senator from California [Mr. JoHnson] is seriously de- 
fective in form in the first place. It should not call upon the 
Secretary of State, but upon the President of the United States, 
if the request is proper. In that event, it should ask him to 
give the information, “if not incompatible with the public 
interest.” It does neither of those things, but merely calls 
upon the Secretary of State to do something which he has no 
right to do. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the Senator if he proposes to offer 
an amendment to the resolution meeting the objection he has 
just stated? My reason for asking the question is that I had 
prepared an amendment which I had intended to offer, but I 
am perfectly willing that the Senator from Nebraska should 
do it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I had not considered offering any amend- 
ment to the resolution, because, in my opinion, there is only 
one proper treatment for this resolution. It is one of vast im- 
portance; it involves international relations; and it should go 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations for consideration be- 
fore it is seriously considered by the Senate. I do not there- 
fore contemplate doing anything more in this particular than 
to call to the attention of the Senator the very serious breach 
in form and propriety in asking the Secretary of State for 
information which can only be called for from the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I take in good part the sug- 
gestions of the Senator, but I wish to point him the obvious 
answers. He says we should ask the President. There [ex- 
hibiting] is the document that is presented by the Secretary of 
State to the people. It is stated that the Secretary of State 
has the full document. He presents us a part that he says cor- 
rectly states the whole document. Therefore, there is no im- 
propriety; on the contrary, it is a natural thing to ask the 
Secretary of State to give us the full document, as he has 
given us a synopsis of it. 

The second objection the Senator raises is that the resolu- 
tion should make the request “if it is not incompatible with the 
public interest.” Think for a moment! Here [exhibiting] is 
the treaty ; and the officials say to us that it is the full treaty, 
subject only to minor corrections. So, how can it be incom- 
patible with the public interest to ask that we may see all that 
has been given? ‘The suggestions of the Senator might be 
relevant if they were made in the first instance before we had 
received any information or any oflicial document. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I trust the Senator will not interfere 
with me further in my reply to him. What I am bringing up 
first is a mere minor matter. I was calling his attention to a 
very evident breach of the proprieties and customs of the Sen- 
ate in dealing with the Executive in relation to international 
matters; but I am not stressing that point; I pass it over, 
simply calling the attention of the Senator to it while passing 
on the further violation of the proprieties of the case in pre- 
senting this resolution and asking the Senate to act upon 
it at all. 

Mr. President, the Constitution is very plain and explicit in 
vesting the power of negotiating and making treaties. in the 
President of the United States. The only power and the only 
funetion given to the Senate of the United States is the power 
to advise and consent to a treaty negotiated by the President. 
In the whole history of the United States, so far as I know, 
the Senate has never called upon the President of the United 
States to supply to the Senate the copy of a treaty which he 
had under negotiation. Under the power of the Constitution 
and according to the custom of over a hundred years the Presi- 
dent undoubtedly has the power after the treaty has been 
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negotiated in its tentative form, as this one has been, to tear 
it in pieces and refuse to send it te the Senate or publish it at 
all. It is his duty and his function, not our duty nor our func- 
tion, to negotiate a treaty. Not only that, but after the Presi- 
dent has sent a treaty to the Senate and after the Senate shall 
have ratified it, he still has the power to refuse to exchange 
ratifications or put it in operation. It is the Executive duty, 
and not the senatorial duty, to negotiate a treaty or to exchange 
ratifications of it. 

If this were a treaty between the United States and one other 
country the President would undoubtedly have the power, if 


| 
| 


I listened with some astonishment to the very emphatic utter- 


| ances of the Senator from Nebraska and to the extravagant ad- 
| jectives that he used during that discussion. 


I am utterly unable 
to comprehend the mental strabismus that can arrive at a con- 
clusion such as he has suggested here. It is the veriest tommyrot 
for any man to say that we interfere with the peace conference, 
that we are doing something that is reprehensible, or that it is 


| indecent to ask that that which has been given to us shall be 


given to us in full. On the contrary, it is the very essence of 


| cowardice to be afraid to ask for that to which we are entitled, 


he willed it and if the Senate requested it, to supply the Senate | 


full information and an accurate but tentative copy of the 
treaty in advance of its signing; but the United States is 
not the only country negotiating this treaty with Germany. 
The United States is only one of some fifteen or more belliger- 
ents which are endeavoring at this time to come to an agree- 
ment with Germany on this treaty. Up to the present time 
they have agreed among themselves tentatively; they have 
submitted the proposed treaty to Germany; they have given 
Germany a certain length of time to present objections and to 


of the changes requested by Germany in some detail of the 
reparations provision has already been conceded. Other 
changes may be conceded; they will undoubtedly be asked. It 
is preposterous, in my opinion, for the Senate to interfere with 
the negotiation and demand the right to publish a document 
to which the other party has not yet agreed. 

The President is not the only negotiator; the United States 
is not the only Nation involved. As the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. WatsH] has suggested, it is almost certain that there 
exists an agreement among the nations associated with us in 
the war that the only publicity given to this document shall 
be the publicity given to it in the authorized summary which 
has been published in all countries. As I understand, and as 
I am informed, Germany is under the same pledge of secrecy, 
and in Germany the only publication which has been made is 
the publication of the synopsis or summary to which the Sen- 
ator from California calls attention. 

There is a further consideration. The suggestion that the 
full treaty be published has already been made in other coun- 
tries and already denied by the representatives of those coun- 
tries. I do not know that I am going too far, but I feel justified 
in saying that the President of the United States would have 
no objection, so far as the United States and the people of the 
United States are concerned, to the full publication of this 
document, but it can not be published in the United States with- 
out getting back to other countries. 

We have few complications in this matter. We are not much 
interested in the details of this treaty with Germany; but when 
it comes to France, a neighbor of Germany, a victim of Ger- 
many, her interests are great, vital, and if France objects—and 
I understand France does object at this time to publicity, and 
England also, for Lloyd-George has gone on record as object- 
ing—-if France objects and Great Britain objects, it would be 
absolutely indecent for the Senate of the United States to 
demand the publication and embarrass our associates in this 
negotiation. 

There can not be any possible reason for insisting upon it at 
this time. No possible good can come from it. It simply means 
meddlesome interference with the legitimate powers of the Ex- 
ecutive; it simply means embarrassment to the representatives 
of Great Britain, France, and Italy; and it simply means the 
throwing of a monkey wrench into the machinery and rendering 
more difficult still a problem already infinitely difficult. I think 
the Senate of the United States would commit a gross breach 


| give it in the form of a synopsis? 


| and which has been given to us as a synopsis. 


The argument that is made by the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska is an argument addressed to a particular condition of 
affairs which does not exist here at all. He is not speaking to 
the question of whether a full document, of which we have a 
synopsis, should be accorded us. Does the Senator mean to say 
that it was indecent to give to the American people what pur- 
ported to be the full treaty that was made at Paris, and to 
Will it be contended that the 


| whole wheels of the Paris conference must cease revolving, and 
I 4 | that a monkey wrench is thrown into the entire peace formula 
request changes, and the press tells us this morning that one | 


not only of the customs of this‘country but of international | 


proprieties as well even to call upon the President to answer 
such a question. It would be an indication that the Senate of 
the United States distrusts him; it would be an indication that 
the Senate of the United States proposes to interfere with him; 


it would be an indication that the Senate of the United States | 
wants to render more difficult the settlement of the peace, which | 


we all hope is close at hand on the other side. 

As I say, I hesitate to go too far in stating things that I 
believe I know; but I do know that it would be a eause of infi- 
nite embarrassment, particularly in France, to make publie at 
this time the present terms of the demands being made on Ger- 
many, some of which may be subject to modification, and one of 
which already has been modified. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I move that the resolution of the 
Senator from California be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 


Mr. President, just a moment 
in response, 





because we have been given in America a synopsis of the treaty? 

When we were given the synopsis of the treaty, everything 
that has been said by the Senator from Nebraska was answered 
fully, completely, and wnequivocally. If there rests in the ar- 
chives of the State Department a full document, of which this 
is a synopsis, the Senate ought to have it; but beyond the Senate 
the American people ought to have it. 

This idea that representatives of the American people may go 
abroad, may sit in Paris, and in secrecy may deal as they see 
fit with American treasure and American blood, is a doctrine to 
which I will not subscribe for a single instant. This is the first 
time in the history of America when it has been contended that 
any man representing this great democracy could deal with a 
hundred million people in secret and tie them and their genera- 
tions succeeding in secret into Europe’s turmoils and Asia’s and 
Africa’s wars; and I will not, as xn American, for a single in- 
stant subscribe to any such doctrine as that. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I desire to offer two amend- 
ments to the pending resolution. 

I ask that the words “Secretary of State” be stricken out 
of the resolution and the word “ President ” substituted. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? A motion has been made to refer the resolution te 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am quite aware of that fact. I think the 
Senator will not object to my suggestion when I have com- 
pleted it.* 

Also, after the word “ forthwith,” I ask to insert the words 
“if not incompatible with the public interest.” 

In the event that the motion of the Senator from Nebraska 
does not prevail, I shall ask that the resolution be considered 
in connection with the proposed amendments. 

Now, Mr. President, if I understand the situation correctly, 
the draft of the treaty, either in whole or in part, has never 
been submitted to the Senate of the United States by the Sec- 
retary of State or anyone else; but a synopsis, a very consider- 
able synopsis, has been given to the American public. We are 
not, therefore, in the attitude which seems to be assumed by 
the Senator from California. There can be no question but 
that if the State Department had submitted to the Senate an 
incomplete document or a document although seemingly com- 
plete was not so in fact, we would have the right to de- 
mand forthwith from the President, through the Secretary of 
State, a complete text of the proposed document. We are pro- 
ceeding, so far as this resolution is concerned, upon a public 
statement which, however official, is not officially made to the 
Senate of the United States. 

I do not think I am mistaken, but if I am I am sure the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGEe] will cor- 
rect me, when I assert that no treaty has been submitted in the 
past by the President to the Senate of the United States until 
completed ta the satisfaction of the executive department. If, 
therefore, this resolution is to prevail, it must prevail in the 
face of established customs and precedents heretofore set by 
our predecessors in this body. There would seem to be excel- 
lent reasons why the Executive should decline or fail to trans- 
mit a draft of a treaty to the Senate until it had been drafted 
and considered to his satisfaction; for, if I understand the 
province of the Senate—and I think I do—our functions begin 
only when a full text of the treaty is submitted. They do not 
begin until that period is reached, although the President may 
ask and frequently has asked the advice and opinion of the 
Senate with reference to pending international questions imme- 
diately or remotely important. So that I do not believe, Mr. 
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President, that there is either precedent or reason for the con- 
sideration of this motion, much less for its adoption, at the 
present time. 

I am opposed to the doctrine of secret negotiation quite as 
sincerely as the Senator from California; but I have always 
recognized, Mr. President, the necessity in public as in private 
negotiations of conducting affairs with regard to superimportant 
propositions with more or less secrecy until a final tentative 
egreement haus been reached between the parties; and I am sat- 
isfied that in this instance—the greatest in the history of inter- 
national negotiation, covering more subjects of transcendent im- 
portance, perhaps, than those confronting other previous peace 
conferences coimbined—many score of important questions and 
problems will present themselves which in the very nature of 
things must be considered in private. If it were not so, Mr. 
President, there would be, there could be, no successful negotia- 
tion when crises in world affairs present themselves; and al- 
though the President is committed, and justly so, to open cove- 
nants, openly arrived at, he must subject himself to those uni- 
versal exceptions which arise in the attempted application of all 
general principles in life, whether they affect statecraft, eco- 
nomics, or morality. Hence, Mr. President, I am not disposed to 
believe for one moment that there has been undue secrecy in the 
solution of the mighty problems which are confronting this 
peace conference, and which they must determine in advance of 
the commencement of our deliberations. 

So the proposition presente? by this resolution is, Shall the 
Senate require the Secretary of State to present to it forthwith a 
complete copy of a document in his possession, the substance of 
which he says he has given to the American public, before it 
comes to us in the proper and well-recognized official channels? 
I do not think so. Moreover, I am satisfied, a3 the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock] has stated, that there must be some 
understanding between the parties to this negotiation: that for 
the present the world should be informed of what it has tlready 
received, and that until the German plenipotentiaries shall finally 
act, and the German nation accept or reject this treaty, no further 
disclosures should for the present be made. If that be so, then 
we would be recreant to the understanding thus arrived at by 
the American representatives if this resolution should now be 
adopted. 

Now, whether this is so or whether it is not so, I, of course, 
am not able to say. I do not pretend to say; but certainly if 
this resolution goes to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
where it belongs, that committee, through its chairman, will at 
once put itself in touch with the Acting Secretary of State and 
be informed of conditions without any reservations. It will 
then be in a position to report upon this, as it should be in 
position to report upon all other subjects of concern submitted 
to its jurisdiction. 

Why the haste imported by this resolution? Do we expect to 
begin a discussion of the treaty before it gets here, before Jit 
has been accepted or rejected by the German plenipotentiaries 
and the German nation? Is it possible that the Congress has 
been called into extra session for the purpose of taking up this 
business at once? I deny it. The last Congress adjourned with 
an enormous Senate Calendar before it. It was filibustered to 
death—and in the course of the next few days it is my purpose, 
if consistent with the Senate’s business, to speak upon that sub- 
ject at some length—in consequence of which this extra session 
was called for the immediate purpose of considering and pass- 
ing the great supply bills, upon which, if I am correctly in- 
formed, the House of Representatives is at present engaged. 

Now, Mr. President, with all due respect to my distinguished 
friend, the Senator from California [Mr. JoHNson], it seems to 
me that he imagines a specter which does not exist—that the 
Senate of the United States will be called upon to consider and 
ratify a treaty without being fully informed of its contents, and 
that unless this resolution passes, and passes at once, we shall 
be deprived of that knowledge which is essential to the ‘con- 
sideration of any subject, whether important or otherwise. This 
will all come in due time and in due season, and for my part I 
am willing to await the action of those who are charged with 
this supreme duty, believing that however they may be mis- 
taken in the discharge of it, they are, as sincere patriots and 
Americans, endeavoring at all times to subserve the interests and 
promote the welfare of this great Republic. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. 


Certainly. 

JOHNSON of California. I beg the Senator not to think 
that I am conjuring up a particular specter with respect to 
this treaty about which he has just inveighed—not that at all. 
We are all, however, now engaged in studying to the best of 
our ability everything pertaining to our foreign relations, to the 
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league of nations, and to the treaty. All of us want such data, 
historical and otherwise, as we may obtain. A part of the 
data has been freely accorded us without our asking for it at 
all. It has been given to the American people. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is not that enough to keep the Senator busy 
for a while? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No, sir; because there must 
be something else, or we would be given the entire treaty; and 
if that be inaccurate, or if it be an assumption that is unjusti- 
fied, then in any event no careful man who studies a subject 
wishes to have it by piecemeal; and if a part is given to us 
that is an honest synopsis, there can not be any objection in 
morals or in good faith or in diplomatic usage or in any other 
process of ratiocination by which you deny the document itself 
of which you say you give us a good-faith synopsis. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I am very glad that my appre- 
hension regarding the Senator's attitude is not strictly correct. 
I have no question of the sincerity and earnestness of purpose of 
my friend, the Senator from California, with regard to this or 
any other proposition which he advocates. I knew he is dis- 
charging his duty to his conscience and his country as he under- 
stands it. I am sure the Senator believes, as I believe, that 
the statement of the Secretary of State that he hus given the 
most important features of the proposed treaty to the public 
is correct. Of course, there are reasons why some portions of 
the treaty are withheld. There must be some reasons. But 
the Senator does not by the form of his resolution propose to 
give the Secretary of State any opportunity to present those 
reasons for our consideration. It may be incompatible with the 
publie interest, but whether it is or not this resolution requires 
that he shall respond forthwith. I believe they are good reasons, 
and I know that the Committee on Foreign Relations will be 
informed of those reasons just as soon as they are authorized 
by the Senate of the United States to take charge of this resolu- 
tion. I might imagine what those reasons are. I might be able 
to make a shrewd guess concerning them. On the other hand, 
I might be mistaken. I feel very sure that they have relation 
to the negotiations now pending with the German plenipoten- 
Varies. Whether I am correct or not, if it is true, as the Senr- 
ator rom Nebraska has intimated very strongly, that only tle 
portions of the treaty have been given to the public everywhere 
which by common agreement among the several representatives 
of the nations should at this time be given, then regardless of 
any other circumstances or propositions we should defeat this 
resolution, if we do not, on the other hand, adopt the resolution 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. President, I am also spending some time in a considera- 
tion of this tremendous proposition. I do not pretend to be as 
efficient and as capable, either physically or intellectually, as 
the distinguished Senator from California, but I find I have 
been given possession of enough of the proposed treaty to keep 
me busy day and night. I can not imagine how an individual, 
however eminent he may be nor however omniverous in the 
quest of knowledge, can be otherwise than satisfied with the 
morsel of the treaty which he now has before him. It is the 
large outline of the most tremendous international covenant 
that has ever confronted the world, and as a consequence, Mr. 
President, it is one to which we must give a great portion and 
if necessary all our time for its consideration before final action 
is taken, if we are to act intelligently and with a proper con- 
ception of our great responsibilities. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Surely if the Senator from Colorado has given 
to the document the careful study which he says he has, he 
must take notice that the summary on its face is incorrect. 
There are words that make nonsense. There are words which 
are obviously misprinted. It is a very imperfect summary. If 
you take the part in which it summarizes the league of na- 
tions, because there we have what purports to be the full text, 
you will get a very imperfect idea of what the real draft of the 
league of nations is from reading the summary. In other words, 
the summary to my mind is almost worthless. I should not dare 
take anything as being so on the authority of the summary. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I think the criticism of tho 
Senator from Massachusetts is correct in part, but I do not 
admit by any means it applies to the entire document. There 
are some portions of it which are seemingly obscure, and if 
this resolution were designed to secure a more clear and definite 
statement of the summary itself I could conceive why we should 
consider it. 

Mr. LODGE. In addition, Mr. President, I have seen printed 
in our newspapers here, and also other articles printed in news 
papers abroad, containing textual provisions of the German 
treaty which are not included in the summafy at all. 
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Mr. THOMAS. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. LODGE. It is given out piecemeal. As a summary it 
is worthless to predicate anything as regards the treaty. 

Mr. THOMAS. Conceding that, for the sake of argument, let 
me ask the Senator, who has been in public life for many years, 
and who has adorned the Committee on Foreign Relations dur- 
ing the entire time of his service, and who is soon to become its 
distinguished chairman, and as such has doubtless perhaps a 
greater responsibility than ever rested on the shoulders of any 
of his predecessors, does he not think this resolution should be 
addressed to the President of the United States instead of to 
the Secretary of State; that it should ask for this information 
“if not incompatible with the public interest,’ and should it 
not go, as similar resolutions generally do, to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, in order that that committee may take 
up the subject with the Acting Secretary of State, and then 
report to the Senate? 

Mr. LODGE. I think it should be drafted in the usual form 
which is always the practice in regard to any inquiry relating 
to international matters. It has never been the practice of 
the Senate to address any inquiry to the Secretary of State. 
That department has been differentiated from all others. It 
has been the practice to address the President, and invariably 
in addressing the President the words “if not incompatible 
with the publie interest ’”’ have been used. But I can see no 
reason whatever for sending this particular inquiry to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. A great many inquiries which 
relate to foreign matters are not sent to the Committee on For- 
cign Relations 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘That is true of unimportant ones. 

Mr. LODGE. And many are, of course. Important ones 
are, if good reasons can be given for sending them there. In 
this particular case I can see no reason for sending the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations. It is an inquiry 
simply asking the President to give us the text of the treaty with 
Germany. He can reply perfectly well that it would be incom- 
patible with the public interest to do so, which will protect him. 
In fact, we shall not get it anyway. So we are debating an 
academic question. 

Mr. THOMAS, Then we are wasting the Senate’s time here. 

Mr. LODGE. No; we are not wasting our time, because we 
are calling attention to the new method of “open covenants 
openly arrived at,” and that is desirable. When the treaty comes 
here, if I have anything to do with the charge of the treaty, I 
shall not invite the Senate to adopt the method of “ open cov- 
ehants openly; arrived at,’ because they have presented to the 
world the most furtive negotiation and the most secret one 
almost which history can record in modern times. I shall simply 
ask the Senate to treat this treaty and all connected with it with 
plain and, if you like, with pitiless publicity. 

Mr. THOMAS. I shall join the Senator from Massachusetts 
in asking for that. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall want it laid before the country without 





» any secrecy. We are now asking for one of the documents. In 


the case of that document we have had a synopsis—a bad one, 
but still we have had it. Other portions of the treaty have been 
textually printed abroad and here. I saw quoted textually from 
foreign newspapers the other day three clauses which I do not 
think appear in the summary at all, relating to what they call 
the “proces verbal,” and when the treaty should take effect. 
Also here texts have appeared not alluded to in this summary, 
If it is proper to put in the press fragments, I can see no impro- 
priety in our having the whole of it. 

The President brought over here a draft of a league and 
handed it to us; that is, he handed it to the press. The gen- 
eral understanding was that we were to take that first draft. 
That is what was expected of us. It was a tentative draft sub- 
mitted to the criticism of the world. Then he took it back and 
they amended it, They made it much worse than it was before. 
Then they published it again, the whole of it, in the midst of the 
negotiations, and now they say we must not have the text of 
the German treaty which every German shopkeeper is reading 
to-day. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator from Colorado will permit 
an interruption, the Senator from Massachusetts is entirely mis- 
taken. Nothing has been published in Germany except 

Mr. LODGE. [I do not think the Senator from Massachusetts 
is mistaken. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I affirm that he is mistaken, and I have 
a reason. 

Mr. LODGE. On what authority? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. On the highest authority now in Wash- 
ington, 

Mr. LODGE. By the President? 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have stated it is by the highest author- 
ity now in Washington. 

Mr. LODGH. The highest authority now in Washington is 
worth no more than what we have here. 

Mr. HITGHCOCK. There has been published in the United 
States everything that has been published in any other country, 
Germany included. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not appear so. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to me for a question? 

Mr. LODGE. I am on the floor only by courtesy of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, and I have trespassed too long on his time. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey for a 
question. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. In connection with the discussion 
I send to the desk a clipping taken from the Washington Post, 
purporting to be a cablegram from a special correspondent, and 
ask that it be read. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is hardly a question; but I do not object 
to it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is an answer if it is not a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Possibly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WILSON PREVENTS PUBLICATION NOW OF TREATY TERMS. 
(By John O'Brien, special cable to the Washington Post and Publie 

Ledger.) . 

Paris, May 18. 

Owing to the publication in German papers of certain parts of the 
text of the peace treaty transmitted by the German delegates, it was 
decided to permit the French press to do likewise, and it was semi- 
officially announced yesterday afternoon that a publication would begin 
this morning. 

At a late hour last night, however, it is learned that President Wil- 
son interposed a vetc on the procedure, which thereupon was aban- 
wa impossible to discover the reason for this attitude, in view of 
the fact that the Germans know more of the text of the treaty than 
the allied peoples, but it is assumed that President Wilson was unwill- 
ing to face the criticism of the French, and perhaps the American press 
when the exact wording of certain clauses, notably that pertaining to 
reparations, becomes known. 

Sharp criticism of the French Government by socialists and con- 
servatives alike is expected to result from the decision not to publish 
the treaty text as demanded formally by the socialist group, as well 
as the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
will proceed. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, if the President has counter- 
manded or vetoed or in any other manner interfered with the 
publication of the text of the treaty, I assert positively and un- 
equivocally that he must have had, and did have, the best of 
reasons for it, and that, to my mind, instead of militating 
against, supports the attitude of the Senator from Nebraska, 
The Senator from Massachusetts has informed us that this 
resolution will not be complied with; that we will not get a 
copy of the treaty; and that all we are doing is debating an 
academic proposition. I suggested, and I now assert, that if 
such is to be the result,.we are wasting time here. Can- 
didly I do not think the Senate of the United States, in view 
of the business before it, has any time to waste. I hold in my 
hand the congressional output of the last 15 days of the expir- 
ing Senate of the last Congress. Physically it is a tremendous 
output. Intellectually the subject might be one of controversy. It 
embraces 1,973 pages, or 131 pages per day by the average. Water 
when evaporated into steam is said to expand seven hundred 
and seventy-five times. Congressional oratory when compressed 
into type is diminished in far greater proportion, yet we have 
this huge volume as the result. We are wasting time, and pre- 
cious time, if that is so. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that this is one of the trivial 
resolutions which the Senate considers, and should consider, 
without referring it to an appropriate committee. I do not 
think the Senator who is the author of the resolution so con- 
siders it. It is one of the most important resolutions that has 
been introduced in the Senate since I have had the honor of 
being a Member of it. It is therefore, independent of other 
reasons, because of its vast importance imperative that it should 
take the usual course and be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, as suggested by the motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. THOMAS. I was about to vield the floor. 

Mr. POMERENE. I desire to ask a question, 
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Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator from Nebraska has given 
assurance to the Senate that there are very important reasons 
why, in his judgment, this treaty should not be given to the 
public at this particular time. Other objections have been 
made. I rise to ask the Senator from Colorado this question: 
Within his experience in the Senate has any resolution been 
presented to the Senate calling upon the President for informa- 
tion relating to our international affairs which was not, upon 
objection to its present consideration, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. THOMAS. So far as my memory goes, I do not recall 
any instance in which the procedure was not as suggested. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Colorado yield for a 
further question? 

Mr. THOMAS. I may add that the precedents should in this 
instance be particularly insisted upon, because the resolution 
asks for the first time, I think, in our history fer the text of a 
treaty before the President sees fit to transmit it for our con- 
sideration. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Does the Senator from Colorado recall an 
instance during the administration of former President Roose- 
velt when some resolution of inquiry was presented to the 
Senate touching negotiations that were in progress respecting a 
treaty, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner], the 
present leader of the majority, took the floor and contended 
with great force and sincerity that it was improper for the Sen- 
ate to make an inguiry of this character during the progress 
of negotiations affecting a treaty? Does the Senator recall that 
the Senator from Massachusetts then insisted that the conduct 
of negotiations was purely an Executive function, in which the 
Senate should not coneern itself, and that any attempt to do so 
would operate as an interference with the negotiations? Does 
net the Senator think that the argument then made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is equally applicable at this time, and 
applicable with great force? 

I will ask the Senator from Colorado another question: Did 
he see press reports published widely throughout the United 
States during the last 10 days that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, as leader of the majority, and the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Curtis], as whip of the majority, had sent a telegram 
to every Member of the present majority urging them to refrain 
from discussing the proposed league of nations treaty until a 
partisan conference, a Republican conference, could be held, 
and the Republicans in the Senate should be thereby afforded an 
opportunity to reach a conclusion whether or not they would 
stand for a league of nations in the treaty or oppose it; and 
did the Senator see in connection with that the refusal of a 
number of Senators to be bound by such influences to refrain 
from discussing the league of nations treaty? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, it is difficult for me to remem- 
ber, much less to answer, all the questions which have just been 
propounded. I saw the published announcement and request of 
the Senators from Massachusetts and Kansas a few days ago. 
I was not a Member of this body during the reign of Theodore 
Roosevelt, and therefore my knowledge of what occurred is 
purely historical. I did, however, have occasion in January 
last to address the Senate on the treaty-making power of this 
bedy, and at that time quoted very copiously from one of the 
most masterly addresses on the subject to be found in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp, delivered by Senator Spooner, of Wisconsin, 
during that period, in which he took the position emphatically 
that the treaty-making province and power of the Senate began 
nnd ended with the consideration of a treaty when the Presi- 
dent saw fit to transmit it to this body for that purpose; and 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopeE], in a short but 
admirable speech, expressed his assent to and approval of Sen- 
autor Spooner’s contention. That is undoubtedly the rule. It 
rhould not be departed from except in cases of most extraor- 
«linary emergency, and I trust the Senate will not be led to do 
it at this time. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, inasmuch as the Senator from 
Colorado has referred to me, may I say one word? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Colorado certainly did not 
read any statement of mine which in the least resembled that 
which the Senator from Arkansas has stated. The request made 
hy the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] and myself was that 
they would refrain from interviews or making statements until 
they had an oppertunity to consult with their colleagues. There 
was no suggestion of any partisanship in it. We are as non- 
partisan as anyone could be. 

Mr. THOMAS. Of course the Senator meant his Republican 
colleagues? 
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Mr. LODGE. I did not say that. , 

Mr. THOMAS. I know the Senator did not say it, but no 
other Senators were honored by the request. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield for a further ques- 
tion? I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will re- 
ceive a question from the Senator from Arkansas, I am willing 
he should ask it. 

Mr. LODGE. I am glad the Senator referred to that debate 
upen which former Senator Spooner made the very able speech 
he just quoted, and my assent to it. I have not changed my. 
views at all. 


Mr. THOMAS. I am glad to hear that. 


Mr. LODGE. The Senate is not part of the negotiating 
power, but Presidents have frequently consulted the Senate 
during the pendency of negotiations and before negotiations. 
which appear in a public 


I collected and gave the instances, 
document here. 

Mr. THOMAS. That was voluntary but not obligatory. 

Mr. LODGE. Entirely. I never suggested that it was obliga- 
tory. On the contrary, I think it is not obligatory, but it has 
been wisely done by such Presidents as Washington, Lincoln, 
and Grant, and I think it might have been wisely done by others. 
But it is not obligatory. The President is distinctly not obliged 
to consult the Senate at any stage of the negotiations. This 
has nothing to do with consulting the Senate during the negotia- 
tions. It is to ask for the complete publication of a document 
already partially published. I do not understand that we are 
allies or that we are bound by any treaty to allies. The Presi- 
dent is always careful to say “ Nations with which we are asso- 
ciated.” We have no treaty binding us not to have that in- 
formation, and I think we ought to have the right to ask the 
President for the draft of the treaty which he has submitted to 
Germany. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts, by 
the courtesy of the Senator from Colorado, yield for a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas for that 
purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Massachusetts has stated 
the action of himself and his colleague, the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Curtis], in telegraphing their associates the request 
already referred to—that they not discuss the league of nations 
treaty until a conference could be had—was nonpartisan. [ 
should like to be informed whether the Senator from Massachu- 
setts was speaking humorously or in all seriousness? 

Mr. LODGE. I was speaking in all seriousness. We have 
not said a word about it. Not one word has been said in any. 
conference held by the Republicans. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
another question. Is it a fact that no one but Members on that 
side of the Chamber were requested to refrain from discussing 
the treaty until a conference could be held? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. Our request was addressed only to 
Senators to whom we had a right to address such a request. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator saw, of course, the statement 
in the press of a number of Senators on that side of the Cham- 
ber to the effect that they refused to be a party to making the 
league of nations treaty a partisan issue and that they re- 
garded his action in submitting that request as a partisan act, 
He saw that statement, of course? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I did not see it. ‘ 

Mr. ROBINSON. You did not see the statement imputed to 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kenyon], the Senator from Cali- 
fornia {Mr. JouHnson], the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
POINDEXTER], and three other Senators, stating that they refused 
to be controlled by such influences? The statement was imputed 
to the Senator from Washington [Mr. PornDEXxTER] that he did 
not see how it could be made into a party question. I do not 
know whether that implied that he was willing it should be 
made such, if it were possible to do so. : 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, only yesterday, in speaking to 
the State chairmen from all the States of the Union of the 
Republican Party, I distinctly stated that I could not discuss 
with them the league of nations, because I did not regard it asa 
party question and never have. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield for another and 
further question? 

Mr. LODGE. I did not see the statement to which the Senator 
from Arkansas refers. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Arkansas will permit me, with reference to myself I will say, 
that I did not see, or at least I do not recollect seeing, a pub- 
lished statement purporting to quote me about this matter. 








1919. 





But if there was any statement to that effect it was an errone- 
ous statement. I never made any such statement as that to 
which the Senator from Arkansas has referred. I did make 
the statement—and I do not know whether it was published in 
the newspapers or not—that if the bulk of the Republican 
Members of the Senate were opposed to this covenant of the 
league of nations and ‘a majority of the Democrats were in 
favor of it, it would automatically become a party question, 
and that my view of the question of partisanship was that it 
was not a question which could be artificially determined, but 
was simply a question of the attitude taken by the members of 
the various parties. Since the Senator from Arkansas has 
quoted a statement purporting to come from me, I beg leave 
to say that, entertaining the views and having the profound 
convictions that I have on that part of the treaty of peace 
that is denominated a covenant of a league of nations, I shall 
be perfectly delighted to see it made a party question by the 
opposition of Republicans, because my idea of the functions 
of a great political party is that a party in the service of the 
Nation should take a position, and should take a correct posi- 
tion, upon issues which affect the Nation, and I believe that 
would be the correct ‘position. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield further to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The action of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and the Senator from Kansas in sending out the telegrams 
to which I have referred has been taken and accepted by the 
entire press of the Nation as an attempt to make the league of 
nations treaty a party question, and that construction is the 
logical consequence, I respecfully submit, of that action itself. 

Now, with reference to the statement just made by the Sena- 
tor from Washington [Mr. PoInpDEXTER] that he would be glad 
to see the subject made a party question, permit me to say that 
I think it is regrettable that a subject of this character and 
importance should take that course. There are some subjects 
which should be discussed and determined free of the ordinary 
influences which control partisan action; and if in all the his- 
tory of the United States a question has ever arisen which 
should be determined without partisanship, in which the repre- 
sentatives of the people should express as best they can the will 
of the American people, it is a question of the character of the 
one which we are now discussing. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I agree entirely with what the Senator 
from Arkansas has just said. ; 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado still yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I should like to make just one further brief 
statement. I shall conclude in a moment. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It will be remembered that when the first 
draft of the league of nations treaty was published the Presi- 
dent issued a statement to the effect that he expected to hold 
a conference with members of the Commitee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate and the similar committee of the House 
of Representatives, and members of the committees were re- 
spectfully requested to refrain from discussing the matter 
until after that conference. I speak concerning a matter of 
current history when I say that a bitter protest was made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts and those -associated with 
him against the action of the President in that particular as 
an effort to stifle debate. . 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. ROBINSON. Just a moment, and I will yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator from Arkansas will allow 
me to interrupt him there. I observed that request religiously. 
I never said one word about the league until after the White 
House conference. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The statement of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is entirely correct, as I recall it. He did not dis- 
cuss the league of nations treaty until after the conference 
at the White House. But we all recall that his party asso- 
ciates took offense at the request of the President and ex- 
pressed it on the floor of the Senate. It was published in the 
newspapers and other periodicals throughout the Nation as an 
effort upon the part of the President to stifle debate; but now, 
after that has been published and the revised draft has been 
published, we are confronted with the very singular request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts and his associates on the 
Republican side that Republican Senators refrain from dis- 
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cussing the revised draft—the very thing the President re- 
quested in the first instance of all Senators, but the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts was for the purpose of 
holding a conference with Republicans only and deciding 
what they should do in regard to it. I submit that that is 
conclusive evidence of an attempt to make the question a 
partisan issue. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. THomas] has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I observed the President’s request religiously, 
and so, I think, did every member of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations except one Senator, who refused the invitation; 
but the President, after having made that request, landed in 
the city of Boston, and while we were silent made an ardent 
speech for the league. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Colorado had yielded to the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. FLetcHer]. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
from Florida. 

The President did make an ardent speech in Boston in favor 
of the league, but it was provoked by a number of violently ar- 
dent speeches in opposition upon this floor, delivered previous 
to his landing. 

I shall now yield to the Senator from Florida, but let me say, 
before he begins, that I have been trying to yield the floor for 
some time, and I will yield it as soon as the Senator concludes. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I was merely going to ask 
the Senator from Colorado, who is disposed to treat the resolu- 
tion as a serious and important proposal—and'I am inclined to 
treat it likewise, in justice to the Senator from California and 
because it seems to me it ought to be so treated—whether or 
not if the resolution is agreed to now or is referred to the com- 
mittee and reported from the committee and then favorably 
acted upon after the committee reports it, and the document is 
laid before the Senate, the Senator thinks it would be in order 
then to discuss the proposed treaty? In other words, the situa- 
tion is that the peace terms have been agreed upon by the Allies 
and submitted to Germany, but Germany has not yet signed the 
treaty. There are suggestions that there may be changes and 
alterations yet made. Consequently, it is not a completed docu- 
ment ; and would it be in order, would it be the proper thing for 
the Senate to enter upon a discussion of that sort of a document 
in that situation, in view of the fact that later on the President 
is to submit to the Senate whatever is finally agreed upon in the 
nature of a treaty? 

Of course, I will say to the Senator that the remarks offered in 
support of the resolution by the Senator from California direct- 
ing criticisms as to methods pursued around the peace table was 
an argument directed against the constitutional provision which 
empowers the President to negotiate treaties, it seems to me, 
and is confined to that, because the President has only been 
doing precisely what the Constitution authorizes and empowers 
him to do. 

The suggestion by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lover] that the resolution is worth while, because it gives an 
opportunity to sneer at the President or to criticize the adminis- 
tration may perhaps justify it in his view. I do not think so, 
and I take it that the President will take care of himself so far 
as that is concerned, and when the time comes the American 
people will take care of those who sneer at the President; but 
outside of that, what would be accomplished if the resolution 
were adopted and the document laid before us admittedly in its 
incomplete state? Would it be in order, I again ask the Senator 
by way of presenting the question again, in his judgment, to 
discuss it if it were before the Senate now? Until the negotia- 
tions are concluded and the terms are agreed upon by all the 
parties and are finally settled it would create confusion, be mis- 
leading the public to have brought here and published an in- 
complete and unfinished document, and it would be premature 
to discuss it. There will be ample opportunity to criticize and 
sneer, as well as for legitimate discussion and well advised con- 
sideration, after the completed work is laid before us. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, that is a question which I 
think must adjust itself to the individual judgment and con- 
science of every Senator. For my part I hesitate to express 
my view of what should be the conduct of Members of this body 
under the conditions described by the Senator. Each will settle 
the subject for himself and settle it according to his own judg- 
ment and to his own conscience. My personal opinion is, how- 
ever, that it would not be proper to discuss the subject of the 
treaty if we had a certified copy before us of the draft as it was 
submitted to the German plenipotentiaries, for I believe that our 





In just a moment I will yield to the Senator 





164 


function will not begin until that document is officially laid 
before us by the President of the United States, for until then 
we can not know the form of recitals or the substance of its 
provisions. 

It is impossible, Mr. President, for any Executive to eneounter 
the responsibilities and seek to discharge the great duties that 
confront him, and escape misrepresentation, severe criticism, 
abuse, and contumely. No generation ever lived fair enough or 
free enough from its prejudices and its environment to properly 
survey and to pass judgment upon the character and career of 
its great contemporaries. We have never had a° President upon 
whese shoulders was placed a burden of undue responsibility 
who has not paid the penalty of misrepresentation, of miscon- 
struction, whose motives have not been arraigned and suspected, 
and who has not been reproached or maligned for imbecility, for 
faithlessness to his duty, for lack of patriotism. We need but 
call to mind the careers of George Washington, of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, of Andrew Jackson, ef Abraham Lincoln. The martyr was 
abused and reviled more bitterly, more cruelly, and more un- 
justly than any man who ever adorned the great office of Presi- 
dent of the United States. So with Woodrow Wilson. Yet I 
firmly believe after this generation shall have passed away, 
after the heat and bitterness engendered by the tremendous con- 
treversies which confront and arouse us shall have ended, when 
we now here shall have retired from the scene of action anl 
our successors shall occupy our seats upon this floor, they will 
do the same justice and pay the same tribute to the memory of 
Woodrow Wilson that we all, whatever our party creed, so 
sincerely offer at the shrines of those great Americans who dared 
and suffered that America might live, that free institutions 
might survive, that the great Republic might endure as a monu- 
ment and an inspiration to all the children of men. 

Mr. SHERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me 
for just a moment to complete a statement? It will take, I 
think, only a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do so, providing I shall not lose the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois 
yields to the Senator from Arkansas with the understanding 
that he does not thereby lose the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I stated a few moments ago 
that the Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. Loner], in the year 
1906, during President Roosevelt’s administration, had taken 
the position that the Senate ought not to interfere with nego- 
tiations by inquiries as to what the President was doing. Since 
the negotiations concerning this treaty have not been com- 
pleted, the effect of the pending resolution is an inquiry as to 
the progress and result of the negotiations, and the only result 
of it will be te advance debate upon the question, and to inter- 
fere with or influence the negotiations, to bring influences to 
bear to eliminate or te modify the contemplated provisions of 
the treaty. I want now to put into the Recorp the language 
that the Senator from Massachusetts then used; and I want 
to say that I think it is absolutely applicable to the question 
at issue, the only difference being that at that time the Senator 
from Massachusetts was the spokesman of the majority who 
had a Republican Executive to conduct the negotiations, while 
at this time he is spokesman of the majority, the President 
belonging to a different party. The language which the Senator 
from Massachusetts then used is found in the ConerREssIONAL 
Recorp of January 24, 1906, on page 1440, and is as follows: 

No one, I think, can doubt the absolute power of the President to 
initiate and carry on all negotiations; and after a treaty has been 
returned to him with the ratification of the Senate, to withhold it from 
ratification if he sees fit so to do. There is no doubt that the Senate 
can by resolution advise the President to enter upon a negotiation, or 
advise the President to refrain from a negotiation ; but those resolutions 
have no binding force whatsoever, and the action of the Senate becomes 
operative and actually effective only when a treaty is actually sub- 
mitted to it. We have no possible right to break suddenly into the 
middle of a negotiation and demand from the President what instrue- 
tions he has given to his representative, 

If we have no power to make that demand, we have no right 
to make a demand as to what negotiations have occurred or as 
to the results of the negotiations until the President is ready to 
subinit them. 

Further, the Senator from Massachusetts, in the same speech, 
said: 

From the foundation of the Government it has been conceded in prac- 
tice and in theery that the Constitution vests the power of negotiation 
and the various phases—and they are multifarious—of the conduct of 
eur foreign relations exclusively in the President. He does not exer- 
cise that constitutional power, nor can he be made to do it, under the 
tutelage or guardianship of the Senate or of the House, or of the Senate 
and House combined. * * * 

When he shall have negotiated and sent his proposed treaty to the 
Senate the jurisdiction of that bedy attaches and its powers begin. Ht 
may advise and consent or it may refuse. And in the exercise of this 


function it is as independent of the Executive as he is independent of it 
in the matter of negotiation. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to invade par- 
ticularly the territory eccupied by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Ropinson}, but I wish to read from the President’s views 
on the subjeet of his exclusive treaty-making power. I quote 
from him as follows: 

But there is another course which the President may follow, and 
which one or two Presidents of unusual political sagacity have fol- 
lowed, with the satisfactory results that were to have been expected, 
He may himself be less stiff and offish, may himself act in the true 
spirit of the Constitution and establish intimate relations of confidence 
with the Senate on his own initiative, not carrying his plans te com- 
pletion, and then laying them in final form before the Senate, to be 
aceepted or rejected, but keeping himself in confidential communication 
with the leaders of the Senate while his plans are in course, when 
their advice will be of service to him and his information of the greatest 
service to them, in order that there may be veritable counsel and real 
accommodation of views instead of a final challenge and contest, The 
policy which has made rivals of the President and Senate has shown 
itself in the President as often as in the Senate, and if the Constitution 
did intend that the Senate should in such matters be an executive 
council it is net only the privilege of the President to treat it as. such, 
it is also his best policy and his plain duty. 

That, together with the context, I respectfully commend to 
the Senator from Arkansas for meditation and future reflection. 

I also refer to an address made on the 24th of February, 1919, 
at Boston, Mass. This was on the occasion of the President’s 
return from his first trip abroad. He had from midocean by 
wireless communicated not to the Senate, whe are his advisers 
in treaty-making matters, but had comnrunicated to the public 
the first draft of the league of nations. I might parenthetically 
say also that he requested the Senate not to discuss the league 
of natious in its original form: as he communicated it to the 
American people, but to abstain sedulously from any discussion 
until he had told us how it had been negotiated and its provi- 
sions framed. He said in the course of his address, referring 
to the original] draft of the league of nations which was impera- 
tively to be accepted without change, that if there were some 
narrow minds who were not inclined to take it in its form as 
presented— 

I should welcome no sweeter challenge than that. JI have fighting 
blood in me, and it is sometimes a delight to let it have scope, but if it 
is a challenge on this oceasion it will be an indulgence, 

If that language were used last February in the demand that 
we were to take the original fornr of the covenant of the league 
of nations, or the constitution of the league of nations, as it 
was called then, without amendment, if that was the reply to 
the respectful request of the Senate that they be infermed and 
allowed to discuss it, that was a challenge to parliamentary 
and political combat. Was that the calm counsel contemplated 
by the Constitution—to inform not only the public but in fact 
talking to the Senate that there was fighting bleed in him and 
he accepted it not as a challenge toe fight, but as an “ indul- 
genee.” Therefore, any contest that may be instituted in this 
body is not a contest, but is a parliamentary indulgence, and 
in that I shall now engage. 

Mr. President, the covenant of the lengue of nations is a revo- 
lutionary document. The principal articles, either in the origi- 
nal or the amended draft of the league, are in violent conilict 
with our national system of government. The original docu- 
ment was called “the constitution of the league of nations.” 
Criticism was made by the junior Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Knox] and others in this Chamber that it created a new 
world power; that the member nations thereby became subject 
to this supersovereignty ; and the amended draft contains lan- 
guage describing it as the “ covenant of the league of nations,” 
substituting the word “covenant” for “ecgnstitution.” There 
is, however, no difference in the necessary effect, because the 
word “covenant” implies a promise made of binding validity. 
So it is of no consequence which word we use im the preamble 
or if the amended draft be considered in its entirety. The 
league remains a supersovereignty created and set above every, 
member nation and government that enters into that league, 
It is beyond our Federal Constitution, beyond the 48 States, 
and beyond any mandates of the American people. Under our 
Constitution, if such articles are effective, it must be by virtue 
of war powers beyond its provisions and vested im the sword 
wielded by a military dictatorship. 

It is of little immediate consequence whether the treaty be 
communicated to us or not. We, either with or without it, ean 
as well digest the wisdom of the Senate’s refusal to adopt the 
previous question or gag law in the Senate last winter. We were 
told by many wise men, including the Executive himself, that 
the open forum in the Senate was an anomaly in legislation; 
that it was a menace to the deliberate conduct of free govern- 
ment. Certain willful Senators some time before that had in- 
eurred his criticism. There was an amendment made of the 
rules of the Senate, but not one that closes the open forum in 
the Senate under ordinary conditions, 
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The league of nations is interlocked with the peace treaty, 
designedly for an ulterior purpose. If it can. be welded upon 
the peace treaty, it is supposed io procure votes otherwise im- 
possible. Therefore, under the resolution of the Senator from 
California [Mr. JoHnson] or the amendments of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. THosas], it is not of so much consequence 
whether we get the form of the peace treaty to-day or to- 
morrow, but that we get it in adequate time for discussion. 

The peculiar value of the motion of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia consists in the fact that it develops that the Executive 
denies legitimate parliamentary information to this body. The 
joining of these two documents is a confessed case of log- 
rolling. According to the synopsis, the league of nations cove- 
nant and the other provisions of the treaty have been so inter- 
woven that it would require long deliberation by a skilled com- 
mittee to separate them in the present form we have them. If 
the league be ratified while the Government is at war, the vast 
and unknown domain known as war powers of undefined extent 
will be invoked not only in this Chamber, but in judicial tri- 
bunals, to declare the treaty and the league of nations valid 
and binding obligations upon this Government. All the powers 
delegated to the President by Congress or seized and exercised 
by him as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy can be 
drawn upon to support all those vast unknown, implied powers, 
the league, and whatever provisions of the treaty may be in 
conflict with the chartered laws of the land. This stamps the 
league as revolution and not as ratification or diplomacy. If 
peace can be first concluded, those extensive and undefined war 
powers disappear upon the instant at the end of the condition 
of war between this country and the Central Powers or Ger- 
many. The enumerated and implied peace powers now found 
in the Constitution of the Republic measure the heights and 
depths of human authority in binding our people in their estab- 
lished relations with the other nations of the world. 

The United States Government commands the supreme 
allegiance of its citizens. No earthly power exercises greater 
authority over American citizens than does the Federal Gov- 
ernment. I yield to it my allegiance under all conditions. I 
recognize the right not of the Senate, not of the members of 
the peace conference, not of the 14 or more nations that sit 
at the table in Paris, not of any European Government, for no 
authority on earth can command me, my life, and my fortune 
except the Federal Government framed by the fathers, and by 
virtue of which we sit in this Chamber. Temporal power, Mr. 
President, can go no further in human government than the 
power of this Government over us. That power finds its source 
in the American Constitution. In peace civil powers are con- 
strued and interpreted by peace tribunals. 

War powers are interpreted, defined, or created by the mili- 
tary authority which exercises them. Its jurisdiction is of the 
camp and field. It is arbitrary and dictatorial of necessity. Free 
government can not survive on such a foundation. It always 
enlarges and increases its jurisdiction, for it never rests. This 
is human history from its earliest dawn to the recent govern- 
ments that went down in the dusty death of yesterday. Let 
this Senate first ratify a treaty of peace; then we may well 
consider under civil procedure and civil authority, unawed 
by Executive war powers, the colossal, vital changes proposed in 
our form of government. 

The revolutionary experiments bristling from this league may 
then be submitted to the people whose lives and fortunes are 
proposed to be cast into the bloody pool of the whole world’s 
quarrels. Such changes as may be deemed proper may then be 
had through the established channels of constitutional asend- 
ment and parliamentary government. Alleged reforms will not 
then rest in the arbitrary edicts of the Executive, nor will the 
diplomacy of a free government find the Commander in Chief 
of its Army and Navy its only fit representative at the peace 
table of nations. By virtue of what authority does he sit in 
Paris? Is it because he is President, or does he wield his 
power and his influence because he is the military representa- 
tive of a free government? 

It is a singular spectacle indeed for a Republic’s great ele- 
mental powers to be revised, curbed, and made subordinate to 
an alien creation in which it holds but a single vote by an 
elective civil magistrate, clothed in war powers and confessedly 
impatient of the traditional precedents of our country and the 
obligations of the laws of the land. Discussion which precedes 
understanding will be by a free press and free speech if peace 
be first concluded, and free speech will be possible once more in 
this country. 

Now, a hundred million people must calmly talk, outside of 
the Senate Chamber and the House of Representatives, under 
the espionage act, in public and private, of the infamous, 
criminal insanity of the attempt to barter them and their 


posterity to the Old World to shed their blood in every dispute 
around the globe, whether it threatens or concerns their peace 
aud safety or not. Altruism never before rose so far above 
human nature and common sense, nor idealism so deluded its 
visionary worshipers. 

The twentieth century does not call us to reenact the cru- 
sades, and devote ourselves and our future generations to an 
endless combat with evil wherever found, as defined by this 
league, until it shall be driven everywhere from the earth. 
What a miserable delusion of man’s attempt so to anticipate 
the results of the millennium! The ideal exists nowhere save 
in art and letters. Toward it the mind and spirit turn when 
unfettered with the material limits of our perishable habita- 
tions on earth. It is the goal never reached by mortal man, 
nor is human life ever destined to see or know the artist's 
dream or the poet’s elysium of a sinless world. The misguided 
imagination of intellectual perverts, who have more sympathy 
for their impossible mental creations than for living human 
flesh and blood, has wrought more evil among mankind than 
the vicious propensities of the criminal and the distorted im- 
ages of the insane. Their dogma is a narrow but, to them, an 
infallible creed. Who will not worship at their shrine is 
worthy of exile or the halter. Their league of nations is 
based on a state of civilization that does not exist. 

Beware of him who unlooses his unbridled fancy to roam 
unchecked at will, to rearrange and remake all the public and 
private relations and activities of life. It degenerates at last 
into a pernicious, meddling interference that eats out and de- 
Sstroys like a cancer every sane, practical institution wrought 
out by the common experience of nations to safeguard the 
great elemental rights of mankind. 

The man who writes a book to portray a new and perfect 
government he assures us he bas invented, sufficient for the 
salvation of the entire earth, is more dangerous to his country 
than the anarchist who seeks to usher in the rule of dynamite 
as a cure for every ill. 

Col. House foreshadowed the destruction of constitutional 
government in the United States in his work of fiction pub- 
lished in 1912. It is a text book for the peace conference in 
Paris. This novel exhibits his disregard of law and his belief in 
revolution. It throws a steady light upon his acts in the Paris 
conference, and explains why President Wilson chooses him as 
his chief adviser in navigating the uncharted seas. 

George D. Herron, lately the President’s envoy to the Beishe- 
vist government in Russia, says of the President in his recent 
book, in 1917: 

He is revolutionary beyond anything his words reveal, beyond 
anything his contemporaries have discerned. As contrasted with 
America’s President, the parliamentary leaders of German socialism 
are medieval reactionaries. 

I caught him at it a year ago, but it did not seem to attract 
much publie attention. I knew of Mr. Herron in Chicago some 
22 years ago. He attracted some attention there by his peculiar 
ideas of the social relations in Chicago. It is enough to say 
that he emigrated. He went to the State of Iowa finally—not 
that their morals are more lax there, but there was less gos- 
sip. 

Prive members of the President’s Cabinet are tainted with 
socialism. I am keeping close to the earth, Mr. President. I am 
not a poet or a sculptor. I do not deal in rare marbles or 
canvasses. Mine is very ordinary clay. A vast swarm of his 
appointees, too, in departments, boards, and bureaus, are known 
to be open and avowed socialists, singie-taxers, apostles of gov- 
ernment ownership, and hostile to the whole institution of pri- 
vate property. This atmosphere accounts for the eager grasp 
of private enterprise ostensibly for war purposes. It explains, 
too, the reluctant grudging release of those undertakings when 
the war emergency has long passed. It indicates with precision 
the vicious tendencies now apparent that lurk about the admin- 
istration and its satellites. Under such conditions the powers 
of this league become doubly dangerous, and menace every 
legitimate enterprise of private life, as well as our form of 
government. 

A government set up above the constitution and laws of the 
country and operated by Executive discretion is a despotism. 
Administered by alien nations, it fs a call to action «nd resist- 
ance by every means God and nature have given America and 
American hands. 

The administration of Woodrow Wilson, even under constitu- 
tional forms of government, is a hybrid between a French revo- 
lution and an oriental despotism. History would forget the 
reign of Caligula in the excesses and follies of the American 
Government operated under the league of nations, interpreted 
by President Wilson and Col. Edward M. House. It is now Jack 
Cade at one end, and Abdul Hamid at the other. 
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The ghost of Carl Marx squeaks and gibbers in one depart- 
ment, While across the way, when he is home at the seat of 
government, stalks the menacing shade of the Commander in 
Chief, wrapped in the mantle of undefined war powers about 
the presidential office. A more sinister assembly of men never 
threatened the peace and safety of our country than now de- 
mand that unlimited powers over the lives and fortunes of the 
American people be surrendered into their keeping. 

Let no one forget, while admiring the mediations of dogmatic 
intellectuals, the ultimate purpose of their devotions. The 
head of the administration may be immersed in esoteric philos- 
ophy concerning the universal abolition of evil at one moment, 
but the next the lust of battle mounts in his blood, and he 
speaks of a challenge to combat as an indulgence; and again, 
pefore he closes, as at the end of the last session, he speaks of 
hanging those who cross his purposes or refuse to do his will. 
There will be a considerable entertainment when he starts on the 
latter process. The Bolshevists will be jealous of the commo- 
tion in this country. 
as hatched the trouble in Russia, to the East Side in New York 
City. On a certain occasion we are advised that the millennium 
awzits on the 14 points, and soon after we gather, even from 
censored cables, that the aforesaid points are a mass of ruins. 
Again, I say, never was unbridled power asked to be trusted to 
so dangerous hands. 

The revised draft of the league of nations extends over every 
government the scepter of an international sovereign. 
no difference between the amended league, the covenant, and 
the constitution of last February. We were told to take it last 
February without change; that it was the grossest sacrilege to 
discuss it even. This league in either form creates a new power 


and imposes a new obedience upon all the countries of the world, | 


It thrusts its hands into the affairs of all governments. From 
it nothing is protected, nothing is secure. The amendments are 
widely heralded as an abandonment of the principle of super- 
sovereignty. 
faith is substituted, leaving all the elemental sovereign faculties 
of the several member States unimpaired. This is a _ basic 
error. 


A certain very genial and capable Senator said that nobody | 
It does not hurt | 


objected to the league of nations but lawyers. 
the lawyers any. They are a hardy, capable lot of men, who 
will survive any kind of treatment. There is scarcely a lawyer 
in the United States of any standing at the bar who does not 
regard the league of nations as the creation of a new world 
power that sits in judgment upon the member nations, their 
governments, and their peoples. 

The thing created in the original league still endures. It 
rises in the affairs of men as a vast structure, endowed with 
all the vital organs of an independent State. Its potential 
grip upon the world is as universal as it is amazing, if it be 
carried into execution. Elemental powers that sweep the entire 
field of human action and appertain only to sovereignty are 
vested in this political organism. Appropriate instruments are 
provided to execute these powers and construe, interpret, and 
extend them everywhere in practical operation. The term 
“sovereign” does not need to be written upon a creation that 
so visibly possesses all the attributes of absolutism and 
finality in the rights and duties of the several nations ‘of the 
world. 

Note its framework, powers, and instrumentalities. The 
member nations of the league are represented in an assembly 
which meets as occasion may require. It may— 
deal at its meetings with any matter within the sphere of action of the 
league or affecting the peace of the world, 

Each member nation has one vote in so dealing with such 
subjects. These powers are found in article 3. This article is 
jurisdictional. It is likewise so comprehensive as to leave noth- 
ing it may not deal with. Every terrestrial act and thing is 
included. The only limit is found in the law of gravitation. All 
the equipment, powers, and indicia of a legislative body appear 
in this assembly. It is an attempted parliament of nations 
controlled by an oligarchy. The oligarchy is found in article 
4, where it is provided that the council is the executive branch 
of this creation. It names five members of the council, one 
each from the British Empire, France, Italy, Japan, and the 
United States, as the first five permanent members. The tem- 
porary members represent Spain, Greece, Brazil, and Belgium 
for the other four of the full membership of nine. The four 
permanent members shall be selected by the assembly. Each 
council member shall have one vote. Annual meetings or 
oftener are authorized, and the council may— 


deal at its meetings with any matter within the sphere of action of the 
league or affecting the peace of the world. 
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It will invite them to return, such of them | 


There is | origini l le ¢ 
spiration from this administration. 


It is alleged that a mere league or pledge of good | 
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It will be observed that the jurisdiction of the council and 
the assembly is conferred in identical words. Neither human 
language nor physical laws admit of further enlarging the scope 
of the powers of either. Each member of the council is given 
one vote on this extensive range of subjects. Greece, Spain, and 
Brazil each have the same vote as the United States. These 
three nations, to illustrate, will exercise three times the voting 
power of our Government in the council. They will be member 
nations whose representatives sit in the assembly. There they 
will vote in the appointment of the four permanent members of 
the council, three times to our once. 

The council in article 14 is ordered and empowered to submit 
to the members of the league for adoption plans for a perma- 
nent court of international justice, competent to hear and deter- 
mine any dispute of an international character the parties 
may submit to it. That court may give an advisory opinion on 


| any question or dispute referred to it by the council or the 
| assembly. 


There is an ex-President of the United States who is quite 
active in promoting the league, both the original and the amended 
league. He says that pygmies and old ladies are the only ones 
who are opposing either form of the league, that he would not 
trust Senators opposed to the league over night. If he were to 
put on a kimono and shave off his moustache, Mr. President, he 
would be the prize dowager of the whole beauteous sisterhood. 
I am excessively weary of his lucubrations. He has not had an 
original thought since he left the presidency. He takes his in- 
3eing second hand, it :.s 
stale before he ever reaches the public with it. 

I ought here parenthetically to remark that when the Senator 


| from Arizona [Mr. AsHunrst] hears of what has been said, I 


have no doubt it will shock his parliamentary sensibilities. I 
offered a letter here at the last session that met with his sturdy 
disapproval. I say what I do, and offer what I do, because one 
can meet certain of the ex-President’s remarks, such as I have 
referred to, only by ridicule: “Answer a fool according to his 
folly, lest he be wise in his own conceit,” saith Solomon of old. 
Not that the distinguished gentleman is so classified, but the 
argument named is. 

A permanent secretariat, comprising a secretary general and 
necessary assistants, is provided in article 6. This is an ad- 
ministrative instrument, appointed by the council with the 
approval of the assembly. It becomes the custodian and keeper 
of all the records and papers of the several instruments of the 
league probably. It serves as the clerical force, the espionage 
branch, and the instrument of investigation. In‘ practice the 


| assembly, the council, and the permanent court of international 
| justice compose the three great departments—legislative, execu- 


tive, and judicial—that characterize the separation of sovercign 
power in all modern times. The identification of the new or- 
ganism as a permanent and independent government is com- 
plete. Time will develop and strengthen its hold upon the sev- 
eral nations who submit to its membership or are brought under 
its sway. 

I shall therefore submit my views on the assumption that this 
covenant of the league of nations, as well as the original cove- 
nant, is not an assembly of existing governments united by a 
friendly treaty for self-defense against one or more aggressive 
outlaw nations. I regard it as, and I believe it is, a new soy- 
ereign power proposed, assuming to assert dominion over gov- 
ernments and nations, to sit in judgment on the American 
people, and frame new laws to order their lives and seize their 
property. Its decrees, if effective, bind the United States Gov- 
ernment, abrogate its Constitution, and rule our people by laws 
made in Geneva, Switzerland, or whatever other capital may 
be selected by the council as the seat of this new creation and 
government. The sovereignty of this Nation passes from the 
territorial limits of our country to a foreign capital.- Dominion 
is transferred from American to alien soil. Congress can not 
legislate, it can not pass appropriation bills nor collect revenues, 
it can not enact labor legislation nor exercise the usual police 
power belonging to an independent State until the decrees of 
the latest orders of the Geneva council or measures in the 
assembly shall first have been studied and understood. War 
ean not be declared nor peace concluded, armies raised and 
supported, navies provided and maintained, nor the National 
yuard of the several States mustered and equipped even for 
domestic duty within the limits of the State until this alien 
power wielded by the nations of the Old World shall have 
advised us of the limits of our national sovereignty. 

If these fetters can not be bound upon us under civil law, 
under the constitutional powers now existing, by executive offi- 
cers or the United States Senate, the exigencies of war or ap- 
prehended war and undefined military power will be invoked 
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irrevocably to fasten them upon the United States Government 
and our people. 

The reserved rights of the 48 constituent States of the Union 
which lie as a substructure beneath the Republic are utterly 
destroyed py this league. These great local training grounds 
for the practical duties of the citizen are obliterated. The inter- 
nationalism of Col. House and President Wilson is proposed to 
be substituted for the American nationalism of Washington and 
Lincoln, and the troubles of the world are to be undertaken 
instead of our own. This league casts in the inflexible mold of 
their omniscience the fortunes and the fate of our country. Do 
our wide walls encompass but this pair, the master of us all? 
Is the “breed of noble bloods” yoked so beneath their usurping 
hand they bear the palm and rule alone? So asked Cassius of 
Brutus when he observed the power of the mighty Julius. 

The question constantly arises, as one contemplates their con- 
duct, from whom or what instrument they obtain their authority, 
what warrant have they, from what source do they trace their 
power to frame and impose upon their Government and the people 
of the United States such a creation? Do they believe and do the 
advocates of this league believe the Federal Government is pre- 
served and sustained by this remarkable document of the league 
of nations in its amended form, as printed by the association 
urging its adoption? Does this grant of arbitrary power to an 
alien body sustain our Government? 

The President qualified on each occasion of his inauguration by 
taking the following oath o? office: 

I do solemnly swear that I will faithfully execute the office of Presi- 
dent of the United States and will to the best of my ability preserve, pro- 
tect, and defend the Constitution of the United States. 

The President is now endeavoring to subvert and destroy the 
fundamental laws of the Republic. Does he believe he is pre- 
serving and defending that Constitution by creating and ratify- 
ing powers which, if effective, impair or abrogate its fundamen- 
tal and sovereign powers? 

The league fixes in unchangeable limits the present boundaries 
of every member nation. Its fronticrs are final. Shantung, with 
its 40,000,000 of Chinese, is transferred to Japan without a plebi- 
scite. 

We have heard much of self-determination of peoples in ter- 
ritory to be transferred. That is given a dignified and diplo- 
matic name by calling it plebiscite. China would like its appli- 
cation, but sees no hope. 

If China appeals to arms for redress, we pledge ourselves to 
send our armies and navies to confirm and perpetuate the rob- 
bery of a trusting friend. The inevitable controversies on Eure- 
pean territory have already sowed the seeds of distrust and sus- 
picion. What the future world peace will be requires an inter-- 
national optimist of large proportious. Fiume and Danzig are 
the fertile spots for future international strife. Only the novice 
and the idealist undertake to know the uncharted future of 
such problems. To the European of affairs they present the 
explosive material ready for war on a moment’s notice. 

Mr. Morganthau, former ambassador to Turkey, addressed 
the soldiers of the American Expeditionary Force comprising 
the army of occupation at Coblenz, and told them not to be 
optimistic about universal peace; that the next 15 or 20 years 
would probably see another war growing out of the rivalries, 
the jealousies, and the mistakes of this controversy. 

No statesman assumes to anticipate all the wisdom of the 
ages. Yet if this league is sound in its articles it undertakes 
to settle what only time can develop. It leaves no discretion to 
posterity. 

Article 10 binds the members of the league, as in the original 
draft— 
to preserve as against external aggressions the territorial integrity 
and existing political independence of all members of the league. In 
case of any such aggression or in case of any threat or danger of such 
aggression the council shall advise upon the means by which this obliga- 
tion shall be fulfilled. 

We undertake to defend and preserve the borders of every 
member nation as fixed at the time of the adoption of the league 
and the peace treaty. When France joined with the American 
colonies in the Revolution, if this league had existed it would 
have forbidden the sword of Lafayette to be drawn with Wash- 
ington’s, and would have crushed the infant Republic beneath 
the armies of George III and Louis XVI. It announces in sub- 
stance to mankind that the period of successful revolution has 
drawn to a close in the world’s history. It has closed the book 
of human experience and written the last chapter in the evolu- 
tion of human government, It is the knell of revolt against 
arbitrary power. It offers a premium on bad government, how- 
ever intolerable, by shutting the door of hope on the oppressed 
and warning external powers to leave the tyrant alone with his 
victim, sanctified by the holy covenants of this eternal league. 
May not the future mothers of mankind gaze in mute despair 
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upon the starless night of races bound for ages in the change- 
less dominion forged in these mighty powers! Might they not 
pray to be smitten with a sterile curse that their offspring 
might escape the doom of perpetual bondage pronounced in this 
infamous covenant, malign and sinister to all the future sons 
of men! 

It obligates the United States to take up arms, to draft its 
men, and tax its people to support the boundary lines of Great 
Britain, France, or any otne» member country possessed of co- 
lonial dependencies wherever found. The press reports recently 
carried information of the invasion of the East Indian frontier 
by the Afghans. It may or may not be of significance. Its 
meaning in the interpretation of article 10 is that it is our 
controversy. American lives may be sent to Khyber Pass to 
perish in a dispute with which we have not the remotest con- 
cern. We were not consulted when the elder Pitt and his par- 
liamentary associates laid the foundation of England’s East 
Indian empire a century and a half ago. I will consent to con- 
cern my country now oniy when the invasion of that distant 
colony threatens our own safety. 

Article 11 enlarges our obligations 
declares : 

Any war or threat of war whether immediately affecting any of the 
members of the league or not is hereby declared a matter of concern to 
the whole league, and the league shall take any action that may be 
deemed wise and effectual to safeguard the peace of nations. . 

This league thereby becomes the police officer of the world. 
The United States consents to form a part of the ieague’s posse 
comitatus. Every member of the league is here given the right 
to bring the attention of the assembly or of the council to any 
circumstances which threaten to disturb either the peace or the 
good understanding between nations upon’ which peace depends. 
We are made parties not only to war and threats of war, but 
to every complaint made by member nations. There is small 
need to consider ourselves at peace after we ave ratified the 
treaty with Germany if this league be adopted. Under these 
articles it will be of short duration. As the wealthiest nation 
in the league, with its man power unimpaired, with great tax- 
able resources, the heavy burden will continually fall upon the 
American people as we are constantly more and more made the 
high constable of the habitable globe. ‘ 

Article 16 adds to the continuing condition of the war not 
covered by articles 10 and 11. Article 16 provides: 

Should any member of the league resort to war in disregard of its 
covenant under articles 12, 13, or 15, it shall ipso facto be deemed to 
haye committed an act of war against all other members of the 
league, which hereby undertake immediately to subject it to the sey- 
erance of all trade or financial relations, the prohibition of all inter- 
course between their nations and the nations of the covenant-breaking 
State and the prevention of all financial, commercial, or personal inter- 
course between the nationals of the covenant-breaking States and the 
nationals of any other State whether a2 member of a league or not. 

It shall be the duty of the council in such case to recommend to the 
several governments concerned what effective military or naval forces 
the members of the league shall severally contribute to the armaments 
of forces to be used to protect the covenants of the league. 

The members of the league agree further that they will mutually 
support one another in the financial and economic measures which are 
taken under this article in order to minimize the loss and inconvenience 
resulting from the above measures, and that they will mutually sup- 
port one another in resisting any special measures aimed at one of 
their number by the covenant-breaking State. 

The Constitution of the United States and article 16 can not 
both endure within the same territory. They are of that irrec- 
oncilable and repugnant character as to be wholly impossible 
of concurrent operation. This article marks the parting of the 
ways definitely and finally. + 

The first clause of article 16 declares if any member of the 
league resort to war in disregard of its covenants under articles 

2, 13, or 15, it shall of itself be deemed an act of war 
against all other members. This creates a condition of war 
without a declaration by Congress. With no act on the part of 
any public autherity representing this Government or its people 
we are at war with the offending State. We are at once subject 
to invasion and our merchant shipping exposed to a hostile navy 
wherever found. We covenant thereby immediately to lay an 
embargo on all commercial and financial relations with the 
covenant-breaking State. This again is a power exercised in 
this country by Congress and by no other authority. This en- 
gagement is imposed on us not by our voluntary act but by the 
misconduct of a State in.its relation to some other State. It 
may not remotely concern our peace and safety, but we pledge 
ourselves to engage in the matter in whatever part of the world 
it may have occurred. 

The members of the league further agree that they will sup- 
port one another in the financial and economic measures taken 
under this article, and will resist any special measures aimed at 
one of their numbers by the offending state. This pledges abso- 
lutely the power and resources of our country in advance, it 
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removes from Congress any discretion. Embargoes laid under 
war conditions, financial and economic relations severed, are the 
inevitable instrementalities of war. The support of such meas- 
ures bind our Government in anticipation to sustain the course 
adopted whatever it may be by every means known to the power 
of our Government. This, therefore, pledges the United States, 
when ratified, to declare war, and to employ every necessary 
step to wage it because some alien and distant member of the 
league hes broken its covenants. How, we know not, and why, 
we know not, Congress becomes a perfunctory body, a mere de- 
bating club like the German Reichstag under the late Kaiser. If 
this article, therefore, does not deprive Congress of all voluntary 
power or discretion on this yital subject, it is idle to employ 
language in an attempt to do so. 

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution enumerates, among 
other powers expressly conferred upon Congress, the following: 

To declare war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules 
concerning captures on land and water. 

This power is an empty form if article 16 of the league is 
effective. War is declared or not declared under its provisions as 
a nation keeps or breaks the covenant it has engaged to observe. 
I do not believe if the President negotiates and approves and the 
Senate ratifies such an article it abrogates this sovereign power 
constitutionally vested in Congress. It would be a most anoma- 
lous method of amending the Constitution and is of no binding 
validity in case it be ratified. 

Why, then, urge a void article in what I believe would at best 
be but a mere treaty? 

It is quite outside the established channel provided for amend- 
ments in that charteritself. It is astonishingly like the method of 
making treaties and enacting a code of international law described 
in Col. House's novel to which I have frequently referred. There 
is a singular coincidence in this book and the opinion of Presi- 
dent Wilson on the inconsequential character of constitutional 
powers and limitations. It may be mere chance, but the close 
parallei followed by the equally close association resulting in 
the contemptuous disregard of the Constitution by virtue of 
which both of them sit at the peace table is so remarkable as to 
arouse inquiry. 

Another clause of Article I, section 8, provides that Congress 
shall have the power— 

To raise and support armies, but no appropriation of money to that 

shall be for a longer term than two years; to provide and maintain 
vies; to make rules for the government and regulation of the land 

i naval forces. 

No greater sovereign power is exercised by government than 
that of peace and war and the creation of the necessary forces 
for waging it. Coupled with these powers is section 7 of Article 
I, which provides— 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Repre- 
scl t itives. 

And read with this is the provision, in section 9 of Article I 
that— 

Ne money shall be drawn 
appropriations made by law, 
receipts and expenditures of 
tir to time. Neither shall 
under the United 


’ 


from the Treasury but in consequence of 
and a regular statement and account of 
all public money shall be published from 
any person holding any office of trust or 


co ne¢ States, without the consent of Congress, 


t of any presents, emolument, offer, or title of any kind whatever | 
| the President of the United States. 
The difficulty or impossibility of executing the powers of the | 

ded league without action by Congress therefore becomes | 


a ‘ 
from any king, prince, or foreign State. 


I The tax power is concerned, 

: the English-speaking race the taxing power has led to some 
of the most historic struggles in the development of free gov- 
ernment. Our Constitution was framed and the powers quoted 
vested in Congress with the full knowledge of the past. These 
powers were conferred with deliberation and purpose agreeably 
to the safeguards of free governmept wrought out by parlia- 
mentary experience and established on the field of battle. 
England and the Netherlands bequeathed to us the wealth of 
their constitutional experience in the tax powers administered 
by a self-governing people. The low countries rose in renewed 
revolt against the Spanish crown when unjust taxes were laid 
upon the people. Englishmen secured the right of parliamen- 
tary taxation at Naseby and Marston Moor, and guaranteed it 
against invasion by the forfeited life of the first Charles. No 
written constitution preserved this enduring right of the British 
subject, as in our constitutional history. It is recorded, however, 
in the imperishable language of Cromwell’s Parliament, of the 
abdication of James II, and of the immortal documents that 
reach from A. D. 1215 to the unquestioned supremacy of the 
House of Commons and their great supply bills in 1914-1918 
that supported the allied cause against Germany. Our Re- 
public does no more than adopt the experience of centuries on 
the right of the people in all free government to control and fix 
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the money bills under which they pay their taxes. These sov- 
ereign powers of the American Constitution are of the gravest 
concern. 

Let no one forget that the articles of the amended league will 
impose upon us financial burdens by a government sitting and 
operating at Geneva, Switzerland. These powers rank next to 
the great headlands that secure the rights of person against 
the rushing tides of arbitrary power in every age. They must 
be kept inviolable against violation by domestic usurpation or 
invasion of foreign powers. 

When article 16 undertakes to pledge the financial power of the 
United States without the intervention of the great constitt- 
tional authority of Congress, in which it alone is vested, it is 
an attack upon constitutional government as flagrant and un- 
justifiable as the ship money of Charles I, or the suspending and 
dispensing power of statutes claimed by James II. 

There is a limit to Executive authority in this country. That 
limit is found in the Constitution. If there be an Bxecu- 
tive who disregards the Constitution the power of its enforce- 
ment against him and the power of revolution remain in the 
hands of the people. No Executive can destroy it sitting in 
Paris or elsewhere with his associates. It is now time to re- 
member it. It may be time to impose salutary restraints later. 

The members of the conference representing Great Britain, 
sitting at the peace table, undoubtedly have constantly in mind 
the fact that the United Kingdom of Great Britain has no 
written constitution. Her charter is a series of compacts and 
agreements, elemental principles confirmed by usage, petitions, 
acts of Parliament, and decisions of her courts. 

Her Parliament exercises supreme and uncontrollable tem- 
poral power. Its acts constitute the highest authority in the 
British Empire. Its acts can not be unconstitutional because 
they import sovereignty in themselves. They exceed in their 
binding obligations the power of the British King, of his 
cabinet, and every subordinate that represents the kingly 
power. There is in practice no royal veto power in that 
country. 

Our country is builded upon the supremacy of a written 
Constitution, of enumerated grants, of powers and limitations 
upon the Government created under it and prohibited by it to 
the States by the authority of whose people the present Govern- 
ment is created. The Constitution, not Congress, nor the Execu- 
tive, is sovereign, and by it the validity of our legislation must 
be tested. It is the American system, and the time is not far dis- 
tant when its wisdom will be demonstrated. Great Britain’s 
representatives at the peace conference may not fully appreciate 
the importance of the constitutional differences in the character 
of the two Governments. I assume they represent and guard 
the interests of Great Britain. It is the duty of our representa- 
tives to safeguard the United States. They have yielded too 
much to Great Britain now. The more reason is this why 
the Senate should have the information called for by the reso- 
lution of the Senator from California [Mr. JoHNson], and why 
the Senate should in every lawful way defend the country now. 

The league assails our constitutional Republic so as to 
arouse the profoundest apprehension. What Great Britain may 
do through Parliament is no test of what may be done through 
What is lawful by the 
British Parliament or foreign diplomacy is the most flagrant 
usurpation in the United States. This is our Government and 
our country. If it be abandoned and deserted at Paris in its 
hour of peril, shall we not protect it at Washington if we are 
worthy of our birthright of old? 

The support pledged in article 16 invades the congressional 
power to raise and support armies and provide and maintain 
navies. This great governmental power is not vested in the 
President. He commands only such forces as Congress sends 
him. If none be sent, he is a commander without a soldier. 
This power is exclusive in Congress. Our Government’s repre- 
sentatives at the peace conference, appointed by the President, 
including the appointment of himself by himself, possess no 
such power. The agents of this Government having no such 
power can not create an institution that will possess that 
power. The offspring of an agent’s act can exercise no greater 
power than is delegated to the agent himself. This is axio- 
matic, of course. The President is Commander in Chief only 
of the armies and navies provided and supported by Congress. 

Money bills are an essential part of waging war. Neither 
the President nor the Senate could conduct war unless the 
House of Representatives levied the necessary taxes and made 
the required appropriation. In the double sense, therefore, 
the President and his appointees have no ability to bind by 
drafting article 16 either the Government, the people, or the 
taxpayer to support its covenants. That power rests exclu- 
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It is a complement of the war-making 
powers, and relates back for its exercise to the people in fre- 
quent elections held under the laws of the land. Such exercise 
of sovereign power is an indispensable attribute of free gov- 


sively in Congress. 


ernment. That power exercised or attempted to be exercised 
by the President is the distinguishing feature of lawless and 
arbitrary government. If it be undertaken to be exercised by 
a government created under the league of nations, it is equally 
lawless and arbitrary. 

Article 17 enlarges the opportunity for controversy, purely 
family quarrels confined to league members seeming to be in- 
sufficient to absorb the attention and exhaust the talents of the 
league. It authorizes the council to invite member States and 
nonmember States in controversy to accept the obligations of 
membership to enable the council to settle the dispute. Dis- 
putes wholly between nonmember States authorize the council 
to assume jurisdiction and conduct an inquiry. The invitation 
of the council is in the nature of an international process or 
summons, and is to be deemed adequate to confer jurisdiction. 
A nonmember nation which shall resort to war against the mem- 
ber nation having been so summoned shall be deemed to have 
committed an act of war against all the members of the league, 
pursuant to article 16. If a member or nonmember nation 
decline the inquisitive offices of the council, it may thereupon 
take such measures as will prevent hostilities and result in the 
settlement of the dispute. It may even anticipate war and 
promote universal peace by getting into the fight ahead of the 
potential belligerents. This will make disarmament easier 
under article 8. If this be of any virtue, it is a general rov- 
ing commission to the council to meddle in the affairs of the 
whole world. In the council the United States has one out of 
nine votes to protect itself against a universal entanglement 
with all nations. It is an international grand jury in perpetual 
session to embroil the earth in chronic strife. 

The incurable propensity of mankind, growing out of curiosity 
and a belief by most people that they can do any given act vastly 
better than the ones then engaged in making the effort, leads 
multitudes to interfere in the affairs of others. This inveterate 
disposition is greatly strengthened and improved by making the 
interference compulsory upon the council. The language of 
article 17 is mandatory. The council, no doubt, would be far 
from reluctant to engage in the affairs of everybody, but in the 
interpretation of language when the word “ shall” is applied to 
a public duty it makes that duty obligatory upon the officer. 
Article 17 thereby becomes a competent handmaid of article 16 in 
universal international commotion. 

Article 20 requires all league members to abrogate all treaties 
or conventions inconsistent with the terms of the league. It 
sets an example likely to be followed in breaking faith with the 
solemn covenant between nations. So far as it applies to un- 
executed secret treaties operative after a conclusion of peace, no 
objection could properly be made. 

The Monroe doctrine, in article 21, is declared to be a regional 
understanding. It is defined as a policy to secure the main- 
tenance of peace. This article is declared by English au- 
thority—it is declared by an editorial in the London Times and 
by other British publications—to be subject to the interpretation 
of the league or the council. It is intimated that no difficulty 
will be experienced in handling this doctrine by interpretation 
if it should prove an embarrassment. 

Article 22 covers the subject of mandatory tutelage of colonies 
and backward races. The Government which undertakes to 
care for any such a people does so as its voluntary act under 
the amended league article. The executive power, however, 
in mandatories is in the council. In that body the United States 
has one vote. It has the largest population, the greatest wealth 
and production of foodstuffs, and the most numerous man power 
for military purposes of any of its nine members. Its indebted- 
hess growing out of this war measured by its private taxable 
wealth is less than any other belligerent. What would be the 
natural consequence in a voting power of eight to one? The 
eight with heavy war debts, a diminished man power, taxes 
far above our per capita, their production of food and manu- 
factures below this country, would present not only eight votes 
against us but would insist upon our superior resources and 
ability to undertake the guardianship of the newly created na- 
tion and the protection of ancient races from long continued 
abuses and oppression. The United States would become the 
good samaritan of the Old World. Voluntarily or involuntarily 
we would embark upon a crusade surpassing Peter the Hermit 
or adventtires that would consign Don Quixote to deserved ob- 
livion. It is well for us to consider now the impropriety and 
danger of placing ourselves where we may be coerced by foreign 
influences into the assumption of stupendous undertakings, 
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The Turk is a foreign body in Europe. He is a relic of 
fanaticism and Moslem conquest. When Constantinople fel! in 
1453 his crescent rose above its shattered walls, yielding to gun- 
powder used for the first time in siege, and has ever since re- 
mained a menace to all not professing the Mohammedan faith. 
The fairest shores and waters in Europe and Western Asia have 
been by him turned into shambles for centuries. In every age 
Turkish oppression has written its bloody chapter. 

The Russian Czars, Nicholas and Alexander, sought in 1853 
to protect their subjects—Greek Christians—resident in Turkish 
territory from the slaughter of fanatical hordes. They re- 
peated then what we know of the assassination of Armenian 
and Jew in our generation. Russia asked a protectorate over 
her defenseless subjects. It was denied and the Crimean War 
followed. It threatened to disturb the division of territory in 
Europe and interfere with the balance of power. England, 
France, and Sardinia joined with Turkey, defeated Russia, and 
the Turk has remained in Europe to this day. If Russia had 
been permitted to discipline him he would have returned to Asia, 
whence he originally came. The selfish ambitions of statesmen 
who thought more of territory and trade than human life 
are therefore the cause of present conditions in Europe relating 
to the Turk. England and France being responsible for his 
presence now, it is fit that they undertake the task of disposing 
of him and his possessions. 

France already has colonies in northern Africa; England, mili- 
tary posts in the Mediterranean and oriental waters; her armies 
are in Asia, her colors are floating above the walls of ancient 
Jerusalem, and the Holy Land is under her dominion. In these 
circumstances it is unwise for the United States to permit her- 
self to be placed where the eight powers on the council may 
impose the Turk on the United States as his part of the white 
man’s burden. England and France likewise have great ma- 
terial interests in Africa. They are territorially many thousand 
miles nearer the Dark Continent than we are. This is also true 
of the European countries. Therefore let the allies assume the 
responsibility of the Balkan Provinces, Poland, the Jugoslavs, 
and Slavic peoples with those named as peculiarly appropriate 
to the exercise of their powers. 

Mexico and the Western Hemisphere are our problem. The 
Western Hemisphere is territorially a part of our undertaking, 
and we properly ought to assume under the Monroe doctrine the 
resulting burdens. The protection of alien person and property, 
the restoration of stable government, the preservation of peace, 
all are the performance of international obligations we may 
undertake to guarantee. 

Article 26 concerns an amendment to the league. It requires 
a unanimous vote of the council and a majority of the members 
of the assembly. This makes amendment very difficult. A 
single vote on the council can block any amendment. As an 
unchangeable document it is qualified to rank with John Locke's 
Grand Model. 

The argument is presented for the league as a preventive of 
war. We are asked if we are not opposed to war. Every right- 
minded person is. We are also opposed to fire, bloodshed, 
famine, and pestilence, but this does not argue that we therefore 
are for the President’s original or amended league, because we 
have no assurance that it will prevent any one or all of them. 
It does not end those scourges. It is assumed this instrument 
is a conclusive insurance policy against all the calamities to 
which humanity is subject. Aside from the destructive effect 
on the Government of the United States and the institutional 
liberty which is our common birthright, the league itself is a 
gigantic firebrand for a world conflagration. It is no more 
than a coalition. It is no more than the combination created by 
the sovereign powers in the congress of Vienna. It is the signal 
for a great preparation for the next war. It depends for its 
success on military and naval force. If it shall prevail it will 
be because of the rule of force; the coalition opposed to it will 
set up different standards and insist upon a system of ethics 
denied by the Latin and Anglo-Saxon races of the world. 

We are continually met with the statement that this docu- 
ment will end all wars. Who would not fervently pray this 
might be so? Who does not know—unless he be a dreamer, a 
novice, or a vain pretender seeking power for himself—that all 
any league can do, be it treaty, covenant, or sovereign charter, 
is to reduce war to a minimum. Nothing penned by the human 
hand or written on parchment will ever subdue the unholy 
passions of human nature. The tables of stone graven with 
the ancient commandments delivered to Moses for a historic 
race have exerted their influence through many thousand years. 
The laws of Leviticus and the Pentateuch administered justice 
through many centuries. Christ was born, delivered His Sermon 
on the Mount, gave a new code of morais to the world, suffered 
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cifixion, and left His disciples inspired by His example and 
ifice to convey His teachings to posterity. Thése are Hebrew 

1 Christian documents and teachings, human and divine. 
irough the long years great historic secular charters appear. 
English barons wrested the Magna Charta of 1215 from 
an arbitrary king. It has been confirmed by subsequent sov- 
ereigns more than 30 times. The Petition of Rights presented by 
rebellious taxpayers represented in Parliament to Charles I in 
1628, the habeas corpus act of 1679, the Bill of Rights presented 
nd confirmed by William and Mary in 1688, the illuminating 
decisions of English courts on search warrants, the verdicts of 
courageous English juries on criminal libel, great elemental 
acts of Parliament safeguarding human rights, the constitu- 
tions written by France following the despotism of her Bourbon 
kings, the heroic devotion of the Netherlands blazing the way 
for a constitutional union of States, and the calm wisdom of 
Gre in international law, our own Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and Federal Constitution have all been contributive 
through the ages to promote justice and prevent war. Still in 
that time, in spite of immortal documents, human and divine, 
the sacrifices of heroes and martyrs, and the devotion of gen- 
erations of just men, war has continued by Christian, pagan, 
Jew, and gentile. It has not even been mitigated when con- 
ducted by many races. Science and art, mechanical knowledge, 
and the ability to enlist the forces of nations have done but 
little save to contribute to the fearful destruction of civilized 
nations when grappling in war. If these tremendous agencies 
for good working through the genius of every generation have 
been unable to accomplish universal peace, how will a docu- 
ment written in Paris by President Wilson and Col. House 

end the wars of the world and usher in the millennium? 

The President has impressed upon Europe the belief that the 
American people are ruled by the ideals he has so frequently 
expressed. Peace based on these ideals must, in turn, differ 
from peace based on the practical relations that have heretofore 
subsisted among mankind and the several nations of the world. 
If those practical relations no longer exist, world conditions 
and men’s natures must have materially changed. I do not 
believe they have; I am skeptical. They have not changed in 
the United States. I know that; I require no cablegrams from 
Europe to give me that information. 

If the allied governments had written peace terms on their 
own understanding, it would not have been the peace we will 
have presented to us. That peace is based on the covenant of 
the league of nations. Europe expects the United States to 
assume the major part of the burdens created by it. The league 
reorganizes the world, and especially Europe and Asia, on a 
new vasis. 

We must accept mandatories under the league in Asia and 
Africa, and contribute both men and money to the undertakings 
of the allied nations in Europe. One million American sol- 
diers will be required to meet the responsibilities and duties of 
the United States in foreign lands. There is little use for the 
President’s message of a few days ago, transmitted from Paris, 
to discuss the reduction of taxes. War taxes will continue for 

y years, and the taxes to administer mandatories under 
he league will endure longer still. The call for 8,000 men to 
serve in Siberia and those now in northern Russia are the first 
levies to empty American homes and embark us on the Wilson 
ideals. Parents of sons of military age must prepare for the 
sacrifice at the shrine of the Old World’s preservation under 
the league of nations. 

The voluntary acceptance of the tutelage of colonies and 
kward races is no defense against our assuming the burdens. 
ce the treaty of peace is made on the President’s league as 
basis we will be told it is our treaty and our league, that 

are idealistic, that they do not fit the actual conditions 
hurope, its territory, its races, or its Governments. But the 
ited States has insisted, it will be said, on applying its 
ries to a condition of human excellence and perfection that 
not We therefore must be prepared to supply the 
iencies between mere ideal hopes and aspirations and the 
al actual situation by our Army and Treasury. Having 
rselves in this situation, the eight other members of 

il representing European nations will in all proba- 

* proceed to define our duty. With the league ratified 

! ‘resident Wilson in control, the burdens of three conti- 

ents will be liberally apportioned to us. We will be so placed 
we can not escape the responsibilities we have morally placed 
upon ourselves, and they will be riveted upon us and our pos- 
terity in perpetuity. 

Armenia and the Jews in western Asia will be allotted us. 
The curbing of the Turk will be our task. We must conclude 
a treaty to guarantee the safety of the French frontier against 
Germany. We must help confine the Bolshevist conflagration 
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within the borders of Russia, even if we do not intervene to 
quench it, if its fanatical disciples insist on being world incen- 
diaries. No one living will ever see our soldiers absent from 
the Old World under this league. The American people will 
be inextricably tangled with the rivalries, feuds, and wars of 
Hurope and Asia. 

The President has assumed to set aside the treaties made by 
the allies to gather the strength of unprepared nations against 
the deadly assault of prepared Germany. He was writing 
messages declaring we were too proud to fight, demanding 
peace without victory and no annexations and no indemnities, 
while Great Britain, France, and Italy joined their strength 
and fought for self-preservation. Their treaties were not open 
treaties, it is true, because they were made against the savage 
and treacherous foe whose clandestine intrigues had endan- 
gered the world. It was then no time for homilies and scholas- 
tic platitudes, however well they sound now in paper leagues 
and paper covenants. 

If Italy were promised the return of territory of which she 
had been despoiled as compensation to enter the war, it was 
justified, even though it was done by a secret treaty. If Rus- 
sia were promised Constantinople and access to the Mediter- 
ranean, it, too, was justified. They were necessary means of 
defense against Germany. In a deadly world crisis methods 
can not be scrupulously weighed in metaphysical balances. 
Both are now condemned by the President because they were 
not open covenants openly arrived at. How poor such casuistry 
when all Europe shook under the measured tread of military 
Germany ! 

The calm judgment of history will approve the diplomacy of 
Great Britain and France, even if not openly published to a 
listening world when the cannonade of German guns was heard 
in Paris and on the English Channel. Our President dallies 
with the abstractions of the closet while criticizing such treaties. 

The great Republic of China sought to join the Allies. She 
had suffered from German spoliation in 1897. Japan has ex- 
pelled Germany and seized the Chinese territory and concessions 
taken by the latter. Japan exacted from China a treaty con- 
firming the former’s rights to hold the country and concessions 
of which China had been plundered by Germany as the price of 
Japan’s consent for China to join with the Allies against Ger- 
many. This, too, was a secret treaty. 

At the time we were about to declare war against Germany, 
Japan secured from the Allies assurances of their approval of all 
her holdings in Shantung. These proceedings were none of them 
open covenants openly arrived at. 

Italy’s secret treaty for the return of Dalmatia is condemned 
by the President. The self-determination of the people in the 
transferred territory is invoked to attach it to the Jugo-Slav 
nation. Italy under this loses the benefits of her treaty with 
the Allies. Fiume, then a part of Austria-Hungary, three- 
fourths Italian, is not permitted the right of self-determination 
on returning to the country of its own blood and language. 

The 40,000,000 Chinese in Shantung are denied the right of 
self-determination and delivered to Japan. They are our Allies. 
We assist in their plunder. The peace-conference nations are 
the accomplices in delivering stolen goods to the receiver thereof 
knowing them to be stolen, and, following the well-known rule 
of criminal jurisprudence, all are equally guilty with Germany, 
the original thief. 

There are many pawnbrokers in the penitentiaries of the dif- 
ferent States of this Republic, put there on less evidence than 
could be adduced in the case of the delegates to the peace con- 
ference. They received stolen goods in circumstances that would 
‘have led any prudent man to know they were stolen and that 
fasten upon them guilty knowledge, and so they become equally 
guilty with the thief. Here is a great league, comprising many 
Christian nations. Most of those that lead in the bad arts of 
war are Christian races. They present to the descendants of 
Confucius the net result of Christian civilization in the robbery 
of 40,000,000 of their people and their delivery to an alien 
power. May we not hang our heads in penitential shame at 
such abasement? 

Poland is given a mere approach and easement of shipping 
instead of sovereignty on the sea, according to the 14 points. 
Her access to it is through an alley on alien soil, flanked with 
German bayonets from the time she leaves her own territory 
until she crosses the city limits of Danzig. A more prolific 
source of constant trouble could not have been devised in 
Europe if the prince of darkness and the whole satanic school 
of demons had sat at the conference where the treaty has been 
framed. 

A league of nations founded on such a betrayal of Poland, on 
the robbery of China, our own ally, on the abrogation of the 
treaty made with Italy in an hour of deadly peril, a base pal- 
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tering with the principle of self-determination doubly inter- 
preted with a duplicity unrivaled in even the congress of Vienna, 
so as to desert our ally in war in the day of peace, is doomed 
with the curse of broken faith and shameless perfidy that marks 
it from the time of its inception and birth. If this be our 
Republic’s contribution to the league, our President’s idealistic 
vision drawn from the ethereal regions of sublimated messages 
and scholastic reveries down to Mother Earth and the affairs 
of men, again I say let us hang our heads in shame and confess 
we are giants in words and lilliputians in good faith and prac- 
tical action. 

He hath stripped the people of their glory and taken the crown of 
righteousness from their heads. 

It may not be known to the public, but I repeat that the draft 
of the peace treaty to-day is known in every capital in Europe 
and its communication blocked to this Senate by the deliberate 
act of the Executive. Thus we have in practical operation 
“open covenants of peace openly arrived at.” So, too, we have a 
like freedom of navigation upon the seas in the 14 points, and 
access given in accordance with Executive declaration. They 
are purely theoretical. They will never sail ships or assemble 
commerce on the piers of those port cities. The removal of all 
economic barriers and the establishment of an equality of trade 
conditions among all the nations consenting to the peace and 
associating themselves for its maintenance will open every cus- 
tomhouse restriction there is in this Republic, and it is intended 
to do so. What practical form national armaments will assume 
when reduced to the lowest point for us is unknown. What is 
consistent with our domestic safety will not be decided by us, 
but will be decided by a sovereign sitting in Geneva. A free, 
open-minded, and absolutely impartial adjustment of all colonial 
claims, based upon a strict observance of the principle that in 
determining questions of sovereignty the interests of the popula- 
tions concerned must have equal weight with the, equitable 
claims of the government whose title is to be determined, has 
utterly failed in actual application to the affairs of men and the 
settlement of boundary questions and the dispositions of peoples 
in Europe. 

The 14 points given to the world January 8, 1918, as an 
instrument of justice are a byword and a derision in all Europe 
to-day. We do not get this by cable. You get it from return- 
ing travelers who have talked, from Jerusalem to London, with 
philosophers and soldiers and statesmen. The 14 points are 
the jest of the ages in the three continents of the Old World and 
in the British Isles. They are now quoted only by the German 
delegates to save them from the penalties of their barbaric 
cruelty and murderous treachery. The points have long since 
ceased to be a factor in diplomacy, or more than an interna- 
tional embarrassment to all concerned. 

Mr. President, these are some opening remarks which I wish 
to submit on the league of nations. I shall go into the subject 
in detail and with a great variety of illustrations at some later 
time. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of 
the House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2329) making ap- 
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for 
the Bureau of War Risk Insurance and for the payment of pen- 
sions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice President. 


TREATY OF PEACE. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the proponent of this resolution whether it would be agreeable 
to him to have an adjournment at this time? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, that is quite 
agreeable to me. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move, then, that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Pardon me just one moment. 
Before we take an adjournment, do I understand that this par- 
ticular resolution will be the unfinished business on Monday? 
Is that the understanding of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That would be my impression. I am not 
familiar with the rules more than to say that that is my per- 
sonal judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Newserry in the chair). 
The resolution will come up as the unfinished business at 2 
o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 26, 1919, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


I renew my motion that the Senate do 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frway, May 23, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, Infinite Spirit, our Heavenly Father, for the 
man who, by dint of his own efforts and the gifts Thou hast 
bestowed upon him, reaches the goal; and we bless Thee for 
the man who, by dint of his own efforts, through the gifts Thou 
hast bestowed upon him, goes down in the battle of life, 
wounded and maimed, yet rises again with undaunted courage 
and strives for perfection. 

Truth crushed to earth shall rise again,— 
The eternal years of God are hers: 

But Error, wounded, writhes with pain, 
And dies among his worshippers. 

The death of Christ on the Hill of Calvary seemed to close 
His remarkable career. But to-day His name lives in millions 
of hearts and inspires to larger life and happiness; and so may 
He continue to live until God’s purposes shall be accomplished. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 7 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. If there are any Members present who 
have not taken the oath, they will now present themselves and 
be sworn. 

Mr. SmitrH of Idaho and Mr. Kaun of California presented 
themselves at the bar of the House and took the oath of office, 
administered by the Speaker. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Edward F. Stewart (H. R. 9703, 65th 
Cong.), no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Morin, by unanimous consent, was given leave of ab 

sence for five days on account of absence in France. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill H. R. 1235 be rereferred from the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service to the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman will permit, on yesterday 
morning the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] gave no- 
tice that he would not agree to any change of reference until 
the committees were made up. I ask the gentleman to let it go 
over until the committees are filled. 

Mr. NOLAN. I consulted with the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service and also with the chairman 
of the Committee on Labor, and it is the unanimous request 
that the reference be changed. 

Mr. GARNER. The minority members of the committee have 
not been elected, and it is only a matter of one day, and I 
think the gentleman had better let it go over. 

Mr. NOLAN. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I nominate for election to the 
Indian Affairs Committee the following-named gentlemen. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Carter of Oklahoma, Mr. Haypen of Arizona, Mr. Sears of 
Florida, Mr. T1LuMAN of Arkansas, Mr. GaNpy of South Dakota, Mr. 


HastTinGs of Oklahoma, Mr. Weaver of North Carolina, and Mr. Mc- 
Kiniry of New York. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Can the gentleman from North Carolina 
inform us when he expects to be able to submit the remainder 
of the minority members of the committees? 

Mr. KITCHIN. On Monday next. We thought we might do 
it to-morrow, but we are unable to do so until Monday. 

Mr. MONDELL. We are very anxious to get to work. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the indefinite leave of absence of my colleague, Mr. Brum- 
BAUGH, who has for some time been in a sanitarium. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. ‘ 


Mr. SNYDER, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
by direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 2480) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
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of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling stipulations with | 


various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1920, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER reserved all points of order. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the Indian appropriation bill; 
and pending that motion I desire to see if we can not come to 
an agreement as to division of time for general debate on the 
bill. 

Mr. TILSON. 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. Is the bill substantially in the form that it 
was presented in the last Congress? I understand the bill has 
not been printed. 

Mr. SNYDER. The bill is printed in its new form and a 
limited number of copies are ready for distribution to the 
Members of the House. It is a composite bill. It is the bill 
as it was agreed upon by a conference committee in the last 
Congress and which failed on the last day of the session. It is 
presented approximately in that form after careful considera- 
tion by the members of the committee as it is now constituted, 
by both the majority and minority members, with practically a 
full attendance, and after consideration by the subcommittee, 
after listening to various parties who desired to have changes 
made in the bill. 

Mr. TILSON. Then, I understand it is possible for Members 
of the House to now get printed copies of the bill which is to 
be considered? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. It is substantially the bill which was agreed 
upon in conference at the last session. 

Mr. SNYDER. It is the same bill. 

Mr. CARTER. It is the bill agreed to in conference. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, may I suggest to 
the gentleman from New York that, if unanimous consent be 
granted, I understand it is the purpose to use the time to-day 
for general debate and take the bill up to-morrow under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the first thing to do 
is to get unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I mad. that statement. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. CARTER. May I suggest that the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York be separated? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. There is no rule which requires the bill to 
be printed. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to go into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill, and, pending that, 
ask: for agreement as to the time for general debate. 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not ask for that now, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the request, 
The question is, Is there objection? 

iir. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to say that so far as the minority Members are 
concerned we have no objection to going ahead with the reading 
of the bill to-day after general debate has been finished. 

Mr. SNYDER. It is perfectly agreeable to me. I am willing 
to go ahead with the reading of the bill as soon as general de- 
bate is closed. 

Mr. MANN. I think the House ought to know whether it is 
intended to proceed with the reading of the bill to-day. The 
gentleman ought to make up his mind now what he intends to do 
before the unanimous consent is requested. There might be 
objection to reading the bill to-day when printed copies are not 
accessible, but there is no objection to general debate on the 
bill. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that is why I made the suggestion; I have not any objection 
to it. 

Mr. MANN. But while the Committee on Indian Affairs, both 
the minority and majority, have had the bill in their possession 
I have learned through long cxperience in the House that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs very often includes items in the 
Indian bill which I thought ought not to be included; and of 
course while they are in favor of passing the bill at once, which 
they have reported unanimously, it does not mean the House 
ought not to have a chance to consider the items in the bill 
intelligently. 

Mr. CARTER. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


That is evident; everybody understands that. 
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Mr. SNYDER. It is clearly the intention of the chairman of 
the committee at least to have only general debate on this bill 
to-day. 

Mr. MANN. If the chairman of the committee will make the 
statement that he does not intend to ask for the reading of the 
bill to-day for amendment, why, that settles that question. 

Mr. SNYDER. I am very pleased to make that statement. I 
do not intend to ask for the reading of the bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to going into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The Chair appoints—— 

Mr. SNYDER. And pending that motion I wish to see if we 
ean arrange upon a period of time for general debate on both 
sides. 

Mr. CARTER. As far as this side is concerned, I think we 
ean get along with one hour. 

Mr. SNYDER. As far as any requests over on this side—— 

Mr. CARTER. I mean an hour on this side. 

Mr. SNYDER. Suppose we go aleng and see how long we 
can run and have an understanding that we close general de- 
bate before 5 o’clock this afternoon? 

Mr. GARNER. Let us have an agreement something like this. 
If you are going to have all day’s debate, some might want to 
go to the departments and may not care to hear it. I think the 
older Members understand that when we start in on general 
debate they may take the opportunity to go somewhere elise to 
do work, and if we have an agreement that the bill shall not he 
read under the five-minute rule, whether it is two houreg or five 
hours, we will rave that understanding and all know it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York kas stated 
the reading of the bill will not be begun to-day. 

Mr. SNYDER. I am perfectly willing, and I tnink this side 
will be willing for debate to run along until it runs out. 

Mr. DYER. As I understand it, when the House adjourns 
to-day general debate upon the peading itl vrill be closed? 

The SPEAKER. That is the request. 

Mr. SNYDER. I ask unanimous censent that when general 
debate closes to-day it close for good. 

Mr. CARTER. Can not we come ta some understanding as 
to how long that will be? 

Mr. SNYDER. I should say until it runs out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be closed to-day. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, had we net 
better arrange as to the control of time? 

Mr. SNYDER. Of course, it is agreeable to this side to have 
the time equally divided. 

Mr. CARTER, One half to be controlled by the gentleman 
from New York and the other by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the time be equally divided between the two 
sides, half to be controlled by the gentleman from New York 
and half by the gentleman from Oklahoma. Is there objection? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
think we ought to fix some time. If there is going to be two 
hours’ general debate, let us make it; and if there is to be 
four hours’ general debate, let us make that; and, of course, 
when general debate is exhausted the House can adjourn. We 
ought to have some definite understanding as to how much 
debate there shall be. I suggest the gentleman make it two 
hours on each side; that will be ample. 

Mr. SNYDER. How would it do to have the debate close in 
four hours—say not exceeding four hours—the time to be 
equally divided? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate proceed for four hours, two 
hours to be controlled by the gentleman from New York and 
two hours by the gentleman from Oklahoma. Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
that is with the understanding that the bill will not be taken 
up for consideration under the five-minute rule to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That has been stated. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may I ask the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpELx] whether 
it is anticipated any other business will be taken up to-day after 
this bill is laid aside? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is impossible to say at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for 
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fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indians tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, with 
Mr. LonewortH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2480) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman yield for a question? Is this bill the same 
bill 

Mr. SNYDER. I expect to make a statement in a minute. 

Mr. DYER. Is this the same bill that was passed before? 

Mr. SNYDER. It is, in a sense. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to dispensing with the 
first reading of the bill? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in presenting 
this bill for consideration to-day, I desire to say that after 
careful consideration for four days on the part of the commit- 
tee as a whole and further consideration by the subcommittee, 
we have decided to present to the House this measure in the 
form of a composite bill, which is the measure passed by the 
House, accompanied by such additions as were inserted by the 
Senate and as finally agreed upon by the conferees. We have 
made no changes in the bill that affect it in any way whatever; 
so you have before you approximately the bill passed by the 
House, the Senate provisions and the conferees’ report in- 
cluded, all of which failed in the Senate on the very last minute 
of the very last day. 

This bill approximates in appropriations which are directly 
drawn from the Treasury about $11,600,000, which is about 
$600,000 more than the amount contained in the bill when it 
originally left the House. It is $200,000 more than the present 
law, due to the committee’s belief that conditions have so 
changed, expenses having increased to such an extent, that the 
various activities for which the Government furnished money 
were entitled to a reasonable amount to compensate them for 
those increases. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman kindly make those 
statements again—there was‘’so much disorder here I could not 
catch them clearly—with reference to the difference in the 
amounts in the bill? 

Mr. SNYDER. I said that in the present law the amounts 
actually appropriated from the Treasury for gratuities and in 
reimbursable items amount to about $600,000 more than the 
present law, and were conceded by the committee on account 
of the actual increased cost of supplies, and so forth, which it is 
necessary for the bureau to furnish to the various schools and 
activities throughout the country; and we agreed as a .com- 
mittee that they were entitled to a certain per cent of increase 
to compensate for the difference in cost this year as against two 
years ago when that bill was made. 

Mr, TILSON. “Will the gentleman yield there for a question? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman distinguish between the 
part of the increase that comes under the reimbursable items 
and the part of it that is not reimbursable? 

Mr. SNYDER. Well, there have been no increases in any of 
these items, I think, that are not reimbursable. If the gentle- 
man will notice, the appropriations are made up in four sec- 
tions; first, the treaty items, amounting to something over 
$800,000 ; then the tribal-fund items, amounting to about $3,700,- 
000; the strictly gratuitous items, amounting to about $5,600,000; 
and the reimbursable items, amounting to about the same sum. 
Now, of course, the Government must furnish the money for 
the reimbursable items, but eventually it is all supposed to come 
back into the Treasury from some source, either from the sale 
of land or sale of timber or from products off the soil or under 
the ground. But the actual amount of this bill that is paid 
from the Treasury of the United States, and of which there is 
never any possibility of return and which is supposed to be spent 
wholly in the interest of the Indians by this bill, amounts to 
about $5,500,000, or a trifle over. 

I think I said a few moments ago that there was no increase 
* in the strictly gratuitous items, but there is, and that is due to 
the fact that last year and the year before, on account of the 








war, and in order to enable the department to put some of our 
returning soldiers or other people at work, we thought it ad- 
visable to let them go ahead and start up some of those activi- 
ties again. And that is one of the reasons for the increase in 
the gratuity items. 

Now, it is, of course, the policy of this committee to endeavor 
in every way to curtail the expense of the Government in the 
care of the Indians, and we are endeavoring every year to re- 
duce the cost of handling the Indians’ business. But it is a 
very difficult proposition, and this committee expects this year 
to make careful investigations with regard to the handling of 
the business in the department in this city and see whether it 
is not possible to cut out some of the things that look, to the 
chairman, at least, like unnecessary expense in the handling 
of the moneys which belong to the Indians and the handling of 
the activities which are created by the moneys that are handed 
to the Indians as a gratuity. It has always seemed to me that 
out of the millions that we appropriate for the benefit of the 
Indians a very large portion of it gets into the hands of the 
people who handle it rather than going actually out into the 
field and for the benefit of the Indian himself, and we want to 
try to correct that if possible. I am convinced myself that 
we are spending too much money in trying to show the Indians 
how to sew, trying to educate an Indian woman to do things 
she is not even capable of doing or will be capable of doing for 
some time to come. We are spending hundreds of thousands of 
dollars trying to educate Indians to be farmers, and it is a 
very small percentage of them, from my observation, who have 
ever been able, or ever will be able, to acquire sufficient knowl- 
edge to teach them to be good farmers. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there 
for a moment? 

Mr. SNYDER. I will, gladly. 

Mr. HICKS. What is the gentleman’s opinion in regard to 
the beneficial results of all this philanthropic effort that has 
been made on the part of the Government to educate Indians in 
various phases of industrial life? 

Mr. SNYDER. Well, so far as educating the Indians in the 
schools provided by the Government or by tribal funds is con- 
cerned, I think a great work is being done. But as to the farm- 
ers and the nurses and the instructors we send out to these res- 
ervations, to show the Indians how to become farmers, I have 
very little faith in anything approximating a great success com- 
ing from that work. I had brought to my attention a case this 
morning where they are trying to create herds of sheep in a 
certain territory for the benefit of a certain tribe of Indians. 
There are probably 115 Indian farmers who ought to be involved 
in that work of caring for those sheep, but the fact is that there 
are only 10 or 15 of them actually working on the range, and the 
Government, having furnished the sheep, now has to furnish 
cowboys and men to go down there and actually do that work. 
After getting the profit from that transaction the money goes 
into the Treasury, and possibly the Indians some day may get a 
few dollars for having sat quietly at home and done nothing to 
assist in any way in this proposition of raising sheep, from 
which they have made money and from which they have money 
in the Treasury now, no part of which they have created or 
earned themselves. 

Now, the point I gm trying to make, although perhaps I do 
not get at it as quickly as I might, is that if you could stimulate 
those Indians to handle these sheep themselves by dividing the 
herds up and making each fellow take so many of them, and 
either let them produce from these sheep or get out of the busi- 
ness entirely, the Indians themselves would be a great deal 
better off. 

Mr. HICKS. The statement of the gentleman is interesting 
and largely bears out my own observations in traveling over the 
Indian reservations. What is the gentleman’s solution of that 
problem? We train these Indians, and yet they fail afterwards 
to perform the functions naturally to be expected from that 
training. 

Mr. SNYDER. My idea is that where the Indian has some 
thousands or millions of dollars belonging to him, I would take 
that money and give the Indian a section of land and put him 
on it, and put him to work there, and let him work his way 
through. That is the only way I believe you will get rid of this 
Indian problem. We have in the last few years taken back 
under the fold of the Government’s protection Indian tribes 
who had been discharged from the guardianship of the Govern- 
ment a hundred years ago, and we have done it because they 
have become shiftless and the States have not cared for them as 
they should have done. Now, in the goodness of the hearts of 
some of the people who are interested, they are endeavoring to 
get those people back under the guardianship of the Govern- 
ment. One of the things I have discovered since I have been 
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connected with Indian affairs is that the most difficult thing on 
earth to do is to get an Indian who is under the control of the 
Indian Burenu away from itunder any form or by any pretext. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. Gladly. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As I understand, it is still the purpose 
of the Government to keep under its supervision Indians who 
are well educated, well informed, who have served in the Army 
of the United States and entitled to citizenship, and sometimes 
even when they have thousands of dollars in the banks they 
can not draw a single cent of it. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. The gentleman is quite correct, and the 
gentleman might go further. It is my understanding that there 
are civilized Indians who are doing business in certain sections 
of this country who are just as competent to do business as the 
. gentleman himself or myself, who have purchased Liberty bonds, 
and who are unable to collect the income from the coupons of 
the Liberty bonds without having them passed through the de- 
partment here at Washington. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. SNYDER. Certainly. 

Mr. HICKS. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, but 
he has made a specialty of the bill, and he has made his state- 
ment very interesting. In my travels in the western country, 
particularly in New Mexico and Arizona, I came upon cases of 
Indians, graduates from an Indian school, very highly educated, 
either at Carlisle or some other Indian school, and apparently 
fitted for the best citizenship of the country, and yet 99 per 
cent of those people were back again in their tribal life. I was 
just wondering whether that is an inherent weakness in the 
Indian himself or an inherent weakness in our policy in the 
treatment of the Indian. I would like to have the gentleman’s 
opinion on that if he is prepared to give it. 

Mr. SNYDER. I am not very well prepared to give an opinion 
on that, but I do know of cases where Indians have been edu- 
cated at Carlisle even who have gone back to their tribal rela- 
tions and in a short time lost interest entirely in the education 
that they had received. But I do not think my investigations 
would lead me to say that that was the prevailing rule. I think 
in the main that the Indians who are educated at either reser- 
vation schools or boarding schools come out of them with a 
great deal of credit and advantage to themselves. I would not 
want to say that I would in any way desire to limit the board- 
ing school activities or the reservation school activities, but 1 
would like to see them handled on an entirely different basis 
from what they are. 

We have attempted in this bill to put a restriction on the 
management of these schools, so that the money will be ex- 
pended in such a way that we shall know it is being expended 
wholly upon the number of pupils who are in attendance. In 
other words, previous to last year, the appropriations made were 
based upon the enrollment at these boarding schools at a cer- 
tain amount per annum per pupil. 

Now, in this bill the appropriation is based upon the average 
attendance for the year; so that in a school where there are 90 
pupils who actually attend, although there may be 190 enrolled, 
they can draw the per capita for the average number in attend- 
ance only. This, I think, is a big move in the right direction, 
and that eventually it will have the effect of building up these 
schools. We are perfectly willing to give them for the education 
of every pupil in attendance whatever is necessary for them to 
have in order to conduct the school properly ; but the other sys- 
tem permitted a good many lax methods, and a good deal of 
indiscretion crept into the handling of the business of the 
schools. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. In case there should be an epidemic in a 
hoarding school and the per capita attendance should be cut 
down very materially, what provision would be made to take 
care of an exigency like that? 

Mr. SNYDER. We have always in the bill a sufficient num- 
ber of emergency appropriations to care for any epidemic that 
may occur, and that is one of the reasons why it is necessary 
to get this measure enacted initio Jaw promptly. It was stated 
that Indians are suffering because appropriations provided for 
in this measure are now being held up, and it is absolutely 
necessary that the bill pass and become a law before the 1st of 
July or the department can not continue to function. That is 
one reason why, the instant that Congress convened, before the 
cominittees were regularly elected, we went to work on this 
measure; and that was the prime reason why we did not be- 
gin the perfecting of a new measure, because during the time 
that we have from now until the Ist of July it would have 
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been utterly impossible for us to have framed a new bill. So 
we decided to present this bill, which, if it is promptly passed, 
will enable the Interior Department and the Indian Bureau to 
care for the urgent needs of the Indians. 

Unless some one desires further information, which I will be 
glad to give to the best of my ability, I will conclude my state- 
ment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRIS. Has the chairman of the committee any ob- 
jection to answering, for the record, a few elementary ques- 
tions? 

Mr. SNYDER. 
my ability. 

Mr. FERRIS. What is the total number of Indians cared for 
by the Interior Department? 

Mr. SNYDER. My understanding is that there are about 
300,000. 

Mr, FERRIS. 
ried in this bill? 

Mr. SNYDER. The exact amount of money carried in this 
bill, including the tribal funds, is $15,008,000. 

Mr. FERRIS. How much of that comes out of the Treasury 
and how much of the Indians’ funds? 

Mr. SNYDER. Eleven million six hundred thousand dollars 
come out of the Treasury of the United States, but only $5,800,000 
of that sum is actually chargeable to the Government without 
any possibility of future reimbursement. 

Mr. FERRIS. Some of it will come back from the sale of 
land? 

Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. FERRIS. 
$11,000,000. 

Mr. SNYDER. More than $5,000,000 is reimbursable. 

Mr. FERRIS. How many tribes of Indians are there alto- 
gether in the United States? 

Mr. SNYDER. I can not tell the gentleman that. 

Mr. FERRIS. There are about 300,000 Indians? 

Mr. SNYDER. About 300,000. 

Mr. FERRIS. What per cent, what number out of the total 
300,000, have had their restrictions removed in whole or in part 
for administrative purposes? 

Mr. SNYDER. Since I have been a member of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs a very small per cent have been separated 
from the care of the Indian Bureau; I should think not 5 per 
cent, 

Mr. FERRIS. Of the 300,000 not over 5 per cent have been? 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not think there have been 5 per cent. 

Mr. FERRIS. . Does the gentleman mean altogether? 

Mr. SNYDER. I mean in the four years that I have been con- 
nected with the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FERRIS. But I am speaking of the aggregate all told. 
What part of the 300,000 Indians have had their restrictions 
removed either in whole or in part? Has the gentleman any 
figures on that? 

Mr. SNYDER. No; I have not. 

Mr. FERRIS. Is it not true that a very large per cent of 
these 300,000 Indians are, in fact, entirely capable of adminis- 
tering their own affairs? 

Mr. SNYDER. My observations and investigations lead me 
to believe that at least 60 per cent of these .Indians could be 
discharged from the care of the Indian Bureau and have the 
money to which they are entitled turned over to them, and that 
they could well take their chances in this country along with 
the average American citizen, 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to pursue that one 
question further, if I may. What will be the policy of the 
gentleman who will be in charge of the committee—and I think 
his policy follows along the same line as my own would, if I 
were the chairman—with reference to liberating, emancipating 
those Indians, that are really white Indians, that have all of their 
faculties, who are educated, and have that equipment the same 
as anyone else? What is going to be the policy of the gentleman 
with reference to cutting that class of Indians loose from the 
Federal administration? 

Mr. SNYDER. In order to tell exactly what that is I desire 
to refer to some remarks that I made in presenting this bill 
before. I think I made a statement at that time, and I have 
not any idea of changing it now. 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not wish to embarrass the gentleman in 
the course of his remarks at all. 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not find the remarks that I refer to, but 
I am willing to state now just what it is. f 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, the gentleman may withhold it, if he de- 
sires, but I will be very glad to have him state it in the Recorp. 


I shall be glad to answer them to the best of 


And what is the exact amount of money car- 


None of the $5,800,000. 
But I am speaking of the larger sum, the 



















Mr. SNYDER. My policy as chairman of this committee will 
be to endeavor in every possible way to get discharged from the 
care of the bureau, from the care of the Government, so far as 
it is possible, the Indians, so that they will be no different from 
any other American citizens. My policy will be to get a man 
discharged from the care of anybody, except in so far as he 
owes a duty to the Government of the United States, the State 
in which he resides, or the municipality in which he belongs, so 
that he may get all of the money to which he is entitled, that 
it may be turned over to him at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. FERRIS. And to have a complete divorcement of the real 
or so-called white Indians from the Federal Treasury. 

I want the Indian to be a full citizen of the 
United States at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a sug- 
gestion right there? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. ; 

Mr. SEARS. During the past two years, at least, has it not 
been the policy of the entire committee to follow just the line 
suggested by the chairman? 

Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. FERRIS. I have felt that to be true. 

Mr. SNYDER. There is no difference of opinion in the com- 
mnittee upon that, and there has not been for two years. 
I wanted to state to the gentleman the ob- 
stacles that will confront him, having served on the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in years gone by. I want to urge the gentle- 
man to maintain a strong determination in doing that very thing. 
There will be all sorts of obstacles thrown in his path, as there 
have been in the paths of preceding chairmen, by people who 
have esthetic notions, notions that are not well grounded in 
facts, that the Indian ought to have constant and unbounded 
supervision of some sort administered to him by the Federal 
Government, 

Mr. SNYDER. 


Mr. SNYDER. 


Absolutely. 


Mr. FERRIS. 


I would like to say to the gentleman that 
my education in things esthetic, ephemeral, and idealistic was 
sadly neglected in my early life. 

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Yes. : , 
Along that same line, will the gentleman go 
a little further, in regard to Indians who have been dependent 
upon the Government? Suppose that, having received their 
portion, they go out and spend it in riotous living or otherwise, 
and eventually becoming bankrupt, as many other citizens of 
the country do, is the gentleman willing to say that the Gov- 
ernment shall not take them back under its wing or assume 
responsibility for them again? 

Mr. SNYDER. I thought I made that fairly clear in my previ- 
ous statement, 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman stated that there were some 
Indians who had been made free a hundred years ago, and that 
some of them had been taken back under governmental care. 
Are we going to do anything of that kind? Does the gentleman 
mean it when he says that they should be cut loose entirely, and 
that they will be given the same chance as other American citi- 
zens, and no more? 

Mr. SNYDER. 


Mr. TILSON. 
Mr. SNYDER. 
Mr. TILSON. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not care to make any’ 
promise which I might not be able to live up to, but I am opposed 
to taking back an Indian just the same as I would be to taking 
back a white man if he had once had his property and failed 
to exercise reasonable judgment in tuking care of it. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

FAIRFIELD. Some reference has been made to the 
teaching of farming. May I ask whether there is any assist- 
ance given to the Indians, except in the tribal relation, in stock 
raising and farming? 

Mr. SNYDER. The difficulty about the instruction is that 
the Indian is given too much instruction, too much attention— 
to such an extent that he has made up his mind that all he 
has to do is to sit still and the instructors will do the work. We 
want to cut out about 90 per cent of the instruction, the care 
and treatment the Indians are receiving, and let them get to 
If they will not work and till the soil and 
mind the sheep, then I would let them live on coyotes and herbs 
until they got used to working. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. The idea is to reduce the superintendents 
of farming and stock raising? 

Mr. SNYDER. 


work themselves. 


The idea is to get it into the mind of the 
Indian that he has got to exercise some force of character and 
energy in order to preserve himself. , 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Yes, 


Mr. FERRIS. 
Mr. SNYDER. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Mr. FERRIS. Has the gentleman segregated the figures so 
that he can tell us what part of this $15,000,000 goes for schools 
and what for salaries, and so forth? 

Mr. SNYDER. I could if I had the report here, but that will 
be in the report which will be printed and ready for distribu- 
tion to-morrow morning. 

Mr. EMERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. I will. 

Mr. EMERSON. Can the gentleman from New York tell us 
what are the obstacles that are in the way of emancipating the 
Indian? After 100 years of civilization, when we came here 
and found the Indian self-sustaining—after 100 years of civili- 
zation he is now dependent upon the Government. What are 
the obstacles to emancipating him now? 

Mr. SNYDER. There are many obstacles. For instance, 
take the Five Civilized Tribes in the State of Oklahoma. Some of 
them are very wealthy men. I understand that the Osages are 
the richest people in the world. There are about 4,800 of them, 
and the average income is $4,000 per capita. “hese men have 
been here for years endeavoring to get this House to grant 
them the privilege of having an attorney, for which they will 
themselves pay, to look after their interests as between the 
tribes and the Government. They have been unable by reason 
of obstacles put in the way to get a man, to whom they are 
willing to pay a good, round sum, to look after their interests. 

Mr. CARTER. Is it not the fact that in the last appropriation 
bill there was carried an item allowing the Osages to have an 
attorney, but that it was stricken out on a point ef order on the 
floor of the House? 

Mr. SNYDER. Those are the obstacles, and they are difficult 
to overcome. The reason is this: While the committee is per- 
fectly willing and anxious to grant improvements in the ad- 
ministration of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, they will have 
some friend on the floor here in time to object and make points 
of order to items which are not only for the benefit of the 
Government but for the benefit of the Indian himself, but to the 
disadvantage perhaps of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EMERSON. Congress ought to be larger than any branch 
of the Government. I do not know how it is, but I have been a 
believer that in this country we should Americanize everybody, 
the Indians as well as everybody else. We emancipated the 
Negro, and we do not do anything for him; if he gets hard up 
he has to suffer and perhaps starve. Why can not the Indians 
be treated the same way? 

Mr. SNYDER. I have stated to the gentleman the principal 
obstacle to the improvement in Indian affairs, and that is the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs itself. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Oklahoma stated that 
these matters were stricken out of appropriation bills on a point 
of order. I would like to ask if the committee is dependent 
absolutely on the appropriation bills to bring about wholesome 
legislation concerning Indians, Why could not proper legislation 
be brought into the House, against which a point of order would 
not lie, and over which the Indian Department would have no 
control whatever? 

Mr. SNYDER. The committee would be glad to consider any 
measure that the gentleman from Texas may present to over- 
come those difficulties. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. How does the total carried in 
this bill compare with the total carried in the bill which failed 
of passage in the last session? 

Mr. SNYDER. I have stated that the money actually appro- 
priated by the Government in the bill will be about $600,000 
above the present law, due to the belief of the committee that 
the items which the Government has to purchase will cost more, 
and that the various activities in the way of profit will be 
more, and that that much more will be needed to carry on these 
activities in the same way that they have been carried on in 
previous years, 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. That is compared with the 
present law, but how about the bill that failed of passage in 
the last session? 

Mr. SNYDER. It is practically the same. 

Mr. HASTINGS. It is exactly the same amount that was 
agreed to in conference. 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. I thank the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. CAmpsett]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, my interest in the | 
Indian has lef me to go into the questions as to what can be 
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done for his betterment. That the Indian has been taken ad- 
vantage of by the white man there is no question; that the In- 
dian is not getting as much for the money that is being spent 
in his behalf to-day as he should get, there is no question in my 
mind. We have fallen into a rut in our dealings with the Indian, 
There is much the same thing being done to-day for him that was 
done a hundred years ago, 80 years ago, 60 years ago, 40 years ago. 
We have changed some, but we have not kept pace with the prog- 
ress that we have made in other things, in our dealing with the 
Indians. We can eliminate a great deal of the supervision that 
we are having over them. There is no question in my mind but 
that there are as many as 20 agencies provided for in this bill 
that could be eliminated from it and save thousands of dollars 
to the Indians and to the Treasury of the United States. Just 
as soon as an effort is made to eliminate one of these agencies, 
liowever, somebody from the State in which the agency is located 
gets the idea that they are going to lose the opportunity for 
having some Government money spent in the State or lose a little 
patronage. And a great fight is made in behalf of the Indians, 
but really to retain the agency. They say, “ This is an outrage 
on the Indian. What are you going to do? Turn them loose to 
become a prey to the wiles of the white man?” Tears will be 
shed, and bureaus, established in New York and Boston that 
never saw a blanket Indian in the world, will send telegrams 

nd petitions to Congress to restere the agency at Podunk; and 
ile agency is restored, and the expenditure goes on. And the 
Indian is dealt with in very much the same way to-day that he 
was half a century or a century ago. 


chairman 
farmer. 
by teaching him agriculture. I do not mean that he should be 
taught agriculture by a broken-down farmer who made a failure 
at farming himself and is willing to take $50 a month to sit down 
in an Indian agency listed on the pay roll as “ farmer” at the 
Podunk agency. A man who will take $50 a month and go and 
sit at an Indian agency is not worth two whoops in Podunk, 

Mr. UPSHAW. I would like to ask a question just as a 
imatter of information. I am a new man here. I would like 
io have the gentleman please give us the geographical position 
of Pedunk. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think it is down in Georgia, 
if you have any Indians down there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UPSHAW. I deny the allegation, but I do not defy the 
“ allegator.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 


is located. 


of the committee about the Indian’s failure as a 


I will tell you where Podunk 
It is located at most any place where they have 
an Indian agency. 

Mr. UPSHAW. That is clear. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. This man that I have referred 
to is, of course, a total failure as a farmer. He does not know, 
in the first place, how to feed or milk a cow. He does not 
know how to take care of half a dozen shoats. He does not 
know how to take care of a pair of mules. He knows abso- 
jutely nothing about farming, and therefore can teach nothing 
io the Indians, and yet he is the farmer at the agency, and 
the money that is paid to him and the money that is expended 
inder his direction results in no good to the Indians. 

The future welfare of the Indian makes it necessary, how- 
ever, that he shall be taught farming. Almost every Indian 
of every degree of blood can be located upon some land. If 


the Indian does not already own it, and it has not been allotted, | 


it can be allotted to him. The land is available for the In- 
dians for agricultural purposes. 

The trouble with the Indian is that he has not been taught 
how to use the land or what to do with it. He has not been 
tnught how to take care of hogs and cattle and sheep; how 
to till the soil, or what to put in, and how to take care of it, 
or what to do with stock or grain or hay. 

He knows nothing about those things, because he is dependent 
upon this so-called “ farmer” at the agency, who does not know 
as much about it as he does. We are spending a great deal of 
money upon the education of the Indian. The average Indian 
who makes a success, if he makes success at all, will make it 
as a farmer. It is wasting the Indians’ time to take a course 
in higher mathematics, in astronomy, and all that sort of thing 
without the study of agriculture in connection with them. 

We should provide somewhere in this country a great agri- 
cultural scheol for Indians, where Indians can be taught scien- 
tifically how to farm, what to do with land, what to do with 
stock, what to do with the preducts of the soil, and how to take 
“ur them. Such « school can be established in this country 

Indias bo taught to farm and become self-sup- 
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| can teach others how to farm. 

I want, therefore, to speak about a matter that I think we can | 
undertake that will materially benefit the Indians, and I am | 
led to make the statement because of the statement made by the | 


I refer to the advantages that can come to the Indian | 
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porting, self-respecting, and good citizens. You can not make a 
farmer out of an Indian as it has been attempted in the past 
by putting an alleged “farmer” on the pay roll at the Indian 
agency and having him sit around loafing among the Indians 
all summer and winter and not raising enough hay to feed the 
horses that are maintained on the place. I have been to an 
Indian agency where they bought grain to feed the horses that 
were used upon the place. The farmer did not have the enter- 
prise or the intelligence to raise enough grain to feed the teams 
that were maintained on the place, and large amounts of money 
were expended every year for purchasing feed for farmers’ 
horses and hogs on the farm at the Podunk Agency. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Yes. 

Mr. SHREVE. I desire to ask the gentleman what crops 
were raised upon the farm? ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Crops of worthless weeds. Noth- 
ing was done. The farmer was there to serve the Indians. He 
was to give instructions to the Indians. He was to go out on 
the Indian farm and show the Indians what to do. But instead 
of being an example to the Indians for good he sat around 
and did nothing, and was an example for evil, 

That thing must be done away with. We should give these 
young Indians, bright, energetic, able fellows, with plenty of 
money as members of their tribe to start them on a farm— 
give them an‘education in an agricultural school, and then they 
will go out on their own farms and become good farmers. They 
I hope Congress will, in the in- 
terest of the Indian, at an early day cooperate with members 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs and with the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs and urge that this be done in the interest of the 
Indians. 

We must change and enlarge our policy. We must do some- 
thing that will give to the Indian something really worth while 
for the money that is spent for the benefit of the Indian. In my 
judgment the way to get real results for the Indian is to send 
him to an agricultural school where he can be taught every 
study that is connected with a liberal education and at the same 
time be taught the use of the soil. And in that same connec- 
tion the same school can well be enlarged so as to include manual 
training for men and women, so that the young women who are 
attending such a school may go upon the farm and become good 


| housewives upon the farm and know how to put up fruit and 


know how to render lard and know how to take care of every- 
thing that is raised upon the farm and help to make a farm home. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. Why should there not be an arrangement whereby 
an Indian, taught up to a certain standard, upon graduation 


| from that place, would graduate into citizenship and be taken 


out from under the bureau? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is a happy suggestion. I 
see no reason on earth why that should not be done. I see no 
reason why in many instances graduates of our best Indian 
schools are still held under the palm of the Indian Office. 

Mr. FESS. That is not right. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. When an Indian graduates from 
an agricultural school and goes out upon his allotment with a 
team and a cow and a pair of shoats and a dozen chickens, he 
has started in life; he is independent with his little annuity that 
comes to him. Then I would relieve him and all like him of su- 
pervision by the white man. [Applause.] I would relieve him 
then of the expense and the annoyance and the humiliation of 
having everything that he does and every movement that he 
makes supervised. [Applause.] 

That is the suggestion that I want to make to the Members of 
the House, that we find somewhere a place in this country where 
we can establish a great agricultural school for Indians. Okla- 
homa is a great agricultural State, with wonderfully rich land 
and plenty of it. There are Indian agencies there, there are 
Indian lands there, there are places in that State to-day, in the 
great mid-continent country, where such a school, suitable to the 
Indians climatically and in every other way, can well be estab- 
lished or enlarged. Some of the schools are already provided in 
a small way for the instruction of Indians in agriculture, but it 
is only in a small way, as a mere incident to the schools. What 
I am insisting on is that this school that I-have in mind should 
become a real agricultural school for Indians and be known as 
such throughout the country, so that Indians might attend there 
from every section of the country. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Yes. 

Mr.-KNUTSON. In taking the restrictions off the Indians 
the gentleman does not contend that they should be given the 
right to dispose of their allotments, does he? 
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Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I do not know why not. If a 
white man has 160 acres of land, he has a right to sell it or 
mortgage it or do as he pleases with it; and if an Indian, who 
is better educated and a better farmer and in every -way as good 
a citizen as the white man, has the same kind of land, why 
should we keep any restrictions upon what he does with his 
land? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Does the gentleman contend that the mere 
fact that the Indian has an education is an indication that he 
has the brains and the ability to meet the white man on an 
equal footing and deal with him and not get the short end of 
the deal? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am not afraid of the average 
Indian in the average trade with a white man. I know In- 
dians. I have examined Indians before committees of this 
House who were as shrewd as any white man. I have ex- 
amined Indians who were under the supervision of the Indian 
Office who were presidents of national banks, vice presidents 
of interurban railroads, who were worth a quarter of a million 
dollars. 

Mr. KNUTSON, Yes; but they are the exceptions, 
to take them collectively, not individually, 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Of course, there are Indians 
who need guardians, as there are white men who need guard- 
ians. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman from Kansas would not 
want to have a repetition of the history that was enacted at 
White Earth, Minn., seven or eight years ago? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; and white men were re- 
sponsible for a good deal of what happened there. 

Mr. KNUTSON. That happened because all restrictions 
were taken off. And what was the average price obtained for 
the land at the White Earth Reservation? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There are isolated cases, but I 
contend that the policy should be to eliminate, as far as prac- 
ticable, the supervision that the Indian is now under. My 
judgment is that the hope of the Indian is on the farm, The 
future of the Indian is as a farmer. I speak of the average, 
There are good lawyers, there are good, doctors, there are 
good United States Senators, and Members of Congress who 
are Indians; but the hope of the average Indian is as a farmer. 
But the Indian must be taught in modern farming, the modern 
scientific use of the soil, just as it is taught to the white man. 
The Indian can not be expected to succeed as a farmer after 
he has been tutored a few years at an Indian agency by @ man 
who made a failure of farming when the Indian must com- 
pete with young men who have graduated from our agricul- 
tural colleges as farmers. We should establish an Indian 
agricultural school where Indians can be taught scientific farm- 
ing as white men are taught and give them the same start as 
scientific farmers that young white men have. I repeat that I 
am hoping Congress will at an early date have an opportunity 
to consider this proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the Senate has passed 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 2329) making appropria- 
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the 
sureau of War Risk Insurance and for the payment of pen- 
sions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Gentlemen, I am not a member of the Indian 
Committee now. I have had service on this committee in the 
past. I have lived practically all of my life among the Indians 
or very near the Indians. I was born and raised within 16 
miles of the Indian Territory when it was quite an Indian 
country. When I was a member of the Indian Committee I 
studied this question a good deal. You can debate it from an 
academic standpoint without end, and probably it will be de- 
bated in that way long after those of us now here are gone, but 
I want to submit two or three practical observations on the 
subject, based on my observations in the years that I have 
studied the question. 

It has been stated by our chairman [Mr. Snyper] that there 
are 300,000 Indians in the United States. I do not mean 
300,000 people wearing red blankets and with paint ,on their 
faces and feathers in their hair, but there are on the Indian 
rolls 300,000 people, some of them as white as we are, some of 
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them with golden hair, some of them presidents of banks, some 
United States Senators, some Members of this House, one of 
them Register of the Treasury of the United States, some of 
them worth more than a million dollars which they have earned 
themselves, 

Now, the difficulty as I see it is to get the real Indians sepa- 
rated from these so-called Indians. There are in my own State, 
roughly, 100,000 Indians; I do not mean wild Indians, I do not 
mean they are even real Indians, but Indians on the rolls in my 
State, which is one of the 48 States of this Union. The Indian 
Territory, which comprises one-half of our State, was for 50 years 
the assembling place for Indians. If Indians were not needed in 
North Carolina, or South Carolina, or Mississippi, or Georgia, 
or any of the Eastern States, the Government proceeded to move 
them west and put them in the then Indian Territory. It has 
been a kind of pot pourri for the assembling of Indians from 
all those States. They came from every section of the country. 
They were the original occupants. Some of them were eastern 
Indians, from Virginia and along the Atlantic seaboard, and 
they were brought there together. They came there with dif- 
ferent ideas. But they have been blended together. They have 
been made citizens. Most of them are making good citizens. 
There is no race trouble on. They vote for us; we vote for 
them. The only test applied is “Is this man a good man,” 
and the Indian blood makes no difference. Oklahoma selected 
as her first citizen to be placed in Statuary Hall an Indian— 
Sequoyah, the Indian who invented the Cherokee alphabet. 

I mention this to show how well the white and Indian races 
have acted in the development of the great new State of Okla- 
homa. 

The one problem that the Indian Committee and the Interior 
Department and Congress has to get into their heads is that 
they ought to separate the Indians into classes so the incom- 
petent ones would be cared for and the competent ones given 
their affairs into their own hands. In my State it was worth 
ten or twelve thousand dollars for a man to get his name on 
the Indian roll, because it gave him land znd a share in the 
tribal estate. It was considered an ambitious thing, a worthy 
thing, for a man to get on the rolls. When a man was en- 
rolled and became an Indian he got an allotment of land and 
a share in the money and the tribal affairs of the State. Now, 
these men want to get out from under the restrictions and have 
their land and money and transact their own affairs. For ex- 
ample, I know men in my State that have traces of Indian 
blood who have made in the last two years millions of dollars 
by their own exertion, their own hands, and by their own in- 
genuity. It is tremendously galling and irritating to a man 
of that character to have to come to Washington, or have his 
attorney come to Washington, and hang around the doors of 
his Congressman or the Indian Commissioner and try to get 
some trivial right that ought to be given to him in the abstract. 
These are irritating things—trying to administer the affairs 
from Washington at long-distance range by the Govern- 
ment over men who know much more than does the adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. EMERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. EMERSON. Are these men who have made the money 
the gentleman speaks of permitted to handle their own affairs? 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, yes; if a man goes out and buys deeded 
lands other than Indian lands and drills for oil and it brings 
in oil. But if he develops oil on Indian land, then he must 
proceed through the department with all the details of their 
procedure. 

I don’t wish to be misunderstood. There are many instances 
where supervision is necessary, but it ought to be simplified and 
reduced to the minimum. 

Mr. EMERSON. Are Indians permitted to vote in 
homa? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes, in Oklahoma; but not in every State in 
the Union, There are Indians in every State of the Union, as 
I am advised, including the District of Columbia, which has a 
few Indians. We have a large number of Indians in our State, 
of course, but happily for all concerned we have journeyed along 
well together. We are living in peace together; there is abso- 
lutely good-fellowship among us; we are all friends. 

That is because, as the ex-chairman of the Indian Committee 
[Mr. Carter] has so well put it, that in our State the Indians 
are permitted to participate in politics and hold office and per- 
form every function of a citizen, save and except the handling 
of his property. For example, we have two Congressmen now 
who have Indian blood in their veins, Mr. Carter of Oklahoma 
and Mr. Hastings of Oklahoma. There are two United States 
Senators, Senator Curtis and Senator Owen, with Indian blood. 
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The Register of the Treasury, Houston B. Teehee, has Indian 
blood, and many of the county officers in my ‘State, everywhere 
you go, are Indians. There are presidents of banks; and then 
at the very top of affairs members of chambers of commerce, 
and so forth, an honor to their State and an honor to their tribe. 

Now, I do not want to mislead the House. There are Indians 
who I have no doubt would, if restrictions were removed, fool 
away their money and their land and be penniless and poverty 
stricken. I do not advecate that; they need some supervision. 
But what I do say is that some of these competency commis- 
sions that have been appointed ought to get busy and separate 
the real Indians from the so-called Indians. 
seme man sits in a swivel chair in Washington, drawing $1,200 
te $1,500 a year, telling a man in Oklahoma who can make a 
million dollars how to administer sams friviai matter, just 
that long you will have irritation and trouble. 

A few years ago I was on the Indian Committee, and follow- 
ing my strong belief I felt the administration should be cut 
down and some of the clerks dispensed with. Well, you can 
imagine the hornet’s nest I got into. I tried the best I could 
as a member of the committee to cut out some of the appro- 
priations and get rid of them; but what did they do? They 
would go out and find some poor old, pitiful, blind, face-painted, 
feather-haired Indian whe had squandered his money and hold 
him out as ghastly skeleton of what was being done to the 
Indians in Oklahoma. 

Then his picture, together with the propaganda concerning 
it, would be put forth in the New York and Bosten papers, and 
Congress would be confronted with the statement that by cut- 
ting off these clerks, by cutting off this superfluous admin- 
istration, it was trying to divest the Indian of some of his 
property and protection. This was not the fact. No member 
of the Oklahoma delegation wants to divest any Indian of his 
protection if he needs it, but we, and the Indian, do not want 
to be administered from Washington when administration is 
no longer necessary. The Indian wants his money and his 
land, and he wants to pay his taxes, and he wants to be free 
from this fourteen or fifteen million dollars worth of super- 
vision. 

Mr. Chairman, I want now to congratulate the Committee 
on Ways and Means, at the beginning of the administration 
of the Democratic side, upon its appointment of my colleague, 
Mr. CHARLES CARTER, a8 a member of that committee. I think 
in doing so they pay a very great compliment to the 300,000 
Indians in this country. Mr. Carter has been chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs for six years. His appoint- 
ment by the Ways and Means Committee is a compliment to 
his administration of the affairs of the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee, which he conducted with dignity and decorum and 
honesty. If anyone ever heard of any graft or any charges 
against the administration of those affairs while he has been 
chairman I have failed to hear of it. I want also to con- 
gratulate the Republican side of the House in selecting a man 
of very broad vision as chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, in the person of the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Snyper. I have watched him here, without 
being active about it, and I have observed the viewpoint of 
the new chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 
minutes more. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Snyper] 
is, first, a practical man, Next he is an honest man; third, he 
is a brave man; and, fourth, I think he has the nerve and the 
courage and the ability to do his duty and do what ought to be 
done in respect to these Indians. [Applause.] He will have 
pitfalls. If he tries to abolish the agency to which the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] referred, he will have tele- 
grams and the hip hurrah that comes with such a thing. If he 
tries to lay off one clerk in an outlying reservation, he will be 
held up to scern and the statement made that the chairman of 
the Indian Affairs Committee is allowing the Indians to be 
robbed. That will not be the fact, however. The men who live 
with these Indians, the Indians themselves, want an honest, 
straight administration of the more unfortunate, uneducated 
Indians, but at the same time they want the Government to 
save its money and let the so-called white Indian alone. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. Jonnson]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
discuss immigration and naturalization. I shall begin by calling 
attention te the statement by the gentleman from Oklahoma 
(Mr. Carrer] that 10,000 American Indians entered the’ service 
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of the United States Army during the war. A good showing for 
the Indians, But, Mr. Chairman, putting on the uniform did not 
make them citizens, and when they took off the uniform they 
again became wards of Uncle Sam. That strikes me as ex- 
tremely unfair, and I hope that the chairman of this committee 
will find a place in this bill to insert an amendment giving full 
United States citizenship to all Indians who served the United 
States in the late war. [Applause.] We did that for all of the 
aliens in the United States who went into the military service of 
the United States. When they entered the Army their citizen- 
ship was made complete. That was fair and right. Can not the 
Indian soldiers be as well treated? 

Mr. Chairman, everyone knows that many thousands of aliens 
in the United States with their first papers—and thousands 
without papers—accepted the provisions of the draft act and 
went into the service of the United States, fought valiantly, 
and acquitted themselves nobly. But we also well know that 
there were some who, in order to evade the draft, withdrew their 
first papers, called back their declarations of intention to be- 
come citizens of the United States. What shall we do with 
them? They are in the United States without much chance of 
becoming citizens of the United States. People are against 
them. Those men, mostly from neutral countries, are finding 
it difficult to secure employment; they are complaining to their 
Governments, and those Governments are complaining to our 
State Department. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, these men, 
having withdrawn their declaration of intention, having said, 
in effect, ‘We do not wish to be American citizens,” that it 
becomes our plain duty to provide that they shall not at any 
later date become citizens of the United States. Further, we 
should see to it that they are deported and sent out of the 
United States not to return. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, in an effort to ascertain something of the laws 
and regulations in regard to immigration and naturalization, I 
have sought to find out just what various bureaus and depart- 
ments of the Government have to do with these two subjects. 
I have here a list of immigration and naturalization subjects, 
running to various bureaus and departments of the Govern- 
ment. The analysis was prepared by Mr. Arthur H. Fleming, 
of California. As I look at the sheet, I do not wonder that 
lawyers, Members of Congress, and citizens generally have 
difficulty in finding out just what immigration and naturaliza- 
tion laws mean and what are the regulations now in effect with 
relation thereto. I ask unanimous consent to insert this 
analysis in the Recorp at the conclusion of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. A large number of the 
paragraphs on this sheet refer to bureaus or administrative 
organizations which came into being on account of the war. One 
would think that no reference need be made now to those estab- 
lishments, upon the ground that, the war being practically over, 
they will fade away and not be needed, but I doubt if many 
of them will fade away without pretest. A Government bureau, 
no matter how useless, hangs on to life with a tenacity that is 
remarkable. I regret that I can not refer to all the depart- 
ments which have to do with aliens. I shall mention only one 
or two. We find the Department of Labor with seven or eight 
bureaus dealing with aliens, about half of them statutory and 
the other half administrative. The Department of the Interior 
has two, and the problem of which department shall handle 
the education of the alien is an acute one. 

The Department of State has one administrative bureau and 
two statutory bureaus dealing with aliens. Passport matters 
go to these bureaus. We made emergency laws during the war 
concerning passports, and the emergency laws developed a great 
array of passport regulations. That emergency act should be 
revised and reenacted before a treaty of peace is finally signed. 
Otherwise we shall have trouble, probably, with the arrival of 
great hordes of aliens from various broken and disturbed coun- 
tries, which I am positive the United States does not care to 
receive. I need net specify in detail—Germany and Austria, 
perhaps. 

Our passport business, it sometimes seems to me, is run on 2 
desire to oblige other countries rather than to accommodate the 
desires of our own citizens. It is very hard for a citizen to 
secure a passport just now to England or France, but very 
easy to secure permits by the hundreds for Greeks and Italians 
to leave for their native lands. You know our war act regulated 
the departure of all aliens, and we could hold these departing 
hordes if we desired, which we do not, in my opinion. They 
came not to stay, but to earn good money and take it home with 
them. But it strikes me that we might well pass a law barring 
them from returning to the United States. Let them learn that 
the United States is not a plum tree, rich and fruitful for those 
autside, 
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For a while our State Department encouraged the admission 
of persons from Russia. Not now. But does it not strike the 
average American citizen that we would do well to suspend by 
law the coming of Russians and all others until we ascertain 
what kind of an underground railway or means of communica- 
tion the revolutionists of that country have with the revolu- 
tionists of this country? 

Yes, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, we have revolutionists in 
the United States, great numbers of them—all “red,” too— 
although many will deny that they want anything but a ballot- 
box revolution. In fact, the most virulent preacher of bloody 
revolution right here in the United States denies, when he is 
arrested, that he means any such thing. But read their stuff! 
Listen to their talks! And remember that many of the most 
virulent are not citizens at all. And yet when we demand not 
only their deportation but that no more of them shall come in 
either as preachers, teachers, students, or what not, we are 
about to be met with a lot of argument that aliens are going 
from and not coming to the United States; that aliens who have 
been here earning good money are now going back with it, and 
that we will need more aliens. But do not let that frighten 
you. The people of the United States know that it is highly 
desirable to still further restrict immigration or perhaps sus- 
pend it absolutely and entirely for a year or two, until our 
house can be cleaned. [Applause.] 

New York holds its Soviet meetings, and the revolutionists 
of other countries have their headquarters there. Must they 
be permitted to remain? The preaching of the revolution, the 
breeding of hatred for the United States and its institutions, 
goes steadily on day and night here among us in all languages 
and jargons and printed in all types. 

I received to-day a létter which might be of interest to those 
who are worried for fear too many aliens are going out of the 
country. It describes a meeting—mostly of aliens—held in New 
York night before last to protest against the treatment of their 
coreligionists abroad, and it is said to have been a remarkable 
meeting. No one could have studied the mass of wolfish faces 
or have seen the stunted humanity, the writer says, without a 
shock. He says if the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization could have seen that meeting, if Members of Congress 
could have seen it there would be no doubt whatever of the 
immediate passage of a bill radically restricting immigration. 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I ask for five minutes addi- 
tional. 

Mr. SNYDER. 
minutes more. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am using this time for the 
purpose of calling attention to the fact, in my opinion, it is neces- 
sary to secure action this summer on a bill to suspend immi- 
gration temporarily, notwithstanding the hue and cry that will 
be raised that labor is going out of the country; a bill to regis- 
ter all aliens now here, and to carry in that bill a clause provid- 
ing for the deportation of those who withdrew their first papers 
in order to avoid the draft. [Applause.] Save Americanism in 
the United States. [Applause.] Some day it may be too late. 
This is a Government of the people, by the people, and for the 
people. My colleagues, the time has come to declare that this 
is a Government of the American people, by the American peo- 
ple, and for the American people. [Applause.] That says noth- 
ing against any man now here and of us who have completed the 
process of naturalization or are completingit. But we have about 
all we can assimilate for a while, and the time has come to put 
a check to those who are coming here meaning ill to this country. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Good. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Further, the time has come 
to make the incoming alien prove his desirability, rather than 
continue the plan that the United States prove his undesirability. 

Mr. Chairman, I received yesterday a vicious revolutionary 
newspaper published in Boston which has not received the priv- 
ileges of the mail, I understand. I think it is called the Revo- 
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lutionist. -It is being circulated in all parts of the United States, 
even in the agricultural districts. It has a list of seven or eight 
names as editors and coeditors, and I will lay a bet that half of 
them are not citizens of the United States. I doubt if one of 
them was born here, and I know that all of them are set on de- 
stroying this Government. They would bring on a revolution of 
blood and iron, and I would like to ask how much longer the 
people of the United States will be blind and let that thing go on? 
What of our oaths to defend this country against enemies, for- 
eign and domestic? 

Mr. SABATH. . Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I yield to the gentleman from 
Tilinois. 

Mr. SABATH. Can the gentleman give the name of the paper, 
and also the names of the editors? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I have not it at this moment, 
but I can put the names in the Recorp. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman put it in the Recorp? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. At some later date. I am 
sending to Boston to ascertain if they are citizens of the United 
States. If they are, then it is proof positive that we made a 
woeful mistake in letting them and their kind come in to claim 
the false right under the guise of a free press to preach a blood- 
and-iron revolution. If they are not citizens, then we are in 
poor business to let them come here and take part in the affairs 
of our Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Can the gentleman tell us through what 
agency or agencies this paper is being distributed? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I have no way of knowing. 
Perhaps it is sent broadcast through some underground method. 

Mr. BLANTON. In what way did it reach the gentleman? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It was mailed to me by a 
farmer living in an agricultural section of the State of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then it did go through the mail when it was 
denied the privileges of the mail? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I do not know that it was 
denied. It prints no permit. It should be denied. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am in sympathy with the gentleman. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Is the cure for the condition you mention 
|} now a prohibition of immigration? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I think so. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. And is that the only remedy? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It is a preventative, at least, 
for the future, because when the President himself comes here 
| and says what he did in his speech at Boston, we know what he 
means. Suspend immigration unless- 

Mr. GALLAGHER. These men are here. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If they are not citizens of the 
United States, they must be sent out at once, and if they are 
citizens they should be put in jail. [Applause.] 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Then you propose a method of deporta- 
tion? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. We have some deportation 
clauses. We want more. We are deporting some. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. But that has nothing to do with immi- 
gration. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. All immigrants should be sub- 
ject to deportation for a long period of years. I would like to 
know why all of these aliens who are cursing and damning the 
United States squeal when we come to deport them? Why do 
they hire lawyers, start habeas corpus proceedings, and try to 
stay in the United States? Why do they do it? 

A Memper. They do not want to lose a good thing. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That is it. They know that 
liberty, that freedom, that opportunity is here, in spite of 
their mouthings. Gentlemen, the time has come for the United 
States to clean house, and while we are cleaning house we 
should shut the doors entirely. [Applause.] 

The table presented by Mr, JoHNson of Washington follews: 
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Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McKrown]. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I want to take a few minutes to talk about home condi- 


I discussed that question here before when the Indian bill was | 
up for consideration, and I am still interested, as every man in | 
the eustern part of Okluhoma is interested, in the question of | 


Contact with alien. 


Conducts public employment exchanges for men and women, including aliens; 
cooperates with State and municipal bureaus; publishes clearing-house bul- 
letins; and mobilizes labor supply for Government activities, war industries, 
and agricultural work. 

Publishes information for arriving aliens regarding agricultural opportunities 
(now combined with Employment Service). 

Enrolls adult males, including friendly aliens, who volunteer for work in war 
industries and registers those already employed to stabilize labor supply. 

Reaches workmen, including aliens, in adjustments of industria! disputes. 

Conserves standards of life and labor of women and children, including aliens. 

Conducts investigations and research and publishes bulletins on labor con- 
ditions, including those largely a‘Tecting aliens. 

Gathers data, prepares and publishes standards and methods, and stimulates 
establishment of additional facilities for the education of adult immigrants 
through the Division of Immigrant Education. 

| Promotes establishment of community forums in public schools as an agency 
for Americanization—through Division of Community Organization. Reaches 
immigrant mothers in the home—throuzh tha Division of Home Economics. 

Permits filing of ho:nostead entries by alieas who have made declaration of in- 
tention. 

Conducts decennial consus, with sections on characteristics of foreign-born pop- 
ulation. 

Enforces provisions of sea nen’s act including provisions regarding employment 

|} _ of alien and non-Enzlish-speaking s2a‘nea. 

Examines applicants for and issues passports. 

Deter ee status of resident aliens and naturalized citizens under treaty rela- 

| _ tionships. 
| Issues licaas2s to transport into or from the United States citizens of “enemy”, 
or “ally of enemy” countries. 

Aceapts for deposit the savings of forsign-born wage earners. 

Licenses n2wspapers printed in foreign lanzuages and requires thos unlicensed 
to file translations of articles concerning the war. 

Prohibits ths transmission through miuils of seditious printed matter in coopera- 
tion with Dapartmont of Justice for enforezment of espionage act. 

| Supplies application blanks for emoloyment for those out of work, including 
aliens, in cooperation with Department of Labor. 

Rezisters alien en *mies —males over 14 years—throuzh police officers and post- 
musters. Investigates arrests of alien enamies, orders those found dangerous 
interned as war prisoners and releases others for probationary periods to 
supervisors. 

Investigates complaints relating to alien-enemy activities violating espionage 
act. 

Pros2cutealiens—friendly as wellas one2my—for violations of law and regulations. 

Enforce police provisions of alien regulations and issue permits to alien enemies 
to reside, pass throuzh, or come within forbidden areas. 

Conscripts in National Army mate alien declarants between 21 and 30 years 
oO. aze. 

Collects information on alien activities for protection of Army. Determines 
need of military protection of war industries against alien enemy activities. 
Inspects plants working on war contracts for safety against fire and explosion 
and to remove causes of discontent and guard against enemies within. 

‘ds dangerous alien enemies ordered interned as war prisoners by Depart- 
ment of Justice. 
| Protects naval operations against alien enemy activities. Enforces procla- 
mation declaring water front a restricted zone. Investigates occasionally 
l ctivities in plants to determine the cause of delay in naval contracts 
endly alien declarants who may become citizens after one year's 
honorable service. 

Initiates investigations of alien anti-Government activities. 

Conducts physical and metal examinations of alien arrivals. 

Solicits cooperation of foreign-language societies, clubs, and newspapers. 

Censors communications to or from foreign countries by mail, cable, radio, and 
telegraph. 

Has custody and control of “enemy” or “ally of enemy” property within the 
United States 

Disseminates press material on war matters to foreign-language newspapers. 


Prepares and distributes in English and foreign languages bulletins and pam- 
phiets on the war. 

Provides speakers on war matters for moving-picture theaters, including tho3e 
in immigrant districts. 

| Organizes war conferences and furnishes material to speakers to promote 
loyalty of aliens. 

Outlines and recommends Americanization activities to State councils to pro- 
mote loyalty of aliens. 

Disseminates information regarding Americanization activities for alien women. 
Instructs foreign-born working women in Iinglish and in industrial and 
social standards. 

Trains men, including friendly aliens, for work on sea-going steamers and 
assures them employment. Also secures and trains such men for work in 
shipbuilding plants. 


-| Sets wage standards for workmen, including aliens, in shipbuilding plants to 


stabilize labor supply. 
| Prepares bulletins and disseminates information to foreign-language press. 
Registers alien women to pledge food conservation. 
Assist women, including aliens, in production and conservation through home 
canning. Studies farm labor conditions and organizes supply, including 
| aliens, in rural districts. 
| Investigates and adjusts industrial disputes among employees, including 
aliens, in basie war industries. 
| 


the purchase of homes among the Indians of the Five Civilized 


| Tribes. 
Now, here are the conditions as they exist: In 1908 the Con- 


gress of the United States passed an act by which it removed 
| the restrictions from the Indians having certain quantum of 
Indian blood. Since that time those Indians, who are restricted 
Indians, can only lease their surplus lands for a period of five 


years for agricultural purposes aud their homesteads for one 
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vear for agricultural purposes without the approval of the 
Indian Department. That has resulted in this, for example: 
A member of the Choctaw tribe of Indians was allotted 3820 
acres of average land for himself, 320 acres for his wife, and 
290 acres for each one of his children. A man with eight 
children would have approximately 3,000 acres of land. He 
could only lease the surplus lands for five years; that is, about 
one-half. Out of each 320 acres there were 160 reserved as 
homesteads, and this could be rented only for one year at the 
time. Now, he can not make any sales of his surplus land. He 
finds himself land poor. The people who live in the State pay 
all the taxes. They pay for road improvements and school 
facilities. The tenant farmer who plows the cotton and the 
corn and reaps the grain pays taxes on his mules and ma- 
chinery and on all of his property, while his landlord has no 
taxes to pay. Many Indian citizens do not desire this situa- 
tion, and many of them paid taxes on lands that were not 
taxable. 

The Indian wants some relief. The men who go there want 
homes. There are men in the eastern part of the State of 
Oklahoma who came there from Illinois, Ohio, Arkansas, and 
Texas, and from other States, 20 years ago, with the hope of ob- 
taining a home and buying homes where they could seitle and give 
their children an opportunity in life. But what has happened 
to them? They have waited there in vain. They have waited 
all these years.and have had no opportunity to obtain that home 
for which they have longed. What has been the result? There 
are thousands of tenant farmers who have had to chase from 
one part of the country to another to farm, move out this year 
and move in next year. They had no home in which to live. 
The Indian who owns the land is losing by reason of the land 
being worn away by wrong methods of farming. What else do 
we find? It is under these conditions that dissatisfaction is so 
easily aroused against the Government. It was in such places 
and under such conditions that we had our antagonism to the 
draft laws and where we have our radical element. 

Here is what ought to be done: The department ought to re- 
move all the restrictions from the lands, except 40 or 80 acres 
to be used as a home. This should be selected and made tax 
free and inalienable for all time, as long as he will live there 
with his descendants and make it a home. 

The other land ought to be put up at auction to the highest 
bidder on terms of from 5 to 20 years, such as to permit actual 
bona fide farmers who live in or who come to the State to buy 
and own homes. I want to say to you gentlemen who live in the 
large centers of population, and who appreciate conditions there, 
that you can realize what it is to have a tenant population of dis- 
contented men. I say to you, it is like having a bomb ready to 
explode on every adverse change of conditions, and it is people o/ 
that kind who are likely to be radically inclined. If you make a 
home owner you make a patriotic defender of the flag of th 
country, and nothing could be better done by this country than 
to give every worthy man an opportunity to acquire a home in 
city or country. 


ought to be a more strict regulation of immigration of men com- | 
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men, at the proper time to offer an amendment to this bill re- 
quiring the Indian Bureau to open the lands of Oklahoma for 
sale at public auction, and take off these Indian restrictions and 
give the Indian and the white man a chance. [Applause.] 

I thank you, gentlemen, and I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma yields back 
the remainder of his time. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Emerson]. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman from New York withhold that for a minute? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. McKrown] made a very remarkable statement, but 
he probably can explain it. Why would the Secretary of the 
Treasury deny to a holder of $60,000 worth of Liberty bonds 
the interest due on those bonds? 

Mr. McKEOWN. I said “the Secretary of the Interior,” or 
intended so to say. If I said “Secretary of the Treasury” I 
made a misstatement. The Secretary of the Interior supervises 
the Indian’s money. He collects it in his department as indi- 
vidual Indian funds, but he does not pay it all out to the Indian 
himself. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I may have erred as to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; but no matter who the Secretary 
was, the suggestion was so startling that I thought the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma would like to explain it. Surely, the 
Indian who was patriotic enough to buy $60,000 of bonds, or 
any other amount, should receive the interest on those bonds, 
should he not? 

Mr. McKEOWN. I will explain the situation to. the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. The individual Indian money was col- 
lected from oil lands and held in the hands of the Secretary of 
the Interior to the credit of this particular Indian. This Indian 
asked the Secretary to buy Liberty bonds out of those funds. 
The Secretary bought the bonds, but when the interest coupons 
were due the Secretary collected the money on the coupons 
and placed it to the credit of the Indian; but he will not pay 
it out to the Indian because he says the Indian is not compe- 
tent to handle the money. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He says the Indian is not 
competent to handle the money, and therefore he holds it in 
trust? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEARS. That condition has prevailed for years, as stated 
by the former chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. 


| CarTeR of Oklahoma], who served in the past two years, and as 


I agree with gentlemen who urge that there | 


} 


ing to this country, but there is another thing to be considered, | 


and that is that there are men already in this country who have 
not had an opportunity to acquire homes. When you make this 
country a land of home owners, both in the city and in the coun- 
try, you will have a country that will always respond to every 
patriotic demand. [Applause.] 

The Secretary of the Interior is now advocating the purchase 
of homes for returned soldiers. I favor legislation of that char- 
acter. There is no better field to-day than eastern Oklahoma to 
put his program into effect. Remove the restrictions on the 
lands as indicated. Then let him advertise the lands in Okla- 
homa at public auction, and let the soldiers'who want to buy 
land for a home come in and buy it on long terms and low inter- 
est rates, and let the resident tenant farmers buy homes for 
‘their families. The Secretary of the Interior can put this plan 
into practical operation in Oklahoma now, without waiting for a 
dollar to be appropriated from the Treasury of the United States. 
I urged it upon his attention, and I will offer an amendment to 
this bill to put into effect this project now and try it out prac- 
tically and see what the result will be. I am sure we would 
have a land of home owners in Oklahoma; and the Indian will 
be protected, because he can not spend his money until it is due 
and paid. 

As was stated by the chairman of this committee [Mr. 
Syyver], the Indians of Oklahoma have bought Liberty bonds. I 
know of one Indian in my district who bought $60,000 of Liberty 
bonds and paid the cash, and the Secretary will not let him have 
the interest on his bonds to spend or invest. That is the condi- 
tion. That condition ought to be corrected. I expect, gentle- 


stated by the present chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs [Mr. Snyper], and the committee has tried to break up 
that system. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. , 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Suppose that Indian should die. 
would become of his estate? 

Mr. McKEOWN. It would go to his heirs and they would 
proceed to spend it, and some of them in riotous living, in all 
probability. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 


What 


Who would collect it? 

Mr. McKEOWN. His heirs would collect it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Suppose they were not competent? 

Mr. McKEOWN. On the death of the Indian the restrictions 
would be removed, descend unrestricted to the heirs, which would 
receive the money which the poor old Indian did not get a 
chance at. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
ask unanimous consent to revise and correct the remarks I made 
a Jittle while ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The genileman from Ohio [Mr. Emrrson] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 
I secured this time in order to read an anonymous letter that 
was sent to me, but before I do that I want to do a little con- 
gratulating also. I want to congratulate the present occupant 
of the chair [Mr. LonewortH}. I hope it is a good sign that 
Ohio is coming back. It used to be said in the geod old days 
of President McKinley and Mark Hanna that it was “ the United 
States of Ohio.” But Ohio has fallen behind of late, and there- 
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fore I was happy to see my friend and colleague occupying the 
chair, because it seemed to be a sign that Ohio is coming back. 
[Laughter.] 

I wish also to congratulate the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Snyper] and the former chairman of the committee [Mr. 
CaRTER]. They are both able men. I have watched them 
closely. They ought to be on more important committees than 
the Indian Affairs Committee. It might be a good idea to select 
men for their worth instead of for the amount of noise they 
can make. 

I want to say, further, that I coincide with what the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. JoHnson] has said about what 
should be done to the alien. There were many aliens in the 
city of Cleveland who claimed their exemption, remained at 
home, and earned $5, $10, $15, and $20 a day while your boy and 
mine went to the front. That is absolutely wrong, and it should 
be corrected. It was an advantage to be an alien. I believe 
the time has arrived in this country when men should not vote 
as hypheus, but they should vote as American. [Applause.] 
There is ioo much of this voting the way your class votes. 

I believe in educational preparedness to the limit. If this 
country had had that in 1916 you would not have had to go to 
war with Germany, and we would not be paying the interest 
upon $25,000,000,000 worth of bonds; 70,000 American boys 
would not be sleeping in Flanders fields, and 200,000 more 
would not be naimed and wounded. Nothing that this Congress 
could do would be better for this Government than to start a 
program whereby every citizen of this country should learn 
the rights and duties of citizenship; and while we welcome the 
alien at our door, he must leave his propaganda at the sea- 
shore and not bring it any further. I would tell that alien, 
*“ You may come here, but you must study your rights and your 
duties as a citizen, and if within a certain period of time you 
ean not learn them and become a citizen, we will send you 
back home.’ I agree with the gentleman from Washington 
{|Mr. JOHNSON] that every alien who claimed his exemption 
trom military service because of his alienage should be started 
back now to the place from which he came. [Applause.] That 
is what I believe in and that is what this country must do. 

On the Ist day of May in the city of Cleveland I witnessed 

riot on the public square. A few thousand people in that city 
got the netion that this is a government of minorities and not 
of majorities. They marched to the public square of that city 
with their red flags. They took possession of the public square. 
They thought they were going to take possession of the city hall 
and the post office. They proceeded to deliver their utterances 
there, but th 
ihe red flags, and made them kiss the Stars and Stripes. Two 
hundred of the followers of the red flag were beaten up, and 
sole of them more seriously wounded. 

We taught them a lesson. The people of Cleveland went to 
the headquarters of the Bolshevists and there destroyed the 
furniture; and now instead of trying to overturn the Govern- 
ment, the Bolsheviki of Cleveland are seeking the protection of 
the Government which they so much dislike and are trying to 
overturn. [Applause.] That is one reason why I believe that 
this Government should enter upon a campaign of education. 
I am in favor of preparedness, and I want to say that if this 
had been prepared in 1916 the Lusitania would never 

» been sunk and you would never have had to go to war, 
{| you would have been at peace with all the world. It was 
iply because the Kaiser did not believe we would fight. If 
he had known that we would send 2,000,000 men to France in 
nhbout a year and a half the Lusitania would never have been 
sunk. 

The 

Mr 
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CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
SNYDER. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 
EMERSON. I believe in industrial preparedness, 

we will raise and manufacture everything we need. 
I believe in commercial preparedness, whereby we will carry our 
American products in American ships—and we have been manu- 
facturing ships—imanned by American sailors and flying the 
American flag. As I said, I believe in educational preparedness, 
and if you will give us educational preparedness you can throw 
aside all the rest. But the time has arrived in this country 
when people must be taught to respect, love, protect, and de- 
feud the country in which they live, where their families live, 
where their children are being educated, where they are to 
spend the remainder of their natural lives. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have received an anonymous letter 
which is very interesting and which I want to read. It says: 

Gen. March has announced he will keep the Army up to a strength of 


500,000 even if he has to hold conscripted men in the army of occupa- 
tion. 


Now, all I have to say is he will do no such thing. 


The President, 
Secretary 


of War, Congress, and the big generals themselves are our 
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servants, and we, the people, pay the bills. Those boys are our boys, 
and we, their people, say they are coming home. The big lights must 
not go too far, and try to run things to suit themselves without the con- 
sent of the people, or they will find themselves in a mighty bad mess. 
The sooner Congress uses its influence to get the boys home, the better 
it will be for all concerned. We, their countrymen, including the boys 
so far discharged, will back those boys and their people if the boys 
demand return to this country immediately after peace is signed. And 
if there is to be a national row about the matter we will all get into it. 
It is up to Congress to get the boys home. Now, show us who of you we 
wisely put into office. : 


Mr. BLANTON. 
a question? 

Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON.. The gentleman spoke of being in favor of 
education as a means of getting rid of Bolshevism. 

Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that here in the District of Columbia, when the school board 
found that a teacher in the public schools of this city was teach- 
ing Bolshevism in the schools, they suspended her fer a week, 
and now there is an effort on foot right here in the Nation’s 
Capital to override the action of the school board and have the 
teacher fully reinstated, though the board merely imposed a 
sentence of one week’s suspension for teaching Bolshevism in 
the schools. I agree with the gentleman that education is 
needed, but it is the proper kind of education that we need. 

Mr. EMERSON. The gentleman might add that you can doa 
great many things in Washington that you can not do in other 
parts of the United States. I do not approve of everything that 
is done in Washington. If I were to take two or three hours’ 
time, I might find fault with some conditions that I do not 
approve of. In the first place, I do not approve of the necessity, 
when I want to go to some department of the Government, of 
having to take a taxicab to go to some office connected with 
that department, located away off in the northwestern part of 
the city, and then after I get there find that I must take another 
taxicab to get to some other office connected with the same de- 
partment located in the northeastern part of the city. They 
ought not to be scattered around in that way. But I will not take 
any further time in making that criticism now. You may be 
able to teach Bolshevism in the city of Washington, but you can 
not do it in the city of Cleveland. The people of Cleveland, on 
the 1st day of May, instantly arose and said the notions of Bol- 
shevism could not be proelaimed there for a minute. That was 
the action taken by the people of the city of Cleveland. We can 
have anything we want in this country if a majority of the 
people are in favor of it. If the majority want Bolshevism, they 
can have it. However, I do not believe they want it if they ob- 
tain it by the process of a fair election. We elect our public 
officials in this country. We elect the President, and if we do 
not like him we remove him. We elect our Congressmen and 
Senators and governors and mayors. We can have whatever 
kind of officials we choose to elect, and if they are not the kind 
of officials we want it is our own fault, because we put them in 
office. This is for the action of the majority and not for the 
minority, and therefore I say to you that it is up to the majority 
of the people in this country, if they want to preserve the inter- 
ests of this country, if they want to preserve the interests of this 
Nation, to-provide, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLAnton] 
has said, a proper kind of education, to preserve their rights and 
duties as citizens of this country. [Applause.] 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire how the time 
stands? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has used 
one hour and one-half and the gentleman from Oklahoma 1 hour 
and 17 minutes. 

Mr. ‘HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SapaTH]. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Emerson], who preceded me, and the newly 
selected chairman of the Immigration Committee [Mr. JoHn- 
son] seem, I feel, unwillingly impressed the House and the 
country that all of the foreign-born people are Bolshevists and 
opposed to all form of Government. However, I feel satisfied 
that that was not their intention, as I know both will agree 
with me that those who may have asked for exemption on ac- 
count of alienage or those who might have been found to be 
taking part in disloyal movements are only a very few. Per- 
sonally I wish there were none. I also regret that some of 
them are to be found, as has been stated by the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. JoHNnson], as editors of newspapers which 
find fault with our institutions and tend to create discord and 
disobedience to our laws. This, of course, I greatly regret, and 
none of these misguided gentlemen are entitled to any special 
consideration at the hands of our country and surely will not 
receive any from me, 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
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The newly selected chairman of the Committee on Immigra- 
tion a few moments ago gave an outline of proposed legis- 
lation, which he believes is necessary, namely, a wholesale de- 
portation and also immediate restriction of all immigration. I 
feel that, due to what has transpired in his section of the 
country and the article appearing in the paper which he has 
received, unduly excites him. I feel that it is not necessary to 
enact such stringent measures as he suggests. For years, with 
others, he has advocated the educational test in our immigration 
laws. I have frequently pointed out that the educational test 
would not prevent the coming of some of the most objectionable 
persons, and surely the educational test will not and can not 
prohibit the coming of those which he points out are guilty of 
writing these disloyal, unpatriotic articles. 

However, if he will examine the names of men found guilty 
of disloyalty during the war-he will find that the percentage of 
the foreign born is nil. I am of the opinion that the great 
majority of the foreign-born people have demonstrated their 
loyalty, patriotism, and love for this their adopted country, and 
I am satisfied that on thorough investigation we will find that 
the foreign-born people will excel in percentage in proportion 
to population of the native born who enlisted during this war. 
Those who have abused the privilege of our hospitality and free- 
dom of our country and who have refused to serve the Nation, 
and all those who in any way showed any sign of disloyalty, I 
agree with the gentleman from Washington [Mr. JoHNsoNn] 
should be deported. I maintain, however, that wholesale con- 
demnation of foreign-born people is unjustifiable. No doubt 
you all have heard of the splendid services rendered by the 
people of the various nationalities, and, of course, there are 
some gentlemen who at all times will withhold credit where 
credit is due. Only this morning I had the pleasure of reading 
an article which I know may surprise many of you. It is writ- 
ten by Mr. Justin McGrath, which I desire to insert as part of 
my remarks for the purpose of enlightening some who at all 
times endeavor to belittle the services of the Jews of America 
in this war. This article shows, notwithstanding the fact that 
the Jewish population of this country is only about 24 to 3 
per cent, that 5 per cent of our Army and Navy was composed 
of Jews. It also shows that the casualties suffered so far 
listed number 7,200, but the final count will show from ten 
to twelve thousand, making it nearly 5, yes, close to 6, per 
cent. It also shows that over 400 of the Jewish soldiers have 
already been cited for bravery. Time does not permit me to 
give other extracts from this article, but I request unanimous 
consent that I may insert same as part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks by the publication of this 
article referred to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I think it is manifestly un- 
fair that we should place all foreign-born people in an unfa- 
vorable light before the people of our country. It is easy to 
charge people with being Bolshevists and it is easy to attack 
their patriotism. We should give credit where credit is due 
and to appreciate the splendid services that these people have 
rendered and not to charge all for the wrongdoings of a few. 


RecorDs Prove Jewisn Troops AMONG BRAVEST—MEMBERS OF RACE 
Win 400 CITATIONS FOR VALOR DURING WaAr—CASUALTIES MAY 
REACH 12,000. 

(By Justin McGrath, editorial correspondent Universa! Serviec.) 
WASHINGTON, May 20. 

Jokes on the pacifist tendencies of the Jews will have no appeal 
to excite laughter when the statistics of Jewish participation in the 
great war, now being compiled by the American Jewish War Records 
Committee, are completed. 

This committee has 120,000 records of Jewish seldiers in its files. 
When all the returns are in it expects to have the records of 200,000 
Jews who saw service. 

If this expectation is met, the record will show that the Jews sup- 
= about 5 per cent of the military and naval forces of the United 
States, 

This can be appreciated when it is understood the proportion of 
Jews in the United States to the total population is only about 3 per 
cent. 

JEWISH CASUALTIES HEAVY. 

The Jewish casualties, so far listed, number 7,200. 
final count will show from 10,000 to 12,000. 

Four hundred citations for bravery already have been listed. 

The largest centers of Jewish population, of course, supplied the 
greatest number of Jews to the service. New York State and city 
supplied more than one-third of all of those listed up to the present 
time, the total for the State standing now at 26,866, of which 22,210 
were from New York City. . 

Illinois is credited with 3,459, of which 2,670 were from Chicago, 
and Massachusetts with 3,777, of which 830 were from Boston. 
¥ Nine hundred and twelve answered the call to the colors from 
“rancisco. 


It is expected the 


San 


PROVED THEIR METTLE. 

The famous 77th Division, of which Col. Whittlesey commanded a 
battalion, was largely Jewish. When Col. Whittlesey was surrounded by 
the Germans and called upon to surrender, his reply to the German 
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eourier was, “ Tell ’em to go to hell.” He and his men, many of whom 
~— Jewish, fought on until they were rescued by other American 
orces. 


Although the Infantry branch of the American Army_constituted but 
20.66 per cent of the entire Army, the Jews attached to the Infantry 
— eonstituted 51.07 per cent of the total number of Jews in the 
service. 

The Marine Corps is essentially a fighting organization. Every man 
who enlisted in this corps did so with the expectation that he would be 
sent where the fighting was the thickest. Of the 60,000 marines, 
ae or 3 per cent, were Jewish, according to the records already 
sted. 

FIRED BY CHATEAU-THIERRY. 

Of the 1,700 Jewish Marines, fully 30 per cent enlisted immediately 
after June 5, 1918, the day after it was published to the world that 
the marines were the “ shock troops” at Chateau-Thierry. 

The total of all the Jewish casualties thus far listed is about 10,000. 
The total number of deaths is 882, or 4.01 per cent of the total in the 
American Expeditionary Forces. : 

The total wounded is 1,397, or 3.08 per cent of the total. 

Of the Infantry branch the Jews had 1,060 commissioned officers and 
1,678 noncommissioned officers. 

In the Field Artillery they had 225 commissioned officers and 373 non- 
commissioned officers. 

In the Infantry they had 6 colonels and lieutenant colonels, 31 
majors, 174 captains, 228 first lieutenants, 369 second lieutenants, and 
244 lieutenants not designated. 

In the Field Artillery they had 6 colonels and lieutenant colonels, 6 
majors, 29 captains, 59 first lieutenants, 80 second lieutenants, and 42 
lieutenants not designated. 

The record is one in which Jews may take justifiable pride. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. KNuTson]. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 
at the outset I wish to congratulate the Republican majority on 
the splendid progress it is making in passing necessary legisla- 
tion. The Members on that side of the Hall are meeting the 
country’s expectations in a most commendable manner, and while 
I have no disposition to inject partisan politics, I can not re- 
frain from commenting upon the splendid manner in which the 
Republican majority is taking hold of and passing legislation 
vital to the country’s welfare. 

To-merrow, when the Indian bill is brought up under the five- 
minute rule, I am going to offer an amendment to appropriate 
$10,000 for the construction ef a road across the Red Lake 
Reservation, in Minnesota, and in order to expedite the matter 
I deem it advisable to explain the amendment at this time. 

The State of Minnesota is going to construct up to the south 
end of the Red Lake Reservation a State road that will conform 
to all Federal requirements. This road will start in again at 
the north end of the reservation and continue on up to the Cana- 
dian line. At the present time there are nothing but trails on 
the Red Lake Reservation, and the Indians and the settlers living 
to the north and west of Red Lake are absolutely handicapped 
for the want of a highway that will be passable at all seasons of 
the year. This bill already carries an amendment of $3,000 for 
the construction of a bridge across the Red Lake River, near the 
outlet of the lake, in connection with this proposed road. 

It has been estimated by the Indian Bureau and also by the 
Beltrami County engineer that $10,000 will build a road that 
will meet all needs and at the same time put in the missing 
link between the two State roads above referred to. 

Mr. EAGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNUTSON. I will. 

Mr. EAGLE. How many acres are there in this reservation, 
and how many Indians are there? 

Mr. KNUTSON. I am not positive as to the exact size of the 
Red Lake Reservation, but would say offhand that it contains 
something like 18 townships, in which several thousand Indians 
have their homes, a large number of whom will derive great 
benefit from the proposed road, as well as give them direct com- 
munication with the agency, something they do not have at 
all seasons of the year at the present time. There is not a 
deeent highway on the reservation. The Indians living north- 
west of the lake have asked for this road, and the Indian Bureau 
is satisfied with the proposed amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Ohio. How many miles long will it be? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Some 35 or 40 miles. It is proposed to 
follow some gravel ridges, so the cost of building the road will 
not be nearly so great as it otherwise would be. We do not 
propose to follow any well-defined line to the north of the Red 
Lake. It will run diagonally with a gravel ridge that sur- 
mounts the watershed in that section. Between the ridges, 
where the land is somewhat low and wet, there are sections 
that are impassable in the spring of the year. These low places 
will be filled in and graded up. Under the present arrangement 
the so-called Cross Lake Indians use the lake in traveling be- 
tween their homes and the agency. I will say for the informa- 
tion of the committee that there are thousands of acres of 
fertile agricultural land to the north of Red Lake that are 



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































with market. There are a large number of settlers living to 
the north of the Red Lake Reservation who.will be greatly 
benefited by the proposed road, and I sincerely hope that there 
will be no objection to the amendment as it is offered, and I 
am sure there will be none if every member of this committee 
understands the real si-uation. 

The amendment will provide that the work is to be done 
by Indians so far as practicable, and as the money to be ex- 
pended fer the construction of the road across the reservation 
will come from the tribal funds the greater share of such 
expenditure will remain right on the reservation, which is 
proper and right. 

The State of Minnesota is making plans to adopt an extensive 
road-building program during the next three years. While we 
already have an.excellent system of highways, I believe that 
when we have completed our plans our State will have one of 
the best and most extensive systems of highways in the entire 
country. Money judiciously expended on road building is money 
well spent, and the Indians of Minnesota are just as keen for 
good roads as anyone, and I know that when I ask for the 
adoption of this amendment I will be serving them equally 
with the whites. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Howarp]. 


Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
iittee, I am about to undergo an experience that each of you 
as had in this House, and I hope that I will have your sym- 


athy. I have been a Member of this body now for only five 
lays and have not had opportunity to thoroughly go into the 
matter of this bill, nor have I had an opportunity to learn all 
that I might in respect to the operations of Congress. In my 
limited experience, however, I have learned that the old Biblical 
saying that the last shall be first is not entirely applicable to 
the membership of this House. 

I want to commend both the majority members and the 
minority members of this committee for their industry in bring- 
ing forth and reporting this bill so shortly after the meeting of 
this session. I am delighted with my first few days’ experience 
in this body, and I am more than pleased with the fact that I 
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had an opportunity to cast nry first vote in Congress for the 
resolution giving the mothers of our land a right to vote, and 
am pleased that the second one I shall be permitted to cast will 
be to provide appropriations for caring for the Indians of this 


untry immediately, so that there shall be no suffering among 
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| to properly reclassify and readjust salaries. 


ther I represent in this body the greatest Indian district in 
the United States. Combined within that population is the | 
great Osage Nation, the richest nation of people upon the globe; 
the Pawnees, the Otoes, the Quapaws, Senecas, a large number 
of Cherokees, and a considerable population of Creeks. I com- 


inenc this bill to the Congress as having been properly drawn to 


care for the interests of these people and as the Representative 


t 


that district I ask its immediate passage. 
Mr. Chairman, Oklahoma is proud of her Indians. In the 
months, when the clouds of war were over us, no 
sponded more quickly or liberally to the appeals of war, 
the Red the Salvation Army, or to patriotism than did 

lian citizens. We think so much of the Indians of 
i that we not only give them, in our constitution and 
through our laws, every privilege the whites enjoy but in many 
tnstances we look to them for leadership. 
of 


Cross, 





k 


kind 





Senator from Oklahoma, Ronert L. OwrEN, who is of Indian 
extraction. Coming to this body, we point with pride to the 
represen n given us by our Indian Members, Mr. Carter 
and Mr. Hastine6s, of Oklahoma. [Applause.] I might add, my 


ds, that there are thousands of other Indian citizens in 
ahoma who are just as capable of that kind of representa- 
may I not add, parenthetically, that I am going to 


try for the 


Oklahoma district that, even though these Indians are so 
( chtened and such great leadefs, they are not more com- 
pete to represent that district than am I. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Much has been said with reference to the removal of restric- 
tions on Indian lands. I want to say to the Congress that the 


united voice of Oklahoma appeals to this body and our sister 
body to as soon as possible remove the restrictions from Indian 
lands our great State. The Indians want them removed, 
and necessities of the State of Oklahoma demand it. May 
I] for a moment point out one of the injustices? Oklahoma has 
an area as large as that of the neighboring State of Kansas, 
and has as many trunk-line railroads. Yet, with all of our oil 
interests, with » population exceeding that of the State of 
Kansas, our essessable valuation for taxation purposes runs 


in 
the 


We point with pride | 
leadership furnished to us threugh our senior | 


next two years to persuade the people of the first | 
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only $1,400,000,000, as against over $2,000,000,000 in the State of 
Kansas. 

This condition exists because of the failure to remove these 
restrictions in order that we may get those Indian lands, which 
the Indian himself desires to alienate, into the hands of real 
home owners and on the tax rolls, to help keep up our schools, 
build our roads, and pay the expenses of our State government. 
For this reason, if for no other, I appeal to Congress during this 
session to give us as much relief as is possible along these line=. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HOWARD. With respect to the matter of supervision of 
Indian affairs, which has been referred to on several occasions 
to-day, permit me to say that so far as I know at present the 
policies, to at least a considerable extent, now being pursued by 
the department are the same as have been in vogue in past ad- 
ministrations, owing, perhaps, to existing legislation, and if that 
be the case I would suggest that the way to remedy it is by 
changing our policy through legislation. For my part I am 
always ready to commend any department or official for a strict 
enforcement of law. But, Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee, conditions have changed in respect to many things 
in the past few months. We see many questions through dif- 
ferent eyes now, and along with many other matters we must 
deal with the Indian in the future in a spirit of progressiveness ; 
remedies must be provided where they are needed. The record 
of the Indian in the recent great conflict, where he gave of hiim- 
self great account, whether in the trench or battle field, or 
wherever he was called upon to render a patriotic duty, should 
awaken in us a new interest in him. 

I urge upon you that he be given all his rights as a defender 
of our flag, and pray that before this Congress ends its labors 
that we shall have enacted legislation that will give to the 
Indians the exact justice, equality, and rights which the white 
man enjoys. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLanTon]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, there is now functioning in 
this city a joint congressional commission for the purpose of 
reclassifying the salaries of Government clerks. As I un¢er- 
stand it, it will be the duty of this commission to report back 
to Congress conditions which exist relative to the clerks of this 
Government that will enable the membership of this Congress 
I do not know 
whether you gentlemen have noticed the substance of the 
questionnaire which has been prepared by this joint congres- 
sional commission and which is to be propounded to the clerks 
for answer. 

I have carefully looked over it, and I can not find one ques- 
tion in it that would bring out the particular information that 
some of us would like to have when we come to pass upon this 
question. I have noticed in the newspapers excerpts from the 
speeches of one member of this commission in speaking at ban- 
quets and meetings of the clerks over the city that they need 
have no uneasiness whatever about the position or action of 
that commission ; that they will be cared for all right; that the 
action of the commission will be an action of help and advan- 
tage to them rather than a disadvantage. If they are entitled 
to help, and if advantage should be given to them by this Con- 
gress justly and rightly, I am wiih you to help them, but if 
some of them are presumably working seven hours a day for 
this Government on big salaries, and if after 5 o’clock p. m. 
they are working for big private individuals and big business 
firms and big corporations of this country on big salaries, mak- 
ing more a day from outside parties than from this Government, 
and coming back to their offices the next morning tired out and 
worn out and not able to do proper service for this Government, 
then I am in favor of properly knowing those facts and having 
those facts brought before this Congress when the reclassifica- 
tion and readjustment takes place. 

I wrote to this joint congressional commission and called 
their attention to the fact that their questionnaire in many 
respects was absolutely worthless; that if the clerks themselves 
had drawn it they could not have drawn it more in favor of 
the clerks themselves than it was drawn, and I presented to 
the joint congressional commission a carefully prepared suppie- 
mental questionnaire that would bring out the very facts that 
some Members of this Congress would like to know, and I asked 
that the committee, in all justice to the country, in all justice 
tu the people, the tax-burdened people of this country, that 
their representatives should know these facts, and I asked that 
this joint congressional commission should submit this supple- 
mental questionnaire along with the other for answer. For the 


Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes more to 
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benefit of my colleagues I now insert in the Recorp the supple- 

mental questionnaire prepared by me embraced in House joint 

resolution 5, namely: 

Joint resolution (ll. J. Res. 5) directing additional questionnaire for 
employees of the United States Government. 

Resolved, ete., That the Congressional Joint Commission on Reclassi- 
fication of Salaries be, and it is hereby, directed to have propounded 
to all Government employees, in addition to the questionnaire already 
prepared, the following supplemental questionnaire : 


SUPPLEMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE FOR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 


Organization unit Pay-roll title ———. 
salary ————. No, ———. 
QUESTIONS. 

1. Outside of your position with the Government, are you employed 
by any person, firm, or corporation? ———. f yea: (a) Give name 
of such employer. ————. (b) Location where work is performed. 
——. (c) Hours of work, beginning and quitting. ———. d) 
Compensation paid you for same per month. ———. 

2. Are you married? — . If yea: (a) Is your spouse (wife or 
husband) employed by the Government in any capacity? ———. (b) 
If yea, then in what department? (c) Amount of compen- 
sation received by such spouse per month. (d) Have you any 


Name Basic 








children? -————. If yea: (e) Have you any sons employed by the 
Government? —. (f) If so, give names, ages, departments in 
which employed, compensation they each receive. ————. (g) Have 
you any daughters émployed by the Government? (h) If so, 


yzive names, ages, departments in which employed, and compensation 
they each receive per month, — 


3. Is your father employed by the Government in any capacity? 











——. If yea: (a) In what department? ———. (b) Hours of 
service?) ——— (c) Amount of compensation paid him per month. 
1, Is your mother employed by the Government in any capacity? 


service? 
5. Have you any sisters employed by the Government in any ca- 
pacity? yea: (a) In what department? ———. (b) 
Hours of service? - (c) Compensation paid to each of them, 
giving names and addresses of each? ——— 

G. Have you any brothers employed by 


(a) In what department? (b) Hours of 


If yea: —_—_—— 
(c) Amount of compensation paid her per month? 
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the Government? 





If yea: (a) Give their names and addresses? -———— (b) In what 
departments? — (c) Hours of service of each? ———. (d) 
Compensation paid to each? (Sign your full name and 


address, ) 





Sec. 2. That in submitting its report to Congress said Congressi r _ ‘ * - a 

Fe gpg Reece ongress said Congressional | Fronce and in every regiment, and sometimes in every com- 
| pany, one or more men, who expected to go home with the rest 
such service, | 


Joint Commission on Reclassification of Salaries shall report in detail : 

(1) The names of all employees who are employed by any person, firm, 
or corporation, the name of such employer, the hours o 
and the amount of compensation received by such employee per month 
for such service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, child, sister, or brother is in the employ of the Govern- 
ment, their names, department of service, hours of service, and amount 
of compensation per month, respectively, received by such spouse, father, 
mother, child, sister, or brother. 

Certain members of this joint commission intimated that they 
could not submit the supplemental questionnaire proposed by 
ime; that they did not have power to do it; that they did not 


know that they had any right to be concerned with what the 


clerks did after 5 o’clock, though one member of the committee | 


kindly wrote me that he would consider my suggestions, and 
another member of the committee kindly called at my office and 
promised consideration of my suggestion, but could not give me 
any assurance whatever that it would be submitted. 
that every Member present—this magnificent majority of the 
Republican Members on the Republican side and this magnifi- 
cent majority of the Democratic membership on the Democratic 
side present now—I hope each Member of us will get a copy of 


that supplemental questionnaire, House joint resolution No. 5, | 


and see if there is a single question I have proposed there that 
is not a proper one to be answered by the clerks and employees 
of the Government. 

We have not been hard on the clerks. We have not been hard 
on the employees of this Government. While our boys have been 
fighting in France, in trenches cootie infected, knee deep in mud 
for $383 a month and keep, these clerks ‘not only have drawn 
their usual salaries but have had granted to them, first, a $120 
bonus and then a $240 bonus in their behalf. I want to say 
that some of them are excellent clerks, some of them are most 


deserving, some of them are entitled to larger salaries, some of | 


them have an interest in the work they do, some of them have an 
interest in the affairs of this Government, some of them are 
loyal and patriotic to the core; but I am sorry to see that after 
they have been granted first a $120 bonus and then a $240 
bonus and permitted during war to continue to work only seven 
hours a day, yet when the Zone Finance Office of the Wav 
Department a few weeks ago requested some clerks, in behalf 
of the soldier boys, to work a little overtime in order more 
speedily to mail out the little $60 bonus checks allowed sol- 
diers, what did they do? Some of them walked out and struck 
against the Government—walked out and said, “ We will no 
longer function because you ask us to work over seven hours 
a day to mail out little $60 bonus checks to the soldier boys who 
hive lately come back from fighting in France.” That is the 


Hind of patriotism some of them exhibited, and I want to find 
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out through this reclassification just how many of that stripe 
we have working for the Government here in Washington. 

I hope that my good colleagues will help me. I am going to 
appeal to the other side of the House—we did not have to do it 
before, but we have to do it now—to help me get this joint reso- 
lution up, because these questionnaires are to be propounded 
now and to get proper action this supplemental questionnaire 
should be propounded along with this other questionnaire that 
our joint committee has prepared, and I hope that my good Re- 
publican colleagues—because the country will hold you respon- 
sible—will help me find a way to get it up and have it sub- 
mitted and passed so that we may have light on this question, 
and let us be informed, and let us be prepared to meet it prop- 
erly when it comes before this House under that congressional 
committee report. Gentlemen, I thank you. [Applause.] 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DALLINGER]. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, for the last four years 
since I have been a Member of this House and have heard the 
annual Indian appropriation bills discussed and the general 
policy of dealing with the Indians considered I have come to 
the conclusion, as has been intimated to-day, that the reason 
why these Indians are not given full rights of citizenship and 
allowed to have the ownership and control of their own property 
is very largely due to opposition on the part of the Indian 
Bureau for the very plain reason that when the time comes that 
all the Indians are given full citizenship and have control of 
their own property the Indian Bureau and all its employees 
will cease to exist. Moreover, the Indian Bureau is not the 
only department of the Government in which a similar condi- 
tion of affairs exists. 

I desire to speak for just a few minutes this afternoon on a 
matter of very vital interest to every Member of this House 
and to the constituents of Members of this House, and that is 
the question of the return home of the soldiers who enlisted for 
There have come to my attention a number of cases 
of very great hardship where a division has been returned from 





of their division and whose families expected them to come 
home, have been detailed to clerical work in some other unit 
and kept in France. To my mind such action on the part of 
the authorities is an outrageous injustice not only to the sol- 
diers themselves but also to their families. 

It will be remembered that the Twenty-sixth Division, com- 
monly known as the New England or “ Yankee” Division, went 
over to France at the beginning of the war. That division 
should have been sent home among the very first. As a matter 
of fact we Congressmen from New England had to work for 
months to get it ordered home at all. And when the division 
started for home some of the boys who expected to go home 
with their division were arbitrarily transferred to other units 
and are stili kept in France doing clerical work for $33 per 
month when Inany of them could be earning $100 and even $200 
per month here at home. These boys have filed their applications 
for discharge supported by the necessary affidavits, but they 
can get no satisfaction. 3 

Mr. Chairman, I realize that it is a long and difficult task to 
bring all our boys home from France. We are limited by the 
number of vessels at our disposal, and all that. But I do 
think that the administration might show a little more. ex- 
pedition and not encourage or permit these cases of particular 
hardship to which I have referred. 

Whatever the facts are in regard to the return home of the 
boys over there in France, there is not the slightest question 
about the boys over here. We have an immense Army of boys 
that are being kept in the service in this country at an 
enormous expense to the taxpayers—boys that are needed at 
home, boys that have dependents, boys that wish to finish 
their education, boys that have good positions that are being 
kept for them and which can not be kept for them much longer. 
Now, both the boys themselves and their parents who have 
visited the camps say that the soldiers are doing practically 
nothing, and that the only reason on earth why the thousands 
of men now in the service in this country are not discharged is 
because the officers want to keep their jobs. [Applause.] 
There are lots of reserve officers who are earning more money 
now than they ever earned in their lives before or will ever 
earn again, and, naturally, they would like to keep their posi- 
tions. They are having the time of their lives, now that the 
war is over. Moreover, there are lots of Regular Army officers 
who are now enjoying the rank of colonel or major who, if 
the privates under their several commands are discharged, will 
have to go down to the rank of captain or lieutenant. And 
se they say that they “can not spere the boys,” although in 
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some cases all the boys are doing is to take the officers out in 
Government automobiles for joy rides at the Government’s ex- 
pense, 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, it is an out- 
rage to unnecessarily keep hundreds of thousands of American 
beys in the military service who ought to be at home, at an 









flicers in their high-salaried positions. 
the hand of = > Committee on Military Affairs and the 
Comm ittee on Appropriations of this House. When those com- 
“es commence to prepare the appropriation bills for the 
fis year commencing July 1, 1919, they should see to it that 
the appropriations for the payment of officers’ salaries are so 
cut down that the boys will have to be discharged. And the 
bills ought to be so itemized that the administration will not 
have any excuse for not paying the boys their back pay. 
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education. At present the Government is doing a great deal 
for those Indians along that line. .They also are a self-support- 
ing people; they are an industrious people, but they are not 
citizens of the United States. 

I want to address myself, Mr. Chairman, particularly to one 
Indian tribe in New Mexico which at present needs particular 
care and attention. That is a small Indian tribe, the Jicarilla 
Apaches, that live in the northwestern part of New Mexico, in the 
county in which I live; in other words, they are my neighbors. 
At the present time and under the bill now being discussed all 


| the activities in connection with the administration of their res- 


The Members of the House will recall that yesterday there | 


vas before the House a deficiency appropriation bill, made neces- 
sary because the Bureau of War Risk Insurance had used so 
uch of “the money Congress had given it to pay a horde of 
nnecessary and incompetent clerks, some of whom are un- 

triotic like those to whom the gentleman from Texas refers. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALLINGER. I will 

Mr. BLANTON, I quite agree with the gentleman, but he 
as overlooked one other reason why these boys are held in 
ss. The gentleman will doubtless recall the statement of 
the president of the American Federation of Labor made in 
Texas and elsewhere. He said that he would never stand for 
the slightest reduction on any war-wage schedule. Thus the 
creat president of the American Federation of Labor was 
against speedy demobilization. And that is one of the reasons 
why the boys are kept in the camps in this country. 

Mr. DALLINGER. I wish to say in reply to the gentleman 
from Texas that if the policy of the administration had been 
consistent from the start there would be no necessity for over- 











crowding the labor market. The Members of the House were | 
old shortly after the signing of the armistice that boys who had } 


positions waiting for them, those who wished to complete their 


granted discharges. As a matter of fact, they have refused 
tens of themed of boys who have met these requirements 
and are still doing it, and at the same time they are letting 
boys out of the Army who have no positions waiting for them 
and have no dependent families and who to-day are seeking 
employment. If the War Department had carried out the 
promises it made to this House at the time the armistice was 
signed, and let the boys out who had positions waiting for them, 
who had dependent families and had an education to complete, 
you would not have the feeling in this country that exists to- 
day against the War Department. [Applause.] 

[ trust, Mr. Chairman, that when the Committee on Military 
Affair s and the Committee on Appropriations of this House 
prepare the appropriation bills this month they will so prepare 





ervation are now being conducted out of the Indian funds, so 
that they are of no expense to the Government. However, they 
are in great distress. 

This is the situation: About 80 per cent of that small tribe of 
Indians are suffering from what is called tuberculosis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
Mexico has expired. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman 
five minutes more, if he would like to have it. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise temporarily. If the gentleman from New Mexico de- 
sires to make a request, all right. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. I want to revise and extend my re- 
marks, 

Mr. HAYDEN. I shall .be glad to yield to the gentieman 
five minutes more if he desires it. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. I simply want to make a short statement 
in regard to this particular tribe of Indians. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise temporarily. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the committee do now rise. The question is on agreeing to that' 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIR} The committee has determined to rise. 

Thereupon the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lonawortu, Chairman of the Committee 





| of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
education, and those that had dependent families would be | 


committee had had under consideration the bill H, R. 2480, 
the Indian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon, 

MILEAGE, 


Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill H. R. 1200. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill H. R. 1200, which the Clerk will 
report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask! 
the gentleman from Iowa if this is the usual resolution in regard 


| to mileage? 


those bills that a speedy demobilization of the boys in the | 


service, both abroad and at home, may at once take place, so 
that this discontent with the Government throughout the coun- 
[ Applause. ] 

Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 
SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. Hernanpez]. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, in New Mexico we have a total Indian population 
of 20,819. Of these 8,535 are what are called Pueblo Indians, 
These Pueblo Indians live in villages and are a farming people, 


try may cease. 








frugal, a self-supporting people. They were declared to be | 
citizens of the United States by the Supreme Court of the United | 


States in 1872. Nevertheless, they do not exercise the rights of 

tiz hip and they do not pay any taxes. They do not take 
any part in any of the activities engaged in by other American 
About 10 or 15 years ago the Department of the In- 
terior saw fit to take over these Indians; at least the depart- 
mm has had more or less supervision over them for 10 years. 








What I mean is that from time to time the Indian Office has | 


seen fit to exercise more and more authority over these citizens 
of the United States than it had formerly exercised. 


‘The indian Office has done a good deal of good work, we must 
admit, in connection with the education of the Pueblo Indians. 
They are a people that take well, as far as education is con- 
cerned. They are receptive. They have always been a semi- 
civilized people, living in towns and villages. 


here are 9,207 Navajo Indians in the State of New pean 
The major portion of that tribe live in Arizona. The Navajo 
Indians in 1867 or 1868, or along there, made a treaty with the 
United States wherein it is provided that we must help them in 





Mr. GOOD. It is the usual measure in regard to mileage. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is this the usual bill about mileage? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; it is the usual bill in regard to mileage,; 
and also in regard to the pages, except that this resolution calls 
for 44 pages instead of 46, and three telephone operators are 
additional, because they were not provided for out of the con» 
tingent fund of the House. Otherwise, it is the same as former 
resolutions at extra sessions of Congress. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to mo 
for a question? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the special hurry about passing a 
bill for mileage? Can it not go over until to-morrow? Is every- 
body broke, or what is the trouble? 

Mr. GOOD. It is customary to bring such a bill up early ip 
the session. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
mileage bill. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Why does not the committee pass an appro- 
priation bill appropriating for mileage at this session of Con- 
gress, instead of making available the mileage already appro- 
priated for the next session, so as not to bring up that question 
again later on? 

Mr. GOOD. I am simply following the usual precedent. 

Mr. GARNER. I know; but if we pass an appropriation bill 
for the mileage for this ‘session, it will obviate a fight that 
might come on some 12 months from now. 

Mr. GOOD. -Well, perhaps it would bring the fight on at 
this time. 

Mr. GARNER. No. The sume argument would probably not 
be. used now which could be used then. If this session runs into 


It-seems to me like undue haste in passing a 
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the next session, the regular session, a part of the membership 
of the House will want mileage for the next session and a part 
of them will not, but the House will want an appropriation. If 
you appropriated for the mileage of this session at this session, 
there would be no question as to it at the other session. I have 
not had the opportunity to take the matter up with the gentle- 
man from Eowa, but I have mentioned it to several gentlemen 
here, and they have said that they thought the method I have 
suggested would be the better method to pursue. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that we did not con- 
sider that at ail, but that we were following the usual prece- 
dents, 

Mr. GARNER. I think the gentleman can see the difficulty 
that would be overcome if we made the appropriation for mile- 
age at this time, because nobody would question the fact that 
mileage is due at this session, although at the next session they 
may take the position which has sometimes heretofore been 
taken, that there was in fact but one session. If the gentleman 
would take that matter into his consideration, it might obviate 
a fight later on. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, namely : 

LEGISLATIVE, 

The appropriations for mileage of Senators, Members of the House 

of Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories, and expenses 


of Resident Commissioners, made in the legislative, executive, and | 
judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year 1920, are made immediately | 


available and authorized to be paid to Senators, Members of the House 
of Representatives, Delegates from the Territories, and Resident Com- 
missioners, for. attendance on the first session of the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

For stationery for Members and Delegates and Resident Commis- 
sioners, at $125 each, for the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, 
$55,000. 

For the foliowing employees during the first scssion of the Sixty-sixth 
Congress, namely: 

For 44 pages, including 2 riding pages, 2 telephone pages, 1 press 
gallery page, and 10 pages for duty at the entrances to the Hall of the 
ifouse, at $2.50 per day each; 9 messengers in the post office at the 
rate of $100 per month each; 3 telephone operators at the rate of $75 
per month each; so much as may be necessary. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and } 


third reading of the bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. I want to ask the gentleman a question 
concerning the messengers in the post office. As I understand 
it, they have been drawing no pay since the adjournment. Does 
this take care of them? 

Mr. GOOD. No; this only takes care of the 44 pages, includ- 
ing 2 riding pages, and the 3 telephone operators who were 
formerly paid out of the contingent fund of the House but who 


are now carried in the legislative bill instead of the contingent | 


fund. 

Mr. GARRETT. Has the matter of these messengers been 
brought to the attention of the committee? 

Mr. GOOD. No; it has not. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of-the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Goon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS, 

On motion of Mr. Snyper, the House resolved itself into the 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 


the further consideration of the Indian appropriation bill (H. R. | 


2480), with Mr. LonawortH in the chair. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 
man from New Mexico [Mr. HERNANDEZ]. 

Mr. Chairman, at the time I was interrupted I was calling 
attention to the condition of the Jicarilla Apache Indians, in 
the northwestern part of the State of New Mexico. The prob- 
lem: of better health for these Indians is very urgent at this 
time, and something must be done about it. The tribal diminu- 
tion on account of the prevalence of tuberculosis amongst these 
people is appalling. . About 80 per cent of them are to-day suffer- 
ing more or less from tuberculosis, and unless we do something 


I yield tive minutes additional to the gentle- 
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for them now it will not be many years before there vrill be no 
tribe there for whom the Congress of the United States can do 
anything. 

Twenty years ago, when I was trading with the Jicarilla 
Apaches, there were 800 of them—men, women, and children. I 
believe the last census showed only 600, and I have a report here 
from the agent in which he says that something must be done at 
once. He says the agency school is a regular hotbed of tubercu- 
losis; that sick children come in to attend school and spread 
this disease among the other children, and they in turn take it 
back to their homes. My idea and his idea is that the school 
should be abolished and that larger hospital facilities should 
be furnished for the tribe, in order to begin to stop that trouble. 
The Jicarilla Apache Indians are selling a good deal of their 
timber at the present time. There are ample funds to the credit 
of the tribe in the Treasury of the United States to-day to take 
care of the situation. It was my intention to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill now under consideration, but the committee at 
their first meeting said that in order to expedite this legislation 
it would be well to offer amendments either on the floor of the 
House or else let them be offered in the Senate. I have ac- 
quiesced in this desire of the committee, and I am going to make 
an effort to have the bill amended in the Senate by one of the 
Senators from my State. 

One of the troubles in dealing with the Indians is that sone- 
times people who do not know very much about them are put in 
the management of the Indians. Not all of those who are eni- 
ployed by the Indian Bureau are practical men who see the 
practical side of things. The Jicarilla Apaches, with 750,000 
acfes of land, with a tribal flock of 8,000 or 10,000 head of 
sheep, and with a herd of over 1,000 head of cattle, have not 
enough food or clothing to keep them in good health. There is 
something wrong about that. My idea is that this fund should 
be so used and that these flocks should be so distributed amongst 
the members of the tribe that they would take care of them 
instead of having them taken care of by outside people. This 
particular section of the country is particularly adapted to the 
raising of sheep. The tribal flock in the last eight years shows 
a profit of $143,000 over and above all expenses. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I quote from a letter written to me by 
the present superintendent of that Indian agency, a very efficient 
and capable official. He says: 

There should be no misunderstanding of the tasks that lie ahead of 
us in this field. Our purpose is to stay the appalling death rate, inspire 
them with new hope, encourage them in outdoor activities, and endeavo1 
to place them in a vocation from which they not only may gain a living. 
but from which they may become worthy assets to the State and Nation 
rather than liabilities. Self-preservation is not only the desire but the 
inherent right of any people. Ill health, privation, and long-continued 
neglect for the Jicarillas has engendered a state of despondency and 
pessimism that has clouded their ambition, and consequently the duty 
confrenting us is the more apparent and difficult. 

In March, 1912, a contract was made for the sale of 130,000,000 feet 
of timber from the allotted portion of the reservation, and to date 
there is a total net receipt of approximately $178,500 from that sale 
in seven years of the nine-year life of the contract. This sum is small 
in comparison with funds available and being used for other tribes, 
but it is certain that this amount is sufficient, if properly invested, to 
place these people on a new level, and recent legislation has made this 
money available for expenditure as indicated. It is extreme hardship 
to longer hold up the use of this money, thus subjecting them to con- 
tinued privation and probably an earlier death, whereas early and ap- 
propriate use of our means at hand would do much for their present 
and future benefit. ; , s 2 

The problem of better health for the Jicarillas is one necessitating 
most careful study as well as untiring energy on the part of all who 
may be interested. Tuberculosis is found in practically every home, and 
general conditions prevailing favor the spread of this disease. It is said 
that 80 per cent of the children of school age indicate tuberculosis in 


one form and another. A review of the deaths of the last two years is 
significant and is given in summary, as follows: 


Period covered June 30, 1917, to Mar. 31, 1919. 














June 30, 1917, | June 30, 1918, | 
to June 30, 1918, to Mar. 31, 1919. | 
Ap- 
Sa pile: Par j Tuberculosis, or 
| Popu- ng indicated— 
lation, | Deaths.| cent. | Births.| Deaths | 
census. | 1 
Dé. «ine Wie oa 1 i —_ 
Wes... 02 18 10! 55 32| 15 | In24, or96 percent. 
1 to5 years.......... 75 9 BP we cesee | 6 | In 15, or 100 per 
| | cent. 
| 6to 18 years........-. 171 3 FF heanwneas | 7 | InQ, or 90 percent. 
19 to 36 years.......-. 152 8 © ewdcers 11 | In17, or 84 percent. 
37 to 50 years... Gh tas medtecenneticenaasis loassencs 
51 to 93 years 117 11 | Oe oscmes | 9 | In 5, or 25 percent. 





Tribal diminution at that appalling rate is such that one is compelled 
to see the necessity for early action that may tend to stay it. The board- 
ing school as it now operates is of doubtful value, and it is certainly 
adding to the spread of tuberculosis. If 75 to 80 per cent of all school 
children are tubercular — will appreciate the exposure made by the 
stronger children when they are made to eat, sleep, work, and play with 
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mes their number, from 1 they can at any time contract the 
isease. It has been proposed to convert the present boarding 
sanatorium, and to this effectively additional moneys 


be appropriated or made avi ble for this change. An estimate 


ti 
do 


tila 








$7,500 for repairs and improvements such as slee ping porches, a 

r system of ventilation for the dormitories, etc., and $30,000 for 
-t'and maintenance would be conservative to meet our needs. If 

the sum of $37,500 could be added to the total proposed for relief of 
ess, etc., in the current appropriation bill for the Indian Service 

0, and made specifically for Jicarillas, this work could be done to 


and for the betterment of the Indian people on 





At that meeting a number of resolutions were unanimously 
adopted, most of them addressed to the Congress of the United 
States. For the information of the House I desire that these 
resolutions be printed in the Recorp, and I ask unanimous con- 
ent to extend my remarks for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp as indicated. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 


it - cattle was purchased for the Jicarilla Tribe, with The resolutions are as follows: 
— = sil i oS INDORSEMENT OF THE VICTORY LIBERTY LOAN, 
| | Val Whereas the Government of the United States has appealed to the 
} os | alue country for financial support in order to provide the funds for ex- 
_ ~— we at etek Sad =. penditures made necessary in the prosecution of the war and to 
reestablish the country upon a peace basis: Therefore be it 






Or il cost 3 ; | $65,010.00 
nent, « 1al value now | 164. 31 



















Resolved, That this caucus emphatically indorse the Victory Liberty 


See eres ee ree eh Sine ee Seewnan ne © loan, and urges all Americans to promote the success of the loan in 
Si every manner possible. 
Ge CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. 
‘ 10, 867 Resolved, That this caucus go on record as condemning the action of 
Rece 19, 726.00 | those re sponsible for protecting the men who refused full military service 
I 80,000.00 | to the United States in accordance with the act of Congress of May 18, 
| -— 1917, and who were tried by general court-martial, sentenced to prison, 
ai at gin ee a el ie Bel | “104, 161, 38 | 102,757.79 | and later fully pardoned, restored to duty, and honorably discharged, 
| with all back pay and allowances given them, and as condemning further 
- ee ~ | the I. W. W.’s, international socialists, and anarchists in their effort to 
Ar er of factors have op pond satisfactory results ‘from the tribal | secure the release of these men already pardoned, those still in prison 
tthe Shor » of water on the range has been the greatest | serving sentence; bé it further 
drawba d pre ry animals have taken a large toll, so large that Resolved, That this caucus demands a full and complete investigation 
s hardly believable save to those who are actually cognizant of this by Congress of the trial and conviction of these parties and of their 
itory. It is believed that with the utilization of the La Jara a subsequent pardon. 


re ‘ and proper development of water on the range used by the herd, 


DEPORTATION OF ALIEN SLACKERS AND ALIEN ENEMIES. 


} showing may be made. The short calf crops from year to year - : ; 

show the v oak of the wolves, bobeats, and coyotes; short range and | Whereas there was a law passed by the Congress of these United States 
water ha likewise factored to reduce the calf showing from year July, 1918, known as an amendment to the selective-service act giving 
vear. The herd this fall should show to the good, including 1919 calves. persons within the draft age who had taken out first papers for 





In October, 1914, a herd of sheep was also purchased from reimburse 














American citizenship the privilege of turning in said first papers to 





é and gives the following results — local exemption board and thereby becoming exempt from service ; 
an¢ 
a ie 3 j Whereas thousands of men within draft age who had been in this coun- 
| Cost. | Value try for many years and had signified their intention to become citizens, 
| | took advantage of this law and thereby became exempted from mili- 
. “ - " — ee tary service, or were discharged from military service by reason 
Ori iginal lia Se Eh ro ee $23,477.50 | | aa ae Seve taken lucrative positions in the mills, shipyards, and 
7 . . actories ; anc 

. al expense to bay so ‘etc. o 38,190.00 | $104,315.40 | Whereas in this great World War for democracy the rank and file of the 
Penseult webeetints OTE... _. .< c.csssocccccdo.caccccectad i Rss eee | 100,000.00 best of our American manhood have suffered and sacrificed themselves 
; Sai ae pata in order to uphold the principles upon which this country was founded 
MN a Nn ae al a ee 61, 627.50 204, 5.40 and for which they were willing to give up their life’s blood, if neces- 

1 _aieieiiniiee 8 Mae 142, 687.50 sary, to preserve; and : 
r | Whereas we, the American Legion assembled, are of the opinion that 


Thus in four : -_ one-half years the tribal herd of sheep have given a 


return almost the equal of that received from the sale of timber, and it 


these would-be Americans who turned in their first papers to avoid 
service are, in our opinion, neither fish, flesh, nor fowl], and if allowed 
to remain in this country would contaminate the 100 per cent true 


must be understood that when the timber is once removed it will be American soldiers and sailors who will return to again engage in the 
generations to come before like returns may be expected, while with the gainful pursuits of life: Therefore be it 
sheep return is promised commensurate with effort put forth in their Resolved, That we, the American Legion in convention assembled in 
proper management. St. Louis this. 8th, 9th, and 10th day of May, 1919, numbering millions 
Probably one-third of the families of the reservation have sheep or | of red-blooded Americans, do demand the Congress of these United 
goats, or both, ranging in numbers from a few head to 1,500 and 2 2,000. States to immediately enact a law to send these aliens who withdrew 
Last fall Edd Ladd dipped 2,160 head; Garfield Velarde dipped 1, 500; | their first papers and thereby avoided service back to the country 
George Stockwell Vicenti had 1,700; Hoska Velarde, 800; Ignacio De from whence they came, for we want them not, neither do we need 
Jesus, 570; Grande Maria, 230; and a number of others a fewer number. | them. The country which we live in and were ready, and are now ready 


You will appreciate the fact that the sheep industry for these people 
is not a new field. Their acquaintance with flocks of goats and sheep 
owned by the individual Indians and experience gained in connection with 
many Mexican fiockmasters, than whom there are none better, should 
not be overlooked in our proposed plans to establish these people in a 
vocation from which they are to make their living. To place 100 head 
of sheep with each family would give them a start commensurate with 
present needs, and while it is not said that 


the 


each and all of them will 


and willing to fight for, is good enough for us, 
they live in and prospered in, yet were 
damned good for them to remain in. 
Resolved, That every alien brought into the Army by the draft who 
refused American citizenship when offered to him also be deported. 
Resolved, That we further demand the immediate deportation of every 
alien enemy whe during the war was interned, whether such alien 
enemy be now interned or has been paroled. 


3, and this country which 
unwilling to fight for, is too 


make EO od, it is certain that a creditable majority will do well, and Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each and every 
that would be as much as could be expected from any people. It is also | Member of the House and Senate of our United States and a copy be 
tru that + these who failed could find support and employment from their | given to the public press. 
bi rteenae tribesmen, and after more experience there would be cain sane’ exebran 
i i PROTECTION O } UNIFORM. 
ho that they, too, could meet with better results in time. i gl he : ; , none vaee - , ea P ; 

» health problem would receive its best advancement from a yoca- | Whereas it is recognized that the uniform of the United States is as 


that would call these people to outdoor effort, and you will under- 
at a small flock of sheep would demand and have the atten- 
; from the 3 


o 









h an 1d every member of the family 


year-old up to 
ing both father and mother. 

















much a symbol as the 
spect; and 

Whereas certain unscrupulous firms and individuals have 
ous advantage of popular sentiment by utilizing men 


flag itself and thereby entitled to fitting re- 


_taken_nefari- 
in uniform as 





: : : peddlers and sales agents; and 
H AYI dE N. Mr. Chairman, I yield to myself the re- | Whereas certain discharged men have so far forgotten the respect due 
mainder of the time on this side. the uniform that they have used it in peddling and panhandling on 
There sembled in the city of St. Louis on May §8, 9, and pose See ae Pte weer Se See cae Ors ae 1 bl 1 
1919 laleos >< “ al . » Sty me Tni ronre. vesolved, Phat this eaucus go on record as being unalterably opposec 
10, 1919, de legates fi pm ill of bev, tates in the Union repre- | to such practices ; and be it further 
senting the veterans of the Great War, who there organized Resolved, That each State and local organization here represented be 
what is known as the American Legion. Prominent in that | urged to do all in their power to put an end to this misuse of the uni- 
ion were Col. Theodore Roosevelt and Col. Bennett ee has always been worn with honor and for honorable 
ll know > embershi ; is > - ea 
T) _ — - y oaatt - 7” - ej 9 [Ap RECLAMATION OF ARID, SWAMP, AND CUT-OVER TIMBER LANDS. 
me Dg ana — ic purpose of the Amer ican | Whereas the reclamation of arid, swamp, and cut-over timber lands is one 
best expressed by the preamble to the constitution of the great constructive problems of immediate interest to this Na- 
Louis, which I desire to read. It is as follows: tion; and , . . 
PREAMBLE Whereas one of the questions for immediate consideration is that of pre- 
rhea eopapeesen ae . senting to discharged soldiers and sailors an opportunity to establish 
I God and country we associate ourselves together for .the fol- homes and create for themselves a place in the field of constructive 
lowing purposes ; we Se : ” effort ; and 
I \ id and defend the Constitution of the United States of | Whereas one of the purposes for which the formation of the American 
America; to maintain law and order; to foster and perpetuate a Legion is contemplated is to take an energetic interest in all construc- 
100 per cent Americanism; to preserve the memories and incidents of tive measures designed to promote the happiness and contentment of 
our association in the Great War; to inculcate a sense of individual the people, and to actively encourage all proper movements of general 
obligation to the community, State, and Nation; to combat the autoc- nature to assist the men of the Army and Navy in solving the prob- 
racy of both the classes and the masses; to make right the master lems of wholesome existence; and 
of might; to promote peace and good will on earth; to safeguard and | Whereas the Department of the Interior and the Reclamation Service 
transmit to posterity the princ ciples of justice, treedom, and de- have been engaged in formulating and presenting to the country broad, 
mocracy ; to consecrate and sanctify our comradeship by our devotion eonstructive plans for the reclamation of arid, swamp, and cut-over 


to mutual helpfulness, 
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timber lands: Now, theesfore, be it 
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in caucus assembled in this city of St. Louis, Mo., That we indorse the 

efforts heretofore made for the reclamation of lands, and we respectfully 

urge upon the Congress of the United States the adoption at an early 
date of broad and “comprehensive legislation for economic reclamation 
of lands susceptible to reclamation and improvement. 

REEMPLOYMENT OF EX-SERVICE MEN. 

Whereas it is desirable both for the welfare of the soldiers, sailors, 
and marines, now rapidly being discharged from the service of the 
United States of America, and for the industrial readjustment of the 
country that the process of returning these men to productive occupa- 
tions in civil life be speeded up as much as possible; and 





Whereas by reason of the failure of the Congress of the United States | 


to appropriate funds for the purpose the said process has been re- 
tarded and left to private initiative: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the American Legiom in caucus assembled, calls upon 
the Congress of the United States to promptly appropriate funds, to be 
administered for the benefit of existing coordinated bureaus for the em- 
ployment of returning soldiers, sailors, and marines, to the end that 
there may be no interruption in the service now being rendered and 
that it may be broadened and speeded up; be it further 

Resolved, That each local post or organization of the American 


Legion is urged during the period of demobilization to constitute itself | 
} 


a committee of the whole, which shall cooperate with the local em- 
ployment bureau and shall establish and maintain a liaison between 
such bureau and every employer in the community through members 
of the local post or organization who are already employed in such 
establishment, to the end that it may be made easy for the employer to 
avail himself of the service of the bureau by communicating with some 
one in his own establishment, and that every soldier, sailor, and marine 


already replaced in industry may have an opportunity to assist his | 


comrades to become likewise. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time—14 minutes—to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Frss]. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
from the outset of this Congress all the membership on both 
sides of the aisle are convinced, I am sure, that there is going 
to be rational expedition in legislation. Yesterday, because 
of a speeding up of legislation, there was heard from the Hall 
utterances that would indicate that the necessity of speed now 
is due to lack of speed in the last Congress, and we have heard 
from the Democratic side of the Chamber that the filibuster 
prevented the needed legislation. I do not think that any 
Member on either side of the aisle will say that there was any 
lack of effort in this Chamber. I do know that the member- 
ship is well aware that when there was talk about what ought 
to be done in deliberate consideration of the measures, recog- 
nizing that these large supply bills would inevitably take a 


zood deal of time. and that any interference in the passage of | 
the bills could very easily prevent their passage, the Republi- | 


‘an Members consulted and served notice on the Democratic 


Members of the Rules Committee that if they would keep the | 


salendar clear of unnecessary controverted issues and confine 
the legislation to that which was either emergent or of a supply 
ill character, the Republicans would join the Democrats and 
clear the deck, even to the extent of holding night sessions if 
necessary to pass the bills. I think that it is fair to say that 
that agreement was pretty well observed, and the measures 
went through with due speed and I think with rational de- 
liberation, 
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Resolved by the caucus of delegates of the proposed American Legion 





The statements that have fallen from the lips of Members | 


yesterday and to-day that what was necessary was due to a 
lilibuster will leave the country under the belief that the fili- 
buster was conducted somewhere and that the Republicans were 
responsible for it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr, FESS. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MADDEN. TI wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio and the House, too, that most of the bills that failed 
uf passage in the Senate had not been reported from the Senate 
comiittees and could not have been given consideration by the 
Senate if there had been no filibuster. 

Mr. FESS. That is precisely why I have taken the floor, to 
explain that if there was any filibuster it was not a political 
filibuster and must have been due to a plan or the indifference 
of the Democratic committees in the Senate in not reporting 
the bills for actien. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is it not a fact that a large number of 
them, including the very bill we are passing now, had been 
passed, gone to conference, and the conference committee agreed 
to report, and that they were in that position when the filibuster 
prevented even the adoption of the conference report, and 
therefore it was not, as indicated by the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Mappren], the failure of the committees to report, but the 
‘ilibuster by certain Members, who conducted it in their own 
individual way? 

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me 
to reply in his time—— 

Mr. FESS. I will yield. 

Mr. MADDEN. I wish to say that the Senate committees 
were in control of the Democratic Party in the Senate; that 


; Democratic. 
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they did not report the bills to the Senate. The biils were not 
before the Senate for consideration and could not be considered, 
because they were not there, and it made no difference whether 
there was any filibuster or not. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. Let me answer the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that these bills were net sent to conference. This is the 
only bill, the one we are now considering, that was sent to con- 
ference, ‘and therefore that idea would be misleading. Now I 
yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. CARTER. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that the bill passed the House and went to the Senate and had 
been agreed to in conference and the conferees had reported ; 
that it had been agreed to in the House and was before the 
Senate. 

Mr. FESS. This is the only bill of those which failed that 
went to conference and had been reported for action and failed 
for want of time to accept the conference report. This is the 
only appropriation bill that filled the legislative situation stated 
by the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman will remember the water- 
power bill. 

Mr. FESS. The water-power bill was not an appropriation 
bill. There are seven supply bills that will be before us which 
failed. This is the only one that had gone to conference and 
was rejected; that is, the conference report was not accepted. 
Therefore it comes to us at this time. 

The naval bill, which carries $750,000,000, went to the Senate 
on February 27. That was only a week before the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. The Agricultural bill went to the Senate 
February 3. The urgent deficiency bill that was before us yes- 
terday got to the Senate on February 28, and the Senate com- 
mittee reported it March 1. 

Mr. HASTINGS. They passed it over there yesterday after 
we passed it yesterday. 

Mr. FESS. Yes; but it is a Republican Senate now and not 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HASTINGS. I thought the gentleman was intimating 
that they did not have time to pass it, that it required more 
time. They had it four or five days. 

Mr. FESS. The District of Columbia bill got to the Senate 
December 12 and it was reported from the Senate committee 
February 5. They had some time on that. But if you 
will note, most of these bills did not reach the Senate until 
late, and nobody will claim that this branch of the Congress 
was especially dilatory. It was working by agreement, whether 
it was very generally known or not. There was no effort here 
to obstruct anything. 

The Indian appropriation bill has been referred to. The 
military affairs bill reached the Senate February 19, and that 
bill was reported from the committee of the Senate back to 
the Senate on February 25. February 25 leaves only one week 
in which to pass a bill maintaining an Army of 500,000 men, 
and carrying an appropriation of one and a half billion dollars. 
It got to the Senate in time to be reported back to that body, 
leaving but one week in which to consider a billion and a half 
appropriation bill. 

The sundry civil appropriation bill was not speedily passed in 
this House. Everybody here knows that there was ‘a general 
opinion that that bill carried so many items that it could not 
possibly pass the other body because of tne accumulated work, 
and it is generally known and nobody will question it that it 
was discussed for some time by members of the committee 
whether or not to report that bill at this session at all in this 
House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. M 
yield? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the gentleman from Ohio 
know that the House passed all these supply bills two days 
earlier in the short session than the average time of getting 
them through in a short session? 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, the former Speaker of the House 
always deals in specific facts. I respect his reputation in that 
respect too much to answer either yes or no, without knowing 
myself, except to say that I know that he would not make a 
misstatement. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I had the information looked up. 
Does not the gentleman know enough about the practices of the 
Senate to know that if they took a notion over there they 
would pass all seven of these bills in one day? [Applause on 
the Democratic side. } 

Mr. FESS. Whatever be the practice with the Senate, con- 
sideration of these bills in extenso is given in this House. If 
the Senate has such respect for the judgment of the House as 
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to pass them all in one day, very well, but I should think they 
would want to take more time than one day in which to discuss 
them. The sundry civil appropriation bill never was considered 
by the Senate committee. There was not even a meeting called 
by the Senate committee, and it is the Democratic members of 
the Senate committee who are responsible for this, and no man 
here has the right to even hint that Republicans were respon- 
sible for the failure of measures when the Democratic commit- 
tees did not report them back to the Senate. 

Mr. KITCHIN, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I want to say that the gentleman from Mis- 
ri [Mr. CLark] is right when he said that the appropriation 
bills were passed in this House as early last session as they 
have been in former short sessions. I want to say, further, that 
Senator Martin, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate, told me in the presence of a Republican Senator 
that they had time in which to pass every single one of the 
appropriation bills that came from this House, because his com- 
mittee had begun to study these bills as soon as we introduced 
them here; that they were ready to pass every one of them, and 
ould pass them, but for the filibuster carried on by three Re- 
publicans. [Applause on the Democratic side.] While that fili- 
buster was going on I discussed the matter with one of the lead- 
ing Republican Senators, and he expressed regret that this 
filibuster was being made to prevent the passage of the appro- 
priation bills 

Mr. FESS. I can not allow my friend, even with my great 
respect for him, to take all of my time. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I put the facts into the Recokp, because the 
ventleman did not know them, and I knew that he wanted to 
know them. 

Mr. FESS. The gentleman who interrupts me is past master 
in bluff, but he can not bluff me now. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman does not 
truth is bluffing him, does he? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FESS. No. 

Mr. KITCHIN. 
the gentleman. ; 

Mr. FESS. I refuse to yield to the gentleman and his bluff. 
The gentleman assumes that the Senate committee begins the 
consideration of a bill as quickly as it is introduced in the 
House. When he does that I refuse to yield to him. I further 
ask, if they did begin consideration as quickly as the bill was 
introduced here, why he assumes that the filibuster in the 
Senate prevented speedy action by the Senate? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I do not assume it. I know it to be a fact. 

Mr. FESS. Filibuster on the floor of the Senate does not 
prevent a Senate committee from considering a bill. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Everyone in the House and Senate knows it 
xcept, apparently, the gentleman himself. 

Mr. FESS. The gentleman has not the floor. The gentle- 
from North Carolina [Mr. Kitrcyin] had the privilege 
of the floor as a leader for so long that he assumes that he 
can break the rules of the House and interrupt another gen- 
tleman and interject into his remarks certain things without 
getting that gentleman’s consent. To so persistently interrupt 
is disrespectful to the Member who has the floor, and is not 
such a characteristic as belongs to my friend. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Can I interrupt the gentleman long enough 
to say that I beg his pardon? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FESS. Oh, begging my pardon does not yield back the 
time that the gentleman has taken from me. I make a further 
statement, Mr. Chairman. The Senate was strongly organized 
by the Democratic Party, with a majority of 14; every com- 
mittee in the Senate was in control of the Democratic Party. 
Seven of these great appropriation bills reached the Senate 
in the latter part of the session, and because three Members 
of the Senate who happened to be of one political party, who 
| not conduct a political filibuster but who acted from a 
purely individual responsibility, will the gentleman presume 
to state to this side of the House that the bills, seven of them, 
failed because of the Republican minority in the Senate or the 
House? 
CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. FESS. The fault lies with the Democratic majority, and 
there is where it must stay. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to extend their re- 
marks in the Recorp to Mr. Carter, Mr. Knutson, Mr. BLANTON, 
Mr. Snyper, and Mr. McKrown, 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise 


The motion was agreed to, 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lonawortu, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 2480, 
the Indian appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

SWEARING IN OF -’. MEMBER. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Arkansas, Mr. CArAwAy, is present and desires to be sworn in. 

Mr. CARAWAY appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. SpeakergI ask unanimous consent for leave 
of absence for five days for our colleague, CHARLES THOMPSON 
of Ohio, on account of serious illness in his family. He was 
called away to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the 
following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 2329. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in hppropriations for the Bureau of War Risk Insur- 
ance and for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1919. 

° WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the files of the House the papers in the case of 
Harter Holderman (H. R. 12485, 65th Cong., 2d sess.), no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
such requests can be expedited by filling out a blank at the 
desk. Such memorandum will be sufficient. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, May 24, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
transmitting estimate of appropriation to enable the Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution to heat and place in condition 
structure for exhibit of aircraft and accessories produced by 
the Government since the declaration of war (H. Doc. No. 41) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury submitting 
supplemental estimate of appropriations required by the Bu- 
reau of Education for “ School and school-directed home gar- 
dens” for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 42); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions. and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1920; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2481) to increase 
pension of certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 2482) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to secure certain lands in Porto Rico for 
forest purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 2483) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide revenue and for other purposes” approved 
February 24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEBSTER: A bill (H. R. 2484) to provide for the 
restoration to their former positions and rank of medical em- 
ployees of the Public Health Service who resigned such services 
to enlist in the war with Germany; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 2485) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Barnesboro, Cambria County, Pa.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2486) to provide for 
a Federal building at Norton, Kans.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 2487) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Lewistown, Il., and appropriating money there- 
for ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 2488) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the town of Framingham, Mass., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, together with a suitable 
number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KRAUS: A bill (H. R. 2489) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the Marion Branch, National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: A bill (H. R. 2490) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the State of Connecticut the 220-milli- 
meter fieldpiece captured by the Twenty-sixth Division during 
the Second Battle of the Marne; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRISH: A bill (H. R. 2491) amending the act ap- 
proved March 4, 1917, to pension survivors of certain Indian 
wars from January 1, 1859, to January, 1891, inclusive, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2492) to: grant rank to the 
Army Nurse Corps, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 2493) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Roebling, N. J., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 2494) for the erection of a 
post-office building at Crockett, Tex., with an appropriation of 
$50,000 for such purpose; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 2495) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the city and county of Den- 
ver, in the State of Colorado, six German cannons or field- 
pieces, with carriages, and two machine guns, with an appro- 
priate number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R. 2496) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the University of Georgia, Athens, 
Ga., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 2497) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Nelsonville, Ohio, one 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2498) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Glouster, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2499) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Pomeroy, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 


- to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Middleport, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Chester, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2502) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Rutland, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2503) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Racine, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2504) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of McArthur, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2505) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Zaleski, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2506) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Hamden, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiéce ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Jackson, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2508) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Welliston, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2509) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Oak Hill, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Ironton, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Affairs, 








Also, a bill (H. R. 2511) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Proctorsville, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2512) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Chesapeake, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2513) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Athens, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2514) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Gallipolis, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2515) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Vinton, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2516) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Rio Grande, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANKFORD: A bill (H. R. 2517) authorizing tke 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Statenville, Ga., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Milltown, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2519) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Blackshear, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2520) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Jesup, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2521) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Du Pont, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2522) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of St. Marys, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2523) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Ray City, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2524) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Alapaha, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2525) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Folkston, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Pearson, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Wallacoochee, Ga., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hahira, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2529) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Sparks, Ga., One German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2530) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ocilla, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2531) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Baxley, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2532) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Homerville, Ga., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2533) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Nicholls, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2534) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Broxton, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 2535) to provide for the 
erection of a Federal building at Paola, Kans.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2536) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Olathe, Kans.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2537) to reimburse soldiers and sailors of 
the Army and Navy of the United States and those honorably 
discharged for amounts deducted from their pay in payment for 
their insurance by the Government ; to the Committee on Military 
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by Mr. KING: A bill CH. R. 2588) for the erection of a 
pubiic building at Galva, IL, and appropriating money there- 
for: to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2539) providing for the extension of the 
post office at Galesburg, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RADCLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 
Secretary of War to donate to the. city of Passaic, county of 
Passaic, State of New Jersey, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2541) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Paterson, county of Passaic, State of 
New Jersey, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2542) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Clifton, county of Passaic, State of New 
Jersey, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 
ment of employees in the classified civil 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 2544) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to Kenton County, Ky., six German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2545) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Grant County, Ky., four German cannons or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2546) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Boone County, Ky., four German cannons or field- 
pieces ; to the ¢ sommittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2547) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Gallatin C ounty, Ky., four German cannons or field- 
: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2548) authorizing the Secretary 
to donate to Carroll County, Ky., four German 
tieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill (H. R. 2549) authorizing the Secretary of War 

donate to Trimble County, Ky., four German cannons or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2550) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Campbell County, Ky., six German cannons or 
tieldpieces: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2551) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Pendleton County, Ky., four German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (CH. R. 2552) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Jonesburg, Mo., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2553) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Wellsville, Mo., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 2554) restoring 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims in certain claims in certain 
cases; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2555) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal building at Prescott, Ark.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) for the erection of a public building 
at El Dorado, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2557) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Warren, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2558) donating a 
captured German cannon or field gun, with carriage and projec- 
tiles, to the county of Bedford, State of Tennessee, for decora- 
tive and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 


2540) authorizing the 


2548) for the retire- 
service; to the Com- 


pieces 
of War 
cannons or 
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on 


2559) donating captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
tutherford, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2560) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Lincoln, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) donating captured German cannon or 
field gun. with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Marshall, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2562) donating a captured German cannon 
or field with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Coffee, Stic of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Conunittec on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2563) donating captured German cannon or 
field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of Can- 
non, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic purposes ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2564) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of De- 
kalb, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) donating captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Moore, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2566) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the town of Tulla- 
homa, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic purposes ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the Middle Tennes- 
see State Normal, of the town of Murfreesboro, State of Tennes- 
see, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 2568) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with 
its accompaniments, to the village of Rossford, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2569) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accom- 
paniments, to the village of Pemberville, Ohio; to the Comumit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2570) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Bradner, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Risingsun, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2572) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Cygnet, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Hoytville, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2574) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Rudolph, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2575) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Tontogany, Ohio; to the Committee on, 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Weston, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2577) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Milton Center, Ohio; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2578) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Custar, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Kansas, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (i. R. 2580) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Monroeville, Ohio; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Burgoon, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2582) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the State Soldiers’ Home, Erie County, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2583) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Greenspring, Ohio; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (7. R. 2584) authorizing the Secretary. of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Attica, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 2585) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Perrysburg, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2586) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Bloomdale, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of North Baltimore, Ohio; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompani- 
ments, to the village of Prairie Depot, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEE: A bill (H. R. 2589) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Kenedy, Tex., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2590) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Runge, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2591) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Rockport, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2592) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of San Antonio, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2593) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Karnes City, Tex., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2594) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Beeville, Tex., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2595) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Floresville, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2596) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Corpus Christi, Tex., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2597) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Seguin, Tex., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sv Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 2598) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Brooksville, 
Fla., one captured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, 
for decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Bartow, Fla., one captured 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Leesburg, Fla., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2601) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Tampa, Fla., one captured 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Lakeland, Fla., one captured 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2603) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Arcadia, Fla., one captured 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, for decorative pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 2604) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Huntington, Mass., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lenox, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Greenfield, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2607) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Adams, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of West Stockbridge, Mass., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of North Adams, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Housatonic, Mass., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2611) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Holyoke, Mass., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2612) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the city of Pittsfield, Mass., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2613) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the village of South Lee, Mass., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2614) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the town of Chester, Mass., one German cannon 
fieldpieee ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2615) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the town of Cheshire, Mass., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the town of Shelburne, Mass., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2617) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Charlemont, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2618) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Stockbridge, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2619) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lee, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2620) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Westfield, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Colrain, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2622) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Great Barrington, Mass., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2623) authorizing the Secretary of. War to 


| donate to the town of Dalton, Mass., one German cannon or 


fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2624) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Williamstown, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to cause survey to be made of 
the Colorado River in Texas with a view to controlling the 
flood waters of said stream, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause survey to be made of the Brazos River 
in Texas with a view of controlling the flood waters of said 
stream, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Flood 
Control. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 2627) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Williamsport, Pa., two captured 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2628) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Ralston, Pa., one captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2629) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lock Haven, Pa., two captured German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2630) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Coudersport, Pa., one captured German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Wellsboro, Pa., one captured German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2632) to provide 
for the erection of a customhouse building at Cape Charles, Va. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2633) to provide for the erection of a 
post-office building at Phoebus, Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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Iso, a bill CH. R. 2634) authorizing the Secretary of War 
late to the town of Belle Haven, County of Accomac, Va., 
‘erman cannon or ficldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2685) authorizing the Secretary of War 
the village of Tangier, county of Accomae, Va., one 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 


to donate to 
German cannon or 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2636) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Onancock, county of Accomace, Va., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Parksley, county of Accomac, Va., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2638) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Northumberland, Va., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2639) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Richmond, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2640) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Lancaster, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2641) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Westmoreland, Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2642) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county ef Middlesex, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2643) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Essex, Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county ef Caroline, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2645) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Spotsylvania, Va., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2646) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hampton, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2647) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Chincoteague, Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2648) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of King and Queen, Va., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Gloucester, Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2650) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Mathews, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Warwick, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Accomac, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Northampton, Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2654) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fredericksburg,.Va., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newport News, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2656) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Yorktown, county of York, Va., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2657) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Phoebus, Va., one German cannon or 
lieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 2658) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Urbanna, county of Middlesex, Va., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Cape Charles, county of Northampton, Va., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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By Mr. GARLAND: A bill (H. R. 2660) incorporating the Su- 
preme Lodge of the World, Loyal Order of Moose: to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 2661) to amend the act 
establishing the eastern district of Kentucky; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 2662) to incorporate the 
Young Men’s Christian Union; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 2663) donating a captured 
German cannon or field gun and carriage to the city of Indianola, 
county of Warren, State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Story City, county of 
Story, State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2665) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Ames, county of Story, 
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2666) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Nevada, county of Story, 
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Pella, county of Marion, 
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) donating a captured German eannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Knoxville, county of 
Marion, State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2669) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Winterset, county of 
Madison, State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Redfield, county of Dallas, 
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) donating a eaptured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Perry, county of Dallas, 
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2672) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Adel, county of Dallas, 
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2673) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Des Moines, State of 
Towa ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 2674) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Milford, N. H., one German 
eannon or fieldpiece ; to tae Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2675) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Nashua, N. H., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the town of Claremont, N. H., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the town of Littleton, N. H., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2678) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to what is known as Presidents Corners, 
in the county of Allen, State of Indiana, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Howe Military School, in the city of Howe, county 
of Lagrange, State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; 


of War to 
cannon or 


of War to 
cannon or 


| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 2680) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Marble Hill, Bollinger 
County, in the State of Missouri, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2681) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Potosi, Washington County, State of Mis- 
souri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2682) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of De Soto, Jefferson County, in the State of 
Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2683) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Vinita, Okla., one German 
eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Nowata, Okla., one German canton or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2685) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sand Springs, Okla., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2686) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Pryor, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2687) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Miami, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2688) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Copan, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Pawhuska, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2690) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Bartlesville, Okla., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2691) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Delaware, Okla., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2692) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Claremore, Okla., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2693) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Pawnee, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2694) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Tulsa, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARLAND: A bill (H. R. 2695) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Charleroi, Pa., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 2696) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to some cities of New Mexico Ger- 
man 
fairs. 


By Mr. LONERGAN: A bill (H. R. 2697) for the purchase of | 
a post-office site in Thompsonville, in the town of Enfield, Conn. ; | 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2698) for the purchase of a post-office site 
at Windsor Locks, Conn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2699) for the erection of a public building 
at South Manchester, in the town of Manchester, Conn.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2700) for the purchase of a post-office site | 
at Southington, Conn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings | 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2701) for acquiring a site and erecting a 
public building thereon in Hartford, Conn., for the use and 
accommodation of the post office, as an annex thereto; to the | 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2702) to provide for the appli- 
eation of the reclamation law to irrigation districts; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2703) making an appropriation to enforce 
the provisions of an act to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, 
toxins, and analogous products, and to regulate interstate traffic 
in said articles, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2704) making an appropriation directing 
and empowering the purchase, preparation, and disposition free 
of cost of antirabie virus, to be used in the treatment of per- 
sons exposed to rabies, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2705) to make April 13 of each and every 
year a public holiday in the District of Columbia, to be known 
as Jefferson day ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 2706) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to increase the revenue, and for other 
purposes,” approved September 8, 1916; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 2707) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a new public building 
at Lowell, Mass., and also for the sale of the present post- 
office building and its site, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2708) to make unlawful the unauthorized 
wearing of naval or military medals, badges, decorations, or 
regalia of the United States; to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) to amend an act entitled “An act 
for the improvement of the foreign service,” so as to provide | 
a system of promotion of efficient secretaries in the Diplomatic | 


or 


sannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Af- | 





By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 2710) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Claremont, in the State of New Hampshire; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2711) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment by increasing the duty on granite, freestone, etc., im- 
ported into the United States; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 2712) to reimburse the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts for expenses incurred in pro- 
tecting bridges on main railroad lines and under direction of 
the commanding general Eastern Department, United States 
Army, and the commandant navy yard, Charlestown, Mass.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2713) to provide for the payment of as- 
sessments for the benefits for opening of streets, avenues, roads, 
and alleys in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2714) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Miami, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 2715) to repeal the day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 2716) for the relief of 
the Museum of New Mexico, which is a part of the educational 
system of New Mexico; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 2717) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Ridgway, county seat 
of Elk County, State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or 


| fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2718) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Warren, county seat of Warren County, 
State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2719) authorizing the Secretary of War tu 


| donate to the city of Tionesta, county seat of Forest County, 





Service and consuls general to vacancies arising in the rank | 
of minister; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2720) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Franklin, county seat of Venango 
County, State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2721) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mercer, county seat of Mercer County, 
State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2722) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Greenville, county seat of Mercer 
County, State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 2723) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at De Ridder, La.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2724) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the cities of Crowley, Oberlin, De Ridder, Lake 
Charles, Cameron, Ville Platte, Opelousas, and Jennings, La., 
each, two German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 2725) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of St. Marys, in the State 
of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2726) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building thereon, and authority 
to sell the present Federal building in the city of Lima, Ohio; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2727) to provide for the re- 
tirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other benefits and purposes in connection therewith; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 2728) to repeal the law 
known as the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 2729) to authorize the erection 
and completion of a public building at Binghamton, N. Y.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 2730) for the relief of con- 
tractors and subcontractors for post offices and other buildings 
and work under the supervision of the Treasury Department, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. PAIGE: A bill (H. R. 2731) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the third congressional district in 
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Massachusetts 25 cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res. 49) to in- 
vestigate the Bureau of Industrial Housing and Transportation 
and the United States Housing Corporation; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. Res. 50) 
directing the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to 
recommend such legislation as may be found advantageous and 
necessary to promote the advancement of the American 
merchant marine; to the Committee on Rules. 

ty Mr. PAIGE: Resolution (H. Res. 51) directing the Clerk 
of the House to post conspicuously in the House wing of the 
Capitol and in the House Office Building notices of committee 
hearings in advance thereof; to the Committee on Accounts. 

3y Mr. LEHLBACH: Resolution (H. Res. 52) to provide a 
clerk to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service; to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) to sus- 
pend the requirements of annual assessment work on mining 
claims during the year 1919; te the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. WELTY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: Joint resolution (H. J, Res. 
59) creating a commission to report a plan for the adoption 
of a national budget system; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

3y the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Colorado, commending Congress for passing joint 
resolution No. 204; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of North 
Dakota, favoring the establishment of a league of nations; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States empowering Congress to regulate the hours of 
labor ; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to Federal taxation of the income of manu- 
facturers employing women or minors for excessive working 
hours; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of New 
Mexico, asking that irrigation possibilities in the county of San 
Juan, N. Mex., be investigated by the Secretary of the Interior 
and made a part of his program of irrigation of arid lands; to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring an early discharge from the United States 
Army all soldiers, except those in the Regular Army, who desire 
to be discharged; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Nevada, 
relative to the needs of the Stewart Indian Institute; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring the increase of pensions to maimed Civil 
War soldiers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, memorial from the Legislature of the State of New 
Hampshire, favoring the establishment of a league of nations; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring the extending by Congress to members of 
local and district boards, Government appeal agents, and mem- 
bers of medical and legal advisory boards the thanks of Con- 
gress for their services rendered in the administration of the 
selective-service law; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring an early consummation of peace and the sub- 
sequent establishment of a league of nations; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Nevada, 
favoring the establishment of a league of nations to enforce 
peace and aim at promoting the liberty, progress, and orderly 
development of the world; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
praying that the Congress of the United States of America en- 
act into law Senate bill No. 940; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial from the Missouri State Senate, urging Con- 
gress to grant relief to Mrs. Blanche Clements Winters, whose 
husband, with three of his companions, was murdered at Camp 
Funston, Kans., by Capt. Lewis Whisler, of the United States 
Army, on January 11, 1918, while in the discharge of his duty 
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guarding $52,000; to the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
relating to the navigation of the Missouri River; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Montana, 
favoring the passage of such legislation as will provide for the 
deportation of undesirable foreigners who claimed exemption 
from military service on the ground of being citizens of a neu- 
tral country; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Minne- 
sota, urging the immediate release and discharge of all persons 
from Minnesota in the Army Engineer Corps, and in other mili- 
tary branches of the Army and Navy; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, urging Congress to pass legislation relative to aliens 
who avoided military service in the present war; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
urging the Congress of the United States to refund insurance 
premiums paid by soldiers, sailors, and marines under the soldiers’ 
and sailors’ insurance act during the war, and to permit such 
soldiers, sailors, and marines to continue such insurance after 
discharge; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
California, relating to war lonns made to the allied Governments 
by the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
relative to the restoration of soldiers, sailors, and marines to the 
pension rolls of the United States ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
relative to the retirement on annuities of men and women in 
the employment of the United States who are over the age of 68 
years ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
relative to the allotments of soldiers upon their discharge from 
the Army of the United States; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
relative to a stricter examination of national banks by the Fed- 
eral Government; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
relative to the extension of benefits of legislation relating to the 
reservation and distribution of Government lands to include the 
Spanish-American War veterans ; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. . 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
relative to the purchase by the Grain Corporation of the Food 
Administration of the United States of beans produced in Cali- 
fornia in preference to those produced in the Orient; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 2782) granting a pension 
to Jacob L. Cunningham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2733) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Guilliams ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2734) for the 
relief of Mrs, William C, O’Brien; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 2735) granting a pension to 
Adellan M. Fairchild ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Bivans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVILLA: A bill (H. R. 2737) granting an increas 
of pension to Isabel R. Rockwell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2738) to restore Juan Maysonet, late quar- 
termaster sergeant, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, 
to his rank as of July 15, 1917; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

sy Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 2739) granting a pension to 
Mrs. E. L. Ellis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of 
Maude H. Mosher; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2741) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Saylstrom; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) to reimburse Horace A. Chouinard, 
chaplain in the Twenty-third Infantry, for loss of certain per- 
sonal property; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 2743) granting a gension to 
Barton EF, Conner; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 2745) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Vermeulen; te the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) granting an increase of pension to 
Soren V. Kalsem ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) granting a pension to Oliver P. 
Jackson ; to the Committe on Pensions. : 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2748) for the relief of 
Sarah J. Ireland; to the Committee on Chims. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 2749) for the 
relief of legal representatives of Dr. W. D. Barnett, deceased, late 
of Cleveland County, Ark.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Lllinois: A bill (H. R. 2750) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry C. Graham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2751) granting a pension to 
Peter Beebe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2752) granting a pension to Caroline 
Deibert ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2753) granting a pension to Mary J. McKay ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to 
Mary Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRAUS: A bill (H. R. 2755) granting a pension to 
James Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2756) granting a pension to Malick W. 
Carson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2757) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Pier ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2758) granting a pension to Lucy A. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2759) granting a pension to Jonas Bolen, 
alias James Bowlen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) granting a pension to Gertrude Bal- 
lou; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) granting a pension to Abraham 
Beachy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2762) granting a pension to William H. 
Culler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2763) granting a pension to Wayne L. 
Dickey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) granting a pension to Edward 
Gaines; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2765) granting a pension to Sarah Elizabeth 
Keplinger ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting a pension to Blanche Luster ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2767) granting a pension to George B. 
Locke; to the Committee on Pensions. < 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2768) granting a pension to Christopher C. 
Ogden ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2769) granting a pension to Peter Poirier ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) granting a pension to Mardora C. 
Parker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2771) granting a pension to Joseph E. 
Sulkoski; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2772) granting a pension to Julia I. 
Zedaker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2773) granting a pension to Louis B. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2774) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) granting an increase of pension 
William T. Stott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2776) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Perry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2777) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred McFeely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting an increase of pension 
William G. Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis C. Lillard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) granting an increase of pension to 
Chauncey B. Knowlton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Harrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Harmen; to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2783) granting an increase of pension to 
Mansfield Felton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2784) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Davidson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Culbertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting an increase of pension 


to 
Nimrod Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Barber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Denton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Cash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 2790) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Little; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) granting an increase of pension 
Oliver N. Mowrer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) granting an increase of pension 
Harry Olds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2793) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Pefley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2794) granting an increase of pension 
Joshua Priest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) granting an increase of nension 
Lemuel U. Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2796) granting an increase of pension 
Elijah Parrish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2797) granting an increase of pension 
Franklin J. Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) granting an increase of pension 
Mannon Street; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) granting an increase of pension 
Austin Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2800) granting an increase of pension 
John Murphy; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2801) granting an mcrease 
Russell F. Oliver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) granting an increase 
Peter F. O’Brien; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2803) granting an increase 
Frank Lynch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Lloyd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS: A Dill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension 
William Washburn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2806) granting a pension to George 
Poust; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2807) granting a pension to Lettie E. 
Beisser ; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2808) granting a pension to Mary A. Brace; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry A, McKibben ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2810) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Chatham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward H. Dalton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) granting an increase of pensien to 
Martin V. Stanton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R, 2813) fer the relief of the 
estate of Henry Ware, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and others; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) for the relief of Arthur J. Coney, sole 
heir of L. J. J. Coney, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2816) to reimburse the postmaster at Bayou 
Chicot, La., for money taken by burglars; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 2817) granting a pension to 
Philip E. Hartman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2819) granting a pension to Susan Purcell 
and six minor children; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Tillson; to the Committee on Invilid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 2821) for the relief of Mrs, 


to 
to 
to 
to 


to 


to 
to 
to 
to 
to 
of pension to 
of pension to 
of pension to 
to 
to 


H. 


G. Abbott Rogers; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 2823) for the 
relief of William J. Nagel, postmaster, Detroit, Mich.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 








By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2824) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Walsh; to the Committee 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: A bill (H. R. 2825) granting a pension to 

Arthur A. Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 2826) granting a pension to 

Floyd J. Gaines; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 2827) for the relief of Edith 
Macon, sole heir of the estate of .Davis W. and Elizabeth 
W. Bailey, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 2828) granting a pension to 

James R. Mowry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) granting a pension to Alva C. Foster ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) granting a pension to Joseph A. 

Beckmeyer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) granting a pension to Blanche Bun- 
ger: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Henry M. 

Agenbroad; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2833) granting a pension to George F. 

Swob; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) granting an increase of pension to 

Isaac W. Anderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2835) for the relief of the Central Building 

& Loan Co., of Lima, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2836) granting a pension to William B. 

Stroope; to the Committee on Pensions. 


on 


B. 
L. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

sy the SPEAKER: Petition in behalf of 50,000 Cherokee 
Indians, urging passage of strict prohibition law against the 
manufacture and sale of liquors; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

ty Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of George Feaver, jr., president 
Fresno County (Calif.) Farm Bureau, urging support of rec- 
ommendation of Secretary of Agriculture regarding amounts to 
be appropriated for agricultural work; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of certain residents of the city 
of Schenectady, N. Y., praying for immediate repeal of section 
904 of the revenue law of 1918; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. CURRY of California: Resolutions adopted at the annual 
convention of Pacific coast section of the National Electric Light 
Association, protesting against an appropriation for the use of 
the Bureau of Standards in establishing standards of ethics for 
certain public-service corporations; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

sy Mr. DYER: Petition of National Garment Retailers’ Asso- 
ciation, from every section of the United States, asking for re- 
peal of section 904 of luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Board of Aldermen of city of St. Louis, urg- 
ing that surplus foodstuffs be distributed and placed upon mar- 
ket of this country that it will reduce prices upon necessities of 
life to our citizens; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of electors of the town of La Grange, 
Wis.; farmers, voters, and taxpayers of- Melvina, Norwalk, 
and Welving, Wis., urging repeal of daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Joliet, opposing repeal of the present zone system for 
second-class mail; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Resolutions of the high-school principals 
of the State of California, indorsing plan of a league of na- 
tions and favoring the creation of a Federal department of 
education ; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolution of Needles Lodge No. 762, Needles, Calif., 
Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, relative to Government control 
of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KIESS: Petition of citizens of Potter County, Pa., 
favoring the repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of James R. Evans, 1419 
Eutaw Place, and Paul Kehling, 1606 Pennsylvania Avenue, both 
of Baltimore, Md., asking support of initiative and referendum 
amendment to the Constitution of United States; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Maryland-District of Columbia Retail 
Clothiers’ Association, the Hub, National Garment Retailers’ 
Association, and retail merchants from Baltimore, Md., and all | 
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sections of the country, protesting against luxury tax and ask- 
ing repeal of section 904; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henry Wessel Co., Baltimore, Md., asking 
for repeal of section 904 of the revenue law of 1918; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of many citizens of the city of Syra- 
cuse, N. Y., protesting against the imposition of luxury taxes 
and asking for the immediate repeal of section 904 of revenue 
law of 1918, as well as the other sales taxes in title 9; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Papers to accompany House bill 1306; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, favoring repeal of so-called luxury tax; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of 271 citizens of Garfield County, 
Okla., for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 175 citizens of Harper County, Okla., for the 
repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Farm Bureau, Imperial-County, 
Calif., urging the adoption of Secretary Lane’s bill for soldiers’ 
settlement; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Medical Society of State of California, pro- 
testing against any curtailment of the activities of United 
States Public Health Service; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of Highland Park 
Presbyterian Church, 900 members; and Ministerial Union of 
Long Beach, both of California, urging against repeal of war 
prohibition and praying for enactment of enforcement legis- 
lation; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of First Presbyterian Church of Long Beach, 
Calif., against repeal of war prohibition; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. ROWAN: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Alder- 
men of New York City, relating to mail tubes; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions and petitions adopted by New York concerns, 
urging the repeal of the luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Fur Dressers’ and Fur Dyers’ Association 
(Ine.), of New York City, protesting against the luxury tax of 
10 per cent on fur; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions by National Guard Association, requesting 
Congress to take necessary steps at once to establish a National 
Guard Corps of the Army of United States, under administra- 
tion of the National Guard Bureau of the War Department; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of publicity committee on reconstruction of 
Chicago, Ill., urging repeal of 10 per cent tax on athletic goods ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of members of 
Warsaw (N. Y.) Grange, No. 1088, urging the repeal of the so- 
called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: 
Publishers’ Association of New York City, representing the 
daily newspapers of New York and Brooklyn, relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter and cost of service; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Resolutions adopted by the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 24, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: . 

God our Father, whose spirit permeates all space with rays 
divine, bring us, we beseech Thee, en rapport with Thee, that 
our acts may be in consonance with Thy purposes, and thus may 
we hallow Thy name in thought, word, and deed, and be able at 
the close of this day to ask Thy blessing upon our work. In 
the spirit of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr.-Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 2480, the Indian appropriation bill, 
with Mr. LoneworrH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 


The CHAIRMAN. General debate is exhausted, and the Clerk 
will proceed with the reading of the bill for amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SURVEYING AND ALLOTTING INDIAN RESERVATIONS (REIMBURSABLE), 


For the survey, resurvey, classification, and allotment of lands in 
severalty under the provisions of the act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stat. 
L., p. 388), entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to Indians,” and under any other act or acts providing for 
the survey or allotment of Indian lands, $10,000, to be repaid propor- 
tionally out of any Indian moneys held in trust or otherwise by the 
United States and available by law for such reimbursable purposes: 
Provided, That no part of said sum shall be used for the survey, resur- 
vey, classification, or allotment of any land in severalty on the public 
domain to any Indian, whether of the Navajo or other tribes, within the 
State of New Mexico and the State of Arizona, who was not residing 
upon the public domain prior to June 30, 1914. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to direct the chairman’s attention to the fact that 
in line 13 there is a word that evidently is misspelled. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will cor- 


rect it. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the relief and care of destitute Indians not otherwise provided for, 
and for the prevention and treatment of tuberculosis, trachoma, small- 
pox, and other contagious and infectious diseases, including transporta- 
tion of patients to and from hospitals and sanatoria, $385,000, of which 
$10,000 shall be used to care for old and indigent Indians in western 
Washington, and of which sum $25.000 shall be oe available: 
Provided, That not to exceed $45,000 of said amount may be expended 
in the construction and equipment of new hospitals at a unit cost of 
not exceeding $15,000: Provided further, That this appropriation may 
be used also for general medical and surgical treatment of Indians, in- 


oo the maintenance and operation of general hospitals, where no 
u 


other funds are applicable or available for that purpose: Provided fur- 
ther, That out of the appropriation herein authorized there shall be 
available for the maintenance of the sanatoria and hospitals hereinafter 
named, and for incidental and all other expenses for their proper con- 
duct and management, including pay of employees, repairs, equipment, 
and improvements, not to exceed the following amounts: Blackfeet Hos- 
pital, Montana, $12,500; Carson Hospital, Nevada, $10,000; Cheyenne 
and Arapahoe Hospital, Oklahoma, $10,000; Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Hospital, Oklahoma, $35,000; Fort Lapwai Sanatorium, Idaho, $40,000 ; 
Laguna Sanatorium, New Mexico, $17,000; Mescalero Hospital, New 
Mexico, $10,000; Navajo Sanatorium, Arizona, $10,000; Pima Hospital, 
Arizona, $10,000; Phoenix Sanatorium, Arizona, $40,000; Spokane Hos- 
ital, Washington, $10,000; Sac and Fox Sanatorium, Iowa, $25,000; 
furtle Mountain Hospital, North Dakota, $10,000; Winnebago Hospital, 
Nebraska, $15,000 ; Crow Creek Hospital, South Dakota, $10,000 ; Hoopa 
Valley Hospital, California, $10,000; Jicarilla Hospital, New Mexico, 
$10,000 ; Truxton Canyon camp hospital, Arizona, $10,000 ; Indian Oasis 
Hospital, Arizona, $10,000, 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HAyppn: Page 6, line 16, 
“$385,000 ”’ and insert in lieu thereof ** $375,000.” 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment to 
correct what is clearly a clerical error in the bill. The bill as 
it passed the House allowed $375,000. It was amended in the 
Senate and the amount was increased to $385,000. The con- 
ferees did not agree to it and the Senate receded. It shows in 
the report that the amount should be $375,000, and therefore I 
move the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SUPPORT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for other educational and industrial purposes in connection 
therewith, $1,750,000, of which sum not to exceed $25,000 shall be 
immediately available: Provided, That not to exceed $40,000 of this 
amount may be used for the a and education of deaf and dumb 
or blind Indian children: Provided further, That not mere $200,000 
of the amount herein appropriated may be expended for the tuition 
of Indian children enrolled in the public schools: And provided further, 
That no part of this appropriation shall be used for the support of 
Indian day and industrial schools where specific appropriation is made. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order to ask, in view of the fact that the present fiscal 
year is nearly ended, why the necessity for making $25,000 of 
this appropriation immediately available. They have been able 


strike out 
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to proceed without these funds up to this time. Why not let 
this go on? 

Mr. SNYDER. When the bill was considered nearly four 
months age, we were informed at that time by the commissioner 
that the funds would not last through. I think this is the only 
place in the bill where we have permitted any funds to become 
immediately available. On account of influenza and other 
emergency matters, they asked that next year much of the fund 
should be immediately available. But in all other sections of 
the bill we have made it a rule to cut out the “immediately 
available” proposition. 

Mr. WALSH. That was the condition four months ago? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. But does the gentleman think that we should 
make $25,000 of this specific appropriation available for the re- 
mainder of the current fiscal year? 

Mr. SNYDER. I think we should at this time. 

Mr. WALSH. It seems to me that even if they require any 
funds or their appropriation is not sufficient that they might 
well get along without dipping into the next year’s appropriation. 

Mr. SNYDER. It has been the rule under this section to do 
that very thing, to make a certain amount of funds immediately 
available each year, and we kept the item down as small as it is 
advisable to do. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I will withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next item. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word in order to—— 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, is it not the rule to finish a 
paragraph before making an amendment? 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I thought it was finished. 

Mr. SNYDER. They are reading a new paragraph. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I wanted to ask a question 
under support of Indian schools. 

Mr. SNYDER. Let the Clerk finish the reading of the para- 
graph first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction, lease, purchase, repair, and improvement of school 
and agency buildings, including the purchase of necessary lands and the 
installation, repair, and improvement of heating, lighting. power, and 
sewerage and water systems in connection therewith, $335,000: Pro- 
vided, That this appropriation shall be available for the payment of 
salaries and expenses of persons employed in the supervision of con- 
struction or repair work of bridges and on school and agency buildings 
in the Indian Service: Provided further, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior is authorized to allow employees in the Indian Service, who are 
furnished quarters, necessary heat and light for such quarters without 
charge, such heat and light to be paid for out of the fund chargeable 
with the cost of heating und lighting other buildings at the same place: 
And provided further, That the amount so expended for agency purposes 
shall not be included in the maximum amounts for compensation of em- 
ployees prescribed by section 1, act of August 24, 1912. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. It was the other paragraph 
that I wished to inquire about. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move te strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. GARD. Pending that, I wanted to ask the chairman of 
the committee if the result of the committee of conference on 
this bill in the last session determined the amount on page §, 
line 16, to be $335,000 or $350,000? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I have the figures right here. 
The bill as it passed the House carried $350,000. It was reduced 
in conference to $335,000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have been 
authorized by the Republican members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to state to the House—— 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is pro- 
ceeding out of order. I would be glad to have him ask unanimous 
consent to proceed out of order if he wants to. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Then I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mission to preceed out of order. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that there now sits in the 
gallery a young man who has been recognized by all the com- 
manding generals of the Army as having accomplished the 
greatest individual feat of the recent World War, Sergt. Alvin 
C. York; of Company G, Three hundred znd twenty-eighth 
Regiment, Eighty-second Division. [Applause.] 


The gentleman from Michigan asks per- 
Is there objection? 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


PER CAPITA COST. 


That hereafter, except for pay of superintendents and for transporta- 
ion of goods and supplies and transportation of pupils, not more than 
$225 shall be expended from appropriations made in this act, or any 
other act, for the annual support and education of any one pupil in 
any Indian school, unless the attendance in any school shall be less 
than 200 pupils, in which case the Secretary of the Interior may 
authorize a per capita expenditure of not to exceed $250: Provided, 
That the total amount appropriated for the support of such school shall 
not be exceeded: Provided further, That the number of pupils in any 
schooi entitled to the per capita allowance hereby provided for shall be 
as m average attendance, determined by dividing the total daily 
atter » by the number of days the school is in session: Provided 
urther, That all moneys appropriated for school purposes among the 

dians for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, may be expended, 
vithout restriction as to per capita expenditure, for the annual sup- 

ri and education of any one pupil in any school. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. I should like to ask the necessity for increasing 
the amount for the maintenance of each pupil $25 above cur- 
rent law? 

Mr. SNYDER. That was done for two reasons. First, be- 
cause of the great increase in the cost of supplies, and so forth, 
necessary for the maintenance of the pupils; secondly, because 
heretofore the amount was based upon the enrollment and not 
upon the attendance. The gentleman will note that this amount 
is to be computed upon the average attendance and does not 
apply to the number enrolled. It was thought necessary to 
ncrease the amount for the maintenance of each pupil a cer- 
tain per cent, due to the great increase in the cost of main- 

nce. 


. WALSH. You have changed the method of ascertaining 


» per capita allowance, so that now it is provided that it 


iall be based upon the average attendance, obtained by divid- 
ing the total daily attendance by the number of days the school 
is in Do all these schools begin their terms and termi- 
nate them at the same date? 

Mr. SNYDER. They all begin them at practically the same 
date, but they do not all terminate at the same date, due to the 
fact that occasionally they run out of funds and have to stop 

‘vere the regular closing date. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order upon the second proviso, on page 10, where they change 
the methel of determining the per capita allowance. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve the point of order until I get a little 
more information. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I can give the gentleman this much informa- 
tion: The method which has been finally adopted of dividing 
the average attendance by the total number of days the school is 
in session is the method followed by practically every State in 
the Union in apportioning State school funds. It is obviously 
unfair to divide the attendance by 365 days when the school is 
in operation only eight or nine months. It was for that reason 
that this change was made. Taking the total number of days the 
school is actually in session as the divisor by which to get the 
average attendance is fair to all schools; but to divide the at- 
tendance by 365, the total number of days in a year, was not 
only unfair but unworkable; therefore the committee made this 
change. 

Mr. WALSH. This method has been followed for a great many 
vears. 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; asa matter of fact it has not. The truth 
of the matter is that this limitation was placed upon the appor- 
tionment of Indian funds some years ago. It was tried then 
and found to be unworkable, and in every Indian appropriation 
bill thereafter until two years ago that limitation was removed 
by a special provision in the bill. Last year the same difficulty 
occurred and they are now trying to make the law workable by 
dividing by the number of days of attendance in school rather 
than by 365. I believe this new method will prove to be much 
more satisfactory. 

Mr. WALSH. Was this provision in thé law two years ago 
and three years ago? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; there was a provision in the Indian appro- 
priation bills running back for a number of years, saying that 
for that particular fiscal year the limitation with respect to the 
apportionment of Indian funds should not apply. In other 
words, a general limitation was enacted some years ago which 
was found to be unworkable, and each year that limitation was 
lifted. 

Mr. CARTHR. If the gentleman will permit me for a minute, 
I will state that a great many years ago a limitation was placed 
on expenditures for schools, outside of the superintendents’ sal- 
aries and the transportation of goods, of $167 per capita. About 
10 years ago it was found that that amount would not suffice 
for the education of these pupils for a 10 months’ school; so at 


session. 
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that time a provision was placed in the bill exempting the 
amount appropriated in that bill from that provision. That was 
carried along until two years ago, at which time the exemption 
was stricken out by the House, reinstated in the Senate, and then 
stricken out in conference. It was found that the schools were 
going to be unable to operate, and so the Indian Committee was 
called together, and we recommended that this maximum be in- 
creased to $200 per capita. That was adopted by Congress and 
has been followed since until an increase was authorized last 
year. The Indian Bureau has insisted at all times that in ap- 
plying the $200 per capita the average enrollment should be 
taken rather than the average attendance, which was not a 
true statement of the case at all. For instance, a child would 
be enrolled and attend school for a few days and then would not 
be at school again for the session, and yet they might be per- 
mitted to expend $200 for the entire year for such attendance. 

Mr. WALSH. The result is the less the Indian goes to school 
the more the per capita costs. 

Mr. CARTER. No; it is just the opposite under this provi- 
sion. 

Mr. WALSH. The law calls for a per capita of $200 or $225, 
and now you are increasing it. 

Mr. CARTER. The general law provides for a per capita of 
$167. Heretofore we have carried the exemption in the bill, as 
I have stated, and finally we raised it for the current year to 
$200; but that was based on enrollment. This bases it on the 
actual attendance, so that if a child goes to school only so many 
days he is only paid for so many days. Under the old method 
of enrollment, if he left school he might be charged for the entire 
term, his name not being stricken off and the pay being drawn 
and distributed among the other pupils. 

Mr. WALSH. Two hundred and twenty-five dollars and $25¢ 
is merely a limitation. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. SNYDER. If the gentleman will notice the hearings on 
page 38, he will find the following: 

Mr. HastTiIncs. Where would you get the money to run the schoot 
under this last proviso—that is, to make this legislation applicable 
to this year—if we haven't already made a sufficient appropriation? 

Mr. Meritt. The schools this year will get the benefit of the change 
in the word “attendance” to “ enrollment,” and they can figure thelr 
expenses on the basis of enrollment rather than on attendance. 

We had a long and careful investigation made of that, and 
they fought vigorously to have the bill made up based on ene 
rollment and not on attendance, and that was why we made the 
bill as it is. 

Mr. WALSH. Who was it that fought vigorously? 

Mr. SNYDER. The Indian Bureau. 

Mr. CARTER. It is based on attendance, so that there might 
not be any camouflage about it. 

Mr. SNYDER. There was no niggardness about it on the part 
of the committee; the committee fixed in the bill an amount 
which will take care abundantly of every pupil that attends the 
school. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, still further reserving the point 
of order, I would like to ask what is the necessity for permit- 
ting the current appropriation to be expended without restric- 
tion, as provided in the last proviso of the section? 

Mr. SNYDER. That was due to the same thing that I spoke 
about before. The influenza came on and used up the fund 
beyond what they expected, and this was to give a little leeway 
in the matter for the balance of this year. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reserva- 
tion of a point of order. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, still further reserving the point 
of order, I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman of the 
committee. How many Indian schools are there where the at- 
tendance is more than 200? 

Mr. SNYDER. I think there are 10. 

Mr. GARD. How many Indian schools are there altogether? 

Mr. SNYDER. Outside of the reservation schools, there 
are 29. 

Mr. CARTER. I think the chairman might explain the dif- 
ference between reservation and nonreservation schools. 

Mr. SNYDER. ‘Twenty-nine are strictly boarding schools ap- 
propriated for gratuitously and separately. The item in the 
bill calls for $1,750,000 for separate maintenance of the schools. 

Mr. GARD. I am in favor of the education of the Indians, 
and I was wondering why it would not be wise to make a maxi- 
mum allowance for all of them. 

Mr. SNYDER. I was asked yesterday to give the amount in 
the bill. appropriated for the purposes of schools. Of the 
$5,200,000 in the bill, $4,370,000 is used wholly for educational 
purposes for the Indian schools. A very large amount of money 
appropriated is not reimbursable in this bill for the education 
of the Indian children. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The reservation of a point of order is with- 
drawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That section 2138 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is 
hereby amended so as to read as follows: “‘ That where restricted In- 
dians are in possession or control of live stock purchased for or issued 
to them by the Government, or the increase therefrom, such stock 
shall not be sold, transferred, mortgaged, or otherwise disposed of, 
except with the consent in writing of the superintendent or other officer 
in pvt of the tribe to which the owner or possessor of the live 
stock belongs, and ail transactions in violation of this provision shall 
be void. All such live stock so purchased or issued and the increase 
therefrom belonging to restricted Indians and grazed in the Indian 
country shall be branded with the I D or reservation brand of the 
jurisdiction to which the owners of such stock belong, and shall not 
be removed from the Indian country except with the consent in writing 
of the superintendent or other officer in charge of the tribe to which 
the owner or possessor of such live stock belongs, or by order of the 
Secretary of War, in connection with the movement of troops. Every 
person who violates the provisions of this section by selling or otherwise 
disposing of such stock, purchasing, or otherwise acquiring an interest 
therein, or by removing such stock from the Indian country, shall be 
fined not less than $500 nor more than $1,000, or imprisoned not less 
than six months or more than one year, or both such fine and im- 
prisoument.” 

Mr. SNYDER. 
tee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 18, line 8, change the figures “$500” to “ $50 
line 9, strike out the words “ six months” and substitute therefor 
days,” so that the section will read : 

““ Every person who violates the provisions of this section by selling 
or otherwise disposing of such stock, purchasing, or otherwise acquiring 
an interest therein, or by removing such stock from the Indian country, 
shall be fined not less than $50 nor more than $1,000, or imprisoned 
not less than 30 days or more than one year, or both such fine and 
imprisonment.” 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the benefit of the 
committee that this matter pertains to the sale of stock which 
is provided for restricted Indians by the Government. As the 
law exists to-day the restricted Indians can do business among 
themselves, but they. can not sell stock to a white man. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I want to invite the attention of the chair- 
man to the word “or,” in line 9, on page 18, after the words 
“one year,” and suggest that that ought to be “ nor,” just as it is 
in line 8. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I accept that suggestion, and 
ask that the amendment be so modified. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
modified as suggested. 

There was no objection. ° 

Mr. SNYDER. 
consideration of this question this morning, with nearly the 
whole committee present, that the minimum penalty was too 
great an amount for an ignorant restricted Indian.. There is no 
limitation upon the court. He may make it as much as he 
pleases, but we believe that in justice to the Indian the mini- 
mum amount of the penalty should be reduced as set forth in 
the amendment. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, this whole paragraph, beginning 
on page 17, line 11, is subject to a point of order as being new 
legislation, is it not? 

Mr. SNYDER. It is not new legislation as I understand it. 
This amendment is an extension of the law. 

Mr. GARD. I was not intending to make the point of order, 
but was merely inquiring whether it is new legislation. 

Mr. CARTER. It changes existing law, but the point of order 
would not lie now, because debate has been had upon it. 

Mr. GARD. What is the existing law? 

Mr. CARTER. The existing law provides: that the Indian, 
as I think the gentleman in charge of the bill stated, may sell 
his property to another Indian but may not sell it to a white 
man. That is to say, they may trade this property, which is 
given to them by the Government, to either a restricted or a non- 
restricted Indian. A nonrestricted Indian may sell his prop- 
erty to anyone, so there has grown up a custom on the reserva- 
tion whereby a white man would get an unrestricted Indian to 
buy the property of a restricted Indian and then in turn sell 
that property to a white man. This proposes to take care of 
that situation. 

Mr. SNYDER. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following commit- 
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This makes them all amenable to the law. 
Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. REAVIS. Some of the transactions that would make an 
Indian amenable to this provision of the statute are trifling 
in character. 

Mr. SNYDER. ‘Very trifling, indeed. 

Mr. REAVIS. Does not the gentleman believe that even the 
minimum established by the amendment in some instances 
would be too high? 


"+ same page, 


It was thought by the committee after careful | 
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Mr. SNYDER. In some instances. 

Mr. REAVIS. Why not amend this so as to leave the maxi- 
mum and provide that he shall be fined not more than $1,000, 
leaving it to the discretion of the court? 

Mr. SNYDER. That suggestion would be agreeable to me. 

Mr. CARTER. I think that would be perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. REAVIS. Shall I offer such an amendment? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. And why not also cut down the term of 
imprisonment? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
his amendment. ‘ 

Mr. REAVIS. On page 18, line 8, strike out the words “ not 
less than $500” and insert in lieu thereof “in any sum,” so 

| that it will read “shall be fined in any sum not more than 
| $1,000.” 

| Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, before the chairman of the 
| committee accepts that amendment let me make a suggestion 
to him. I have tried a great many of these cases in the Indian 
eountry, and I do not believe the amendment will accomplish 
what the gentleman thinks it will. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that the Clerk 

| first report the amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. REAviIs: Page 18, line 8, strike out the 
words “not less than $500 nor” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“in any sum not.” 

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I have not yet completed the 
amendment. I would like to add to that, if the Clerk will take 
it down as a part of the amendment, in line 9, to strike out the 
words “less than six months or”™ and in line 8 insert between 
the words “ imprisoned” and “ not,” at the end of the line, the 
word “for,” so that it will read “or imprisoned for not more 
than one year.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Nebraska to the fact that that is not properly 
an amendment to the committee amendment, but it is more in 

| the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. REAVIS. Very well; I offer it as a substitute. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, may we have the substitute 
reported ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute offered by Mr. REAviIS: Page 18, line 8, strike out the 
words “not less than $500 nor” and insert in lieu thereof “in any 
sum not,” and on page 18, line 8, after the word “ imprisoned,” insert 
the word “ for,” and on line 9 strike out the words “ less than six months 
or,” so that as amended the line will read “ shall be fined in any sum 
not more than $1,000, or imprisoned for not more than one year, or 
both such fine and imprisonment.” 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Nebraska a sentence of one year would be pretty severe, 
and I think we might change that and make it six months. 

Mr. REAVIS. Well, inasmuch as the discretion is permitted 
| to the trial court to fix the penalty, and only the maximum is 

placed in the law, the fact that we make it one year does noi 
make it at all obligatory upon the court to fix that as the penalty. 

Mr. CARTER. Except the court might take that as indicating 
what the punishment might be, as courts sometimes do. 

Mr. FERRIS. That is the usual working of it. 

Mr. CARTER. I think it ought to be really reduced. I 
think 

Mr. REAVIS. .Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
change my substitute so as to insert the words “six months” 
in lieu of the words “ one year.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to modify his substitute as suggested. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered in the nature of a substitute 
to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended by the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| 

| 

Page 18, line 10, after the word “ imprisonment,” insert: 
“Provided, That the penalty and prohibition herein ptovided for shall 


The gentleman from Nebraska will state 


not apply to personal property purchased from the personal funds of 
individual allottees.” 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, now I do not know what 
view the committee may take of it, but I want to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the ‘actual practice of this Indian 
personal property. Here is an Indian who has trust funds in 

| the Treasury of the United States, or rather in the hands of 
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the superintendent. That individual Indian. makes application 
to his agent to buy a team or a binder or mower or a rake or a 
plow or something of that kind for his use in connection 
with his allotment. He makes application to his superintendent 
for a quota of his ewn funds, not the Government’s funds, to 
buy some piece of personal property that he needs and desires, 
from his own personal funds, money he has inherited or that has 
been assembled from the sale of his land or something of that 
sort. In such case I do not think he ought to be put under 
punishment if he drives his team or his cow, purchased in 
this way, 10 miles off the reservation, and I do not think we 
ought to fine him or put him under punishment even if he sells 
or encumbers property that he has purchased or has had pur- 
chased for him with his own money. I think the statute 
has been wrong all the time, and I believe it is wrong now, 
and I really think the committee should confine this penal code 
to personal property purchased from Government gratuity ap- 
propriation, to which I have no objection. There are numerous 
instances of gratuity appropriations for Indians for the pur- 
chase of cattle or horses, which are branded on the left shoul- 
der “I D,” which means the Interior Department. The Indian 
should not be permitted to mortgage or hypothecate property 
which the Government has given him; but I think he should 
have the right to handle his own personal property derived from 
funds from his own individual account. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will not trouble arise in determining what 
is his personal fund? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not think there is any trouble about that. 
They can brand the property purchased from gratuity funds and 
let alone the property purchased from their own funds. 

Mr. McKEOWN. The gentleman knows there is many an 
Indian who will go and dispose of personal property as soon 
as he can get it; that he will go to the agent and get him 
to buy property in order to get the money; that he will take it 
immediately and sell it and put the money in his pocket. 

Mr. FERRIS. The answer to that is nine times out of ten 
when he goes to get the money from the agent he does not get 
it. The agent has discretion. He may grant or refuse any re- 
quest. The agent is absolute. He can say yes or no, and there 
is no appeal. He can grant or deny, and no one can question. 
He has the widest powers. They have been buying too many 
Liberty bonds, too many of them serving in the Army, to reenact 
such statutes as this relative to their personal property. 

Mr. ELSTON. That is the question I was going to ask. Are 
gratuities paid in money to the Indian before he makes the pur- 
chase? 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, no; as a rule, not. They buy his property 
for him. They supply discretion and everything else for him. 

Mr. ELSTON. Then there is no confusion in the matter of 
the mingling the two kinds of money in his own possession. Ii 
is a mere matter of purchase from one or the other, according 
to the way he wishes—— 

Mr. FERRIS. But if the gentleman will pardon me, they do 
not let him make the purchase. Suppose he says to the Indian 
agent that he wishes $300 to buy a wagon or $300 to buy a team 
of horses. The agent sends his farmer to see if they are worth 
the money or not. 

Mr. ELSTON. One further question. I notice the gentleman 
referred in his amendment to personal property. The section 
seems to refer to live stock only. 

Mr. FERRIS. That is personal property. 

Mr. ELSTON. The implication seems to be raised by the 
amendment that the section refers to any kind of personal prop- 
erty. He might use the phrase “such personal property” or 
use the term “live stock.” 

Mr. FERRIS. I am perfectly willing to make it live stock. 
I drew up the amendment very hurriedly. I did not wish to 
enlarge it. I merely intended to modify this penal code so that 
it would not apply to personal property purchased from their 
own funds. 

Mr. REAVIS. I have looked at the section carefully, and it 
seems to me the only property the misuse of which would come 
within the purview of this section is that property issued to him 
by the Government or purchased for him by the Government. 

Mr. FERRIS. They do it with his own money. Say here is 
a family of five, and one Indian dies and the other four mherit 
the money. They do not give them the money, but they put it 
in the hands of the agent, and the superintendent holds it and 
doles it out to them at $5, $10, or $15 at a time, as they are able 
to get it from him. Say the Indian comes and makes applica- 
tion to the agent and says that he wants to buy a pair of horses 
with which to farm or buy a pair of mules, which, we will say, 
cost $350. The agent will send his farmer to see if that team of 
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horses or team of mules is worth the $350, and if so they will 
let him buy it. 

This section as it stands would penalize the Indian who had 
purchased under Government supervision a team if he drove it 
off the reservation or ever sold it on a mortgage. I can not think 
this is right. I can not think it ought to be. The committee 
ought to change it. 

Mr. REAVIS. Is it the gentleman’s contention that the stock 
purchased for them by the Government is sought to be pur- 
chased for them by the Indians’ own money? 

Mr. FERRIS. Not always; and I am trying to separate the 
two cases. This bill is full of gratuity appropriations. I do 
not mean to say full of teo many of them. And necessarily so. 
Some Indian tribes do not have anything and Congress has to 
give them the money out of this gratuity. If such money from 
that gratuity appropriation is needed to buy stock, I am glad to 
have them brand it “I D” on the shoulder, and I am glad to 
have the statute apply, so that they can not sell it or drive it off 
the reservation. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. FERRIS. But for stock bought with their own money, 
for which they did not pay more than it was actually worth, 
and for which they have the approval of the Interior Depart- 
ment, I do not believe we ought to pass such statutes as this, 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, FERRIS. I will. 

Mr. SNYDER. I am in full sympathy with the suggestion, 
but I believe it will complicate matters and make it necessary 
perhaps to employ a few more inspectors and a few more peo- 
ple to sort all the herds and find out those that have the “I D” 
branded on them and those that do not. I feel that the Indian 
who receives his own money from tribal funds ought to have 
the right to purchase what he sees fit to purchase and to sell it. 
Here is the complication. This section is proposed to cover the 
sale of live stock that is handed to the Indian as a gratuity, 
for his use and which he has no right to sell. 

Mr. FERRIS. They do not stop there. 

Mr. SNYDER. I understand they do not. 

Mr. FERRIS. They go and brand the property as Interior 
Department property, even though they use the money of the 
Indian to buy and pay for it. 

Mr. SNYDER. I believe we have gone far enough in limit- 
ing this section when we have reduced the minimum fine. It 
ought to be determined by a court. I think at this time we 
ought to let it go. 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not want to be contentious about it. I 
think if the gentleman from New York lived on an Indian 
reservation, as I do, where the Indian superintendent is several 
counties away, and they have to spend half the value of a horse 
to see if the agent will let them buy horses, trade horses, or sell 
horses, he would think that it is more than we ought to impose 
on them. 

Mr.. SNYDER. The gentleman will find all through these 
hearings that the department maintains that they have not 
sufficient superintendents and assistants to do the work they 
have to do now. If we vote on them the additional burden of 
separating the property, they will ask for more assistance. I 
do not think we ought to do it. 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not think it will do that. 

Mr. SNYDER. I believe it would. 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield? Is not the language 
of this section as proposed by the committee intended to cover 
only such live stock as is given to the Indians and not purchased 
by his money? 

Mr. SNYDER. It is intended to cover exactly the things the 
present law covers, and no more and no less. 

Mr. CARTER. It covers any property that may be purchased 
by the Indian with the Federal funds or his own funds. The 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McKrown] made a pertinent 
suggestion about this matter, and which I had not thought of 
until he suggested it. He says if this privilege is given the 
Indian, he will forego the idea of getting money from the Indian 
Bureau, but that he will get the Indian Bureau to buy property 
from his funds. Then he will sell that property for less than it 
is worth in order to get money. Since that might teach such 
Indians something about trading and values, it might not be 
such a bad proposition after all but for one thing, and that is 
it might result in having done the very thing the gentleman is 
now trying to prevent, to wit, it might be it would go to such an 
extent that the Indian Bureau would decline or refuse to buy 


The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
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property for the Indian with his own funds, because it would be 
claimed the Indian would dispose of the property as soon as it 
got into his hands. Therefore I think the amendment ought to 
be given more consideration than we are able to give it here on 
the floor of the House, and I hope the committee amendment as 
amended will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I would like to get from the committee this: The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Snyber], the chairman of the committee, 
wisely suggested, if I understood him correctly, that this is 
solely on the Government purchases for the Indian. Now, the 
words “restricted Indians” refer to those who have not been 
given the right to dispose of their property as they see fit. So 
it includes those for whom the Government has bought property 
with the Government money, as well as the Indians for whom 
the Government has bought property with their own money? 

Mr. CARTER. That is it. 

Mr. RAKER. It takes the two classes? 

Mr. CARTER. It includes both. 

Mr. RAKER. And the position of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa now is that where the property is purchased for the In- 
dian with Government funds there ought not to be any transfer 
without the consent of the department? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. But, on the other hand, where the Indian is 
given his own money, he ought to be able to dispose of it? 

Mr. FERRIS. That is it. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. That makes the distinction between the two? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; that makes the distinction ; and my only 
objection to it is that it will eventually result in the depart- 
ment refusing to buy property for an Indian because the Indian 
willbe likely to sell it in order to get the money instead of 
going to the bureau to get money. 

Mr. FERRIS. Well, if the Government has my money, will 
it neither buy anything for me nor allow me to get it myself? 

Mr. CARTER. That goes to the proposition of whether or 
not the Government has the right or ought to restrict an 
Indian that it considers incompetent. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carter] 
knows more about Indians than I do, but let me say one word 
about it. The chairman and I think a good deal alike on these 
questions relating to Indians, but the chairman thought it would 
result in producing more administration. I think instead it 
would make less administration, because if I own and operate 
a thing myself the bureau will not have to follow me up and 
run me down to see what I have done with it. It would dis- 
pense with much of the administration. I wish I could think 
it best to treat these Indians like mere children, but I can not 
adopt that view. 

Mr. CARTER. But if an Indian persists, as he naturally 
will when he can not get more than five or ten dollars at a 
time and has to spend almost as much money in getting that 
much as it is worth in going to and from the agency, he will 
not want to get it in that way. 

Mr. FERRIS. Is that right? 
Indian’s good or best welfare? 

Mr. CARTER. No; but in the very nature of things the 
Indian will ask to have property purchased for him from his 
own funds, and if that property is purchased the Indian will 
not go back to the agency for money. He will sell that prop- 
erty if he needs money, because it will be less difficult that way 
for him to get the money he needs. The result of that will be 
that the Indian Bureau will close down on him and will not 
even buy for him the property that he may need. 

Mr. FERRIS. But the discretion is always in the superin- 
tendent as to whether or not he will buy anything for him, 
whether he will let him have the first or second team, or in fact 
anything. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. We want to liberalize the administra- 
tion to the Indians as far as possible, and particularly the matter 
of purchasing teams and cattle and team equipment for the 
Indians. Now, the thing that I fear is that the gentleman’s 
amendment, while at first glance it may look good, will in 
practice discourage that policy that we are trying to promote, 
namely, to liberalize the purchase of goods that the Indian 
actually needs to maintain his own existence. 

Mr. FERRIS. I think you will have a hard time to make the 
Indian think you are liberalizing his trading opportunities 
when you put him in jail if he uses his own money to buy a 
team or some other necessity. The committee in charge, of 
course, do not desire the bill amended, but they ought to con- 
sider it another year. 


Can that be conducive to the 
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Mr. CARTER. But suppose that Charlie Carter, a restricted 
Indian, has the department purchase a team for him, and the 
department gives him the right to sell it; and suppose that 
Charlie Carter sells the team and squanders the money. Then 
will the Indian Bureau, when Scott Ferris and other restricted 
Indians come in, buy a team for him and them after the experi- 
ence it has had with Charlie Carter? 

Mr. FERRIS. If the Indian Bureau will not buy a team for 
an Indian who needs it and who has the money to pay for it, 
then it ought to be made to doit. If the verdict of the Indians 
who call on me are any criterion to go by, I undertake to say 
that they do not always perform their duty adequately in buying 
teams for Indians, There are many Indians who feel they 
do not get their affairs handled properly. Some of their ob- 
jections may not be well taken, but they have some rights. 
They ought not to be treated too lightly either here or by the 
department. 

Mr. CARTER. That is exactly the point I make. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word in order to ask the chairman of the 
committee why, on page 7, line 25, the verbiage should. not be 
changed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I suggest that you strike 
out the second “ for” that you use there and insert instead of it 
the word “ and,” so that it will read “ and other educational and 
industrial purposes.” It does not weaken the sentence. - It is 
all on the same subject, and it seems to me that the construction 
there would be more euphonious. 

Mr. SNYDER. I see no objection to that. . 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I notice also on page 11 on 
line 25—— 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman please state again what he 
had to say as to page 7? 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I notice on page 7, on line 25, 
that there are two “fors” together. I suggest that you strike 
out the second “for” and insert the word “and,” so that the 
line will read “ and other educational and industrial purposes.” 
It all relates to the same subject. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I see no objection to it. The gentleman can 
ask unanimous consent to recur to that page and make that cor- 
rection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania ask 
unanimous consent to return to page 7? 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Yes; I ask unanimous consent 
to return to page 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 7 for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I offer an amendment that 
the second “ for ” on line 25 be stricken out and the word “and” 
be inserted in its place. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Watson of Pennsylvania offers an amendment: Page 7, line 25, 
after the word “ for ” where it occurs the first time, strike out the second 
“for” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ and.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wiil read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ARIZONA AND NEW MEXICO. 


Sec. 2. For support and civilization of Indians in Arizona and New 
Mexico, including ee of employees, $330,000. 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Fort Mojave, Ariz., and for pay of superintendent, $35,050; for gen- 
eral repairs and improvements, $3,800; in all, $38,850. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
out the last word. 

Mr. GARD. I do so for the purpose of inquiring as to 
section 2, what provision under the appropriation of $300,000 
is made for the support and civilization and the pay of em- 
ployees. In other words, how much is the pay of em- 
ployees? 


The gentleman from Ohio moves to strike 
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Mr. HAYDEN. In the hearings, on page 116, the gentleman 
will find the appropriation itemized completely. The analysis 
shows as follows: 

Analysis of expenditures: 
Salaries, wages, etc 
Traveling expenses 
pe Eg | a A 
Telegraph and telephone service___ J 
Printing, binding, advertising, etc__ 
Subsistence supplies. 
Pry goods, clothing, etc 
Forage 
Fuel, lubricants, power and light service 
Medical, educational, stationery, etc 
Live stock 
Equipment and miscellaneous material 
Sheep dip 
Seed 
Rent of buildings 
Irrigating water 
Miscellaneous 


DE didi intctinicantcibbliiishteedtes dc tadeddetbed 312, 007. 
Mr. GARD. 


How much actually came down for the support 
and civilization of these Indians? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The whole amount is for that purpose. That 
is, this covers the pay of Indian superintendents, teachers, farm- 
ers, and all other employees in the Indian Service. It is not 
the design of the Indian Service in Arizona and New Mexico 
to issue rations except to old and helpless Indians. They are 
instructed in agriculture, they are given educational advantages 
in the schools, and thereby are advanced in civilization. The 
term “support” is carried all through this bill, but it is a sur- 
vival from former times, when rations and clothing were com- 
monly issued to the Indians. That is not the custom any more; 
in the Southwest, at least. 

Mr. GARD. “ Civilization” is likewise an expression which 
the gentleman might term a relic, is it not? 

“Mr. HAYDEN. . It seems to me that if an Indian child is 
taken from the reservation when he does not know how to speak 
English, is placed in school, taught to speak our tongue, and in- 
structed in our ways of life, he certainly is advanced in civili- 
zation. I think the term is correctly used here. 

Mr. REAVIS. Where is the Fort Mojave school? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Fort Mojave school is in western Arizona, 

ar the Colorado River. 

Mr. REAVIS. Near Yuma? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; it is above Needles. 

Mr. REAVIS. In the northwestern part? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; in Mojave County. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. I should like to ask the gentleman what is the 
necessity for these increases in practically all of these items 
connected with Arizona? It is “Arizona and New Mexico” in 
the title, but the items are mostly for Arizona in the text. I 
should like to ask what is the reason for these increases. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The increases in the schools in the Indian 
Service are uniform throughout the bill, beginning, as we do, 
with schools in Arizona, because Arizona comes first on the 
alphabetical list of States. The gentleman from Connecticut 
will find that by reason of the increased cost of living, the cost 
of supplies and clothing and other necessary materials for the 
support of Indian children in these schools, it has been necessary 
to uniformly increase the amount for the maintenance of these 
schools all over the United States. The number of pupils in the 
school is multiplied by the per capita sum that has been deter- 
mined upon for the use of that school, and that fixes the amount. 
The same rule is applied in Arizona as it is in Kansas, the 
Dakotas, and everywhere else. 

Mr. TILSON. Is that the reason for the very large total of 
the present bill above the current law? 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is the exact reason for the increase in 
the school appropriations. 

Mr. TILSON. An increase in the grand total of $4,000,000 
over the current law? 

Mr. SNYDER. The reason for that is that the tribal funds 
were not included in the total in the bill presented a few months 
ago. The gentlemen will note that for this year the tribal funds 
are added to the grand total of the bill, so that the committee 
may know the total amount of funds disbursed under the bill 
under the four items—treaties, reimbursable, gratuities, and 
tribal funds. 

Mr. TILSON. So that instead of being an increase of $4,000,- 
000 it is an increase of $500,000. 

Mr. SNYDER. Just about that. 

Mr. HAYDEN. And of that increase of $500,000 the greater 
part is necessary for the proper maintenance of the Indian 
schools, 


on 
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Mr. FAIRFIELD. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] sug- 
gested that there was a distinction between the funds used for 
the support and civilization of the Indians and the funds used 
for the administrative work. I presume the gentleman had some 
idea of the distinction, and I confess I am interested to find out 
what was in his mind with regard to that. That is, What are 
the processes of civilization of the Indians? Is administrative 
work a part of that process? I should be very glad to have the 
gentleman enlighten us as to that. 

Mr. GARD. I confess I do not know. That is the reason I 
made my inquiry of the gentleman in charge of the Indian ap- 
propriation bill. I should be very glad to have them advise us 
officially, since they can do it much better than I can. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Haypren] has had a good deal 
of experience, or at least he has much definite knowledge about 
the Indian situation, and I should like to ask him if these schools 
that are mentioned throughout the bill are in the nature of 
public schools attended by all children, old and young? 

Mr. HAYDEN. All Indian children? 

Mr. FESS. I mean all Indian children. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. The Indian school system is based, first, 
upon the day schools on the reservations, which are similar to 
the common schools for white children in country districts, 
where the children attend school during certain hours in the 
day and then return to their homes. ‘Then on the various reser- 
vations and off the reservations have been established Indian 
boarding schools, where, as the children become a little older, 
they may be taken away from their parents and sent to boarding 
school, given an education, and then returned to the reservation. 

Mr. FESS. That answers my question. What proportion of 
the Indian children throughout the States have the advantage 
of educational facilities? 

Mr. HAYDEN. It varies greatly in different parts of the 
United States. 
Mr. FESS. 

ities? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. For instance, the Navajo Indians in 
Arizona and New Mexico, a tribe comprising about 23,000 In- 
dians, have very limited school facilities so far. There was a 
provision in the treaty with these Indians that the United States 
should provide them with school facilities, but nothing was 
done until seven years ago, when Congress began appropria- 
tions to carry out that old treaty, and schools are being estab- 
lished that Indian children may attend, but the work has not 
yet been completed. , 

Mr. FESS. There are schools where Indian children attend 
with children of the Caucasian race, are there not? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; there is an appropriation in this bill 
relating to the State of Oklahoma where money is appropriated 
by the Federal Government for schools attended by both white 
and Indian children. As a matter of fact, an Indian child makes 
greater progress where he goes to school with white children 
than he does in an Indian school. They play together on the 
playgrounds, and he Jearns much faster than he otherwise would. 

Mr. FESS. There is no limitation on the kind of instruction 
given Indian children; they have the same instruction as the 
white children? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The only limitation is the amount of money 
that Congress appropriates for the schools for the Indian 
children. 

Mr. FESS. I thank the gentleman, Now, one question more. 
In the boarding schools, what is the course of study? How 
thorough is it? 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the gentleman is interested in that sub- 
ject, he might ask the Commissioner of.Indian Affairs to fur- 
nish him a document, which is about the size of these hearings, 
giving the complete course of instruction, a very elaborate 
plan worked out, I believe, in connection with the Bureau of 
Education in the Interior Department. 

Mr. FESS. One more question, purely for information. Have 
we many instances where Indians have gone out of these schools 
into professional life in which they have made g-eat achieve- 
ments? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; a number of Indians residing in the 
East have been successful as physicians, some as lawyers, some 
of them in journalism and other professions. They all obtained 
their primary instruction in the Indian schools. We had before 
us last year a delegation of Indians from Minnesota, two of 
whom were graduates of the University of Minnesota. One 
was the district attorney of his county at the time. 

Mr. FESS. Do you have vocational education as a part of the 
instruction? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; the course of instruction which I men- 
tioned a moment ago lays great stress on vocational education, 
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Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. -There have been so many inquiries in regard to this par- 
ticular item that I think it would be well to put in the Rrecorp 
the reasons for the appropriation as outlined on page 117 of the 
hearings. It reads as follows: 

This item, as the title indicates, is for the general support and civiliza- 
tion of the Indians of Arizona and New Mexico, which have a combined 
Indian population of 65,685, and is in the same amount as allowed for 
1919. ‘The affairs of these Indians are looked after by 20 superintenden- 
cies, which share in this appropriation. The following table shows the 
Indian population by superintendencies znd the land area of each, which 
totals 23,348,035 acres: 





Superintendency. | Area Population, 





Acres. 

Creda ids cc wep aadnekinwcdsasceuncaiiol 435 
Colorado River. .. 1,184 
Fort Apache....... 4 2, 456 
Me dics Lin cacs dna cscs decocsssicicce 171 
GIES 4 Waid bas o divensddivstewtisddak snalisbaceoecsials 621 
MG xo i6cbeds bess nue sa sewcatadesauth we taiNeateewsina 102 
ES et aicdec ial ale bgccaed ahs sanunee atlas aban 630 
Meda cU sere  civekde ssc ices cdagavedausonecuceres case 2,472,320 | 4,225 
dle viidae's <ieck 6b cones da's dene od actus DOA Wad | 381, 653 6, 253 
I cA Siitnitn « cedinis pdr sinw agek nts eek adenina seteaeeak 873, 832 8,896 
SE SS coivsitenscdareresasenccnaccucsenedooedcewnenne 71, 691 1,277 
al ni cn dnnsdcaroasaasduetncguvesesseataciudags 1, 834, 240 2,623 
SUE SRA ocd Face ebdbs opind Fas dh ehespsbeds aon sbimheeees | 155, 954 3, 237 
OES SII its dead ocaainetsdaSbsestns den ciaakawendasit) «an 450 
DM... ..- sn0. ated wuanat cat os aaesd aenekn oueaniiateekdan date 215, 040 1,815 
Rs kates sa cv eddadedcc dees Cecddes oceccuaewdeweaness | 1,441 
PRE Nekénisewsvcccdccdeccscethccsccccsetiaemudeebatt | | 12, 080 
ais reine Bats chit benclgehdecsee mckaveatsaemte 13, 310, 338 4 2, 724 
Fn A dling a pice han FoR Neha cE! iitlee] 9! UB asad | 6, 500 
WONGR SUNPUIOL 6 o5 dc ovdiec ntsc eddtbvetigeotueneek.okk | 6, 565 

DORMS ei PUT 05a scbu cde dsacdcosdencctssuectymeanes | 23, 343, 035 | 65, 685 

| | 





The Indians who benefit by this appropriation are scattered through- 
out the two States, either living on reservations established for their 
use und occupancy or on the public domain, The chief industry of the 
Indians of these States is that of stock raising, though a large number 
are engaged in agriculture where their land is adapted for such pur- 
poses. The efforts of the Government at this time are being directed 
to the work of making these Indians successful stockmen and farmers. 
The greatest needs of the Indians consist of the improvement of their 
stock by the introduction of high-bred rams, bulls, and stallions, the 
purchase of modern farming implements, and instruction and supervision 
in both industries by men qualified along these lines. There is also need 
of further fencing to be done to prevent trespassing by outside stock 
and to protect the grazing and farming lands of the Indians. 

Of the amount expended for salaries of employees pee 1918, ap- 
proximately $26,000 was paid to Indians in various positions which 
they were capable of filling in connection with their industries, and 
$33,660 for the pay of physicians and nurses, whose efforts are devoted 
to improving the hysical condition of these Indians and lessening or 
stamping out various diseases which they are subject to. The re- 
mainder of the amount expended for salaries was used in the employ- 
ment of farmers, stockmen, carpenters, blacksmiths, wheelwrights, saw- 
yers, millers, and other tradesmen in performing work and instructing 
the Indians in their industries, and the pay of clerical employees who 
are necessary to the conduct of the several agencies. 


You will find further in the hearings specifically every one 
of the activities that this appropriation covers itemized so that 
it can be run down to the smallest item. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr, FAIRFIELD. What proportion of the Indians are domi- 
ciled in tribal relations; that is, do they live as separate families 
or do they live in the aggregate in tribal relations? 

Mr. SNYDER. I will have to ask the gentleman from Arizona 
to answer the gentleman. 4 

Mr. HAYDEN. All of the Indians who receive the benefit 
of these Arizona and New Mexico appropriations are living in 
tribal relations. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. In villages? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Not necessarily. The Navajo. Indians are 
nomadic, traveling from place to place, whereas the agricultural 
Indians are congregated in settlements, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing the construction of the pumping plant for irrigation 
purposes on the Colorado River Indian Reservation, Ariz., by the in- 
stallation of a settling basin, $11,000, and for continuing the construc- 
tion of the necessary canals and laterals for the utilization of water in 
connection with said pumping plant, as provided in the act of April 4, 
1910 (36 Stat. L., p. 273), $82,000, and for maintaining and operating 
the pumping plant, canals, and structures,, $41,000, reimbursable as pro- 
vided in said act; and for continuing the purpose of securing an ap- 
propriation of water for the irrigation of approximately 150,000 acres 
of land on said reservation by the conduct of surveys and the prepara- 


tion of plans and estimates for a complete irrigation system to supply 
water to said land, $54,000, reimbursable from funds in the Treasury 


of the United States to the credit of the Indians of said reservation aris- 
ing from the proceeds from the sale of town lots authorized by the act of 
April 13, 1908 (35 Stat. L., p, 70) ; in all, $188,000, to be immediately 
available. 

Mr. WALSH. 


the paragraph. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
What is the necessity for such a tremendous in- 
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crease in the appropriation for this project—from $70,000 to 
$188,000? 

Mr. HAYDEN. By reason of the fact that the pumping plant 
in operation there is capable of supplying a larger area of land 
under irrigation which the Indians and lessees are cultivating. 
It is an important and feasible project, and the department 
recommends that the work be continued. 

Mr. WALSH. Most of the projects in the bill are feasible, but 
they do not double the appropriation, as far as I have ascer- 
tained. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the gentleman will look in other parts of 
the bill he will find large appropriations for new projects which 
have been recommended as feasible by the department. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; but those are new projects, while this one 
is a continuing project. 

Mr. HAYDEN. And has demonstrated its entire feasibility 

Mr. WALSH. It seems to me that we might very well continue 
the development of this project by a more moderate increase of 
the appropriation. 

Mr. HAYDEN. As a matter of fact the Indian Service asked 
for $30,000 more than is allowed in this appropriation. The 
committee reduced it to this sum, which is the lowest amount 
possible to properly carry it on. 

Mr. WALSH. Is the gentleman familiar with the reimburse- 
ment provision of the statute that has been set out at the con- 
clusion of this paragraph? Jr ag 

I notice in the current law the citation is given as Thirty-fifth 
Statutes at Large, page 77, and in this act it is page 70. Is it 
the same act or the same paragraph or the same section of the 
law? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I can not verify the citation. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, if the citation is not correct 

Mr. HAYDEN. If it is not I should be very glad to recur to 
it and correct it. 

Mr. WALSH. I am only pointing out that in the current law 
the citation is given as the act of April 13, 1908, Thirty-fifth 
Statutes at Large, page 77. If we are trying now to make this 
reimbursable by virtue of the act of April 13, 1908, we ought to 
be advised of it. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I am quite sure that the current law is cor- 
rect. I shall verify that, however. 

Mr. WALSH. I assumed that the gentleman has the current 
law before him, 

Mr. HAYDEN. I have not. 

Mr. WALSH. Perhaps the gentleman can point out the au- 
thority for installing a settling basin in this project. I notice 
that that is something new. é 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the gentleman will look at the hearings, h 
will find that previously a settling basin was built at this pump- 
ing plant which proved to be very satisfactory, only it was not 
large enough, and this appropriation is a continuation of that 
work. 

Mr. WALSH. 
structed or is about to be constructed. 
was that undertaken? 

Mr. HAYDEN. On page 125 
will find: 

In addition to operation, it is essential in order to convey the water 
through the canals and laterals of the distribution system to remove 
large quantities of silt that are continually being deposited, and which, 
if not removed, soon render the canal useless. 

During the past few months it has been necessary to remove more 
than 40,000 cubic yards of silt. The work of ditch cleaning, however, 
was not completed because of insufficient funds. It is proposed to over- 
come this silt problem, which is a serious menace to the efficient opera- 
tion of the system, and avoid the annual heavy expenditure for cleaning 
the canals by constructing a settling basin at an estimated cost of 
$11,000. Funds for this purpose are included in this estimate. 

I have personally visited this pumping plant, and I know there 
was a small settling basin there. The engineer said that it was 
very efficient for its size, and that by enlarging it so as to make 
a greater area where the velocity of the water could be checked, 
thus causing the silt to be deposited, there would be a great 
saving of expense. Therefore this appropriation was asked for. 

Mr. WALSH. Apparently the only work of continuation, as 
far as the construction goes now, that is necessary at this 
reservation is the installation of the settling basin. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; the settling basin is a part of the 
pumping plant. 

Mr. WALSH. And I say that all of the rest of the pumping 
plant has been completed, except they need a larger settling 
basin? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order, on 
page 20, line 4, to the words “to be immediately available.” 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the 
point of order. Clearly this comes within the rule that appro- 








I understand that the settling basin is con- 
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priations may be made in continuation of a project already in 
progress. Beginning in 1910 appropriations have been made 
for the construction and operation of this pumping plant. The 
pumping plant has been in existence since that time. It has 
been enlarged; settling basins have been added to it. This is 
an addition to that same plant. The appropriations for the 
maintenance and operation of the plant are a continuation of 
the work already in progress. I can not see that the item is at 
all subject to a point of order. It is an existing public work 
which must be maintained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman whether 
the provision that the funds are to be made immediately avail- 
able is subject to the point of order? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Is that the point of order that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is making? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman in making the 
point of order did not state the point of order that he made, He 
made a general point of order against the item. 

Mr. WALSH. Oh, no; I made the point of order against 
the words “ to be immediately available,” and cited the line and 
the page where those words are to be found. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I can only say this to the gentleman: It 
makes very little difference as a practical proposition whether 
the money is available on the 1st day of July next or is avail- 
able when this bill is signed, possibly two or three weeks before 
that time. I only know this, that there is now not a cent of 
money available for work on that project; that areas of land 
have been planted which greatly need water. It is requested 
by the Indian Office that this appropriation be made immedi- 
ately available to prevent the Indians and the lessees from suffer- 
ing a loss of their crops. Two or three weeks’ time might be 
of inestimable advantage to them. It can do no possible injury 
to the Government to allow the money to be made immediately 
available. 

Mr. WALSH. 
weeks. 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; but such part as could be applied to 
operation and maintenance ought to be made available at this 
time. I can not see how it possibly could do any harm, while 
a substantial injury may be done to the Indians, and it is liable 
to be done, if this appropriation is not made available at once. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, it is usually the rule that the 
larger the appropriation in various items in many appropria- 
tion bills the greater the injury that is stated why the money 
should be made immediately available. This bill is for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1920. There are various items in this 
paragraph, some of which are undoubtedly authorized by exist- 
ing law; but I think the universal ruling of the Chairmen of 
Committees of the Whole has been that in a general appropria- 
tion bill, where the items are specifically set forth, to add the 
words “to be immediately available’? makes the language sub- 
ject to the point of order, being new legislation. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am not resisting the point of 
order, but I am merely appealing to the gentleman as a business 
proposition, because I think he is doing an injury by not letting 
this money become immediately available. If the gentleman 
insists, of course the point of order can be made. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman insist upon his point 
of order? 

Mr. WALSH. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is clearly a change of 
existing law and sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction of seven new pumping plants, including the sink- 
ing of wells, installation of pumping machinery, construction of tanks 


for domestic and stock water, and necessary structures for the develop- 
ment and distribution of a supply of water for Papago Indian villages 


They can not expend $188,000 in two or three 


in southern Arizona, $38,000; for operation and maintenance of con- | 


structed works for these villages,-$14,000 ; in all, $52,000. 

Mr. WALSH. 
the paragraph. I desire to ask what authority of law there 
exists for the construction of seven new pumping plants? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, there is no authority of law 
for it; it is dearly new matter carried in this bill The Papago 
Indians live in the driest and most arid part of the United 
States. The question of their living there depends upon the 
water supply, and on that alone. It is highly advantageous 
to them that these wells be drilled so that they may have a 
larger supply of water for their stock and be able to drive 
cattle and horses farther away from existing wells. It is 
true in that country, as almost all over Arizona, that the limit 
of the stock-carrying capacity in any locality is not grass 
but is water supply. Horses and cows can go so far away 
from a well and can come back, but the richest grass in the 
world might be beyond that limit and yet not be available. 
The Indian Service has carefully explored this country to 
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ascertain the areas where water can be obtained. They have 
purchased a well-drilling outfit to go from one part of the res- 
ervation to the other drilling these wells and thus create an 
increased water supply for the Indians. 

Mr. WALSH. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the authorities are now drilling these wells, that this new 
apparatus has been purchased? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The well-drilling apparatus was purchased 
three or four years ago, but they have not had sufficiert funds 
to carry on the work. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, the current law provides for the sinking 
of these various wells. Now you want to establish seven new 
pumping plants, and apparently you have only $18,000 for the 
establishment of those néw’ plants, because the act of last 
year carried $20,000 under the first item of this paragraph. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Is it contemplated that they can sink other 
wells and install pumping machinery and construct tanks and 
other necessary structures and in addition to that establish 
seven new pumping plants for $38,000? 

Mr. HAYDEN. It is not a very expensive matter to establish 
a pumping plant in connection with a well for domestic and 
stock water purposes. It merely takes a pump and a gasoline 
engine. 

Mr. ELSTON, And that is separate from the well entirely? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Of course, the wells must be dug. 

Mr, WALSH. You must have the well hitched up to it some- 
where in order to get the water. 

Mr. HAYDEN. This appropriation authorizes the sinking of 
wells and installing of pumping plants, the construction of tanks 
for domestic and stock water purposes, and all of those are 
covered with the $38,000. 7 

Mr. WALSH. So it includes the seven new pumping plants? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of 
order? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I will withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing the development of a water supply for the Navajo and 
Hopi Indians on the Navajo, Moqui, Pueblo, Bonito, San Juan, and 
Western Navajo Reservations, $30,000, to be immediately available, re- 
imbursable out of any funds of said Indians now or hereafter available. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph. I will make it to the words “ to be immediately 
available.” 

Mr. HAYDEN. It is admitted that those words are subject 
to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MAppEn). 
the point of order or reserve it? 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the point of 
order, it is understood, was made to the words “ immediately 
available,” in line 24? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the amount of $42,500 appropriated by the Indian appropriation 
act approved March 2, 1917 (39 Stat. L., p. 975), for the construction 
of two bridges over the Little Colorado and Canyon Diablo Rivers, rear 
the Leupp Indian Agency, Ariz., is hereby reappropriated for the same 
purposes as provided in said act, to be immediately available, reimburs- 
able as provided in said act, and to remain a charge and lien upon the 
lands and funds of the Navajo Tribe of Indians until paid. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the words “ to be immediately available,” page 22, line 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States the sum of $17,500 of any tribal funds 
on deposit to the credit of the Indians of the San Carlos Reservation in 
Arizona, and to expend the same for the operation and maintenance of 
pumping plants for irrigating the lands of the Indians on the said 
reservation, and for the installation of a tank or tanks for the economical 
handling of fuel oil for said pumping plants: Provided, That the sum so 
used shall be reimbursed to the tribe by the Indians benefited, under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. This seems to be an entirely new project. I 
do not know what authorization there may exist for undertak- 
ing this work, and I would like to ask what particular necessity 
there is for undertaking this at the present time, and if it might 
not well go over to another year? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will look at 
the hearings, on page 135 he will find a very elaborate justifica- 
tion for this appropriation. The Indians on that reservation 
had an irrigation system drawing water from the Gila River, 
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but great floods came down that stream and washed out the 
headworks, so that it was impossible to get the water from the 
river into the canal. This pumping plant is to be built for the 
purpose of pumping the water into the irrigating canal. The 
money is not to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States 
but out of funds of the Indian tribe. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of 
order? 

Mr. WALSH. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. 
is this work of installing oil tanks? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Distillate is brought from California for the 
purpose of operating the engines, and it is cheaper to buy it in 
carload lots. It is proposed to construct suitable tanks capable 
of holding carloads of distillate. Otherwise they would have to 
buy this fuel oil in iron drums. 

Mr. WALSH. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
this project has been deferred for a year or two? 

Mr. SNYDER. The purchase of the tanks has been. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The project was undertaken some years ago, 
but on account of the flood conditions the Indians have made 
comparatively little use of it. There are 1,400 acres there ready 
to be irrigated, and the Indians would like to have this pumping 
plant constructed at once. 

Mr. WALSH. Was this agreed to in conference? 

Mr. HAYDEN. This item passed the House in the last Con- 
gress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Seeretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States the sum of $17,600 of any tribal 
funds on deposit to the credit of the Indians of the Fort Apache Reserva- 
tion in Arizona, and to expend the same, in connection with an equal 
sum of the funds appropriated in this act for Indian school and agency 
buildings, for reconstructing, repairing, and improving the power plant 
and irrigation system on the Fort Apache Indian Reservation, Ariz.: 
Provided, That the tribal funds so expended shall be reimbursed to the 
tribe under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Seeretary of the Interior: And provided further, That the sum of 
$17,600 of the amount appropriated in this act for Indian school and 
agency buildings is hereby set apart and reserved for this purpose. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph, and I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
iInittee what is the necessity for this expenditure? 

Mr. HAYDEN. You will find justification for it on page 136 
of the hearings. 

Mr. SNYDER. I will have to say to the gentleman that it has 
been so long since we went over that particular section I can 
not now really state the necessity for it. 

Mr. HAYDEN. This is the situation, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would like to have information from me—— 

Mr. SNYDER. I would like to have the gentleman explain it. 

Mr. HAYDEN. All the money heretofore expended upon the 
power plant and irrigation system at Fort Apache was directly 
out of the Treasury of the United States. Under this provision 
the Indians will pay for half of the cost of the necessary repairs 
and improvements. It is here directed that half of the expendi- 
ture, or $17,600, be made from their funds, and the other half 
from Government funds. 

Mr. WALSH. Then the Government reimburses them? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; the reimbursement is made by the In- 
dians benefited to the tribal fund itself. I intend to offer an 
amendment on line 1, page 23, to insert the words, “ by the In- 
dians benefited,” so as to make it conform to the language in the 
previous paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. 
to the fact. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 
man. ; 
The CHAIRMAN, No amendment is in order until the point 
of order is disposed of. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
insist on his point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. No; I will withdraw the point of order, in 
view of the information that has been given. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Haypen: Page 23, line 1, after the word 
“tribe” insert the words “ by the Indians benefited.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For reimbursement of Yuma County, Ariz., for traveling and other 
expenses incurred by its county officers in the arrest, prosecution, and 


commitment of four Indian youths of the Colorado River Reservation to 
State institutions, $167.75, to be immediately available. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington and Mr. WALSH rose. 


How extensive 


I offer the following amendment, Mr. Chair- 


to the 


I was about to direct the gentleman’s attention | 
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The CHAIRMAN. Massachusetts 
recognized. 

Mr. WALSH. 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The gentleman did not make a point of order, 
but reserved it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the point of order 
was made. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of 
the committee if he can see any objection to adding to this bill, 
in the right place, a new section, to read as follows: 

That after the passage and approval of this act all Indians who have 
served with the armed forces of the United States during the European 
War shall be citizens of the United States and possess all the rights 
and privileges thereof: Provided, That said Indians shall forfeit none 
of their rights to tribal funds or lands. 

Mr. SNYDER. I will say to the gentleman that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was called together this morning to 
consider this particular matter, it having been mentioned so 
many times yesterday, and after going over the matter very 
carefully we found that there were so many difficulties sur- 
rounding it that it was impossible for us, in the time that we 
had, to prepare an. amendment that would cover the question. 
So we determined to introduce a bill to-day covering the ques- 
tion; and the committee agreed to make it the first business of 
the eommittee and report it as their first bill after the appro- 
priation bill. The bill has been presented, and the subeom- 
mittee has been appointed to prepare and perfect a bill that 
will make it possible to do what the gentleman has suggested 
in his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does the gentleman think if 
such a bill is placed on the calendar there could be any possible 
objection to its passage? 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not see how there could possibly be any 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 680 Indian pupils at the Sherman In- 
stitute, Riverstde,. Calif., including pay of superintendent, $158,600 ; 
for general repairs and improvements, $15,000; in all, $153,600: Pro- 
vided, That not to exceed $20,000 may be expended from Indian moneys, 
Proceeds of labor, Sherman Institute, for the purchase of land and 
water rights, the title to which is to be held in the United States. 

Mr. WALSH. 
the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
serves a point of order on the proviso. 

Mr. WALSH. What is this question of 
rights to be acquired out there? 

Mr. SNYDER. It is claimed that they have not sufficient 
water for the proper care and maintenance of the school, and 
in order to provide it, it is necessary to purchase more land. 

Mr. HAYDEN. You will find it in the hearings at the bottom 
of page 141; a short paragraph there. 

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman will find it is well covered 
in the hearings. Additional farm land is required at this 
school, to cost $20,000. This is a good school; one of the schools 
where the children are taught vocational education, and par- 
ticularly in the vocation of agriculture, and it is necessary to 
add some more property in order to provide occupation for 
the children and to get a further supply of vegetables, and so 
forth, for the use of the school. 

Mr. WALSH. I think they have some 40 acres out 
Has the present supply run out? 

Mr. HAYDEN. As the gentleman will notice from the hear- 
ings, the school authorities are now renting 240 acres of land, 


The gentleman from is 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
re- 
and 


land water 


there 


| in scattered tracts, to be cultivated by the Indian students at 


this school. It is proposed, instead of renting land, to buy 
land with this money and add it to the school farm. 

Mr. SNYDER. This is one of the best managed institutions 
under the direction of the bureau, and the committee thought it 
advisable to permit that number of acres to be added to the 
project, so that the development of school supplies for the 
needs of the school could be intensified, at least, to the extent 
of taking care of the requirements of the school. They may 
also sell some of the products of their farm. 

Mr. WALSH. They own 40 acres of Iand and want to buy 
2402 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 
tion to what they own. 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the reservation of the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the point of order. 


They rent more than that now in addi- 


The gentleman withdraws the reservation 
The Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

For reclamation and maintenance charge on Yuma allotments, $131,- 
564.94, to be reimbursed from the sale of surplus lands or from other 
funds that may be available, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1911 (36 Stat. L., p. 1063). 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
paragraph, and wish to ask the reason for the increase in this 
item. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Yuma reclamation project was declared 
completed by the Secretary of the Interior and the charges for 
reclamation fixed. This is the first of 20 annual payments that 
it will be necessary to pay for the entire cost of that project. 
A contract was entered into by the Indian Service on behalf of 
the Indians with the Reclamation Service requiring that full 
payment be made for the cost of water service to the Indian 
lands. When the surplus Indian land is sold the United States 
will be reimbursed, and if enough money is not received from 
that source when final patents are issued to the Indians they 
must pay out the same as white men. 

Mr. WALSH. The charge on the Yuma allotments in the cur- 
rent law was about $15,000. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Certainly; but that was merely for the op- 
eration and maintenance of the project while in process of con- 
struction. It has now been completed, and this is the first year 
in which the construction charges must be paid. 

Mr. WALSH. If that is so, you will have to change the lan- 
guage of the act, will you not? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; there is no necessity for any change in 
the act. It says, “ For reclamation and maintenance charges.” 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; and that was the language you carried 
before you began to make the payments. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That may be true, but it fully covers the case 
now. It was a reclamation charge and a maintenance charge, 
the bulk of it now being the cost of the reclamation of the land 
as part of the Yuma project. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, 
gentleman a question, if he will yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WatsH] yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts with- 
draws the point of order. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I simply desire to ask the gentleman of 
the committee in charge of the bill if this scheme of reclama- 
tion now being carried out was brought about at the suggestion 
of the Indians living on these allotted lands, or is it a part of 
the general reclamation scheme that has been carried on by the 
Interior Department? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Yuma _ reclamation 
about 75,000 acres of land, a part of it—some four or five thou- 
sand acres—being on the Indian reservation. The main canal 
from the Colorado River passes through the Yuma Indian Res- 
ervation, and therefore makes possible the irrigation of Indian 
lands. The Yuma Indians are furnished with water on the 
same basis as the white people, but the Indians being poverty 
stricken and unable to pay the charges, the Federal Govern- 
ment is advancing the money now for them to pay the cost of 
reclamation. The money so advanced is to be reimbursed later 
to the United States from the sale of surplus lands on the 
reservation. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Can the 
his judgment, this has been 
money? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Oh, there is no question about it. The Colo- 
rado River Valley contains the most fertile land in the United 
States. Lands near Yuma owned by white men, to my own 
knowledge, are now renting at $30 an acre. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Greenville 
Indian School, California, including pay of superintendent, $24,000; for 
general repairs and improvements, including developing and installation 
of water supply and the purchase of land and water rights, $10,000; 
for purch of dairy cows and farming implements, $1,200; in all, 
$35,200. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. DYER. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill a question. I notice in this paragraph and the one preceding 
and many others where provision is made for the support and 
education of certain Indian pupils, including pay of superin- 
tendent. Can the gentleman tell me how much of that $24,000 
in this item, in the paragraph beginning with line 8, is for the 
pay of the superintendent? 


I would like to ask the 


project includes 


gentleman say whether or not, in 
a wise expenditure of the public 


ase 


May 24, 


Mr. SNYDER. 
Little School. 

Mr. DYER. 
California? 

Mr. SNYDER. I think it will be the same. 

Mr. DYER. Who appoints those superintendents? 

Mr. SNYDER. Those are appointed by the superintendent of 
the reservation or by the Indian Service. 

Mr. DYER. Are they appointed upon competitive examina- 
tion? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. They are all civil-service employees. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing the construction of a road from Hoopa to Weitchpec, 
on the Hoopa Valley Reservation, in Humboldt County, Calif., in con- 
formity with plans approved by the Secretary of the Interior, $10,000, 
to be immediately available, and to be reimbursed out of any funds of the 
Indians of said reservation now or hereafter placed to their credit in 
the Treasury of the United States, in accordance with the Indian appro- 
priation act of May 25, 1918 (40 Stats. L., pp. 570, 571). 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the words “ to be immediately available ” in lines 22 and 23. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of obtaining some information, with a view 
to offering an amendment. The Committee on Indian Affairs did 
uot hold any hearings on the present bill, except those that were 
held last year? 

Mr. SNYDER. The committee held no hearings where wit- 
nesses were questioned. They held several meetings. 

Mr. RAKER. I mean during this session. 

Mr. SNYDER. We called no witnesses. 

Mr. RAKER. There is an item that was in the last bill as it 
passed the Senate but which was not agreed to by the House 
conferees. We appeared before the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the Senate and presented the facts as fully as we could, and 
we had them at hand, and the Senate allowed the item unani- 
mously; but it was not concurred in by the House conferees. 
We did not get all the facts, because the Indian Bureau, as well 
as the Board of Indian Commissioners, agreed to make an in- 
vestigation and report as to the condition of these California 
Indians, so that when the next appropriation bill came up we 
might legislate intelligently on the matter and provide for these 
Indians as they should be provided for. But in the meantime 
they allowed an item of $20,000 for the purpose of caring for 
these nonreservation homeless Indians. While I do not desire to 
take the time, and I do not know whether the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. SnNypER] has gone into the question, 
it seems to me that we ought to have at least this $20,000 for the 
present, until the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Board 
of Indian Commissioners can investigate the condition of these 
California Indians. 

Away back in 1851 and 1852 there were 23 treaties made with 
the Indians in California. By some hook or crook, because of 
the value of the mineral lands at that time, these treaties were 
not approved, and these Indians in California, who ought to be 
among the well-provided-for Indians of the United States, be- 
cause of what they gave up and because of the lands to which 
they are entitled, have been only partially provided for. The 
purpose of the California members is to get the full data and 
facts, so that we may provide for these Indians in the future. 
I would like to have the committee put this small amendment on 
this bill. I will read it before I offer it: 

Page 25, line 3, after the end of line 3, insert as a new paragraph the 
following : 

“For the relief and care of nonreservation Indians in California in 
destitute circumstances, for the prevention and treatment of tubercu- 
losis, trachoma, conjunctivitis, smallpox, and other diseases, and includ- 
ing the transportation of patients to and from county hospitals and 
almshouses, and to special physicians when necessary, $20,000 ; said fund 
to be expended under contract with county supervisors and under such 
regulaticns and conditions as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
scribe: Provided, Thai not to exceed 50 per cent of the actual cost of 
such service to the supervisors shall be paid from said fund.” 

That amendment was unanimously allowed by the Senate com- 
mittee. The facts as presented to that committee appealed to 
them so strongly that they urged the department officials, the 
head of whom was there, to make the necessary report, so that 
these Indians might be properly provided for. 

Tuberculosis is raging among these Indians; trachoma is rag- 
ing amongst them. Poverty stalks among them at all times, 
and the people have been trying to provide for them by contribu- 
tions, as was stated by the ladies and the distinguished men 
present ; and I should like to see this provision made in this bill, 
and would like to have the chairman of the committee offer this 
amendment himself, if he will. 


I can tell you, I think. That is at the Fort 
The superintendent receives $1,500 a year. 
The same as to the Greenville Indian School in 
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._ Mr. SNYDER. I will say to the gentleman that while my 
sympathy is with him and his people down in that section of 
California, I do not feel justified in inserting any new matter in 
this bill, and this looks like going out and bringing back into the 
fold Indians who have gone astray. 

Mr. RAKER. These Indians kave been in a poor way for 
these many years. They have been given some consideration by 
the Government. The various counties of the State and the 
State itself, as well as private individuals all over California, 
have been assisting in this matter, but it is a reproach to this 
Government, when we look over the past history of the Cali- 
fornia Indians, and see how they have been buffeted about from 
pillar to post, their property taken from them, and no considera- 
tion given them, when, as a matter of fact, if they had the land 
that they are entitled to and which was agreed to be given to 
them under these 23 treaties they would be equal to the Okla- 
homa Indians, among the richest in the United States. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. McKENZIE. What is the status of these Indians? 

Mr. RAKER. Their status is very bad, so bad that they have 
not had much to eat and very little to wear. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I mean under the law what is their status? 
Are they tramps or itinerants? 

Mr. RAKER. They have their various localities where they 
stay, and they go from place to place and live in wicki-ups and 
wigwams, and sometimes they survive and sometimes they 
do not. Twenty years ago there were about 40,000 of them, 
and now their number has been reduced to 20,000. They have 
been neglected for many years. It is time that we tak®care of 
them. 

Mr. SNYDER. [| will say to the gentleman that the commit- 
tee expect to be in session frequently, and if he will present a 
bill covering this matter we will be very glad to give it consid- 
eration and give him a hearing on it at any time. 

Mr. RAKER. If I introduce a special bill and get a report 
from the department on it, will the committee consider such a 
bill for the relief of these Indians, notwithstanding the general 
bill? 

Mr. SNYDER. We will consider it on its merits. 

Mr. RAKER. I mean nothing else except its merits. 

Mr. SNYDER. We will consider it on its merits and pass on 
it when it comes before the committee. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the gentleman yieid? 

Mr. RAKER. I will. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Is this the matter that was brought to the 
attention of the committee by George Wharton James and a 
number of other gentlemen from California? 

Mr. RAKER. It has been brought to my attention by personal 
contact and observation for 40 years. Because I have been fortu- 
nate enough to come to this great House as a Member, gentlemen 
have called my attention to it, as many others have. I have seen 
this condition from a boy up. I have seen people go without 
clothing to wear or enough of it, and I have seen them diseased, 
driven from pillar to post, when other Indians have been pro- 
vided for. I am not criticizing the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the House, because we have not had the data and had no 
opportunity to present it to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I want to suggest to the gentleman, as I did 


| surroundings, but I trust I am not. 


to Mr. James, when he and others called on me in the last Con- | 


gress, that Congress had appropriated $20,000, and the Indian 


Bureau had spent only $250 for that purpose, leaving $19,750, I | 


suggested that before he came to Congress for more appropria- 
tions he should visit the Indian Bureau and itiduce them to spend 
the money already appropriated. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. They spent $180 to give a mana 
trip to California, and it was not spent for the Indians at all. 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, I hope the gentleman from Kansas will 
not bring anything like that into this controversy. The matter 
that the gentleman from Arizona referred to was for the pur- 
chase of land. The land will not give the Indians something to 
eat or cure their tuberculosis. It will not cure the smallpox. 
Our people had smallpox brought in by the Indians, and in my 
county we spent $15,000 to prevent the spread of that smallpox. 
The matter the gentleman refers to relates to land, and it takes 
money to make these investigations. I am very much disap- 
pointed that the chairman can not see his way clear to offer 
this amendment. I will say this, that I will re-present the matter 
to the Senate again; they will have hearings on the bill, and 
we will come back with all the facts and all the graciousness we 
can, with the truth in our behalf, and present the matter, hoping 
that it will be put-into the bill. [Applause.] 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
FLORIDA, 

Sec. 4. For relief of distress among the Seminole Indians in Florida, 
and for purposes of their civilization and education, $20,000, including 
the construction and equipment of necessary buildings. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 25, line 7, after the word “ education,” strike ast the figures 
“ $20,000 ” and insert in lieu thereof the figures * $10,000 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, in support of this amendment 
I direct the attention of the committee to the fact that the year 
ending June 30, 1918, Congress appropriated $8,000 for this very 
purpose—relieving the distress among the Seminoles. Of that 
sum only $1,022 was expended. Last year we appropriated 
$10,000, and this year we are asked to appropriate $20,000. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Hast1nGs], who, of course, 
is very familiar with phases of Indian matters, when a similar 
bill was up before the committee in the Sixty-fifth Congress pre- 
sented the apparent necessity for the relief of the Seminole 
Indians. I understand from a hasty perusal of the hearings that 
somebody, apparently of the Indian Bureau, sent a man down 
there named Frank Brandon, who went through the camp mak- 
ing an investigation of the condition of these Seminole Indians. 
I understand that he was a Cherokee Indian and unable to speak 
the Seminole language, and possibly that accounts for the sur- 
prisingly small expenditure made of the $8,000 appropriation. 
But it seems to me that unless this is a matter which comes 
within the general supervision of the Indian Bureau it is a sub- 
ject that should receive some consideration by the State. We 
have listened to the eloquent plea of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. RAxer], who wishes to cure some of the worthy red 
men in his district of tuberculosis, smallpox, conjunctivitis, and 
other serious diseases in that great wealthy State of California. 
I believe from the perusal of the facts set forth before the com- 
mittee that the gentleman from California presents a far more 
worthy case for an appropriation than the facts warrant in this 
case. But as I understand it, the Federal Government has ex- 
pended some money down there; we have established a precedent 
and recognized the principle, but it does not seem to me that 


| this is quite the proper time to be doubling up on appropriations 


for this purpose. They have jacked it up since 1918 from $8,000 
to $20,000, and it is not justified. 

Furthermore, I should like to know—I assume that the gentle- 
man from Florida [Mr. Sears], who has been on his feet since 
I offered the amendment, is waiting to give the information—iust 
how this $20,000 is to be expended. I think, Mr. Chairman, in 
view of the manner in which increases have been made in other 
items of the bill, particularly for the support of schools and 
civilized Indians, that to double an appropriation made for this 
purpose is extremely unwise. I trust that the chairman of the 
committee will see fit to accept the amendment that I have 
offered decreasing the figures from $20,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will not insist on the motion he has made cutting 
down this appropriation, and that if he does insist the Members 
of this House will vote down the motion. There are those in 
the House who can make a much stronger statement than I can 
make upon the subject, because I may be influenced by local 
The gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. CAMPBELL] knows the conditions of the Seminoles, and 
I am only sorry that Mr. Norton and Mr. ELLtswortH are not 
present also on that side of the House to make a statement. 

haan 1832, under a treaty entered into by this Government, 

250,000 was left in the Treasury for the Seminole Indians in 
Freee should they ever remove to the West. I contend that 
money is still theirs, if they should move to the West, but they 
prefer to remain in Florida. They have never been conquered, 
yet they are a law-abiding people. They are not citizens and 
they have no rights of citizenship. The State of Florida out 
of her own generosity, rather than any moral obligation, fol- 
lowing the suggestion of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, which was sent down there to investi- 
gate conditions, gave to the Seminole Indians a hundred thou- 
sand acres of land, and this $20,000 is for the purpose of build- 
ing for them schoolhouses and giving to them some assistance. 
It might be surprising to my good friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WatsH] to learn that while these Indians have lived there 
ever since 1832, and prior thereto, the Seminole Indians of Florida 
to-day are the only real Indians that I know of in the United 
States. They have kept themselves apart; they have not mixed 
or mingled with the white race; and they pride themselves upon 
their honesty, their virtue, and their integrity. The committee 
which made the investigation was only struck with the one ap- 
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palling fact; that they still mistrusted the white man and they 
still believe that the white man will not give them justice. That 
will be borne out by my colleague from Kansas, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
and my good friend, Mr. Tir~mman, and others on the Indian 
Committee. It is nothing but right that these Indians should 
receive some relief, and this same appropriation was passed over- 
whelmingly by the House at the last session. 

Just one word of suggestion to my good friend from Massa- 
chusetts as to the amount of money expended. And my col- 
league the chairmon of this committee will bear me out in the 
assertion, as will also other Members of the House. I have 
always fought the appropriation of money for Indians unless 
the Indians receive the money. I am on record during the past 
Congress and I am going on record before the House to-day 
that if we can not secure for the Indians, for their immediate 
relief, the $20,000, I shall stop asking the membership of the 
House to give them any relief. I do not believe in making an 
appropriation and wasting it. I have tried for four years, and 
the House has been good to me, and it has made appropriation 
after apprepriation, and yet you can only get about one thousand 
dollars of the eight or ten thousand dollars expended. The good 
citizens of Fort Lauderdale and Miami, during the influenza 
epidemic, with this money lying in the Treasury for the relief 
of the Indians, hired physicians with their own money; bought 
coffins with their own money; and buried the Indians who were 
unfortunate enough to die during that epidemic, with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, I claim, failing to do its part. 

Mr. EMERSON. Where do these Seminoles live? 

Mr, SEARS. The Seminoles, when I first went to Florida in 
1880, lived near my home town. 

Mr. EMERSON. I thought they lived in the Everglades. 

Mr. SEARS. They first lived at or near Tallahassee, but the 
white man has gradually forced them back and back and back. 
In 1880, as I say, it was no uncommon sight to see the Seminole 
Indians walking the streets of my home town, Kissimmee. 
To-day they are living down on the southern, eastern, and west- 
ern edge of Lake Okechobee, nearly 100 miles from there. 

Mr. EMERSON. And that is in the Everglades? 

Mr. SEARS. Practically. They go out and clear up a piece 
of land and in some cases, I am told, build a house upon it—I 
concede they have no title to the land—and then some white 
man would file on the land or purchase same. Then the Indian 
would be told to move on, and, rather than have any trouble, he 
would move on. And they have been driven back and back until 
they can go no farther, and to protect them the State of Florida 
has given them 100,000 acres of land where they are living and 
around where they are living. And now we are only asking the 
Government to carry out a part of the moral obligation that we 
feel is due them in order that they may receive some education 
and relief. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, the report of the hearings will 
show that for four years I have been consistently against this 
proposition. The final statement in the report of this year 
shows that I said then that in reality we must look upon it as 
a moral responsibility more than a legal one, and that was con- 
ceded by the commissioner and by all of the members of the 
committee. There was never any legal responsibility on the 
part of the Government to take these Seminoles back into the 
fold of the Indian Bureau. Year after year for four years we 
have been prevailed on to put something in the bill for the 
benefit of these Indians. I have contended all of the time that 
it was a State burden, and that the State should take care of 
its own paupers the same as any other State in the Union. 

Mr. SEARS. The chairman is absolutely correct, but I still 
insist that my point is well taken, that if the Seminoles should 
move to Oklahoma to-day, under the treaty entered into by the 
Government, they would be entitled to the $250,000 and at least 
3 per cent interest from 1832 down to the present date. 

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman will concede that they had a 
right to go 100 years ago, of which they did not avail them- 
selves. 

Mr. SEARS. The treaty says whenever they may go. 

Mr. SNYDER. And they have chosen to stay where they are. 
Notwithstanding that, they want us to increase this appropria- 
j every year, and after doing that we can not get the de- 
pariment to expend any of it. The amendment as offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Watsu] is the same 
aziount that was carried in the bill when it passed the House. 
I think it is a sufficient amount and the amendment is accept- 
able to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, some years ago I 
was at Miami and close enough to the reservation to go out 
a3 the Seminole Indians. I became interested in them: 
TT) were at that time about the only Indians in the United 
States fer which the Government was not doing something, 
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They were a clean, self-supporting, fine-looking lot of people, 
without schools, without churches, without homes, without hope. 

White people were closing in on them and crowding them 
closer and closer, and about the only places they had were little 
knolls in the swamps to live on. In making up the next Indian 
appropriation bill I asked that an item be placed in the bill, 
with a view of investigating their status and to see whether or 
not something could be done for those Indians. That was some 
five or six years ago, and we have been appropriating about 
$10,000 a year for the Seminole Indians ever since. The Semi- 
nole Indians have had absolutely no benefits out of that. Some- 
body who was sent down there has spent somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $1,000 or $1,100 a year. The money has never 
been spent for the benefit of those Indians. I would make this 
item $50,000 gladly if the money could be spent for the benefit 
of the Seminole Indians and show results. Whether or not 
this item shall be $10,000 or $20,000 is a matter of small concern 
if the Seminole Indians can get some benefit. I think the gentle- 
man from Florida [Mr. Sears] agrees with me perfectly on this 
matter. We have been unable to get any action by the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs that has resulted in any benefit to the Semi- 
nole Indians. Congress has done everything it can do with 
respect to the matter, and whether this item is $10,000 or $20,000 
makes very little difference if the policy is pursued for the next 
fiscal year that has been pursued in the past four years in re- 
spect to this appropriation. 

Mr. SEARS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SEARS. The gentleman recalls my statement when this 
was up before the committee, that unless we could get it ex- 
pended gor the benefit of the Indians I would not even ask the 
committee for an appropriation, but I want the House to give 
the $20,000, that I may have a chance during the next 12 months 
to see if I can not get it expended in the interests of the Indians. 
If we do not, it will stay in the fund; so nobody is hurt. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I recall the statement of the 
gentleman from Florida with respect to this item, and I do not 
know why the item was increased, or why it should be increased, 
in view of the attitude of the Bureau of Indian Affairs hereto- 
fore with the appropriations already made. If the gentleman 
from Florida wants the amount increased, I am disposed to agree 
with him. My interest in the Seminole Indians is so great that I 
want something done for the Seminoles, and I am opposed to 
making appropriations from year to year and having a small 
amount of it used for the benefit of somebody who wants to make 
a trip to Florida, and the Indians get absolutely nothing out of 
it in the way of benefit. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. Mr. Chairman, I rise rather to support the item in 
this bill as reported by the committee. I think this is as meri- 
torious, if not the most meritorious, appropriation that is con- 
tained in this bill and I feel at full liberty to speak about it 
because it does not affect my own State. It is to be expended 
wholly within the State of Florida. I agree heartily with much 
that has been said by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camp- 
BELL]. I share with him his criticism of the department that 
declines or fails to expend the money. I believe any appropria- 
tion by the Congress of the United States of a sum of money is 
in effect a command upon the particular department that it ought 
to be expended in the way that Congress intended it should be. 
Now, some three years ago Congress provided by an amendment 
in the Indian appropriation bill for a committee to investigate 
the various Indian tribes, and in March, 1917, a part of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, of which I happened to be then 
a member, started out upon this investigation, and the first 
place we went was to investigate the condition of the Seminoles 
of Florida, and I want to say to the House and I want to say 
to the country that no man has sufficient language to exaggerate 
the conditions of the Seminole Indians in Florida. They are 
the most backward Indians on the face of the earth. They are 
the least civilized of any Indians that I have ever known of or 
ever read about. There are approximately about 600 of these 
Seminole Indians in Florida, almost all of them of pure blood. I 
will surprise the House when I tell you that of the 600 there 
are only one or perhaps two who ever entered a schoolhouse ; one 
boy who seemed to be precocious had been taken charge of by 
some white friend and he had been induced to enter a school 
and made a very fine record, and we also understood that his 
sister or some relative or perhaps two of them had been induced 
to enter a white school. Now, let me say to the House that as 
far as the testimony disclosed before the committee they did not 
have a single school that the Seminole children attended. More 
than that, they did not have a single missionary among them. 
There is not a single Seminole child who ever’ went to a Sunday 
school. There are no preachers, as I stated a moment ago, and 











there has absolutely nothing been done to civilize them. They 
have been living down there, as my friend from Florida says, 


around Lake Okechobee and around the Everglades of Florida. 


When Florida was sparsely settled they made a living by hunt- 


ing and fishing. They killed plumed birds down there and would 


sell their plumes to the white traders for a splendid sum. Flor- 
ida has passed a law preventing them doing that, so that means 
of making a livelihood was closed. I am not criticizing that, 
Railroads have been built through various parts of Florida, par- 
ticularly along the eastern coast. Cities have been built up, and 
the population of Florida has been greatly increased so that the 
Indians are crowded back into the interior, and there is very 
little hunting and fishing for them. Now, they do not have any 
homes. They live in little camps in tents, and whenever the land 
is homesteaded upon which they were on they simply moved to 


another place. 


Now, that is the condition of these Seminoles in 


Florida. They are in a terribly bad condition. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I will. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Just for some information. When the Fed- 
eral Government made an arrangement with the Seminole Tribe 
to remove them to the State of Oklahoma it was unfortunate 
that all the Seminole Indians did not go and participate in the 
Government’s allotments given to them out there and become 
wards of the Government, but remained in the State of Florida 
as citizens or, you might say, subjects of the State of Florida. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, McKENZIE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man have two or three minutes longer. 

Mr. HASTINGS. ‘Three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? [After 
2 pause.] The Chair hears none. 

My. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will yield further, what 
I ‘want to get at is this: These Seminole Indians at the present 
time are not under the jurisdiction of the Federal Government 
or the Bureau of Indian Affairs, are they? 

Mr. HASTINGS. No. . 

Mr. McKENZIE. That being true, by what authority could 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or any Federal officer ex- 
pend money such as authorized in this appropriation without 
further legislation? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Well, they can do it provided we authorize 
it. For instance, if we make an appropriation and authorize 
the expenditure for the purpose of the support and civilization 
of those Indians, that money can be expended. 

Mr. McKENZIE. If we go that far and authorize the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to expend this money for the benefit 
of the Indians in Florida, will we not then again assume juris- 
diction ef those Indians and they become wards of the Govern- 
ment in the State of Florida? 

Mr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman from Illinois could have 
gone with this committee down there and visited those camps 
that they occupy and seen the pitiable condition of those In- 
dians there, he would not hesitate, I venture to say, to vote 
ten times this amount in order that they might be cared for. 

Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will pardon me, I am per- 
fectly ready and willing to do anything for these unfortunate 
people; and I feel, as the gentleman does perhaps, that on ac- 
count of their ignorance some advantage has been taken of 
them, and I feel our Government ought to do justice to them. 
But we must so legislate that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs shall have the right to expend money that we appro- 


priate here. 


Mr. HASTINGS. I do not think there would be any doubt 
but that he has the right to expend it, provided we make an 
appropriation, but the trouble has been that the Indian Office 
has been investigating, and the money has not been expended. 
And I agree with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CampBety] 
and the chairman of the committee, and with the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr,. Sears] in their criticism of the nonexpendi- 
ture of this money. I think it ought to be expended, and I 
think it can be wisely expended, and I think in such a way as 
to greatly help the Seminoles down there in the State of Florida. 
And I believe it is a meritorious appropriation. I do not be- 
lieve at the present time the amount ought to be reduced, and 
hence I hope that the amendment that reduces it will not be 


ndopted. 


Mr. SNYDER. I would like to ask the gentleman if he thinks 
there is any more reason now why it should be made $20,000 
than we originally made the bill? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I never did think that $10,000, taking into 
consideration what I know of the condition of the Seminoles, 
the number of them, and how they are scattered over the coun- 
try, was sufficient, and particularly in view of the action of the 


Florida Legislature, as I understand, in granting a large area 
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of land to the Seminoles down there, I do not think the original 
appropriation was sufficient, and I believe we ought to make 
an appropriation in an amount sufficient that they can make 
some little showing ar-ong the Seminoles this coming year. 

Mr. SNYDER. If the gentleman will permit, certainly it is 
large enough an amount until they can demonstrate they can 
expend the money and do something with it. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I will say frankly, Mr. Chairman, the 
money has not been expended or was not expended last year. 
I do not know what has been done in the last five or six months, 
but up to that time it had not been expended. The failure to 
expend the money met with the criticism of all the Members 
who were in Florida and knew the conditions down there. I 
do not believe there is a single member of the investigating 
committee but who agrees with me about the condition of the 
Seminoles down there in Florida, and that the statement of 
their condition can not be overdrawn, and that you can not 
find language to overstate it. 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for three minutes, to answer the questions asked by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCKEnNzIe]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SEARS. My colleague is fair and wants to be fair. The 
fact of the business is this: In 1832 the United States entered 
into a treaty with the Seminole Indians. It is claimed—but I 
do not know whether it is true or not—that the Indians rep- 
resenting the Seminoles were made drunk by the white people. 
It is a fact that the treaty was signed by the Indians by their 
mark, showing that they could not write their names. It is 
signed by the representatives of the United States, but there 
were no witnesses to the transaction. It gave to the United 
States the entire State of Florida. The Government thereby 
recognized that the Seminoles owned the State. The gentleman 
will not deny that. These 600 Indians have always denied the 
right of those Indians representing them to sign that treaty 
for them. And they contend, and I contended to the Indian Com- 
mittee, on account of their ignorance the treaty was not bind- 
ing, and that there is at least a moral obligation resting upon 
us. The gentleman knows no court will hold that a deed signed 
by myself and my wife by our marks and without any witnesses 
is a good deed. I could come in and set it aside. But the 
Indian has no court to come to. He is simply coming to the 
Congress through myself as a representative of the people— 
they can not vote—asking that you give them something in the 
nature of relief. 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

I feel that these Seminole Indians ought to be treated as 
human beings or as animals. Now, if human beings, they ought 
to be brought out of the Everglades somehow and educated. I 
visited them a little over a year ago, and I want to concur in 
everything that the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Hastinés] 
has said concerning their condition. And when we entered into 
any treaty with them it was like entering into a treaty with a 
lot of alligators down there. I do not have any idea that they 
had any conception of what the treaty meant. They are the 
most ignorant class of people I ever saw; they are the most 
primitive class of people I ever saw. They were all barefooted. 
They live up in the swamps and Everglades, where no white 
man would think of living. I have not any recollection, as my 
friend from Kansas says, that they were clean, unless they had 
fallen into the water of the swamp accidentally. 

The women wéar 40 or 50 rows of beads around their necks— 
the most peculiar thing I ever saw in my life. Those strings 
of beads look like a great muffler such as a farmer up in New 
England might wear in the depth of winter. Forty or fifty or 
seventy-five rows of beads are worn, and one row is supposed to 
be worn for each year of their age. 

I think something should be done for this class of people. 
They should be brought out into a state of civilization. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Did the gentleman examine their camps? 

Mr. EMERSON. No; I did not. 

Mr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish 
to say that I went down to one of those camps, and I do not 
think they had 10 cents’ worth of breadstuff there for 40 or 50 
people to live on. They had no houses. They had what they 
eall thatched tents. They put up four posts and cover them 
with thatch, and put down a board floor, 2 or 3 feet from the 
ground, and they sleep there. They may have a wagon cover 
or sheet, or something of that kind, but it is impossible for a 
man to find language properly to describe the condition of those 
Seminoles. If we make a gratuitous appropriation for Indians 
in the West, I do not believe that any man who has gone down 
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there and has seen those Indians as I saw them and as the 
committee saw them would deny that something ought to be 
done to take care of them. They have no schools or churches 
or anything. 

Mr. EMERSON. I may say that after looking at them I de- 
cided not to visit them in their camp. I thought I would go back 
to Miami, where I was staying. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, the Seminole Indians are a 
strong, virile race of people, primitive, ignorant, and uneivil- 
ized, but evidence of their virility is given in the fact that they 
have lived right up against the white man’s civilization for lo, 
these many generations, and still have not as yet accepted one 
iota They live in a manner just as primitive, they are 
just as much native tribesmen, as when the great Genoese navi- 
gator the sunny shores of San Salvador. 

Mr. EMERSON. And wear the same clothes. 

Mr. CARTER. They have not changed their mode of life at 
all. They are the one tribe of Indians in the United States 
who, man, woman, and child, have totally rejected the white 
man’s civilization and even the white man’s Christianity. I 
was told on the stand, by preachers and missionaries among them, 
and by one or two of the Seminoles themselves, that never had a 
native Florida Seminole been in a house of worship of the white 
man, and that they never expected to enter any except their own 
places of worship, where they expected to pursue for the re- 
mainder of their lives their devotion to the Great Spirit and 
entertain their hope of eventually attaining the happy hunting 
grounds. 

These primitive people at one time owned the entire peninsula 
of Florida. They have been divested of title, they have been 
divested of possession, in order that the white man might have 
a home, in order that the white man, the United States citizen, 
might be given some convenient place on which he could pursue 
the method of his livelihood. 

There are only about 600 of those Seminoles left, and it 
would not cost this Government a great deal to take care of 
that small band of Indians. It will cost more, perhaps, per 
capita to civilize and educate them on account of their obstinate 
disposition than it would to educate any other class of people 
in the United States. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 
yield? 

Mr. CARTER. In just a moment. But when once they have 
been educated, when once they have been raised to the plane of 
civilization which the white man has attained, they will make 
citizens equal to the white man. Now I yield to my friend. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. After this appropriation is made 
it seems to me the difficulty may be in expending it for the benefit 
of those Indians. As I understand it, they do not care for any- 
thing connected with the white man’s civilization. I wish the 
gentleman could tell us how this money can be expended. 

Mr. CARTER. I will get tothat. The gentleman is now com- 
plaining that the appropriation heretofore made is not expended. 
I have complained of that myself, and I have complained of it to 
the Indian Bureau. But we must take into consideration a true 
estimate of the conditions. When you find a people who like 
these will not accept civilization, and have sufficient virility to 
do so successfully, you have a more difficult task in spending 
money for civilization than with respect to other Indian tribes 
or members of other Indian tribes who will accept civilization. 
The Indian Bureau has had men in Florida heretofore. They 
have tried to induce the Indians to go into the schools, to become 
connected with churches. Seminoles and Creek Indians speak- 
ing the Seminole language have gone from Oklahoma at their 
own expense and have taken an interest in those Indians. They 
have tried to bring them to some degree of civilization, but all 
their efforts to teach them have been failures. Nevertheless I 
believe that if the proper persons can be sent among them, if the 
Indian Bureau will adopt the policy of sending among the Flor- 
ida Seminoles none but person: who can speak the Seminole 
language, people of their own blood, a great deal of good could 
be accomplished. The Indian Bureau can find many teachers, 
preachers, and others from among the Seminoles and Creeks in 
Oklahoma who would delight to undertake this task. 

It will not take a great many of them. There are many 
teachers there who are teaching in the schools now who would 
be glad to take the responsibility, would be glad to try to 
elevate those who are in fact their own kith and kin. I think 
if that policy were pursued and if our Indian Bureau were to 
send to them some intelligent people who can speak to them in 
their own language their confidence could be gained and some- 
thing could be done that will preserve and keep them from utter 
ruin and extermination. Those people have within them the 
traits of good citizenship, if we can only develop them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired, 
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Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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Mr. CARTER. 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, wil! the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. McKEOWN. I wish to suggest that it is probably not 
known that the Seminoles of Florida speak the Mississippi lan- 
guage, and attempts have sometimes been made to send among 
them Seminoles from Oklahoma who speak the Muskogee lan- 
guage. 

Mr. CARTER. I may say to my friend that the Seminoles 
from Oklahoma conversed with the Florida Seminoles fluently 
and with no difficulty. If I remember correctly, one of the 
Creeks from Oklahoma acted as interpreter at one of our hear- 
ings. He had no difficulty in making himself understood, and 
the Seminole Indians seemed to have more confidence in him 
than they had in those who could not speak their language. 

When we were down on this trip the citizens of Florida seemed 
to hail our coming there as an event foreshadowing the purchase 
from the State of a large area of land for the Seminoles in 
Florida. We had several hearings there, and, as chairman of 
the committee, I thought it well to dispel that idea as much as 
possible, so I made a statement, which was carried to the news- 
papers, to the effect that the furnishing of land for the Semi- 
noles was not in any sense of the word a task for the Federal 
Government to perform; that the Federal Government had 
turned over to the State of Florida all of the public land within 
that State; that if the Indians had any claim at all it was to 
the lands of Florida originally and those of no other State; that 
since the State of Florida had acquired those lands as a gra- 
tuity, I think, from the Federal Government, I was sure Congress 
would Iook upon the proposition of furnishing land as a State 
proposition and not a Federal one; but I coneluded by saying 
that so far as I was concerned—and I could speak only as one 
Member of the House—if the State of Florida would undertake 
to furnish land for the Seminole Indians I would advocate, as 
best I could, the appropriation of sufficient funds to educate 
them, and teach them how to cultivate the land, and give them 
the elements of a common-school education at the expense of the 
Federal Government. 

Since that time the State of Florida has set aside about 100,000 
acres for the Florida Seminoles, and the persons interested in 
that werk have advised me that there are sufficient hummecks 
and other lands in that grant subject to cultivation to furnish 
agricultural sustenance for the Seminoles. So if we provide 
schools for them out of this $20,000, and if the money is used 
judiciously, perhaps we can finally coax them into the schools. 
If this can be done, I have no doubt we can make good citizens 
out of 600 people who probably otherwise will disappear in the 
Everglades and lie in unmarked graves within the next few 
years. 

Now, just a word to my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
WatsH] about the amount of the appropriation. As I reeall 
the bill as it passed the House last session this item contained 
$10,000 and an unexpended balance. The Senate increased it 
to $40,000. We insisted on the House proposition; but after 
looking into it we found that the appropriation and the unex- 
pended balance would amount to $28,000 or $29,000, so we 
reduced the amount to make it only $20,000. I think these 
Indians are entitled to another trial. As a matter of faet, they 
have never had any fair trial as yet, so let us agree that the 
Indian Bureau at least is entitled to another trial. Therefore 
I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will not insist wpon 
his amendment. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WAtsH]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For improvement and maintenance and operation of the Fort Hall 
irrigation system, $50,000, to be immediately available: Provided, That 
expenditures hereunder for improvements shall be reimbursable to the 
ago States in accordance with the provisions of the act of March 
1, 1907. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the words “to be immediately available,” in lines 14 and 15. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
pay te the authorities of Kansas City, Kans., the sum of $1,000 in 
consideration of the agreement of said authorities forever to maintain 
and care for the Huron Cemetery, a tract of land in the city of Kansas 
City, Kans., owned by the Government of the United States, as pre- 
vided in the contract for said purposes with the said city of Kansas 
City, Kans., the use of which was conveyed by treaty to the Wyandotte 
Tribe of Indians as a cemetry for members of said tribe, such payment 
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from the $10,000 appropriated for the preservation and im- 
provement of said cemetery by the act of September 8, 1916 (39 Stats. 
se 


44). 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I.suggest to the chairman of the 
committee that there is an error in ‘the spelling, in line 19, of 
the word “ cemetery,” which ought to be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will make 
the cerrection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARD. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts has reserved 
a point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I should like a little information about this 
item. It seems that we are going to pay $1,000 of Government 
money in consideration of an agreement with somebody to do 
something, nothing having been done as yet. 

Mr. HAYDEN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lirrre] 
is very much interested in this item. When the matter was 
before the House in the last session he gave a very complete 
explanation of it. I think he is about the only person in the 
House competent to explain it fully. If it is agreeable to the 
chairman of the committee, it seems to me We might.as well pass 
over this paragraph .until the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
LittLe] is here, if the gentleman from Massachusetts insists on 
obtaining first-hand information. 

Mr. SNYDER. There is a justification for this item here in 
the report. I recall that at the time the bill was on the fleor 
before we held the matter in abeyance until the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Little} got some infermatien on the subject from 
Kansas City. 

This does not involve the appropriation of any additional 
funds. The act of September 8, 1916, Thirty-ninth Statutes at 
Large, page 844, appropriated $10,000 for the preservation and 
improvement of Huron Cemetery, a tract of land in the city of 
Kansas City, Kans., owned by the Government of the United 
States, the use of which was conveyed by treaty to the Wyandotte 
Tribe of Indians as a cemetery for the members of said tribe. 

In pursuance of the above act, contracts have been entered into 
for the repair and improvement of the cemetery, and said con- 
tracts have been completed. To further carry out the purpose 
of the act with reference to the preservation thereof, a contract 
was entered into with the city of Kansas City to the effect that 
for and in consideration of the payment of $1,000 by the United 
States and for other considerations named in the contract, the 
city of Kansas City agreed ‘to forever maintain, care for, pre- 
serve the lawns and trim the trees and give the grounds the same 
and equal attention that it gives its city parks within the main 
part of the city, etc. 

In view of the provisions of section 3648 of the United States 
Revised Statute prohibiting payment on a contract in advance of 
services rendered, it is desired that specific authority for the pay- 
ment to the city of Kansas City of $1,000 from the amount here- 
tofore appropriated for the preservation and improvement of the 
said cemetery be granted. 

Now, there is no possible way for the city of Kansas City to 
enter into a contract unless this special authority is given at 
this time, ahead of the actual expenditure of the money. 

Mr. WALSH. How much of the $10,000 has been expended? 

Mr. SNYDER. That I can not say. 

Mr. WALSH. This $1,000 is to pay the city of Kansas City 
for the consideration of an agreement for the perpetual care 
of this cemetery? 

Mr. SNYDER. For the perpetual care of the cemetery. 

Mr. WALSH. ,There is to be no further charge on the 
Federal Government? 

Mr. SNYDER. No; this is one lump payment, which is to 
be put out at interest, to furnish a small amount of money for 
the care of that cemetery, or that little plot in the cemetery, 
for an indefinite period. 

Mr. WALSH. In view of the explanation given by the chair- 
man of the committee, I withdraw the reservation of the point 
of order. 

Mr. GARD. I renew the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. I make the point of order, unless 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lirtte] desires to be heard. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. -Chairman, I ask unanimous eonsent that 
this paragraph may be passed over until the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Latrrie] is here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent to pass the paragraph for the time being. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


of the tribal funds of the Chippewa Indians of the State of Minne- 
sota, is hereby appropriated to pay the expenses of the general council 
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of said tribe to be held during July, 1919, pursuant to the constitu- 
tion of the general council of said Chippewa Indians of Minnesota, 
organized in May, 1913, and to y the expenses of said general council 
in leoking after the affairs of said tribe, including the actual and 
necessary expenses of its legislative committee in visiting Washington 
during the second and third sessions of the Sixty-fifth Congress; said 
sum to be immediately available, and said actual and necessary ex- 
penses to be approved by the president and secretary of the general 
council and certified te the Secretary of the Interior, and as so ap- 
proved and certified to be paid. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the words “to be immediately available,’ in line 7, 
page 29. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. What is the necessity of making an appropriation for 
the visit of a legislative committee to Washington for the second 
session of the Sixty-fifth Congress? The expenses of that visit 
are carried in the current law. 

Mr. SNYDER. The amount appropriated here is the same as 
was provided in the bill which passed the House, but failed to 
pass Congress. This is for the visit of the council who came 
here a year ago. 

Mr. WALSH. Qh, no. 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes; they have to come here every year, and 
this is out of their own money. They want to come here. 

Mr. WALSH. Then you want to change the language of the 
appropriation, for it says “to pay the expenses of said general 
council during the second and third sessions of the Sixty-fifth 
Congress.” That was carried in the current law. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
permit, I will state that there was some friction among the 
Chippewa Indians in their tribal council. There are two factions, 
nnd each side claimed.to be the legitimate ceuncil of the tribe. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs being in doubt as to which 
faction was entitled to receive money, did not pay anything to 
the contesting delegates for the time they spent here in the 
second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, and had paid nothing 
for the third session at the time the bill was under consideration 
last spring. 

Mr. WALSH. 
to it? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I do not knew. 

Mr. SNYDER. It has not. A delegation from one or the 
other, from the Red Lake or the White Lake, I do not know 
which one, waited on me a day or two ago and wanted us to 
decide for them which one should have the money. The chair- 
man of the committee thought he would leave the matter in the 
hands of the Indian Office, where it has been heretofore, and let 
them decide. 

Mr. WALSH. Do TI understand that the Indians are coming 
down here to secure legislation from Congress, and that Congress 
is paying the expenses, giving them a trip from the reservation? 

Mr. SNYDER. There is a dispute there as to who is really 
the commission or council entitled to be considered. They were 
here in the last Congress, both sides, attempting to get legisia- 
tion, and both sides were against certain appropriations in the 
bill. 

Mr. CARTER. Let me say to the gentleman that this appro- 
priation comes out of the Indians’ own money. 

Mr. SNYDER. I so stated when I rose, that this is the In- 
dians’ own money, and the only difficulty is it has to be appro- 
priated before the department can pay it out. The department 
has not yet determined which party that claims to be the real 
representative of the tribes is entitled to the money. The com- 
mittee does not -see fit to attempt to decide it. 

Mr. WALSH. So under the authorization of the current law 
none of the expenses have been paid? 

Mr. SNYDER. Not one cent has been paid, and probably will 
not be. 

Mr. WALSH. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter on ceded lands in the State of Minnesota embraced within 
the provisions of the law entitled “An act for the relief and civiliza- 
tion of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved Janu- 
ary 14, 1889, the minerals in and mineral rights pertaining to any of the 
lands, the cession of which was provided for in said act and which the 
United States has not conveyed ‘title, shall be and remain in and are 
reserved for the use and benefit of the Chippewa Indians of the State of 
Minnesotg. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
paragraph. This seems to me legislation of a rather important 
nature. I would like to know what effect this reservation is go- 
ing to have on the lands under the jurisdiction of the State of 
Minnesota. Perhaps some member of the Minnesota delegation 
may be able to-enlighten me. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, in. the section of Minnesota 
where this reservation is situated it is expected that there are 


Has the Indian Service decided who is entitled 


Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 





214 


arge deposits of iron ore. The idea is, as I understand from 
this section, to protect the Indians by preserving to them all the 
mineral rights on the land. The State of Minnesota, in selling 
State school lands, reserves all mineral rights, and we want the 
same protection for the Indian lands. 

Mr. SNYDER. That covers my understanding of the section, 
thet this is a reservation of the minerals for the benefit of the 
Indians themselves. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Absolutely. There are quarter sections up 
in that country that are worth $40,000,000. 

Mr. SNYDER. Well, that is an estimate? 

Mr. KNUTSON. No; they have taken $40,000,000 out of a 
quarter section up there in iron ore. 

Mr. ELSTON. Why not have these mineral rights reserved 
to the United States? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Well, it is the Indians’ land, and why 
should they not have the mineral rights? It will prevent specu- 
jators going in and getting hold of the land for the mineral 
value at a nominal price. 

Mr. ELSTON. I assume from the first two or three lines of 
the paragraph that heretofore the United States has reserved the 
mineral rights, and why should not the United States, in ceding 
this land to the Indians, reserve those mineral rights? It is 
clearly implied in the first three or four lines of the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Knutson] has stated that some of these lands are worth 
$40,000,000. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Oh, I did not say some of these lands, 

Mr. WALSH. Some of the mineral deposits on this land are 
worth $40,000,000. It is apparently intended upon ceded land 
embraced within the provisions of the law provided for the re- 
lief of the Chippewa Indians that minerals in that land are to 
still remain the property of the Indians. We know that further 
on in this bill we carried a provision for taking the minerals 
out of the Indian lands, and as long as that ore remains in the 
land which belongs to the Indians it will be worth nothing— 
at least that is the argument that is made here in inducing the 
House to agree to mining on Indian reservations, which was 
carried in the last session of Congress. I. think we would better 
reserve to the United States the right to take this ore out of the 
land that is worth $40,000,000. It might come in handy a 
little later on to have the United States obtain authority to 
mine some of it. I make the point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman with- 
hold his point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. For a moment. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman might argue 
with equa] fairness that all of the ore in Oklahoma on Indian 
reservations should be reserved to the Government. I did not 
say that there was iron ore on these lands. I said that it was 
suspected that there might be iron ore on these lands. The 
ores should clearly go to the Indians. There is no question 
about that. If iron ore is found on these lands, the Indians 
would take the same steps, probably, with the consent of the 
Indian Bureau; that an individual would take in working the 
land. It is out of the question for any individual to mine iron 
ore on a large scale. It takes considerable capital. He would 
simply allow some company to go in there and develop it and 
receive a royalty of 50 or 75 cents per ton, depending upon the 
value of the ore. 

Mr. GREEN 
yield? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not exactly understand this situa- 
tion. In the sixteenth line it speaks of the ceded lands in the 
State of Minnesota. Were those some lands ceded to the In- 
dians by the United States Government in lieu of some other 
lands? 

Mr. KNUTSON. That is my understanding, though I have 
not read the hearings. These are lands that have already been 
ceded. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. From what is going on here we can 
hardly tell whether they are the same lands that originally 
belonged to the Indians or lands that were ceded by the Gov- 
ernment, or just what rights the Indians have in them. If 
these are lands the Indians originally possessed and never lost 
their right to, it would appear that they ought to keep these 
mineral rights; but if, on the other hand, it is some’ land that 
was ceded by the Government to the Indians, it seems to me 
that the position of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WatsH] is correct, that the Government ought to keep these 
minerals, if the mineral rights did not pass. 

Mr. ELSTON. Pdrticularly if these lands were ceded in ex- 
change for other lands of nominal value, and it was supposed 
at the time that the lands were only agricultural lands, possibly 


of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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of small value. Of course, I am influenced in my remarks by 
the statement of the gentleman that 160 acres of land might be 
worth $40,000,000. 

Mr. KNUTSON. These lands are situated 100 miles west of 
the proven mineral belt. There has been no mineral found 
within 75 miles of these Indian lands, but I want to protect the 
Indians in case it is found later on. In case minerals are 
found, then those mineral rights should go to the Indians. 
Originally the Chippewas of Minnesota had about $18,000,000 
in visible assets, which have shrunken to about $6,000,000. I 
think it is about time the Indifans should get a square deal and 
receive what they are entitled to. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman speaks of the 
Indians and their fortunes, and speaks of millions of dollars in 
such a way as to make it reminiscent of appropriations made 
for war purposes. I do not think there will be any very great 
rush upon the almshouses of Minnesota if Uncle Sam retains 
the rights to these minerals up there, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
withdraw from the Treasury of the United States the sum of $60,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the tribal funds of the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Minnesota, and to expend or pay the same, under such 
rules and regulations as he may prescribe, for the erection or purchase 
of homes for Chippewa Indians in said State whose homes were destroyed 
by forest fires during the year 1918, to be immediately available and to 
remain available until expended : Provided, That said sum may be used 
for material and labor for the construction of such houses; for the 
purchase of portable houses ; or to pay for the erection of houses under 
contract, said contract to be executed or approved by the superintendent, 
who shall also inspect and approve all work done or houses erected or 

urchased hereunder before making payment therefor : Provided further, 

hat not to exceed $1,000 may be used for the purchase or construction 
of any one home: And pro dad further, That not to exceed 5 per cent 
of the amount expended may be used for administrative purposes. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order on the words “ to be 
immediately available” in lines 8 and 9, page 30. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will not the gentleman with- 
hold his point for a moment. Last-fall the northeastern part of 
Minnesota was visited by one of the most disastrous forest fires 
in the history of the country. A number of Indians lost their 
homes and everything they possessed, except the bare land, as a 
result of that fire. They are now living in absolute destitution, 
and if this money could be made immediately available it would 
tend to ease the situation materially. I am sure that if the gen- 
tleman understood the condition of these Indians, who are and 
have been living in shacks all winter, he would withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. GREEN 
yield? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Yes; I yield to my friend. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. This is the Indians’ own money? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Absolutely. What difference does it make 
whether we make it available to-day or next month? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. And they have no houses to live in? 

Mr. KNUTSON. They have nothing but tents and shacks. 
They are absolutely destitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and 
the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States the sum of $20,000 of the tribal funds 
of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota, and to expend or pay the same, 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, for the construc- 
tion and repair of roads on the Chippewa and ceded Indian reservations 
in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 31, after line 2, insert the following paragraph : 

“Road construction, Red Lake: That the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to withdraw from the Treasury of the 
United States the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, of the funds on deposit to the credit of the Red Lake Band of 
Chippewa Indians, in the State of Minnesota, and to expend the same 
in the construction of roads and bridges on the Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion in said State, including purchase of material, equipment and sup- 

lies, and the employment of labor: Provided, That Indian labor shall 
Be employed as far as practicable.” 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman presenting 
the amendment has satisfied the committee thgt this is a proper 
item, the committee has no objection to its passage. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to page 26, last section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that right under the 
agreement. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I am informed—I was not here 
when the objection was made—that there was some objection or 
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some inquiry made about this item, which refers to the Thirty- 
ninth Statutes at Large, page 844. That was a special act in- 
troduced by my predecessor from that district, Mr. Taggart. 
The act is very short, and I will read it, and I think it will 
explain the matter. It is “An act making appropriation for the 
preservation, improvement, and perpetual care of Huron Ceme- 
tery, a burial place of the Wyandotte Indians, in the city of 
Kansas City, Kans.” The act is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
be eo hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherw appropriated, for the preservation and improvement of 
Huron Cemetery, a tract of land in the city of Kansas City, Kans., 
owned by the Gevernment of the United States, the use of which was 
avon by treaty to the Wyandotte Tribe of Indians as a cemetery 
for the members of said wibe : Provided, That the authorities of Kansas 
City, Kans., will construct and maintain all necessary retaining or out- 
side walls along all the boundaries of said cemetery abutting on streets. 

For some reason the department just would not spend that 
money. Last year I went to them, presented the facts, and they 
began the necessary improvements. The Government owns that 
land.. The Wyandotte Indians secured by treaty the use of it 
perpetually as a cemetery. There has been some litigation over 
it and the courts so adjudicated. That plot of ground lies right 
in the heart of Kansas City, Kans., in the business part of the 
city. For many years the Government would not do a thing 
about it, or did not, and the city could not, and did not, and the 
Government finally, at Mr. Taggart’s suggestion, with the facts 
before the House, enacted that special bit of legislation which 
provided that the Government should approprjate $10,000 to 
fix up that cemetery and maintain it, providing the city would 
build certain walls along the streets. 

Those walls were built. The city complied with its part to the 
satisfaction of the Indian Bureau. The Government then took 
a portion of this $10,000, within the last year or two, of that 
fund and built the inner walls. This divides the cemetery from 
the park on the inside and there is a wall on the street on the 
outside, except at the corner block. The Government built the 
inner walls and built two or three stone and concrete side- 
walks and cleared it up. Possibly the Government has spent 
half of that; I do not know, although I have heard and seen a 
good deal of what has been done, because my office is in the 
same block. As I say, there has been a good deal of legislation 
and trouble about it. Two Indian women chased the United 
States marshal out of the place with a shotgun, ran the police 
away, and, as a matter of fact, were going to run the police 
out the last time: A couple of quarter or eighth blood Indian 
women built a little house on it, and it has been a constant 
source of annoyance and trouble to that city. It was a bad 
looking place, overgrown with brush and shrubbery, and no care 
taken of it for years, and if anybody else wanted to go there 
the Indian women went after him. The United States marshal 
tried it, and they bluffed him, and in the last two years I sug- 
gested to the department that they spend some of that money, 
and they did, and the ladies went there armed to interfere; 
but the mayor was firm, and police stopped the interference. 
The city was simply carrying out this contract with the Indian 
Bureau. The ladies have sued the mayor for a good many 
thousands for not letting them stay there, though, if they are 
patient, they will be allowed to stay there permanently after 
a while, though the mayor can not. It has been a great 
nuisance to our town, and the Government and the town have 
now gotten together, and last year when this bill was put 
through it went through in these words, and the understanding 
was the Government would authorize—had authorized—the city 
to go on and trim the trees and grass and take care of it and 
keep it in order, provided the city would do so—would take 
care of it and maintain it in a proper fashion—and the city 
agreed to do this for $1,000 out of that $10,000. The original 
appropriation was “is hereby appropriated for the preserva- 
tion and improvement.” Now, the city said, “ We will preserve 
it and keep up the improvements if you will give us $1,000.” 
As a matter of fact, the city took over a very big job, and I 
wired the mayor if he knew what they had agreed to do—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARD. I ask that the gentleman have three minutes 
additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr, LITTLE. And the mayor said, yes, in view of all the 
lawsuits and near killings and trouble that they had had in the 
city, if they got $1,000 they would do it, and so this was put 
in last year in the bill, and now we have a beautiful bit of 
forest as becomes an Indian cemetery. It does not cost the 
Government a cent from now on, and if you do not pay the 
city this $1,000 you will have to go ahead and spend a great 
deal more money. Did I understand the gentleman from Ohio 
desired to ask a question? 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
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Mr. GARD. I desire to inquire whether the city of Kansas 
City has been able to pacify these wild ladies to whom the gen- 
tleman alludes? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; I saw the policemen pacify her. The 
lady was pretty vigorous, but the mayor stood pat, and she 
did not really shoot, and that ended the matter. The improve- 
ments went through after years of wrangling. 

Mr. GARD. If this money is given to the city of Kansas 
City, is it the purpose to maintain that as a cemetery and see 
that it is properly preserved? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; that is the fact. There is nobody al- 
lowed to be buried there except the Wyandotte Indians, how- 
ever. 

Mr. GARD. How much of the authorization of $10,000 has 
been expended? 

Mr. LITTLE. I am unable to give the exact amount, but I 
should presume probably $4,000 or $5,000. 

Mr. GARD. This amount of $1,000 is supposed to be the last 
grant or authorization? 

Mr. LITTLE. That is the intention. 

Mr. GARD. For the care of the cemetery? 

Mr. LITTLE. That is the intention. There is a written con- 
tract between the Indian Department and the city. 

Mr. GARD. I do not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. ELSTON. Does not the gentleman think it might be well 
to add to this paragraph a clause repealing that old statute of 
which he speaks in order that the same request will not be again 
made to bring the appropriation up to $10,000? 

Mr. LITTLE. I think we ought to leave the department a 
little leeway. I do not know but they may have spent $9,000. I 
think we had better leave the department a little leeway so that 
if next year there is any question about it we will look it up. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I think it only fair that the House under- 
stand that the relatives of these two women are buried there, 
and that the women feel very deeply about this matter. This 
land was allotted against their will, and they protested against 
it. They felt that they had some legal right that they ought to 
protect. I remember reading one of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court. One of the women, Elizabeth Conolly, came here in per- 
son and argued that case before the Supreme Court. It shows 
how deeply these Indians feel in reference to the matter. I think 
that statement ought to be made in view of the statement as to 
the standing-off of the officers there. 

Mr. LITTLE. ‘I am glad the gentleman mentioned that. 
Those Indians tried to employ my partner and myself to try 
that lawsuit, but we felt it was a big job, and they thought the 
fee we suggested was pretty high. So they came here and won 
their case in the Supreme Court of the United States. Then they 
went back and got a shotgun and carried out the ruling of the 
Supreme Court. I did not mean to cast any criticism upon them. 
They desired to preserve the tombs of their people, and it would 
seem that will be done. They feared if white men had their 
way the graves would be removed, but they made it impossible 
for the city to care for the cemetery. It was very unsightly. 
Now it is a pretty spot in the heart of a great city and always 
will be, I presume. These two Wyandotte women acted from 
motives which do them credit, but the city, too, wished to pre- 
serve the place, and I hope the misunderstanding is finally ter- 
minated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing construction, maintenance, and operation of the irrt- 
gation systems on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in Montana, $50,- 
000 (reimbursable) : Provided, That not to exceed $15,000 of applicable 
appropriations made for the Flathead. Blackfeet, and Fort Peck irriga- 
tien projects shall be available for the maintenance, repair, and opera- 
tion of motor-propelled and horse-drawn passenger-carrying vehicles for 
official we wee the aforesaid irrigation project : Provided further, That 
not to ex $3,500 may be used for the purchase of horse-drawn passen- 
ger-earrying vehicles, and that not to exceed $4,000 may be used for the 
purchase of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
first proviso, page 33, the paragraph beginning with line 18, to 
inquire what is the necessity for such a large apportionment as 
this for motor-propelled and horse-drawn passenger vehicles on 
this irrigation project. 

Mr. CARTER. I did not understand. 

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asked why 
there was such a large amount required for motor-propelled and 
horse-drawn passenger vehicles upon this irrigation project. 
The reason for it is that it has been found it is more feasible 
to operate with Ford cars than it is with horses, and it is claimed 
by the department heads that much more progress can be made 
by the use of Fords than by the use of horses, and there is more 
work being done this year on this project than heretofore, and 
therefore the necessity for two or three more cars. 
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Mr. WALSH. Well, what is there about this particular irri- 
gation project upon the Blackfeet Reservation that is different 
from others? 

Mr. SNYDER. I think that has reference to this whole irri- 
gation system here, including this $100,000 in the $375,000 items. 
The vehicles mentioned are for use in the entire Montana propo- 
sition. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, what is there about the Montana reserva- 
tions that makes motor-propelled vehicles necessary that does not 
apply to others? 

Mr. SNYDER. There is nothing about the Montana irriga- 
tion systems that makes motor vehicles more applicable there 
than elsewhere, and I think perhaps you will find in the other 
irrigation systems as you go along that they are asking for in- 
creases for the purchase of cars as against the purchase of 
horses and wagons. 

Mr. WALSH. I had not noticed that they had asked for any 
such authorization before. 

Mr. CARTER. These propositions are being constructed by 
the Reclamation Service and not by the Indian Service. There- 
fore it is necessary to have the fund for these vehicles in 
order to carry it specifically. The other amount appropriated 
will apply only to the activities carried on by the Indian Bureau. 
Those are paid for out of the Indian fund and reimbursable, and 
earried on by the Indian Service. 

Mr. GARD. lReserving the right to object, I wish to make an 
inquiry about the appropriation of $15,000 for motor-propelled 
vehicles for official use, and the second proviso, not to exceed 
$3,500 for horse-drawn passenger-carrying vehicles, and not 
to exceed $4,000 to be used for the purchase of motor-propelled 
passenger vehicles. 

Mr. CARTER. The first is for maintenance and repair, and 
the other is for purchase. 

Mr. GARD. One is said to be for official purposes and the 
other is for motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will read along, he will see 
that the first is for maintenance and repair and the second is for 
purchase. 

Mr. GARD. Is $15,000 considered to be a proper amount for 
the maintenance and repair of a number of Ford cars out there 
on this irrigation project? 

Mr. CARTER. Maintenance, repair, and operation of motor- 
propelled and horse-drawn passenger-carrying vehicles. The 
last proviso is for the purchase of horse-draavn and passenger- 
carrying vehicles, $4,000. 

Mr. GARD. My inquiry was whether the gentleman is satis- 
fied that this sum is proper for the maintenance and operation 
of these automobiles? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; I would think that would be a reason- 
able amount for the maintenance, repair, and operation on all 
the projects. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much of the Indian appropriation act of March 1, 1907 (34 
Stats. L., pp. 1015, 1035), as relates to the disposal of surplus un- 
allotted lands within the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in Montana is 
hereby repealed, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 
make allotments under existing laws within the said reservation to any 
Indians of said Blackfeet Tribe not heretofore allotted, living six months 
after the approval of this act, and thereafter to prorate all unallotted 
and otherwise unreserved lands therein among the Indians who have 
been allotted or may be entitled to rights within said reservation: 
Provided, That of the lands so allotted 80 acres of each allotment 
shall be designated as a homestead by the allottee and be evidenced 
by a trust patent and shall remain inalienable until Congress shall 
otherwise direct: Provided further, That the Blackfeet tribal rolls 
shall close as of six months after the approval of this act and there- 
after no additional names shall be added to said rolls: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed to repeal the grants of land made by 
the act of March 1, 1907, to religious institutions and to the State of 
Montana for school purposes, nor repeal the authority of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to dispose of any land within said reservation 
suitable for town-site purposes, as provided by that act: Provided, 
That the State of Montana in making indemnity school selections shall 
be confined to nonmineral and nonirrigable lands: Provided further, 
That the provisions of the act of March 1, 1907, which require a 
division of the funds received from the sale of the surplus lands imme- 
diately upon the date of the approval of the allotments of land are 
hereby repealed: Provided, That the lands within said reservation, 
whether allotted, unallotted, reserved, set aside for town-site purposes, 
granted to the State of Montana for school purposes, or otherwise dis- 
posed of, shall be subject to all the laws of the United States prohibit- 
ing the introduction of intoxicants into the Indian country until other- 
wise provided by Congress: Provided, That the lands may be leased by 
the allottee for mineral purposes under such rules and regulations 
and upon such terms and conditions as the Secretary of the Interior 
may prescribe: Provided further, That allotments herein provided for 
shall be made under such rules and regulations as the said Secretary 
may prescribe, and trust patents shall be issued therefor as provided 
by the aforesaid act of March 1, 1907, except as to the ‘homestead 
hereinbefore mentioned. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 


Mr. GARD. And I reserve a point of order on it. 


May 24, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts re- 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. This is apparently the repeal of existing law 
and substituting a new system or method for the disposal of 
unallotted lands. I would like to ask somebody who is familiar - 
with the situation why it is necessary to take out these un- 
allotted lands in Montana from the provisions of the act referred 
to of March 1, 1907? 

Mr. CARTER. Well, the gentleman has noticed, of course, 
that this original law related to the surplus unallotted lands. 
Provision was made for the homesteading of those lands, but it 
was found not to be desirable to homestead them, because they 
are really not agricultural lands. They lie in a very high alti- 
tude and very far-‘north, and the frost comes too late in the spring 
and too early in the fall to permit the making possible of any 
kind of agricultural pursuits. Now, the Indians have quite a 
good many cattle themselves, cattle that have been distributed 
among individuals, and if this land is allotted I think it will give 
the Indians about 450 acres per capita, and this particular band 
of Indians are stock raisers and not farmers anyway, so that 
this will give them 450 acres upon which to graze a number of 
cattle, probably sufficient for their maintenance. Therefore it 
was thought better to allot the land than to dispose of it by 
homesteading. 

Mr. WALSH. How much does the gentleman think it will 
permit each Indian to have? 

Mr. CARTER. As I recall, about 450 acres. 

Mr. WALSH. Glancing over the hearings hastily, I think it 
is stated to be about 80 acres. 

Mr. CARTER. We have it right at page 199 of the hearings: 

Under this item of legislation each Indian having rights on the reserva- 
tion will obtain as a full allotment approximately 450 acres. 

That is at the top of the page. 

Mr. WALSH. This is the only reservation—the Blackfeet 
Reservation—where such conditions obtain? 

Mr. CARTER. That is the only one that I have in mind now. 
I think it is really the only one in the United States. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course these conditions were known in 
March, 1907, when this legislation was passed? 

Mr. CARTER. I doubt if they were known to Congress. 
This was done after the Indians had made their protest against 
the sale of these lands. There was quite a long-drawn-out fight. 
Some gentlemen in Montana insisted that the lands be home- 
steaded and irrigated, and so forth, and the Indians insisted that 
they should not be, and Congress was forced to face about and 
take the Indian view of the proposition. I think it was taken 
correctly. 

Mr. WALSH. It says they shall be allotted by the Secretary 
of the Interior under the existing law. .What law is that? 

Mr. CARTER. That is the Burke Act. 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GARD. Continuing the point of order, Mr. Chairman, I 
desire to make inquiry about the proviso in this part of the 
new legislation concerning the leasing to allottees for mineral 
purposes. That is on page 36. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The proviso says that the lands may be 
leased by the allottee for mineral purposes, under such regula- 
tions and upon such terms and conditions as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe. This legislation is in conformity 
with the practice of the Indian Office with respect to mineral 
lands in Oklahoma, in the Osage country, and elsewhere. It 
was rumored that there might be oil in that country. If there 
is, the same procedure will be followed as in Oklahoma. 

Mr. GARD. With this proviso out, there is under the present 
law no authority for the leasing by allottees for mineral pur- 
poses? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Not at all. 

Mr. GARD. Is it desirable that there should be such a pro- 
vision? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I do not doubt it. 

Mr. GARD. Why? 

‘Mr. HAYDEN. If a restricted allottee has a tract of land 
that contains coal or oil, the leasing will be under the supervi- 
sion of the Department of the Interior, which will secure the 
proper royalties for him on his oil or coal. What objection 
could there be to such a plan? 

Mr. GARD. The objection to my mind would be that the 
people who are allotted are not capable of taking care of it. 

Mr. HAYDEN. This proviso says “under such terms and 
supervision as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe.” 

Mr. GARD. Are these Indians restricted Indians—the Black- 
feet? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 
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Mr. CARTER. They are not allotted yet. An Indian’s re- 
strictions really go to his land, and until his land is allotted 
he is restricted. He is certainly restricted in the sale of tribal 


land. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 
the Indian Office. 
Mr. GARD. Is this the only allotment the Blackfeet have? 

Mr. CARTER. I think this is the only allotment they have. 
It may be that some of the older ones have taken allotments, 
but the younger have not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the pay of one special attorney for the Pueblo Indians of New 
Mexico, to be designated by the Secretary of the Interior, and for neces- 
sary traveling expenses of said attorney, $5,000, or so much thereof as 
the Secretary of the Interior may deem necessary. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WALSH. I desire to inquire why it is necessary to 
increase the special appropriation for this special attorney in 
New Mexico? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The explanation is that it will be the duty 
of this attorney to defend certain Indian water rights for 
lands on the Rio Grande River. There is litigation pending, 
and a competent attorney could not be obtained to care for it 
for the sum of money heretofore appropriated. The litigation, 
it was expected, would last about a year; and the Indians need 
a good lawyer, who would defend them in the proper manner. 
The amount was raised to $5,000 by the Senate, an@ the House 
agreed to the increase in the last Congress. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ For road and bridge construction on the Mescalero Indian Reserva- 
tion, in New Mexico, including the purchase of material, equipment, and 
supplies ; the employment of labor; and the cost of surveys, plans, and 
estimates, if necessary, $25,000, to be immediately available and to be 
reimbursed from any funds of the Indians of said reservation now or 


hereafter on deposit in the Treasury of the United States: Provided, 
That Indian labor shall be employed as far as practicable. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on the 
words “ to be immediately available,” in line 19, page 38. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing work on the Indian highway extending from the Mesa 
Verde National Park to Gallup (N. Mex.) Indian Reservation, $4,226.14, 
in addition to the $16,500 aperepeiates for this purpose by the act ap- 
proved June 30, 1913 (38 Stat. L., p. 91), to be immediately available 
for payment to the El Paso Bridge & Iron Co., of El Paso, Tex., for extra 
work and material, the same being made necessary by acts of the Gov- 
ernment: Provided, That said sum shall be reimbursed to the United 
States by the Navajo Indians and shall remain a charge and lien upon 
the lands, property, and funds belonging to said Navajo Indians until 
paid in full. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon 
the words “to be immediately available,” in Hines 3 and 4, 
page 39. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 15. For support and education of 160 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school at Cherokee, N. C., including pay of superintendent, $37,800; for 
general repairs and improvements, $6,000; in all, $43,800. That the 
sum of $8,000 appropriated for the construction of a bridge across the 
Ocona Lufty River at or near the Indian school at Cherokee, N. C., by 
the act approved May 25, 1918 (public No. 159, 65th Cong.), or so 
much thereof as may be required, is hereby reappropriated and made im- 
mediately available for the same purpose and under the same conditions 
as provided in the said act. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the words “ to be immediately available,” in line 3; page 40. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, this item appro- 
priates an unexpended balance. There is some reason for making 
items of that kind immediately available. Other items in this 
bill that have been made immediately available do not come 
within that class. I merely mention this in order to preserve the 
rights of an appropriating committee with respect to this kind 
of an item, reappropriating an unexpended balance. Yet I think 
there is no question that it is really subject to the point of order 
if the point of order is made. If, however,.there was any sort 


The leasing will be under the supervision of 


of chance for using this money before the 1st of July, I should 
appeal to the gentleman making the point of order not to make 
it; but there is no chance that the President will return and 
sign this bill and make this appropriation available before the 
1st of July. 

Mr. WEAVER. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Yes. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
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Mr. WEAVER. In regard to the $8,000 appropriated for this 
bridge, I wish to say that the contract has already been made for 
its construction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. WEAVER. Under the act as passed in May, 1918, the 
sum of $8,000 was to be paid by the Federal Government, and the 
balance, which would be about $8,000, is to be paid by the county 
of Swain, in which Cherokee is located. They have worked out 
their plans for the construction of the bridge with the State 
highway commissioner. Swain County has appropriated her 
part of the funds for the construction of the bridge, the contract 
has been made, and the matter is, in fact, under way. I sincerely 
trust that the gentleman from Massachusetts will not insist on 
his point of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is the reason I made the 
suggestion. Usually when an unexpended balance is reappro- 
priated, it is for work under a contract that is continuing. In 
this case just that condition exists, but this bill will not become a 
law before the Ist of July, and it makes very little difference 
whether this amount is made immediately available or not. If, 
however, it did make any difference, I should urge that the point 
of order be not made. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $676, to reimburse Benson 
County, N. Dak., for money actually paid by said county to the State 
of North Dakota fer care of three insane Indians, Mary Josephine 
Pejihutaskana, Alfred Littlewind, and Joseph Langer, in the North 
Dakota State Insane Asylum. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
paragraph. I do not think we ought to establish the precedent, 
or if it has already been established, to follow it up, by paying 
for charges such as these, and unless some extraordinary rea- 
son is given, I make the point of order upon the paragraph. 
It is clearly a specific appropriation that does not come within 
the general purposes of the bill, and would ordinarily be re- 
ported by the committee in a special bill. It is legislation, and 
I submit does not come within the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to withdraw from the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, 
the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
immediately available, of the funds on deposit to the credit of the 
Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma, and pay 
out the same for the benefit of the members of said tribes for their 
maintenance and support and improvement of their homesteads for 
the ensuing year in such manner and under such regulations as he 
may prescribe: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
report to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1920, a detailed 
statement as to all moneys expended as provided for herein. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order on the words “to 
be immediately available,” in line 15, page 43. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Quapaws, Oklahoma: For education (art. 3, treaty 
of May 13, 1833), $1,000; for blacksmith and assistants, and tools, iron, 
and steel for blacksmith shop (same article and treaty), $500; in all, 
$1,500: Provided, That the President of the United States shall certify 
the same to be for the best interests of the Indians: Provided further, 
That hereafter no moneys shall be expended from tribal or individual 
funds belonging to the Quapaw or other tribes of Indians of the Quapaw 
Agency in the State of Oklahoma without specific authority of law. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking a question as to the proviso at 
the beginning of page 45, that hereafter no moneys shall be ex- 
pended from tribal or individual funds belonging to these In- 
dians without specific authority of law. Has money been ex- 
pended heretofore without specific authority of law, and is that 
the reason for inserting this proviso? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; the Interior Department has spent in all 
over $3,000,000 out of tribal funds without any annual appro- 
priation by Congress, and now we require them to come in before 
Congress and make estimates for expenditures out of the tribal 
funds, just as they do for expenditures out of the Federal 
Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw 
from the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, not to exceed 
the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the 
money on deposit to the credit of the Osage Tribe of Indians in Okla- 
homa, to be expended for the support, education, and systematic voca- 
tional instruction of Osage children: Provided, That the expenditure of 
said money shall include the renewal of the present contract with the 
St. Louis Mission Boarding School, except that there shall not be 
expended more than $300 for annual support and education of any one 


pupil. 











218 


Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order in order 
to get some information as to the contract for the education of 
the Osage children, and the amount expended for annual sup- 
port and education of one pupil in excess of that granted in other 
instances. 

Mr. CARTER. This is out of the tribal fund, and the other 
appropriation is out of the Treasury fund. This St. Louis mis- 
sion boarding school is probably a very small school, and there- 
fore it takes more money per capita. These Osages are the rich- 
est people in the world. They draw $4,000 per annum for every 
man, woman, and child. They can afford to pay this. 

Mr. SNYDER. And they very much desire to do it. 

Mr. GARD. I withdraw the reservation of a point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay to Victor M. Locke the sum of $1,290.26 as balance in full due 
him for salary and expenses as principal chief of the Choctaw Nation. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. What is there about this item to pay this salary which 
does not come out of the tribal fund? 

Mr. CARTER. It comes out of the tribal fund. If it does not 
so provide, there should be an amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It is paid out of the tribal fund. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; it is. 

Mr. WALSH. According to the provisions of this item it is 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to insert, 
on page 46, after line 19, the words “ from the tribal fund of the 
Choctaw Indians in Oklahoma.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers an amendment, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 46, line 19, after the word “ pay,” insert the words “from the 
tribal funds of the Choctaw Indians ib Oklahoma.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of interest upon certain interest-bearing trust funds 
belonging to the Cherokee Nation, which funds arose from the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims of May 18, 1905, in favor of said nation, 
and were paid into and retained in the Treasury of the United States, 
as follows, to wit: On the amount of the fund which arose from item 1 
of said judgment as such amount was determined and paid to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior on July 2, 1906, to be by him credited to the prin- 
cipal of the Cherokee school fund, interest at 5 per cent per annum 
from July 2, 1906, to and including May 26, 1910; on the amount of 
the fund which arose from item 4 of said judgment, as such amount 
was determined and paid to the Secretary. of the Interior on July 2, 
1906, to be by him credited to the principal of the Cherokee national 
fund, interest at 5 per cent per annum from July 2, 1906, to and includ- 
ing May 26, 1910; on the original principal sum of item 4 of said = 
ment, interest at 5 per cent per annum from July 1, 1893, to July 
1903, and on the amount of the interest thus accruing interest at 4 
per cent per annum from December 29, 1905, to May 14, 1906; and on 
the aggregate of the sums of the interest for the last two riods 
herein above mentioned, interest at 5 per cent per annum from July 2, 
1906, to the date of the a> of this act; and the sum of $27,500, or 
s0 much thereof as may necessary, to pay the interest above allowed, 
is hereby appropriated and authorized to be paid to the Cherokee 
Nation: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay the amount arising from item 4 of said 
judgment, with interest thereon as herein above = for, to the 
agent appointed by the Cherokee Nation acting through its principal 
chief to receive the same, said payment to be made immediately upon 
the approval of this act. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. SNYDER. 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Loneworrn, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
tnat that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
2480, the Indian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE WHITE HOUSE FOR THE 
PROVAL OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they presented to the White House, for the 
approval of the President of the United States, the following 
bill: 

H. R. 2329. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the Bureau of War’ Risk 
Insurance and for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1919. 


AP- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent the following leave of absence was 
granted: 


To Mr. Cooper, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness, 
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To Mr. McFAppeEn, at the request of Mr. Kiss, for one week, on 
aceount of important business. 
To Mr. Porter, for two weeks, on account of illness in his 
family. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the oath be adminis- 
tered to the gentleman from Texas, Mr. ConNALLy, a qualified 
Member. 

Mr. Connatty appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office as prescribed by law. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 32 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, May 26, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, submitting a paragraph of legislation for inclusion 
in the deficiency bill, reappropriating the unexpended balances 
of appropriations for International Exchanges, Smithsonian 
Institution for the fiscal years 1917 and 1918, and making the 
same available during the fiscal year 1919 (H. Doc. No, 43) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of’ communication from the Postmaster General recom- 
mending increase of appropriation for temporary and auxiliary 
clerk hire, etc., for the fiseal year 1919’(H. Doc. No. 44) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Acting Secretary of State sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by 
the Department of State for “ Relief and protection of American 
seamen ” for the fiscal year 1919 (H. Doe. No. 45); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
requests for appropriation for inclusion in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill for sundry items for the Public Health Service 
(H. Doc. No. 46); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
estimate of appropriation for constructing or purchasing and 
equipping lighthouse tenders and light vessels to replace ves- 
sels worn out in service in the third, fifth, and eighth light- 
house districts, or for use in the Lighthouse Service generally 
(H. Doe. No. 47); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, requesting the 
passage of certain legislation for aids to navigation and for 
other works in the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes 
(H. Dee. No. 48) ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Julia 
K. Wilson, daughter of James R. Gibbany, deceased, against the 
United States (H. Doc. No. 49) ; to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Ellen 
A. Benn, widow and natural guardian of the minor children of 
Frederick L. Benn, deceased, son of Frederick Benn, deceased, 
against the United States (H. Doc. No. 50); to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Samuel 
F. Curtis against the United States (H. Doc. No. 51); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Wil- 
liam A. Duff, son and sole heir of John W. Duff, deceased, 
against the United. States (H. Doe. No. 52); to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
communication from the Director General of Railroads submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for Federal control of the 
Federal transportation systems, to be immediately available and 
to remain available until expended (H. Doc. No. 53); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
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12. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Attorney General submitting a sup- 
plemental estimate of appropriation required by the Department 
of Justice for supplies for United States courts and judicial 
officers for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 54); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting 
supplemental estimates of appropriations required by the Na- 
tional Park Service for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 55) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of Commerce, submitting 
supplemental estimates of appropriations required by the Bu- 
reau of Standards for research and investigations for the fiscal 
year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 56) ; to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 2887) to repeal section 630 
of the revenue act of 1918, approved February 24, 1919; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

3y Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2838) to amend the 
war-risk insurance act and to increase and more definitely fix 
the rate of compensation thereunder to be paid for certain 
injuries; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 2839) granting citizenship 
to certain Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2840) to amend section 1754 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R, 2841) to establish a bureau 
for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 2842) to repeal the law 
known as the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 2843) to donate a cap- 
tured cannon or gun to the cities of Boise, Twin Falls, Poca- 
tello, Idaho Falls, Blackfoot, St. Anthony, Montpelier, Hailey, 
Buhl, Burley, Filer, Jerome, Rexburg, Preston, Mountain Home, 
Gooding, Arco, Fairfield, Rupert, Silver City, Malad City, Sho- 
shone, American Falls, Malad, Rigby, Meridian, and Driggs, in 
the State of Idaho; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 2844) to increase the limit of 
cost of a new post office at Geneseo, Ill.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 2845) to provide that the 
United States shall cooperate with the States in promoting the 
health of the rural population of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2846) authorizing the In- 
dian tribes and individual Indians, or any of them, residing in 
the State of Washington and west of the summit of the Cas- 
eade Mountains, to submit to the Court of Claims certain claims 
growing out of treaties and otherwise; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 2847) providing additional aid 
for the American Printing House for the Blind; to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2848) fixing the rate of 
postal charges on mail matter of the first class, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2849) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Lawrenceville, Ill.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 2850) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Marlboro, Mass., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, together with a suitable 
number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3vy Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 2851) to grant medals to sur- 
vivors and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope 
storming party; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2852) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of New London, Mo., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece to be placed on the top of a 
memorial to be erected by the citizens of New London, Mo., in 
memory of the boys from Ralls County who served in the war 
against Germany; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 2853) making it unlawful 
to carry any flag in any parade or procession other than the 


Stars and Stripes (United States flag) ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 2854) to 
establish a gold currency and a silver currency on a basis of 
interchangeable value throughout the world; to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 2855) to prohibit the manu- 
facture, sale, or transportation in interstate commerce of mis- 
branded articles, to regulate the traffic therein, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 2856) to regulate dealing 
in leaf tobacco; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2857) to regulate 
the interstate use of automobiles and all self-propelled vehicles 
which use the public highways in interstate commerce; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2858) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Bloomington, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GOODALL: A bill (H. R. 2859) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Freeport, Me., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 2860) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the cemetery at Salona, Pa., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 2861) granting pensions to cer- 
tain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in the Civil 
War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2862) for the relief of certain retired non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army who were re- 
called to active service during the war with Germany and com- 
missioned as officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 2863) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate two captured cannons to the town of 
Pawnee City, Nebr.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2864) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate two captured cannons to the town of Plattsmouth, 
Nebr.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate two captured cannons to the town of Humboldt, Nebr. ; 
to the Committée on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2866) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two captured cannons to the town of Burr, Nebr.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2867) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two captured cannons to the city of Lincoln, Nebr.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2868) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two captured cannons to the town of Syracuse, Nebr. ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2869) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate two captured cannons to the town of Falls City, Nebr. ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate two captured cannons to the town of Nebraska City, 
Nebr. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2871) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two captured cannons to the town of Tecumseh, Nebr. ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2872) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two captured cannons to the town of Auburn, Nebr.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2873) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two captured cannons to the town of Brock, Nebr.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two captured cannons to the Peru State Normal School, 
Peru, Nebr.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 2875) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Morgan City, La.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2876) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Houma, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece each to certain towns in 
Louisiana; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 2878) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Rumford, Me., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 
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Also,-a bill (H. R. 2879) authorizing the Secretary of War :to 
donate te Fryeburg Academy, in the town’ of Fryeburg, Me,, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affuirs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2880) authorizing ‘the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Canton,.Me., one:German cannon .-or ‘field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2881) authorizing the Secretary -of War to 
donate to the city of Auburn, Me., one*German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2882) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bath, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (GH. R. 2883) :authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Dixfield, Me,, one German cannon.or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. -R..2884) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Rangeley, Me., one German cannon 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2885) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Greenwood, Me., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R..2886) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Norway, Me., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANKFORD: A bill (H. R. 2887) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Manor, Ga., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Glenmore, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lenox, Ga., cne German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2890) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Denton, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2891) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city of Cecil, Ga., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2892) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to denate to the city of Morven, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2893) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Screven, Ga., one - German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2894) authorizing the Secretary of ‘War 
to donate to the city of Patterson, Ga., one German cannon or 
ficldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2895) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Odum, Ga., one ‘German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2896) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Enigma,'Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the "Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 2897) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to the city of Barney, Ga., one German cannon or 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 2898) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Stockton, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) anthorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Naylor, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military AjYairs. 

Also, a bill (HA. R. 2900) authorizing the Secretary of War to 

nate to the city of Douglas, Ga., one German cannon or field- 

ece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2901) authorizing the Secretary of War to 

ate to the city of Quitman, Ga., one German cannon or ‘field- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) authorizing the Secretary of War ‘to 
nate to the city of Alma, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2908) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
ate to the city of Nashville, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
ece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2904) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
ate to the city of Waycross, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
, a bill CH. R. 2905) authorizing the Secretary of War'to 
donate to the city of Valdosta, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 2906) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Brunswick, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2907) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Adel, Ga., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) authorizing the Secretary of War'to 
donate ‘to the city of Hazlehurst, Ga.,-one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee.on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H.R. 2909) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Quincy, IIL, one German cannon 
or ‘fieldpiece.; to the Committee-on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2910) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home at Quincy, IIL, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2911) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Galesburg, Ill., one- German cannon or field- 
piece ; ‘to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2912) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the city of Canton, HL,-one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2913) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Geneseo, Ill.,.one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2914) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate tothe city of Rushville, I1l., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) authorizing the Secretary of ‘War to 
donate to the city of Lewistown, Il., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2916) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cambridge, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; ‘to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. 'R. 2917) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Orion, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2918) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Yates City, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2919) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kewanee, IL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 2920) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Oneida, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2921) authorizing the Secretary-of War to 
donate to the town of Abingdon, IIL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee-on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H.R. 2922) to increase the pen- 
sions of those who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled 
in the same in the military or naval service of the United States; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 2923) regulating the hon- 
orable discharges or resignations of those who-served their coun- 
try in the Army and Navy during the war; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEE: A bill .(H. R. 2924) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to donate to the city of Johnsen City, Tex., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the:Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. IR. 2925) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Boerne, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H, R. 2926) providing ‘for the erection 
of a public building for the city of Urbana, Champaign County, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and: Grounds. 

3y Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H.-R. 2927) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Wenona, Ill., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2928) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Minier, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2929) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Princeville, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to: the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R..2980) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Brimfield, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a’bill (H. R. 2931) authorizing the Secretary 
donate ‘to the town of Putnam, Ill., one German 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) authorizing the Secretary of War :to 
donate to the town of Averyville, IlL, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to 'the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 2938) authorizing the Secretary of War:to 
donate ‘to the ‘town of ‘Bradford, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to ‘the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2934) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wyanet, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2935) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Delavan, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2936) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Princeton, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2937) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lacon, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2938) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Pekin, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2939) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Granville, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Toulon, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2941) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Washington, Ill, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Peoria, Ill, certain relics of the present 
war; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2943) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Chillicothe, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2944) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Henry, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 2945) to authorize the 
sale of certain lands at or near Minidoka, Idaho, for railroad 
purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2946) to amend acts to permit the use of 
the right of way through the public lands for tramroads, canals, 
and reservoirs, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2947) to provide for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building at Blackfoot, Idaho; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2948) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Hailey, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

sy Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 2949) to provide reve- 
nue for the Government and to promote the production of 
tungsten ores and manufactures thereof in the United States; 
to the Committee on Ways and Méans. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 2950) to author- 
ize a preference right of entry by certain Carey Act entrymen, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2951) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Nowata, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 2952) to provide a pre- 
liminary survey of the Grand River and its several forks and 
tributaries in Missouri with a view to the control of its floods; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

3y Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 2953) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Plymouth, N. H., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3y Mr. WEBSTER: A bill (H. R. 2954) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Pend Oreille River, between the 
towns of Metaline and Metaline Falls, in the State of Wash- 
ington; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2955) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newport, in the State of Washington, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the 
JYommittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 2956) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Lawrence, Mass., a cap- 
tured German cannon or field gun and carriage; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2957) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lynn, Mass., a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2958) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Peabody, Mass., a captured German can- 
non or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. é 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2959) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of North Andover, Mass., a captured Ger- 
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man cannon or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2960) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of North Reading, Mass., a captured German 
cannon or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2961) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Boxford, Mass., a captured German can- 
non or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2962) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Middleton, Mass., a captured German can- 
non or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2963) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lynnfield, Mass., a captured German can- 
non or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2864) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Nahant, Mass., a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2965) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Saugus, Mass., a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRISH: A bill (H. R. 2966) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to Wilbarger County, Tex., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece captured by the American Army from the 
forces of the Imperial German Government; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Wise County, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece captured 
by the American Army from the forces of the Imperial German 
Government ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. - ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2968) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Baylor County, Tex., one German cannon or fieldpiece 
captured by the American Army from the forces of the Im- 
perial. German Government; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2969) authorizing the Secretarv of War to 
donate to Cooke County, Tex., one German cannon or fieldpiece 
captured by the American Army from the forces of the Imperial 
German Government ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Montague County, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece captured by the American Army from the forces of the 
Imperial German Government; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2971) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Archer County, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece cap- 
tured by the American Army from the forces of the Imperial 
German Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Throckmorton County, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece captured by the American Army from the forces of the 
Imperial German Government; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2973) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Wichita County, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece captured by the American Army from the forces of the 
Imperial German Government; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2974) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Jack County, Tex., one German cannon or fieldpiece 
captured by the American Army from the forces of the Imperial 
German Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Clay County, Tex., one German cannon or fieldpiece 
captured by the American Army from the forces of the Imperial 
German Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Denton, Tex., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2977) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Young County, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece captured by the American Army from the forces of the 
Imperial German Government; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 2978) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, and for other purposes,” 
approved February 24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 2979) to permit the widows of 
officers and enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 
to purchase subsistence stores; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2980) to increase the efficiency of the Mili- 
tary Establishment of the United States; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill CH. R. 2981) to provide for the ex- 
amination of temporary commissioned officers in the Army for 
permanent commissions; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2982) to extend the time 
for cutting timber on the Tusayan and Coconino National For- 
ests, Ariz.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2983) to authorize exploration 
for and disposition of coal, phosphate, sodium, oil, oil shale, or 


gas on the public domain; to the Committee on the Public: 


Lands. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) proposing 
an initiative and referendum amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States extending the right of its citizens when they 
so desire to vote upon constitutional amendments and laws; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan tents and other material to the 
State of Wisconsin for a National Army encampment to be 
held in Milwaukee, Wis.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MASON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62) to repeal 
section 906 of the war-revenue act of 1918, approved February 
24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) for 
the relief of the Van Dorn Iron Works Co.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. MOTT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) to repeal 
section 902 of the revenue act of 1918, approved February 24, 
1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 65) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan tents for use at encampments 
held by veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) to cor- 
rect an error in the wording of the appropriation of $71,000 
made in the act approved July 9, 1918S, and to authorize the 
Secretary of War to pay said sum to respective parties entitled 
thereto; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of New Mexico, with reference to maintaining the sover- 
eignty and independence of the United States of America and 
against entangling alliances with other countries; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Aliso, memorial from the Legislature of the State of New 
Mexico, favoring the enactment of such laws as will make pro- 
visions for the mutual exchange of lands by the United States 
and railroads; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of New 
Mexico, asking that irrigation possibilities in the county of 
San Juan, N. Mex., be investigated by the Secretary of the 
Interior and made a part of his program of irrigation of arid 
lands; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. REBER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
Pennsylvania, relative to the establishment of a national 
system of highways; to the Committee on Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill CH. R. 2984) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Stuart; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Iliff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2986) granting a 
pension to Philip Jochem ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) granting a pension to Christian R. 
Joh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2988) granting an 
increase of pelsion to Cadle Burrell; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2989) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lorenzo D. Hargis; to the Com- 
niittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 2990) granting a pension to 
Charles T. Durand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) granting a pension to Walter S. 
Reece ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2992) granting an increase of pension to 
Audrew Ready; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 2993) granting a pension to Henry Lebrecht; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 2994) granting a pension to Bettie 
Cowels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Ella Thatcher; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2996) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Sheldon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2997) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert H. Cleaveland; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 2998) granting an increase 
of pension to Wade H. Pyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2999) 
granting an increase of pension to Uriah T. Alley; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3000) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Bailey; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3001) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac S. Doan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3002) granting a pension 
to C. B. Chamness; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3003) for the relief of Caleb B. Zachry ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 3004) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of James McCullough; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KRAUS: A bill (H. R. 3005) granting an increase of 
pension to Augustus Geer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 3006) granting a pension to 
John E. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R, 3007) granting a pension 
to George Polleti; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) granting a pension to Charles Mich- 
en-r; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3009) granting a pension to Leonard Ripple; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 3010) for the relief of Laban H. 
Davies; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3011) for the relief of Samuel Currier; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 3012) granting an increase of 
pension to William A. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3013) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Elmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3014) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Moses Chauncey; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 3015) granting a pension to 
Newton J. Foote; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Dickinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 3017) granting six months’ pay 
to Fannie Appleby, mother of Robert W. Appleby, deceased, who 
served in Headquarters Company, Eighth Regiment Infantry, 
Ohio National Guard, border defense ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3018) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Guseman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3019) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter Griffith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3021) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Headley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3022) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Hawkingbery ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3023) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerry S. Fish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3024) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Echols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3025) granting an increase of pensions to 
William H, Fulkineer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3026) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Duty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3027) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Downey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3028) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3029) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy K. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3030) granting an increase of pension 
John William Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3031) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Camp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Cain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3033) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Crawford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3034) granting an increase of pension to 
William BE. Cornwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3085) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Bungard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3036) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus N. Barnhouse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) granting an increase of pension to 
Stinnett Bee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3038) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. Bumgardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3039) granting an increase of pension to 
James Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3040) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Barnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

gAlso, a bill (H. R. 3041) granting an increase of pension to 
Inez M. Batson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3042) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Atherton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3048) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Atwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3044) granting an’increase of pension to 
Benjamin Aplin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38045) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Alley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3046) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Aplin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Emiline Hart- 
ley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3048) granting a pension to Mary C. Her- 
rington; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3049) granting a pension to Sturgis G. Grim; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3050) granting a pension to Richard Glover ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3051) granting a pension to Sarah M. Fos- 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3052) granting a ‘pension to Andrew B. 
Erb; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) granting a pension to John P: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3054) granting a pension to Nancy A. B. 
Easton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3055) granting a pension to John R. 
ton ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8056) granting a pension to Samuel S. 
ham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3057) granting a pension to Nancy J. Clark; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3058) granting a pension to Robert Camp- 
bell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3059) granting a pension to Harry Cook; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) granting a pension to Mary C. Bartle- 
baugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3061) granting pensions to Zelia Barker, 
Eva G. Barker, Stellia Barker, Gertrude Barker, Dora Barker, 
Edna Barker, and Annie W. Barker; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3062) granting a pension to Sarah M. J. 
Bertram; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) granting a pension to Joseph E. 
Blackwell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3064) granting a pension to Sarah K. 
Arnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3065) granting a pension to Charles Ander- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) granting a pension to Horace V. 
Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bil! (H. R. 3067) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel 8S. Householder; to the Committee on 
Pensions. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) for the relief of Arthur D. Moore; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 3069) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac N. Troutman ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 3070) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ann E. MeGrew; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. _ 
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By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 3071) granting an increase of 

pension to Andrew J. Pohlman; to the Committee on Pensions. 
3y Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 3072) granting a pension to 

Sarah C. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3073) granting a pension to Elizabeth G. 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 3074) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Frank S. Bowker; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Centennial Evangelical Church, 
Chicago, Ill, asking for continuance of war-time prohibition act ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, asking for the adoption of new oriental policy; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Committee for the Defense of Jews in Poland, 
urging President Wilson and the peace conference to take such 
steps as shall guarantee full civil, religious, and political rights 
to Jewish inhabitants of eastern European countries; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

sy Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of San Francisco and Northern 
California Fur Dealers’ Association, for the repeal of tax on 
furs, section 900, subdivision 19, revenue act; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of Board of Aldermen 
of St. Louis, urging distribution of surplus foodstuffs; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of Cooperative Association of Hancock 
County, Ohio, on behalf of repeal of daylight-saving law ; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Marion (Ohio) Section of Council of Jewish 
Women, that the United States approve a league of nations; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of Merchants’ Association of Joliet, 
Ill., protesting against the repeal of the zone system for carry- 
ing second-class mail; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Twenty-seventh Infantry Association, Chi- 
cago, urging that American soldiers in Russia be brought home 
immediately ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Joliet, Il., urging immediate re- 
peal of section 904 of revenue law of 1918; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: Petition of Medical Society 
of the State of California, protesting against curtailment of 
any appropriations for activities of the United States Public 
Health Service; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition with 22 signers of 
Cass County, Mo., asking for repeal of daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ in America, expressing gratitude for the establishment 
of the league of nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, asking that legislation be passed by Congress providing 
for the adequate protection of the lives and property of aliens 
by the Federal authorities ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, asking that a Federal law be enacted for the suppres- 
sion of lynching; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Twenty-seventh Infantry Auxiliary, urging 
return of soldiers from Siberia; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ 
in America, relating to war-time prohibition ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hoyle Rarick Clothing Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
urging repeal of section 904, luxury tax; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of Jewelers’ Vigilance Committee (Inc.), New 
York City, urging repeal of luxury taxes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELSTON: Petition of Sara J. Darr, president 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of California, for 12,000 
California women, urging enforcement of war-time prohibition 
and the Sheppard constitutional amendment; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Resolutions adopted by the National 
Garment Retailers’ Association, against the luxury tax; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, resolutions adopted by the Twenty-seventh Infantry 
Association, in favor of returning our soldiers from Siberia ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Twenty-seventh Infantry Auxil- 
jiary, Chicago, Ill, urging return of American soldiers from 
Siberia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of jewelers of the United States, urging that 
the entire Title IX, covering sections 900 to 907, inclusive, be 
taken from the revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, relating to the league of nations; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Kingston, Ill, for the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Twenty-seventh Infantry auxiliary, ask- 
ing for return of American soldiers from Siberia; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: Petition of New Mexico Cattle and 
Horse Growers’ Association, urging that railroads be turned 
back to their owners; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. P 

Also, petition of Cattle and Horse Growers’ Association, favor- 
ing import duty on live stock and its products; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New Mexico Cattle and Horse Growers’ As- 
sociation, indorsing the Kendrick bill; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. KIESS: Petition of citizens of Tioga County, Pa., 
favoring the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of David Cowan, Robert Mac- 
donald, and Gustav J. Merbach, of Baltimore, Md., asking sup- 
port of the initiative and referendum amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States and also the noninterest bond bill, 
as advocated by Jacob Sechler Coxey, sr.; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 9 

Also, petition of Leon Simon (Inc.), Baltimore Fur Manufac- 
turing Co., Bernheimer Bros., Big Home Stores, Stewart & Co., 
all of Baltimore, Md., urging repeal of luxury taxes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Retail Dry Goods Association, New 
York City, asking for immediate repeal of section 904 of luxury 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Maryland Federation of Women’s Clubs, re- 
lating to Lewis-Raker bill (S. 4811; H. R. 12698), giving military 
rank to Army nurses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Baltimore, Md., urging 
repeal of luxury taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of National Garment Retailers’ 
Association, urging repeal of section 904 of revenue bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New York, protesting 
against the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of many residents of the city of 
Syracuse, N. Y., protesting against the imposition of luxury 
taxes and asking for the immediate repeal of section 904 of the 
revenue law of 1918, as well as the other sales taxes in title 9; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of citizens of Fulton, N. Y., opposing 
repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. NEELY: Petition of United Presbyterian Congrega- 
tion of Chester, W. Va., urging constitutional amendment 
against polygamy and polygamous cohabitation ; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petition of farmers from 
Polk County, Wis., for repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of central committee, Socialist Party of Douglas 
County, Wis., transmitting certain demands of the Socialist 
Party ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of County Board of Taylor County, Wis., for 
the repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Iron River, Wis., relating to the 
sale of medicines; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

3y Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Self-Determination League, 
of Liberty, N. Y., asking for repeal of war-time prohibition act; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of jewelers of the United States, urging repeal 
of revenue-tax sections 900 to 907; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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Also, petition of Twenty-seventh Infantry Auxiliary, Chicago, 
Ill., urging immediate return of American soldiers from Siberia ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of California Goldsmiths’ and 
Silversmiths’ Association, in opposition to the extent of the 
sales tax imposed upon their products; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Messrs. Lensky & Laewn, of Los Angeles, 
Calif., in opposition to the tax imposed on furs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Sacramento Valley Development Association, 
of California, in support of the Mondell bill proposing a soldier 
settlement plan for reclamation of arid and swamp lands; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of Bethel Friends 
Church, of Long Beach, Calif., against repeal of war prohibition 
act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of Churches, favoring enact- 
ment of laws to rigidly enforce war and constitutional prohibi- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Council of Churches, favoring a Federal law 
to remove the disgrace of lynching from America; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of First Church of the Nazarene, Pasadena, 
Calif., protesting against repeal of the war prohibition act; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, Pasa- 
dena, Calif., against repeal of war prohibition act; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of Churches, favoring inclu- 
sion of a clause in the league of nations constitution guarantee- 
ing freedom of religious belief; also guaranteeing equality of 
race treatment in respect of law and its administration; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of Churches, favoring re- 
striction of immigration based on just and equitable regard for 
the rights of the nations concerned; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of prohibitionists of California against repeal 
of the war prohibition act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of Twenty-seventh Infantry Aux- 
iliary, of the city of Chicago, for an early return of the American 
soldiers from Siberia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of William Lorenz et al., of Farmington, Mo., 
for the repeal of daylight-saving act; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: Papers in support of House bill 1831; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we thank Thee for the religious instinct and 
passion that Thou hast put into Thy creature, man. As we face 
the difficult tasks of life with faith and feel the need of the high 
inspiration for noble endeavor, we constantly turn back to the 
source of our life and our noblest thought and our highest inspira- 
tion. So we turn to Thee this day and pray that Thou wilt so 
guide us that our lives may count for the upbuilding of civiliza- 
tion, for the advancement of man, and the prosperity and in- 
terest of the world for the glory of Thy name. For Christ’s 
sake. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved, 

CONNERS BROS. V. THE UNITED STATES (S. DOC. NO. 8). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims certifying that 
the cause of Milton C. Conners and George G. Conners, doing 
business under the firm name of Conners Bros., v. The United 
States, which was referred to the Court of Claims August 5, 
1916, under the judicial code, was dismissed by the court March 
24, 1919, for nonprosecution on motion of the defendants, which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS (S. DOC. NO. 9). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
certified copies of the findings of fact and conclusions filed by 
the court in the following causes: 

The Fore River Ship & Engine Co. v. The United States and 
Genevieve Griswold Kennon v, The United ‘States, 








The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
SILK INDUSTRY OF JAPAN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the statement of Sobei 
Mogi, a director of the Japan Silk Association and president 
of the United Export Silk Textile Association of Japan, con- 
cerning relations between the United States and Japan, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
-a bill (H. R. 1200) making appropriations for certain expenses 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and for 
other purposes, in which it ‘requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. PoMERENE a director 
of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb, under the 
requirements of the act approved June 10, 1872. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. CHAMBERLAIN a direc- 
tor of the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, 
under the requirements of the act approved June 10, 1872. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in America, favoring 
legislation providing for the adequate protection of the lives and 
property of aliens by the Federal authorities, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Federal Council 
of the Churches of Christ in America, favoring the enactment 
of legislation for the suppression of lynching, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Owaneco, Ill., remonstrating against the proposed modification 
of the prohibition act, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. MOSES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bel- 
mont, N. H., praying for the repeal of the luxury tax, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPENCER presented a telegram in the nature of a peti- 
tion from sundry citizens of Clinton, Mo., praying for national 
prohibition, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GRONNA. I present a telegram, which is very brief, and 
I ask that it may be read. 

There being no objection, the telegram was read, as follows: 

Faroo, N. Dak., May 22, 1919. 


Ilon. ASLE J, GRONNA, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The Woman's Christian Temperance Union of North Dakota, repre- 
senting 3,000 women, strongly protests against the repeal or weakening 
of war-time prohibition. 

ELIZABETH PRESTON ANDERSON, President. 
Barbara H, WYLIE, Secretary. 


Mr. GRONNA. I present a petition of the Niagara-Shawnee 
Agricultural Club, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the vetition was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


To the Hon. ASLB J, GRONNA, 
Senator from the State of North Dakota, Washington, D. C. 


Sir: We, the undersigned committee, were duly appointed to present 
to you the following resolution adopted at one of the club’s regular 
meetings, in which you were respectfully requested to obtain, if pos- 
sible, the repeal of the daylight-saving law, for the following reasons: 

First. In our State we have many frosty mornings early in the spring. 
It is impossible to do good work and start early, so the men and teams 
lose time and the men refuse to make it up in the evenings. The same 
holds good in haying and harvesting time. On account of the dewy 
mornings it is absolutely impossible to make hay or harvest grain in 
the early hours, and the men refuse to work later. 
the same. It has caused untold loss of grain. 

Second. We find it impossible to combine the two systems because 
it confuses our work and operations in such a manner that we can not 
attend meetings and gatherings conveniently if we work under the old 
time and conform with the new in other ways. 

Third. We find that for the foregoing reasons it damages the pro- 
ducer more than it benefits the consumer. 

Fourth. We find it works a hardship’on the very young children at- 
tending the consolidated high schools. They have to make long drives 
and do not get sufficient rest under the new system, 

Respectfully, yours, 
F. A. MUNSON, 
Chairman, 
FRANK GEORGESON, 
DAVID KIRK. 


Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of the Central Labor 
Union of Arkansas City, Kans., and a memorial of sundry citi- 
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zeps of Satanta and Clyde, Kans., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed league of nations treaty, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Sedgwick County Repub- 
lican Club, of Kansas, praying for the separation of the peace 
treaty from the league of nations plan, which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lawrence, 
Detroit, Topeka, Pretty Prairie, Valley Falls, Netawaka, Oska- 
loosa, and Ozawkie, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
ratification of the proposed league of nations treaty, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas and Michigan 
Association, praying for the establishment of a national soldiers’ 
home at St. Cloud, Fla., which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of Dick Yates Post No. 50, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, of Eureka, Kans., 
and a petition of Princeton Post No. 111, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Kansas, of Richmond, Kans., praying 
for an increase in the pensions of Civil War veterans and widows 
of deceased Civil War veterans, which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry soldiers, members of 
Ambulance Company 347, Eighty-seventh Division, in France, 
praying for a congressional investigation of certain actions by 
the War Department, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Russell, 
Kans., praying for the deportation of aliens who, in order to 
escape military service, dropped their first naturalization papers, 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Manhattan, 
Topeka, Utopia, Nortonyille, Paola, Columbus, Olathe, Oswego, 
and of Wheat Belt Grange No. 1755, Patrons of Husbandry, all 
in the State of Kansas, praying for the repeal of the so-called 
daylight-saving law, which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Emporia, 
Kans., and a petition of sundry citizens of Arkansas City, Kans., 
praying for Government ownership of railroads, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Council No. 976, Knights 
of Columbus, of Newton, Kans., praying for the self-determina- 
tion of Ireland, which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Atchison, Kans., praying for the return to private ownership of 
the railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines, which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
bly of Wichita, Kans., praying for the removal from office of 
Postmaster General Burleson, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange No. 1498, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Holton, Kans., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the interference by the Department of Agriculture 
with the work of the Bureau of Farm Management, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
sundry citizens of Columbus, Kans., favoring the repeal of the 
espionage act, the withdrawal of American troops from Russia, 
the reestablishment of the rights of free speech, free press, and 
free assemblage, self-determination by any country of their 
form of government without interference from troops abroad, 
and the immediate release of all political, religious, industrial, 
and other prisoners incarcerated for their views, etc., which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Church 
of the United Brethren in Christ, of Beloit, Kans., praying for 
the independence of Korea, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the United Trades 
and Labor Council of Pittsburg, Kans., favoring the adoption ef 
an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
all Federal judges, with short terms of office, and placing the 
power to recall Federal) judges in the people, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winfield, 
Kans., praying for the repeal of the tax on shoes, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Independence, 
McPherson, and Kansas City, all in the State of Kansas, pray- 
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ing for the establishment of a department of education, which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ASHURST presented a petition ef Yavapai Council, No. 
1082, Knights of Columbus, of Preseott, Ariz., praying for the 
self-determination of Ireland, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Norumbega Club of 
sangor, Me., praying for the establishment of a department of 
education, which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented petitions of Local Grange No. 166, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Tecumseh, of sundry school-teachers of 
Highland Park, and of sundry citizens of Ann Arbor, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the ratification of the league of 
nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Pattern Makers’ Associa- 
tion of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for Government ownership 
of railroads and the merchant marine, and also for the ratifica- 
tion of the league of nations treaty, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Joseph, Mich., remonstrating against the repeal of the present 
zone system of postage rates, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Common Council of De- 
troit, Mich., praying that Fort Wayne, in that State, be turned 
cover to the city of Detroit, Mich., for park and recreational pur- 
poses, Which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FERNALD presented petitions of sundry citizens of San- 
ford, Berwick, and Pittsfield, all in the State of Maine, praying 
ior the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of the New Haven Theosoph- 
ical Seciety of New Haven; Connecticut Alumni Association 
of Wesleyan University; Machinists’ Lodge, No. 819, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Meriden; Silver City Coun- 
cil, No. 21, F. B. L., of Meriden; Meriden Grange, of Meriden; 
Nepang Congregational Church of New Hartford; Beacon Val- 
ley Grange of Naugatuck; citizens of Middletown; Court Silver 
City Friendly Society ; and Daughters of the American Revolu- 
tion of New Haven; of the Men’s Club of the First Congregational 
Church of West Haven; St. John’s Church of Washington; 
Arawanna Tribe, No. 17, I. O. R. M., of Middletown; American 
citizens of Polish descent of New Haven; Excelsior Council, No. 
2, O. U. A. M., of Waterbury ; Admiral Foote Camp, No. 17, Sons 
of Veterans of New Haven; of the vestry of Christ Church of 
Westpert; of Company D, First Regiment, Knights of Washing- 
ion; of the Methedist Episcopal Church of Watertown; First 
Church of Waterbury; congregations of the Grace Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Howard Avenue Congregational Church, and 
the Howard Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, all of New 
Haven; St. Michael’s vestry of Naugatuck; faculty of Wesleyan 
University, of Middletown; the vestry of St. John’s Church, of 
\Warehouse Point; Men’s Club of the South Park Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Hartford; of Local Division, No. 281, A. A. of 
S. E. R. E. of A.; Central Labor Union of Waterbury; the First 
Church of Christ of New Haven; Visiting Nurse Association of 
New Haven; Lord Nelson Lodge, No. 137, O. S. of St. George, of 
Ansonia: Red Cross Lodge, No. 162, of New Haven; and Im- 
inunuel Congregational Church of Hartford, all in the State of 
Connecticut; and of the New England Regional Conference of 
the Interchurch World Movement of North America, of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the ratification of the proposed league of 
nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the New Haven District of 
Epworth League, of Waterbury, Conn., praying for national 
prohibitien, which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades Council of New 
Haven, Conn., and a memorial of the Central Labor Union of 
Hartford, Conn., remonstrating against national prohibition, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Garment Re- 
tailfers’ Association, of Hartford, Conn., praying for the repeal 
of the so-called “luxury ” tax, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

lie also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, 
Putnam, Thompson, Taftville, Ellington, Litchfield, Canterbury, 
Wauregan, and Ivoryton, all in the State of Connecticut, praying 
for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented a petition of Local Lodge 
No. 135, Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, of Orange, 
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N. J., and a petition of Local Lodge No, 1246, Benevolent and 
Protective Order of Elks, of Summit, N. J., praying for the de- 
portation of those aliens who, in order to escape military serv- 
ice, dropped. their first naturalization papers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask to have printed in the Recorp a very 
short petition from the Private Soldiers and Sailors’ Legion. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


PrIvATE SOLDIERS AND SarLors’ LEGION 
Op THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Washington, D. C., May 19, 1919. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled: 

GENTLEMEN: Your petitioners of the Private Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Legion of the United States of America, an organization incorporated 
in March, 1919, under the act of Congress of those who served as 
privates in the military and naval forces of the United States during 
the World War in the years 1917 to 1919, inclusive, hereby respectfully 
petition the Congress of the United States for the enactment at the 
earliest possible date of the following legislation, believing as we do 
that this legislation will not only do a measure of justice to the private 
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the United States who bore the burdens, 
hazards, and losses of the war but will promote in the highest degree 
the welfare and prosperity of all the people of the United States. 

We respectfully ask : 

First. That Congress enact legislation to provide employment on 
public works for all soldiers, sailors, marines, and war workers who are 
unable to secure employment in private business. 

Second. To tide over the change from military to civil life, and as a 
scant measure of justice to the soldiers, sailors, and marines who fought 
the war to save civilization in 1917 to 1919, we ask that Congress enact 
legislation to pay each private soldier, sailor, or marine upon his honor- 
able discharge from the service the sum of $500, this payment also to 
be made to those who were already discharged previous to the passage 
of this law. 

Third. That as thousands of soldiers were subject to needless hard- 
ships and privations by the unjustly heavy fines and penalties imposed 
on soldiers by incompetent and unfit officers in courts-martial for in- 
significant, petty infractions of military regulations, Congress should 
at once take necessary action to see that these fmes for petty offenses 
should be promptly repaid to the honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, 
and marines. Legislation should also be enacted to review all court- 
martial findings, with a view that justice may be done. 

Fourth. In aid of the foregoing policy for providing work for the 
unemployed we ask prompt action by Congress to open up for demobilized 
soldiers, sailors, and marines the opportunity to employ their labor 
on the unused lands and natural resources of our country. And we 
don’t want to be confined to swamp lands, cut-over stump lands, and 
desert lands, either. We hold that the hundreds of millions of idle 
acres of good agricultural, mineral, and timber lands and vacant city 
lots are none too good for the use of the soldiers who are conceded to 
have saved civilization at $30 per month, minus large reductions for 
court-martial fines, insurance, ete. Nature’s bounty has _ provided 
Uncle Sam and all his nephews with ample opportunity for all to work 
if the Government will only let down the bars of monopoly and privilege. 

Fifth. We ask that the burdensome and onerous taxes now levied as 
a war measure on ice cream, soda water, and soft drinks, and those 
levied by section 906 of the revenue act of 1918, approved February, 
1919, on the private soldier’s and poor man’s theater, known as the 
film tax, be repealed. 

Respectfully submitted. 

MARVIN GATES SPERRY, 
National President Private Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Legion of the United States of Amcrica. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of committees are next in 
order. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, on Friday last the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Jones] made a motion to discharge the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) preposing an amendmeyt 
to the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women. I rise for the purpose of calling up that 
motion in order that the joint reselution.may be placed on the 
calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not understand that the motion 
was formally made, and I do. not think it is in order to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order to make the motion 
now. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; but it must go over for a day. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The motion was made on Friday. 
under the rule and entered on the Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion was made on Friday. 
The question now is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I think it is 
proper before the motion is put to state what the Committee 
on Woman Suffrage did on Saturday. I presented the question 
to the Senate on last Friday as to the authority and duty of 
the committee. Under the resolution adopted at the last session 
of Congress all the old committees were continued in power and 
authority, and likewise were subjected to the burdens and duties 
of whatever matters might properly be referred to the com- 
mittees. After that announcement was made here on Friday 
I felt that I was under obligations, at least, to relieve myself of 


any duty that might devolve upon that committee, and there 
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fore I called a meeting of the committee for Saturday morning 
last. 

We had a meeting of the committee. Of course, I recognize 
the eclicate situation with respect to my successor on the com- 
mittee, but at the same time I did not feel that I could avoid 
taking some action and assuming the responsibility of my posi- 
tion. When we met we decided that the quickest way to bring 
the joint resolution before the Senate for action was to favor 
the motion made by the Senator from the State of Washington, 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, 
Under the rules, if we had made a report from the committee, 
on objection that report would have had to lie over a day for 
consideration. The Senator from Washington made this motion 
on Friday and let it lie over under the rule, so that it can be acted 
upon at this time, and as representing the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage I desire to support the motion of the Senator from 
Washington, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to 
discharge the Committee on Woman Suffrage from the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask that the motion be read from the 
Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I call for the regular order. I do 
not think it comes up until later in the day under the order of 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
any other time. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 


It is as much in order now as at 


It will occupy the attitude of a 
resolution. It is in the shape of a resolution and comes up 
when we reach resolutions. There is a prescribed order of 
business—petitions, reports of committees, and so forth. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will be read, as re- 
quested by the Senator from Alabama. 

The Secretary read from page 129 of the CoNGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp of May 23, 1919, as follows: 

Mr. Jones of Washington. Mr. President, I desire to enter a motion 
to discharge the Committee 0n Woman Suffrage from the consideration 
of House joint resolution No. 1 that was referred to that committee 
to-day, and I ask that the motion lie over for one day under the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFicrer (Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts in the chair). 
That action will be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is an entirely new question to 
the Chair. Resolutions that go over under the rule, of course, are 
never taken up until after the conclusion of routine morning busi- 
ness ; but this is not a resolution. This is a motion to discharge 
a committee. The Chair believes it was the appropriate time 
when reports of committees were called to take up the motion. 
Unless there is an appeal from the Chair, we will go ahead with 
it. The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Do I understand the ruling of the Chair 
to be that the Chair is going to proceed with the ordinary 
business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No. The question has never arisen 
before, but the Chair believes that under the call of reports of 
comiittees the motion to discharge the committee is in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I do not intend to delay 
the Senate by any extended debate on this motion, but I desire 
to say a few words in giving my reasons why I shall vote against 
the motion at this itme. 

Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. May I ask the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Watson] if it is his purpose to proceed at once to a vote to-day? 

Mr. WATSON. I think so, if we can reach it on the calendar. 
My understanding is that a motion to discharge a committee, if 
parried, carries a bill to the calendar, and if, under the rules, it 
could be taken up to-day, I should be very glad. I have not con- 
sulted the Vice President to know whether or not that is in order. 

Mr. BORAH. I presume it will be in order if the Senator is 
disposed to make the motion to take it up at the proper time. I 
want to know whether the Senator is proposing to do that. 

Mr. WATSON. I am. 

Mr. BORAH. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Rule XXVI provides that— 

All subjects from which a committee shall be discharged shall lie over 
for one day for consideration, unless by unanimous consent the Senate 
shall otherwise direct. 

Mr. WATSON. ‘That is my understanding. 
for a day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, this body has been called 
in extraordinary session at an unusually early date. There are 
nearly two years before under the Constitution the life of the 
Congress will expire. This particular resolution came over here 
without any lengthy consideration by the House of Representa- 
tives. It was sent through without any extended debate. It is 


It has to lie over 
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a matter of grave interest to the American people, whether it be 
decided in the affirmative or the negative. 

I recognize that under the rules of the Senate there is a provi- 
sion for the discharge of a committee, but I also recognize that 
under the rules of the Senate committees are organized to aid 
in the transaction of the business of the Senate. You may say 
in answer to that that whether there is a two-thirds majority 
of the Senate in favor of the joint resolution or not, there is 
unquestionably a majority in favor of the joint resolution, and 
a majority determines. All of which is true. But there is an 
orderly way of doing business, and there is a way to conduct 
business under the rules of the Senate. 

That is the purpose of appointing committees. The rule re- 
quires every piece of legislation that is not passed by unanimous 
consent to go to some committee of the Senate, not merely that 
the will of the majority may be worked out in that committee, 
but the rules of the Senate and the rules of all parliamentary 
bodies are primarily made to protect the minority. The majority 
can always do what it pleases. The rules of a parliamentary 
body are for two purposes. One is to conduct business in an 
orderly way, and the other is to protect the minority and give 
it a reasonable opportunity to be heard on all questions, to 
present its amendments and present its view to the country, and 
afford an opportunity to be heard. If you wipe out the rules 
and wipe out the committees, you proceed then to the brutal 
will of the majority. I am one of those who have always be- 
lieved that the majority have a right to act. I was one of those 
who supported the cloture rule at the last session of the Senate, 
because I believe a majority have a right to act. I would sup- 
port a cloture rule in the Senate of this Congress. But that 
does not excuse the majority from living up to the rule and 
conducting business in an orderly way. 

There is no reason for the immediate consideration of this 
proposal unless it be that Senators who are in favor of the 
resolution desire to show that they are more enthusiastic about 
its immediate adoption than anybody else in the Senate. There 
can be no question whatever that the majority of the Senate will 
bring the joint resolution before the Senate for consideration. 
They did so two or three times at t!« last session of Congress, 
and there can be no question that when they bring it before the 
Senate they can keep it here until it is disposed of. There are 
a number of amendments that may be proposed to the joint 
resolution. Amendments, whether they are adopted or not, are 
entitled to consideration. The committee is already organized. 
We know that to-morrow or the next day the new committees of 
the Senate as proposed by the majority will be elected. We 
know that the committee can consider it, can give hearings ou 
it, and ought to give such hearings. It is idle to say that the 
question was heard in the last Congress and that that bars the 
consideration by the committees of this Congress, for the com- 
plexion of the Congress has changed, and possibly there may be 
some change in public sentiment. 

I see no reason why a motion should be made at this early 
hour to discharge a committee that has consideration of the 
matter, everyone knowing that a majority of the members of 
that committee are in favor of the resolution and will report it 
in an orderly way, if they are allowed to do so. The only pur- 
pose that can be accomplished by this procedure is possibly to 
hasten the passage of the resolution by a day or two. I can 
not see, if the resolution commands a two-thirds vote, why this 
is necessary; and, if it can not command a two-thirds vote, 
then there is no object to be accomplished by the motion any- 
way. 

I do not think we ought to make the precedent in the very 
first act of this new Congress of breaking down the committees. 
of breaking down the protection of the minority by proposing 
at once to discharge a committee that has not had the oppor- 
tunity to consider this resolution, for if it had considered it 
the committee would have reported the resolution to the Senate. 
It can get just as good a place on the calendar and have prac- 
tically as early a hearing, barring possibly a day or two, by 
being considered in the proper and orderly way, being reported 
by the committee and brought up from the calendar in due 
course, as it can by this motion. For that reason I think a pro- 
test ought to be made against this method. 

Of course I recognize what the rule of the Senate is for. It 
is to prevent a committee from suppressing legislation that a 
majority of the Senate desires to consider. If this resolution 
had been before this committee for days or weeks possibly, and 
there had been no consideration of it and no report, and a 
majority of the Senate desired to consider the resolution 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Just one moment. I recognize that in 
such case it would be in perfect order and perfectly proper to 
move to discharge the committee. That, however, is not the case, 
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in lavor 


is no Senator here who says that this committee is not 
of the joint resolution ; there is not a Senator here who 
that this committee in the new Congress has had an 
opportunity to consider it. It is simply adopting revolutionary 
tactics in the Senate in order to railroad a piece of legislation 
through as the very opening method of this Congress. 

Now I yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Does not the Senator from Ala- 
bama recognize the fact that the Committee on Woman Suf- 
frage met on last Saturday and considered this question, and 
would not that have any bearing upon the argument which he 
is now presenting? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The committee had possession of the 
documents, did they not? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The committee had possession 
of the documents; they considered the situation; and, in order 
to expedite the consideration of the resolution by the Senate, 
instead of reporting the resolution favorably, the committee 
decided to support the motion of the Senator from Washington 
in order that there might not be any delay in coming to a vote 
upon the resolution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am always glad to listen to the Sena- 
tor’s arguments, and he always has sound grounds behind them. 
The Senator says that the Committee on Woman Suffrage pur- 
sued this course in order to expedite the matter. I suppose 
there was a majority of the committee present? 

Mr. JONDS of New Mexico. There was. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. With a majority of the committee 
present and desiring to expedite the resolution, instead of or- 
dering some member of the committee, either the present act- 
ing chairman of the committee or the Senator who will be the 
chairman in a few days, to report the resolution to the calen- 
dar—and it would have been on the calendar right now if that 
course had been pursued—instead of doing that, conducting it 
in the orderly way, bringing the resolution up here in the most 
expeditious way, the committee resolved in favor of adopting 
revolutionary methods. I can not see how such action -expe- 
dites the legislation. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It seems to me the Senator from 
Alabama overlooks another rule of the Senate, that any report 
of a committee must lie over for one day in order to be con- 
sidered, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That does not change this proposition 
in the least. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It changes the proposition to 
this extent, that by the committee supporting this motion the 
matter can be brought to a vote to-day by a majority of the 
Senate, and if it came up on a report of the committee any 
Senator could object and require the report to go over for one 
day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, my friend from New Mexico is 
again stepping into deep water, for the President of the Senate 
has just announced a ruling that, if this motion is adopted, on 
objection it must go over for one day before it can be consid- 
ered, and that is the rule of the Senate. So the situation will 
not be expedited at all. 

Therefore I ask why these revolutionary methods? Why was 
it necessary for a committee that had the power to report the 
joint resolution and had the power to bring the measure before 
the Senate to disregard the rules of the Senate, disregard the 
situation in the case, when it would really have expedited the 
matter if it had pursued the usual course in an orderly and 
proper manner? That I can not understand. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. May I ask the Senator from New Mexico why 
it was that the committee thought it more desirable to support 
a motion to discharge the committee than to report the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 
for the purpose of expedition. 

Mr. BORAH. In what respect? It does not change the rule 
at all. The matter goes over a day under the same circum- 
Siances. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It was the understanding of the 
conunittee that it would expedite the consideration of the joint 
resolution to-day. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, there has been a specific 
ruling on this question, which is found in Gilfry’s Precedents, 
in which Mr. Pettigrew, on the 26th of February, 1901, made a 
motion to discharge a committee. It came up on the 28th, and 
Mr. Platt, of Connecticut, raised a point of order— 


Sivs 


As I have already stated, it was 
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That the consideration of the resolution was not in order during the 
morning hour; that it not only proposed to discharge the committee from 
the consideration of the bill but to consider it on the same day, and 
therefore the resolution was not in order. 

The President pro tempore sustained the question of order and decided 
that the resolution was not in order. 


It is not stated whether the President pro tempore decided 
so on. account of the motion being made during the morning 
hour or because of the motion then to preceed to its considera- 
tion. Clearly the motion ought to go over for one day; there is 
no dispute about that. Nothing can be considered in the morn- 
ing hour except by unanimous consent. It seems to me that 
after the morning hour has been concluded this motion would 
come up regularly, but clearly it would have to go over: under this 
decision ‘until to-morrow for action upon it, ‘unless by unani- 
mous consent objection was waived. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not so consider the decision 
just referred to by the Senator from Virginia. I think it is quite 
probable that this joint resolution, after it goes to the calendar, 
must then wait at least until 1 o’clock, or until the morning 
business shall have been disposed of, but that then, like any 
other measure upon the calendar, it can be brought up. on motion. 

Mr. SWANSON. The decision was specific on this point. The 
resolution was introduced on the 26th of February, and it came 
up on the 28th, when a point of order was made against it on 
two grounds: First, that it could not be considered during the 
morning hour—until morning business was disposed of; and, 
second, that it could not be brought up for consideration on the 
same day, except by unanimous consent; that all motions must 
lie over for one day. The point of order was sustained by the 
Chair, and no appeal was taken from the decision, which was 
specific. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I call the Senator’s attention to 
the point that the heading of this decision, or that which might 
be called the syllabus of ‘the decision, in capital letters, simply 
declares, ‘‘ Motion to discharge not in order in morning hour.” 
That was the point that was decided by the Chair at that time. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator from New Mexico will read 
the decision, he will find that the point of order was made on 
two. grounds: First, that ‘the resolution could not be considered 
in the morning hour; and, second, that even if the motion car- 
ried it could not be considered on that day but would have to 
go over one day. The point of order was sustained, as the 
Senator will find if he reads the decision. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I should like to ask if the Senator 
from New Mexico contends that the syllabus to a decision ever 
controls the decision or that it affords even an index to govern 
in any way the decision unless the syllabus is written by the 
deciding power itself? In this case, of course, it Was written by 
some Public Printer. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Nobody knows better than does 
the Senator from Missouri—and I suppose he will concede that 
it is a subject with which we are all quite familiar—that what 
he has stated is undoubtedly sound; but where a case involves 
two propositions, either one of which might be good, and the head- 
ing or syllabus indicates the ground on which it was decided, 
I think the ‘syllabus can be taken into consideration for that 
purpose, 

Mr. REED. In other words, the Senator thinks that a 
Publie Printer can decide what part of the decision of the Senate 
is controlling. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not take it that a Public 
Printer framed these rules or made the syllabus to them; I take 
it that that was done by the Committee-on Rules of the Senate, 
as going to indicate and make explicit what the rules intended 
to convey. 

Mr. REED. 
ing about. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 
that we are talking about. 

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I think the rules:are very plain 
that this discussion is out of place. I-will merely refer to Rule 
XXVI, paragraph 2 of which provides: 

All reports of committees and motions to discharge a committee from 
the consideration of the subject, and subjects from which a committee 
shall be discharged, shall lie over for one day for consideration, unless 
by unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

I do not think that the case cited by the Senator frem Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson] is parallel; but our rules are so plain on the 
question it seems to me that there is not any need of discussion. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Will the Senator yield to me for a 
question ? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will yield in a moment. I 
desire to call attention ‘to and to read the decision referred to by 
the Senator from Virginia. 


But it is not a rule; it is‘a decision we are talk- 


Yes; but it is in this volume 
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The President pro tempore [Mr. Frye] laid before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Pettigrew on the 26th instant to discharge 
the Committee on Education and Labor from the further consideration 
of the bill (TI. R. 6882) limiting hours of daily service of laborers and 
mechanics— 

And so forth. 

Mr. SMOOT. [I eail for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair has already ruled, prob- 
ably incorrectly, that this motion to discharge the committee 
was before the Senate. No objection has been made to debate; 
but the Chair has heretofore ruled on all such motions that prior 
to the hour of 1 o’clock they are rot debatable, and unless there 
is an appeal from the Chair—— 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I wish to ask the 
Senator from New Mexico one question, and that is, if he relies 
upon the syllabus of the decision, then is it not true that the 
decision of the Senate was that a motion to discharge a com- 
mittee, going over a day, could not be considered during the 
morning hour? ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That decision is perfectly plain. 
The motion in that case was not the same as the pending motion 
at all; that motion was to discharge a committee and then 
proceed to the immediate consideration of the question. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desired to ask the Senator from 
New Mexico a question. He insisted that the syllabus con- 
trolled; that the effect of the decision was that the motion had 
to go over one day, and that it could not be considered in the 
morning hour. If ke is right about that, is not our entire pro- 
cedure now out of order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that is true. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona and Mr. SMOOT called for the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It is entirely immaterial to me. 
What I am after is to have this motion acted upon now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled, and that 
ruiing stands unless there is an appeal, that this is not a debat- 
able question. The question is, Shall the committee be dis- 
charged? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is that motion in order at this time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so ruled, and there was 
no appeal. 

Mr. BORAH. 
he not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Chair stated that he did 
not know whether he was ruling right or not, but he was ruling. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Then I desire to enter an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair as to this matter being in order 
at this time. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico, 
the appeal comes too late. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will have to sustain the 
point of order of the Senator from New Mexico, that the appeal 
comes too late. The question is, Shall the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage be discharged from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Upon that question I wish to be heard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled that it is not 
a debatable question befere 1 o'clock, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the Chair to rule that the 
point of order is not a debatable question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; that the motion to discharge is 
not debatable before 1 o’clock under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, does the Chair rule 
that an appeal can not be taken from the decision of the Chair? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. No; the Senator can appeal from 
that decision, if he wishes to do so, because that is the last one 
made, 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The decision I desired to appeal 
from was the decision of the Chair that this motion could come 
up at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that; but 
the Senator did not appeal until there was intervening business; 
that was the trouble. 

Mr. REED. What intervening business? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Did not the Chair permit it to inter- 
vene? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair permitted it until the 
Senator frony Utah [Mr. Susoor]) raised the question. 

Mr. WAPSWORTH. Did the Senator from Utah raise the 
question? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I called for the regular order, because it 
seemed to me that it was a waste of time, under the rules of 


The Chair has since modified his opinion, has 


I make the point of order that 
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his body, to talk about the question whether this matter can 
be discussed now or acted upon on this day. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It seems to me an inconsistency to 
deny the right of appeal because it is too late, and at the same 
time shut off debate, no matter how late objection to debate is 
raised. 

Mr. SMOOT. Regular order! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Ashurst Gronna 
Ball Hale 
Bankhead Harding 
Beckham Harris 
Borah Harrison 
Brandegee Henderson 
Calder Hitcheock 
Capper Johnson, Calif, 
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex, 
Colt Jones, Wash. 
Culberson Kellogg 
Cummins Kendrick 
Curtis Kenyon 
Dial Keyes 
Dillingham King 
Elkins Knox 
Fall La Follette 
Fernald Lenroct 
Fletcher Lodge 
France McCormick 
Frelinghuysen McCumber 
Gay McKellar 
Gore McLean 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators have answered to 
the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I move to lay upon the table the 
motion to discharge the committee; and on that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered and taken, the result 
was anhounced—yeas 27, nays 64, as follows: 
YEAS—27. 

Overman 
Penrose 
Reed 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
NAYS—64. 
McKellar 
McLean 
McNary 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Owen 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
McCormick Poindexter 
McCumber Pomerene 
NOT VOTING—5. 
Johnson, 8. Dak. Martin 


McNary 
Martin 
Moses 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Owen 
Page 
Penrose 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Sherman 


Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga, 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 
Wolcott 


Bankhead Fletcher 
seckham Gay 
Borah Gore 
Brandegee Harrison 
Dial King 
Dillingham Lodge 
Fall Moses 


Bmith, 5. C. 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Wolcott 


Ashurst 

Ball 

Calder 
Capper 
Chamberlain 
Colt 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 

Edge 

Elkins 
Fernald 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Gronna 

Hale 


Harding 
Harris 
Henderson 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 

Keyes 

Kirby 

Knox 

La Follette 
Lenroot 


Ransdell 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 


Gerry 
Hitchcock 

So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I 
Senate take a recess until 1 o’cleck. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia. [Putting the question.] By the sound 
the “ noes” seem to have it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WATSON. I insist on the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is for the yeas and. 
nays. Is it seconded? 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, and the motion was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is, Shall the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? : 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the folowing Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Ashurst Capper 


Thomas 


move that the 


Dillingham Frelinghuysen 


Ball 
Bankhead 
Beckham 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Calder 


Chamberlain 
It 


Edge 
Elkins 
Fall 


Fernald 
Fietcher 
France 


Gay 
Gore 
Gronna 
Hale 
Harding 
Harris 
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McCumber 
McKellar 
McNary 
Martin 
Moses 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Owen 
Page 
Penrose 
McCormick Phelan 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-one Senators have 
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to offer the 
following amendment to the pending motion: 

That the committee be discharged at the end of three days, unless 
they shall have sooner reported. 

Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays; and I 
ask that the amendment be stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the motion by sub- 
stituting the following: 

That the committee be discharged at the end of three days, unless 
they shall have sooner reported. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Is the request seconded? 
The yeas and nays having been ordered and taken, the result 
was announced—yeas 24, nays 63, as follows: 
YEAS—24. 
Overman 
Reed 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
NAYS—63. 
McNary 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Owen 
Page 
Penrose 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
NOT VOTING—9. 
Gerry Knox Martin 
Johnson, 8. Dak. McCumber Thomas 


Harrison 
Henderson 
Hitchcock 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 
Keyes 

King 

Kirby 

La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 


Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Smoot 


Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont, 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 
Wolcott 


an- 


The yeas and nays are requested. 


Bankhead 
Beckham 
Brandegee 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Vietcher 


Gay 
Harrison 
Hitchcock 
King 
Lodge 
Moses 


Smith, 8. C, 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Wolcott 


Harding 
Harris 
apper Henderson 
hamberlain Johnson, Calif. 
‘olt Jones, N. Mex. 
‘ulberson Jones, Wash. 
‘ummins Kellogg 
“urtis Kendrick 
Edge Kenyon 
Elkins Keyes 
Fernald Kirby 
France La Follette 
Frelinghuysen Lenroot 
Gore McCormick 
Gronna McKellar 
Ilale McLean 


Robinson 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Ariz, 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont, 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 


sorah 
Calder 
Fall 

So the amendment of Mr. Smiru of Georgia was rejected. 

At this point Mr. Myers introduced sundry bills, which ap- 
pear under the appropriate heading. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I understood the Chair to rule that 
debate was out of order watil 1 o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did so rule, but now the 
motion to discharge the committee is debatable from this time 
forward. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I should like to say a word on 
the question of order, as to whether or not it is now debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that it is. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I dislike to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, but let me state a proposition for his 
consideration. I have looked through the rules and I can not 
find anywhere a statement that when a motion is made that is 
undebatable it becomes debatable at any subsequent period. 
The question is as to the time when the motion was made. If 
it is debatable when made, it continues to be debatable; and if 
it is not debatable when made, then I find nothing in the rule 
to show that it becomes debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Mexico is 
exactly right. The ruling of the Chair was based upon a former 
ruling of the Chair to the effect that until the hour of 1 o’clock 
had arrived motions are not debatable. The Chair is ruling 
consistently, admitting that the ruling was perhaps altogether 
wrong. The hour of 1 o’clock has passed, and after the hour of 
1 o'clock motions are debatable. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 
Chair, I appeal from his ruling. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Business has since intervened and 
no appeal was taken from the decision of the Chair at that time. 


In view of the statement of the 


As I understood the Chair a little while ago, I was unable to 
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appeal from the ruling of che Chair that a motion was in order, 
because I did not appeal at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has no recollection of 
having ruled that it was debatable until just now. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Chair announced that it would 
be debatable only after 1 o’clock and stopped debate upon it 
about half past 12. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia rose to 
get the opinion of the Chair as to whether the motion was 
debatable. The Chair ruled, to be consistent, that at that time 
it was debatable. The Chair feels that the Senator from New 
Mexico has appealed from the ruling of the Chair within the 
proper time. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
Chair is debatable, I think. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks so; but we might 
as well go ahead and talk a little while on suffrage. 

Mr. WATSON. In this connection I would like to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. Is the motion debatable until 2 o’clock 
or after that time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was not here when the 
Senate adjourned on Friday. Is there a special order for 2 
o'clock ? 

Mr. WATSON. I have been informed that there is a special 
order, which is the resolution of the Senator from California 
[Mr. Jounson]. I was wondering whether or not when we 
reach the hour of 2 o’clock the special ordey must be taken up 
to the exclusion of this motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON. It seems to me the prohibition on debate 
until 2 o’clock comes under Rule VIII, which is that— 

All motions made before 2 o’clock to proceed to the consideration of 
any matter shall be determined without debate, 

This is not a motion to proceed to the consideration of any 
matter; it is a motion to discharge a committee. I do not see 
anything in the rules that prohibits debate on the pending mo- 
tion. Rule VIII limits it to a certain kind of motion that shall 
be determined without debate. I have not been able to find any 
rule of the Senate which prohibits debate on this motion. A 
motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill, resolution, re- 
port of a committee, or other subject on the calendar before 1 
o’clock is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If Senators will listen to the Chair 
for a moment, they will hear the reason for the ruling. It was 
based upon a former ruling of the Chair, from which no appeal 
was taken, that a motion to discharge a committee was not 
debatable prior to 1 o’clock. At 1 o’clock the Senator from 
Georgia asked whether it was debatable or not and the Chair 
said that it was. The Senator from New Mexico appealed. The 
Chair thinks the question, whether or not the appeal is well 
taken, is debatable. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It seems to me that whether it 
is debatable depends upon the decision on the other appeal. An 
appeal with respect to a question which is not debatable is itself 
not debatable under the decision, and so in this case whether 
the appeal is debatable depends upon the question whether the 
prior ‘motion to which it relates is debatable or not. It seems 
to me there must be a decision upon the other appeal. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator is debating now the 
very point he makes. I submit that the ruling of the Chair that 
the subject was debatable on an appeal is also a ruling accord- 
ing to the view expressed by the Senator from New Mexico 
that the appeal is debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
rising to a point of order? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
is not debatable? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 
is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules that point of 
order. Do you appeal from it? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I suppose it would do no good to 
appeal from it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Just a moment. 
what the Senator from New Mexico wants to do. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I want to call the attention of 
the Chair to the prior decision that where the original motion 
is not debatable, then an appeal from a decision on that motion 
is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the Chair has ruled. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not want to multiply appeals 
here. It not only takes time but it may take more time than the 


The appeal from the ruling of the 


Was the Senator from New Mexico 


I raise a point of order. ; 
That the appeal from the Chair 


That the appeal from the Chair 


If you do not, it stands. 


Let us find out 
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discussion which is likely to follow. Nevertheless, I appeal from 


that decision of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, that appeal is not debatable. 
The Chair calls attention to the rule: 

When an appeal is taken, any subsequent question of order which 
may arise before the decision of such appeal shall be decided by the 
Presiding Officer without debate, and every appeal therefrom shall be 
decided at once and without debate. 

Now, the Chair has decided that the appeal from the ruling 
of the Chair is debatable. The Senator from New Mexico raises 
the point of order that it is not debatable and appeals from the 
ruling of the Chair. The question is, Shall the ruling of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 70, nays 10, as follows: 

YEAS—70. 
Nugent 
Overman 
Owen 
Page 
Penrose 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 

NAYS—10. 

Jones, N. Mex. McKellar 

Jones, Wash. McNary 

Kirby Phelan 

NOT VOTING—16. 
Johnson, 8S. Dak. 
Kenyon 


Ashurst 

sall 
Bankhead 
Beckham 
Brandegee 
Chamberlain 
Colt 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 
Elkins 
Vietcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Gay 
Gore 
Gronna 
Ilale 


Harding 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hitchcock 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
King 

La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
McLean 
Moses 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 


Smith, 8. C, 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Townsend 
‘Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Williams 
Wolcott 


Capper 
Curtis 
Ilenderson 


Poindexter 


Fall 
Fernald 
Culberson Gerry Knox 

Cummins Johnson, Calif. McCumber 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I wish to disclaim 
any purpose of delaying action upon the proposed constitutional 
amendment. I think action should be had in a few days, and I 
certainly would be the last simply to consume time in order to 
prevent a vote upon this question after a reasonably decent 
opportunity had been given to those of us who are opposed to 
it to express ourselves. The little delay that I helped to cause, 
from half past 12 until 1 o'clock, was due to a conviction upon 
my part that Senators who intended to vote against this mo- 
tion to discharge the committee ought to have an opportunity 
to express themselves. By consuming a half hour’s time of the 
Senate I was sure they would have the opportunity to say why 
they desired some little delay on the adoption of this motion 
to discharge the committee, as after 1 o’clock the Chair had said 
debate would be in order. 

T agree with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpErwoop] 
that it would be much better if the committee were allowed to 
consider the subject in order to see if any amendment were 
needed to this proposed constitutional amendment, to perfect 
it, if it needs perfection in any way, and to bring it back to 
the Senate. It can be brought to the Senate within a week; 
indeed, it could be brought to the Senate in two or three days. 
It seems that the committee did not consider it yesterday, 
because they hoped by failing then to consider it the committee 
could be discharged to-day and the Senate could proeeed to-day 
with the consideration of the proposed amendment to the Consti- 
tution. Mr. President, that is not giving due consideration to so 
important a subject. If the Senate shall determine to-morrow, 
or when the time comes to vote upon the motion, that they prefer 
to discharge the committee, of course the Senate has the right to 
do so, and we shall ail submit; the amendment will then go to 
the calendar; and the day after it goes to the calendar a 
motion will be in order to take it from the calendar, 

Mr. President, at the time the attention of the Senate was 
called to the motion to discharge the committee we were en- 
gaged in “morning business,” and the Senate rules prescribe 
what that business shall be. There was no report of a 
committee. If there had been a report of a committee, it 
would have gone over for a day before any action or the 
report of the committee could have been had. Although the 
Chair ruled upon it, and there was no appeal, I wish to say, 
as an explanation in part of the course which I have pursued, 
that, in my opinion, a motion to discharge the committee could 
not be taken up during the morning hour. The rules of the 
Senate prescribe the business to be transacted during the 
morning hour. Such a motion as this motion to discharge a 


Borah 
Calder 


Martin 
Norris 
Thomas 
Warren 
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committee is not found in that list. It might possibly be passed 
as a resolution and be called up in that way; but it was not 
a report of a committee, and it could not properly be taken up, 
with all due deference to the ruling of the Chair, I submit, as 
a report of a committee or in connection with that part of the 
order of business which provides for reports of committees. I 
was inclined to think that the Chair also had changed his 
opinion as to the proper ruling. 

Mr. President, under the rules of the Senate, during the 
morning hour until 1 o’clock no motion is debatable. A motion 
to discharge a committee frequently involves matters of serious 
importance. To permit it to be called up or to provide for it to 
be called up at a time when debate. is impossible would be to 
make an.order of business unwise and unsafe. 

I feel sure that the motion to discharge the committee should 
not have been taken up when it was, and several of us con- 
cluded that it was desirable to delay action until 1 o’clock in 
order that those of us who had opposed the immediate consid- 
eration of the motion might have an opportunity to say briefly, 
not with any consumption of time that amounted in any sense 
to a filibuster, but merely for the purpose of making it known 
that we did not intend in any way to filibuster and that we did 
not intend in any way to unduly delay a vote upon this pro- 
posed constitutional amendment, but that we thought a few days 
should pass before action should be had. I have no doubt that 
within the week, certainly next week, we will vote on this pro- 
posed amendment. I for one shall take less than an hour, per- 
haps not half an hour, to say what I wish to say about the con- 
dition in my State and to express my objections to a proposed 
constitutional amendment which would interfere with the right 
of each separate State to settle this question to suit itself. 

Mr. WiLLIAMS. Mr. President, I do not think this question 
needs debating; it needs settling. It has been debated for some 
20 years. Big men, little men, and middle-sized men have talked 
about it until the whole country is tired of hearing talk upon 
this subject. The-advocates of it have consumed time enough. 
Let us, the opponents of it, not imitate their example. I think 
the sooner We can get a vote upon this question the better. I 
expect to vote against this proposed -onstitutional amendment, 
but I do not want to retard its consideration. 

Now, the whole world—not only America, but all the world— 
is messed up and mussed up with every sort of important ques- 
tion, and this question is not of the slightest importance on the 
thoughts or the habits or the legislation of men or of women 
here or elsewhere. The trouble has been that the advocates of 
it have thought that the entire civilized world depended upon its 
passage, and the opponents of it have thought that the home life 
and morality of the world depended upon its defeat. 

The truth is that in some 11 or 12 States where for 20 years 
or more it has been tried it has done neither good nor harm. 
So far as I am concerned, I was opposed to it, and am yet, 
because I think it affects to a certain extent the social fabric 
of the South; but I see the handwriting on the wall. I do not 
want to imitate old Jonathan Higginbotham, who during the 
war refused to secede with Arkansas, and after the war refused 
to make peace when Arkansas surrendered but who carried on 
war against both the State of Arkansas and the Federal Govern- 
ment for about two years afterwards, until he had to be hunted 
up and rooted out of the Ozark Mountains. 

What is the use? We have many matters to get through with 
here. The world has got to reconstruct itself; it has to demo- 
bilize from a war basis and remobilize upon a peace basis, to 
reconstruct industry and society. Those of us who are oppo- 
nents of this measure who can see anything when written upon 
the book of fate at all can see that this is written there. The 
question is settled. Why not simply satisfy ourselves in voting 
against it, and why not benefit the country and the world by 
getting it to a vote just as soon as possible? 

I am in favor of making a fight to the last ditch when you 
have got to fight and making it as long as there is a scintilla 
of hope upon the horizon, making it as long as you think you 
ean beat your opponents in any proper, honest, or right way. 
One of the proper and honest and right ways is, if you think 
you can defeat a proposition next week, and you can not defeat 
it now, to carry it over until then; but nobody believes that in 
this case; everybody knows it is a question of whether the 
thing shall come to a vote now and be passed or whether it 
shall come to a vote, according to the judgment of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. SmirH], in three days and be passed. What 
good will talking do? I have done my share of talking upon it 
privately and publicly, although I never made a stated speech 
about it. It seems to me that it is having the Federal Govern- 
ment take a power and authority that was intended originally 
for the States. This Union never would have been formed if anys 
body had known that the Federal Government was ever going 
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to try to exercise a power of that sort; but when two-thirds of 
Congress are in favor of submitting a joint resolution to the 
States for adoption by the usual three-fourths, and when you 
know beforehand that that is the case, and when you know that 
the country and the world have important business to attend 
to, and when you know that the practical results of the adop- 
tion or defeat of woman suffrage will amount to nothing, as 
the experience of the world wherever it has been adopted has 
demonstrated beyond cayil or doubt, then why should we stand 
here and just delay things for parliamentary advantage of one 
or two days or something else? 

There is no one in this body to whom, temperamentally and 
sectionally, this motion is more obnoxious; but my ancestors 
have been through this temperamental and sectional opposition 
once before, and when they found out that the game was lost 
no less men than Robert E. Lee and Joseph E. Johnston and 
other great men said, “ We will not carry on a war by ambush. 
When we have lost the last regular battle that we can lose, and 
the last regular army that we have, we will quit, and we will 
make peace in good faith, and we will keep it in good faith.” 

I am sorry that it is written upon the book of fate, but it is 
written there. Now, let us face the situation, and go down in 
honor, as we do in defeat, which we can not help. Let us not 
spend any time trying to get three or four more days to talk in; 
and, by the way, here I have just been taking fully my share 
of what would have been the three or four days to talk in. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I understand, of course, this 
measure will at no distant day be passed. It seems to be a 
settled proposition that the votes have been secured to submit 
it to the States for ratification; and it has not been my purpose 
to unduly delay the vote. 

If those who have charge of the measure and are anxious that 
it shall be voted on will suggest a day when we can take it up 
and proceed with its consideration to its final disposition, I 
certainly shall not stand in the way of any such proposition. I 
had expected to submit some reasons why I shall vote against 
the joint resolution, and I shall be brief in doing so. If an 
arrangement may be had so that we may proceed in an orderly 
but expeditious way to final submission of the question, giving 
those who have not yet been converted to the program an oppor- 
tunity to state their reasons, so far as I am concerned they 

ay proceed. I have not changed my view; and while anything 
aid here will not change a vote, I nevertheless, for reasons sat- 
isfactory to myself, would like to make some observations. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I just want to 
suggest to the Senator that we will-be in a position to do that 
just as soon as this motion is carried, and the joint resolution 

es to the calendar; and I feel that that would be the disposi- 

ion—to try to fix a definite time, so that every Senator would 
now when the matter was coming up to be considered and voted 
just as quickly as possible. 
BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator will recall that I 
asked the Senator in charge of the measure if it was his pur- 
to proceed to-day, and he said it was if he could. Of course, 
ould not bring it to a vote to-day as long as Senators desired 
liscuss it. I think there might be some question as to 
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atisfied that if it goes on the calendar an agreement can 

mide. satisfactory to everybody, to fix a time. 
* GORE. Mr. President, I wish to say that I voted for the 
ion to table the motion to discharge the committee. I would 
» it inferred from that vote that I am adverse to the pro- 
d constitutional amendment. I have voted for it on two or 
previous In fact, I have formed the habit; 
‘ I shall vote for this amendment whenever it comes in a 
regular parliamentary way to a vote. My objection was against 
the procedure. The committee on Saturday last could have 
voted a favorable report upon this amendment, and it could have 
been reported to-day, and after going over one day under the 
rule it would have been in order. If the motion to discharge the 
committee prevails, the amendment will still have to go over 
for one day under the rule, if there be objection; so, if there be 
any responsibility for this one day’s delay, that responsibility 

attaches to the committee. 

I see no reason why we should not proceed in the regular way 
to the consideration and adoption of this constitutional amend- 
ment. The tactics proposed are somewhat revolutionary in their 
character. The friends of this constitutional amendment might 
justify those revolutionary tactics in this particular instance; 
perhaps I could overlook it myself; but I do not like to have a 
revolutionary procedure established so early in the sessien, just 
after the change in the control of the Senate—a revolutionary 
method which might hereafter be invoked as a precedent, and 
there might be universal objection on this side. 


occasions. 
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I do not wish to be committed in advance, and I am sorry to 
see this side committed in advance, to revolutionary methods of 
procedure of this sort. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I feel with referenée to this 
matter as the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] has expressed 
himself. I think the sooner we have a vote upon this joint reso- 
lution the better. I have myself, therefore, absolutely no dispo- 
sition to delay action for one day; but I do think that this is a 
very important matter. I do believe that every Senator desires 
to be recorded upon this question; and I think the best solution 
of it would be—and I wish to suggest that to the Senator from 
Washington—to fix a day as early as he pleases, but sufficiently 
in the future to give Senators an opportunity to be present, and 
let us agree to a unanimous-consent rule to take up the matter 
on that day and bring it to a final vote. 

I make that suggestion to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I was interrupted, 
and did not catch the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. My suggestion avas, in order to give every 
Senator an opportunity to be recorded upon this very impor- 
tant matter, that the proponents of this joint resolution ask for 
unanimous consent to vote at a certain time, making that suffi- 
ciently far in the future to enable Senators to be present. if 
they desire. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator refers to a vote 
upon the joint resolution submitting the amendment, not upon 
this motion? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I should be very glad myself to 
do that. I do not know that it would be in order, however, to 
do it until the joint resolution is brought before the Senate. 
The joint resolution is now before the committee, and the pur- 
pose of this motion is to get it from the committee and get it 
on the calendar. Then we can make just such an arrangement 
as the Senator suggests; and I think that is a very good sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no particular interest-in the proce- 
dure by which the joint resolution is brought before the Senate, 
but I have some interest in the question of whether we are to 
vote here without due notice to Senators that this important 
matter is to be acted on. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, no; I agree with the Sena- 
tor that it should be set down in plenty of time so that every 
Senator will have notice to be here, and I have no doubt that 
that will be done. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I shall vote against the motion 
to take this action, as proposed by the Senator from Wash- 
ington, at this time. I am consistently a friend of the con- 
stitutional amendment itself, and shall vote for it whenever 
opportunity offers, and shall vote for any legitimate method of 
expediting that opportunity. 

Under the ruling of the presiding officer this morning, if 
such ruling continues to be the rule of the Senate with refer- 
ence to all legislation, the situation would be this: An appro- 
priation bill coming over from the House, and being referred 
to a committee, any Member of the Senate the next morn- 
ing, or immediately, could make a motion to discharge the 
committee. That motion would lie over one day; and under the 
ruling of the Chair the next day, under “ Reports of commit- 
tees,” it could be brought up, and must be voted on without 
debate before 1 o’clock. 

I can not vote to sustain any such ruling of the Chair. That 
ruling was erroneous. I will not vote to take a measure from a 
committee which does not exist. According to my interpreta- 
tion of the joint resolution, the committee had no jurisdiction 
of this measure at all, and has not had the joint resolution in 
its hands; and therefore a motion to discharge it should not be 
entertained. . 

For those two reasons I cen not vote in favor of this motion, 
and shall vote against it. It will pass; it will be adopted, and 
I shall cheerfully vote for the constitutional amendment when- 
ever I have an opportunity; and I will vote for any motion 
which I consider a proper motion to expedite a vote upon the 
constitutional amendment itself. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I want to say just 
a word in reply to those who consider this action revolutionary. 

The Committee on Woman Suffrage met and considered this 
very situation and decided to support this motion; so the com- 
mittee has considered this joint resolution, which came from the 
House, proposing the amendment, and it has decided to take 
this course in order to bring the matter to a vote in the Senate. 
It is a joint resolution which has been before the Senate and the 
country for a generation, and no one can say that he has not 
had an opportunity to consider it fully. 





1919. 


When the committee charged with the duty of considering the 
joint resolution decides to bring it before the Senate in this 
way, I can not understand how anyone can claim that it has 
not had consideration, that it is revolutionary, or that it sets 
any bad precedent. ‘The committee has considered it time after 
time, brought it to a vote before the Senate at least twice dur- 
ing the last Congress, and it is the same thing, the same com- 
mittee; and can anyone say that to recommend this procedure 
is revolutionary? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. STantey in the chair). 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Ashurst 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Capper 
Colt 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 
Elkins 
Fernald 
Fletcher 
France La Follette 
Frelinghuysen Lenroot Sheppard 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The hour of 2 
o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is Senate resolution No. 12, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from California [Mr. JoHnson]. The 
pending question is the motion of the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. Hircucock] to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
- Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, in the absence of the Senator 
from California, I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may be temporarily laid aside until we dispose of the other 
proposition. It will take only a few minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. WATSON. Do I understand the Senator from Florida 
to object? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California entered the Chamber. 

Mr. WATSON. The Senator from California is now here. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I did not know the Senator from 
California was entering the Chamber. A request was made that 
the resolution be temporarily laid aside, but unanimous consent 
was not granted for that purpose, and in the absence of the 
Senator from California I expected to move that it be laid aside 
temporarily for the purpose of disposing of the motion which 
has already been considered this morning. I should like to ask 
the pleasure of the Senator from California regarding the 
matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I have no objection if the 
matter is to be concluded within a brief period. I do not want 
the particular matter which is now the unfinished business to be 
supplanted indefinitely. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator from California under- 
stand that a motion can not be made to lay aside the resolution 
temporarily, but that it is supplanted by the matter that comes 
up? However, the Senate can afterwards take up this par- 
ticular resolution if it sees fit. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. If that be the case, I ask that 
we proceed with the unfinished business. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I simply wish to 
make a suggestion. I am satisfied there is no one on this side 
of the Chamber who desires to discuss the motion. I have the 
impression that no one on the other side cares to discuss it 
further, and we could probably dispose of it in three or four 
minutes. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that he with- 
draw his objection to laying aside temporarily the unfinished 
business in order that we may see if we can not get a vote on 
the motion to discharge the committee. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I notice the absence of a 
good many Senators who are interested in the subject which has 
been under consideration, and I did not feel that it was fair to 
them to let the matter come to a vote in their absence. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I have heard several Senators 
who are opposed to this constitutional amendment express a de- 


Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


The 


Sherman 
Shields 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Tramme}l 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson 
Wolcott 


McCormick 
McCumber 
McKellar 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Reed 


Gay 

Gore 

Hale 

Harris 
Henderson 
Hitchcock 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keilogg 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 

Keyes 

King 

Knox 
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sire to discuss it. I understand that some of those Senators 
are now absent from the Chamber. It seems to me the difliculty 
could be met if the chairman of the Woman Suffrage Committee, 
if there be such a committee, would call a hurry-up meeting of 
the committee in the cloakroom. It would not take two minutes 
for that committee to report the resolution, and it would then 
take its place on the calendar properly and obviate this discus- 
sion. It would have to go over for a day in either case, and it 
would facilitate the consideration of the constitutional amend- 
ment, which I favor. I do not think we should adopt a method 
which some regard as revolutionary. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 731) for the retirement of employees in the classified 
civil service; to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

A bill (S. 732) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Canton, Ohio, one German cannon; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEYES: 

A bill (S. 733) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Milford, N. H., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: 

A bill (S. 734) for the promotion of Col. William A. Simpson, 
United States Army, retired; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 735) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Redman (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 736) to provide for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Idabel, Okla.; and 

A bill (S. 737) to provide for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Hugo, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 788) donating captured field guns and unloaded 
projectiles to Wakeeney, Kans., for use in library grounds. 

A bill (S. 739) donating captured field guns and unloaded pro- 
jectiles to Coffeyville, Kans., for use in Forest Park: ' 

A bill (S. 740) donating captured field guns and unloaded pro- 
jectiles to Greenleaf, Kans., for use in City Park: 

A bill (S. 741) donating captured field guns and unleaded pro- 
jectiles to Pittsburg, Kans., for use of the Manual Training 
Normal School; 3 

A bill (S. 742) donating captured field guns and unloaded pro- 
jectiles to Lawrence, Kans., for use in the Memorial High School 
grounds; 

A bill (S. 743) donating captured field guns and unloaded. pro- 
jectiles to Topeka, Kans., for use in the State capitol grounds; 

A bill (S. 744) donating captured field guns and unloaded pro- 
jectiles for use in the City Park, Salina, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 745) donating captured field guns and unloaded 
projectiles to John A, Dix Post, No. 59, Columbus, Kans. : 

A bill (S. 746) donating captured field guns and unloaded 
projectiles to Baker University, Baldwin City, Kans.; 

A bill (8. 747) donating captured field guns and unloaded pro- 
jectiles to Kirwin, Kans. ; and 

A bill (S. 748) donating captured field guns and unloaded pro- 
jectiles to Wellington, Kans.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 749) for the relief of Ellen Oglesby (with accem- 
panying papers) ; ; 

A bill (S. 750) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Ful- 
ton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 751) granting a pension to Laura E. Huvzess (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 752) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Boles (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 753) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Chapman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 754) granting an increase of pension to Ethalemia 
Seott (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 755) granting an increase of pension to Elijah G. W- 
Ebert (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 756) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
Keith (with accompanying papers); to the Commiitee on 
Pensions, 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 757) to found and maintain a mutual insurance fund 
for depositors in national banks, to be kept available in the 
United States Treasury, and to be administered by a bureau in 
the Treasury Department organized and regulated for that pur- 
pose ; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (8S. 758) to provide for a commission to investigate 
colmiissions and to make recommendations concerning the same; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 759) to authorize certain late physicians and sur- 
of the United States Volunteer Army in the War with 
1 to practice their respective professions in any Territory, 
t, dependency, or possession of the United States under 
constitutional jurisdiction of Congress upon the presentation 
proof of certain facts; to the Committee on Public Health 
id National Quarantine. 

bill (S. 760) to revive the right of action under the captured 
abandoned property acts, and for other purposes; to the 

Conunittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 761) to establish a drainage fund and to provide for 
the reclamation of swamp and overflowed lands in certain States ; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 762) to provide for the erection of memorials and the 

tombment of bodies in the Arlington Memorial Amphitheater, 

Arlington National Cemetery, Va.; to the Committee on the 

rary, 


ahu 


é (S. 763) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
o the National Military Park, Vicksburg, Miss., two German can- 
nons or fieldpieces ; and 

A bill (8. 764) to place Lieut. Col. Junius L. Powell on the 

etired list of the Army with the rank of brigadier general; to 

» Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 765) to eonfer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to readjudicate the cases of Mattie W. Jackson, widow, and 

thers against the United States, and Mattie E. Hughes .against 
United States; 

A bill (S. 766) for the relief of the representative of the estate 

Haller Nutt, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 767) for the relief of the heirs of W. H. Sneed, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 768) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, at Sageville, Lauderdale County, Miss, ; 

A bill (S. 769) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
James M. Brabston and Roche H. Brabston ; 

A bill (S. 770) for the relief of the trustees of the Sageville 
Meth Episcopal Church South, of Sageville, Lauderdale 
County, Miss. ; 

A 771) for the relief of 
Church South, of Decatur, Miss. ; 

\ bill (S. 772) for the relief of 

south, of Decatur, Miss. ; 
773) for the relief of the trustees of Evergreen 
7, Free and Accepted Masons, of Decatur, Miss. ; 


odist 


bill (S. the Methodist Episcopal 


the Methodist Episcopal 


re, No. 
ill (S. 774) for the relief of M. T. Sigrest; 
s. 775) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Kuyken- 


(S. 776) for the relief of James K. Hamblen; 
(S. 777) for the relief of the estate of Capt. John 
0, deceased ; 
(S. 778) to authorize the Postmaster General to settle 
ts of Capt. J. Hi. Estes; 
ill (S. 779) for the relief of Maria Elizabeth Burnett; 
1 (S$. 780) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
ir, determine, and adjudicate claims for the destruction of 
» property and damage thereto as the result of the con- 
’ levees along, and other improvements of, the Mis- 
River; and 
pill (S. 781) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
r, deterfmine, and adjudicate claims for the destruction of 
te property and damage thereto as the result of the con- 
t of levees along, and other improvements of, the Mis- 
River; to the Committee on Claims. 
bill (S. 782) granting a pension to John H. Isiley (with 
ipanying papers) ; 


. FOO 5 “ee 
(S. 150) granting 


tion ol 


an increase of pension to Mary A. 


roy; 


bill (S. 784) granting a pension to Susan A. Strickler; 
bill (S. 785) granting a pension to Eva A. Trager; 
A bill (S. 786) granting a pension to Elvis R. Street; 
A bill (S. 787) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
Herriman ; 
A bill (S. 788) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Brooks; 
A bill (S. 789) granting an increase of pension to Elie Jones 


Quinby; 
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A bill (8. 790) granting a pension to John E. Hall; and 

A bill (8S. 791) granting a pension to Robert Webb Banks; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (8S. 792) providing for cooperation between the United 
States and State governments in the rural settlement of sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines, and to promote the reclamation of 
lands, and for other purposes; : 

A bill (S. 793) authorizing the issuance of patent to the Milk 
River Valley Gun Club; 

A bill (S. 794) granting lands for school purposes in Govern- 
ment town sites on reclamation projects; 

A bill (8S. 795) to provide for the disposition of public lands 
withdrawn and improved under the provisions of the reclama- 
tion laws, and which are no longer needed in connection with 
said laws; 

A bill (8. 796) for furnishing water supply for miscellaneous 
purposes in connection with reclamation projects ; 

A bill (8. 797) providing for noncontiguous homestead entries 
within the former Fort Peck Indian Reservation, Mont., of 
land of the character described in the enlarged homestead act 
of February 19, 1909; 

A bill (S. 798) giving the right to an additional homestead 
to all persons who have exhausted or who shall exhaust their 
original right of entry through the purchase of Indian lands; 
and 1 

A bill (8S. 799) for the relief of private owners of lands 
within or near the Bitter Root, Lolo, or Missoula National 
Forests, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (8.800) to indemnify depositors in ‘member banks,” 
as defined by the Federal reserve act, against loss in the event 
of the failure or suspension of business of such bank; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (8.801) to provide for carrying into effect of the agree- 
ment between the United States and the Muskogee (Creek) 
Nation of Indians ratified by act of Congress approved March 
1, 1901, and supplemental agreement of June 380, 1902, and 
other laws and treaties with said tribe of Indians; 

A bill (8S. 802) to pay the balance due the loyal Creek Indians 
on the award made by the Senate on the 16th day of February, 
1908 ; 

A bill (S. 803) to adjust and settle the claims of the loyal 
Shawnee, Cherokee-Shawnees, and loyal Absentee Shawnee and 
Delaware Tribes of Indians; 

A bill (S. 804) authorizing the Ponca Tribe of Indians, resid- 
ing in the States of Oklahoma and Nebraska, to submit claims 
to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 805) to provide for a determination of heirship in 
cases of deceased members of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chicka- 
saw, Creek, and Seminole Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma, and 
conferring authority on the courts of said State in reference 
thereto, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 806) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of the Iowa 
Tribe of Indians against the United States; 

A bill (S. 807) to adjust and settle the claims of the loyal 
Shawnee, Cherokee-Shawnees, and loyal Absentee Shawnee 
and Delaware Tribes of Indians; and 

A bill (S. 808) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and render judgment in the Osage civiliza- 
tion fund claim of the Osage Nation of Indians against the 
United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 809) authorizing the licensing and control of cor- 
porations engaged in the storing of food products for interstate 
shipment; and 

A bill (S. 810) to establish an interstate marketing system, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce ; 

A bill (S. 811) for the establishment of a probation system 
in the United States courts, except in the District of Columbia 3 
and 

A bill (S. 812) to amend an act entitled “An act to parole 
United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved June 
10, 1910, as amended by an act approved January 23, 1913; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 818) to establish a sanitary reserve corps for the 
Public Health Service; and 

A bill (8S. 814) to establish a department of health, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Health and Na- 
tional Quarantine. 

A bill (8. 815) to revise, amend, and codify the laws relating 
to publicity of contributions and disbursements at elections at 
which candidates for the offices of United States Senator and 
Representative in the Congress of the United States are nomi- 
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nated and elected, regulating and limiting the purposes and the 
amounts for which contributions and disbursements may be 
made, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 816) to provide for public education upon political 
questions and for the dissemination of information upon politi- 
cal issues and matters of a political nature of public interest by 
an authorized publicity pamphlet; to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

A bill (S. 817) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
for adjudging the rights of the Otoe and Missouria Tribes of 
Indians for compensation on a basis of guardian and ward, 
and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to adjust the 
claims between the Otoe and Missouria Tribes of Indians and 
the Omaha Indians to certain moneys received by the Omaha 
Indians; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 818) to establish a United States court of patent 
appeals, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Patents, 

A bill (S. 819) to create the department of education; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 820) for the construction of a Federal building at 
Fillmore, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 821) granting a pension to Martin T. Knapp; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: 

A bill (S. 822) for the relief of James W. Cross; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 823) to donate a cannon to the city of Trafford, Pa. ; 

A bill (S. 824) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Warren, Pa., six German cannons or fieldpieces ; 

A bill (S. 825) to donate a cannon to the city of Erie, Pa.; 
and 

A bill (S. 826) to donate a piece of field artillery to Girard 
College, of Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Shaffer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 828) to amend an act entitled “An act for prevent- 
ing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or 
misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, 
and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1913; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 829) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Wheeling, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 830) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of New Martinsville, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 831) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Parkersburg, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 832) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Elkins, Randolph County, W. Va., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 833) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Grafton, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
yLece 5 
: A bill (S. 834) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Martinsburg, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; ° 

A bill (S. 835) authorizing the Secretary. of War to donate 
to the city of Moundsville, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 836) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Fairmont, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 837) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Morgantown, Monongalia County, W. Va., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 838) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Bluefield, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 839) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Clarksburg, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 840) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Charleston, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece; and 

A bill (S. 841) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Huntington, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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A bill (S. 842) granting a pension to W. E. Crookshanks; 

A bill (S. 843) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Lynch; and 

A bill (S. 844) granting a pension to John Bennett; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 28) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an ambassador to the Republic of Peru; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 29) requesting the Commission 
of Fine Arts to submit to the Congress certain suggestions; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 30) to permit of the disposition 
of certain lands in Montana ceded by the Crow Indians; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 31) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide further for the national security and defense 
and for the purpose of assisting in the prosecution of the war, 
to supervise the issuance of securities, and for other purposes ” ; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

AMENDMENT OF REVENUE ACT. 


Mr. KING submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 25) to repeal sections 
630, 900, and 904 of the act entitled “An act to provide revenue, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 24, 1919, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


THE COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET. 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
40), which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, together with the four senior minority members of 
the four committees first named, shall be constituted a committee to be 
called “the committee on the budget,” and shall be charged with the 
duty of making recommendations for the coordination of governmental 
expenditures and governmental revenues. 

Resolved further, That all appropriation bills, all bills for the expendi- 
tures of money, and all bills raising revenue shall be submitted by the 
committees having jurisdiction to the committee on the budget for 
amendments suggested by it before being reported to the Senate for 
action. 

ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. At the request of the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], I move that when the Senate ad- 
journs to-day it stand adjourned until 12 o'clock noon on 
Wednesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 1200. An act making appropriations for certain expenses 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

TREATY OF PEACE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
(S. Res. 12) submitted by Mr. Jounson of California on the 
20th instant, as follows: 


Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to 
the representatives of Germany; and 

Whereas a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the 
United States, and our people are entitled to know its full contents, 
and to what, if any, engagements they have been committed ; and 

Whereas it is reported in the press that the entire treaty has been 
cabled to the State Department and is now in the possession of the 
State Department: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
forthwith to transmit to the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace 
completed at the Paris conference and delivered to the representatives 
of Germany. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcucocKk] to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the revised covenant of the league 
of nations has been laid before the country. In my opinion none 
of the grave objections to be found in the original document have 
been removed. Upon the contrary, in a number of instances 
the evils have been aggravated or those evils now for the first 
time fully disclosed. 

A striking illustration is found in the fact that we are now 
for the first time informed what nations are to constitute the 
members of the league. It will be remembered that the original 
covenant, so far as published, mentioned by name as members 
of the league the British Empire, France, Italy, Japan, and the 
United States, and that the names of the other members were 
referred to as being contained in a protocol, the contents of 
which was sedulously concealed from the American people and, 
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I presume, from the people of the world: Whatever motive led 
to this concealment, it is certain that the primal shock to Ameri- 
can intelligence and patriotism would have been much greater 
had the people been at first frankly informed who were to be 
the partners of the United States in the world government about 
to be set up. 

The names are now given. We know who are to-sit about the 
council board of the international tribunal which is to under- 
take in many respects the government of the world: An exami- 
nation of the character of this membership ought. in itself to 
cause the instant rejection of the entire scheme. It brands the 
plan as futile and impossible and dooms it to ignominious failure, 

If the proposed constitution of the league of nations were in 
fact what it is not, perfect in all its parts and capable, if wisely 
interpreted and justly enforced, of producing universal happi- 
ness and bringing unbroken peace to the world, still, if left to 
the interpretation and enforcement of the members of the pro- 
posed league, it would utterly fail in its object and bring misery 
rather than happiness to mankind. That assertion 7 now under- 
take to demonstrate. 

Tt was Pupe who said: 

For forms of government let fools contest ; 
Whate're is best administered is best. 

Making due allowance for poetic exaggeration, the couplet 
contains a great truth. Granted arbitrary powers, the wise, 
virtuous, and humane despot will nevertheless promote the hap- 
piness of his subjects. Upon the ether hand, an enlightened 
constitution and code of laws in the hands of an ignorant, de- 
praved, or cruel president have never afforded the people pro- 
tection against outrage and wrong. 

Numerous illustrations of this truth are found in the Gov- 
ernments of certain South American and Negro Republics which 
have copied the letter of the Constitution of the United States, 
but which have nevertheless been perpetually the victims of 
tyranny. 

If the league were to be composed of the most enlightened: na- 


tions of the world, it might be argued that we could consign to 
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1 Negro Yearbook. 
TE.—Tigures are from Encyclopedia Britannica and Statesman’s Yearbook. 

Mr. REED. From the foregoing table it appears that when 
the members of the league of nations meet about the: council 
table there will be 15 men representing white nations and 
i? men representing black, brown, yellow, and red races; and 
that among the nations classified as dark the average of the 
dark-skinned people compared with the total population is. nearly 
9 to 1. It is also shown that among these races the degree of 
illiteracy is astonishingly high. Where figures are available the 
percentage runs from nearly 50 per cent in Cuba to 98 per cent 
in Liberia. The average is about 85 per cent. Thus we not only 
bring to the council board races which are dark skinned, but also 
those so low in civilization that they constitute the very dregs 
of ignorance. As I shall later show, they are the victims of 
superstition and are steeped in barbarism. 

Even among the white races that are to sit in the council of 
the world and determine the fate of America we find nations so 
backward as to raise a serious question regarding their ability 
to perform the functions of civilized government. Witness Ser- 
bia, 84 per cent of whose people can not read or write; Portugal, 
with 68 per cent of illiteracy ; Roumania, with 41 per cent; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


86:/?Very high. | 
3 80 


2 Statesman’s Yearbook, 1169. 


May 26, 


them many questions of importance, trusting to their sense of 
justice and equity for fair decisions. 

An examination, however, of the membership of this present 
league will first astonish and then arouse the indignation of 
every thoughtful man. It will come as a distinct shock, first, 
that this is a colored league of nations; that is to say, the ma- 
jority of the nations composing the league dd-not belong to the 
white race of men. On the contrary, they are a conglomerate of 
the black, yellow, brown, and red races, frequently so inter- 
mixed and commingled as to constitute an unclassifiable mongrel 
breed. 

The league is composed of 32 nations. I present them in two 
classifications—white and dark—including as white all those 
countries in which the white race predominates, and classifying 
as dark those nations in which the dark-skinned people are in 
the majority. To this there is in the list one exceptiou—Cuba. 
I have placed it among the dark races because fully one-third 
of its people are of negro stock and for the further reason that 
in the island race equality is completely recognized and mis- 
cegenation is commonly practiced. On the other hand, I have 
placed Uruguay in the white column, although it has a large 
Indian population, together with an excessive immigrant popu- 
lation of undesirables. In these tables I also show, where fig- 
ures are obtainable, the degree of illiteracy. It will be found 
that among the dark races illiteracy is astonishingly high, The 
figures as to population are the latest obtainable. But in some 
instances the nations have not reached the pcint of civilization 
where a reliable census has ever been taken. In such cases the 
best estimates available have been followed. 

Mr. President, as I shall comment on each of {he respective na- 
tions as I proeeed, giving the population, I now at this time ask 
to print without reading the list of the dark nations, t»ygether 
with their populations and percentage of illiteracy, and the lis¢ 
of white nations, with populations and percentage of illiteracy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave wilt ba 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
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Greece, with 57 per cent. To the votes of a tribunal thus consti- 
tuted it is proposed to submit for final decision questions. which 
may involve the very life of the United States. By their votes 
we may be plunged into war; by their decision subjeeted to 
wrongs of the most grievous character; by their deeree the very 
fate of the world may be determined. 

Let us now a little more in detail examine the character of 
these new governors of the world, the expenents of the “ new 
magic.” That examination will disclose that in a large part 
they have in the past been unable to maintain anything ap- 
proaching a decent or civilized government. Indeed, many of 
them could not have existed except as wards protected: by the 
United States or other civilized nations. In this connection 
notice that the United’ States, with its population of 110,000,000, 
is given no greater voting strength than the smallest of the 
nations concerned. To this attention will hereafter be directed. 

LIBERIA, 

Let me now call your attention, O you men of the South; to 
Liberia—Liberia that is given a vote equal to the vote of the 
United States; Liberia that shall vote upon the fate of the 
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world. Its total population, according to the Negro Yearbook 
of 1916, was 2,000,000. The number. of Afro-American Liberians 
is estimated at 12,000. About 50,000 of the coast negroes are 
classed as civilized or ‘semicivilized. The rest are in their 
original state of African barbarism. 

Here, then, we have a ‘total population of 50,000 civilized 
or semicivilized negroes against which is to be balanced 
1,950,000 savages. The Encyclopedia Britannica tells us that 
“in the forest depths beyond 40 miles from the coast many of 
the indigenous races still practice cannibalism.” The Republic 
from the first has been a joke nation. Negroes from America 
have refused to emigrate there. In 1910 America, acting in 
conjunction with Great Britain, France, and Germany, took 
over the administration of the finances, military organization, 
agricultural, and boundary questions. The customs were placed 
in charge of American officials and a loan of $2,000,000 ar- 
ranged. On top of this we have since the war, just after or 
just before Liberia declared war and “ sent her serried hordes 
to battle at the front,” loaned her 5,000,000 good, hard Ameri- 
can dollars. The representatives of these 50,000 civilized and 
semicivilized negroes, not counting the cannibals, are now to 
be permitted to sit in the council of nations and help to settle 
the policies of the world and the destiny of the United States. 

No better commentary on the absurdity of the right of such 
a nation to sit in the council of the world, cast a vote equal 
to that of the United States, can be found than the fact that, 
although the American negroes have been frequently impor- 
tuned to emigrate to that country, they have consistently -re- 
fused. Although in that land of liberty all are excluded from 
voting save persons of negro blood, still our American negroes 
are too progressive and too intelligent to cast their lot with 
such a nation in such a place. Men of the South, when you 
go back to your people, if you shall vote for this league of na- 
tions, answer to them and answer to the rest of the world how 
you justify excluding the negro from the ballot box in this 
country and at the same time propose to give to this negro 
nation, with only 50,000 civilized people, the right to cast a vote 
equal to the vote of the first nation of the earth. Take that 
question back and answer it. Answer it to your consciences 
here and answer it by your vote. Do not try to dodge it, for 
there is no dedging. Even in the North there has practically 
come a state of acquiescence in the custom of not allowing 
negroes to vote down South, upon the theory that white men 
would ‘better control the affairs of those States. Now you pro- 
pose to go to Africa, bring in a representative of 2,000,000 ne- 
groes, 1,950,000 of whom are savages, some of them cannibals, 
and give them a vote which will settle perhaps the fate of the 
United States or the destiny of the world. Of course,.as it is in 
the league of nations, it is enshrined in the holy of the holies; 
accordingly many of you will shut your eyes and open your 
mouths and swallow, with the docility of those who have well 
learned the lesson of obedience. 

That nation which is not fit to govern itself, for which the 
United States is to-day compelled to act as receiver, is to sit ina 
league of nations and vote. But, somebody will say, we will con- 
trol their vote. Is that so? Then why are they there? Is this 
league of nations a fake, and are these people to be controlled as 
mere automatons? If so, we start out with a fraud upon the 
world; we seek to perpetrate a trick upon humanity; and we 
brand ourselves as unworthy of the confidence of men, 


HAITI, 


I now invite you to a change of scene, but not to change of en- 
vironment or color. Haiti. What man is there in all the world 
who saw us a few months ago send our marines into Haiti to pre- 
serve order and stop murder and pillage and riot, and to compel 
obedience to the decencies of life—what man is there outside of 
the precincts of some building where the insane are cared for 
would have prophesied a year ago that it would now be sol- 
emnly proposed that Haiti.shall sit in the councils of nations 
empowered to vote a decree that may settle the fate of the 
United States? Who but a man bereft of reason would have 
thought that the representatives of the United States would ever 
have consented to so monstrous a proposal? 

Haiti: Total population, 1,500,000 in 1911. Practically 99 
per cent of ‘the people are negroes or of negro extraction. Tl- 
literacy is the common condition. The Republic was established 
by assassination. In 1804 the blacks rose in -revolt:and massa- 
cred the French, man, woman, and child, almost to the last indi- 
vidual. From that time to this their Government has been a 
succession of petty tyrannies generally established in bleod and 
usually extinguished by battle or murder. Their elections are 
generally held by a group of assassins who meet together and 
determine the exact moment at which they propose to kill the 
ruler and to put another one in his place. 
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I desire to read from the American Geographic Magazine of 
1916, and I:am inviting all the reformers there are here, and all 
the dreamers who dream dreams and see visions, and all of those 
who believe in the new magic, to follow me as I peruse these 
somber lines. Says this disinterested authority: 


It was Dessalines who led these forces which defeated the French, 
massacred their women and children, and set up an independent Gov- 
ernment. From that time, 1804, to the present they have had 28 rulers, 
including a king and an emperor. Of these, only 4 completed their 
terms of office, 2 died in power, 5 were assassinated, 10 were exiled, 1 
commited suicide, and 1 abdicated under compulsion. 

was Christophe, the second ruler, Sir Frederick Treves gives us this 
glimpse: 

To Dessalines succeeded Christophe, one of the most ludicrous figures 
in modern history. He was a mulatto slave who took upon himself the 
title of Henri I. He created a copious black aristocracy— 


Which I presume now will be transformed into a modern 
democracy— 


whereby the water-side porter became a duke and the footman a mar- 
quis. He drew up a code of laws, the Code Henri in imitation of the 
Code Napoleon. His court was as gorgeous as the court of an opera 
bouffe. More than that, he built the palace of Sang Souci, an un- 
believable lifice, worthy of Arabian Nights. The ruins of this 
fantastic edifice still crown certain gracious heights near Cape Haitien. 
Henri I did one wise thing. He shot himself after a burlesque reign 
of some 13 years. 


The author adds— 


He, Sir Frederick Treves, might have added that the fastidious 
Christophe used a silver bullet. Lead was too plebian for his aristo- 
cratic brain. 

Another ruler was Soulouque, an illiterate and superstitious negro, 
who under the title of Emperor Faustin I established a nobility 


[Laughter in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
demonstrations. 

Mr. REED. This author continues: 


Amsng the recipients of his honors being His Grace the Duke of 
Limonade and His Highness Prince Bobo. 

In 1912, when the Knox mission to Latin America visited Port au 
Prince, President Laconte was in power. The city then thoroughly fitted 
Ober’s description of it when he wrote: Mi 

“As to Port au Prince, I can bear testimony respecting its utter 
filthiness and agree with a recent resident there that it may bear away 
the palm of being the most foul-smelling and consequently fever-stricken 
city in the world. Everyone throws his refuse before his door, so that the 
heaps of manure and every species of rubbish incumber the way. The 
gutters are open, pools of stagnant water obstruct the streets every- 
where and receive constant accession from the inhabitants using them 
as cesspools and sewers.” 

But conditions were good then to what they became later. Laconte 
had set some of his generals to breaking stone for macadamizing the 
streets, and white residents said that the town was cleaner that year 
than it had been in their memory. 


A REIGN OF TERROR. 


But Laconte did not rule long. He was assassinated, the palace was 
burned down, and there was inaugurated a carnival of crime and an 
orgy of revolution such as history —— never before was called upon 
to record. Indeed, the four years that began with the assassination of 
Laconte and ended with the surrender of the last rebels to United States 
authority were a nightmare of terror. 

In one case the body of a dead ruler was lying in state in the cathedral 
when a military company was drawn up and commanded to fire into the 
coffin, which they did with riddling effect. In still another case 110 
leading citizens were shot and a reign of terror surpassing even past 
performances was inaugurated. 

This in its turn resulted in the storming of the French legation, where 
President Guillaume Sam, who had ordered the execution of these people, 
had taken refuge. He was dragged out; his body was drawn in quarters 
and dragged through the streets. 

Then follow some historical sketches of that country, which 
I do not pause to read, but I do pause long enough to read to 
these reformers who want to put the advanced peoples, who rep- 
resent science and humanity and religion, in command of the 
bad—I pause long enough to read you this little sketch, and may 
it sink into your hearts: 

Every authority on Haiti agrees that vaudoux or voodoo worship 
exists there and that it is probably a survival of African fetishism. It 
is agreed by all authorities that now and then in the frenzy of the 
snake dances the worshippers refuse to be content with anything less 
than a sacrifice of the “‘ goat without horns ’—a living child. When one 
of the recent presidents of the republic was assassinated he carried the 
emblems of vaudouxism next to his heart, showing that the cult has 
existed even in the highest places. 

So these baby murderers, these creatures of the forest who 
sacrifice children to their idols, are to have a place in the 
councils of the nations, and their vote is to be the equal of the 
vote of the United States. My friend from Nebraska [Mr. 
Hitcucock] shakes his head in the negative. I say, “yes.” 
It is time for misrepresentation to cease. Haiti sits as a 
member; every member has one vote, and but one vote. How, 
then, can it be denied that they have a vote? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to inquire of the Senator whether 
he has changed his opinion heretofore expressed in the Senate, 
that this league was to be dominated by the monarchs and kings 
of Europe and Asia? 

Mr. REED. Yes; I changed my opinion, for then I thought 
that no sane man would ever propose that any but the leading 
nations of the world should sit in this council and vote. I 
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never dreamed that anybody would propose that the repre- 
sentative of Liberia, the representative of Haiti, and the rep- 
resentatives of other countries that constitute the dregs of 
civilization would be given a vote. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And has the Senator also changed his 
opinion heretofore expressed that this is a league which is going 
to be dominated by Great Britain and her dominions? 

Mr. REED. I will answer that. I say that among the great 
nations Great Britain will have six votes, if not seven, to our 
one. That is expressly guaranteed in this league. When I dis- 
cussed this question heretofore, I said she might at some time 
have five votes. I did not then know, and surely the Senator 
from Nebraska did not know, that she was already guaranteed 
six votes, for the Senator from Nebraska on the floor of the Sen- 
ate denied that the British Empire would have five votes to our 
one, but she has six votes given to her. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Of course, the Senator from Nebraska 
denies that statement. It was the Senator from Missouri who 
made the statement that this was a league which was to be domi- 
nated by the British Empire. 

Mr. REED. Exactly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then he said it was going to be domi- 
nated by monarchs of Europe and of Asia. Now he says it is 
going to be dominated by the little half-baked countries that he 
is proceeding to name. 

Mr. REED. Oh, Mr. President 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to know which the Senator 

Mr. REED. Well, I will tell the Senator where I stand, and 
he will find that I am standing upon the rock of truth and have 
hothing to take back; but I think before we get through this 
debate he will have to take back everything he has said. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from Missouri admits he 
las changed his position two or three times. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; I do not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to know which rock the Senator is 
standing on at the present time. 

Mr. REED. Well, I am standing on one which is so solid that 
ihe Senator can not push me from it. He need not worry about 
that. 

The first speech I made upon the league of nations was before 
the so-called constitution of the league had been given to the 
world, but had been discussed through the newspapers. All we 
had was news leaking out and obtained by the newspaper men 
as best they could. Upon that I discussed the question of what 
kind of league we would have to have if one possessing any real 
power were created. I therefore discussed what was in fact a 
hypothetical league. 

The next speech I made on the league of nations was on the 
22d day of February—Washington’s Birthday. At that time we 
had been furnished with a copy of the original draft of the first 
lengue of nations as prepared and presented. That document 
gave us the names of but five member countries, and sedulously 
concealed from us the other countries that were to be admitted. 
I then discussed the question and said that that league, if it were 
organized, would probably be controlled by Great Britain, 
because it contained a clause which gave to the colonies and 
to the dominions of Great Britain the right to vote; and that, 
therefore, Great Britain might obtain, if she availed herself 
of the powers of the league, a vote for the dominion and for each 
of her four colonies; but whether they would obtain it or not 
seemed to be a matter for the future. But I said when Great 
Britain did obtain it, with her then power and influence with the 
other nations, she could dominate this league. Now we find that 
all the time it was written not that Great Britain may in the 
future obtain this advantage, but that all the time Australia and 
Canada and New Zealand and India and South Africa had been 
written in the league and given a vote. So Great Britain then, as 
now, was guaranteed 6 votes to the 1 vote of the United States. 

Now, I come and say that on top of that infamy, that iniquity, 
ihat unjustifiable situation, it is proposed to fill this league up 
with the backward nations of the world, and that, if those na- 
tions were to unite, they could constitute a majority ; and upon 
any race question they will, in all probability, constitute a 
majority. 

The Senator from Nebraska can ialk about abandoned posi- 
tions. If I abandoned my position as often as the advocates of 
this league have changed theirs, I should move so fast that I 
would resemble the country acrobat whose neighbors boasted 
that he could spin on his heel so fast the observer could not tell 
whether the patch was in front or behind. 

I propose to proceed with Haiti, and let my friend from Ne- 
braska defend his position regarding Liberia; let him go to the 
people of Nebraska and tell them whether he believes that 50,000 
semicivilized negroes along the coast of Africa should cast a vote 
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in the league of nations equal to that of the United States. 
the Senator the question now. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the Senator this question 

Mr. REED. No; I ask the Senator from Nebraska a question. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, unfortunately I have not the floor. 

Mr. REED. Oh, I am giving it to the Senator to answer this 
question. Is the Senator willing or not? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Willing to what? 

Mr. REED. To give to 50,000 civilized or semicivilized negroes 
along the coast of Africa the right to cast a vote in the league 
of nations equal to the vote of the 110,000,000 people of the 
United States? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. My judgment is that if Great Britain and 
France do not object to these small nations, that are practically 
under the protection of the United States, being financed by the 
United States, and largely controlled by the United States, 
coming into the league, it is not likely that we will suffer very 
much from them. 

Mr. REED. I am asking the Senator if he is willing to con- 
sent totthe proposition? Can we not have a categorical answer? 
Is the Senator willing to put these 50,000 negroes up as the 
equals of the 110,000,000 people of the United States? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
he has named any country that is not practically under the 
protection of the United States? 

Mr. REED. Why, certainly; I will name some. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And dominated by the United States at 
the present time? 

Mr. REED. I will name some. Just abide in patience a wee 
bit; I am coming to that just as fast as my poor tongue can 
travel. I observe that I am unable to get an answer to my 
question. I therefore proceed. 

Mr. President, let us see about this tutelage and guardianship. 
Again I say either these nations will sit there as free nations, 
with the right of self-determination, or else a monstrous fake 
and hoax and fraud is being put off on the world. How do you 
know you will vote the representatives of this race always? 
It is my opinion that you could buy the representative of 
Liberia at any time with a peck of potatoes if somebody did not 
bid a bushel; and the representative of Haiti for even a less 
sum unless somebody raised the “ante.” But at any time we 
are likely to be outbid. 

The Senator states that Liberia is under our protection. Just 
at present she is in the hands of this country financially as 
receiver; but the French influence there was, until recently, 
more than ours. But why is Liberia given a seat in the league 
of nations if, as you intimate, another country is to control its 
vote? What kind of logic are you employing, sir, when your 
only excuse for admitting into the league the depraved, the 
vicious, and the wicked is that they will not perform their 
functions as members but that they will be controlled as cats- 
paws and voted as automatons by some other nation? Are we 
to establish voting mandatories in the league? And does the 
Senator insist that the United States is to act as vote manda- 
tory for Liberia? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I understood the Senator made some such 
charge with relation to the dominions of Great Britain—that 
they would be controlled by Great Britain. 

Mr. REED. I do; and I say it is monstrous to put them in. 
Now, I presume the Senator’s plea will be that Great Britain is 
to have five or six votes, represented by these great colonies of 
hers, and we are to have as an offset these negro dominions, so 
that both the United States and England will each have a num- 
ber of fake votes in the league of nations, that is to constitute 
the brotherhood of man and the high tribunal that is to usher 
in the millenium! The league is to be packed with fake votes, 
whose voices upon command shall proclaim the coming of God 
and the complete equality of the races of men! At such a 
proposition the gorge ought to rise, but it will not rise in the 
stomach of the Senator from Nebraska. 

I was discussing Haiti when I was interrupted by the Senator 
from Nebraska. I then for a time returned to Liberia. 1! now 
read a little further about Haiti: 

Marriage is neither frequent nor legally prescribed, since all children 
are considered legitimate. In the interior ._polygamy is frequent. On 
the whole, it must be owned that after a century of independence and 
self-government the Haitians have made little or no progress, if, indeed, 
they have not shown actual signs of retrogression. Justice is venal 
and the police are brutal. 

Well, if down there they sell their decisions in their courts, I 
suppose their representative might sell his vote in the league of 
nations. 

All classes seem to de permeated with a thinly disguised belief in 


voodooism (a devil worship imported with the slaves from Africa), 
(Encyclopedia Brit., 11th edition, 1911.) 


T ask 





1919. 


Lam going to give, for whatever pleasure he can get out of it, 
a seat between Haiti and Liberia—a seat of honor—to my dis- 
tinguished friend from Nebraska, 


HEDJAZ, 


I pass to another country that will not be controlled by Amer- 
ica, another country, that, if controlled at all, will be controlled 
by France or England; happily it may be, for if it is controlled 
by France or England we may at least conclude that its vote 
will not be worse for the world than France or England de- 
sires; but if it be cast on its own account then only the Infinite 
ean tell how it may vote. I refer to Hedjaz. Few Americans 
ever heard of that blessed country until this war began. And yet 
its representative is to enjoy a vote in the league of nations equal 
to the vote of this great Republic. It has a total population of 
300,000—less than the population of one ward of certain Ameri- 
ean cities. One hundred and fifty thousand of these people are 
the wild Bedouins of the desert, wanderers, creatures who fol- 
low the camels and sleep under the skies, who live as their 
fathers lived 10,000 years ago, and who have not accumulated 
an idea since, except that they have adopted Mohammedanism. 
Who is going to vote them—America? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator explain what they can 
yote on? I think that would be interesting. 

Mr. REED. On anything that America can vote on in the 
league of nations, and have an equal vote. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. REED. Ah, does the Senator claim the league of nations 
has nothing to do? Let us have it out—does it have nothing to 
do, or does it have something to do? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The league has very little to do. 

Mr. REED. Then the league is a fake, is it not? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Practically all of its powers, as the Sen- 
ator well knows if he has studied the constitution of the pro- 
posed league, are in the hands of the executive council, and the 
only five permanent members of that executive council are the 
United States, Great Britain, France, Italy, and Japan. 

Mr. REED. Then you have not a league of nations; you have 
a quintuple alliance. Instead of having a league of nations of 
the world, as the President said he was going to have, you have 
five great nations that have united themselves to govern and 
dominate the world. You plead too much, my friend. You have 
stood declaring in this Chamber and on the public platforms of 
the United States, in substance and effect, that this league of 
nations was to be an assembly of the nations of the world, des- 
tined to become a great foree, that would control the evil pas- 
sions of men and of races and bring to the world peace, harmony, 
and good will, and now you stand here declaring, as your only 
excuse for its existence, that it is a powerless thing, that itis a 
thing without body, parts, passions, or anything else to consti- 
tute a governing body—you stand here and proclaim to the world 
that the whole thing is a fake, that it is a pitiable fraud, that it 
is a miserable pretense; and therefore it does not make any 
difference what you put into it, as nothing is to come out of it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am giving the Senator’s statement. He 
has stated that the small nations which he has named will 
have as great a vote as the United States, when he knows, as a 
matter of fact, that no nation not one of the five permanent 
members of the executive couneil can have as much vote, influ- 
ence, and power as the five members named on the executive 
council permanently ; he knows that. , 

Mr. REED. Oh, Mr. President, I said that in the league 
they will have as much power as will the United States—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, I should like to ask the Senator if 
the executive council is not the governing body of the league? 

Mr, REED. Wait a moment—and when I said that I meant 
exactly what I said, that when it comes to a vote in the league— 
and everybody knows that there are two elements; there is the 
membership, and then there is an executive council, and I have 
been talking about the membership—as members in the league 
the nations to which I have referred have exactly the same vote 
as the United States, and the Senator knows it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to know what questions can 
come before the membership? Can the Senator state them? 

Mr. REED. Yes; I will. The Senator seems to have lost 
his temper, his poise, and his usual good nature. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
will desist for a moment. In interrupting the Senatnur from 
Missouri the Senator from Nebraska and others will get either 
his consent or the recognition of the Chair. 

Mr. REED. Although I am being diverted from my’ object, 
which was to make a close argument about the league member- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


ship, I will depart from it at this point long enough to reed this 


for the delectation of the Senator from Nebraska: 
The assembly— 


That is the league, is it not? That is the membership— 
may deal at its meetings with any matter within the sphere of action of 
the league, or affecting the peace of the world. 

Now, this assembly, of which Liberia is a member, of which 
Haiti is a member, and of which the United States is a member, 
are granted the authority to deal with any question affecting 
the peace of the world; and when they come to those questions 
Haiti and Liberia each have the same vote as the vote of the 
United States. A man who will deny that is simply dishonest, 
unfair, and unwilling to have the truth go before the American 
people. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. REED. I do. 

Mr. KNOX. Perhaps the Senator from Missouri will read 
that paragraph of the fifteenth section which says that any 
question which is carried to the council may be carried from 
the council to the assembly at the request of either party. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to answer that question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. REED. Let me read that first, and then I shall be glad 
to have the Senator answer it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I understand it, and I have an answer. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the Senator would prefer making the 
answer now. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will make the answer. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania refers to disputes between two nations. 
They may be referred to the body of delegates instead of be- 
ing heard by the executive council ; but when heard by the body 
of delegates the same rules apply as in the executive council, 
and the vote must be unanimous except where specifically 
otherwise provided. That makes it impossible for any little 
countries like these to control the decision unless the great 
nations of the world are agreed. 

Mr. REED. And it makes it impossible for a great nation 
like ours to control the decisions if even one of the little coun- 
tries is not agreed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly. ] 

Mr. REED. So that you tie the hands of the United States 
by the vote of the gentleman from Liberia; and where do you 
come out? All you have argued thus far is that your league 
is an innocuous thing because it is powerless, and yet you tell 
us it is to save the world! 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KNOX. As the reply of the Senator from Nebraska was 
addressed to me, I should like to add that if you take the 
trouble to read this thing, you will find out what it says. 
There is so much of “it means thus and so beeause somebody 
Says so, and he said so because somebody else said so.” If you 
take up the twelfth section, you will find that it is the funda- 
mental right of every member of the league to raise any ques- 
tion against a nation that, in its judgment, affects a good un- 
derstanding between nations, or which is liable to disturb the 
peace of the world; and then if you turn to seetion 15 you will 
find that that matter goes to the council, and then either party 
may carry it from the council to the assembly; and it is just 
as the Senator from Missouré has said—that while, ef course, 
these little nations could’ net put over an injustice in their own 
favor, yet they could, by their vete, prevent justice from being 
done to the greatest nations of the werld. 

Mr: REED. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and I am obliged to the Senator from Nebraska 
for these interruptions. I will attempt to diseuss that par- 
ticular phase at the proper time. I want to discuss now the 
personnel of the league. I am discussing the jury that is to 
try the great world causes; I am challenging the array. I am 
saying it is dishonestly drawn and outrageously brought to- 
gether. I am going to pause long enough to challenge the 
lawyers of the Senate: Which one of you, having an important 


| case to try, involving the life or the property of your friend 


or your client or yourself, would be willing to submit it to a 
jury composed—and I will put the good nations in with the 
bad—of an Englishman, a Frenchman, an Italian, an. American, 
a Jap, a Chinaman, an Indian from India, a Siamese, a 
Negro from Liberia, a half-easte from Honduras, a Negro from 
Haiti, and an Arab from Hedjaz? Which one of you would 
submit the question of your own life or your own liberty or 
that of your friends to such a jury? And if you would not 
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submit matters of property of the individual to such a jury, 
which one of you dare submit the life of your Nation, the honor 
of your country, the glory of your flag to such a tribunal? And 
what a beggarly thing it is to stand and say, “ Though we set 
up the league with all this blare of trumpets, though we pro- 
in it the guarantor of peace for all time, though we impiously 
assert that it is the greatest conception since Christ’s Sermon 
on the Mount ’’—still the moment it is shown that its power may 
be abused we immediately assert that it has no power for harm, 
because it has no power at all! What a miserable argument to 
say that the United States can not be bound by the votes of these 
degenerate races of men, because everything must have unani- 
mous consent, when you must at the same time admit that that 
ruie enables any one of these degenerate nations to prevent the 
United States and all the other members from accomplishing 
any reform or bringing about any good result. For if the United 
States can cast a negative vote that cau save it from control, 
then the Negro Republic of Haiti can cast a vote that will block 
the machinery of the league and wili withhold every reform 
that others may seek to effect. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Nebraska? : 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I call the Senator's octention now to the 
fact that he has again shifted his position. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. He came into the Senate Chamber some 
weeks ago and Said that the United States was going into a league 
in which it would be outvoted and ruined. Now he is condemn- 
ing the league because it has not the power to do that thing. 

Mr. REED. Oh, Mr. President, one has to shift his position 
when he has an antagonist who will not stand still three seconds. 
[Laughter in the galleries. ] 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to have the 
Senator meet the issue. 

Mr. REED. I will meet it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will desist for a 
moment. The occupants of the galleries must preserve order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the Senator whether he did not com- 

lain on a former occasion that the United States was going into 
enterprise in which a majority might decide against it? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And is not the Senator here now 
demning the league because it requires a unanimous vote? 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. I am using your own argument to eat 
up your own argument with; that is all. I did say on a former 
sion that a majority vote could bind.the United States, and 
Senator from Nebraska said it could not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I did, and I insist on it now. 

Mr. REED. And your friends over in Paris, knowing that you 
were wrong, wrote into the league a clause saying that except 
where it was specifically otherwise stated a unanimous vote 
should be had, thus saying that when you said to the American 
people, as the chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, that 
a decision by the league required a unanimous vote, you were 
utterly mistaken, and they repudiated you the first time they met. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I ask the Senator now will 
he come to the point? Has he shifted his ground or not? 

Mr. REED. I have not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Did the Senator formerly condemn the 
league because a majority vote might control, and does he now 
condemn it because a unanimous vote is necessary? 

Mr. REED. I condemn any league 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I guess that is right. 

Mr. REED (continuing). That proposes to put the vital in- 
terests of the United States within the power ef a majority of 
foreigners, or to put the United States into a position so that 
once an order has been made it never can escape from that, ex- 
cept by the unanimous vote of other nations. If the Senator 
will simply pause long enough to analyze that, he will see how 
logical it is. 

I object, in the first place, to giving to the representatives of 
foreign countries, by a majority vote or by a unanimous vote, 
the right to bind this country on vital questions. Now, accord- 
ing to the Senator’s construction, this league can not bind us 
without our consent having been given. Very well. It goes 
further than that. Our consent once having been given, we can 
never escape, unless we can get every one of the nations of the 
world that is a member of this league to grant its gracious con- 
sent. That leaves us utterly defenseless. The covenant as con- 
strued by the Senator is exactly like the laws of the Medes and 
Persians. Once a decree has been rendered, once an order has 
been made, it can not be changed, except by a unanimous vote. 
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That is almost the equivalent of saying no change can ever be 
made when the subject is one of serious dispute, 

Let me take an illustration. Suppose that this league by 
unanimous consent were to fix the size of the American Army 
at 250,000 men, and suppose the United States were to vote for 
that decision, believing it to be a proper thing at that time. 
Suppose that subsequently we should conclude that we needed 
an army of 500,000 men. We could not have that army without 
the consent of the league. If Great Britain voted “No” we 
could not have it. If every nation voted “Aye” except Liberia, 
we could not have it. So we place our Nation in such a position 
that its fate may be determined adversely by the single vote of 
one degenerate race or by the vote of one of our enemies, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
souri vield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. REED. I do. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, The Senator is confusing the duties of 
the league. The duties he refers to belong exclusively to the 
executive council. 

Mr. REED. Very well. Do they require a unanimous vote? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. They do not go before the league. 

Mr. REED. I insist that they do; but I do not care to argue 
it. If you are going to put the matter before the executive 
council, does it require a unanimous vote? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It certainly does. 

Mr. REED. Very well. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But I object to the Senator saying that 
Liberia could object, because Liberia is not a member of the 
executive council. 

Mr. REED. I do not care to discuss the question from that 
narrow basis. Liberia might not be a member of the council, 
but it is certain Japan will be, and eight or nine other-countries 
may be, and any one might cast a vote as fatal to us. But 
even if I discuss the inconsequential, I pause to insist that 
we do not know whether Liberia may not finally get on even the 
executive council, although I think it unlikely. We did not 
believe Liberia would be in the league. We did not think any 
one would put it in, but you did put it in. I remember mak- 
ing a speech in Missouri, out at the State university. I was 
discussing the possibilities of this league, and went on to say 
that a lot of the smaller nations might have a vote equal to 
ours. I said, “It is even possible that Liberia may be given 
such a vote”; and then I said, “No; that is not fair; I with- 
draw that statement. It is possible, but no sane man would 
propose it’; and hence I apologized for having mentioned it. 
Imagine my consternation and astonishment three days after- 
wards when it was announced that Liberia was in the league, 
along with Haiti. 

But now I am discussing our friend Hedjaz. 
the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will desist for 
just a moment. The occupants of the galleries will abstain 
from that character of demonstration or the Chair will have 
to take such steps as are necessary to preserve order in the 
galleries. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I hope the Chair will not be too 
stern with the galleries. I am to blame. Besides, the Chair is 
interrupting me more than the occupants of the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not mean to 
interrupt any Senator. 

Mr. REED. I know. I apologize if 
somewhat impolite. I did not so mean it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator is well aware 
of the fact, of course, that the rules provide that it is the duty 
of the Chair to preserve order in the galleries. 

Mr. REED. Oh, I understand, and I apologize if I have 
spoken in a way that was misunderstood. I meant no more 
than to indulge in a pleasantry. 

The total population of Hedjaz is 300,000, but it is given a 
vote equal to the United States. One hundred and fifty thou- 
sand, as I said a moment ago, are wandering Bedouins of the 
desert. The Encyclopedia Britannica has this to say: 

Though physically the most desolate and uninviting Province in 
Arabia, it has a special interest and importance as containing the two 
sacred cities of Islam—Mecca and Medina—the birthplace and burial 
spot, respectively, of Mahomet, which are visited yearly by large num- 
bers of Moslem pilgrims from all parts of the world. 

Of the Bedouins, it says: 

All these nomadic tribes receive money payments of large amounts 
from the Turkish Government to insure the safe conduct of the annual 
pilgrimage, otherwise they are practically independent of the Turkish 
administration. 

As a matter of fact, they have for decades been the high- 
waymen of the desert, and have levied their tribute under the 
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guise of protection upon every pious soul who has come to weep 
over the ashes of Mahomet. One hundred and fifty thousand 
Bedouins wander the desert. One hundred and fifty thousand 
other Hedjazians live in the towns; all of them are Moham- 
medans who regard it a virtue to kill a Christian. All of them 
who ean afford it fill their harems with slaves captured or pur- 
chased; and yet this body of men, under the control certainly 
of France or England, not of the United States, if they are 
controlled at all, are to cast a vote equal to the 110,000,000 
sovereigns of the United States! 

Let those who like that swallow it; but the man who can 
swallow it would agree to a proposition to give a vote to the 
inmates of every first-class lunatic asylum of the United States, 
or to grant a seat in the league to the naked Hottentots that 
remain uncaught in Africa. 


PANAMA, 


Again I present you with another one of these kindred spirits, 


just now embarking on the reform of the world and in the con- 
trol of the evil passions of men. I refer to Panama. 

Population, 450,000. That is not as many people as live in 
the city of Kansas City alone. Ninety per cent of these are 
a mixture of negroes and Spanish mulattoes. Yet, you men 
of the South, you lily-whites, you gentlemen who say that white 
men alone should control in your own States, are willing to 
allow this meagre population, 90 per cent of whom are negroes 
and mulattoes, living hundreds of miles from our shores, to 
have a vote equal to the total vote of the United States in the 
league of nations! Go back to your people and justify your- 
selves if you can. Tell them this is the new democracy, a 
magic democracy, in which one negro outside the United States 
has a vote substantially equal to 220 of the white citizens of 
this Republic! But perhaps they have been put in for the pur- 
pase of toning up the moral situation, for we are also to look 
afte>: the morals of the world, I read. 

The morals of these people are shown by this fact from the 
Statesman’s Yearbook of 1918, which recites that— 

In 1915 there were 12,040 births, of which 8,077 were illegitimate. 

The slothfulvess of the inhabitants— 

This author continues— 


is illustrated by the fact that although the soil is of great fertility 
fully three-eighths of it is unoccupied. 


And I suppose as they meet here in Washington to organize 
the league of nations the representative of Panama, bearing a 
nilk-white banner emblematic of purity, and the representative 
of Hedjaz, at the head of his harem, wil! lead the procession, 
each appropriately adorned with rings in ears and nose. 

HONDURAS. ‘ 

Population, 562,000, estimated, because they have not ad- 
vyaneed far enough to count the people. They have not had 
sense enough to take a census. Indeed, I presume the task 
would be difficult, for many of the natives are hard to catch. 
They have been running ever since the Spaniards came down 
there and murdered a lot of them. Total population, 562,000— 
a good deal less than the city of St. Louis. These are chiefly 
Mestizos and Indians. The Mestizo is a conglomerate. His 
blood is composed of that of the Spanish buccaneer and ma- 
rauder, some negro, some Chinese, but principally it is Indian 
blood. It is said that over 200,000 inhabitants are of pure 
Indian blood, and 90,000 of these are mountain Indians, who are 
thoroughly wild and in their aboriginal state. The Encyclo- 
pedia Britannica declares that a complete and accurate census 
ean not be taken throughout the country, since the ignorant 
masses of the people, and especially the Indians, avoid a census 
as in some way connected with military conscription or taxa- 
tion. Primary education is free, secular, and compulsory, but 
the percentage of illiterates is very high, especially among the 
Indians; and further information that I have from other sources 
is that while they have upon their statute books compulsory 
education, it is in fact practically not availed of at all. 

Honduras’s history, says the Encyclopedia Britannica, has been 
one round of intrigues of aspiring revolutionists with other revo- 
lutionists of Guatemala, Nicaragua, and other neighboring States. 
They have had nothing like a stable government. They have 
had nothing like a government of sobriety and of law. And yet 
the representatives of these people, not far enough advanced to 
take their own census, not sufficiently stable so that a man 
elected to an office there knows whether he will hold it a day 
or a week—this country, where a revolution is a common method 
of election—is proposed now to be set up to govern the world 
and to bring order to the universe! Who is to cast that vote? 
Are we to own it also? If so, how much are w? to pay for it? 
Who is to control the vote of that Indian whe comes here, or 
that mulatto who comes here from Honduras? 


LVITII- 
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By what system of logic will you justify giving to the inhabi- 
tants of a country that has a little over a half million pupula- 
tion a vote equal to the United States, with its 110,000,000 peo- 
ple? One man in the United States, one country township in 
the most remote district of Mississippi or of Georgia or of 
Missouri is better entitled to a single vote than the entire country 
of Honduras. This is another member of your world jury. You 
may accept him. I object. I challenge his capacity. The 
average citizens of that State could not vote in Massachusetts, 
because he could not pass the educational qualifications. The 
average citizens of that State could not vote in Mississippi or 
Georgia or North Carolina, because of his color. Neither could 
he vote in many States, because of the provisions of their con- 
stitutions, as has just been suggested. No; they could not vote 
for constable, as the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] states. 


NICARAGUA, 


; Now I come to Nicaragua. The great mass of the population 
is a composite race, descended chiefly from the native Indians, 
their Spanish conquerors, and negro slaves introduced during 
the Spanish colonial period. I am reading from the States- 
man’s Yearbook, on page 1122. The total population of this 
country in 1914 was 703,500, .not quite equal to the population 
of the single city of Boston. I believe Boston far outruns it 
now. Yet it is given a vote equal to the vote of the United 
States! Oh, my friends, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcu- 
cocK] shakes his head, because he holds that members of the 
league do not have anything to do; they are, he thinks, mere 
figureheads. He thinks that the executive council is going to 
run everything, by which he admits that his world league is a 
failure and a fake, that it can not be trusted; therefore he in- 
sists that it has been given nothing to do. But it does have 
much to do—a question that will be debated at another time. 
We have already gone far enough into it, and I have already read 
that there is consigned to this league—not to the council, but to 
the league itself—every question affecting the peace of the 
world. Any other construction makes the thing a fraud and a 
fake and a joke. 

Due to a revolution in 1909 and subsequent annual insurrec- 
tions, United States marines are now garrisoned in Bluefields 
and other principal coast towns. The immediate cause of this 
is found in the fact that the Government, always a mere succes- 
sion of tyrants, finally for a time rested in the hands of Zelaya. 
This tyrant was overthrown, and the conversion of the country 
from an unspeakable despotism into one of ruinous anarchy 
resulted. I read from the National Geographic Magazine of 
1916, page 151: 

The rival factions— 


Says this author— 
issued fiat money as frecly as tap water flows from a spigot. The 
treasury was bankrupt, intcrest was in default, foreign creditors were 
threatening—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REED. Pardon me one moment— 
foreign creditors were threatening, through their Governments, to col- 
lect their debts with gunboats and cruisers, and there was not enough 
money to be had by the party in power to pay salaries, much less sol- 
diers’ wages. 

HELPING NICARAGUA ESCAPE THE THROES OF CHRONIC REVOLUTION. 

In its insecure tenure under these conditions the party in power was 
only too willing to save itself and incidentally the country by appeal- 
ing to the United States, and by offering to make itself an instrumen- 
tality in America’s hands for the rejuvenation of the nation. 

The United States accepted the offer and Nicaragua has been 
practically an American receiver, order being maintained by 
American marines. The United States was compelled to take 
these steps in Nicaragua or to be forced to abandon the Monroe 
doctrine. Now, this country, incapablé of government, abso- 
lutely in such condition that our country had to interfere and 
act as its receiver, is to be placed in the league of nations to 
cast a vote equal to the vote of the United States! Its popu- 
lation of the dark and mixed races—that is, of Indians and 
Negroes and Mestizos—is 90 per cent of the total. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Has the Senator spoken about the 
neighboring State of Guatemala? 

Mr. REED. I have not. I am coming to it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. The conditions are quite 
similar, I dare say, as in Honduras and Nicaragua, 

Mr. REED. I think they are. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Guatemala is represented in the 
present peace conference, is she not? 

Mr. REED. I imagine she is, 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Has the Senator learned that any 
disaster is likely to ensue to the world by reason of the repre- 
sentation of that State in the peace conference? 

Mr. REED. Oh, Mr. President, I want to be polite, but is 
not that begging the question? You might just as well say that 
because a thief had been at large for 10 days and had not yet 
stolen anything that is proof he never will and therefore that 
all citizens should receive him into their homes. If Guatemala 
has been over there, she has not been permitted to say any- 
thing yet. The Senator will doubtless reply, She is never going 
to be. If so, why is she given a seat in the league? 

GUATEMALA. 

T come now -to Guatemala, for that is my next topic. The 
total population of Guatemala in 1903, which was the latest I 
could get, was 1,842,000. Eighty-five per cent are Indians and 
Mestizos and 92 per cent can not read or write. Of course, that 
qualifies them to sit in judgment upon the world and to pass 
their epinion with reference to all creation ! 

I have gone ever the question of their illiteracy and I shall 
not repeat it. The Encyclopedia Britannica says: 

The condition of the Indians on the plantation is often akin to slav- 
ery, owing to the system adopted by some planters of making payments 
in advance, for the Indians spend their earnings and thus contract 
debts which can only be paid by long service. The inhabitants tend 
to increase rapidly, due to high birth rate and low morality. About 
one-half of the births among the Indians and one-third among the 
whites are illegitimate. 

Mr. President, I do not care to stop to comment on a situation 
such as that as I pass along. I have already made comments 
that I think fairly well cover the case and will let it apply to 
this. 

ECUADOR. 

I come now to Ecuador. No general census has ever been 
taken. According to the official estimate of 1900, and it was 
only an estimate, the total population was 1,500,000, being 
1,000,000 Indians, 300,000 Mestizos—a better word for them 
being “ greasers ’—100,000 whites, 44,000 Negroes, and 6,000 
foreigners. The whites, although numbering only 100,000, form 
an exclusive goveruing caste, as in Chile. The territory of the 
Republic is divided among a few of them, and the government is 
in their hands. Of course, they are brought in here to increase 
the general average of democracy, and their vote necessarily 
would be cast in favor of the rights of man, this body that hold 
the lands and control all the people and runs the Government. 
The land is held by a few proprietors. The caste sentiment is 
strong among those who claim unmixed European descent. 
Consequently the Mestizos have a limited opportunity to im- 
prove their condition. During the years 1830 to 1909 Ecuador 
adopted no less than 11 constitutions. 

I think I know why we have her in here. She is an expert 
on constitutions. She has written more than any country on 
earth and ought to know more about the experiments under them. 

Although primary education is free and obligatory, a consider- 
able part of the population is unprovided with schools and is in- 
different to them. In 1900 there were only 94,500 pupils in the 
entire country. So we have there a governing population of 
100,000, and that governing population that has enslaved the rest 
of their fellowmen, that governing population of 100,000, is to 
have a vote in the league of nations equal to the vote of the 
United States! But, of course, that is all right; it is written in 
the league of nations. 

BOLIVIA, 

We come now to Bolivia. The total population in 1900, the 
last figures I could get that seemed reliable, was 1,766,451; 
Indians, 50.7 per cent; Mestizos, 26.8; whites, 12.8 per cent; 
Negroes, 0.3 per cent; and unknown, 9.4 per cent. 

All the census returns and estimates in such a country are subject to 
many allowances— 

Says the Encyclopedia Britannica. 

The Indian population (926,860) is largely composed of the so-called 
civilized tribes of the Andes, which once formed part of the nationality 
ruled by the Incas. * * * ‘They are peaceable and industrious and 
form an important laboring element. They are addicted to the use of 
chica (native rum), and have little or no ambition to improve their con- 
dition, but this may be attributed to their profound ignorance and to the 
state of peonage in which they are held, 

And so they are to be put up to govern the world. I read on: 


The white population (231,088) is descended in great part from the 
early Spanish adventurers who entered the country in search of mineral 
wealth. The percentage of whites does not increase, as in Argentina 
ont Brazil, and can not until means are found to promote European 
minigraticn, 

Mestizos (486,018) are less numerous than the Indians, but eutnum- 
ber the whites by more than 2 tol. Jt has been said-of the Mestizos that 
they inherit the vices of both races and the virtuea of neither. Yet with 
a decreasing indian population, and with a white population wanting 
in energy, the future of Bolivia mainly depends on them. As a rule 
they are ignorant, unprogressive, and apathetic, intensely eruel, super- 
6titious, and intemperat« 


Outside of that, I suppose, they are all right. 
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Tt may be that education and experience will develop the Mestizo 
inte a progressive nationality, but the first century of self-government 
can hardly be said to have given much promise of such a result. 

The rest of this I reserve the right to print. I have been read- 
ing excerpts from the Encyclopedia Britannica. 

Physically Bolivia is an inland Republic, intensely mountain- 
ous, with few good roads—communication is difficult—and she 
owns to only 430 miles of railroad. 

Although Bolivia has a free and “ compulsory ” school system, 
education and the provision therefer have made little progress. 
Only a small percentage of the people can read and write. Al- 
though Spanish is the language of the dominant minority, Indian 
idioms are the languages of the natives, who form a majority 
of the population. A considerable percentage of the Indians do 
not understand Spanish at all and resist every effort to have it 
forced on them. Even the Mestizos are more familiar with the 
Indian language than with Spanish. 

The school enrollment—1901—was only 1 to 43 of population. 


Bolivia’s right of suffrage is exercised by all male citizens over 21 
years (if single) and over 18 (if married) who can read and write, and 
who own real estate or have an income of $75 a year, said income not 
to be compensation for services as a servant. 

The electoral body is therefore small, and is under the control of a 
politicai oligarchy which practically rules the country, no matter which 
party is in power, (Encyclopaedia Britannica, llth edition, 1911.) 

Of course, that sort of education and environment ought to 
fit the gentlemen from Bolivia for a high position on the court 
of the world and intellectually ought to qualify him to teach 
the people of the United States how to run their business and 
manage their country. 

PERU. 

I come now to Peru. I ask you if there is a single one of 
these nations I have read up to this time to whose representa- 
tive you dare refer a matter vital to the interests of the United 
States. 

The population of Peru is a matter of highest doubt. Accord- 
ing to some figures only a few years ago they had only 1,500,000 
people. They now claim 4,500,000, but of these the percentage 
of the dark and mixed races to the white is 86. Mducation is 
exceedingly low. 

I quote the Encyclopedia Britannica, eleventh edition, 1911: 

Like the other States of South America, its constitution (1860) pro- 
vides for popular control of legislation and the execution of the laws 
through free elections and short terms of office, but in practice these 
safeguards are often set aside and dictatorial methods supersede all 
others. Nominally the people are free and sovereign, but the ignorance 
of the masses, their apathy, poverty, and dependence upon the great 
landewners and industrial corporations practically defeat these funda- 
mental constitutional provisions, 

No country is better provided with more or better safeguards against 
electoral and official abuse than Peru, yet few countries suffered more 
from political disorder during the nineteenth century. The independence 
of the Peruvian courts has not been maintained, and there has been 
much criticism of their character and decisions. 

Notice how far they go in education with 4,500,000 people. 


Primary education is free and “ compulsory” since 1905. However, 
in 1906 the enrollment in the private schools outnumbered the public 
schools three to one and the private institutions claimed only 22,000— 


A fact which certifies not only to the ignorance of those people, 
but to their willing ignorance, for they decline education that 
is made legal and offered to them, 

BRAZIL. 

Mr. President, of all the countries on this Side of the Atlantic, 
with the exception of Canada, which is a part of the British 
Empire, and, of course, excepting our own Nation, Brazil occu- 
pies the best position, the best right to a seat in the council 
of nations; and yet the total population in 1904 being 24,500,000, 
there were of this population only 8,000,000 whites. There were 
8,000,000 mulattees or Mestizos, 4,000,000 Negroes, 2,500,000 
Indians, and 2,000,000 unclassified. So the whites of that 
eountry constitute only one-third of the population. If we ever 
come to a time of self-determination it is reasonable to antici- 
pate that the colored races will claim their own. 


SOUTH APRICA. 


Now, Mr. President, I pass to a British possession, South 
Africa, the South African colony based upon the ruins of two 
South African republics. The first interesting question is that 
of population. The total population is 5,000,000, of whom 
1,000,000 are whites and 4,000,000 are blacks. It is therefore 
proper to classify this nation as among the colored nations of 
the world. 

Here is a question to which I challenge your thought. Tither 
the races of South Africa were capable of self-government or 
they were not. If they were capable of self-government, having 
gone to that distant land and set themselves up as independent 
governments, their people should have been permitted to retain 
their liberty. . 

But, sir, Great Britain came to that country and, with fire 
and sword, devastated it and broke up the arms and the armies 
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of these Republics. Either Great Britain committed one of the 
monstrous crimes of history when she thus overwhelmed these 
Repu lies capable of self-government, or else they were incapable 
of scif-government. If they were incapable of self-government 
and therefore England was justified, then they are incapable 
now of sitting on the league of nations and casting a vote that 
will help control the destinies of the world. If they could not 
control their own destiny, if they were so backward that Great 
Britain was impelled in the interests of civilization to take their 
government away from them and to control them by her armies 
and her fleets, then under what logic do you propose to set them 
up now to help govern the world? Great Britain insists that 
to-day they are incapable of self-government, and hence holds 
them enthralled. Will that vote be controlled, I ask the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska—who happens to have vanished from the 
Chamber, I am sorry to say—by our country or will it be con- 
trolled by the armed forces of Great Britain and cast as Great 
Britain shall dictate? 

But if not, and if it have a representative form of government, 
then why should not the blacks of that country be entitled to a 
black man to represent them upon the league of nations? Either 
we are to have democracy or we are not. We are to have self- 
determination or we are not to have it. 

I pass now from that, and yet I do not want to pass from it 
without calling attention to the fact that in that country the de- 
gree of illiteracy is 80 per cent. Eighty per cent of the people 
can not read or write, and yet their representative is to vote to 
control the destiny of the United States. They are to be in the 
league of nations what they are outside of the league of nations, 
the chattel and the pawns and the dummy directors of Great 
Britain. 

SIAM. 

Again I call your attention to Siam—I have not any doubt 
this will appeal particularly to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
HitcuHcock]—as one of the nations that ought to sit on the 
league of nations and tell us how we shall run our affairs. 
Siam’s population in 1909 was 6,230,000. Although it is one 
of the oldest countries claiming to be civilized, and although 
centuries ago it had a literature and an established form of 
government, only one out of a hundred of the people can read 
and write. It is steeped in ignorance and debased by super- 
stition. Its government is a tyranny exercised by an hereditary 
monarch. It affords a most fitting illustration of a dying race. 
Its people are divided into castes overridden by Buddhist priests. 
The most ridiculous superstition and the vilest forms of fetish 
worship prevail. 

I desire to print a list of the people as they are divided. En- 
cyclopredia Britannica, eleventh edition, 1911, shows— 

Total population (1909) 6, 230, 000 
BEG RD oo po thin scarey agiegienion wine wiercocninninpiintainind tiga ae nitethenearieag steele 3, 000, 000 
Laos 2, 000, 000 
Chinese —_- 

Malay 

Cambodians — 

Europeans 

English 

aR IID cic iasonnc. ida ns tusioensoh caerensnvenpananii lib tetas weigtaniadinn el eeasenremeal addi ne 

Danes 


Polygamy is permitted, but common only among the upper classes. 
The Siamese are mild mannered— 
Says the Encyclopedia Britannica, from which I am now 
reading— 
patient, submissive to authority, kindly, and hospitable to foreigners. 
Most of the industries are in the hands of the Chinese. 


The Buddhist wonasteries scattered throughout the country carry on 
almost the whole of the elementary education. 


Mr, PHELAN. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. REED. I yield for a question. 

Mr. PHELAN, Is the Senator aware of the fact that the 
hereditary monarch of Siam is a graduate of Oxford University, 
that he is a man of large education and very intelligent, or would 
it affect his argument at all if aware of that fact? 

Mr. REED. I would not care if a hereditary monarch grad- 
uated at all the schools or universities, it would not make me 
love a monarch. Nearly all monarchs are well educated. One 
of the very best educated monarchs I know of was a gentleman 
named William of Germany, 

Incidentally, I should like to ask the Senator from California, 
since he seems to like the king, if speaking for the people of Cali- 
fornia he would like. to open the doors of California for these 
Siamese people to immigrate and settle in his State? Let us have 
a real straight-out answer. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, I did not raise the question for 
the purpose of discussing the merits of the people of Siam, but 
the hereditary monarch and the ruling classes, according to their 
form of government, are cducated and well-informed persons, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


243 


like the Senator from Missouri. I think, therefore, that, repre- 
senting their Government, they can speak with intelligence and 
knowledge of the world. But that he is a monarch does not 
interest me, nor should it interest us in the effort to create a 
league of nations. We must accept the nations as they are, and 
possibly under the inspiration of the league there will be a 
broader democracy in the future. 

As to California, we, like the Australians, are bent upon pre- 
serving her for a white man’s country, and therefore we do not 
want to transplant the Siamese to California, nor would it be 
good for the Siamese. Under a league of nations racial distinc- 
tions are observed as a cardinal feature, and where a race is 
permitted to develop alomg those lines it is best for that race and 
for the rest of the world. 

Mr. REED. Will the Senator pardon me if I suggest that 
under a league of nations races are not preserved in the manner 
he states, but, on the contrary, that is a live, burning question 
yet undecided, as I shall show a little later on. 

The Senator states that he is unwilling to have the Siamese 
come to California, because he does not want them to mingle 
with his people, and he would not let them vote there, either, 
would he? 

Mr. PHELAN. I do not believe they are assimilable. 

Mr. REED. And while they are not assimilable with the 
people living in California, if you take them and put them in the 
league of nations, it is perfectly proper to have them vote on the 
destiny of the United States. You are perfectly willing to have 
that done, are you not, Senator? 

Mr. PHELAN. In so far as they are members of the league 
they will vote. I do not know how far it will affect the destinies 
of the United States; but very little, I imagine. They are 
civilized. 

Mr. REED. They would affect it by their vote the same as 
any other nation. Are you willing to submit a question vital to 
the interests of the United States to the vote of men you are not 
even willing to have land on the sacred soil of California? 

Mr. PHELAN. The gentleman is opening a large question as 
to the influence of the members of the league in affecting the 
destinies of particular States. I am of the opinion that the 
United States will have a very large voice in determining the 
destinies of foreign nations. 

Mr. REED. The Senator argues that we let these people all 
in as equals and then we proceed to run the whole thing our- 
selves. That is usually the argument of the man who has no 
argument, because either these people come in as equals or else 
they might better not come in at all. If they come in as equals, 
then, of course, they are equals, and if we have a right to vote 
upon a question, they have the same right to vote upon that 
question. 

Mr. PHELAN. There is no question of equality involved in 
the organization of the league, so far as control is concerned, 
because the larger nations, four or five of them, are established 
permanently in control. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; that is just where the Senator is mis- 
taken. I argued that question while the Senator was out, and as 
I want to get through some time this evening, he will permit me 
to make a very brief reply to his point. If you argue that the 
league of nations has no authority—I am speaking now of the 
membership—then you argue yourself out of court, for that which 
can do nothing amounts to nothing and becomes a farce and a 
thing for laughter, sneers, and jeers, like the American aris- 
tocracy, as Tom Hood said. 

If, on the other hand, there is any power vested in the league, 
then the representative of Siam has exactly the same power 
as the representative of Uncle Sam, and it is a pitiable thing to 
find men standing here proclaiming in one breath that we must 
have a league of nations as a salvation of the world and that 
it is to be a great tribunal of equality and democracy, and in 
the next breath asserting that it has no power and can not do 
anything. I would be ashamed to make that argument to a 
country justice of the peace. ; 

But I proceed. .I was discussing Siam. Since the question 
has been raised, if my friends will take the pains to read they 
will find that among the most honored people of that country are 
those who have disfigured themselves in superstitious rites. 
They will learn that the country is divided into castes and 
classes, so that if one of the lower classes shall but touch the 
garment of one of the upper class he is unclean and must bathe 
himself seven or eight times before he feels that he is purified. 

I have not time to dwell on these monstrous things. It is 
because of their debasement and their defilement that this 
degenerate and dying race has to have sent to it Christian 
ministers and Christian missionaries, and yet it clings to its 
old faith; it follows its old dogmas; it wanders amongst the 
shadows of ignorance; it cringes in the caves of fear ; it crouches 
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before the coiled serpent of superstition. In the heart of every 
one of them are found those monsters of the mind that are only 
possible where the mind is but half civilized or half developed. 
Here is another author on the subject: 
{Quotation from The World’s Peoples, by Keane, 1908, p. 208.] 


Slavery or serfdom was not restricted, as mostly elsewhere, to a 
particular class, but extending to all the King’s subjects. So that the 
sense of personal dignity was lost, and anyone from the highest to 
the lowest citizen might at any moment lapse into bondage. Like most 
Mongoloid peoples they are incurable gamblers, and before the reeent 
reforms a freeman of any rank might stake all his effects, his wives, 
children, and sclf on the hazard of the die. * * * But beneath it 
all spirit or devil worship is still rife, and in many districts Animism is 
the only religion. Even temples have been raised to the countless gods 


of lend and water, woods, mountains, hamlets, and households. To 


these gods are credited all evils, and to prevent them from getting Into 
the bodies of the dead these are brought out, not through door or win- 
dow, but through a breach in the wall, which is afterwards carefully 
built up. 

And they are to be at the council table of the nations. Of 
course, it is all right. If it had been propesed by an inmate of 
an asylum who was seeking relief, you would have voted him an 
incurable, but since it is written in the league of nations, we 
shall cry, “Holy! Hely! Holy!” and bow eur heads in meek 
submission. 

; INDIA, 

I can give you a picture of India ina word. She has a popula- 
tion of 294,361,056. She has been held in thraldom by a little 
English army, and has not had the spirit to rise and break her 
chains. Such a people mark and brand themselves at once as 
not only unfit for the government of others, but as almost unfit 
for their own government; yet I would not deny that right to 
the lowest of God’s creatures if he lived off with others like 
himself and wanted a government of his own. 

Amongst those 294,000,000 people there is no excess of super- 
stitien to which they have not gone; there is no shadow of in- 
telleetual night so black that they have not wrapped their souls 
in its sable felds; there is no species of caste by which men 
have seught to divide themselves and to keep oppressed by 
power and priestcraft their fellow men that has not been rife 
in India for centuries of time. 

Again, a dying race, a country in which there are 147 distinct 
languages, where in religion there are 207,000,000 Hindus, 62,- 
000,000 Mohammedans, 9,000,000 Buddhists, 2,195,000 Sikhs, and 
various other religions. 

A singular fact in relation to them is that the chief article 
of their revenue is a duty laid upon opium, and in the fumes 
of that drug what is left of the living soul of India is expiring. 
This little chattel of Great Britain, this pawn of the British 
Empire, is brought in here and given a vote equal to the vote 
of the United States. Yet here, when some of her people emi- 
grated to California, the people of California protested, and 
when they emigrated to Canada the people of Canada rose and 
drove them out as a polluted and dangerous people—dangerous 
to their civilization and ruinous to the wages of labor. Now, 
it is proposed that this nation, that Great Britain says can not 
rule herself, shall sit in the council, with her chains upon her 
wrists, a slave to Great Britain’s power, and shall cast her 
vote equal to the vote of the United States! But it is written 
in the league of nations, and hence it is a sacred thing. 

CHINA. 

Then we come to China, and how shall I discuss her? 
the ironies of history there has never heen a thing like this. As 
we induct China into the league of nations, as she takes a seat in 
the charmed circle of the brotherhood of man, as she enters 
upon that reign of justice where all international outrage shall 
cease and when the power of armies shall no longer control—as 
she takes her seat she is handed a decree ratifying the ravish- 
inent of her Provinces by Japan—the theft of 44,000,000 of her 
citizens—and is told that, as a member of the league, she must 
sign a ratification and sanctification of that international out- 
rage which has been perpetrated only within the last few 
months. China, that has been the one nation in all the world 
that for centuries of time has proclaimed the doctrine of peace; 
China, that has said the world is too civilized, or ought to be too 
civilized, to settle questions by the arbitrament of arms, is 
brought to the council table, and her sentence is that the sword 
that cut from her heart 44,000,000 of her people shall be sancti- 
tied by the league of nations, and shall be made holy by the pri- 
mary decree of this congregation of saints! But it is written 
in the league of nations, and it is, therefore, a sacred thing. 

If a Republican President had brought the league here; if 
Roosevelt had brought it here, there is not a Democrat who 
would not have been standing by my side fighting to the last 
ditch to rescue the country from the threatened danger, and all 
these eloquent voices would have been raised, and from your 
brains would have come these sparks of eloquent fire that would 
have set a conflagration in the hearts of all the Democrats in 
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this country and brought them with burning haste to your side 
to save this country from so monstrous and se cruel a fate. 

Oh, but says the Encyclopedia Britannica: 

If the Chinese character is inferior to the European, its inferiority 
lies in the fact that the Chinaman’s whole philosophy of life disinclines 
him to change or to energetic action. He is industrious, but his in- 
dustry is nominally along the lines marked out by authority and tradi- 
+ a He is brave, but his courage does not naturally seek an outlet 
m war. 

He ought to be brought here and sainted as the original pacif- 
ist of the world. That nation should be enshrined and made 
almost an object of adoration by those who now preach the doc- 
trine of pacifism. 

He is brave, but his: courage does not naturally seek an outlet in war. 
The jealously exclusive Empire into which in the nineteenth century the 
nations of the West forced an entrance was organized for peace; the 
arts of war bad been all but forgotten, and soldiers of all classes were 
the most despised. 

The highest class in China (since the republic) is that form- 
ing the civil service. 

And yet, Mr. President, this race, with this history and with 
these attributes, the Senators from California and other Sena- 
tors from the West would exclude from our shores. They would 
say to the individual Chinaman, “ You can not have citizenship 
in this country even though your vote shall be only as one to 
many thousands of Americans ”; but they will consent, and they 
will insist, that China shall cast her vote as a member of the 
league of nations and that that vote shall be counted as equal 
to the vote of the United States! 


JAPAN, 


Now I come to Japan. Japan has a population of 56,860,000. 
Over 90 per cent of them belong to the dark or mixed races. It 
is said that the percentage of illiteracy is low, but so little is 
known regarding large parts of the Empire that the statement 
must be open to question. Nevertheless and notwithstanding 
all that may be claimed to the contrary, this country is not only 
a monarchy but it isa monarchy exercising a tyranny over both 
mind and body. For more than 2,000 years the reigning house 
of Japan has held undisputed sway. The recent slight changes 
in this Government are merely on the surface. The Japanese 
citizen remains unchanged. 

I quote from The World’s Peoples, by Keane, page 170, for 
the year 1908: 

In Japan Shintoism, as reformed in recent times and almost merged 
in the Bushidoism now affected by the educated classes, has become 
much more a political institution than a religious system. The Kami- 
No-Michi, or “The Way of the Gods” or “ Spirits,” is inseparably 
bound up with the political interests of the reigning dynasty sprung 
from the sun goddess; bence its three cardinal virtues are: 

1. Honor the Kami (spirits), of whom the Emperor is the chief rep- 
resentative on earth. 

2. Revere him as thy sovereign. 

8. Obey his will, and that is the only duty of man. 

There is a fine representative to help establish a world de- 
mocracy and to make the world safe for democracy ! 

There is no moral code— 

Continues this author— 
and loyal expositors have declared that the Mikado’s will is the supreme 
or only test of right and wrong. 

I now desire to put two questions, and to two classes of Amer- 
ican Senators. 

First. How will Senators from the South who represent 
States which have contended that the white race alone is fit to 
control the destiny of the States of America, who have, there- 
fore, contended that the black man of the South should not be 
permitted to east his individual ballot to be counted against 
the ballot of the white man—how can they contend that Liberia, 
Haiti, and other negro or seminegro nations should be per- 
mitted to sit at the council table of the world and each cast a 
vote equal to that of the United States? 

NEGRO QUESTION AND THE LEAGUE, 

And, Senators, you will have that question to answer to your 
people; and at that point, to show you that it is a living ques- 
tion and that you are playing with fire, I call your attention to 
The Crisis, a negro publication, which I understand is a paper 
of wide influence and power. I read an editorial from the May 
number : 


A league of nations is absolutely necessary to the salvation of the 
negro race. Unless we have some supernational power to curb the anti- 
negro policy of the United States and South Africa, we are doomed 
eventually to fight for our rights. The proposed internation will have 
overwhelming influences around it which will oppose the doctrines of 
“race” antagonism and inferiority. Jt will fram the beginning recog- 
nize negro nations, ™ 


How shrewdly this man had looked into the situation! I 
venture to say that the majority of the men in this room did not 
anticipate that truth. 


It will from. the beginning recognize negro nations, It will be open 
to the larger influences of civilization and culture which are imeffective 
in the United States because of the prevailing barbarism of the ruling 
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‘ i , ir over Iming political power, What we 
olasaen tie the South ond trey ium emncans of ‘Anierica we have an 
infinitely better chance to accomplish before the organized: publte opin- 
jon of the world. Peace for us is not simply relief from wars like the 
past, but relief from the specter of the great war of races, which will 
be absolutely inevitable unless the selfish nations of white civilization 
are curbed by. @ great werld congress, in which black and white and 
yellow sit and speak and act. The refusal to adopt the Japanese race 
equality amendment is deplorable, but it is an argument for and not 
against a nation of nations. It is the beginning of a mighty end. 

Chew on that quid in your reflective moments, you men of the 
South! 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
Senator once more? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr: WALSH of Montana. [f wish to inquire of the Senator 
why he did not protest against Japan participating in the present 
conference that is settling these great world problems which are 
of such transcendant importance to this country, and having the 
same voice there that she will have in any assemblage of the 
league of nations? 

Mr. REED. Because I was not asked my opinion, and was 
given the same opportunity to protest that the rest of the Senate 
has been given to advise or consent, which is simply nothing 
at all. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But if the Senator had been asked 
whether Japan should be invited to participate in the present 
peace conference, what would he have said? 

Mr. REED. If I had been asked whether Japan was to be in- 
vited to take part in the present peace conference with reference 
to the terms of peace, I would have to say that, as Japan had in 
some measure helped to win the war, she would have the right 
to have something to say about making the terms of peace, but 
I would insist upon that being settled as a separate proposition. 
I am not discussing the question of the terms of peace; I am 
discussing the question. of a world government which it is pro- 
posed to set up, in which Japan shall be the equal of the United 
States, and now, even before that covenant comes here in an 
official form, I am protesting. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. [ understand the Senator is pro- 
testing against Japan’s occupying a position in the world’s con- 
ference of the league of nations and. dealing with questions of 
vital importance to the United States. I am calling attention to 
the fact that she is even to-day doing so without any protest 
upon the part of anybody, and, of course, nobody could in decency 
protest against her action. ' 

Mr. REED. Of course, if Japan, going in with England, 
France, and Italy, becomes a participant in a war against Ger- 
many and Austria and Turkey, and if thereafter we enter that 
war, we must recognize that fact that when the war comes to be 
settled all of the belligerents must be consulted. But that is not 
the question I am discussing. I am discussing the question of 
making arrangements by which a part of the governing control 
of the United States shall be permanently transferred to an 
international tribunal, on which Japan shall have a right to cast 
a vote concerning the destiny of this country. Against that I 
protest and shall continue to protest. The monstrous thing that 
is presented is this: We went into this war because our sov- 
ereignty had been offended against by Germany, because Ger- 
many had sunk some of our ships and had killed some of our 
people; and now it is proposed, although we went in for that 
reason, that we shall end by setting up a European, Asiatic, and 
African tribunal, in which we shall be a minority stockholder, 
and shall give to it the right to control the fate of America. 

Mr. POINDEXTER and Mr. WALSH of Montana addressed 
the Chair. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator yield to me for a 
moment in order that I may finish my inquiry? 

Mr. REED. Perhaps I had better yield first to the Senator 
from Montana in order that he may finish his inquiry, and then 
I will be glad to yield to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I merely desire to inquire of the 
Senator if he can now anticipate any question that may be 
presented to the league of nations of more profound impor- 
tance than the question that drove us into the present war, the 
issues of which we invite Japan to join with us in solving? 

Mr. REED. Oh, yes; I can imagine any number of questions. 
The question that drove us into this war was an infringement 
of our rights upon the sea. What has that got to do with the 
future government of America? Of course, we have helped whip 
Germany, and, having helped whip Germany, it stands to reasen 
that the representatives of the United States will make Ger- 
many admit her wrong, make Germany agree not to do it any 


Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
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more, and we ought to make her pay, and pay dearly, for every 
ship she sank, for every life that she took, and for every insult 
she put upon us. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I can not refrain from suggesting, in 
answer to the question of the Senator from Montana, that there 
is nothing that Japan can do at the peace conference, however 
important those matters are, that will have any validity what- 
ever upon the United States until it receives the approval of the 
Senate of the United States, two-thirds of the Senators present 
concurring. Furthermore, I apprehend that neither the Senator 
from Missouri nor any opponent of the league of nations has any 
objection to conferring and negotiating upon international mat- 
ters in the future with Japan, with China, or even with the King 
of Hedjaz. Nobody proposes that we shall live an isolated life, 
What we object to is changing the principle upon which these 
negotiations are being carried on at the present time, in which 
each nation reserves its independence to ratify or to reject, and 
to submit the future of the world, as the Senator from Missouri 
has just said, to the decision of a different entity, from whom 
there lies no appeal. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, recurring to my topic—and I wish 
to say that I should have concluded this address in less than 60 
minutes if I had not been interrupted, and I am very near the 
close—I now ask the seeond question: 

“ RACIAL EQUALITY.” 


How can the representatives: of the Pacific Coast States who 
have contended and who still contend that neither Japanese nor 
Shinamen shall land upon their shores, and that both are totally 
unfit for citizenship, justify their conduct if they now vote that 
in the council of the world Japan and China shall each east a 
vote equal to the vote of the United States? That question will 
have to be answered. It is a living question. 

The shrewdest diplomats, next to those of England, appearing 
at the council now being held in Europe are unquestionably the 
representatives of Japan. Compared with them, I think that the 
American diplomat who is over there—well, they had better not 
be compared ; let it go at that. It will be remembered that the 
representative of Japan offered an amendment declaring for 
racizi equality. I read now from the New York Times Current 
History for May: 

The commission rejected an amendment offered by the Japanese dele- 
gates for imcorporating into the preamble a declaration on “ racial 
equality.” It failed to receive unanimous approval, and hence was 
declared rejected— 

vidently there were a good many votes for it when it only 
failed because the vote was net unanimous, 

The official statement on this subject, issued April 12, said: 

At a meeting of the league of nations commission on Friday, April 
11, the Japanese delegation proposed. an amendment to the preamble of 
the covenant as follows: To insert after the words “ by the prescription 
of open, just, and honorable relations between nations,’ an additional 
clause, to read: “ By the indorsement of the principle of the equality of 
nations and just treatment of their nationals.” 

The amendment was admirably presented by Baron Makino. In the 
course of his speech he emphasized the great desire of the Japanese 
Gevernment and of the Japanese people that such a principle be recog- 
nized in the covenant. His argument was supported with great force by 
Viscount Chinda. : ; 

A discussion followed, in which practically all of the members of the 
commission participated. The discussion was marked by breadth of 
thought, free and sympathetic exchange of opinion, and a complete 
appreciation by the members of the commission of the difficulties which 
lay in the way of either accepting or rejecting the amendment. 

The commission was impressed by the justice of the Japanese claim 
and by the spirit in which it was presented. 

This is the official report, 4 la Creel, although I believe he 
did not make it ; somebody else was issuing official reports ; then, 

Therefore the commission was reluctantly unable to give to the amend= 
ment that unanimous approval which is necessary for its adoption, 

My understanding is that at the last the one man who stood 
out was the representative of Australia. Australia has declared 
for a white man’s government from the first, and to all intents 
and. purposes they do net allow anybedy else to emigrate there, 
The Japanese amendment came that near to being adopted. 

The Japanese delegates announced that they reserved the right to 
bring the amendment before @ plenary session of the conference. The 
chief opposition to the Japanese proposal came from Australia. 

So, my friends from. California and from the great golden 
States of the West, you have a proposition to confront. When 
you. organize this league of nations, and. when that league of 
nations undertakes to pass upon this question of race equality, 
remember that, according to this official report, substantially 
the only opposition at the last to a declaration of race equality 
eame from Mr. Hughes,.representing Australia; and remember 
that. pressure can be easily brought to bear upon Great Britain 
by Japan because of their mutual interests in the Orient and 
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because of their intertreaties which bind them together; and 
remember that apparently our own representatives did not pro- 
test. Now, I put it to you, how can you stand, how dare you 
stand and protest against Chinese and Japanese landing on 
your shores, or Chinese and Japanese children having places in 
your schools beside your children, while at the same time you 
vote to erect a league of nations that will have the right—the 
members of the league itself will have the right—to determine 
whether a question in dispute between Japan and the United 
States is likely to create war, and thereupon to assume juris- 
diction to settle that question? How dare you vote to erect a 
league of nations and confer this power upon Japan and China, 
give them the backing of a majority of other races not of the 
white blood, and yet ask the people of this country to stand by 
you in your action to exclude Chinese and Japanese from your 
own sacred soil? 

Mr. President, I call the attention of men of the South and 
men of the West, and I am making my argument to them because 
these particular questions presented to-day have a particular 
interest to them. I put the question to you to remember history. 
You may think you can control the votes of these black races, 
and maybe they can be controlled upon many important ques- 
tions, but you will never control them on a question where race 
equality is to be decided. Men of the South, you raised the 
negro: you lived among him; and notwithstanding all that has 
been said, you have always claimed, and claimed with much 
truth, that you were his friend and his benefactor, although you 
were his master. You love to boast that the old negro stayed 
at home with your wife or your mother while the husband or 
the father stood on the red line of battle. You love to tell how 
to-day they are still faithful in their hearts; and yet there has 
never been a time when you could control their votes, and why? 
Because they said that the Republican Party had given them 
equality in the world; that the Republican Party had declared 
that they were men; and no amount of persuasion, nothing 

hort of something that looked very much like sheer force, has 
been evoked to keep them from the polls. The best you have 
been able to do is to keep them from having the vote; and I 
Warn you, men of the South, I warn you that when the repre- 


sentatives of these black races—and they are in the majority—- 


assemble around the council table of the league of nations, when 
the question of race equality comes up, they will vote for race 
equality, because it has been the dream of their hearts; it has 
been the hope of their souls; it has been the star toward which 
they have turned their longing eyes; it has been the one great 
desire of soul and body and heart and all that makes them men. 

My countrymen, I say to you that if you erect a league of 
nations you will have taken a long step toward the declaration 
that America’s doors shall be opened to the people of all lands; 
and we shall have Chinese and Japanese knocking at our gates, 
and along with them all of the races of Asia and of Africa that 
desire to enter the golden gates of this great country. We may 
laugh at it to-day, but it is before us. The controversy is on, 


and it will be seized by this body of men and will be employed 


by them. 


: | 
So I pause now to challenge your thought only to this one | 


thing: 

Why is it that these nations, most of them the dregs of civili- 
zation, most of them the most backward of men, some of them 
to-day held in a condition of peace by the arms of other na- 
tions—why is it that they are selected to sit about a council 
board that is to determine the creed of the world and that is 
to evolve something superior to American civilization itself? 

I tell you, sirs, that I will never consent to take one single 
atom of power from the American citizen and confer 
power upon the representative of any of these backward races, 


upon the representative of any of these yellow or brown races, | 


More than that, I will not consent to grant any governing power 


over this country to any race of men on earth save the citizens | 
He who shall do it under the pretext | 


of our own Republic. 
that as he does it he does nothing, and yet claiming at the same 
time that he has produced some organization here that is to 
change the world, who talks with a forked tongue, who looks 
in two directions at the same time, who assumes contrary po- 
sitions—the man who does that, and by that kind of policy 
fastens on this country a league that shall in any respect 


control this country, betrays the Republic, betrays its Constitu- | 


tion, betrays his oath of office, betrays the cause of justice and 
the cause of man. 

Permit me to say in conclusion that I have no prejudice 
against races because of color. I do not want to stir against 
them any rancor or distrust. I speak as I have only because 
we are presented with a great practical question. In face of 
such a situation we can not afford to disregard the facts of 


history. We must not close our eyes to the stern realities of 
life. 


that | 
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I hope these races may advance, but I am unwilling they 
shall control the destiny of the United States now or hereafter. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, with the understanding that 
it will not displace the resolution of the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. JoHNson], I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the resolution that I send to the desk. I do 
not think anybody will object to it. It will not take any time 
for its consideration. 

Mr. CURTIS. It is with the understanding that it does not 
displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment to make a statement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a motion pending be- 
fore the Senate. The resolution of the Senator from New York 
can be taken up only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CALDER. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. I am sure no 
one will object. It deals with the treatment of the Jews in 
Poland, Roumania, and Galicia, and is a matter in which they 
are particularly interested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas object? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no objection. I merely desire to 
make an announcement. Inasmuch as it is expected that the 
Senate will adjourn in a few moments, I desire to state that if 
the business of the Senate permits, on the next meeting day, 
which will be Wednesday, according to the order heretofore 
adopted, I shall address the Senate on the subject of a league 
of nations. 

PERSECUTION OF JEWS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
(Mr. Carper] offers a resolution, which will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The resolution (S. Res. 41) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Whereas it is reported that innocent men, women, and children, par- 
ticularly of the Jewish faith, are being outraged and massacred in 
Poland, Roumania, and Galicia: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Department of State be, and hereby is, directed 
to communicate such reports to the President of the United States, and 
request that ke confer with the representatives at the peace conference 
of the countries where such outrages and massacres are reported to 
occur and inform them that this body and the American people gener- 
ally deeply deplore acts of violence and cruelty committed against men, 
women, and children because of race or religion. 


ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. CURTIS. At the request of the Senator from California 
(Mr. JoHnson], I move that the Senate adjourn, the adjourn- 
ment being until Wednesday next under the previous order. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Wednesday, May 28, 1919, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 26, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 


lowing prayer: 


Ever blessed God, our Heavenly Father, we thank Thee for 
the day that has passed, with its quiet, rest, reflections, and 
| spiritual uplift. 

May it strengthen us for the duties of the hour, that with 
| clean minds and pure hearts we may do whatever we are called 
to do willingly, conscientiously, efficiently. After the similitude 
of the Master.. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, May 24, 1919, was 
read and approved. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. OLNry, and the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. CALDWELL, are both here and desire to have the oath of 
office administered to them. 

Mr. OLNEY and Mr. CALDWELL appeared at the bar of the 
House and took the oath of office as prescribed by law. 

RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. 
| The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
| cation, which was read: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I hereby tender my resignation as a member of the 
Committee on Accounts, this May 26, 1919. 


The SPEAKER. 
accepted. 
There was no obji=tion. 


BEN JOHNSON. 
Without objection, the resignation will be 
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CORRECTION. 


Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a correction of the 
Journal and the Recorp as of May 19, with respect to House 
joint resolution No. 2, terminating Government supervision, 
possession, control, and operation of the telephone and telegraph 
systems of the United States, introduced by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON]. According to the Journal and 
the Recorp this resolution was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. As I understand it, according 
to the notation on the ‘resolution itself, reference was made to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ‘The reso- 
lution contained an indorsement made by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. StTEENERSON] for reference to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. In the printing of that 
day’s proceedings the resolution was printed as having been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, not- 
withstanding the official reference to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. I ask, therefore, that the cor- 
rection of the Recorp and the Journal be made in accordance 
with the direction of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction of the 
Journal and the REcorp will be made in accordance with the 
statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
to the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, there 
is no dispute about that. At the proper time in the order of 
business, after the approval of the Journal, I desire to make a 
motion in respect to this. 

The SPEAKER. That will always be in order, but this is 
not a question of a change of reference. 

Mr. GARRETT. If I understood the gentleman correctly, the 
resolution to which he refers was in fact officially referred by the 
Speaker to the Committee on Interstate and Forsign Commerce. 

Mr. ESCH. That is correct. 

Mr. GARRETT. But through some error in delivering it by 
messenger, it went to the wrong committee? 

Mr. ESCH. It was printed in the Recorp and in the Journal 
as having been referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. GARRETT. 

Mr. BSCH. No. 

The SPEAKER. It is a mere correction of the Journal and 
the Recorp. Without objection, the correction will be made in 
the Journal and in the Recon», in accordance with the statement 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand now, the 
next business in order is the correction of the reference of 
public bills. 

The SPEAKER. That is true. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that refer- 
ence of House joint resolution No. 2, terminating Government 
supervision, possession, control, and operation of the telephone 
and telegraph systems of the United States, be taken from the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and given to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and in that con- 
nection I ask unanimous consent to make a short statement with 
reference to it. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota meves a 
change of reference and asks unanimous consent for how long? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes in which ‘to discuss it. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
as I understand it, the gentleman from Minnesota does not do 
this by direction of the committee. 

Mr. STEENERSON. No; the rules do not require that. 

Mr. GARRETT. The minority members of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads have not been elected, but will be 
within the next hour. Would not the gentleman be willing to 
withhold his motion until to-morrow? 

Mr. STEENDERSON. Yes. 


ADDITIONAL MEMBER 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, with- 
out changing the rules, that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SmitH] be permitted to sit this session as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a rather unusual re- 
quest. I am not certain that ordinarily we would be justified 
in granting it. We have already agreed to an increase in the 


This is not in fact a change of reference? 


ON COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 
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Committee on Ways and Means-in order to accommodate the 
minority. This is a request not to increase the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs but to allow the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SamrH] to serve as an additional member of the committee dur- 
ing this session. As I said, this is an unusual request, but after 
consideration it has been deemed proper to grant this courtesy to 
the minority, as I understand it will be very helpful to them in 
making up their organization. 

Mr. KITCHIN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ELECTION OF MINORITY MEMBERS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I nominate the gentlemen 
named in the list which I now send to the desk as additional 
members of the committees therein named, and move their 
election. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
desire to have the list read at this time? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think we should save time and do what 
was done the other day in the election of the majority mem- 
bers—dispense with the reading of the list and have it printed 
in the RrEcorp. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominations? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from North Carolina if the members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means are included in that list? 

Mr. GARNER. No; they were elected the other day. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to 
have the authority of the gentleman from Texas for that state- 
ment. 

Mr. GARNER. It is in the Concressionat Recorp; the gen- 
tleman from Texas does not need to have authority ; it is in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to question the gentle- 
man’s statement to this extent: I do not think the gentleman 
from North Carolina is a member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. GARNER. The ConcRessionat Recorp the next morning 
showed the gentleman was appointed. The gentleman did not 
happen to be in the Hall when it was done- 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then it is all right. I wanted 
to see that a motion for the gentleman's election was offered if 
it had not been. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the list of these 
names be printed in the Recorp without reading. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the list of names be printed in the Rro- 
orp without reading. Are there-any other nominations? If 
not, the question is on the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina. : 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The list is as follows: 


DEMOCRATIC NOMINATIONS FOR COMMITTEE 


Accounts: Bwin L. Davis, of Tennessee. 

Agriculture: Asbury F. Lever, of South Carolina; Gordon Lee, of 
Georgia ; Ezekiel 8. Candler, of Mississippi; J. Thomas Heflin, of Ala- 
bama; Thomas L. Rubey, of Missouri; James Young, of Texas; Hen- 
derson M. Jacoway, of Arkansas; John V. Lesher, of Pennsylvania. 

Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: William D. Upshaw, of Georgia; John C, 
Box, of Texas. 

Banking and Currency: Michael F. Phelan, of Massachusetts; Joe H. 
Eagle, of Texas; Otis Wingo, of Arkansas; Henry B. Steagall, of Ala- 
bama; James A. Hamill, of New Jersey ; Augustine Lonergan, of Con- 
necticut; Charles H. Brand, of Georgia; W. F. Stevenson, of South 
Carolina. 

Census: James B. Aswell, ef Louisiana; Joshua W. 
Missouri; William W. Larsen, of Georgia; Hubert D. 
Mississippi; Carlos Bee, of Texas; Samuel M. 
Carolina. 

Claims: Henry B. Steagall, of Alabama; Milton A. Romjue, of Mis- 
souri; John J. Babka, of Ohio; Richard F. McKiniry, of New York; 
Carlos Bee, of Texas; Daniel F. Minahan, of New Jersey. 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures: William A. Ashbrook, of Ohio; Wil- 
liam L. Nelson, of Missouri; Daniel F. Minahan, of New Jersey ; Samuel 
M. Brinson, of North Carolina; Clay S. Briggs, of Texas; Hugh 8. 
Hersman, of California. 

District of Columbia: Ben Jolnson, of Kentucky; Christepher D. 
Sullivan, of New York; Milton A. Romjue, of Missouri; Herbert J. 
Drane, of Florida ; James W. Overstreet, of Georgia ; Carville D. Benson, 
of Maryland; James P. Woods, of Virginia ; Fritz G. Lanham, of Texas. 

Education: William J. Sears, of Florida; William B. Bankhead, of 
Alabama ; Charles H. Brand, of Georgia; Thomas L. Blanton, of Texas; 
Jerome F. Donovan, of New York; William L. Nelson, of Missouri. 

Dlection of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress: William W. Rucker, of Missouri; Fred H. Dominick, of South 
Carolina ; William C. Wright, of Georgia ; Herbert C. Pell, of New York ; 
Clay Stone Briggs, of Texas. 

Blections No. 1: Joe H. Eagle, of Texas; Leonidas D. Robinson, of 
North Carolina. 

Blections No. 2: James W. Overstreet, of Georgia; John B. Jahnsion, 
of New York; Cornelius J. McGlennon, of New Jersey. 

Elections No. 3: Joseph Rowan, of New York; C. B. Hudspeth, of 
Texas. 


ASSIGNMENTS 


Alexander, of 
’ Stephens, of 
Brinson, of North 
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Enroiled Bills: Ladislas Lazaro, of Louisiana; Samuel C. Major, of 
uri: Paul LB. Johnson, of Mississippi. 
nditures in the Department of Agriculture: Robert L. Doughton, 
) Carolina ; David H. Kincheloe, of Kentucky. 
p< nditures in the Department of Commerce: Michael I’. Phelan, of 
Massachusetts ; William E. Cleary, of New York. 
Expenditures in the Interior Department: William F. Stevenson, of 
South Carolina: E. B. Howard, of Oklahoma. 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice: James P. Buchanan, of 
Texas; James M. Mead, of New York. 
Expenditures in the Department of Labor: John J. Casey, of Penn- 
] mes V. Ganly, of New York. 
tures in the Navy Department: Rufus 
Cullen, of New York. 
tures in the Post Office Department: Benjamin G. Humphreys, 
ppi; James F. Byrnes, of South Carolina. 
ures in the State Department: Clement Brumbaugh, of Ohio; 
illiam S. Goodwin, of Arkansas. 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department: Charles D. Carter, of 
Oklahoma. 
Expenditures in the War Department: Jerome F. Donovan, of New 
York; Henry D. Flood, of Virginia. 
Expenditures on Public Buildings: 
Herbert C. Pell, of New York. 


Hardy, of Texas; 


Ezekiel S. Candler, of Mississippi; 


Fleod Control: Benjamin G. Humphreys, of Mississippi; Riley J. 
Wilson, of Louisiana ; Joseph J. Mansfield, of Texas; Guy E. Campbell, 
of Pennsylvania; William T. Bland, of Missouri; John McDuffie, of 
Alabar 

Foreign Affairs: 
of Mary 
North ¢ 


Henry D. Flood, of Virginia; J. Charles Linthicum 
and; William S. Goodwin, of Arkansas; Charles M. Stedman, of 
lina; Adolph J. Sabath, of Illinois; J. Willard Ragsdale, of 
South Carolina; George Huddleston, of Alabama; Tom Connally, of 
Texas; Thomas F. Smith, of New York. 
Immigration and Naturalization: Adolph J. Sabath, of Illinois; John 
E. Raker, of California; Riley J. Wilson, of Louisiana; Benjamin F. 
felty, of Ohio; Joseph B. Thompson, of Oklahoma; John C. Box, of 
a ° 
Affairs: Charles D. Carter, of Oklahoma; Carl Hayden, of Ari- 
liam J. Sears, of Florida: John N. Tillman, of Arkansas; 
andy, of South Dakota; William W. Hastings, of Oklahoma; 
. Weaver, of North Carolina; Richard IF. McKiniry, of New 


dustrial Arts and Expositions : 
L. Davey, of Ohio; 
Texas: William C. 


Isaac R. Sherwood, of Ohio; Martin 
James V. Ganly of New York; Fritz G. Lanham, of 

Lankford, of Georgia; John H. Smithwick, of Florida, 
Insular Affairs: Finis J. Garrett, of Tennessee; Clement Brumbaugh, 

of Ohio; Christopher D. Sullivan, of New York; Tom D. McKeown, of 

Oklahoma ; Leonidas D. Robinson, of North Carolina; Marvin Jones, of 

a xas; Fred H. Dominick, of South Carolina; Schuyler Otis Bland, of 
irginia. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce: Thetus W. Sims, of Tennessee; 
Frank E. Doremus, of Michigan; Alben W. Barkley, of Kentucky ; Sam 
Rayburn, of Texas; Andrew J. Montague, of Virginia; Charles P. Coady, 
= Maryland; Arthur G. Dewalt, of Pennsylvania; Jared Y. Sanders, of 
souisiana. 

Invalid Pensions: Isaac R. Sherwood, of Ohio; William A. Ashbrook, 
of Ohio: Augustine Lonergan, of Connecticut; David J. O'Connell, 
of New York; William T. of Missouri; Patrick McLane, of 
Pennsylvania. 

Irrigation of Arid Lands: Edward T. Taylor, of Colorado; Carl Hay- 
den, of Arizona; Milton H. Welling, of Utah; Charles R. Evans, of 
Nevada; Claude Hudspeth, of Texas. 

Judiciary : Edwin Y. Webb, of North Carolina ; Robert Y. Thomas, jr., 
of Kentucky: William L. Igoe, of Missouri; Warren Gard, of Ohio; 
tichard S. Whaley, of South Carolina; Thaddeus H. Caraway, of Ar- 
kansas; M. M. Neely, of West Virginia; Henry J. Steele, of Pennsyl- 


Bland, 


: James P. Maher, of New York; Walter A. Watson, of Virginia; 
‘asey, of Pennsylvania; W. L. Carss, of Minnesota; Samuel C. 

of Missouri. 

ry: Ben Johnson, of Kentucky; Joseph B. Thompson, of Okla- 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries: Joshua W. Alexander, of Missouri; 
tufus Hardy, of Texas: Edward W. Saunders, of Virginia; Peter J, 
Dooling, of New York; Ladislas Lazaro, of Louisiana; David H. Kinch- 
eloe, of Kentucky; William B. Bankhead, of Alabama; William C, 

, of Georgia. 

Military Affairs: S. Hubert Dent, jr., of Alabama; William J. Fields, 
of Kentucky: Percy E. Quin, of Mississippi; Chas. Pope Caldwell, of 
New York; James W. Wise, of Georgia; Richard Olney, of Massachu- 
setts; Thomas W. Harrison, of Virginia; Hubert F. Fisher, of Ten- 
nessee. 

Mines and Mining: Otis Wingo, of Arkansas; Milton H. Welling, of 
Utah: Peter J. Dooling, of New York; Lucien W. Parrish, of Texas; 
Everett B. Howard, of Oklahoma. . 

Naval Affairs: Lemuel P. Padgett, of Tennessec; Daniel J. Riordan, 
w York: William B. Oliver, of Alabama; William W. Venable, of 
ssippi; Carl Vinson, of Georgia; William Kettner, of California ; 
am A. Ayres, of Kansas; Samuel J. Nicholls, of South Carolina. 
tents: Guy E. Campbell, of Pennsylvania: John B. Johnston, of 

New York; John J. Babka, of Ohio; E. L. Davis, of Tennessee; John 
McDuffie, of Al Ma. 

Pensions: James V. McClintic, of Oklahoma; James M, Mead, of 
New York; Cornelius A. McGlennon, of New Jersey; John H. Wilson, of 
Pennsylvania; John H. Smithwick, of Florida; William D. Upshaw, 
of Georgia; William L, Carss, of Minnesota. 

Post Office and Post Roads: John A. Moon, of Tennessee; Thomas M. 
Bell, of Georgia; Arthur B. Rouse, of Kentucky; Fred L. Blackmon, of 
Alabama; Edward E. Holland, of Virginia; Eugene Black, of Texas; 
Charles H. Randall, of California; Henry M. Goldfogle, of New York. 

Printing: James V. McClintic, of Okiahoma. 

Public Buildings and Grounds: Frank Clark, of Florida; James C. 
Cantrill, of Kentucky; Fran Park, of Georgia; William W. Rucker, of 
Missouri: Joseph J. Mansfield, of Texas; Anthony J. Griffin, of New 
York ; John W. Rainey, of Illinois; John F. Fitzgerald, of Massachusetts. 

Public Lands: Scott Ferris, of Oklahoma; Edward T. Taylor, of 
Colorado; John E. Raker, of California; James H. Mays, of Utah; John 
N. Tillman, of Arkansas; Harry L. Gandy, of South Dakota; Hugh §, 
Hersman, of California ; Paul B. Johnson, of Mississippi. 

Railways and Canals: Benjamin F. Welty, of Ohio; Herbert J. Drane, 
of Florida ; Hannibal L. Godwin, of North Carolina; Thomas H. Cullen, 
of New York; Patrick McLane, of Pennsylvania, 
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Reform in the Civil Service: Hannibal L. Godwin, of North Carolina ; 
James A. Hamill, of New Jersey ; Charles A. Mooney, of Ohio; Joseph 
Rowan, of New York. 

Revision of the Laws: John T. Watkins, of Louisiana ; James H. Mays, 
¥ acl Edward B. Almon, of Alabama; Anthony J. Griffin, of New 

ork 


Rivers and Harbors: John H. Small, of North Carolina; Charles F. 
Booher, of Missouri; Thomas Gallagher, of Illinois; Thomas J. Scully, 
of New Jersey; Samuel M. Taylor, of Arkansas; H. Garland Dupré, of 
eeeeone ¢ Clarence F. Lea, of California; William BE, Cleary, of New 

ork, e 
s: Edward W. Saunders, of Virginia; Hubert D. Stephens, of 
Mississippi; Robert L. Doughton, of North Carolina; James B. Aswell, 
of Louisiana ; Edward B. Almon, of Alabama; Marvin Jones, of Texas ; 
William W. Larsen, of Georgia; Tom D. McKeown, of Oklahoma. 

Territories: John T. Watkins, of Louisiana; Scott Ferris, of Okla- 
homa; Walter A. Watson, of Virginia; Zebulon V. Weaver, of North 
Carolina ; William C. Lankford, of Georgia; Martin L. Davey, of Ohio. 

War Claims: Frank Clark, of Florida; John W. Rainey, of Illinois ; 
Charles A. Mooney; of Ohio; John H. Wilson, of Pennsylvania; David J. 
O’Connell, of New York. 

Woman Suffrage: John E. Raker, of California; Frank Clark, of 
Florida; James H. Mays, of Utah; Christopher D. Sullivan, of New 
York ; Thomas L. Blanton, of Texas. 


CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the concurrent resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk— 
House concurrent resolution 4. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 4. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first session cf 
the Sixty-sixth Congress be prepared and published, under the direction 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, as provided for in section 73 of the 
printing act approved January 12, 1895, and that the sum of $800 be 
paid for preparing, compiling, and indexing said edition, one-half of the 
said sum to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate and one- 
half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

The question was taken, and the concurrent resolution .was 
agreed to. 

Be. 


Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration for the 
privileged resolution which I now send te the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 47. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to P. W. Burnett, clerk to the late Hon. John L. Burnett, 


BURNETT. 


| a Representative in Congress from Alabama at the time of his death, 
| May 13, 1919, the sum of $166.66, being an amount equal to one month’s 


salary of a clerk of a Representative in Congress. 
Mr, IRELAND. I move its adoption. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the 


i House further for the consideration of the privileged resolution 


which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 30. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, allowed an 
assistant clerk at a salary at the rate of $1,500 per annum from May 
17, 1919, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until other- 
wise authorized by law. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 

LEAVE TO SIT, COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 53. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or such subcom- 
mittees as it may designate, shall have leave to sit during sessions of 
the House during the Sixty-sixth Congress and during the recesses of 
that Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move its adoption. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker = 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
for one hour. 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. MADDEN. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
I will yield. 

THANKS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 











1919. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, our country and its people 
were during the period of the last Congress, in cooperation 
with the gallant Allies, engaged to the utmost of their strength 
and energy and patriotic purpose in prosecuting a great war 
against the evil designs and sinister purposes of military 
autocracy. The active hostilities of that great war are hap- 
pily ended, and our gallant forces are returning from their 
service, wherever duty called, to their homes or home stations. 
In this situation it is fitting that the Congress should, at an 
appropriate time and in a proper form, express its thanks and 
appreciation to those who served and those who sacrificed in 
connection with this great enterprise of righteous war. With 
this thought in mind, and at the suggestion of several Members, 
I have drawn a resolution designed to accomplish this purpose, 
and reminded of the near approach of Memorial Day it seemed 
that this would be an appropriate time for the consideration 
and adoption of such a resolution as has been suggested. I 
therefore present a resolution to be read for the information of 
the House, and shall ask unanimous consent that Friday, May 30, 
Memorial Day, be set aside for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution for 
the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) tendering the thanks of Congress to 
those who served, or gave others to the service of, the country in 
the Great War. 

Resolved, etc., That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to 
those who served in the armed forces of the United States in the war 
against the Imperial German Government, and who, through their 
patriotic sacrifice, steadfast fidelity, brilliant strategy, and courageous 
service, secured a victorious peace, gave to the world a new insight into 
the high ideals and lofty purposes of America, and left to future gen- 
erations a splendid heritage of heroic achievement and noble devotion 
to duty. That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to those 
who served in the various auxiliary forces, whose humane and benevolent 
work at home and on the field of battle contributed so greatly to the 
comfort and support of our valiant warriors. That the thanks of 
Congress are hereby extended to the mothers, wives, and relatives, 
who, patriotic and uncomplaining, gave their nearest and their dearest 
in the hour of the Nation’s need, and its deep and heartfelt sympathy 
to those disabled in the great struggle. That Congress reverently ex- 
presses its profound appreciation of the sublime act of those who made 
the supreme sacrifice by giving their lives for their country and their 
country’s cause. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
suggestion? I notice the gentleman refers to those who were 
in the war against the Imperial German Government. Now, 
America declared war against the Austrian Government, and 
some of our soldiers were fighting only against the Austrians in 
that war. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I wiil say to the gentleman that I 
have given a good deal of thought to the preparation of the 
resolution and have asked the cpinion of many Members of the 
House in regard to it. I have no pride of opinion in regard to 
the phraseology other than I have tried to express the fact and 
view of those with whom I have conferred. I suppose that no 
resolution could possibly be drawn that might not be drawn in 
some different phraseology. The title of the resolution refers 
to it as the “ Great War.” 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will yield. Of course, the resolution 
will be subject to amendment when taken up. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman does not propose to take it 
up to-day? 

Mr. MONDELL. I propose to ask that Friday be set apart 
for the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield further? I have 
a kind of hazy remembrance that the rule of the House in 
reference to the thanks of Congress being given to individuals 
gives them the privilege of the floor, ‘and I was a little 
anxious 

Mr. MONDELL. This does not give anyone the privileges of 
the floor. 

Mr. GARNER. But the very fact that the thanks of Congress 
are extended to an individual under the rules of the House 
gives him the privilege of the floor of the House, and if you ex- 
tend this to a great mass of people, including mothers, and so 
forth, I am not so certain but that, under the rules of the 
House—— 

Mr. MONDELL. I have sought the advice of those who 
ought to know and have experience in regard to the matter 
and they all say under the phraseology of the resolution it 
would not have that effect. 

Mr. GARNER. I have no objection to the resolution at all, 
but merely wanted to direct the gentleman’s attention to that 
so as to be sure. 

‘Mr. LEHLBACH. I think the gentleman from Texas will 
find the rule says that is where the thanks are extended by 
name, and the names are not mentioned here. 
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Mr. MONDELL. Just a moment. There were many sugges- 
tions with regard to the form of this resolution. Some suggested 
the naming of certain officers. It seemed to those I conferred 
with on both sides that a general resolution, which would ex- 
press the thanks and appreciation of the Congress, would be the 
best possible form. 

Mr. TILSON. I suggest that just one phrase would accom- 
plish what I am trying to, and that is “the Imperial German 
Government and its allies.” 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that there would 
be serious objection to adding after the words “ Imperial Ger- 
man Government ” the words “ and its allies.” 

The SPEAKER. It is simply before the House for informa- 
tion. It can be changed. 

Mr. MONDELL. The suggestion is to modify my resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit? I 
apprehend there will be—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think I am sometimes 
rather too good-natured. After thinking about it further, I am 
not inclined to modify the resolution. The resolution was given 
very careful consideration. It may not be just what it ought to 
be. If it is not, let us amend it when we take it up on Friday. 

Mr. GARRETT. I wanted to ask the gentleman a question. 
Doubtless there will be a large number of Members who will 
desire time upon this resolution.. Has the gentleman thought 
anything about the question of time? 

Mr. MONDELL. My thought was we would consume the en- 
tire day or such portion of the day as the Members desire to speak, 
and, of course, give equal opportunity to Members on either side. 

Mr. GARRETT. I had this thought in mind, if the gentleman 
will permit: Of course, under the rules of the House, any man 
who got the privilege of the floor would be entitled to an hour. 
Would it not be better to have an agreement made now or then 
possibly then would be better—for the control of the time, or let 
us understand in advance that, despite the general rules of the 
House, Members would be limited to a certain time? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will allow me, what I have 
in mind is this, that Members would have in mind the fact 
that the resolution would be taken up Friday. Between now 
and then we could have a consultation and on Friday a formal 
agreement as to what should be done in the matter of time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wyoming that this resolution be in order for 
next Friday? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the printing of the 
resolution in the usual form. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen], according to a 
previous order of the House, is recognized for one hour. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, to properly tell the story of 
America’s participation in the war would require more time 
than I have been allotted to speak and a man of greater ability 
to present the case, for it is a marvelous story and one which 
will live in history. 

UNPREPAREDNESS AND EXPENDITURES. 

At the declaration of war we had no Army and our Navy 
was not at its best, and the details of organizing an army and 
a navy to meet the problems that confronted us was a gigantic 
task. The size of the task will be better realized when it is 
understood that the total expenditures of the National Govern- 
ment during the first 143 years of the Republic amounted to 
but twenty-five and one-half billions of dollars, while the ap- 
propriations made during the period of the war have aggregated 
fifty-one and one-half billions. 

On July 1, 1913, the country’s interest-bearing obligations 
amounted to nine hundred and sixty-five millions, the annual 
interest charge on which was twenty-two and three-quarters 
millions. The interest-bearing debt, exclusive of certificates of 
indebtedness, when the obligations due to the settlement of un- 
finished contracts are met, will be in the neighborhood of 
$30,000,000,000 and the annual interest and sinking-fund charges 
will amount to approximately one and one-half billions. 

The annual cost of maintaining the Government before 1913 
was about one and one-half billion dollars. It is fair to assume 
that the annual cost for some years to come will not be less 
than five billions. From this it will be seen that the war has 
imposed financial obligations upon the American people which 
will call for a high rate of taxation. 

AMERICA’S OBLIGATIONS. 

In assuming the obligations imposed upon the country by 
the declaration of war the people were called upon to make 
many sacrifices. ‘They made these sacrifices cheerfully. The 
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draft law as originally passed and afterwards modified brought 
responses from 23,000,000 men of military age, who registered 
a vow to serve their country. Young men everywhere through- 
out the Nation responded to the call to arms. Mothers, fathers, 
sisters, and wives encouraged the men of their families who were 
fit for military service to join the colors. The result was that 
8,700,000 men wore the uniform of the Army, 200,000 the uni- 
form of the Marines, and 560,000 the uniform of the Navy, ora 
total of 4,500,000. Of this number, the Army sent 1,949,000 men 
abroad; 22,500 were on the sea when the armistice was signed, 
and 1,390,000 of the men abroad were engaged in the conflict; 
288,000 of them were either killed or wounded; 70,000 of them 
were buried in the soil of France; 1,700,000 were held in Ameri- 
can camps awaiting orders; but whether in camps in America 
or on the batt le fronts in France, they were all ready to respond 
to any emergency and are equally entitled to credit, no matter 
where they served. They were the most wonderful aggregation 
of men that ever assembled under a flag. That is conceded on 
every hand. They are entitled to the undying gratitude of the 
American people. Their patriotism will be recorded in the his- 
tory of their country. Distinguished-service medals and crosses 
have been given to many men for deeds of valor on the fields 
of battle during the war. Many of these have been given to 
men who were wounded, and others have been wounded to 
whom no insignia of distinction has been given; but what 

reater insignia of distinction can a man have than that which 
narks the scar of battle on his person? 

Mest of these wounded men are at home; they are happy 
to be alive, and we are happy to have them with us. They 
have earned America’s gratitude. Every time I meet one of 
these men I fee] like walking up and kissing him [applause], 
but he wants none of that; he is proud of his participation 
in the war, and he wants no hero worship; no American does. 

The American people, however, should not forget these men; 
they should be the special wards of the Nation to the extent 
that it may be necessary. They should never be permitted to 
want, and all Americans in and out of the Government should 
see that they are held in grateful remembrance. They carry 
the story of their achievements and their sacrifices with them, 
and it should be the pleasure, to say nothing of the duty, of 
every American to make them feel proud of the sacrifices they 
have made for their country. 

The Navy should not be forgotten. 
protected the Nation against invasion from the beginning of 
the war to the end. Its achievements are deserving of high 
praise. In the lonely vigil of the night, on the trackless oceans, 
the men of the Navy protected the ships carrying our troops 
abroad. They braved every danger; they sought no publicity. 
Their only purpose was the achievement of the object of the 
Nation and the protection of its honor and the preservation of 
its institutions. They did it well. They have earned the con- 
fidence of the American people. The Nation is prouder of its 
Navy to-day than ever before. [Applause.] 

The achievements of the Marine Corps will always stand out 
in bold relief in the history of the great conflict. No man was 
admitted to the Marine Corps unless he passed a standard test 
of physical and mental superiority, and all of these qualifications 
were manifest in the battle line, where they crowned America 
in which battle 5,700 were killed 
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glory at Chateau-Thierry, 
cr wounded out of a force of 8,000. 

When one comes in contact with the men who composed the 
Army and Navy and Marine Corps one must admit that a higher 
order of intelligence existed in these three great bodies of men 
than ever existed in such organizations before. The college 
man, the artisan, the mechanic, the engineer, the electrician, the 
chemist, the teamster, the doctor, the lawyer, the merchant, the 
laborer, all joined together in a single whole. The rich, the 
peor, the high, the low met on the same level, slept in the same 
bunks, ate at the same mess, drilled in the same line, and fought 
in the same battles. They learned to know each other as they 
never had the opportunity to do before. They are coming back 
better men, with a better understanding, a broader vision, and a 
more comprehensive view of the Nation and its needs; they 
will be glad to tell the story of liberty under the American flag 
as they never knew it before. They will take part, as they 
should, in the Nation’s activities; they will help to stabilize 
conditions here, and they will give the people the benefit of 
their experience abroad. They understand now, better than ever 
before, what America means, what government of the people 
consists of, and they will be glad to use this understanding to 
good advantage for the improvement of the Nation. 

AMERICA’S WOMEN, 
must not forget the sacrifices made by ‘the women of the 

-the Red Cross nurse, the Army nurse, the Salvation 

and the Young Women’s Christian Association workers— 
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who braved every danger of war to relieve the suffering of the 
soldiers. Wonderful women these, unselfish, devoted, kind- 
hearted, painstaking, and generous. They, too, have earned the 
right of participation in shaping the future policies of the 
Nation. [Applause.] 

ORGANIZATION, 

To assemble this vast Army and Navy and Marine Corps was 
an enormous task; to supply them with clothing, equipment, and 
food a problem more difficult than one can imagine. Expendi- 
tures on a large scale were necessary to meet the needs of the 
hour and to prepare our men and women for the duties which 
the obligation they took imposed upon them. Ships were re- 
quired, transportation facilities needed. It was necessary to 
transform factories of all kinds from peace to war activities. 
The genius of the American business man with his faculty for 
organization was brought into play. Many of them unseltishly 
gave their time and devoted themselves to the task. Thirty 
per cent of our people were engaged in war activities. Nearly 
all of the people were interested. There were but few who 
were not loyal, and of this few but an infinitesimal number pub- 
licly expressed their disloyalty. A marvelous exhibition of unity 
was displayed throughout the country. A determination on the 
part of the people to give all they had in men and money for 
success was manifest everywhere. The Congress acted upon an 
American basis. There was no question of politics involved in 
any action Congress took. [Applause.] The demands of the 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy were promptly met. 
Everything that he suggested as a means of winning the war 
was granted without hesitation. Money was placed at his dis- 
posal without question; he was given more power than that of 
any other ruler in all the world. In the exercise of that power 
and the expenditure of the fabulous sums of money appropri- 
ated it is but natural that mistakes should have been made. 
Money was wasted, extravagance was indulged in, contracts 
were let at figures frequently unjustified, but no complaint was 
heard from any source. The winning of the war was the only 
object to which everyone who believed in the Nation’s welfare 
applied himself. Efficiency was not always obtained ; economies 
were rarely ever practiced. We had to have ships to carry sup- 
plies. They were built or requisitioned at extravagant prices, 
but no one found fault. Ships that cost before the war $75 a 
ton were built at as high as $200 a ton. The powder factories, 
the ordnance works, the aeroplane plants, all were erected with- 
out thought of cost, and sometimes without results. It is said 
that America never had on the battle line a fieldpiece that was 
made in an American ordnance factory, except a few guns from 
the battleships; that no American shell had ever been fired in 
the course of the war, though vast sums of money were ex- 
pended in the erection of plants for the creation of ordnance. 
Our Army had the guns, however, with which to fight the battles 
in which they were engaged. French 75’s and 155’s were sup- 
plied to the Army in quantity sufficient to meet every need, and 
our soldiers who were abroad gave high praise to the efficiency 
of these guns. 

Among the things the President wanted yas the railroads, 
which he took over. During the Government operation of the 
roads they collected $1,100,000,000 the first year from excess 
freight and passenger charges. Congress gave them $500,000,000 
as a revolving fund to operate the roads, and they lost $250,- 
000,000 besides, and are asking for $750,000,000 now, and prob- 
ably a billion; they will collect another $1,100,000,000 in addi- 
tional freight and passenger rates, and will probably lose an- 
other $250,000,000, which will make $3,950,000,000, which is 
more on that one extravagance than it has eost to run the Gov- 
ernment for a similar period in times of peace. 

And they are before the Committee on Appropriations to-day 
asking $1,200,000,600 as a working fund. These two items 
together will make $2,300,000,000; and if we assume it will all 
be expended at the end of the next year’s administration of the 
railroads, we will have before us the spectacle of Government 
operation of railroads for a period of two years at a cost of 
$4,150,000,000 to the American people, or $1,150,000,000 more in 
the single item of operating the railroads by the Government 
of the United States than it cost for an equal period to run 
every activity of the Government before the war began. 

They also took the wires over, and the first thing the Post- 
master General did was to issue an order to require a $15 
instaHation fee for a telephone. This was finally reduced so 
that now it ranges from $3.50 to $7, depending on conditions. 

And I wish to call the attention of the House and the country 
to the fact that prior to the Government control and operation 
no installation charge was ever made by any telephone company 
in the United States. s 

On the pretense of reducing the long-distance telephone rate 
he fixed a person to person ¢all, which, compared with the 
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person to person call prior to the Government control of the 
wires, is 144 per cent higher; and he also increased the com- 
mercial telegraph rates 20 per cent. 

IMPRESSIONS OF EUROPEAN CONDITIONS. 


It was my privilege to go abroad to visit the battle fields after 
the close of the Congress on the 4th of March. I was accorded 
every facility possible to see what had been done over there. I 
saw the wonderful achievements of the allied forces, and paid 
particular attention to what had been done by the American 
Army. I visited Brest and examined the camp against which 
so much criticism has been leveled. I was happy to find that 
although in its early stages the camp was untenable it had been 
so improved that no complaint was found from any source. 
Gen. Butler, of the marines, son of the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [applause], who was in direct command of the 
camp, which has facilities for 81,000 men, had cleaned it up and 
made it habitable and attractive. He in company with 5,000 
men went to Brest and carried the lumber on their backs to 
the camp to make the sidewalks necessary to admit of passage 
through the grounds. When one remembers that it rains every 
day at Brest, and that the surface is a turf-like soil for a depth 
of 3 feet, underlaid with clay, it will readily be seen how 
impossible it was to meet the demands of the hour until side- 
walks and tent floors had been laid. I ate with the treops at 
the camp. Their food was good and the sleeping quarters clean. 
Facilities are efforded for the feeding of 50,000 men within an 
hour. Nothing more is to be desired. 

I next visited Le Mans, a replacement camp, where provisions 
are made for 260,000 men. In the early stages of the war 
Le Mans was used as a replacement camp entirely. From this 
camp units at the front were supplied with men to take the 
place of those who had fallen in battle. To-day Le Mans is used 
as a delousing camp, a reequipment camp, and troops are sent 
there to be cleaned up before starting back home. 

From Le Mans my trip led me to Tours, the headquarters 
of the service of supplies, a wonderful organization in charge 
of the movement of all supplies for the Army. Here I found a 
great salvage plant, in which the worn-out clothing was being 
restored to usefulness; shoes were made over, rubber boots 
repaired, dirty clothes fumigated, everything that could be done 
to utilize the fragments of what had been at one time complete 
equipment. At this point I visited the German prison camp, 
where America has a number of its prisoners of war. {i found 
them well housed, well fed, well treated, and with every indica- 
tion that they were happy. 

From Tours I went to Gierves, where I found a marvelous 
storage plant, with 180 warehouses, aggregating four and one- 
half million feet of storage space, with 145 miles of railroad 
track, 135 locomotives, and a billion dollars’ worth of supplies 
on hand—everything from a needle to an anchor. Here also 
was a great cold-storage plant, in which all the meat supplied 
to the Army was kept for shipment to the front. Twenty-one 
thousand men were employed in loading and unloading and 
storing supplies. The supplies were sent forward from here 
to Is-sur-Tele, the great distributing point, from which all the 
supplies to every front were sent. The remarkable thing about 
Gierves is that it was not known to the Germans as the great 
supply center of the American Army, and it is said that never 
at any time from the beginning of the war to the end was any 
request made for any supplies from this depot which did not 
meet with prompt response. 

The feeding and equipping of an army such as America had 
abroad requires the supervision of men experienced in the move- 
ment of supplies, and, from what I could see, the service of 
supplies of the American Army in France was beyond criticism. 

I next visited Bourges, the service of records headquarters. 
At this place there are 5,000 men and women employed, 600 
of them being English girls, keeping the records of each soldier, 
recerding each one wounded, each death, each burial, and every 
assignment and order, general or special. In fact, a complete 
record of every man from the time he reaches France until he 
leaves for home or is buried is kept here. The record of un- 
delivered mail is kept here also, and every effort possible seems 
to be made to learn the location of missing soldiers, so that the 
mail can be delivered to them, but I am impressed with the 
fact that the mail section of the records division had not ac- 
complished the purpose for which it was organized, That ina 
large measure, I think, was due to the fact that our system of 
organizing units of the Army made it impossible to trace the 
men. For example, in the English Army when a man enlists 
he enlists for a given regiment, and his mail address is always 
with that regiment; no matter where he may be his regiment 
knows where he is. Our organization gave a man no particular 
mail address. He was not necessarily attached to any special 
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unit. He was sent to a replacement camp, no matter what unit 
he went over with, and when any division at the front needed 
men they were sent from the replacement cainps to a unit where 
men were wounded, and they lost their identity as a member of 
the unit to which they originally belonged. If he was wounded 
or went to a hospital, his record went to the hospital with him, 
so that his company commander was unable to trace where he 
was, and the people at the hospital were interested in his recov- 
ery more than they were in his receiving his mail, so altogether 
the delivery of mail was a mixed-up mess. 

Much complaint was made among the people of America that 
the casualties were not reported more promptly after the 
casualties occurred. Upon inquiry from the Records Division I 
found that when men were wounded and sent back from the 
front they were taken to a field hospital and from there to a 
hospital farther back from the line, and finally taken to a base 
hospital, where it frequently happened that the base hospital 
was so full that another transfer had to be made and the record 
would not show the transfer. And then, too, it was not always 
possible to tell who was killed or wounded; there were so many 


missing after each battle. They had to be traced, and that took . 


a long time. Others were shot so badly that identification was 
impossible, but I was convinced that every effort possible was 
being made not only to make prompt reports but to identify 
every missing man, and I was told by the commander of the 
Records Division that he had traced the entire missing forces 
of the American Army with the exception of 4,351, and the next 
day when I saw him that had been reduced to 4,124, while the 
records of the French Army show 280,000 missing and the 
English 174,000 missing. Our people hope to reduce our number 
of missing to 2,000. 

Mr. FERRIS. Would it disturb the gentleman if I interrupted 
him for information purely? 

Mr. MADDEN. Surely not. 

Mr. FERRIS. Are they marking those graves so that they 
can be identified and visited by their friends later on? 

Mr. MADDEN. They are establishing national cemeteries 
now, and I will get to that. 

My next visit was to the battle fields, and in this I was 
fortunate in having accompany me Capt. Harper, who was in 
command of a battery of the Seventeenth Artillery at the Battle 
of Belleau Wood. He directed the fire of 1,040 shells in a single 
day into the village of Vaux. Capt. Harper had made a special 
study of every battle and knew all of the troops engaged in each 
and the strategic importance of each engagement. 

The first battle field visited was Belleau Wood. Belleau 
Wood is a small forest one mile long and a half mile wide, 
standing on the top of a large hill. It was in the possession of 
the Germans until the American troops drove the Germans out 
and took possession of the wood and the town of Vaux, which 
was entirely destroyed by American shell fire. 

The day’s trip took us to Chateau-Thierry, where the Ameri- 
cans won such undying glory and turned the tide of the war. 
[Applause.] It was at this point where the French were re- 
treating as the Americans came in, and the French officer who 
was in command of the retreating forces said to the American 
commander who was leading his forces into the battle, “We 
are retreating; why are you going in?” To which the American 
commander replied, ‘“ That is why we are going in.” [Applause.] 

After leaving Chateau-Thierry I visited Romaigne. On that 
day they were establishing a national cemetery for American 
soldiers. This will answer the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris]. The cemetery was all laid out, trenches 
were dug, and several companies of soldiers with motor trucks 
were removing bodies from the cemeteries in that vicinity and 
placing them in caskets and taking them to the national ceme- 
tery, where they are to lie in soil to be owned by Anmrica, and 
there forever. to be enshrined in the hearts of the American 
people. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman. yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman mind telling the House 
how the graves in the temporary cemeteries are marked? 

Mr. MADDEN. The graves are marked with wooden crosses, 
marked in each case with the name of the man and the regiment 
to which he belonged, and also with the identification tag of the 
man who is buried there. Of course, the identification tag might 
possibly be removed, and thereby the identity of the man might 
be lost; but the records of the office at Bourges are so complete 
that the burial place of every soldier who is known and the 
grave in which he lies is recorded. I saw the heart-rending 
scene where they were taking up 26,000 bodies of our boys. It 
was possible, even while I was there, to identify the men. But 
they were buried in shallow trenches, with their uniforms on, 
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not covered with a casket of any kind, and their bodies had be- 
come so heavy on account of their clothing being saturated with 
rain that four husky soldiers were required, while they were 
carrying a single body on a stretcher, to rest every. 25 ieet.. The 
work that these men are doing is one of the works which I be- 
lieve is a distinguished service, and if any class of men who have 
served in the American Army deserve and should receive the dis- 
tinguished-service cross those men who are doing this work of 
love certainly ought to receive it. [Applause.] 

Mr, ROSE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. ROSE. Only recently I received a letter from a relative 
of mine, in which it is said that the remains of Pvt.. Deckert 
had been removed and buried in an isolated grave at an isolated 
cemetery, the name-of which I do not now re¢all to mind. Does 
it mean that that grave can not be lecated? 

Mr. MADDEN. No. As one travels over the area over which 
the battles were fought, individual graves can be seen here and 
there and everywhere, but every grave is properly marked. 
Sometimes you find a grave on the roadside, on a hill made by 
dirt taken from a ditch alongside the road. Next you will see a 
grave or two in the distance, a few feet away from the roadside. 
Then you may see a hundred graves, all surrounded by a fence. 
But the national cemetery at Romaigne is to care for 26,000 
American soldiers who were killed in that locality, and I believe 
that to-day every one of these soldiers is buried there. There is 
to be another American cemetery established in France, but just 
where I do not know. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. It might be interesting if the gentleman from 
Illinois would compare the care that has been shown in the 
collection and preservation of the bodies of American soldiers, 
as contrasted with that of the French and British. 

Mr. MADDEN. I would be delighted to do that; but I do not 
think that I am qualified to do it. But I will say one thing, 
that the men who had the care of the men who were killed in 
the Amerivan Army have seen to it that their comrades’ graves 
were marked so that they can be located. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORB of Pennsylvania. Some American families are 
very anxious to have the remains of their soldier dead returned 
for Christian burial in the United States. Does the gentleman 
know whether any effort was made to preserve these remains 
so that they can be brought back? 

Mr. MADDEN. It would not have been possible to preserve 
the remains. They had to be buried as quickly as possible on 
the battle field. It was not possible to have scientifically pre- 
pared the bodies, and my judgment is that no family in America 
should ever ask to have the body of their boy brought back, 
because they are to be laid away in the cemeteries to be owned 
by the Nation, devoted to the care of the remains of: those who 
fell in the country’s defense, and properly cared for in a shrine 
to which every American can go. My own judgment is that it 
would not be possible to bring them back with any degree of 
satisfaction, and I hope the American people will not attempt 
to have them brought back. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyivania. Some efforts have been made 
to bring them back, and it has been intimated that the War 
Department, in due course, will permit the return of certain of 
those remains. 

Mr. MADDEN. I understand the War Department will bring 
back the remains of any boy whose parents or friends wish to 
have them brought back; but if my advice were sought, I would 
say what I have already said, “ Do not do it.” 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
want to disturb the line of the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. MADDEN. It will not disturb me at all. 

Mr. GARD.- Is the gentleman going to advise us about the 
burial of American soldiers in German territory and at Brest? 

Mr. MADDEN. All the bodies of American soldiers buried 
anywhere in Prance are to be removed to the cemeteries to be 
established. 

Mr. GARD. I refer particularly to the army of occupation 
and as to the men who died on German soil. 

Mr. MADDEN. Iam not familiar with any plans of the War 
Department as to that, but I might assume that any men who 
have died in the oecupied territory on German soil will either 
be removed to America or removed to the national cemeteries 
located in France. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 
yield? 
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Mr. GRAHAM. of Illinois. I might perhaps supplement the 
statement of the gentleman by a statement of fact, that I was 
advised that the bodies of such soldiers as had died in hospitals 
were embalmed and placed in caskets. 

Mr. MADDEN. That may be true. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. That is true. 
died on the battle field were buried at once. 
Mr. FHSS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN: Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. There was a movement to create: what they 
called a field of honor, in which it was proposed that the Gov- 
ernment was to accept the gift of something like a thousand 
acres of land in some beautiful portion of France, and then a 
hall of records to be erected and a chapel, and the bodies bé 
brought there and buried in the one place, and the Government 
represented’ there by a garrison, and later on the place to be 
beautified’ and embellished from funds to be received by the 
Government. through donations. 

Mr. MADDEN. That would be a beautiful idea, and one 
which I think ought to receive serious consideration; and 
since we have established these national cemeteries, to which 
all the bodies that we have been able to find have been re- 
moved, it would be very easy to move them from these: ceme- 
teries to the central place indicated by the gentleman. 

Mr. FESS. I am glad to have the gentleman’s indorsement 
of that, because I think it is becoming a matter of nation-wide 
interest: 

Mr. MADDEN. Kkt ought to. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Surely. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Do I understand my colleague to.say that 
he thinks it would be a good idea to have the bodies of these 
patriots turned over to some individual corporation or society, 
rather than taken care of by the Government? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, no. The plan contemplated in the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio is based on the understanding 
that. it is to be a cemetery owned by the Government of the 
United States. Nobody would think for a moment of the other 
plan. 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MADDEN. Surely. 

Mr. SNYDER. Is it the understanding that the men are to 
be buried over there if their parents desire to have them 
brought back to this country? 

Mr. MADDEN. I understand that it will be the policy of the 
War Department to have every soldier brought back whose 
parents wish it. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. How many of these national cemeteries 
are contemplated? 

Mr. MADDEN. Only two are in contemplation now, one at 
Romaigne, where 26,000 American soldiers are to be buried. 
Undoubtedly they are already buried there, because the trenches 
were all dug when I was there. It is a beautifully situated 
spot on the side of a hill, and large enough to provide for all 
of the 26,000 bodies that were being removed from the adjoin- 
ing cemeteries. 

Mr, FAIRFIELD. 
Government? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know exactly how it was acquired, 
whether it was donated or purchased, but we are to own it. 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LAZARO. Does not the gentleman think it would be wise 
for our Government to make known to the parents of all these 
dead soldiers what the Government intends to do, so that the 
parents can come to a definite understanding about it? 

Mr. MADDEN. I think it would be a good idea. I think it 
might be wise for the Secretary of War to send broadcast some 
kind of a communication indicating what the policy of the Gov- 
ernment is to be with respect to the care of the remains of the 
soldiers who are buried in France. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. I have the impression that that has been 
done already. 

Mr. MADDEN. Perhaps it has. 

Mr. GARRETT. I know it has been done in some instances. 

Mr. MOORE of: Pennsylvania. I asked the gentleman that 
question a little while ago, and I am not sure whether he indi- 
cated that the War Department had announced a policy. 

Mr. MADDEN. I said the Secretary of War said that:-in any 
case where the family requested it he would have the bodies 
brought back. 


Only such men as 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But not at the present time? 

Mr. MADDEN. Not at the present time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That would give to every sol- 
dier’s family the right to have the soldier’s body returned in case 
it was desired? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That ought to be done. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I should like to know whether he knows 
if the War Department has determined that it will enter 
immediately upon the work of returning the bodies of soldiers 
who were killed in France? 

Mr. MADDEN. My understanding is that the Secretary of 
War has indicated that he would rather not begin the returning 
of the bodies until the war is over and the proclamation of peace 
has been issued. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I want to say that I have had several 
cases where I have made requests for the return of bodies, and 
that was the advice I received. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think that information is correct. 

Mr. LUFKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. LUFKIN. I want to say that this morning I called at 
the War Department on an errand of that kind, and they told 
me that this matter will not be taken up until the American 
Army has practically all been returned to this country. 

Mr. MADDEN, That is what I thought. 

ARGONNE-MBUSE BATTLE. 

It seems proper at this point to call special attention to the 
achievements of the American Army at the Argonne-Meuse 
Battle. Here the difficulties seemed to be so insurmountable as 
to make success doubtful, but a visit to the place confirms one 
in the opinion that every American has—that no soldier is the 
equal of the American soldier. [Applause.] 

The Argonne Forest is about 30 miles long and 3 miles wide, 
with a great canyon about 1,000 feet wide running through the 
center, north and south. On one side of this canyon the French 
were intrenched in dugouts all up and down the mountain 
side. The Germans were intrenched on the other side of the 
canyon. The two armies were able to look each other in the 
face. They remained-in this position for four years, with an 
occasional skirmish from the front-line trenches, with no indi- 
cation that any effort would be made by either side to come 
out and fight for supremacy. 

The difficulty of the situation was such that one is obliged 
to conclude that if the demands of the Allies, that the American 
Army should be merged with the French and English and 
{talian Armies and fight without identity, had not been denied the 
war would still be on if Germany had not succeeded in mastering 
the allied forces; and it is to the persistent and determined efforts 
of Gen. Pershing that the credit is due for insisting that an all- 
American army, fighting as an American army, should be organ- 
ized, and to the fact that the American Army was assigned to 
the Argonne Forest sector, in my judgment, is due the suc- 
cessful conclusion of the war. When one stops to think that 
the French and German Armies remained in their trenches 
within a thousand feet of each other in the Argonne region 
for four years and that the American Army marched through 
the ravine between the two armies and drove the Germans 
into the open across the valley through which the Meuse 
River runs, into an open plain where Gen. Pershing assem- 
bled 810,000 American soldiers of all armies facing the Ger- 
mans on the hills «cross the valley, which seemed impregnable ; 
that the American engineers succeeded in building bridges across 
the Meuse River for the passage of the American soldiers, 
which were finished under the heaviest possible German shell 
fire from the amphitheater of hills that surrounded the plain, 
it will be seen that without the valor and daring and genius 
and courage of the Americans and the matchless leadership of 
their commander in chief the war would still be on if the Allies 
were able to hold out at all. At Mount Faucon, one of the high 
points of vantage on this battle ground, was the headquarters 
of the Crown Prince of Germany. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The general statement that the gentle- 
man made a short time ago, that the American troops turned 
the tide, is fully borne out in an article I read in the afternoon 
paper purporting to be a statement by Gen. Ludendorff: 


Franee and England would have been beaten in 1918 but for 
America. 


And then he goes on to say: 
America proved to be the deciding military factor in the war, 
Gen. Ludendorff ought to know something about it. 


- 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; and I made up my own mind about it 
oe my own observations as I went over the different battle 
fields. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. The gentleman from Ohio has 
stated what the afternoon paper says Gen. Ludendorff said. In 
the same paper they say that Field Marshal Haig, in his final 
report of the war, failed to give America any credit for the 
winning of the war. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; and that is the reason I am telling the 
truth, because nobody over there will. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, What was the character of the Argonne 
Forest? 

Mr. MADDEN. The forest is dense; it is mountainous, 
broken by the ravine I spoke of, with almost perpendicular 
sides looking over into the valley, 5 miles across, and surrounded 
by an amphitheater of hills several miles in length down the 
valley. 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LAZARO. I have visited the Argonne Forest, and I am 
very much interested in the gentleman’s address. Will not the 
gentleman tell the House something about the German dugouts, 
so that Members who have not had an opportunity of visiting 
there may know what the American boys were up against? 

Mr. FESS. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield before 
he answers the gentleman from Louisiana, I want to say that 
Mrs. Humphrey Ward, a famous writer, has called attention to 
the fact that we lost only a few thousand, while the British loss 
was many, and France about 2,000,000, making a contrast that 
is perhaps not unfriendly, but indicates that they are being 
twitted a little by our statement that we turned the tide. Will 
not the gentleman indicate by something, of a statement of the 
short time we were in action, in contrast with the long time 
that they were in action, that there was a much briefer service 
on our part than on theirs? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will answer both gentlemen. I wish to say 
that on the side of these hills, known as the Argonne Forest, the 
sides of the hills across the valley formed an amphitheater like 
the galleries around this Chamber; that myriads of Germans 
were in concrete dugouts and in tunnels, from which it would 
seem that it was impossible that they could be dislodged. 

When the Seventy-seventh Division of the American Army 
marched up through the highway that passes along the ravine in 
the Argonne Forest, in the face of the fortified positions of the 
Germans, they did the most daring thing that was ever done by 
men anywhere in all the world. [Applause.} There was the 
Crown Prince of Germany in his concrete building at Montfau- 
con, the highest point of vantage from which he could see every 
movement along the battle field for miles. The Crown Prince 
of Bavaria was in a dugout in palatial form, with tunnels 50 
feet below the ground to save him in case of danger. There was 
every facility for the protection of the German Army, and yet, 
realizing the importance of the situation, and knowing that the 
American Army was not expected to sueceed, Gen. Pershing 
took the bull by the horns, ordered the mevement, and success- 
fully carried it out; he lined his men up on the valley, with the 
guns of the Germans pointed toward 810,000 men frem the hiil- 
sides everywhere, with thousands of our men killed and wounded 
as they marched forward, and yet they marched up the hillsides 
of that amphitheater with the guns playing on them from every 
side, front and back, and drove the Germans into retreat. No 
greater losses were made in any other army than were made by 
the American Army for the period that we were engaged in 
active conflict. And we would have been engaged in an aetive 
conflict longer if it had not been for the courage, valor, bravery, 
and daring of our men. It was only because they had that that 
we were not in it longer; it was because they had it that the 
war ended. [Applause.] 

I realize that we are not going to get any credit from any of 
the Allies abroad for what we did. They were glad to have us 
there when we went; but they did net want us te be conspicuous, 
except to fill the gaps, under their direction, and I am proud that 
Gen. Pershing had the courage to insist that we should fight as 
Americans under the command of Americans. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, is it possible that the nations 
that have received so much from us as did the Allies would give 
us no credit for what we did—would show us ne gratitude at all? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think they have. 

Mr. FERRIS. What philosophy can create such a condition of 
mind as that? 
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Mr. MADDEN. I do not know; I am going to try to tell about 
it a little as I go along, if the gentleman will excuse me for a 
moment. My time is abcut out. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
eonsent that the gentleman may proceed until he concludes his 
address. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
remaining. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 

Mr. MADDEN. I shall get through very quickly if they do 
not ask me too many questions. 

Mr. SNYDER. The Indian Affairs appropriation bill is sup- 
posed to come on when the gentleman finishes. I will concede 
a reasonable amount of time. 

Mr. MADDEN. Thirty minutes would do. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I renew my request for unani- 
mous consent, that the gentleman may be permitted to conclude 
his address, which will take 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Illinois 
may be allowed to conclude his address, not to exceed 30 min- 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDEN. I was saying that at Montfaucon, one of 
the highest points of vantage on this battle field, was situated 
the Crown Prince of Germany. I happened to be able to get 
into his tower of observation, and while there I was glad to 
know that it was no longer the headquarters of the Crown 
Prince of Germany. 

It was Gen. Pershing’s idea that the only way to win the war 
was by driving the Germans into the open, and any person can 
see that it was impossible to win the war with the armies in- 
trenched in dugouts and living in tunnels away from each other, 
although looking into each other’s faces, and his daring and 
dash and initiative and the daring and dash and initiative and 
the valor and courage of the American soldier, who willingly 
faced the cannon from every hillside that surrounded the val- 
ley, must indicate that nothing in the world except such initia- 
tive could have won the war. 

It was not my good fortune to go into Belgium, and hence I 
am unable to say what the conditions there are, but the towns 
that were destroyed in northern France were of no real conse- 
quence; they had no place of any general importance in the 
make-up of the country in which they were situated. The 
country itself, except here and there a fertile valley, is barren 
land, hills, rocks, and sand, not even good for grazing, and so 
I consider the damage done by the destruction of these towns 
is nothing that needs to be called to the special attention of the 
world for the purpose of reconstruction. The people who orig- 
inally lived in these towns have gone to other places, settled 
down in the community life of the place to which they have 
gone, and they have no desire to return, as there is nothing to 
attract them to the places where they formerly lived. The 
good people here who are raising millions of dollars to recon- 
struct these towns are, in my judgment, mistaken. The French 
people themselves are not anxious to have the towns recon- 
structed. They do not want anybody’s help. 

If you get an idea that you want to reconstruct a town where 
nobody lives, without any population to go into the town, it 
would seem to be foolish to spend the money for that purpose. 
Most of the towns were located at places where they ought 
not to have been located. They never had any purpose in life, 
and the destruction of the town itself is of really no conse- 
quence whatever in the domestic policy of the French people. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he refers in that statement to such towns as Bapaume and 
Arras? 

Mr. MADDEN. I was not there. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Those are French towns. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Does the gentleman refer to Rheims and 
Montdidier and such places? - 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. But Rheims is a place of 90,000 people, 
and another town, Noyon, was much destroyed. 

Mr. MADDEN. There is no use of quarreling about it. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I can not understand the gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
it plainly enough. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. 
the coal lands at Lens. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is all at the other end. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. It is right in France; it is the Pittsburgh 
of France. 


The gentleman has five minutes 


utes. 


I think the gentleman ought to. I have said 


Let me call the gentleman’s attention to 
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Mr. MADDEN. It is on the border. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Did the gentleman go over the battle fields 
north of Paris—Cambrai, in the northern part of France? 

Mr. MADDEN. I started at Belleau Woods. 

Mr. HASTINGS. That is east of Paris. Did the gentleman 
visit those cities north of Paris, along the British battle front? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I just went on the American battle 
fronts. 

Mr. HASTINGS. That includes Lens and Arras and those 
towns. Does the gentleman mean that some of them are entirely 
destroyed, where there were 25,000 population before the war? 

Mr. MADDEN. I know; but there is nobody who wants the 
towns. I have talked with the French people about that, and 
they say that if anybody wants to go there they will build a 
house; but you do not want to build a whole town for one fam- 
ily, and as the families go there and their needs are shown, they 
will build a sufficient number of houses to take care of them. 

GEN, PERSHING. 


I suppose Gen. Pershing could easily have made himself popu- 
lar with the Army. He probably could have made himself more 
popular with the American people than he has if he had organ- 
ized a better system for the delivery of mails; but his only 
thought was victory. He devoted himself as a soldier to the 
task and he played no favorites, as far as I am able to see. He 
selected the men who, in his judgment, were best qualified to 
meet the demands of the case at the time. Generals were dis- 
missed ruthlessly, others were promoted to take their places. 
Courage, initiative, and military genius seemed to be the object 
of his campaign; he was not looking for the plaudits of the 
people. I believe he is every inch a soldier. I believe he was 
eminently qualified for the task he had to perform. I think he 
performed it with wisdom and courage and unselfish devotion. 
I think that history will give him the place to which he is en- 
titled when the story of his achievements are written by men of 
unprejudiced minds. 

BATTLE OF VERDUN, 

The battle of Verdun is one that ought not to be forgotten. It 
cost more lives perhaps than any other battle in the war. 

Verdun is surrounded by great mountains leading out onto 
an expansive plain. These mountains are fortified almost im- 
pregnably, and how the Germans ever expected to take Verdun 
is more than I can see. In the city of Verdun there is a great 
citadel, known as the fort of Verdun. It is the back of the 
mountain facing the plain. In this citadel there is room for 
10,000 reserve soldiers. They slept them and fed them and held 
them there during all the battle. Those who were brought in from 
the front to rest were taken to the citadel and new forces were 
supplied from the citadel to the front. The road leading from 
Verdun to Bar le Duc was the only road through which sup- 
plies could come. It is known as the Holy Road. The German 
and French lost an equal number of men in the battle of Ver- 
dun, and it is said that about 1,000,000 men on both sides were 
killed or wounded. 

It looked to me as if there was no strategic importance to 
Verdun. I think the French themselves say that, but there is a 
feeling of reverence that surrounds Verdun which made the 
French fight to retain it. They said it helped to maintain the 
morale of the army. 

My trip led me up to Diekirch, where the Thirty-third Division 
was quartered. There I met Gen. Pershing and Gen. Bell and 
witnessed the review of the Thirty-third Division. This is an 
all-Illinois division. It was a wonderful sight. This division 
had the right of the line in the Argonne-Meuse battle and cap- 
tured the hill across the river from the forest. 

And I want to tell the story of what I saw on the day of this 
review. There were 107 men lined up to receive the dis- 
tinguished-service medal and the distinguished-service cross. I 
walked down the line and I saw Gen. Pershing as he presented 
these trophies of war, if that is what you want to call them, 
and here is what I saw: One sergeant was given the distin- 
guished-service medal for killing 10 Germans. Another one was 
given the distinguished-service medal for killing 2 Germans and 
capturing 30. Another man was given the distinguished-service 
cross for killing 8 Germans, taking all the machine guns of a 
battery, and taking all the officers of the battery. Another man, 
a private, was given the distinguished-service cross for volun- 
teering and successfully delivering messages through the 
enemy’s line after five of his comrades had been killed in the 
attempt. Another man was given the service cross for going 
400 yards in advance of his command and drawing the Ger- 
mans’ gunfire in order that they might be able to locate the 
guns. These are the acts of bravery that we can not realize; 
we can not realize what prompts men to do such service as this, 
and one had to be proud when one witnessed the recognition 
which they received for the service. I tell you it made tears 
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come to my eyes as I witnessed the presentation of these dis- 
tinguished-service medals and cresses, and America has thou- 
sands and thousands of boys who have done similar things to 
this in the Army on the other side. [Applause.} . 

Luxemburg is a beautiful country and I am happy that the 
Germans did not decide to stand in Luxemburg and fight the 
allied forees, for it seems to me that with the hills pointing in 
every direction the troops would not be able to pass successfully 
through the valleys surrounded by these hills. 

From Luxemburg I went into Germany, and the thing that 
impressed me most there was the uniformly well-dressed peo- 
ple. I could not help but reach the conclusion when I saw the 
hundreds of Germans on the highways, im the fields, in the 
villages, and in the cities so uniformly well dressed that they 
must be in a good physical condition, because people do not 
generally put all they have on their backs. 

Germany seemed to be at work. The fields were well tilled; 
great piles of chemical fertilizer were to be found everywhere, 
and it was being spread upon the fields. The mills were smok- 
ing. The merchants seemed to be prosperous, and though the 
value of the mark had fallen to 8} cents men seemed to be able 
to find employment everywhere at from 8 to 12 marks a day. 

It is said that Germany is short on fats, but in the country 
districts I think it is fair to say that they are not short of 
food. 

Another thing that impressed me in Germany is the feeling 
they have that we are not in possession of Germany as victors, 
but that we are there under contract; that the armistice was 
signed as the result of the President’s 14-point suggestion. 

The mills in France are idle; the machinery has been taken 
out by the Germans, but in eastern and western and southern 
France, which has not been occupied by the armies in battle, 
everything seems prosperous and beautiful, and that terri- 
tory through which the war was fought being of less value no 
special harm was done except in the coal regions where the 
French eoal was taken, and the loss of life and the terrible 
suffering. 

One thing in Franee that is noticeable is that every woman 
is in mourning, and the thing to be most regretted, as I see it, 
is the unfriendly feeling which exists between the French peo- 
ple and the American soldier. It does not apply merely to the 
rank and file of the American soldier but it reaches up. 

IE noticed as I went through eastern, western, and southern 
France where our armies never fought that we have a large 
number of soldiers building roads, and I wondered whether it 
was entirely proper that our men should be employed in these 
activities, but in conversation with Gen. Pershing he assured 
me that it was necessary under our arrangement with France 
to maintain the roads wherever our armies were quartered, 
beeause we were using them extensively with our trucks to 
move supplies. My criticism of this is not so much on the facet 
that we are building the roads as that we are buying the mate- 
rial from the French people at a price just double what we 
pay in this country for the same material. 

PEACE TERMS. 


It seems a pity that the peace terms have not been agreed 
upon earlier. The failure to agree upon terms of peace leaves a 
measure of doubt in the minds of all the people abroad. I am 
more convinced than ever after a survey of the situation there 
that America should stand aloof from entangling alliances 
abroad. [Applause on Republican side.] It can not be possible 
for our people to mingle with the people there on equal terms: 
they do not think like we do. Invisible border lines make it 
necessary for them to be watchful of each other. They are 
suspicious, one nation of another. You can not make them 
otherwise. Their internal political hatreds are unchangeable. 

The league of nations, which provides, if it should be approved 
here, for the defense of the political integrity and geographical 
boundaries of foreign nations, is likely to lead us into trouble. 
The nations that are being created are now at war with each 
other. They are likely to continue. They are fighting every 
day. It seems impossible to reconcile the conditions between 
them. The Balkan States must be recognized as the cradle of 
wars. Nobody could maintain their political integrity or geo- 
graphieal boundaries. My judgment is that America should not 
send her boys on to foreign territory for the purpose of maintain- 
ing their political integrity. [Applause on Republican side.] 
If the occasion arises when the honor of America is at stake at 
any time in the future, we should defend that honor in any way 
that is necessary [applause}, and for that purpose I favor the 
universal military training of the youth of the land [applause], 
and the maintenance of a reserve from among the officers who 
went into this war from civil life, and the creation of a Navy 
commensurate with the importance of America’s commerce, with 
but a reasonably small Army. 
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I think if we had fought the war to a finish and had not agreed 
upon an armistice upon promises that seem to be misunderstood, 
the peace terms would have been agreed to before this, and the 
world’s safety would have been assured. 

Iam for peace, everlasting peace, and I think the way to obtain 
it, so far as America is concerned, is to meet our obligations as 
Americans by being prepared to meet the issue when it arises, 
and to refrain from entering into any contract in advance that 
will almost certainly involve us in war. [Applause.] 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 2480, the Indian appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. In the temporary absence of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Lonewortu] the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mappen] will take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Mappen). The House is in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 2480, which the Clerk will report 
by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Bureau ef Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, before commencing the read- 
ing, I desire to say that there were several typographical errors 
found in the bill which we were reading on Saturday. We have 
had made what is known as a star print, and anyone who is 
reading the bill which we had on Saturday had better get a 
new one from the desk, as the Clerk will read from the new 
print of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
in order. 

Mr. SNYDER. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk when 
he begins to read, read from the new print. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Clerk may read from the new print of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that would be a 
little irregular, to enact part of this bill from one print and part 
from another, and I trust the gentleman will not press his re- 
quest. The star print, of course, will be all right to use to 
refer to—— 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, there were several slight typo- 
graphical errors only, which have been corrected, and no eor- 
rections have been made in any part of the bill which we have 
gone by ; it is only in the part which we are about to read now, 
and I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection and let 
us go ahead. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I shall not object, but the gentleman is 
liable to get into deep water on that. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LoneworrH). 
objection. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the paragraph last read, which was reserved at the time it was 
read on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserved a point of order 
on the paragraph read. 

Mr. WALSH. Beginning line 22, page 46, and ending line 4, 
page 48. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, the chairman understands that 
the seetion is subject to the point of order, and he does not 
desire to argue the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
make the point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Sec. 18. For expenses of administration of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, Oklahoma, and the compensation of employees, $205,- 
000, of which sum $20,000 shall be immediately available: Provided, 
That a report shall be made to Congress by: the Superintendent for the 
Five Civilized Tribes, through the Secretary of the Interior, showing 
in detail the expenditure of all moneys appropriated by this provision : 
Provided further, That hereafter no part of said appemeiasion shall 
be used in forwarding the undisputed claims to be paid from individual 
—- of restricted allottees, or their heirs, or in forwarding uncon- 
test agricultural and mineral leases made by individual restricted 
Indian allottees, or their heirs, to the Secretary of the Interior for 
approval, but all such undisputed claims or uncontested leases now 
required to be approved under existing law by the Secretary of the 


The Chair does not think that would be 


The Chair hears no 





256 


Interior shall be paid, approved, rejected, or disapproved by the Super- 
intendent for the Five Civilized Tribes of Oklahoma: Provided, howw- 
ever, That any party aggrievid by any decision or order of the Superin- 
tendent for the Five Civilized Tribes of Oklahoma may appeal from 
the same to the Secretary of the Interior within 30 days from the date 
of said decision or order. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point 
of order on the proviso beginning in line 13, on page 48, to the 
end of the paragraph. 

Mr. CARTER. The item is clearly subject to the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order? 

Mr. CRAMTON., I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question but it is subject to 
the point of order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon 
the words, “of which sum $20,000 shall be immediately avail- 
able,” lines 8 and 9. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. HASTINGS. 
order? 

Mr. WALSH. I will withhold the point of order. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I want to appeal to the 
chairman not to make that point of order. The superintendent 
down there has very earnestly appealed to the members of the 
Oklahoma delegation, Mr. Carter, and myself for this appro- 
priation, and it was incorporated in an amendment offered in 
the Senate before. The truth about the matter is they had 265 
employees in this office. A great many of them have had to 
be laid off and others will be unless this appropriation is passed 
before June 30, which will disorganize the force, and I sin- 
cerely trust the gentleman will not make that point of order 
against it, so that if this appropriation is finally passed it may 
properly be approved by, say, June 15, so that they will have 
15 days between that time and June 30. 

At any rate, if the appropriation is made, and it passes both 
Houses, and the superintendent down there knows that it is 
going to be available, he will make his arrangements accord- 
ingly. They have appealed to the members of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and to the Oklahoma delegation in the most 
urgent manner, asking that this appropriation be made imme- 
diately available. And let me say now to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that it Was upon my motion, as the chairman of 
the committee will remember, in the committee, that these 
“immediately availables,” generally speaking, were cut out 
from this bill before. And I agree with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that these appropriations, generally speaking, 
ought not to be made immediately available. But I appeal 
to him that in this particular case this money ought to be imme- 
diately available. A good many of those clerks now have been 
laid off, because they have not sufficient funds with which to 
pay them. 

Mr, SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Yes; I will be pleased to do so. 

Mr. SNYDER. Do I understand that simply if we pass this 
amendment here and leave the funds immediately available, 
they can immediately resume expenditure of the funds? Does 
not this bill have to be signed by the President? 

Mr. HASTINGS. It has to be signed. 

Mr. SNYDER. There is not any possibility of the President's 
signing this bill before the 1st of July. . 

Mr. HASTINGS. I think so. That is the hope, anyway, and 
if not, it does not hurt anything. 

Here is what I want to say: That if this bill passes both 
Houses and the superintendent there has assurance that the 
President is going to sign it, he can make arrangements with 
his employees who are laid off to come back at some future day 


Does the gentleman make the point of 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Will the gentleman reserve the point of 


year. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course when this measure was considered in 
the House last January the same sum was sought to be made im- 
mediately available. I think it was in January, if I mistake not, 
and it was sought to have $20,000 immediately available then. 
Now, this measure will certainly not become a law until some 
time next month, and they certainly will not need $20,000 to be 
immediately available at that time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I think that is a larger sum than is abso- 
lutely necessary to be made available before June 30, but it will 
not hurt anything. I thought some money ought to be available, 


but I would not know just the exact amount to state in the bill 
in lieu of the $20,000. 
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go to work some 10 or 12 days before the end of the fiscal ; 


May 26, 


Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will permit me, this lan- 
guage was stricken out by the committee, and we did not press 
it on the floor of the House. That was placed in in the Senate 
afterwards, and we agreed to it in conference. 

Mr. WALSH. I appreciate, Mr. Chairman, the urgency of the 
situation, but I do not think by this sort of legislation upon an 
appropriation bill we ought to encourage—I do not know as it 
is misuse of public appropriations—but we ought to see to it 
that the various superintendents and bureaus and divisions of 
the Indian Office, in view of the enormous increase which we 
are making in these various items, confine themselves to the 
amount in this proviso. I do not believe, in view of the lateness 
of the passage of this bill and the short time that will intervene 
between the time when the entire sum will be available, we 
should differentiate between any of these items and make part 
of them immediately available, or any small proportion of 
them. That is the chief reason I am objecting to making it 
immediately available. If this is left in here we will undoubt- 
edly have strong arguments brought to bear in the next Indian 
appropriation bill why part of this appropriation and others 
should be immediately available. And I therefore insist upon 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, has the Chair disposed of the 
point of order of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramton]? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. The Chair sustained the point of 
order. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I have an amendment I want to offer to 
the section, if the point of order has been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘ Mr. CArTER proposes the following amendment: Page 48, line 13, 
nsert: 


“ Provided further, That no part of said appropriation shall be used 
in forwarding the undisputed claims to be paid from individual moneys 
of restricted allottees, or their heirs, or in forwarding uncontested agri- 
cultural and mineral leases (excluding oil and gas leases) made by 
individual restricted Indian allottees, or their heirs, to the Secretary of 
the Interior for approval, but all such undisputed claims or uncon- 
tested leases (except oil and gas leases) now required to be approved 
under existing law by the Secretary of the Interior shall (hereafter) be 

aid, approved, rejected, or disapproved by the Superintendent for the 
‘ive Civilized Tribes of Oklahoma: Provided, however, That gay party 
aggrieved by any decision or order of the Superintendent for the Five 
Civilized Tribes of Oklahoma may appeal from the same to the Secre- 
= of the Interior within 30 days from the date of said decision or 
order. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, reserving a point of order, I 
understand that the amendment which the gentleman from 
Oklahoma now offers puts this matter in a form that is accept- 
able to him and also to his colleague, the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Hastrines]. 

Mr. CARTER. I have discussed it with my colleague, and he 
says this is acceptable. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Then I withdraw the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carter]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

I listened with a great deal of interest to the discussion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppDEN]——— 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is pro- 
ceeding out of order. I have no objection whatever, so far as I 
am concerned, that he should proceed out of order, but I think 
the rules of the House ought to be observed. If the gentleman 
will ask unanimous consent to proceed out of order—— 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is that necessary? 

Mr. SNYDER. I did not understand the request of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I move to strike out the last word. It 
is customary in the committee. 

Mr. SNYDER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, 
we are trying to get through with this bill to-night, and I should 
like very much if we could confine the discussion to matters par- 
ticularly connected with the measure. And I think if the gentle- 
man does not desire to speak to the measure we will have to 
object. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for five minutes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. La- 
GuARDIA] asks unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes 
out of order, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 


The point of order is sustained, and the 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, in the course of the discus- 
sion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] the point was 
brought out, or I believe the doubt was raised in the minds of a 
good many Members, that when the Meuse-Argonne offensive was 
commenced a hope was entertained that it would not be suc- 
cessful. I hope that no Member here really has that impression. 
I certainly desire to make it clear that if the gentleman from 
Illinois desired to convey such an impression he is entirely in 
error. Can you imagine an offensive of that magnitude and 
that importance, vital as it was to the success of this war, to 
have been commenced with the hope that it would not be suc- 
cessful? The Meuse-Argonne offensive was considered by the 
General Staff, by Gen. Foch; it was planned and prepared, and 
the sector of the Meuse-Argonne was given over to the American 
Army with the confident expectation that they would make good. 
[Applause.] They did make good. 

Now, then, gentlemen, there is another matter which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois brought up, which I hope will not leave 
any erroneous impression, and that is as to the gratitude of the 
people of our allies. I do not know what the experience of the 
gentleman from Illinois has been in his short visit to France, 
but anyone who was there during the war, or anyone who was 
familiar with conditions, knows that this country has the eternal 
gratitude of the people of England, France, Belgium, Italy, and 
the rest of our allies. [Applause.] 

Another thing which the gentlemau from Illinois mentioned, 
which I desire to make clear, is the comparative achievements 
of the various armies of the Allies. The valor and the courage 
and the ability of the American soldier are so well known that 
they need not be repeated here day after day. It is unsoldierly, 
it is un-American, to boast and to make odious comparisons; 
and when you compare the activities of our Army with those 
of the armies of our Allies, you must take into consideration the 
fact that the armies of the Allies had been in those trenches 
for four years, and that our Army was young, fresh, and in 
better condition as to morale and strength; and in this connec- 
tion I will say—and I believe I am voicing the sentiment of 
every man who took an active part in this war—that the Ameri- 
can Army pays tribute to and respects the courage and the 
valor of the British, the French, the Belgians, and the Italian 
armies that fought at their side. [Applause.] It seems to me 
that it comes with rather bad taste for us here on the floor of 
this House to make any comparison of that kind. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. GARD. The gentleman states that the armies of the 
Allies had been in the trenches for four years, 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. GARD. As a matter of fact, they would have been there 
four years more if it had not been for American assistance? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. , Absolutely ; and it is bad taste for us to 
make any comparisons here on the floor of this House. You 
will not hear an American soldier do it. That is the impression 
I wish to leave with you. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. UPSHAW. In the face of the widely published state- 
ment of Lloyd-George, that America did come into the war in 
the nick of time and helped to save the day, is it not conceivable 
that if there is anywhere any jealousy, it is but a petty military 
jealousy, which is not shared by the real leaders of England and 
France? z 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I can tell the gentleman that that jealousy 
does not exist, even in the military service; not even there. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Another question—will the gentleman per- 
mit it? . 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Does not the gentleman think that if it was 
right for America to enter into a league of war with those great 
nations for her own safety and for the freedom and civiliza- 
tion of the world, would it not be right and sane for America 
to enter into a league of peace with these same nations and all 
other nations of like ideals to guarantee the fruits of the victory 
we have won? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
ay to the enrolled members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of 
fodiens of Oklahoma entitled under existing law to share in the funds 
of said tribes, or to their lawful heirs, out of any moneys belonging to 
said tribes in the United States Treasury, or deposited in any bank or 
held by any official under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the In- 


terior, not to exceed $150 per capita, said payment to be made under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 


LVIII——17 


Absolutely; and we are going to do it. 





scribe: Provided, That in cases where such enrolled members, or their 
heirs, are Indians who by reason of their degree of Indian blood belong 
to the restricted class, the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discre- 
tion, withhold such payments and use the same for the benefit of such 
restricted Indians: Provided further, That the money = to the en- 
rolled members or their heirs, as provided herein, shall be exempt from 
any lien for attorneys’ fees or other debt contracted prior to the passage 
of this act, except that the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized, within 30 days after the passage of this act, to investigate the 
claim, not to exceed $200, growing out of a contract between John Calvin 
Gray as an enrolled member of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations and 
Henry W. Blair as attorney, and in case such claim is found to be valid 
and the contract approved in accordance with existing law, the said 
Secretary may, in his discretion, apply any amount that may be found 
due under this paragraph, or from any funds standing to the credit of 
said John Calvin Gray as an enrolled member of the Choctaw Nation to 
the payment of such fee, but the amounts due hereunder to other en- 
rolled members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations shall not be held 
in abeyance to this claim, but shall be paid promptly without reference 
thereto: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to use not to exceed $8,000 out of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
tribal funds for the expenses and the compensation of all necessary em- 
ployees for the distribution of the said per capita payments. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment from the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee amendment offered by Mr. Snyper: Page 49, line 11, strike 
out “ $150” and insert in lieu thereof “ $200.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a short state- 
ment in regard to that. At the time of the hearings, when this 
bill was drawn, as gentlemen will note on page 269 of the hear- 
ings, it was believed that there was not sufficient money in the 
Treasury of the United States to the credit of both these nations 
to pay $200 per capita and retain sufficient necessary funds. 
There being some question as to whether there would be a suf- 
ficient sum, we made the amount $150. But since then we have 
been advised that there has been an addition to the amount in 
the Treasury to the credit of those nations, so that $200 per 
capita can be safely paid. And acting on the policy that the 
committee is endeavoring to follow, of getting the money which 
belongs to the Indians into the hands of the Indians as quickly 
as possible, and also to get the Indian free as quickly as possible, 
we offered that amendment. 

In further support of it I desire to have two letters read, re- 
ceived from Commissioner Sells this morning, referring to this 
matter, and also referring to the matter of making citizens of 
Indians. ; 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman has those 
letters read, I hope he will permit me to make a statement. 

Mr. SNYDER. I would rather have the letters read first, and 
then the gentleman can be heard, if he desires. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the letters referred to 
will be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Commissioner Sells on March 7 sent the following letter to all reser- 
vation superintendents having jurisdiction over allotted Indians. This 
broadens “the new declaration of policy” so as to include those of 
one-half Indian blood, and will greatly increase the number of Indians 
having full control of their property : F 

“Dear Mr. ————: You are requested to submit to this office at 


; the earliest practicable date a list of all Indians of one-half or less 


Indian blood who are able-bodied and mentally competent, 21 years 
of age or over, together with a description of the land allotted to said 
Indians and the number of the allotment. It is intended to issue 
patents in fee simple to such Indians. Advise the office at once the 


approximate date when this list can be furnished. 


“Sincerely, yours, 

“Cato SELLS, 

“ Commissioner. 
“Approved. 

“FRANKLIN K. LANE, 

“ Secretary.” 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

OrFrice OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 17, 1917. 
DECLARATION OF POLICY IN THE ADMINISTRATION OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


During the past four years the efforts of the administration of Indian 
affairs have been largely concentrated on the following fundamental 
activities: The betterment of health conditions of Indians, the suppres- 
sion of the liquor traffic among them, the improvement of their indus- 
trial conditions, the further development of vocational training in 
their schools, and the protection of the Indians’ property. Rapid 
progress has been made along all these lines, and the work thus re- 
organized and revitalized will go on with increased energy. With these 
activities and accomplishments well under way, we are now ready to 
take the next step in our administrative program. 

The time has come for discontinuing guardianship of all competent 
Indians and giving even closer attention to the incompetent, that they 
may more speedily achieve competency. 

Broadly speaking, a policy of sreater liberalism wi!l henceforth pre- 
vail in Indian administration, to the end that every. Indian, as soon 
as he has been determined to be as competent to transact his own 
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business as 


the average white man, shall be given full control of his 
prop. 


and have all his lands and moneys turned over to him, after 
whi will no longer be a ward of the Government. 

Pr ant to this policy, the following rules shall be observed : 

1. Patents in fee: To all able-bodied adult Indians of less than one- 
half Indian blood there will be given, as far as may be under the law, 
full and complete control of all their property. Patents in fee shall 
be issued te all adult Indians of one-half or more Indian bleod who may, 
after careful investigation, be found competent, provided that where 
deemed advisable patents in fee shall be withheld fer not to exceed 
40 acres as a home. 

Indian students, when they are 2] years of age.or over, who complete 
the full of instruction in the Government schools, receive di- 
plemus, and have demonstrated competency, will be so declared. 

2. Sale of lands: A liberal ruling will be adopted in the matter of 

g upon applications fer the sale of inherited Indian lands where 
applicants retain other lands, and the proceeds are to be used to 
improve the homesteads or for other equally good purposes. A more 
liberal ruling than has hitherto prevailed will hereafter be followed 
with regard to the applications of noncompetent Indians for the sale of 
their lands where they are old and feeble and need the proceeds for their 
support, 

3. Certificates of competency : The rules which are made to apply in 

anting of patents in fee and the sale of lands will be made equally 

plicable in the matter of issuing certificates of competency. 

Individual Indian moneys: Indians will be given unrestricted con- 
trol of all their individual Indian moneys upon issuance of patents in 
fee or certificates of competency. Strict limitations will not be placed 
upon the use of funds of the old, the indigent, and the invalid. 

5. Pro rata shares—trust funds: As speedily as possible their pro 
rata shares in tribal trust or other funds shall be paid to all Indians 
who have been declared competent, unless the legal status of such funds 
prevents. Where practicable the pro rata shares of incompetent Indians 
will be withdrawn from the Treasury and placed in banks to their indi- 
vidual credit 

6. Elimination of ineligible pupils from the Government Indian 
schools: In many of our boarding schools Indian children are being edu- 
cated at Government expense whose parents are amply able to pay for 
their education and have public school facilities at or near their homes. 
Such children shall not hereafter be enrolled in Government Indian 
schools supported by gratuity appropriations, except on payment of 
actual per capita cost and transportation. 

These rules are hereby made effective, and all Indian Bureau admin- 
istrative officers at Washington and in the field will be governed ac- 
cordingly. 

This is a new and far-reaching declaration of policy. It means the 
dawn of a new era in Indian administration. It means that the com- 

etent Indian will no longer be treated as half ward and half citizen. 
t means reduced appropriations by the Government and more self- 
respect and independence for the Indian. It means the ultimate absorp- 
tion of the Indian race into the body politic of the Nation. It means, 
in short, the beginning of the end of the Indian problem. 

In carrying out this policy I cherish the hope that all real friends of 
the Indian race will lend their aid and hearty cooperation. 

Cato SELLs, 

Commissioner. 


ceurse 


FRANKLIN K. LANE, 


Secretary. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, with further reference to the 
amendment I have offered and to the communications which I 
received this morning—— . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I 
proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there objec- 
tion * 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNYDER. I beg to say that these letters are simply re- 
productions of statements which have been made to the commit- 
tee, at least for the past four years, when the commissioner or as- 
sistant commissioner has been pressed to bring about a situation 
such as he says he is now ready to adopt, and my experience in 
the past has caused me to believe that nothing more will come of 
this than has come from the promises heretofore made unless we 
take some action to force the situation. About a year ago the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CarTErR], who was then chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs, introduced a bill which 
would force this situation, and that bill has been before the 
commissioner for at least a year. That bill has been reintro- 
dueed at this session, and it will correct this situation; and if 
the membership of this House will support the gentleman from 
Oklahoma in that endeavor we shall not have to receive promises 
of this character in the future. 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

SNYDER. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman. 

GARD. Is it necessary to pass legislation to carry these 
iumendations into effect, or has the Department of the In- 

the power now to do it? 

SNYDER. The Department of the Interior has the power 
to do it, but it also has the power not to do it. We want to fix 
it so that the department will have the power to do it, and we 
want to take away from it the power not to do it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. In reference to this particular amendment, 
it seeks to increase the per capita from $150 to $200. 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. ‘There are sufficient funds for this—— 


ask 


unanimous consent to 


Mr. 
Mr. 
recon 
terior 


Mr. 
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Mr. SNYDER. I explained that. 

Mr. HASTINGS. And if we find there are not sufficient funds, 
the language is “not to exceed $200”; but there are sufficient 
funds to make these payments. 

Mr. SNYDER. My amendment has nothing to do with the 
letters which I presented in the time that I was discussing the 
amendment. The gentleman has correctly stated the fact, that 
there is a sufficient fund, and it should be distributed, and I hope 
the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield before he takes his 
seat? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. In reference to the policy announced, there was 
contention the other day about whether a graduate of an In- 
dian school could be graduated into citizenship and get rid of 
the status of a ward, and about the attitude of the Government 
toward an Indian who had property and the ability to take 
care of it, as to why he should be kept as a ward. Are we not 
to understand frony this letter that the policy of the bureau is 
to do that? 

Mr. SNYDER. That is what the commissicner says, but he 
has said it so many times before and has failed to do it that 
we have not much faith in the statement now. 

Mr. FESS. I should think a statement like that—-that a 
policy is being announced and yet is being ignored—ought to 
receive some drastic attention from Congress. 

Mr. SNYDER. I should like to call your attention to the fact 
that neither one of these letters was received by any Member 
of this House, even though the letters are dated April 17. 

Mr. FESS. It looks as though there is something wrong. 

Mr. SNYDER. I received the letters to-day by special mes- 
senger from the department with the request that in view of 
the debate on Saturday the letters be read to-day. 

Mr. FESS. Is the head of the bureau making an effort to 
ignore the Congress? 

Mr. SNYDER. I think at present he is making an effort to 
recognize the Congress. 

Mr. FESS. If he does that, then he will earry the policy into 
effect, will he not? 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will yield, I think the com- 
missioner’s letter, as I heard it read from the desk, announced 
the policy of removal of restrictions and the issuance of cer- 
tificates of competency to Indians of half or less than half In- 
dian blood “ where found to be competent.” 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the bug under the chip. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FESS. Who is the judge of the competency of the In- 
dians? 

Mr. CARTER. ‘The commissioner and his agents. The com- 
missioner may perhaps be pursuing what he deems to be a 
policy that is consistent with his pronouncement, but such action 
has not seemed to be sufliciently liberal to meet the views of 
committee members. The Committee on Indian Affairs have 
found many Indians who came before them who, to all intents 
and appearancés, were perfectly competent, but who complained 
that they were still laboring under restrictions and under the 
effect of having trust patents rather than fee patents. 

Mr. FESS. Why does not Congress cure the situation? 

Mr. CARTER. That is what we are attempting to do with 
this bill I have mentioned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask recognition in my own right. I want to 
say something about the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Snyper], and then I will have a few 
more words on this. 

At the time that the Indian bill was reported last year the 
funds on hand would just about make a $200 per capita pay- 
ment to the Choctaws and Chickasaws, and it was thought ad- 
visable by the committee to retain a portion of those funds 
for expenses that might be incurred in sales of land and col- 
leetions of rentals, accounting, schools, and so forth. Since 
that time a part of the coal and asphalt deposits have been 
sold, and that has brought in large sums of money, which the 
commissioner this morning advised me were adequate to in- 
sure the payment of $200 per capita. Anyway the language 
says “not to exceed $200,” so he can make a per capita pay- 
ment of $100, $150, or $200, as the funds will warrant. 

Now, with relation to this matter about which we have been 
having some discussion here, I think I have stated as plainly 
as I ean the facts in the case. The bill that has passed to re- 
move the restriction from certain Indians of less than half 
Indian blood should not be optional with anyone. It ought 
either to do the business or not do it, otherwise it may not be 
done. As I explained Saturday, if a man is of less than 
half Indian blood, that means that he must have had a mother 
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and a father both with white blood in their veins, otherwise he 
would not be of less than half Indian blood. If he had a 
mother and father both with white blood in their veins, then 
necessarily he must have been raised as a white person and 
not as an Indian. If he was half Indian, his mother might 
have been a full-bleod Indian and his father a white man who 
deserted the mother soon after the child was born, and he 
might then have been raised as a full-blood Indian; but if he 
has less than half Indian blood—and I want to insist on that 
point and make it plain to the members of the committee—if a 
person is of less than half Indian blood the mother who raised 
him must have had white blood in her veins, and he must have 
had the civilizing influence of the Anglo-Saxon in his raising, 
and, of course, must have been educated. Therefore we ought 
not to leave the question of determining that man’s competency 
to the discretion of anyone, especially after the Indians have 
done what they have in the war. They have furnished, mostly 
as volunteers in the recent war, a great deal larger per cent 
of soldiers than the white man furnished, and they have bought 
more Liberty bonds and contributed more to Red Cross and 
other war activities. 

Therefore he is entitled to full citizenship. If he has less than 
half blood, he is entitled to have the restrictions removed, and 
I think the House will do no violence in going that far. When 
it comes to the Indian with more than half blood, I am content 
that some discretion shall be lodged in the Interior Depart- 
ment as to the competency; but when he has been raised as a 
white man I think he ought to be given full citizenship and all 
the rights of other American citizens. 

The gentleman from Ohio asked me if there was any legisla- 
tion. I. repeat, I introduced a bill in the last session of Con- 
gress a year before that Congress adjourned. The bill was 
sent to the Indian Bureau, but up until we adjourned I re- 
ceived no report from the Indian Office. My bill provided for 
citizenship for all Indians, removing all restrictions of all In- 
dians less than half blood and providing a competency commis- 
sion, with one-man of Indian blood, to investigate the compe- 
tency of those of more than half blood. It is no new order, ex- 
cept that the bill made it mandatory on the commissioner to 
issue a certificate of competency to those with less than half 
blood. 

Mr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman will yield, that is the 
law now with reference to the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; a law that has worked successfully. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. I understood when the letter was read that 
this wonderful, marvelous, far-reaching policy soon to be 
adopted is to reduce the appropriations necessary for the In- 
dian Bureau. Has there been any communication along that 
line heretofore? 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will permit, this is not a 
marvelous new policy. 

Mr. WALSH. That was my characterization. 

Mr. CARTER. It has been the avowed policy of the Indian 
Bureau for many years, but many mixed-blood Indians still 
complain of inability to get relief. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER. The commissioner and assistant commis- 
sioner have stated that this was their policy for several years, 
and I think every member of the Indian Committee would agree 
that that has been their statement. The difficulty is that mem- 
bers of the Indian Committee who live on and near Indian res- 
ervations and those who have made trips of investigation do 
not agree that competent Indians have been given proper relief 
in the issuance of fee patents and certificates of competency, 
Replying specifically to inquiries made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, I will say that the gentleman in charge of this 
bill this morning and I immediately took notice of this para- 
graph in the letter with reference to reduction of expenditures. 
We agreed that this matter must be called to the attention of 
the department when their officials come before our committee 
to justify appropriations in the future. We will not fail to 


do this, and in order that our case may be strengthened as 
much as possible we should pass at this session my bill granting 
competency to all Indians of less than one-half Indian blood. 
If this is done, then we know we will turn loose and be rid of 
all that class without further ado. 

Mr. TILSON. 
word. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
My State has no appropriation and no special interest 


in this bill. I have heard that there is or was a few years ago 
one lone Indian. of full blood living in my State. He was of 
the Schaghtacoke Tribe and lived somewhere near the border 
line between the districts of my colleagues, Mr. GLYNN and Mr. 
Merritt. He may have long since passed on to the happy 
hunting grounds. Connecticut is, however, interested in this 
matter as every other State in the Union is interested. 

We who live off the Indian reservations have been watching 
this bill from year to year with some degree of alarm, as we 
have seen its total gradually creeping upward year after year. 
The amounts to be expended have been growing until in this 
bill they aggregate about a half a million dollars more than the 
current law. The reason for it, so far as I have heard stated, 
is the increase in prices, although this is a year after the war. 
The appropriations for the current year were made during the 
war. 

Mr. SNYDER. Of course, the gentleman will not attempt to 
say that anything in the line of material that they have to 
purchase has been reduced in price. 

Mr. TILSON. That may be true; but it seems to be a rather 
large percentage of increase. We have just heard a statement 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs read here that would 
seem to indicate the policy of the Indian Bureau to be to give 
full citizenship to the Indians and decrease appropriations. It 
seems to me that when the former very able chairman of this 
committee and the present very able chairman of the committee, 
representing the two sides of this Chamber, agree with the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs something ought to be done. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I want to say that I am so afraid the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs does not agree. Let me read a 
paragraph of his letter: 

To all able-bodied adult Indians of less than one-half Indian blood 
there will be given, as far as may be under the law, full and complete 
control of their property. Patents in fee shall be issued to all adult 
Indians of one-half or more Indian blood who may, after careful in- 
vestigation, be found competent, provided that where deemed advisable 
patents in fee shall be withheld, not to exceed 40 acres, as a home. 

This letter is dated April 17, 1917. It took it two years and 
two months to get it here. If they only would carry out these 
recommendations it would result in good all around. No one 
objects to administering on real Indians, but these so-called 
Indians that are white neither desire nor deserve to be ad- 
ministered upon. They very much prefer to be let alone. If 
we are ever to have an end of the Indian problem the Govern- 
ment ought to want them let alone. I only hope it will be done. 

Mr. HASTINGS. That letter was given to the press at the 
time all over the country. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, after all it seems that there is 
quite an agreement on both sides of this Chamber as to what 
ought to be done. If there is some inertia in the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, or if some camouflage has been attempted in this 
communication, still if we agree about it here, and the other 
body and the Executive agree with us, we ought to be able to 
accomplish something. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me 
right there to read from a letter which I addressed the Acting 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs? I wrote this letter to him 
after having heard him make an address at a chureh in this 
city on April 3, 1919. The letter is as follows: 


APRIL 4, 1919. 
Hon. E. B. MERITT, 
Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I was very agreeably surprised last night when you 
committed yourself and the Indian Bureau as favorable to the bill pro- 
viding full citizenship to all American Indians. 

You complained, however, that the Indian Bureau had no jurisdic- 
tion over legislation and therefore no responsibility in connection with 
the failure up to this date to enact this bill. You closed your remarks 
on this subject with a statement, which I think I quote verbatim, 
as follows: 

“If Mr. CARTER will only have his bill passed which he introduced 
giving citizenship to all Indians, he will receive the unanimous plaudits 
of every member of the Indian Bureau.” 

Now, the facts in the case, as you are well aware, are that the In- 
dian Bureau is responsible for Indian legislation to the extent that the 
Interior Department, by its agency, the said Indian Bureau, has for 
years assumed, and been accorded by Congress, jurisdiction to make 
recommendations for necessary Indian legislation. So far as the tenure 
of my chairmanship of this committee is concerned, no bill of any con- 

uence has ever been favorably reported by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the House without first submitting the measure to the Indian 
Bureau for report and recommendation. As a matter of fact, the very 
bill in question, H. R. 9253, was personally by me filed with the Indian 
Bureau for such report and recommendation on January 26, 1918, more 
than 13 months before the adjournment of the recent Congress. An- 
other formal filing of this bill with the Indian Bureau was made by 
letter on February 28, 1918, more than 12 months before such adjourn- 
ment, but up to this good hour no tidings have been received by this 
committee from the Indian Bureau, and no intimation of the position 
of the bureau on this subject has been disclosed to any member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs until the statement made in your address 
last night, 
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Since none of the speakers at this meeting prior to the time of your 
address had made any attack on the Indian Bureau I hope it can cer- 
tainly be assumed that your statement was not made as a political 
defense of the bureau, but represented the sincere sentiment of the 
Indian Bureau from the head thereof on down, and that as Acting Com- 
missioner you would not give vent to such utterance unless you were, 
as it were, “ speaking from the book.” 

I repeat, that after this long lapse of 15 months, I rejoice to be ad- 
vised of the position of the bureau in connection with this matter. I 
shall reintroduce the bill on the day the next session of Congress con- 
venes and on that same day will ask to have the measure again sub- 
mitted to the Indian Bureau for report and recommendation, with an 
abiding faith that your asseveration will be made good and a favorable 
report on all the provisions of the measure immediately returned for 
the consideration of Congress. 

Very respectfully, yours, _—_—_—_— ——. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
his time be extended for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was ne objection. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to say that that bill was introduced 
on that day, and that my good friend, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, has been good enough to refer the bill to the Indian 
Bureau, as I stated it would be, so I presume we may expect 
some action on the measure at an early day. 

Mr. TILSON. -Mr. Chairman, these two facts stand out: This 
bill has been growing in amount from year to year, and it car- 
ries this year and every year a large number of items for attor- 
Yes, and a part of many items of appropriation are 
for the payment of employees. I suspect that in these items of 
the bill lies a good deal of the cause for the inertia. There is 
always great difliculty in eliminating items carrying appropria- 
tions for the payment of attorneys’ fees and employees’ salaries. 
This Congress ought not to be so much interested either in em- 
ployees’ salaries or in attorneys’ fees as in meeting and solving 
this problem along rational lines. I hope that in the not too 
distant future we shall have a real solution of the Indian prob- 
lem, putting the Indian in the way of becoming a useful citizen 
instead of a ward. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


fees. 


neys 


For salaries and expenses of such attorneys and other employees as 
the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, deem necessary in 
probate matters affecting restricted allottees or their heirs in the Five 
Civilized Tribes and in the several tribes of the Quapaw Agency, and 
for the costs and other necessary expenses incident to suits instituted or 
conducted by such attorneys, $85,000. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of having read in my time an item from a 
newspaper under the date of Minneapolis, which seems rather 
apropos at. this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MINNEAPOLIS, 

Charges that the United States Bureau of Indian Affairs is “ squeezing 
the blood ” from the Indians whose affairs it administers, destroying the 
old high idealistic morals of the race, were made by Dr. Charles A. 
Eastman, president of the Society of American Indians, in an address 
at the “ Little Theater” at the University of Minnesota last night. 

Dr. Eastman, himself a full-blooded Sioux and a Dartmouth College 
man, is in Minneapolis to arrange for the meeting next fall of the na- 
tional intertribal convention of the society. 

The convention, Dr. Eastman said, will be a protest meeting and will 
cali on Congress to abolish the bureau. The administration set up by 
treaty while the race was “serving an apprenticeship to civilization ” 
has become maladministration that in another generation will make the 
Indians absolute anarchists, he asserted. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of inquiring of the chairman of the 
committee whether it is the purpose of the gentleman to strike 
out this item of $85,000, after having had read the newspaper 
article? 

Mr. SNYDER. No; it is not. 

Mr. GARD. Then what purpose is sought to be advanced? 

Mr. SNYDER. Simply as an illumination of the discussion 
that is going on along the same line. 

Mr. GARD. Do I understand the gentleman having charge 
of the bil) agrees with the statement made in the newspaper? 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not by any means. 

Mr. GARD. Then what benefit is there in having it read? 

Mr. SNYDER. I do, however, believe in a tremendous modi- 
fication of the activities of the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. GARD. But this is a drastic revocation, not a modifi- 
-ation. 

Mr. SNYDER. I appreciate that, that it is an elimination, 
which I would not approve of. 

Mr. GARD. The gentleman does not approve of the article 
which he himself submitted to be read? 
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Mr. SNYDER. It is not necessary that I should approve an 
article that I send to the desk to have read which has appeared 
in the public print. That is not the rule here. 

Mr. GARD. But the gentleman gives it a certain approval by 
its presentation. 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not think I gave any such idea at all, 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
just to make the observation that I happen to know Dr. East- 
man. He has been at our institution of learning twice, and I 
have had the opportunity of sitting under the teaching of his 
philosophy and studying him at close range. I doubt very much 
whether this distinguished Indian, a graduate of an eastern 
eollege, who married a Caucasian girl, who has a great standing 
in the world, not only as an Indian but as a citizen of the coun- 
try, would make a statement on his own authority that could 
not have substantial backing in facts. Therefore I think that 
much ought to be said on the floor of the House in regard to 
Dr. Eastman’s statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized te 
use not exceeding $10,000 of the proceeds of sales of unallotted lands 
and other tribal property belonging to any of the Five Civilized Tribe? 
for payment of salaries of employees and other expenses of nang 
and sale in connection with the further sales of such tribal lands an 
property, including the advertising and sale of the land within the 
segregated coal and asphalt area of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 
or of the surface thereof as provided for in the act approved February 
19, 1912, entitled “An act to provide for the sale of the surface of the 
segregated coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations, and for other purposes” (37 U. 8S. Stat. L., p. 67), and 
of the improvements thereon, which is hereby expressly authorized, and 
for other work necessary to a final settlement of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes: Provided, That not to exceed $2,500 of such amount - 
may be used in connection with the collection of rents of unallotted 
lands and tribal buildings: Provided further, That during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1920, no moneys shall be expended from tribal funds 
belonging to the Five Civilized Tribes, without specific appropriation by 
Congress, except as follows: Equalization of allotments, per capita 
and other payments authorized by law to individual members of the 
respective tribes, tribal and other Indian schools for the current fiscal 
year under existing law, salaries and contingent expenses of governors, 
chiefs, assistant chiefs, secretaries, interpreters, and mining trustees of 
the tribes for the current fiscal year at salaries at the rate heretofore 
paid, and one attorney each for the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Creek 
Tribes employed under contract approved by the President, under exist- 
inz law, for the current fiscal year: Provided further, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized to continue during the ensuing 
fiscal year the tribal and other schools among the Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
Creek, and Seminole Tribes from the tribal funds of those nations, 
within his discretion and under such rules and regulations as he may 
prescribe: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby empowered, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, to 
expend funds of the Chickasaw, Choctaw, Creck, and Seminole Nations 
available for school purposes under existing law for such repairs, im- 
provements, or new buildings as he may deem essential for the proper 
conduct of the several schools of said tribes. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order, sim- 
ply to ask a question. Perhaps the gentleman from Oklahoma 
ean state, as he is familiar with these tribes, how many attor- 
neys act for them now. 

Mr. CARTER. Attorneys? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. I did not catch the item. 

Mr. WALSH. I see you make a change in the law by pro- 
viding that the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Creek Tribes shall 
have one attorney each. The current law just says, “attorneys 
of the tribes.” : 

Mr. CARTER. Well, the Choctaws have one and the Chick- 
asaws have one and the Creeks have one, and the Cherokees 
and the Seminoles have none. The Choctaws, Chickasaws, and 
Creeks have one attorney each, and the Seminoles and Chero- 
kees have none. In the past, I think, the Creeks have had 
several men working under this appropriation as attorneys, but 
I will yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma who is from that 
district. 

Mr. HASTINGS. It was the purpose of the legislation that 
each of those tribes may have one attorney who is employed 
by the chief and approved by the President of the United States. 
We felt like that was abused; they would make a contract 
with one attorney, and he would make a subcontract with others, 
so there were in fact some two or three or more employed, and 
this particular language was put in this bill so that they would 
be restricted to the employment of only one attorney. Now, 
let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. WALSH. This is a restriction. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I was the last Cherokee tribal attorney 
and went out in 1914. The Cherokees do not have any tribal 
attorney. The other three tribes mentioned in the bill have 
tribal attorneys, and this bill provides for one each for them 
and they are to be employed as attorneys have in the past under 
existing law. 

Mr. WALSH. This is restrictive in its nature? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Yes; it is restrictive. 
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Mr. CARTER. I may say the Chociaws and Chickasaws have 
not for some years had more than one attorney. The Creeks 
are the only tribe that have had more. 

Mr. WALSH. You are now restricting them to one? 

Mr. CARTER. One. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Let me say to the gentleman the abuse 
that this amendment seeks to correct was that the Creeks com- 
plained that too much was paid out one year for expenses of 
the tribal attorney, which we thought ought to be cut down, 
end so it is restricted. 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the reservation of the point of 
order. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, further reserving the point of 
order, I desire to make inquiry of those in charge of the bill 
relative to the tribal schools among the Choctaws, Chickasaws, 
Creeks, and Seminole Tribe entirely for my own information. 
What is the extent of the so-called tribal schools and how are 
they distinguished between schools which are recognized to be 
for the education of white children? 

Mr. CARTER. The schools of the Five Civilized Tribes were 
taken over by section 10 of the act of April 26, 1906. Prior to 
that time the Five Civilized Tribes had operated their own 
schools with their own officials, mostly with their own teachers, 
paid out of their own funds, but under that act all the tribal 
schools were taken over by the Federal Government, and for a 
while all were kept in full swing. They have been reduced now 
until there are only two or three in the Choctaw Nation, if I 
remember correctly, and one in the Chickasaw Nation, and I be- 
lieve one still in the Seminole—— 

Mr. HASTINGS. And three in the Creek Nation. 

Mr. CARTER. But none in the Cherokee, so that is the ex- 
tent of the tribal schools now. When the school proposition 
was first taken over by the Federal Government I think there 
was something more than $500,000 a year spent for tribal schools 
and now perhaps there is not exceeding $100,000. 

Mr. GARD. Is the course of study similar to that pursued 
in schools for white children? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; but only a few of the boarding schools 
are still being continued, and the bureau attempts to confine 
them as much as possible to the full-blooded Indian, who is not 
yet sufficiently advanced to go to the public school. 

Mr, WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to direct the attention 
of the chairman to the evident misspelling, on page 53, line 5, 
of the star print, of the word “ Chickasaw.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will make 
the correction. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit, 
the gentleman from Ohio asked me yesterday something about 
the number of schools, I asked the department regarding it 
this morning, and was given these figures. There are 35 non- 
reservation boarding schools, 75 reservation schools, and 225 day 
schools at which Indian scholars are taught. They either belong 
to the Government or to the towns adjacent to where the Indians 
reside and for which the Government pays a per diem for the 
teaching of the Indian scholar. 

Mr. FESS. Does the gentleman’s information indicate the 
proportion of children that have school facilities? 

Mr. SNYDER. It does not, but there are ample facilities in 
the boarding schools for all those who apply and for more. 
There are one or two exceptions. There is plenty of room to the 
extent that last year when the Carlisle School was taken over by 
the Government there was no difficulty whatever in placing 
those pupils at that school in boarding schools throughout the 
country. 

Mr. FESS. There are Indian children, however, who do not 
have school facilities? 

Mr. SNYDER. Oh, yes; plenty of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reservation of the point of order is 
withdrawn, and the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Stuart, Lewis, Gordon & Rutherford, out of any 
funds in the Treasury of the United States belonging to the Creek 
Nation, the sum of $7,000, being in full settlement of the claim of the 
said Stuart, Lewis, Gordon & Rutherford against the said Creek Nation 
for legal services rendered the said Creek Nation employed by authority 
of an act of the national council of the Creek Nation, approved January 
7, 1898, the said sum of $7,000 having been appropriated in payment of 
said services by an act of the national council of the Creek Nation 
approved October 18, 1900. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
paragraph.’ 

Mr. HASTINGS. I hope the gentleman will reserve the point 
of order for a moment. 


Mr. WALSH. I will reserve it. If the gentleman will per- 


mit, before he begins I will ask him if this is not the subject 
of a special bill? 
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Mr. HASTINGS. And passed the House. 

Mr. WALSH. Passed on the Unanimous-Consent Calendar in 
the last Congress? 

Mr. HASTINGS. It passed the House in the Sixty-fourth 
Congress, but it did not pass the Senate. It failed because of 
want of time over there. But it has been favorably reported 
some two or three times from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the com- 
mittee a moment. I want to say this: That the Five Civilized 
Tribes, of which the Creek Nation is one, went from the South- 
ern States west of the Mississippi and located in what was then 
the Indian Territory, now the eastern part of Oklahoma, be- 
tween 1830 and 1840. For 60 years the Government of the 
United States had no supervision whatever over the expendi- 
tures of the Five Civilized Tribes. I want to make that as an 
unqualified statement. The Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles, Choc- 
taws, and Chickasaws had their own governor, their own legisla- 
ture, their own tribal schools. They divided up each country into 
counties; they elected their own officers, including county 
officers, and they paid the expenses without any supervision 
from the Government of the United States for 60 years, the 
same as the State of Delaware, the State of Connecticut, or the 
State of Massachusetts. I make that as an unqualified state- 
ment. 

Let me say to the Members of the House that I am carried on 
the Cherokee tribal roll; that I am an Indian by blood; that I 
went to the tribal schools and to the Indian boarding schools, 
and that I have taught in the schools, and that I represented 
them, and therefore feel qualified to make the statement in 
reference to the Five Civilized Tribes. 

I know that the Creeks appropriated during that time millions 
upon millions of dollars. And my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
CAMPBELL], who has been on the committee for years and lives 
in an adjoining State, knows what I say is true. The Chero- 
kees did the same thing. In 1894, for instance, we appropriated 
$6,000,000 and paid it out per capita. There is not a bit of 
question about that. Finally railroads were built through the 
country, cities and towns were located there, and finally the 
Government of the United States, by the act of March 3, 1893, 
sent a commission down to the Five Civilized Tribes to attempt 
to induce them to allot their lands and divide up the country in 
severalty and become citizens of the United States, with a view 
of bringing the Indian Territory in as a State of the Union. 
The commission was there for a number of years trying to nego- 
tiate with these tribes and had great difficulty in doing it. 
Finally the Creeks made an agreement, in 1897, which was 
ratified by the act of Congress of June 28, 1898. Then for the 
first time the Congress of the United States, with reference to 
these Five Civilized Tribes, put a clause into the law requiring 
the acts of the Creek councils to be approved by the President 
of the United States, and I have that law here before me. 

Prior to the passage of that act in 1898 and during the time 
the commission was down there trying to negotiate this agree- 
ment there was a good deal of friction between the Government 
of the United States and those tribes, both before and after 
the agreement was made. Now, because of that Creek council, 
by an act of its legislature, when it had a right to do it, on 
January 7, 1898, when it could appropriate millions and millions 
of dollars without any restriction at all, authorized the em- 
ployment of this firm of attorneys. It had the right to do it. 
It had employed attorneys for 60 years. They employed a firm 
of the most eminent lawyers in that part of the country. Judge 
Stuart, former partner of ex-Senator Bailey, was on the Federal 
bench of the Indian country, and Mr. Lewis was on the Federal 
bench of the Indian country, and Mr. Gordon is one of the 
leading lawyers in eastern Oklahoma, as is also Mr. Rutherford. 
None stand higher in their professions. They employed them 
to represent them before the courts and the commission down 
there. It resulted in a good many injunction suits being brought, 
and they had to try these suits. Now, as a matter of fact, they 
had to antagonize the department in some cases. No attorney 

could have properly represented them without doing it. It so 
happened that the Secretary of the Interior was Mr. Hitch- 
cock at that time. After this firm of attorneys performed 
these services under legal contract the Creek council, after the , 
attorneys had completed their work, passed an appropriation bill 
to pay them in accordance with the terms of the contract. It 
happened to be that that appropriation was after this act of Con- 
gress, namely, after June 27, 1898. The contract, mind you, 
was made under the act of the Creek council in January, 1898, 
when they had a right to enact it. And the council a year or 
two after this, after the services had been performed and the 
Creeks being entirely satisfied, appropriated the money. 

As I have said, there had been some friction between these 
attorneys and the Secretary of the Interior. They went into 
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and chtained injunctions in certain cases. But, anyhow, 
fterwards went back to the Creek council, and the Creek 
council appropriated this amount; it then had to come up here 
for approval. I want to make this clear to the Members of the 
House. At the time this original act of the Creek Legislature 
was passed it had the right to enact it, and when they made 
the contract it was a legal one. And at the time there was no 
approval necessary by the President of the United States to the 
act. My good friend from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], who is very 
familiar with this question, will bear out what I say about it. 
This firm of attorneys, composed of the most eminent men in the 
country, was legally employed. It performed the services, the 
council appropriated the money, but because of this friction and 
because of the disagreement with the Secretary of the Interiorx, 
he recommended its disapproval, and it was disapproved. 

Those are all the facts about the matter. I have brought the 
inatter repeatedly to the attention of the Commitee on Indian 
Affairs, and every time that committee has favorably reported it, 
and when it came up on the floor of the House and attention 
of the minority leader [Mr. MANN] was directed to it, he agreed 
that it should be passed, and it was passed in this House, but 
it was sent over to the Senate too late, and no action was taken 
there, so that it was not considered there, although I may say 
I believe it was favorably reported over there a time or two. 
In fact, it was added to this bill as an amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I will be glad to. 

Mr. WALSH. Was this the scheme that was submitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior, and he failed to approve its payment? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALSH. The present Secretary? 

Mr. HASTINGS. No; not the present Secretary. When we 
introduced a bill the present Secretary disapproved it on the 
cround that a Secretary 10 or 12 years ago had refused to ap- 
prove it. The present Secretary said it had been disapproved 
by the department, and the department simply adhered to the 
old ruling previously made. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman has a number of claims relat- 
ing to Indian matters, one of which is specifically disapproved in 
the report filed, in a letter disapproving the favorable reporting 
of the bill. Is this the claim? 

Mr. HASTINGS. No, sir. It is another bill. 

Mr. WALSH. Then I will withdraw the reservation. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I thank the gentleman. It is a meritorious 


court 
they 


The reservation of the point of order is 
‘erk will read. 

Tie Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $1,666.65 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the possession of the United States belonging to the Choctaw Tribe 
of Indians not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse William R. McIntosh 
for services rendered as coal and asphalt mining trustee for the Choctaw 
Nation during the months of October, November, and December, 1915, 
and January ard February, 1916: Provided, That no part of such sum 
shall be payable to William R. McIntosh for which disbursement there 
is any authorization by existing law. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. I do so in order to ask the gentleman from 
Oklahoma a question with respect to this item. How does it 
come that Mr. McIntosh rendered these services as a trustee 
and received no compensation? 

Mr. CARTER. William R. McIntosh is a Choctaw Indian, 
appointed under the act of July 1, 1902, which required the 
appointment of a Choctaw Indian. He was in the service at 
the time of the beginning of the first date set out in the item 
here, and his commission expired, but the commissioner failed 
to reappoint him until the later date. During all that time, 
however, William R. McIntosh served right along as mining 
trustee of the Choctaw Nation, and his reports were accepted 
by the department, but the comptroller ruled that because his 
comission for reappointment had not reached him during this 
period he could not be paid for that time. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reservation is withdrawn, and the 
Cierk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $392.60 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
possession of the United States belonging to the Chickasaw Tribe of 
Indians not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse Jacob B. Moore, of 
Ardmore, Okla., for probate expenses incurred and paid by him in the 
performance of his duty as attorney for the Chickasaws under a con- 


tract between him and Douglas H. Johnston, governor of the Chickasaw 
Nation, approved by the President of the United States December 1, 


1913. 
McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


Mr. 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
t 


vithdrawn. 
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Massachusetts re- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. McKrown: On page 
in line 6, insert new paragraph, to read as follows: 

“ Whenever requested by any restricted allottee of the Five Civilized 
Tribes or his legal guardian, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to offer for sale to the highest bidder at public 
auction, after due advertisement of the same, such parcels of land de 
scribed in said request, under such rules and regulations as he may 
promulgate: Provided, That there shall be retained not less than 40 
acres of the best tillable land, to be designated by said allottees or their 
legal guardians and approved by the Sec peoney of the Interior as a per- 
manent homestead, which shall be inalienable and nontaxable in per- 
petuity so long as the same is retained as a homestead by said allottee 
or his descendants: Prov ided, That soldiers of the war of 1917 and per- 
sons who become bona fide residents of said lands may purchase the same 
upon installments of interest and principal, payable annually, for a 
period not less than 5 years nor to exceed 20 years: Provided, That the 
money accruing from the sale of said lands of the said restricted Indians 
be paid to and be under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
be disbursed in his discretion i1n making permanent improvements upon 
the homestead and equipping the same for occupancy and cultivation 
and for such other use and benefit of such restricted Indians as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may deem best: Provided further, That said 
moneys when paid to said restricted Indians or their heirs shall be cx- 
empted from any lien for attorneys’ fee or other debt contracted prior to 
the disbursing of the same. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma will no 
doubt concede the point of order. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 
the point of order on the amendment, and the Chair sustains it. 

Mr. McKEOWN. I will be glad if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts would withhold it for a moment. 

Mr. WALSH. I will withhold it. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment covers a 
matter that I discussed in the committee during the general 
debate. If this amendment is put on this bill, it will open up in 
the State of Oklahoma many thousands of acres of land that will 
enable bona fide farmers and soldiers of 1917 to buy for homes. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield right 
there? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARD. I notice the gentleman says “ soldiers 
I suppose he means American soldiers? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes; of course I meant that by that desig- 
nation. 

Now, the Secretary of the Interior has advocated a plan by 
which homes or lands can be secured for returning soldiers. As 
I stated in general debate, in the eastern side of Oklahoma there 
are Indians who have as high as 320 acres of land for them- 
selves and 320 for their wives and 320 acres for each of their 
children, A man with a wife and eight children has approxi- 
mately 3,000 acres of land. This-land makes him absolutely 
land poor. He can not do anything with it. The Secretary of 
the Interior ties him up under the law until he can not lease it 
except for agricultural purposes for one year; that is, 160 acres 
of it known as his homestead. It is not taxable. The men who 
live in that country and who want to buy farms or land can not 
buy it. If you give these Indians 40 acres of land and selected, 
as provided in this amendment, out of the tillable land, and re- 
move the restrictions from the Indians, the land can on their 
application be put up at auction to the highest bidder, so that a 
man who wants to own that land to live on it can buy it on 
terms, and you will thereby do much to relieve the conditions in 
that country and also give the soldier who wants to own his own 
home an opportunity to acquire it. It will enable him to own a 
home in a new and progressive State, that is progressing every 
day, and will one day be one of the leading States of the Union, 
and that can be done without a cent of cost to the United States 
Government, because the land is there, and all they have to do 
is to make the application. 

I wish to direct the gentleman’s attention to the fact that in 
view of the constitutional right of these Indians who have 
already received their allotments it will only be on their applica- 
tion. What harm can be done to the country if the Indian comes 
in and asks the Government to sell his surplus land for him and 
build up a homestead, and give an opportunity to those men who 
have for years wanted a home to obtain it, and give opportunity 
to these soldiers who are anxious to obtain homes to acquire 
them? Let us do it in a practical way and without cost. I hope 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, this is too comprehensive a 
scheme to be taken up in this way. It should be carefully con- 
sidered by the committee. I therefore renew my point of order 
against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 


56, after the period 


of 1917.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to go back to page 
45 and offer the following amendment, which I think can be 
disposed of in a few moments, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to return tO page 45 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. TILLMAN: Page 45, line 16, after the word 
“ pupil,” insert a new paragraph to read as follows: 

“That the council of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma be authorized 
to elect or appoint a general tribal attorney to represent them in all 
legal matters affecting said tribe: Provided, That the salary of said at- 
torney, to be paid out of the tribal funds, shall not exceed $10,000 per 
year: And provided further, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
shall be denied the right to approve or override the election of said 
attorney.” 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve a point of order. I desire to ask the 
gentleman if this has received consideration of the members 
of the committee? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; and the committee are unanimously in 
favor of it. A like provision was in the bill as originally drawn, 
which bill was considered at the regular session. I think it went 
out on a point of order, and is subject now to a point of order 
if the gentleman insists upon it; but if the gentleman will kindly 
allow me a few minutes to argue the matter I desire to say 
that the cofincil for the Osage people have for many years 
wanted to employ an attorney, and have elected an attorney 
two or three times to represent them, but the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs for some reason has declined to approve this 
attorney. 

The Osage Indians are the richest people per capita in the 


The gentleman from Arkansas offers an 


world. They participate in big business like the Steel Trust 
does. The Steel Trust no doubt, for the purpose of having a 


like amount of its business looked after by a legal adviser, 
would pay him $100,000 a year for doing no more and for as- 
suming no more responsibility than would the attorney for the 
Osage Indians. There are about 2,200 of these Indians and 
their average family income is $20,000 a year. They have large 
holdings in oil and in gas and they are not permitted the privi- 
lege of employing an attorney to represent them annually. No 
other people in the wide world as wealthy as are these Indians are 
denied the right of employing a permanent legal counselor to look 
after their business generally and specially. The Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs insists that there is a superintendent at 
Pawhuska who gets $3,500 a year, as well as other bureau attor- 
neys and agents, and asserts that they can look after intricate, 
delicate, and important legal matters that, I think, should be 
looked after by a high-priced and able attorney regularly em- 
ployed by the Osages themselves and compensated by them out 
of their abundant tribal funds. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. CARTER. Is it not a fact that the Indians consider that 
at times their interests conflict with the views of the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs, and rather than an attorney, is he not 
a tribunal before whom these matters are settled? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is very true; in fact, they are in con- 
flict frequently as to what should be done. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation of 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TrriMan]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. We are at the end of the Oklahoma items, and I 
want to talk about the amendment that was offered limiting the 
authority of the superintendent for the Five Civilized Tribes in 
Oklahoma. 

There has been a good deal of discussion about the Oklahoma 
Indians and about the Five Civilized Tribes, and I only want to 
take up a moment or two to discuss it this afternoon. 

The statement was made by my colleague, which was correct 
in so far as it went, that the amendment that was offered was 
agreeable to me. It is in the sense that I can not get any more 
and therefore have to take it. Everybody in Oklahoma knows, 
and I want to put it in the Recorp here, that I am earnestly in 
favor of the bill as originally reported. Now, let me talk to 
the House about that provision. In the Five Civilized Tribes 
there are 101,519 Indians. There are 41,823 Cherokees, 20,799 
Choctaws, 6,304 Chickasaws, a little more than 18,800 Creeks, 
and about 3,200 Seminoles. Out of the 101,519 members of 
these tribes who are enrolled there are about 75,000 of them 
who are Indians by blood, and of the 75,000 Indians by blood 
there are 37,000 known as restricted Indians. In other words, 
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they are Indians over whom the Government exercises- some 
supervision. They have one-half or more Indian blood. It has 
been my contention and the contention of the Indians in Okla- 
homa that so far as their tribal affairs are concerned the de- 
partment ought to retain supervision, because it ought to deter- 
mine questions of general policy with reference to those tribes; 
but it has been our contention down there all the time that with 
reference to their individual moneys and their individual allot- 
ments that they ought to be approved by the superintendent to 
the Five Civilized Tribes. A good many Members of the House 
here do not know that we have a superintendent for the Five 
Civilized Tribes, nominated by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate; that he has employees numbering about 265 under 
him. They are all civil-service employees; they are all efficient, 
honest, able, competent men and women, and what we advocate, 
what the Indians of Okiahoma want and what the delegation 
contends for, and what I ask is that so far as the approval of 
contracts relating to individual Indians down there is con- 
cerned, that they go before the superintendent to the Five 
Civilized Tribes, with the right of appeal in contested matters. 
When I came to Congress if you bought out of a restricted In- 
dian’s money a pair of trace chains the transaction had to go 
before the local representative down there in Oklahoma and 
had to come from him up through the superintendent to the Five 
Civilized Tribes, and from the superintendent of the Five 
Civilized Tribes to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs up to the Secretary of the 
Interior, so that it took about six months to buy a set of chain 
harness for an Indian. 

Another thing: If you wanted to lease a tract of agricultural 
land for more than one year, the homestead of one of these 
Indians, you had to go through exactly the same process. Now, 
when it comes up here the department has nothing other than 
the record that has been sent up by the local man down there. 
Suppose it is an agricultural lease. The land may be on the 
top of a hill, it may be uncleared land, it may be fertile land, 
it may be 40 miles from the railroad, or it may be near a rail- 
road. The local man would Know all that. Now, what we are 
contending for and what the Indians down there are contending 
for is that that matter ought to go before the local man down in 
Oklahoma, who is 2 civil-service employee, who is honest, cap- 
able, and efficient, and let him pass on it with the right of ap- 
peal to the Secretary of the Interior in case of contest. We 
think that ought to apply to oil leasing. Let me say to the 
Members of the House that I want to protect the Indians. I 
want to say that every single Indian in Oklahoma not under the 
influence of the department, not employed by the department, 
agrees with the Oklahoma delegation without any exception. 

Now let me call attention to a few things—my friend thinks 
that he is protecting them. I want to say without fear of any 
contradiction that every one of the restricted leases by reason 
of the fact of these delays in going before the local superintend- 
ent and forwarding it to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the Secretary of the Interior for approval is a detriment to the 
Indian. It is well known throughout Oklahoma that restricted 
leases in every case sell for less than a commercial lease. There 
is no doubt about it, because the Indian lessor suffers by reason 
of the delay and uncertainty. You are not helping the Indian 
by having it come up here because we appropriated $205,000 for 
the use of the superintendent, and out of that money he em- 
ploys experts. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I ask for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Out of this money he employs oil experts 
and legal experts. Oil leases are made on the form prescribed 
by the Interior Department, and they use a form just like a 
notary uses for mortgages. The superintendent has oil experts 
scattered all through Oklahoma, and they report to the Superin- 
tendent of the Five Civilized Tribes as to the bonus value of 
any lease and all other facts with reference to it. So when it 
comes to Washington the Secretary of the Interior has no addi- 
tional information, and he can not protect the Indians. I defy 
any man to successfully contradict that. Every time an Indian 
lease is put up against a commercial lease, on tracts of land 
side by side, the commercial lease brings more than the re- 
stricted lease, 

Now, I am an Indian by blood. I went to their tribal schools 
and to their higher boarding school. I have represented them 
from 1892 to the time I came to Congress in 1914. I have 
represented them before the commission. I have tried their 
lawsuits the best I could in tribal courts, in the Federal 
courts, and up here in the courts in Washington. 


The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 


I have repre- 
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sented 


them under President Roosevelt, under President Taft, 
~ and under the present administration. God knows that I would 
iffer my right arm to be cut off before I would recommend any 
legislation I thought was detrimental to my own tribe. [Ap- 
plause.] This legislation is in the interest of the Indians. 

I know what these Indians want, I know what is best for 
them, and I never will vote while I am on the floor of this 
House for any legislation which I think is against the interests 
of my own flesh and blood. My family are of Indian blood, all 
carried on the I have done little else in all my life than 
to represent thenmr. They have honored me much more than I 
deserve, and I would be an ingrate if I stood on the floor of 
this Congress to favor by legislation anything that was inclined 
to do them a wrong or injustice. I know that I represent the 
Indians, and I know that gentlemen from other States do not 
undersinnd the situation. But every man who has gone to 
Oklahoma and investigated the matter agrees with me, and all 
members of the Indian Committee who have investigated the 
matter agree with me 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I thank the Members of the House, and I 
will have more to say about it later. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask to address the commit- 
tee three minutes on this matter. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, we are endeavoring to get 
through with the bill, and there is really no question before the 
comniittee. 

Mr. HOWARD. 
two words. 


[Mr 


rolls. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
I want to add a few remarks to what my colleague 
Hastincs] has said on the matter and to indorse the 
position taken by him relative to oil and gas and other mineral 
leases on Indian lands being sent up here to be approved by the 
Interior Department. That is somewhat of a local matter. It 
is a matter in which our people alone are affected, and the re- 
irement that these leases be sent to Washington for approval 
nstead of being an assistance to the Indians whom you are try- 
ng to pretect is a detriment. The action in striking out that 
mendment this afternoon is detrimental, my friends, not only 
to the Indians, but the business interests of all concerned. It 
only means more red tape. It means delay in carrying on busi- 
ess. For instance, if your constituent should come to my State 
d buy an oil lease from an Indian he would be compelled to 
delay the business operations until such time as that lease could 
be sent out from Muskogee to Washington, and all simply for 
going through a little bunch of red tape. Many persons who 
have been compelled to do this are put to large expense. The 
department perhaps is called upon to employ more clerks. I 
have heard you advocate retrenchment in expenditures this 
afternoon. This is an opportunity to cut out considerable red 
tape and expense. We are asking relief from this situation for 
business reasons; we are asking relief to protect the Indians, 
if I make a lease on his land to-morrow, while it is going 
through the red tape up here, my neighbor might drill within 
200 feet of the Indian land and have two weeks or perhaps a 
month or a longer time in which to take from under the ground 
that which belongs to the Indian. This is by reason of the red 
I hope that some means may be found to have the gentle- 
man withdraw his point of order, in order that business may be 
itated and the Indian protected as well as the man who is 
dealing with the Indian. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


tape. 


That where the issuance of trust patents for certain allotment selec- 
ons on the Klamath Reservation, in Oregon, has been withheld for 
son that the lands so selected were found to be more valuable 

* their timber than for agricultural or grazing purposes, the Secre- 

of the Interior, in his discretion, is authorized to confirm such 
ions and to cause trust patents to be issued therefor under exist- 
ng laws. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph. Has this been considered by the Indian Com- 
mittee? Is not this an amendment which was put on subse- 
} t to the introduction of the bill at the last session? 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, this matter has been con- 

dered by the Indian Committee. This provision in this sec- 

introduced by myself at the request of the Secretary 

» Interior in a letter of April 25, 1917, to Mr. Carter, the 

chairinan of the Committee on Indian Affairs. The 

uring was deferred for some time and finally a subcommittee 

ihe Indian Committee reported favorably to the main com- 

last session too late to get the matter into the 

It was inserted in the Senate. The Senate hearings of 
page 351, explain the matter. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order. 
What is the purpose of this legislation? 


ee at the 


lust session, at 
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Mr. SINNOTT. This is explained in a letter of April 25, 
1917, from the Secretary of the Interior to the chairman of the 
Indian Committee, Mr. Carter. He states that the agricul- 
tural and grazing area of the Klamath Reservation were about 
220,000 acres, all practically allotted. Many of the Indians 
under a misapprehension of their rights selected and improved 
timber areas for allotments, and the department held that 
under the law land could only be allotted to the Indians that 
was suitable for agriculture and grazing purposes; that tim- 
berland could not be allotted. 

Mr. GARD. Under the existing law does it permit the aliena- 
tion without action of the Secretary of the Interior? Suppose 
an Indian is given this allotment, can he dispose of it? 

Mr. SINNOTT. No; he can not. 

Mr. CARTER. He is given a trust patent. 

Mr. SINNOTT. It is held in trust for 20 years. 

Mr. GARD. It can not be sold by him? 

Mr. SINNOTT. No. 

Mr. GARD. Without the consent of the Department of the 
Interior. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the equipment and maintenance of the asylum for insane In- 
dians at Canton, 8. Dak., for incidental and all other expenses neces- 
sary for its proper conduct and management, including pay of em- 
ployees, repairs, improvements, and for necessary expense of transport- 
ing insane Indians to and from said asylum, $45,000. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move te 
strike out the last word for the purpose of asking the chairman 
if this institution takes care of all the insane Indians in the 
United States? 

Mr. SNYDER. This is the only asylum for the insane Indians 
that the Government operates, and at the present time it has 
a capacity for taking care of all that have been presented to it. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Has the committee any in- 
formation as to the number of inmates? 

Mr. SNYDER. There are about 200. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I note on page 42 of the 
bill that three insane Indians were sent from South Dakota to 
a State institution. Why were they sent to a State institution 
and not to this insane asylum? 

Mr. SNYDER. I am not able to inform the gentleman. 
haps some other member of the committee can. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I also note that the three 
insane cases mentioned cost only $225 a year for each patient. 
If we can put the insane Indians in State institutions at $225 
a year, why do we want to appropriate $45,000, which makes 
the cost about twice as much? 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not think it is possible to put Indians 
from a reservation into a State asylum. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. But they were placed there, 

Mr. SNYDER. They must be individual cases. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. There were three cases. 

Mr. SNYDER. It must be by special contract or something 
of that sort. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The instance to which the gentleman refers 
in the bill was merely the temporary care of those three Indians 
until they could be sent to this asylum. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. The 
state. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That isthe fact. Asa matter of fact also, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] made a point of 
order against the item, and it is no longer in the bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I understand that there are 
about 300,000 Indians in the country. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. 
insane Indians out of 300,000? 
centage? 

Mr. SNYDER. It seems there is a smaller number of insane 
in proportion to the whole number of Indians than of any other 
race. That was stated by the Assistant Commissioner of the 
Indian Bureau. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit, 
I would state that this asylum takes care mostly of those In- 
dians who are not citizens of the United States. A great many 
of the 300,000 Indians are now citizens and have access to the 
State institutions for the insane. 

Mr. SNYDER. I will say to the gentleman that this seems 
to be a splendid activity and one that ought to be continued. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 


Per- 


section does not so 


And there are only 100 
Is not this a very small per- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hone authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States, within his discretion, the sum of 
$100,000 of the principal funds to the credit of the Confederated Bands 
of Ute Indians and to expend same for continuing the construction of 
lateral distributing systems to irrigate the allotted lands of the Un- 
compahgre, Uintah, and White River Utes, in Utah, and to maintain 
existing irrigation systems authorized under the act of June 21, 1906, 
to be immediately available. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the words “ to be immediately available,” line 11. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 
the point of order against the language “to be immediately 
available.” The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of Qui-nai-eltsd Quil-leh-utes, including 
pay of employees, $1,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the chairman of the committee give 
his attention? Is the spelling of the first word correct? 

Mr. SNYDER. The chairman is unable to state whether it 
is correct or not, but the spelling is the same as in the cur- 
rent law. . 

Mr. CARTER. 
spelling? 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading clerk calls the attention of 
the Chair of the name of the first tribe mentioned as being in- 
correct. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 

The 


Will the Chair tell the Clerk to correct the 


The name is incorrectly spelled. 
CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will be 


authorized to correct the spelling of the word. 

We ought to know how it should be spelled. 
The current law carries it as “ Qui-nai-elts.” 

Without objection, the Clerk will correct 


Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the spelling. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as*follows: 

For continuing construction and enlargement of the Wapato irriga- 
tion and drainage system, to make possible the utilization of the water 
supply provided by the act of August 1, 1914 (38 Stats. L., p. 604), 
for 40 acres of each Indian allotment under the Wapato irrigation 
project on the Yakima Indian Reservation, Wash., and such other water 
supply as may be available or obtainable for the irrigation of a total 
of 120,000 acres of allotted Indian lands on said reservation, $500,000, 
to be immediately available: Provided, That the entire cost of said 
irrigation and drainage system shall be reimbursed to the United States 
under the conditions and terms of the act of May 18, 1916. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
words “to be immediately available,” line 16. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman reserve the point of order just 
a moment to enable the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Sum- 
MERS] to make a statement? 

Mr. WALSH. I will reserve it for a moment. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, this is a mat- 
ter of planning for the extension of irrigation work on this proj- 
ect which is necessary to be carried on very largely during the 
summer months, and if a little additional time could be given 
by making the amount immediately available it would enable 
the assembling of materials and the organization of work at a 
little earlier date and enable them to get more for their money 
by working at this time of the year than at a later period. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I will. 

Mr. WALSH. I notice this is for continuing the construction. 
There is evidently a project under way. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. There is. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman think 10 days or 2 weeks’ 
delay in making this available would seriously interfere with 
the work there? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The work is held up at this 
particular time, and this would enable the organization and 
beginning of the work. -It would only be a short period, of 
course. . 

Mr. WALSH. Of course the gentleman understands that the 
funds would not be available until the act had been signed, and 
probably that will not be until the 15th or the 20th of June, 
from the advices we now have, and that would only be 10 or 15 
days. I wondered if the gentleman thought that would seriously 
cripple the work there in any way. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. It would simply mean the 
saving of possibly two weeks, which would be valuable on ac- 
count of their being better able to carry on the work during the 
summer. 

Mr. WALSH. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I renew the reservation of the 
point of order made by the gentleman. I make the point of 
order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
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Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Fess having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Loneworrn, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee, having had under consideration 


the bill H. R, 2480, had come to no resolution thereon. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Agriculture I report the Agricultural appropriation bill and 
the report thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

A bill (H. R. 3157) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Carolina reserves all points of order. The bill is referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 
ordered printed. 


The Clerk will report the bill 


LEAVE TO SIT. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture, or such subcommittees 
as it may designate, shall have leave to sit during the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress and during the recesses of that Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move its adoption. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire of the gentleman 
from Iowa if it is his intention to call up the Agricultural ap- 
propriation bill if the Indian appropriation bill is disposed of 
to-day? 3 

Mr. HAUGEN. When does the gentleman from New York 
think the Indian bill will be disposed of? 

Mr. SNYDER. I have not any idea, but I should think some- 
where about 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My intention was to call up the Agricultural 
bill immediately after the passage of the Indian bill and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration, with the 
understanding that nothing would be done but general debate, 
but if the Indian bill should run after 5 o’clock I take it we 
had better not call it up to-day. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
passed the last Congress? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is as introduced by the committee at the 
last session—— 

Mr. GARNER, 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
committee. 

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman has a few amendments in 
there, I doubt whether the House would be willing to give unani- 
mous consent for immediate consideration. 

Mr. HAUGEN. We will take it up to-morrow anyway. 

Mr, SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of. 
the Union for the further consideration of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, pending that, may I further in- 
quire of the gentleman from Iowa if the Indian appropriation 
bill is not disposed of by 5 o’clock, or if it is disposed of by 5 
o’clock, does the gentleman from Iowa intend to go into debate 
upon the Agricultural appropriation bill? I wanted to get this 
information so as to accommodate gentlemen. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I hardly think it is worth while to-day. We 
will not call it up to-day, but call it up to-morrow morning the 
first thing. 


Is this bill as it 


By the Agricultural Committee? 
With a few amendments authorized in the 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SNYDER] moves that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
ideration of the bill H. R. 2480, the Indian appropriation 

ll, with Mr. LoxewortsH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill was read by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

’ he Secretary of the Interior be, 

1 to cancel the patent issued in the name of Davie Skootah, 

No. 35, on the Lummi Reservation, Wash., and to reallot the 

ds under the provisions of the general allotment law to unallatted 
nembers of the Lummi Tribe in areas of not exceeding 10 acres each. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that. I would like to know if this was not the subject of a pri- 
vate bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar at the last Con- 
gress and which was objected to? 

Mr. HAYDEN. This item was included in the Indian appro- 
priation bill as reported to the House in the last Congress, and 
passed the House after an explanation to the effect that but 80 
acres of land was involved; that this Indian died without heirs; 
and it was necessary to have authority of law, so that the Secre- 
tary could reallot this land antong other Indians. There was no 
n to the bill at any time. 

Ir. WALSH. Then this was not the bill that was reported on 

ie Unanimous Consent Calendar? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No, sir. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, inning the construction of diversion dams and canal systems 

ng 12,000 acres of Indian land adjacent to Toppenish and 

cs, Yakima Indian Reservation, $75,000, to be immediately 
_total cost not to exceed $150,000: Provided, That the 

sion dams and distributing systems shall be reimbursed 

e d Sti ites by the owners of the lands irrigable thereunder in 

20 annual payments, and the Secretary of the Interior may 

) and maintenance charges, which shall be paid as he may 
ided, That if any allottee shall receive patent in fee to his 

‘fore the amounts so charged against him shall have been 
United States, then such amount remaining unpaid shall be 

me a lien Upon hi s allotment, and the fact of such lien shall be 
uch patent and may be enforced by the Secretary of the In- 
losure as a mortgage, and should any Indian sell any part 
alk tment with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
of any unpaid charges against the land sold shall be and become 

t lien thereon, and may be enforced by the Secretary of the Interior 

. as a mortgage, and delivery of water to such land may be 

hin-the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, until all 

d: Provided further, That no right to water or to the use 

cation ditch or other structure on said reservation shall rest 

d until the owner of the land to be irrigated as herein pro- 

all comply with such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 

or may prescribe, and he is hereby authorized to prescribed 

lles and regulations as he may determine proper for making effec- 

foregoing provisions, and to require of owners of lands in fee 

urity for the reimbursement herein required as he may deter- 

essary, and to refuse delivery of water to any tract of land 
til the owners thereof shall have complied therewith. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the words “to be immediately available,” in line 6, page 65. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the point 
of order. 

e CHAIR 

Che ir 


to the 


and he jis hereby, authorized 


cbhijectio 


fore: 


MAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
will call the attention of the gentleman from New 
word “ prescribed,” in line 7. It should be “ pre- 


Mr. SNYDER. I 
to that word. 


was about to call the attention of the Chair 


The CHAIRMAN. 
rrection. 
Phere was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Interior are 
rized and directed immediately to investigate, and to report 
t its next session, the advisability and necessity of acquir- 
t view to returning to the dispossessed Indians from the 
ties of Pierce County, Wash., those several tracts of allotted Nis- 
Indian lands, Nisqually Reserv: ation, Wash., aggregating approxi- 
3.200 acres, which were acquired under a compromise agreement 
1 18, 1918, between said Secretaries of War and the Interior for 
um of $78,400 from the said Nisqually Indians by said county of 
e for War Department purposes, and which said lands were by 
of May S. 1918, of the local State court awarded in fee to the said 
of Pierce for the purpose of transferring title thereto to the War 
tment as an addition to Camp Lewis. 
Ww AL SH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
I would like to ask some member of the committee if it 
! ry. Whut is the idea in the minds of the authorities? 
Mr. H AY DE N. A military cantonment was established in 
Pierce, in the State of Washington, and it was 
purchase lands from the various parties, including 
these Indians, and turn the same over to the United States, 
giving title to the Government to the land where the canton- 
ment located. A large area of land was acquired under 
this process. The Indians now say they prefer to have their 
returned to them; and, since there is a large area there 


Without objection, the Clerk will make the 


the 


the 
necessary to 


county of 


was 


Jand 
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which is not needed for camp purposes, authorization was 
placed in the bill in the Senate, and the House conferees agreed 
to it, for an investigation by the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Interior to see whether it would not be possible 
to return the lands to the Indians and let the Indians return 
the money awarded to them for the purchase price of it. In 
other words, the Indians would rather have their old homes 
than the money. 

Mr. WALSH. 
change? 

Mr. HAYDEN. My recollection is that there was testimony 
before the Indian Committee of the Senate to the effect that 
the Senator from the State of Washington had inquired of the 
War Department and had been informed that at least not all of 
these lands were needed for War Department purposes. The 
language of this item provides for an investigation by the two 
Secretaries to determine whether the lands are needed by the 
War Department, and if not needed they are to be returned to 
the Indians and the moneys heretofore paid to the Indians to 
be returned to the county of Pierce. 

Mr. WALSH. There is not anything about that last require- 
ment in this paragraph as to the money being returned. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Well, the provision describes the land and 
tells how much was paid for it. 

Mr. WALSH. The intention is, I understand, if the 
are returned the money, or a greater portion of it, is 
turned to the United States? 

Mr. HAYDEN. To Pierce County, in the State of Washing- 
ton. This provision does nothing more than require an investi- 
gation to be made and a report to Congress relative to the 
matter. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to ask the gentleman from Arizona whether it is 
not a rather unusual proceeding to have tavo Secretaries make 
an investigation? Is there not some duplication? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Not necessarily. The Secretary of War now 
has control of this area of land for military purposes, it being 
a part of the cantonment grounds at Camp Lewis. It was ac- 
quired from the Nisqually Indians. The price asked for it was 
so high that the Secretary of War had to condemn this land. 
It is new claimed by the Indians that more land was taken at 
that time than was necessary, and they would prefer to have 
their land returned to them than keep the money that has been 
placed to their credit in the Treasury. The two Secretaries 
are to determine whether it is proper to give the lands back to 
the Indians and return the money. The Secretary of War is to 
report whether or not they are needed for military purposes 
any longer. 

Mr. FESS. 
Indians? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Secretary of the Interior represents the 
Indians in this transaction and therefore should be a party to 
the investigation. 

Mr. GARD. Reserving the point of order, I desire to make 
an inquiry about the local State court award in fee to the 
county of Pierce. Does that mean that an action has been taken 
by the State court adverse to the United States and in the 
interest of these Indians? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No. The Secretary of War, under authority 
granted him by law, went into the State court and condemned 
this land, seizing it for military purposes, saying that it was 
necessary that there should be a large area for maneuvering 
grounds in the vicinity of Camp Lewis. The Indians asked a 
higher price for their lands. So there was a condemnation pro- 
ceeding, and the court of Pierce County acted in this case. The 
title of that land was in the county and the county deeded the 
land over to the he Oe, States, 

Mr. GARD. For $78,000? 

Mr. HAYDEN. F or nothing, or a mere nominal consideration. 

Mr. GARD. Now, when the United States gets it it pays 
$78,000 to Pierce County? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Naturally the Interior Department will re- 
turn the money to the county if the lands are given back to the 
Indians. 

Mr. GARD. But the whole subject is merely a matter for 
investigation by those Secretaries? 

Mr. HAYDE N. Yes; to be reported to the next Congress by 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 23. For the support and education of 230 Indian pupils at the 
Indian school at Hayward, Wis., including pay of superintendent, 
$53,350; for general repairs and improvemnts, $8,000 ; in all, $61,350, 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I direct 
spelling of the word “ improvements ” 


Does the Secretary,of War approve of this ex- 


lands 
to be re- 


The Secretary of the Interior represents the 


attention to the mis- 
on line 8. 





1919. 





CONGRESSIONAL 


The CHAIRMAN. 
made. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the support and civilization of those portions of the Wisconsin 
Band of Pottawatomie Indians residing in the States of Wisconsin and 
Michigan, and to aid said Indians in establishing homes on the lands 
purchased for them under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
June 30, 1913, $15,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, said 
sum to be immediately available and to be reimbursed to the United 
States out of the appropriation, when made, of the principal due as the 
proportionate share of said Indians in annuities and moneys of the 
Pottuwatomie Tribe in which they have not shared as set forth in House 
Document No. 830 (60th Cong., 1st sess.), and the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby authorized to make a per capita payment of $50 
to said Indians out of said funds: Provided, That no further expendi- 
tures be authorized or made under appropriations heretofore enacted 
making provisions for the purchase of land and the clearing of same 
for said Pottawatomie Indians, 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
words “ to be immediately available ” on line 25 of page 67. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of subsistence supplies in relieving cases of actual 
distress and suffering among those needy St. Croix Indians of Wisconsin 
whose cases are referred to in report of January 30, 1915, transmitted by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the House of Representatives March 3, 
1915, pursuant to the provisions of the act of Congress of August 1, 
1914 (38 Stats. L., pp. 582-605), and printed as House Document No. 
1663, Sixty-third Congress, third session, $1,000. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts re- 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. What authority of law is there for spending 
this money for relieving distress and suffering among these 
particular Indians? I do not think that was considered by the 
committee at all. It bears the earmarks of a Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. SNYDER. 
information on it. 

Mr. WALSH. I make a point of order on that, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction of a road from the village of Odanah, in the 
Bad River Reservation, to the south line of said reservation, $20,000, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
said sum to be reimbursable from any funds now or hereafter placed in 
the Treasury to the credit of the Indians on the Bad River Reservation, 
to remain a charge and lien upon the lands and funds of said Indians 
until paid: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may cooperate 
with the State of Wisconsin in the construction of said road: Provided 
further, That no part of the money herein cpqreneintes shall be ex- 
pended until the Secretary of the Interior shall have obtained from the 
proper authorities of the State of Wisconsin satisfactory guaranties of 
the payment by the said State of at least one-half of the cost of the 
construction of said road. 

. Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
paragraph. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that that para- 
graph is in the same situation as the previous one. 

Mr. WALSH. It has not been considered by the House com- 
mittee? 

Mr. SNYDER. 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York con- 
cede the point of order? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes, sir. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing the work of constructing an irrigation system within 
the diminished Shoshone or Wind Rive Reservation, in Wyoming, in- 
cluding the Big Wiad River and Dry Creek Canals, and including the 
maintenance and operation of completed canals, $100,000, reimbursable 
in accordance with the provisions of the act of March 3, 1905. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, page 70, line 
5, by striking out “$100,000” and inserting ‘“ $50,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Wats: Page 70, line 5, strike out 
“$100,000” and insert ‘“ $50,000.” 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I am under the impression that 
in the last appropriation bill the amount carried for this work 
was $50,000. While this money is reimbursable, in accordance 
with the act of 1905, it seems to me it would be wiser to continue 
the same wnual sum in carrying on this irrigation system there. 


Without objection, the correction will be 


That was a Senate amendment. 
We had no hearings on that and have no 


The point of order is sustained. The 


It has not been considered by the House com- 
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Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me? 





Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr, HAYDEN. I will state that the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MonpEL1t] appeared before our committee in connection 
with this item, and stated that in his opinion it would be of 
material advantage to prosecute this work to prompt completion, 
and therefore he asked for an increase in this amount. He said 
that if Congress appropriated but $50,000 and spread the ex- 
penditure over two years, the overhead expense for engineers 
and other high-priced help would be carried on for that longer 
time, while if the amount were doubled and the work carried en 
twice as fast, a distinct saving would be made. For that reason 
the committee agreed to an appropriation of $100,000 instead of 
$50,000 in this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think on another occasion, two 
years ago, the engineer made a statement similar to that about 
this item. There is no question but that this is a very feasible 
project, favorably considered by the committee heretofore. 

Mr. WALSH. A minimum has been fixed for these projects, 
and it is contended that an economical expenditure can not be 
obtained unless $100,000 is appropriated? 

Mr. HAYDEN. That was demonstrated with respect to this 
particular project by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MONDELL]. 

Mr. WALSH. What is the total estimate on this project? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The total estimate of the additional cost to 
completion was $564,000. We are appropriating $100,000 this 
year, leaving a balance of $464,000. 

Mr. WALSH. How long was it expected to take? 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the full amount was made immediately 
available, and settlers could be found to take up the land, it 
might be economical to appropriate the entire. mount at once, 
but the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpbeE.LL] thought that 
at least $100,000 should be allowed this year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk calls the attention of the Chair 
to the misspelling of the word “ River” on line 2 of page 70. 
Without objection, the Clerk will be authorized to make the 
necessary correction. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuation of investigations, construction, operation, and main- 
tenance, and incidental operations on a project for the irrigation of a 
portion of the conditionally ceded lands of the Wind River Reservation, 
Wyo., to be known as the Riverton project, $200,000, reimbursable in 
accordance with the provisions of the act of March 3, 1905: Provided, 
That the construction charge for the actual cost of said project shall 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior and divided equitably be- 
tween the Indian land and public and private land irrigated by such 
project, and that the charge as fixed for said Indian lands shall be 
reimbursable in accordance with the provisions of the act of March 3. 
1905, and that the charges as fixed for private and public land irri- 
gated under such project shall be paid by the owner or entryman in 
accordance with the terms of payment of cdnstruction and maintenance 
charges as provided by the reclamation law and amendments thereto. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. To the entire paragraph? 

Mr. GARD. To the entire paragraph, unless it is explained. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I do not believe that the paragraph is sub- 
ject to a point of order. This is clearly in continuation of a 
public work now in process of construction. I shall be glad, 
however, to give the gentleman from Ohio all the information 
that I have on the subject. 

Mr. GARD. I would like the gentleman to explain why in 
this appropriation bill we should take up matters in connection 
with the Wind River Reservation and apportion the charges on 
Indian lands and on private lands. 

Mr. HAYDEN. This is the situation: Certain areas of the 
lands belonging to the Shoshones in Wyoming were ceded to 
the Federal Government ; that is, areas that were not previously 
allotted to the Indians, with the result that, under this reclama- 
tion project there is a checkerboard of allotted Indian lands and 
lands sold to white settlers. Now, the economical and efficient 
operation of this irrigation project requires that the Indian lands 
and the private lands must be served with water together. It 
is also necessary that provision be made for the return of the 
money advanced for the construction of these works. That is 
the true explanation of the provisions of this paragraph. 

Mr. GARD. Is there existing authority for the expenditure 
of any of this money for privately owned lands? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No more than that the project has heretofore 
been adopted. It is a work in progress, and under the rules of 
the House we are entitled to appropriate money to continue con- 
struction. Water for irrigation could not be economically used 
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if the Indian lands should alone be appropriated for. The In- 
dian would have to bear the entire cost, while the white man’s 
land weuld lie waste. Combining the white man’s and the In- 
dian’s land is the only way to carry on a feasible project. 

Mr. GARD. I wanted to know whether this was a project to ir- 
rigate speculators’ real estate under the guise of the Indian lands, 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the gentleman will take the trouble to read 
the hearings, beginning on page 347, he will find an extended 
statement by the gentleman from Wyeming [Mr. Monpri1i] and 
a full explanation by Mr. Reed, chief engineer of the Indian 
irfication service, both of whom were questioned in great detail 
by the committee. Their statements show that a number of 
white people bought Indian alletments with the idea of making 
homes upon the land.- The only difference-between their situa- 
tion 
are compelled te buy Indian lands and pay the Indians for them. 
a matter of speculation on the part of these settlers 


Y ¢ 
TG 


It is 
but 
a 


2 desert region. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If gentlemen will permit, there 
are alternate portions of land owned by men who have pur- 
hased allotments of the Indians. It is quite impossible to irri- 
cate the Indian lands without also irrigating the white man’s 
land. The purpose of this provision is to require the white 
settler to pay his pro rata share of this irrigation. The item 
is not subject to a point of order, because it is authorized by 
the general irrigation aet of 1905, which authorizes the irriga- 
tion of Indian lands. 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. GARD. - There is no existing authority for an appropria- 
tion for such privately owned land as might lie near or con- 
ticuous to public land. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The condition of the land made 
it necessary to put in a prevision so that the Indian’s land could 
be irrigated and the settlers who are his neighbors be required 
to pay their share of the project. 

Mr. GARD. I know nothing about the condition of the lands out 


there; but does the gentleman say that the project is one which is | 


meritorious for the development of lands in this territory? 
Mr. HASTINGS. There is no question about it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No doubt about it. 
Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the proportionate share of the cost of constructing a diversion 
lam and for the construction of canals and laterals for the irrigation of 
ndian land on the ceded portion of the Wind River Reservation, Wyo., 
$50,000, to be immediately available, reimbursable under such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the 1 lines 2 and 3, page 71, “to be immediately avail- 
apie. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For continuing the work of constructing roads and bridges within the 
nished Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, in Wyoming, $25,000, 
m to be reimbursed from any funds which are now or may 
be placed in the Treasury to the credit of said Indians, to 
, Coane and lien upon the lands and funds of said Indians 

1 paid. 

r. WATSON of Pennsylvania. 

ce out the last word. 
bill relative to the great advantage that has come to the 
Indians since they have been civilized under the care of our 
Government. They are now presidents of banks, of railroads, 
own large estates, and proininent in professional life. Nothing, 
however, has been mentioned abeut the Indian woman. It 
seems to me that in this great State of Wyoming, where woman 

rage has been so prominent for 25 years, and where the men 
have been influenced for the better, now living higher and 
nobler lives than previous to the date of suffrage, as was so 
expressed only a few days ago by the able Repre- 
sentative from that State—I would like to know if the chair- 
man has any information as to whether the Indian squaws con- 
tinue to work and till the land, as they did previously and thus 
enable their Indian husbands to hold the high positions which 
they have now conquered. Have the Indian women obtained 
the spirit of suffrage? Are they now studying literature, art, 
and sor It seems to ine if they are developing at all, 
they should be advanced in this great State of Wyoming. May 
I ask the chairman if his committee has any information rela- 
tive to the mental standard of the Indian squaws? 

Mr. SNYDER. The chairman is willing to advise the gentie- 
man from Pennsylvania that, in his judgment, the most intel- 
ligent Indian that addressed the committee was an Indian 
woman. [Applause.] 
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Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I would like to know if the 
Indian squaws of Wyoming are still working in the fields as 
they did previous to the enactment of woman suffrage. Are 
there now greater chances for the Indian women? 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not think I can answer the question con- 
cerning the activity of the squaw in the field. My information 
is that if there is any advancement at all among the so-called 
ordinary Indians it is with the squaw and not with the buck. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I recall 30 years ago I 
crossed the State of Wyoming and camped for several days in 
the Shoshone Reservation. Indians came into the camp and 
offered beautifully bound Bibles for tobacco. Have the Indians 
under the influence of woman suffrage become so civilized that 
they give tobacco to the white man in exchange for Bibles? 

Mr. SNYDER. Does the gentleman ask the question of me? 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Yes. Have the Indians ad- 
vanced so that they appreciate the Bible more than they did 25 
years ago? 

Mr. SNYDER. Iam unable to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion intelligently, but I hope that they have. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I rise in oppo- 
sition to the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Watson]. He asked the question whether the Indian 
woman has been improved. I visited one of our Indian schools 
about two years ago. I accepted an invitation to have dinner 
with the pupils in the school. I sat at a table where a nuinber 
of girls were seated, the girls ranging in ages from 17 to 19. 
This was at my request. I have not listened to a more intelli- 
gent discussion of current events at any table at which I have 
sat in 15 years than I listened to at that table. They did not 
know that they were to discuss current events at that time, 
because it was not arranged until five minutes before that any- 
body should have dinner with them at their table. They dis- 
cussed men in this House and men in the other body. They 
discussed an official of the Government of the United States 
now residing in Paris with incisive intelligence. There was 
nothing that had escaped them. It was about the time we 
entered the war, and they knew of many reasons that had not 
been called to the attention of many Members of the House why 
we were in the war and why we should have been in it long 
before. Their brothers and their sweethearts were ready for 
service. They were as keenly alive to everything that was 
going on as any people with whom I have talked at any time 
since the war began. They were girls who will become the 
Indian women, the squaws, if you please, of the future, 

I am asked in a stage whisper where this was. This was 
at the Haskell School, in Lawrence, Kans., about two years ago. 

Some years ago I examined a number of Indians before a 
committee of this House. There sat behind me a woman who 
prompted me when I was cross-examining an obstreperous wit- 
ness. I did not know who was prompting me. I had not seen 
the woman, but she was suggesting searching questions to me 
to put to the witness. As soon as we had adjourned for the 
recess I turned around and looked at her. She then introduced 
herself as the squaw of a man whom she introduced as her 
husband. She was an Indian woman residing in Oklahoma. I 
think that squaw man of hers obeyed orders strictly. I do not 
-ar- 
ried the game. I think he did his part. 

The Indian women are developing. They play the piano and 
they paint pictures and they cook a meal as well as it can be 
cooked by anyone. They are studying modern methods of 
doing everything in our schools and, I think, are developing 
as rapidly as their brothers, if not more so. The Indian woman 
is advancing. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am very 
glad to hear the statement of the gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 27. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him 
and under such terms and conditions as he may preseribe not incon- 
sistent with the terms of this act, to lease to citizens of the United 
States, or to any association of such persons, or to any corporation 
organized under the laws of the United States, or of any State or Ter- 
ritory thereof, any part of the unallotted lands within any Indian 
reservation within the States of Arizona, California, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Washington, or Wyoming heretofore 
withdrawn from entry under the mining laws for the purpose of mining 
for deposits of gold, silver, copper, and other valuable metalliferous 
minerals, which leases shall be irrevocable, except as herein provided, 
— may be declared null and void upon breach of any of their 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. This entire section is all new legislation, and 
confers new powers upon the Secretary of the Interior. I be- 
lieve it is very similar to a measure that was introduced in the 
last Congress by the gentleman from Arizorm [Mr. Hayprn], 
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which he succeeded in having passed. In view of its importance 
{I think we should be assured that the Government is properly 
safeguarded, and before I withdraw the reservation of the point 
of order I should like to hear from some member of the com- 
mittee or from the gentleman from Arizona himself. I wish 
the gentleman would state how this compares with the legisla- 
tion heretofore passed. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am very familiar with this 
legislation which authorizes mining for metalliferous minerals 
on Indian reservations, having twice passed similar bills 
through the House, and this being the fourth time it has been 
under consideration by this body. This section was first passed 
as a Senate amendment, and then adopted by the House as a 
part of the conference report in the last session. The section 
shows all of the amendments made in conference. Those changes 
being to change the word “act” to “section” wherever it 
appeared; to reduce the leasing period from 30 years to 20 
years, which conforms with the term in the general leasing 
bill; to make the payment of royalties and rentals in each 
case 2 minimum amount—that is to say, not less than 25 cents 
an acre for the first year, 50 cents an acre for the second year, 
and $1 an acre for all years there are thereafter; and to pro- 
vide for royalties of not less than 5 per cent. The committee 
will note that this legislation provides for minimum rates only, 
it being within the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior 
to charge the maximum—to go as high as he sees fit. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Was this measure considered or discussed at 
all by the Committee on Indian Affairs prior to the bill being 
reported to the House at this session? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; because it is practically the-same bill 
that was reported favorably by this committee in the last Con- 
gress and placed on the calendar. We have considered nothing 
but the Indian appropriation bill, of which this section is a part. 

Mr. WALSH. This measure is somewhat different than the 
bill reported out by the Committee on Indian Affairs in the 
Sixty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Only in the respect that I have just men- 
tioned. 

Mr. WALSH. 
reported out. 

Mr. HAYDEN. This section contains the same number of 
paragraphs as the bill which was reported in the last Congress 
and practically the same language. 

Mr. WALSH. The same number of paragraphs, but there 
are two or three paragraphs that are much shorter in the 
measure passed in the last Congress. Does the gentleman think 
that the Government is properly safeguarded by the phrase- 
ology— 

That leases under this act shall be for a period of 20 years, with the 
preferential right in the lessee to :enew the same for successive periods 
of 10 years, upon such reasonable terms and conditions as may be pre- 
satibed by the Secretary of the Interior, unless otherwise provided by 
law at the time of the expiration of such periods. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; that leaves the whole matter entirely in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, and it is his duty to 
safeguard the interests of the Indians and the Government. 

Mr. WALSH. The terms and conditions of the renewal will 
be a part of the lease, will they not? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; the lessee will have a preferential right 
to apply for a new lease at the end. of each 10-year period, if 
the deposits are not worked out by that time. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; but of course the terms and conditions of 
the renewal will be stated at the time he takes his lease for 20 
years. . 

Mr. HAYDEN. It is not my understanding that such would 
be the case either in this bill or any of the other leasing bills 
which have passed this House so many times, this being an 
identical copy of the language used in those bills, without any 
change whatsoever. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman expect a man with capital 
to invest will go and take a lease for 20 years under this. bill 
and enter on the nineteenth year of his lease,"Aand then the Sec- 
retary of the Interior might come in and make a lot of regula- 
tions and rules which would make it inadvisable for him to 
renew his lease? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The only preference the lessee- would have, 
all other things being equal, is that if he desired a renewal he 
would obtain a new lease, rather than some one else, under. the 
conditions prescribed by the Secretary. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, it is confined to eight or nine States. 
Has the gentleman any information as to how much mineral 
lands, how many acres, there are comprised within those nine 
States? 


It is somewhat shorter than the bill which was 
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Mr. HAYDEN. Tliere are about 30,000,000 acres of unal- 
lotted Indian land in the States to which the law would be 
applicable. I gave the exact figures in my report upon the bill 
in the last Congress. 

Mr. WALSH. Is it fair to assume some survey or investiga- 
tion has been made, the result of which has been to include only 
those States and none of the others? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; the bill as originally introduced applied 
to the State of Arizona alone. At the request of a number of 
gentlemen in the House who have large areas of unallotted In- 
dian lands within their States the bill was made general, to 
cover the entire United States. 

Mr. WALSH. But it does not cover all the United States. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Objection was made to including the entire 
United States by certain Senators in another body, who were 
opposed to any kind of a lease law whatsoever, and their States 
were eliminated from the bill. So instead of making it general, 
the bill applies to the States named herein, which is satis- 
factory to the delegations in the House and Senate from those 
States. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, what is the purpose, for instance, of in- 
eluding the State of Montana? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The State of Montana contains very large 
areas of Indian lands, parts of which contain mineral but which 
can not now be mined, beeause there is no authority of law to 
do so. 

Mr. WALSH. What kind of minerals? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Gold, silver, and other metalliferous min- 
erals. Montana is a great mining State, as the gentleman well 
knows. 

Mr. WALSH. But what kind of minerals are upon Indian 
reservations in Montana? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I have no specific information at hand, but 
it. was represented to me by the Representatives from Montana 
that they desired to have whatever minerals there were in their 
Indian reservations opened to mining under the terms of this 
law. 

Mr. WALSH. But originally this legislation was proposed 
simply for the State of Arizona, because in that State there are 
the largest tracts of metalliferous land within Indian reserva- 
tions. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The gentleman is correct,.but upon making 
his report upon the bill the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mended it be made general, and the same request was made by 
Representatives from these States in the House of Renresenta- 
tives, and so your committee acted accordingly. 

Mr. WALSH. Now, these leases, I notice in the first para- 
graph, are to be irrevocable, except as herein provided. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Which was copied from the language used in 
the general leasing bill. A lease may only be revoked under 
the terms of the paragraph, beginning in line 19, page 76— 

That any lease granted under this section. may be forfeited and 
canceled by appropriate proceedings in the United States district court 
a district in which said property or some parts thereof be sit+ 
uated— 

And so forth. 

Mr. WALSH. That is, of course, for a breach of the lease? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 

Whenever the lessee, after reasonable notice in writing, as prescribed 
in the lease, shall fail to comply with the terms of this section or with 
such. conditions not inconsistent herewith as may be specifically recited 
in the lease, 

Mr. WALSH. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat doubt- 
ful of the propriety of adding this measure to the general ap- 
propriation bill for the Indian Bureau, but I am willing to take 
the judgment of the gentleman from Arizona, who has been in- 
sisting upon this for several years, and I will withdraw the 
reservation of the point. of order. 

- Mr. HAYDEN. I thank the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLANTON. I reserve a point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
for the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman from 
Arizona, I notice that this bill provides that the royalty shall 
not be less than 5 per cent of the net output. Is that the usual 
royalty? 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is the minimum royalty. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is that the usual royalty in the gentleman’s 
State with respect to private concerns? 

Mr. HAYDEN. It is with respect to low-grade copper ores. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is not the usual royalty higher than that, 
and does not that apply to the gross output instead of the net 
output? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The usual royalty paid on a metalliferous 
mining lease is based upon the net and not the gross value of 
the ore. There is no reason why the Secretary of the Interior 
may not provide in advance for a sliding scale of royalty based 
on the metallic content of the ores, in the same manner as 
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freight charges are now 
shipped to the smelters. 
and ships it to the smelter, 


collected by the railroads on the ore 

The miner loads his ore on the cars 

and the bill of lading shows nothing 
much except that it is a carload of ore. The smelter returns 
show the value of the ore, and the freight rate is based upon 
that, the richer the ore the higher the freight rate. If the rail- 
road companies ean collect their freight on such a sliding scale 
there is no reason why the royalty to be paid to the Indians can 
not be provided for in the same way. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is it not the judgment and opinion of the 

gentleman that with this minimum royalty fixed in this bill the 
Secretary of the Interior will accept it as the judgment of Con- 
gress in fixing royalty? 

Mr. HAYDEN. On the contrary, if the gentleman has had 
any experience at all with the administration of Indian affairs 
he will find that the representatives of the Indian Office are very 
zealous indeed that the Indian shall receive even more than he 
is entitled to, in order to make a record for themselves. I have 
no fear of that at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That leases under this act shall be for a period of 30 years, with the 
preferential right in the lessee to renew the same for successive periods 
of 10 years upon such reasonable terms and conditions as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, unless otherwise provided by 
law at the time of the expiration of such periods: Provided, That the 
lessee may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be per- 
mitted at any time to make written relinquishment of all rights under 
such a lease and, upon acceptance thereof, be thereby relieved of all | 
future obligations under said lease. 

Mr. MADDEN. I would like to ask just a question. 
that the Clerk read “ section,” 


I notice 
and the bill I have reads “ act.” 

Mr. HAYDEN. The gentleman has the star print of the bill. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, what I desire to know is whether 
there is any change in this particular paragraph, and as I assume 
this is all a part of one caine tment and should be subject at any 
time to a point of order, it provides for a comprehensive piece of 
legislation. What I particularly wanted to know was about 
the leases under this act, and whether that is the same language 
as contained in the mining law the House passed in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. GARD. Thirty years? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Twenty years. The gentleman has not the 
bill that was agreed to in the committee. 

Mr. GARD. The committee print is for 30 years. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The bill as reported provides for 
The term was so reduced in conference, 
the change. 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman explain whether there is any 
change made in the bill I have, the completed and proper bill, in 
regard to the matter of timber on this land? 

Mr. HAYDEN. There is no change in that regard. The 
principal differences between the bill you have and the corrected 
print is that wherever the word “ section” appears it has been 
changed to “ act,” and that in line 10, page 76, the leasing period 
was reduced to 20 years, that being the period agreed to in con- 
ference between the House and the Senate when the bill was 
acted upon in the last session. 

Mr. GARD. Advancing a little, on page 77, for the purpose 
of information at this time, I notice there is no reservation for 
cutting of timber by the Secretary of the Interior, but merely 
by the superintendent of the reservation. Is that a proper 
regulation? 

Mr. HAYDEN. It surely should not be necessary 
purpose of securing a little mine timber to refer the 
to Washington, 3,000 miles away from the reservation. 

Mr. GARD. It is not mine timber. It provides that no 
timber shall be cut on the reservation. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That change was made in the Senate. Under 
the general mining law a miner has the right to go on the 
public domain and cut timber necessary for mining purposes. 
The Senator who offered this amendment wanted to be sure 
that no such right would be granted by this bill except by per- 
mission of the superintendent of the reservation, and upon pay- 
iment of the fair value thereof. 

Mr. GARD. I think no such 
this bill for cutting timber. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The timber referred to is to be used only 
for mining purposes. 

Mr. GARD. It does not state that. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the gentleman will offer an amendment to 
that effect I shall accept it. 

Mr. GARD. I will offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 


Exactly so. It was copied from that bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


That in addition to areas of mineral land to be included in leases 
under this act the Secretary of the Intericr, in his discretion, may grant 
to the lessee the right to use, during the life of the lease, subject to the 
payment of an annual rental of not less than $1 per acre, a tract of 
unoccupied land, not exceeding 80 acres in area, for camp sites, milling, 
smelting, and refining works, and for other purposes connected with and 
necessary to the proper development and use of the deposits covered by 
the lease. 

Mr. WALSH. 
that paragraph. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
ment to line 21, to change the word “ act” to the word 

in order to perfect the text. 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman will recall that I was opposed 
to permitting 80 acres of land to be taken adjacent to these 
mineral lands for camp sites for smelters. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I find upon an examination of the potash law 
passed last year that that area was limited to 40 acres. If the 
gentleman wants to offer an amendment reducing that to 40 
acres, I will accept it. 

Mr. WALSH. I will offer an amendment after the gentleman 
corrects the word he referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 
offered by the gentleman from Arizona. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. HAYDEN offers an amendment: Page 75, line 21, 
word “act” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ section.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arizona. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the word “ eighty,” in line 25, and inserting the word “ forty.” 

The CH AIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Amendment offered by Mr. WALsH : Amend, line 25, page 7 
striking out the word “eighty ” and inserting the word “ forty.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move 
strike out the last word, in order to correct the spelling of 
first word in line 25, page 75. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
thorized to make the correction. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows 

That the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, in making any 
lease under this section, may reserve to the United States the right to 
lease, sell, or otherwise dispose of the surface of the lands embraced 
within such lease under existing law or laws hereafter enacted, in so 
| far as said surface is not necessary for use of the lessee in extracting 
and removing the deposits therein: Provided, That the said Secretary, 
during the life of the lease, is hereby authorized to issue such permits 
for easements herein provided to be reserved. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. What is the idea of permitting the Secretary 
of the Interior to sell the surface of these lands when the de- 
posits are under lease? 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is a very common practice in a mining 
country, and it might be of immense value to the Indians. 

Mr. WALSH. It is not a common practice, however, on res- 
ervation land. 

Mr. HAYDEN. It is a common usage on coal lands in Okla- 
homa. Where minerals are under the ground a town might be 
located on the surface where the miners would live who mine 
the deposits, and such land could be sold to the great benefit of 
the Indians. If the surface is segregated from the minerals 
under the ground and the Secretary has the right to lease or sell 
the surface, he may obtain very high values for the land, which 
otherwise would accrue to the advantage of the lessees. 

Mr. CARTER. In Oklahoma the surface of our coal land has 
brought about 60 or 70 per cent, that part that has been sold, 
of the amount brought by the mineral itself. That is, in known 
and developed coal fields. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; but it seems to me that if you permit that 
to be done with Indian reservation land, you might get a lease 
to operate for the minerals beneath the surface for 20 years, 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
an amend- 
“ section,” 


Massachusetts re- 


report the amendment 


strike out the 


9- 


5, by 


to 
the 


the Clerk will be au- 


Massachuseits re- 





1919. 


and immediately after the lease is signed and operations have 
begun the Secretary of the Interior would sell the surface of 
the land and they might exhaust the minerals beneath the sur- 
face of the land inside of 10 or 15 years and cease operations, 
and then move out; and then you would find that the Indian 
reservations embraced within that area had been sold and no 
longer exist. Now, I doubt the propriety of conferring that 
authority upon the Secretary of the Interior. I think if they 
are going to be permitted to operate beneath the surface, they 
might be permitted to lease, but not to sell, because they might 
expect to be operating there for a number of years, and then 
the Secretary of the Interior would have sold the surface and 
by that much would have decreased the area of that Indian 
reservation. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The gentleman seeks to amend by striking 
out, in line 5, the words “ sell or otherwise dispose of” ? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. I think that would be a protective amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 
shall accept it. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation of 
the point of order and move to amend, in line 5, page 76, by 
striking out the words “sell or otherwise dispose of.” 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. GARD. Does the gentleman propose by his amendment 
to limit it to the time of the lease? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WALSH offers the following amendment: Page 76,.line 5, strike 
out the words “sell, or otherwise dispose of.” 

Mr. GARD. The question I asked was whether there was to 
by any time in the lease. The gentleman uses the word “ lease,” 
but does not state any period of time for which it may run, 
whereas the other lease provides a 20-year limit. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I suppose that situation might be cor- 
rected by a further amendment, after these words are stricken 
out, by inserting there the words “for a period not exceeding 
the lease of the mineral land.” 

Mr. GARD. Does not the gentleman think that should be 
done? I simply suggest that. 

Mr. WALSH. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to further amend 
by inserting after the word “ lease,” in line 5, page 76, the words 
“for a term not exceeding that of the mineral lease.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WALSH: Page 76, line 5, after the word 
es: insert the words “ for a term not exceeding that of the mineral 

Mr. GARD. The mineral lease hereinafter authorized. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is not necessary. It refers to that in 
the particular paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
on page 77, line 26, after the word “ except,” insert the words 
“for mining purposes, and then only,” so that the section as 
amended will read: : 

That no timber shall be cut upon the reservation by the lessee except 
for mining purposes, and then only after first obtaining a permit from 
the superintendent of the reservation and upon payment of the fair 
value thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentieman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Garp: Page 77, line 26, after the word 
“except,” insert the words ‘‘ for mining purposes, and then only.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I notice that on page 77 there is language providing for 
the payment of 25 cents per acre, 50 cents per acre, and $1 per 
acre, depending on the years in whieh it is to be paid; and it 
provides also that all moneys paid for rentals by the acre shall 
be credited on the royalties charged at 5 per cent. Now, if the 
rent paid per acre is to be deducted from the royalty charge, 


If the gentleman will offer his amendment, I 
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and the lessee is permitted to cut the timber from the surface 
of the land, even though it may be only for mining purposes, it 
may well be that he will cut more timber each year from the 
land than the rent per acre will amount te; and I rather think 
that if he is permitted to cut the timber he ought not to be 
given any credit for the amount paid for the rent for the sur- 
face of the land, for it will undoubtedly be the case in any 
event, without respect to what timber he may cut, that he will 
do some damage to the surface of the land, and perhaps a good 
deal more damage than the rent will amount to. 

Mr. HAYDEN. He can not cut any timber except upon per- 
mission of the superintendent and upon payment of the fair 
value thereof. He must pay for the timber in any instance. 

Mr. MADDEN. Where does it say that? 

Mr. HAYDEN. On page 78, at the top of the page— 

And upon payment of the fair value thereof. 

Mr. MADDEN. All right then. Let us assume that he pays 
a fair value for the timber, and then let us assume that the 
cutting of the timber will be a damage to the surface of the 
land as well; and then if we assume that the amount paid for 
rent is to be taken from the royalty, the royalty is reduced by 
that amount; and it may be that regardless of the question of 
timber the surface of the land will be more or less injured 
where these mining claims are operated, and I do not believe 
that the lessee ought to be permitted to take credit on his 
royalty. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
I copied this language directly and exactly from the general 
leasing bill which passed this House in the last three Congresses, 
and the theory of that bill is that the operator should pay the 
royalty whenever he is operating his mine, but that when he 
does not operate it there should be a rental for the use of the 
land which is in the nature of a penalty for not doing any work 
on the property. That is the whole idea, and that is why we 
followed that plan in this bill and the other leasing bills. 

Mr. MADDEN. I assumed that that was the reason why the 
rental charge was made, but it does not say so in this bill, 

Mr. HAYDEN. It certainly does. ; 

Mr. MADDEN. Where does it say so? Read it. It does not 
say that the rent shall be paid only when he is not operating 
the mine. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. MADDEN. 


That is what it amounts to. 
But it does not say so. 

Mr. HAYDEN. This bill says that there shall be a rental of 
not less than 25 cents, 50 cents, or $1an acre, according to the 
year, except that the rental shall be credited against the royalty 
accrued for that year. 

Mr. MADDEN. Sure. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If there is no royalty, there is the rental to 
be paid. 

Mr. MADDEN. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
rent. 

Mr. HAYDEN. 


He pays the rental anyhow. 
The practical effect is what we are getting at. 
It reduces the royalty by the amount of the 


That is the usual custom. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think it is a good proposition. 

Mr. HAYDEN. ‘That question was debated fully in the last 
three Congresses, and this policy was adopted in the coal, oil, 
and gas leasing bill, and this provision is copied from that gen- 
eral bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. But the mere fact that it was adopted previ- 
ously does not necessarily make it good practice. If you fore- 
close a question because it has been settled once, and if no new 
idea can be injected into it, why, then, the world stops and you 
make no progress at all. 

Mr, CARTER. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield to 
me for a moment 

Mr. MADDEN, I am always delighted to yield to the gentle- 
man, who is always very clever. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say that the same policy has been fol- 
lowed with reference to the leasing of the coal lands of the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws in Oklahoma. They lease their lands 
in tracts of 960 acres. They require a royalty per ton, to be 
fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, and require an advance 
royalty of $100 for the first year, $300 for the second year, and 
$500 for the third and each year thereafter so long as any min- 
ing is done upon the property. Then if the coal is mined there- 
after during the period of the lease the advance royalty is 
applied at the ton basis on the coal mined. 

Mr. MADDEN. I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, MADDEN. I ask for one minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. ‘ 
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Mr. MADDEN. I understand that to be the case; and I 
understand that a man who enters upon the mining of coal may 
want a lot of property adjacent to the mine that he is operating, 
and he is not ready to enter upon it; but in the case of mines 
such as are provided for in this bill the presumption is that the 
lease is made by a man who undertakes to enter upon the active 
work of mining at once. He has charge of the surface of the 
property, and in the other case the owner of the property still 
has charge of the surface. They are not alike, and it seems to 
me if we charge a rental fee per acre that that is to be definite 
and decisive and it ought not under any circumstances to be 
deducted from the royalties. 

Mr, CARTER. That would be true if the lessee received any 
revenue from the property outside of the coal mine. 

Mr. MADDEN. Whether he does or not, he has control of the 
property and can prevent the owner of the property from using 
it for any other purpose. He may destroy the surface of the 
property after he begins to mine, and the value of the property 
when the mining operation is completed may not be worth much 
of anything. In the meantime the owner of the property has 
been reimbursed to the extent of the rental paid, and this ought 
not to be in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 20 to make a correction which I promised the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] I would do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 20 for the purpose of making 
a correction. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAYDEN. It refers to the Thirty-fifth Statutes at Large, 
page 70, and it should be page 77. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will be au- 
thorized to make the change. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as a new 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as a new section: 

“That during the present session of Congress those members of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of Representatives, not less 
than five in number, who are Members of the Sixty-sixth Congress, are 
authorized to conduct hearings and investigate the conduct of the In- 
dian Service, at Washington, D. C., and elsewhere, and the sum of 
$15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately 
available, is hereby appropriated for expenses incident thereto. The 
said committee is hereby authorized and empowered to examine into the 
conduct and management of the Bureau of Indian Affairs and all its 
branches and agencies, their organizaticn and administration, to ex- 
amine all books, documents, and papers in the said Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, its branches or agencies, relating to the administration of the 
business of said bureau, and shall have and is hereby granted authority 
to subpena witnesses, compel their attendance, administer oaths, and to 
demand any and ali books, documents, and papers of whatever nature 
relating to the affairs of Indians as conducted by said bureau, its 
branches and agencies, Said committee is hereby authorized to employ 
such clerical and other assistance, including stenographers, as said com- 
mittee may deem necessary in the proper prosecution of its work: Pro- 

ided, That stenographers so employed shal] not receive for their 
services exceeding $1 per printed page.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on it, 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that an 
amendment should be made. The amendment reads “ during 
this session,” and it seems to me it ought to be “ during this 
Congress.” 

Mr. SNYDER. I will accept that modification. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
modified accordingly. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Might I not suggest that there should be an- 
other change, and refer to the present Members of Congress 
instead of to the Sixty-sixth Congress? 

Mr. SNYDER. The whole amendment was drawn to cover 
the Sixty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, there is some doubt as to 
whether my reservation of a point of order is in order, and I 
will withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York as modified. 

The question was considered, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill with amendments to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LonawortH, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
2480) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and had directed him to 
report the same back with sundry amendments, with the recom- 
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill 
as amended do pass. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. . : 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? 

There was no demand for a separate vote, and the 
ments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SNypER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HutcHinson, by unanimous consent, was given leave of 

absence indefinitely on account of illness in his family. 
COMMITTEE ON WATER POWER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the ap- 
pointment of the following members of the Committee on Water 
Power. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Escu, Mr. HAMILTON, Mr. WINSLOW, Mr. SINNOTT, Mr. SMITIT 
of Idaho, Mr. ELsron, Mr. HavuGen, Mr. MCLAUGHLIN of Michigan, 
Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. SIMS, Mr. DoremMus, Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. Ferris, Mr. 
TayLor of Colorado, Mr. Raker, Mr. Lever, Mr. Lee of Georgia, and 
Mr. CANDLER. 


amend- 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. SNYDER. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 11 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
May 27, 1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
initting copy of communication from the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture submitting revised estimates of appropriations required by, 
the Office of Farm: Management for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. 
No. 57); to the Committee on Agriculttire and ordered to be 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
an estimate of appropriation for inclusion in the general defi- 
ciency bill for operating public buildings, 1919 (H. Doc. No..58) ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered 
to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Acting Secretary of State sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for an envoy. 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Finland from 
June 16, 1919, to June 30, 1920, inclusive (H. Doc. No. 59) ; to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 3075) to prohibit the employ- 
ment of any person who is not a citizen of the United States as 
radio operator or telegrapher on any vessel of the United States 
engaged in interstate or foreign commerce and to establish the 
age of radio operators ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3076) to amend section 8 of the act approved 
June 26, 1906, entitled “An act for the protection and regulation 
of the fisheries of Alaska”; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3077) to provide for old-age pensions; te 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the lading or unlading of vessels at night, the pre- 
liminary entry of vessels, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 13, 1911; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) to provide for the establishment of a 
division of civic training in the Bureau of Education; to the 
Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3080) to commission acting assistant or con- 
tract surgeons of the United States Army who have served in 
the Army for a period of at least three months to be first lieu- 
tenants in the United States Medical Reserve Corps, and to add 
to the Medical Corps of the Army in case of necessity ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3081) for the erection of new buildings for 
the Golden Gate Life-Saving Station, at San Francisco, Calif. ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3082) to make further provision for the 
organization of native troops in the Philippine Islands; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3083) to provide for the admission into sol- 
diers and sailors’ homes of persons who have served in the Army 
or the Navy of the United States; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H,. R. 3084) providing for the discharge 
of sailors and marines who enlisted since April 7, 1917, and be- 
fore November 11, 1918; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. TEMPLE: A bill (H. R. 3085) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the trustees of the Carnegie Free 
Library, of Beaver Falls, Beaver County, Pa., one small cannon 
or machine gun; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Charleroi, county of Washington, State 
of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Beaver Falls, county of Beaver, State 
of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of New Brighton, county of Beaver, State 
of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of New Castle, county of Lawrence, State of 
Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military -Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3090) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Volant, county of Lawrence, State of 
Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3091) authorizing the S 
donate to the borough of McDonald, 
State of Pennsylvania, one cannon or 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3092) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of West Middleton, county of Washing- 
ton, State of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 3093) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the village of Broadalbin, N. Y., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, together with a 
suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACK: A bill (H. R. 3094) to increase the limit of 
cost of the public building at Paris, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 3095) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish a German cannon, with carriage 
and cannon balls, to the village of Loudonville, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MacGRE GOR: A bill (H. R. 3096) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Buffalo, N. Y., three 
German cannons or fieldpieces, with accompaniments; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8097) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the village of Ma- 
rilla, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3098) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to Elmo, State of New 
York; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3099) donating a captured German cannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage and projectiles, to the village of 
Clarence, State of New York; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3100) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Lancaster, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Depew, N. Y., one Ger- 


secretary of War to 
county of Washington, 
fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
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man cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3102) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Williamsville, State of 
New York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3103) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Akron, State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3104) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Alden, State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece, with accompaniments; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3105) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Greenville, Muhlenburg 
County, State of Kentucky, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3106) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Bowling Green, county of Warren, State 
of Kentucky, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3107) to correct the military record and 
provide for the granting of pensions to survivors of certain bat- 
talions of Kentucky Militia; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3108) to regulate the sale of unstemmed 
leaf tobacco in the hand; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3109) for the benefit of railway postal 
clerks; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3110) establishing a Mammoth Cave Na- 
tional Park; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3111) for the erection of a public building at 
Russellville, Logan County, Ky.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDREWS of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 3112) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
at Easton, Md.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3113) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Snow Hill, Md., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3114) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Salisbury, Md., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3115) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Princess Anne, Md., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3116) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Elkton, Md., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; ¢e Zhe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a \8ll (H. R. 3117) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Easton, Md., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3118) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Denton, Md., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Milfeary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3119) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the city of Chestertown, Md., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3120) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Centersville, Md., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cambridge, Md., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3122) to 
provide for the equitable distribution of captured war devices 
and trophies to the States and Territories of the United States 
and to the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3123) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Corapolis, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Duquesne, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3125) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal Building at McKees Rocks, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3126) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Elsberry, Mo., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3127) authorizing the Secretary of War to | Orleans, La., or vicinity; to the Committee on Interstate and 


donate to the 
: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3128) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Bowling Green, Mo., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3129) providing for the raising of the 

rovernment dike opposite Clarksville, Mo.; to the Committee 


Rivers and Harbors. 


pte “© 


i 


blie building at Medford, Mass. ; to the Committee on Public 
| Grounds 

(H. R. 3131) for the purchase of a site and the 
public bi ing at Wakefield, Mass.; to the Com- 
m Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 3132) for the purchase of 
a site d the erection of a post-office building at Great 
Barrington, Mass: to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
( 


yrounds 


nittcee on 


for at 


4 a bill 


(H.R. 


SO, é 


3133) for the purchase of a site for and 
the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (H. R. 3134) for the erection of a 
e post-office building at De Funiak Springs, Fla.; to the 
iittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
so, a bill CH. R. 3185) increasing the limit of cost for a 
leral building at Apalachicola, Fla.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBSTER: A bill (H. R. 31386) to amend section 4 
of the act to regulate commerce passed February 4, 1887, and 
subsequent amendments thereof; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8137) to authorize the payment of certain | 


to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washing- 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 3138) to create an additional 
judge in the southern district of Florida; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
tection of the battle field known as Dades massacre, in Sumter 
County, Fla., and for the erection of a monument thereon; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 3140) for the purchase of a site 
ind the erection of a public building thereon at Sheffield, Ala. ; 
o the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3141) to increase the limit of cost of public 
building at Decatur, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 

1 Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3142) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of 2 public building at Athens, Ala.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 3148) to provide for fur- 
ther educational facilities by requiring the War Department to 
loun certasin machine tools not in use for Government purposes 
rade and technical schools and universities, and for other 
; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 3144) authorizing the Secre- 


T 


to 


pur 
sy 


poses 


of War to donate to the village of Wilkesville, Ohio, one can- | 


non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 3145) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the village of Spencer, N. Y., one 
German non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Aft: ; 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill 
hon 


whi 


cal 
(H. R. 3146) to establish a workers’ 
» board for the purpose of making leans to workers with 
h to build or buy their homes; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 
By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 3147) authorizing the Secretary. 
War to donate to the town of Spruce Pine, in the State of 
North Carolina, one German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage 
and suitable complement of projectiles; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRANE: Al 
public building at Cle: 


Buildings and Grounds. 


ot 


(H. R. 3148) to provide for a site and 


il] 
. ; to the Committee on Public 


water 
rwater, 


By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (HL. R. 3149) for. the retirement | 


of 


POS8es ; 


™. 


ployees in the classified civil service, and for other pur- 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H. R. 3150) extending the 

benefits of the $60 bonus provided under Title XIV, section 1406, 

of an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, and for other pur- 

poses,” approved February 24, 1919, to certain soldiers, sailors, 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill CH. R. 3151) to construet and equip 
htho for the eighth lighthouse district at New 


1 


to the 


and marines ; 


i 
epot 
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city of Mexico, Mo., one German cannon or field- | 


erection of a post-office building at Adams, Mass.; to the | 


5139) providing for the marking and pro- | 








Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDY of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3152) for the 
erection of a post-office building at Monte Vista, Colo.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 3153) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Cisco, in 
the county of Eastland, in the State of Texas, one German 


| cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 3130) for the erection of | 


Mr, SIEGEL: A bill (H. R. 3154) regulating the salaries of 
Army field clerks, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 8155) further extending 
the time for the repayment of certain Spanish War revenue 
taxes erroneously collected; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 3156) to provide employ- 
ment and rural homes for those who have served with the mili- 
tary and naval forces through the reclamation of lands, to be 
known as the national soldier settlement act; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 3157) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1920; to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

sy Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 3158) to authorize the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building 
thereon at Bishop, Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3159) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Holtville, Calif., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGEE: A bill (H. R. 3160) to amend an act pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at Syracuse, N. Y., 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


By Mr. FULLER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3161) for 


| the erection of a public building in the city of Everett, in the 


State of Massachusetts; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3162) for the erection of a pyblic building 


| in the city of Malden, in the State of Massachusetts; to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 3163) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Malden, in the State of Massachusetts, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 3164) to regulate pawnbrokers 
and their business in the District of Columbia; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (1. R. 3165) to provide for ap- 


pointment to places under the government of the District of 


Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3166) for equipment and maintenance 
allowance for carriers on rural free delivery reutes, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3167) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Blytheville, Ark.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3168) authorizing the establishment of 
rural routes in the United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3169) to amend an act entitled “An act te 
provide for eceoperative agricultural extension work between 
the agricultural colleges in the several States receiving ihe 
benefits of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts 
supplementary thereto, and the United States Department of 
Agriculture”; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3170) to authorize the payment of 50 per 
cent of the proceeds arising from the sale of timber from the 
national forest reserves in the State of Arkansas to the promo- 
tion of agriculture, domestic economy, animal husbandry, and 
dairying within the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8171) to amend the practice and procedure 
in Federal courts, and for other purposes; to the Committee ov 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3172) to make eligible for appointment ex- 
soldiers of the Union and Confederate armies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Wynne, Ark.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3174) to increase the salary of the clerk 
of the district attorney for the eastern district of Arkansas; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) to authorize the drainage of certain 
lands in the State of Arkansas, counties of Mississippi and 
Poinsett ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 3176) to provide for a site 
and public building at Fort Myers, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) to provide for a site and public 


building at Plant City, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Build- | 


ings and Grounds. 


By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 3178) au- | 


thorizing the Secretary of War to donate to Throop College of 


Technology, Pasadena, Calif., one captured German aeroplane | 


for scientific purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 3179) to further regulate in- | 
terstate and foreign commerce by prohibiting interstate trans- | 
portation of the products of convict labor, and for other pur- | 


poses; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 3180) providing for a refund 
to certain officers of the Naval Reserve Corps by the Depart- 
ment of the Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3181) to authorize the 


purchase for site and the erection, completion, and equipping of | 


a Federal building at Fort Wayne, Ind.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 3182) to create a Federal 
power commission and to define its powers and duties, to pro- 
vide for the improvement of navigation, for the development 
of water power, for the use of lands of the United States in 
relation thereto, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Water Power. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3183) to create a Federal power 
commission and to define its powers and duties, to provide for 
the improvement of navigation, for the development of water 
power, for the use of the lands of the United States in relation 
thereto, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Water 
Power. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 3184) to create a Federal power 
commission and to define its powers and duties, to provide for 
the improvement of navigation, for the development of water 
power, for the use of the lands of the United States in relation 
thereto, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Water 
Power. 

By Mr. ALMON: Resolution (H. Res. 54) providing for print- 
ing additional copies of soil survey of Lauderdale County, Ala. ; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MASON: Resolution (H. Res. 55) expressing the 
opinion of the House of Representatives that the treaty of peace 
should be ratified.at once; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DUPRE: Resolution (H. Res. 56) to pay B. F. Estopi- 
nal, clerk to the late Hon. Albert Estopinal, one month’s salary ; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PARK: Resolution (H, Res. 57) providing for the ap- 
pointment of minority employees ; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution (H. Res. 58) authorizing the 
Committee on Agriculture to sit during sessions and recesses of 
the Sixty-sixth Congress. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: Resolution (H. Res. 59) to investigate 
cotton exchanges; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) tender- 
ing the thanks of Congress to those who served or gave others 
to the service of the country in the Great War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
68) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan necessary tents 
and equipment for use at the celebration in honor of the re- 
turning soldiers and sailors of Wisconsin, to be held at Mil- 
waukee, Wis., during September, 1919; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MOTT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 69) providing for 
an investigation of the various press or publicity bureaus of 
the various departments, bureaus, boards, or commissions of 
the Government; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 3185) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry C. Linn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 3186) granting a pension | 


to Arthur Gross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension 

to Ruth Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3189) granting a pension to Margrett 

Mabery ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3190) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Breckenridge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3191) granting an increase of pension to 
| Samuel P. Beck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3192) granting an increase of pension 
| James W. Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3193) granting an increase of pension 
| William R. Boren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 319+) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob McKnight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3195) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Thorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3196) granting an increase of pension 
| Horace B. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3197) granting an increase of pension 
John Small; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) for the relief of Henry P. Grant, of 
Phillips County, Ark.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 3199) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of George W. Smith; to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3200) to appoint 
Lieut. Commander Richard Drace White a commander on the 
active list of the United States Navy ; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3201) for the relief of E. F. Mathews; to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3202) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Dougherty ; to tiie Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3203) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus W. Connor; to the Committee on Pensions. 


to 
to 
to 
to 
to 


to 





Also, a bill (H. R. 3204) granting a pension to Florence G. 
Tuttle; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 3205) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilhelmine Gaebler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 3206) granting a pension to 
Margaret A. Gilmore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3207) for the relief of William Sennhenn 
and Borris M. Spector; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 3208) granting a pension 
to Robert J. Phinney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 3209) for the relief of W. H. 
Overocker ; to the Committee on Ciaims. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 3210) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Prat; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3211) for the relief of Emma J. Spear; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $212) for the relief of legal representative 
of George E. Payne, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3213) for the relief of George M. Leahy, 
receiver of the New Orleans Mechanics’ Society of New Orleans, 
in the State of Louisiana; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,-a bill (H. R. 3214) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentative of Lapene & Ferré; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3215) for the relief of I. C. Johnson, jr.; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3216) for the relief of the heirs of Isabelle 
Ann Fluker ;- to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) for the relief of Celeste Doussan 
Bisset ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3218) granting a pension to Henry Ru- 
| dolph; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) granting a pension to James A, 
Coyne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3220) granting a pension to Widow Emma 
Golden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to 
| Elmer Wagay; to the Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 3222) granting a pension to 
| Maurice Leahy; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3223) granting a pension to William 
' Collins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pension to Martin Ta- 

| haney; to the Committee on Pensions. 
' Also, a bill (H. R. 3225) granting a pension to James I 
‘ Phillips; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3226) granting a pension to Harry Scott; 
| to the Committee on Pensions, 


} 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3227) granting relief to Columbus Shan- 
non; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8228) for the relief of Jacob Ehila, alias 
Jacob Eby, alias John Ihle; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ini 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 8229) to correét the military record of 
Algernon N. Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 3230) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Charles Trougott; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3231) for the relief of Belle Rush; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 3282) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Walker; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3233) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Bagley; to the Committee on 








IG E: A bill (H. R. 8234) for the relief of the Buffalo 
ve! Mi ining Co.: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 3235) authorizing the 
President to appoint D. G. Barr a second lieutenant in the 
lar Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 3236) granting a pension to 
Heirietta I. Machenheimer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 








hill (H. R. 3237) granting a pension to Emma Lee 
e; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 3288) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the Un ited States to restore to the active list Daniel 
Moriarty, chief boatswain, United States Navy, retired; to the 
Committee on ‘Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3239) granting a pension to Katie Noblitt ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

._30, a bill (HL. R. 3240) granting a pension to Maxwell Gray ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3241) granting a pension te John H. Sim- 
mons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3242) granting a pension to 
Tietz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3243) granting a pension to Charles A 
Lyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3244) granting a pension to John Haight; 
to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) granting an increase of pension to 
John McMahon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

\iso, a bill (H. R. 3246) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Leahy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3247) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome McWethy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38248) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3249) for the relief of the minor nephews of 
Owen F. Solomon, first lieutenant, Fourth Regiment United 
States Artillery ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) for the relief of James Ross; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3251) for the relief of George F. Stedman; 
to the Committee on Maval Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3252) for the relief of Patrick McNamee; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3253) for the relief of David Walker; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3254) for the relief of Horatio S. Turrell, 

; Horatio Seaward; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5255) for the relief of Jasper J. Henry; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3256) for the relief of Thomas Ford; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of Mary Curtin, widow 
of Michael Curtin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 3258) for the relief of Julius 
Jonas; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 8259) for the relief ef 'T. L. Love, 
surviving partner of Robert Love & Son; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 3260) granting an increase 
of pension to Marvin Waldorph; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 3261) granting 
a pension to Eva L. Woollacott ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3262) granting a pension to Marz‘garet 
Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 3263) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh L. Dicus; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8264) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Cortois; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (H. R. 8265) to relieve the estate 
of Thomas H. Hall, deceased, late postmaster at Panacea, Ma., 
and the bondsmen of said Thomas H. Hall of the payment of 
money #@lleged to have been misappropriated by a clerk in said 
office ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3266) granting a pension to 
Ulysus G. Hunt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3267) granting a pension to Henry T. Kin- 
kade; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) granting a pension to Filen Whalin3; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 3269) granting an increase of 
peusion to George C, Hazeltine; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3270) granting an increase of pension to 
Carolina M. Anthony; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 8271) granting a pension to 
George Milams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 3272) granting 
to Thomas C. Nation; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H, R. 8273) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Burgess; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to pay 
to Silas McElroy, of Cleveland, Ohio, the sum of $10,000 for 
injuries received while in the service of the Government; to 
the Committee on Claims. 


a pension 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Letter from the Interna- 
tional Defense Association of Mexico, relating to Mexican 
Affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), resolution of sympathy adopted by the 
State Council of Maryland, Daughters of America, upon the 
death, May 13, 1919, of the Hen. John Lawson Burnett, of 
Gadsden, Ala.; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Sara J. Darr, president, and 
Anna Marden Deyo, secretary, Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of California, protesting against lifting the ban from 
wine and beer and for enforcement of war-time prohibition and 
constitutional prohibition amendment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of California Conference Free Methodist Church, 
opposing repeal of prohibition war measufe or-change in present 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. BOOHER: Petition of W. M. Hartley, J. D. Simpsor, 
and 400 other citizens of Platte and Andrew Counties, Mo!, ask- 
ing for repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee ou 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of residents of Joliet, Ill., asking 
for repeal of section 904, revenue law of 1918; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition with 35 signers of 
3ates County, Mo., asking for repeal of daylight-saving law; te 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ in America, asking fer enforcement of war-time pro- 
hibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, relating to protection of lives and property of aliens, 
a new oriental policy bringing our laws into harmony with 
treaties with China, and a policy in the restriction of immigr ve 
tion with regard for the interest of all the nations concerned ; 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, asking that a Federal law be enacted for the suppres- 
sion of lynching; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry farmers, voters, and taxpayers of 
Loyal, Wis., asking for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Edwin E. Shaeffer and Fred 


Steinmetz, both of route 4, Lititz, Pa., asking repeal of the so- 
called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Petition of citizens of Virginia, asking 
congressional consideration of conditions in Korea under Japa- 
nese rule; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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sy Mr. HERSEY: Petition of sundry citizens of Aroostook, | Also, petition of E. C. Mathews and sundry other citizens of 


Penobscot, and Piscataquis Counties, in Maine, asking for repeal | 


of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. HERSMAN: Petition of California Almond Growers’ | 


Exchange, praying for passage of legislation making appropria- 
tion to investigate the culture of the almond, walnut, and other 
nuts; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the California Bean Growers’ 
Association, praying for passage of legislation placing a high 
protective tariff on foreign grown beans; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Petition of Highgrove Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, California, and San Antonio Heights Church, Up- 
land, Calif., protesting against lifting the ban on beer and wine; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Protestant churches of Santa Ana; Central 
Christian Church, San Diego; and First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Hemet, all in the State of California, against lifting 
ban on beer and wine, and urging support of war-time prohibi- 
tion; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Meyer Fur Co., Los Angeles, Calif., protest- 
ing against luxury tax on furs; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolution of members of the Pacific Coast Section, 
National Electric Light Association, disapproving of the pro- 
posed establishment of a standard of ethics by the Bureau of 
Standards; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of board of trustees of city of Glendale, for 
speedy return of telephone lines and systems to private owner- 
ship; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Retail Shoe Dealers’ Association of San 
Diego, Calif., protesting against the luxury tax on shoes and 
urging its repeal; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of enginemen working on the Arizona division 
of the Santa Fe coast lines, strongly in favor of immigration 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McGLENNON: Petition of citizens assembled in Har- 
rison, N. J., for absolute equality, political liberty, and religious 
freedom to all men, Jews and Christians alike, in all countries 
signatories of the treaty of peace, particularly in the countries 
which will be created as a result of the World War; to the 
Commiitee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Nebraska, asking for immediate repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr, MONTAGUE: Petition of International Brotherhood 
of Boilermakers and Helpers, Local No. 170, Richmond, Va., for 
Government ownership of railways; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. t 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of. Philadelphia 
Produce Exchange, protesting against certain activities of the 
Bureau of Markets; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr, MORIN: Petition of Pittsburgh Council of the 
Churches of Christ, W. I. Wishart, president, protesting against 
the recommendation made by President Wilson for the repeal 
of the prohibitory act of November 21, 1918, in so far as it 
applies to wines and beers; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Grange of Bernhards Bay, N. Y.., 
protesting against the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

sy Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of S. Wechsilblatt, furrier, 
New York, asking for repeal of luxury tax on furs; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of B. Harris, importer of furs and skins, New 
York, asking for repeal of luxury tax on furs; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Grass, Friedman & Co. (Inc.), manufactur- 
ing furriers and fur novelties, New York, asking for repeal of 
subdivision 19, section 900, title 9, of the revenue act; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
the enactment of legislation which will provide an adequate 
and effective budget system; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of Charles H. Trowbridge, of Oak- 
ham, and other residents of third district of Massachusetts, for 
repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of M. M. Waldron and sundry citi- 
zens of Pittston, Me., asking for repeal of daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 








Waterville, Me., asking for repeal of daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Arthur N. Ward and sundry other citizens of 
Winslow, Me., asking for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the 
Conunittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Resolutions of Pearl Lodge, 
Odd Fellows, favoring league of nations; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ of America, urging the passage of legislation for the 
suppression of lynching; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Twenty-seventh Infantry Auxiliary, asking 
for immediate return of our soldiers from Siberia; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ 
in America, for the restriction of immigration; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ 
in America, protesting against the repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion, etc.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. C. Capwell Co., Oakland, Calif., urging 
the repeal of the so-called luxury tax; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, telegram from president of Womans Christian Temper- 
ance Union, San Francisco, Calif., protesting against the lifting 
of the ban on beer and wines; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ 
in America, urging the incorporation of certain clauses relative 
to religious freedom, ete., in the covenant of the league of na- 
tions; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Resolution of the trustees 
of the city of Glendale, Calif., favoring prompt return of the 
telephone lines to their owners; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. : 

Also, petition of seven missionary societies of Long Beach, 
Calif., favoring enfercement of war-prohibition act ; to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, protests of Friends’ Church of Huntington Park, and 
First Universalist Church, and Lake Avenue Methodist Church, 
of Pasadena, ail in the State of California, against repeal of 
war-prohibition act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. RHODES: Petition of Master House Painters and 
Decorators’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., demanding an increase 
on second-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

sy Mr. ROWAN: Petition of S. Wechselblatt, of New York 
City, urging repeal of the 10 per cent tax on furs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Constitutional League and South- 
ern States Woman Suffrage Conference on Woman Suffrage; to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Also, petition of Postal Telegraph-Cable Co., urging the im- 
mediate return of telegraph and telephone systems to their 
owners ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Lang & Klein, Freundlich & Matler Co., and 
B. Harris, all of New York, urging the repeal of 10 per cent tax 
on furs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Jewelers’ Vigilance Committee (Inc.), urging 
the repeal of Title IX, sections 900-907, inclusive, revenue-tax 
law, 1918; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Twenty-seventh Infantry Auxiliary, urging 
the return to the United States of all soldiers serving as part of 
the American Expeditionary Forces in Siberia; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Federal Council of Churches of Christ in 
America, for the suppression of lynching; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, for adequate protection of the lives and property of 
aliens and policy in the restriction of immigration based on a 
just and equitable regard of all of the nations concerned; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of Churches of Christ in 
America, requesting the incorporation of a clause into the 
covenant of the league of nations guaranteeing freedom of re- 
ligious belief; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Self-Determinaticn League of Liberty, with 
headquarters in New York City, relative to war-time prohibi- 
tion; to the Commijttee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of H. BE. Huntley, of 
Corfu, N. Y., and 25 other residents of that vicinity, urging the 
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Also, petition of Merton Phelps, of Caledonia, N. Y., and 18 
other residents of that vicinity, urging the repeal of the so- 
called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mrs. A. B. Johnson, of Caledonia, N, Y., and 
12 other residents of that vicinity, urging the repeal of the so- 
ealled daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCHALL: Petition of H. S. Neill and others, of Eden 
Prairie, Minn., for repeal of daylight-saving plan; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Joseph Frumkin and others, of Minneapolis, 
Minn., to provide for the national ownership and Government 
operation of all railroads in the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Resolution passed by the mem- 
bers of the Italian Chamber of Commerce of New York, approv- 
ing the repealing of act restricting the manufacture, import, 
and sale of wines and beer on and after July 1, 1919; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of Board of Foreign 
Missions of Reformed Presbyterian Church in North America, 
asking repeal of war-time act affecting the manufacture and 
sale of beer and wine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 27, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N., Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, our Heavenly Father, in whom is all wisdom, 
power, and goodness, we humbly pray that Thy holy influence 
may be exerted on the mind and heart of man, that all evil 
may give way to the good in him and Thy kingdom come and 
Thy will be done in earth as in heaven; that life at its best, in 
thought and deed, may live and evil die to the good of the world 
and to Thy glory in Christ, who gave His life that man might 
live and enjoy every blessing. In His name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have rereferred from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service the 
bill (H. R. 261) for the retirement of civil-service employees. 
This rereference has the consent of the introducer of the bill 
and the chairman and, as far as I know, every member of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to rerefer the bill referred to from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for re- 
reference of the bill H. R. 1235, the minimum-wage bill, from 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service to the Committee 
on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill just specified, the minimum-wage 
bill, be rereferred from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service to the Committee on Labor. Is there objection? ; 

There was no objection. 

ADDITIONAL CLERKS. 

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I call up privileged House reso- 
lution 40, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 40. 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House of Representatives from date of their appointment, not earlier 
than May 1, 1919, until otherwise provided by law for the services of a 
clerk, an assistant clerk, and a messenger, compensation at the rate of 
$2,500, $1,500, and $1,000 per annum, respectively, the said clerks and 
messenger to be appointed by and to be under the direction and control 
of the majority floor leader. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, this corre- 
sponds with the help now controlled by the minority leader? 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Exactly? 

Mr. IRELAND. No. 

Mr. GARNER. Why the difference? 

Mr. IRELAND. There is a difference in the salary of the 
assistant clerk to the minority leader, which was provided for 
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in the legislative appropriation bill. It is my opinion that this 
discrepancy will be corrected within a few days, but as to that 
I am giving only my individual opinion. 

Mr. GARNER. Why is this dated back to May 1? 

Mr. IRELAND. Because one of the appointments was made 
on May 2, I think—though I will not be positive as to that— 
prior to the opening of Congress, and one about the middle of 
the month. 

Mr: GARNER. The gentleman means that these employees 
were urranged for? Of course, the House had not authorized 
anything of that kind. 

Mr. IRELAND. No; certainly not. 

Mr. GARNER. I presume the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MoNDELL] needed them at that time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I found that there were some 
matters that needed attention and the assistance of a clerk. I 
took the responsibility of hiring a clerk at the first of the month 
and then another one about the middle of the month. — 

Mr. GARNER. And it is the gentleman’s understanding that 
the Committee on Accounts does intend to equalize the salaries 
of the minority and majority employees? 

Mr. IRELAND. Iam not at liberty to speak for the commit- 
tee. I can only give the gentleman my individual opinion, and 
my opinion is that it does. 

Mr. GARNER. It seems to me that the gentleman introduc- 
ing the resolution ought to be prepared to speak for the com- 
mittee if he expects the House to support the resolution. Each 
one of these gentlemen, the minority and majority leaders, ought 
to have the same amount of help, and they ought to be paid 
the same amount of money. 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. As I understand it, the clerk receives $2,500, 
the assistant clerk $1,200, and the messenger $1,000. 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. And the gentleman is now proposing to raise 
the pay of the assistant clerk for the majority leader from 
$1,200 to $1,500. If it is necessary to have a clerk at $1,500, it 
occurs to me that it is necessary for the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] to have one at that price. I call attention 
to it because the gentleman’s committee being in power it ought 
to do the fair thing. 

Mr. IRELAND. I think the gentleman is entirely correct. 
The reason for that might be found in the fact that possibly a 
year or two ago you might secure an assistant clerk for less 
money than you can to-day. I have every confidence that this 
discrepancy will be taken care of, but I am only giving the 
gentleman my individual opinion and not speaking officially for 
the committee. I am not privileged to speak for them in that 
sense. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. 
yield? 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wish to explain 
that the ranking minority member of the Committee on Accounts 
has prepared and on yesterday introduced a resolution provid- 
ing that the pay of the clerks to the minority leader shall con- 
form to that of the majority, and further providing for pay 
for the month of June. The legislative bill provides only for 
compensation to begin the 1st of July, but in order that he may 
have the benefit of these clerks during the month of June pro- 
vision will be made in conformity with the other. That will be 
brought up before the Committee on Accounts at its next 
meeting. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE TRANSATLANTIC FLIGHT. 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may address the House for five minutes on a subject which J 
know will meet the approval of every Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for five minutes. IS there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, in the advance of science and the 
achievements of industry, the genius of America in the triumphs 
of peace shines forth with a brilliancy as resplendent as the 
victories of war, where the spirit of America, transmuted into 
the blood of heroes, has brought to the Nation glory everlasting. 
[Applause.] s 

America has given to the world its greatest inventious and 
mankind pays us tribute for the most potential benefits ren- 
dered humanity. A few years ago two Americans, following in 
the footsteps of one who died before the successful demonstra- 
tion of the convictions of a lifetime, brought forth the airplane, 
and the hope of centuries became the reality of the present. The 
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dream and the achievement were united by the triumph of the 
Wright brothers. [Applause.] 

I have just received a message from the Navy Department 
that I know will bring pride and gratification to you, my col- 
leagues, and to every citizen of our Republic, for it presages 
the successful termination of the efforts of the American Navy 
to be the first ‘to carry the flag acress the seas in an airship 
designed by American engineers, constructed by American work- 
men, propelled by American motors, and manned by American 
officers. As an American was the first to fly across the land, 
so when this day’s'sun goes down it will be an American who 
will be the first to have flown across the ocean. [Applause.] 

Lieut. A. C. Read, accompanied by Lieut. Stone, Lieut. Breese, 
Lieut. Hinton, and Ensign Rodd, left the Azores this morning 
at 10.18 a. m. Greenwich time—9.18 local time—and messages 
already received from stations en route report that the NC-4 
has already passed stations Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, speeding at 
the rate of about 90 miles per hour, with weather conditions 
favorable. [Applause.] 

In order to appropriately commend the event and reward 
those who have brought this new honor to our country, I have 
introduced a bill recognizing the bravery and courage of these 
gallant oflicers, as well as Commander J. H. Towers and Lieut. 
Commander P. N. L. Bellinger. 

DESCRIPTION AND FLIGHT OF NC-—4. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, on Monday I introduced a bill 
(1. R. 274) to provide capital for the development of land coloni- 
zation for soldiers, sailors, and marines, but by mistake it was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. The com- 
mittees have been consulted, and I understand that there is no 
objection. . 

The. SPEAKER. Will the gentleman postpone his request 
nnd bring it up te-morrow in order to give the Chair an oppor- 
tunity to look into the matter? 

Mr. KNUTSON. I will. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3157) making ap- 
propriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1920, and, pending that, I desire the at- 
tention of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] in 
reference to fixing time for general debate. 

Mr. LEVER. What time does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have very few requests for time and would 
suggest a short time. 

Mr. LEVER. I have oniy two requests myself, and I suggest 
to the gentleman an hour and a half on a side. As far as I am 
concerned, I do not think we will use that much on this side. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is most likely this side will be in a position 
to yield time to the other side, and I would suggest an hour on 
each side would be sufficient, and I shall accommodate gentle- 
men as far as I can, for, as I say, I have very few requests. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. Is it proposed to offer an amendment re- 
pealing the daylight-saving law? Is that in the bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It will be offered as an amendment to the 
bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
on that? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Time will be given to discuss that under the 
five-minute rule, undoubtedly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I take it there will be perhaps more re- 
quests for time on that than on any other feature of the bill 

Mr. HAUGEN, Discussion can be had on it when the item 
is reached. 

Mr. LEVER. I have one or two requests, just made in the 
last few moments, and I think the gentleman had better have 
an hour and a half on each side, although I do not think we 
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I am afraid I can not get along with an hour on 





will use it. 
a side. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will. 

Mr. DYER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from South 
Carolina if this bill as presented in this Congress is the same 
as was presented in the last Congress and which the House 
passed ? 

Mr. LEVER. It is the identical bill reported by the committee 
in the last Congress with the exception of a few rather unim- 
portant amendments. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, then, 
that the time be limited not to exceed three hours, the time to 
be equally divided between the gentleman from South Carolina 
amd myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, moves that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the Agricultural appropriation 
bill, and, pending that, asks unanimous consent that general 
debate be limited to three hours, one-half of that time to be 
controlled by himself and one-half by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. Is there objection to the unanimous consent? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The 
question is on going into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 3157, the Agricultural appropriation bill, with 
Mr. Mappen in the chair. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3157) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 
The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3157) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized for 
an hour and a half. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from 
South Carelina to use part of his time. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Blanton]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I understand 
that there is very likely to be an effort made to place upon this 
Agricultural appropriation bill a rider seeking to appropriate 
$10,000,000 for the United States Employment Service without 
providing for any restrictions on expenditures. If there should be 
such an effort, I want to give notice now that I expect to make 
a point of order against it, and I expect to make a point of order 
against every such rider that may be offered in this Congress to 
any appropriation bill. I have no objection to letting that sub- 
ject come up in the proper way, for proper legislation to be 
offered and properly considered, so that we may be given a 
chance to place some restrictions upon the expenditure of this 
money and not leave it entirely to the department unrestricted. 
There was an attempt in the closing hours of the last Congress 
to place such a rider upon an appropriation bill, a proposition 
to appropriate $10,000,000 and <iurn it over to the Director of this 
Employment Service without any resirictions or limitations. I 
then placed in the Rrecorp facts showing that there was in the 
employ in this Government in this particular department here 
in Washington alone 513 men drawing big salaries frem $6,000 
per year down, aggregating nearly $900,000 per annum, 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman does not desire to convey the 
impression that the Committee on, Agriculture is going to offer 
this proposition? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I do not, because the committee brings 
the bill without that proposition in it, and I assume therefore 
that the committee is against placing this proposition in the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? Can not the gentle- 
man trust the committee to take care 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma should ad- 
dress the Chair and obtain the consent of the gentleman from 
Texas 

Mr. CARTER. -Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will as soon as I give vent to the expression 
of a few remarks I desire to make, as I have only 10 minutes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will state that I will go as far as-any 
Member of this Congress to provide a proper employment agency 
service <hat will do equal justice to every laborer in this land 
alike. I will not just pick out as special favorites of this Gov- 
ernment the 8,000,000 members of the particular organizations 
that are affiliated with the American Federation of Labor. 

The agents of this Employment Service went all through my 
district and through my State and induced good laborers to 
leave their home and come East upon the promise that they 
would be paid their railroad transportation and expenses. And 
after $500,000 had been turned over by this Congress to this 
Employment Service for that particular purpose we have Mr. 
Densmore stating in the record of the hearings on the deficiency 
bill that he had spent very little of this sum and that it was un- 
necessary. I have in my office letter after letter from good 
citizens of my district, who say that they came East to work 
for the Government on such a promise and had been denied 
transportation and had to borrow money to get back home. I 
have placed in the Recorp facts showing that the heads of 
these 513 officials of this particular Employment Service here in 
Washington, in case that $10,000,000 appropriation had been 
passed, intended to raise their salaries in substantial amounts, 
the director of this Employment Service intending to increase 
his salary up to $7,500, and to increase the salaries of the other 
leaders in like proportion, 

If proper legislation is offered here to give Members of Con- 
gress a chance to place reasonable restrictions on such a measure, 
then I say I wili go as far as any of you will go to establish a 
free employment service that will help alike all the laborers of 
this country. 

Now I yield to my friend from Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer], if he 
is in the Hall, or to any other gentleman. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will. 

Mr. CANDLER. I just want to state that there is no amend- 
ment proposed to this bill for the establishment of this service, 
and there has been no suggestion of the kind in the committee 
and nothing of that kind was contemplated. 

Mr. BLANTON. I presumed that you could give some credence 
to what appears in the newspapers of Washington, If that is 
not well taken, I am wasting time. 

Mr. RUBEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will. 

Mr. RUBEY. Does not the gentleman know that such an 
amendment will be subject to a point of order and by objecting 
he could stop it? 

Mr. BLANTON. And that is just what I am giving notice of 
now, that I intend to stop it. Every time such a proposition is 
offered as a rider on an appropriation bill in this Congress I 
intend to do my best to be present and knock it out on a point of 
order, and therefore if any Member of Congress expects to get 
this proposed legislation passed it must be done by a proper bill, 
inaugurating proper legislation, and affording us an opportunity 
to safeguard it with wholesome restrictions. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back whatever time I have remaining 
to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr, Lever]. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Herrin]. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee. we as Americans have reason to be very proud and happy. 
We are citizens of the greatest Government on the globe. Our 
country is really the head servant in the great household of 
the world. Truly can we say “we are the heirs of all the 
ages in the foremost files of time.” Time was in our brief 
history when the question of secession had not been settled, 
when New England States held to the view that they could 
withdraw from the Union if they saw fit to do so, and when 
the States of the South held to the same opinion there came 
about division amongst our people, our fathers of the South 
holding that they had a right to withdraw from the Federal 
Government. The fathers in the North held to the contrary 
view, and, as Dr. Ellis, a northern man, said in his history of 
our country, the question of secession was never authoritatively 
settled until the war settled it, 

Gentlemen, it was settled by the war and settled for all time. 
Long after Lee had surrendered at Appomattox a South Ameri- 
can chief asked a Confederate soldier. why it was that the 
South had not been stirring up revolutions against the Federal 
Government during the years following the war, and the Con- 
federate soldier said when Lee surrendered to Gen. Grant at 
Appomattox he plighted not only his own faith but the faith of 
every Confederate soldier and the faith of their children and 
their children’s children through all the years to come. [Ap- 
plause.] 
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And the war was over and the everlasting status of the 
Union was fixed. The question of secession was settled and we 
had an indissoluble Union of indestructible States. 

Following that war I saw the sons of the men in gray and 
the sons of the men in blue marshaled beneath that flag in the 
War with Spain. I saw Gen. Joe Wheeler, of Confederate fame, 
and Gen. Oates, of my State, Gen. Grant, and Gen. Shafter, of 
the North, fighting side by side on foreign soil. [Applause.] 
Then, in 1914, when the greatest war that ever cursed the world 
came upon us—came like a thunderclap from a clear sky—and 
the Old World stood awe-struck before the mighty march of the 
mad monarch of Germany, I saw that monarch finally insult 
our flag; and when he did every State in this Union rallied to 
its support; sons of Confederate soldiers and sons of Federal 
soldiers of the sixties went into our camps and were trained 
together and upon the far-flung battle line of France carried 
Old Glory to victory. They carried it across a sea thick with 
floating mines and swarming with submarines. 

They unfurled it against an army whose mighty forbears 
had conquered imperial Rome. They unfurled it against an 
army whose seasoned warriors had held back for three years 
the mighty armies of the people of Napoleon and Wellington. 
They unfurled it against the deadliest war machine every de- 
vised by the genius of man. They planted it over the ramparts 
of soldiers trained as no soldiers had ever been. They brought 
it back radiant with victory and covered all over with the 
glory of their valor. [Applause.] Gentlemen, we are reunited 
in heart and purpose, with one country—America—incarnated 
with the spirit of liberty. Our hearts and our hopes are all with 
thee. [Applause.] 

Let us in the days that are to come do nothing to disturb 
or weaken the composite strength and solidarity of our united 
American people. Let East and West and North and South all 
work together for the good of each, and each for the good of all. 
[Applause. ] 

Let us as 1. {embers of the American Congress contribute to the 
unity of purpose and concerted action necessary to keep Amer- 
ica at the forefront of the nations of the earth. [Applause.] 
Let us contribute to her strength and her glory, and do nothing 
to weaken her, nothing to cause bitterness between the sections. 
Surely, gentlemen, the time has come when we whole-hearted 
Americans all can forget the bitterness that divided us in the 
dead and buried past. Surely we can now work together for the 
good of our common country. Wherever distress comes, it mat- 
ters not in what section of the country, let us as Americans go 
to the rescue in the spirit and faith of real Americans. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

I want to bring to the attention of this House briefly this 
morning a condition that the World War produced in the south- 
ern section of this great country. In 1914, when the war broke 
out and submarines infested the seas, ships refused to take 
our cotton, the great money crop of the Southern States. The 
price fell from 14 eents to 6 cents a pound, which price was 
from 4 to 6 cents below the cost of production at that time. 
The South was in great distress. Her Members here, myself 
in the number, sought to get some measure of relief from the 
Government. The war itself had not yet reached us. It was 
said then in Congress that we had produced a big crop, and 
that there was no relief to be had for us, There was real dis- 
tress amongst our people, our losses were tremendous, and we 
are -just now recovering from the losses that we sustained in 
1914. There was no governmental aid and our people took 
their losses and went on as best they could. They commenced 
to diversify their crops and to practice crop rotation, 

We had been wedded to the one-crop system of producing 
cotton alone so long, depending solely upon cotton for everything, 
that we had almost forgotten how to grow any other crop. But 
in 1917 and 1918, when our country was involved in the World 
War, the President called upon our farmers to increase their 
cotton production, and the South, mindful of her losses on cot- 
ton in 1914 and 1915, and having already launched upon a Siversi- 
fied farming program, turned around and planted more cotton 
acreage in 1918 than ever before. Responding to the call of the 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, the South put 
forth the greatest effort to make a big cotton crop. But the 
boll weevil interfered and the drought in Texas interfered and 
cut down that crop to less than 12,000,000 bales. 

Now, gentlemen, I must say that if the boll weevil had not 
interfered and the drought had not come, God only knows what 
suffering the people of the South would have experienced in the 
sale of the cotton crop of 1918. When the President suggested 
that more wheat should be produced, I favored fixing a minimum 
price to the producers, a price that would be profitable to them. 
The President recommended $2.26, and that price was fixed. I 
reminded the Committee on Agriculture, when this matter was 
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before us, that:in 1914 we had produced a big crop of cotton 
and had lost millions of money on it, and that the wheat growers 

ought not to be encouraged to plant a big crop and then be left in 

the lurch as we were; and we provided a price below which it 

could not go. The price could go no lower than $2.26. It could 

go higher ; and our wheat farmers were taken care of, 

Now, ‘then, when the armistice was signed in November, 1918, 
a small cotton crop was coming on and the world’s demand was 
greater than the supply. The law of supply and demand justi- 
fied a price above 30 cents for cotton. What happened? Why, 
our British spinners and some of the spinners amongst the other 
Allies got their heads together with some of our American 
spinners and combined their forces to depress the price of Amer- 
ican cotton. They had been too busy with war work up to that 
time to form a combination to manipulate cotton prices. They 
were on tiptoe; the world was on fire. The mighty drive was 
on. Cotton had gone to 37 cents under these circumstances, 
handicapped and hampered as it was in many ways. But when 
the armistice was signed these speculators and spinners, foreign 
and domestic, said, “‘ We must get together and beat down the 
price of cotton.” They got together and they broke the ex- 
change price $30 a bale in 40 days. This constituted a loss of 
$300,000,000 on the crop of 1918. 

Now, gentlemen, let me ask you in all fairness and candor, 
what was the South to do under those circumstances? Would 
you have put your cotton on the market when it was going 
down like’ that and when to sell it meant the loss of all your 
profits? No. You would not do that if you were a good business 
man. Then, what was necessary to be done? We were forced to 
hold it and keep it off the market. If men by a combination in 
a-gambling deal destroy the value of your property overnight, 
beating the price down and down, are you going to play into 
their hands and throw your produce:‘on the market, or are you 
going to say, “No; I will refuse to sell. The law of supply 
and demand warrants a much better price, and I must have a 
better price or my year’s work and investments are all lost’? 

Good sense and sound business judgment suggested to the 
cotton farmer to hold his cotton off the market. 

Now, then, what else was necessary? Concerted action. It 
was necessary to let it be known all over the cotton belt that 
farmers were determined to hold their cotton until the price 
would yield a profit. So we had concerted action, and the cotton- 
holding movement became general. The bankers and merchants 
backed the farmers as never before, and when these three 
forces united—farmers, merchants, and bankers—the cotton- 
holding movement was an assured success. [Applause.] Were 
we not justified in standing together to prevent the sacrifice of 
our money crop? There was no earthly way for us to receive a 
profit’ except by uniting our forces and standing together and 
holding together. 

Now, what happened on the cotton exchange? These foreign 
spinners, with some of our domestic spinners, sold the cotton 
market short. You gentlemen understand what that means— 
selling something that you have not got and beating down the 
price of that which the farmer has got. What was the cotton 
farmer to do? Let the robber band take his cotton? It was 
only another form of robbery. What would you do if a burglar 
came to your house to take your property? You would at 
least keep him out if you could. You would prevent him from 
taking your property away if it were in your power to do so. 
What was the farmer to do when they knocked down the value 
of his cotton from 87 cents to 22 cents a pound, involving a 
loss of $75 a bale? What was the cotton producer to do then 
but hold his cotton and refuse to sell? Good business judgment 
suggested that he hold. His right to have a living profit jus- 
tified him in holding. Our cotton farmers had to borrow 
money to pay for Liberty bonds. They had to use their cotton 
in that transaction, and they borrowed money on their ware- 
house receipts and paid for their Liberty bonds, while their 
boys were fighting for our country on a foreign field. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Then, what did these speculators do? They said, “ We will 
beat the price down so low that the banks will get uneasy and 
call the loans, then the producer will be forced to sell his 
cotton.” Not only that, they called upon the Federal Govern- 
ment to withdraw support of the local banks and turn over 
this agricultural army in the cotton-producing States to these 
highwaymen who were undertaking to rob them of the fruits 
of their toil. But the President would not permit that. 

Now, gentlemen, what else happened? ‘The spinners of the 
United States said, “ We are not going to use anything like the 
amount of cotton that we used last year. Our consumptive 
demand will be less than last year.” The embargo on cotton 
to Germany and Austria was still in force, and there were 
restrictions of the cotton trade to the neutrals surrounding 
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those countries. Cotton shipments were still hampered by 
allied restrictions and there was a combination operating to 
rob the cotton producer here at home. 

I ask you again, gentlemen, what was the producer to do? 
He was holding cotton for a price that would yield a profit. 
The planting time was coming on; conditions were not like 
they were in the spring of 1918. At that time he did not have 
any cotton of the previous crop to amount to anything, but 
this time he had cotton. If he sold it he obtained no profit. 
If he held it he had a chance to sell for a profit later on. 
Now, what did good business judgment suggest to the producer? 
To diversify, to put some of his acres in corn, peas, hay, pea- 
nuts, alfalfa, and other things and to put less acreage in cotton. 
What does the Steel Corporation do when its supply is too 
great for the demand? It curtails its production. What did 
the lumbermen do recently? They said they had too much 
lumber. They shut down and curtailed their production. 

What should the cotton producer do when our spinners had 
told him that they would not consume as much cotton as they 
did in 1918, and when he was holding some of his previous crop 
at the planting time of the 1919 crop? Curtail his production, 
of course. I said on this floor in December, January, and Feb- 
ruary that we were not going to sell at the prices manufactured 
on the exchanges, and that we intended to hold until we could 
get a fair price for our cotton. I said here repeatedly that we 
were going to reduce our cotton acreage, and we have done so. 

We have held the remainder of the 1918 cotton crop under 
very trying circumstances. But we have seen it go back a 
little above the cost of production. It is now above 30 cents 
a pound. It costs between 24 and 28 cents to produce it. 
There never was a crop produced at such high cost as the 
American cotton crop of 1918. Why, we used to buy your 
western mules for $100 apiece. I saw a pair of them sold in my 
town Christmas for $800. So when we get a good price for cot- 
ton, we are able to pay you more for your corn and your wheat 
and your live stock, and we are able to pay more for what we 
buy from the East and the North. 

When we announced our purpose to reduce cotton acreage a 
howl went up from speculators and spectacular politicians. 
Gov. Allen, of Kansas, took our people terribly to task for trying 
to provide for their own households by doing that which would 
cause them to obtain a price for their cotton that would yield a 
profit. He said we were trading on the misery of the world by 
reducing our coiton acreage. Was he justified in making such a 
statement? The facts in the case do not support his bitter tirade 
against a people whose only offense is they have used their sense 
and their strength to provide for their own households and pre- 
vent the sacrifice of their property. I do not know how this 
governor came to be invited to a conference of cotton growers 
and their friends. 

I suppose that our people, feeling that there should be—and 
there is—a bond of sympathy between the agricultural South 
and the agricultural West, felt that the governor of a great 
Western State like Kansas would be interested to some extent 
in seeing the farmers of the sister section enjoy some measure 
of prosperity; that he would have a feeling of sympathy for 
the farmers of the South as they struggied to prevent the sacri- 
fice of their cotton crop. But no, no; this governor sent them 
a mean and bitter reply to their kind and courteous invitation. 
He told them that he had no sympathy with what they were 
doing and accused these earnest and faithful American citizens 
who were trying to prevent misery in their own families of 
“trading on the misery of the world.” 

Gentlemen, I have seen white girls and grown white women 
picking cotton, trying to aid father and husband in gathering 
the crop without adding any more to the cost of making and 
gathering in the hope of getting a little profit. Last fall the 
cotton fields were white, labor was scarce and high, and in 
many instances could not be had. 

Our farmers paid as high as $30 to pick a bale of cotton after 
it was made. That is $2 a hundred pounds in the seed. It 
takes 1,500 pounds to make a 500 pound bale. 

Thirty dollars to gather a bale of cotton and get it ready for 
the gin in 1918, and I saw-cotton sell for $30 a bale in 1914. 
That is the condition that confronted us last year, gentlemen. 
Talk about trading on the misery of the world. Why, here was 
a combination of foreign spinners aided by some of our spinners 
doing all in their power to beat down the price of cotton. Specu- 
lators and cotton merchants of Europe and America were in the 
game, They were trying to buy American cotton at a low price 
and then sell it to Germany and Austria and the neutral 
countries at a high price. 

We felt that the man who produced it was entitled to a fair 
price and a living profit, and we announced to the world that we 
intended to hold the cotton we had for a profitable price and 









reduce the cotton acreage for this year; that we were going to 

ise more corn and oats and hay, and so forth. We had been 

ling cotton to buy corn and meat and flour and potatoes and 
lard and syrup; in fact, we had been selling cotton in times past 
to buy everything that we consumed, and we owed money for it 
in the fall of the year in the heart of the cotton-selling season, 
and the merchant said to the farmer, “ You must sell your cot- 
ton. I hate to call on you now, but I need the money that you owe 
me,” and the farmer said, “All right. I regret to sell now. The 
price is unprofitable, but I realize that I owe you for everything 
I have eaten, for all of my home supplies, and I will bring in my 
cotton,” and he put it on the market when the price was unsatis- 
factory and unprofitable, 

So the farmer said, “I am going to quit the one-crop busi- 
I am going to produce my own corn and meat and other 
food and feed supplies and- be prepared to hold or sell my 
cotton just as market conditions justify. Henceforth I am 
going to exercise my price-fixing power. Everybody who seils 
me anything fixes the price on what I have to buy”; and that 
is true. The manufacturer takes the farmer’s cotton and 
makes it into cloth and he tells the merchant how much he is 
going to charge him for the finished preduct, and the merchant 
tells the farmer how much he must pay for the cotton cloth 
that he buys. Well, the bale of cotton is the farmer’s finished 
product. Why should he not have the right to count the cost 
of production, and add to that figure a reasonable profit, and 
tell the buying world the price that he must have in order to 
derive a profit on the fruits of his toil? [Applause.] 

That, gentlemen of the House, is all that the farmers of the 
South have been trying to do. I talked to a man here yesterday 
who said to me, “If cotton goes to 35 cents, I will just about 
come out even on my cotton.” Even 35 cents will not yield a 
satisfactory profit on the cotton produced in 1918. Why, our 
friends in other sections hear about cotton selling for 32 cents, 
the price to-day. That does not mean the whole crop. That 

imply means the top-notch price for the highest grade, and 
here are 10 grades, and the buyers make a difference in the 
grades of $5, $10, $15, $20, $30, and $40 a bale. This is un- 
fair and I am going to give my attention to this evil. 

I will tell you very frankly if we do not get above 32 cents 
on the average for the remainder of the 1918 crop, we are 
going to be seriously hurt. The governor of Kansas did not 
know the facts and he should have at least remained silent. 
We announced to the world that it was necessary to reduce the 
cotton acreage this year because we were holding some of the 
last year’s crop at the planting time. What would you think 

in who had produced 100 bales last year and was holding 

0 bales at the planting time this year, putting in the same num- 

of acres in the effort to produce another 100 bales of cotton, 

hen he could not sell the 50 on hand for a profitable price? 
[A ause.] 

Everybody except Gov. Allen would very properly regard him 
2s an ignoramus. What was the cotton producer to do when the 
price was unprofitable but hold his cotton and refuse to sell? 
And when holding at the planting time, the sensible thing to do 
was to reduce his cotton acreage, and he did. The holding of 
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cotton and the reduction of cotton acreage have at last broken | 


the power of the unholy alliance between certain cotton mer- 
chants, speculators, and spinners who were trying to beat down 
the price and buy cheaply the remainder of the cotton crop of 
the United States. At last the law of supply and demand is 
having a chance to operate, and prices are more agreeable. 
I am told that the spinners of Great Britain sold 800,000 bales 
hert on the exchange in January and transferred it to Febru- 
and then to March. Gentlemen, that was unfair. It was 
They did not have a pound of cotton, and yet that 
o-called cotion hung over the head of the southern farmer like 
» sword of Damocles. What was the cotton producer to do? 
us he to cowardly submit in silence to those who had planned 
rob him of the fruits of his labor? No, no, gentlemen. It 
his duty to fight, and he fought. In every speech that I 
I » in the cotton belt I called upon the farmers, merchants, 
and bankers to hold the line as their boys held it on the battle 
front in France. [Applause.] And they held the line against 
the largest combination of bear speculators that ever operated 
in the cotton markets of the United States. The speculators 
were trying to make a “killing” in profits, while the producer 
was battling for a r price, a profitable price. - 
i0v. Allen did not step with his bitter and discourteous note 
‘cotton growers of the United States. He called upon the 
Attorney General here in Washington to prosecute the cotton 
producers for reducing their cotton acreage. He invoked the 
aid of the Federal Government in his effort to deprive the cotton 
producers of my country of the fair means that they had em- 
ployed to obtain a price that would yield a profit on the cotton 
that they had and on the crop to be produced this year. 


very. 
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So far as I know, he is the only governor in the whole United 
States who took such an unfair stand. The wheat growers of 
Kansas and other States, by my vote and yours and other men 
here from the cotton-growing States, had guaranteed to them 
$2.26 a bushel, below which no exchange gambler could drive the 
price. That wall stood between the Kansas wheat grower and 
all losses. In November, after the war was over and the spring 
wheat had not been planted, we voted, as the President requested, 
to continue the guaranteed price. I have sometimes wondered if 
we had had a good price guaranteed on cotton whether after the 
war had ended in November and planting time for cotton had not 
arrived if some of our brethren in the other sections would 
have favored giving to the cotton grower a guaranteed price, 
after the war was over, on a crop not yet planted. 

3ut I voted for the guaranteed wheat price. I do not believe 
that I have any prejudice against any section of my country. 
I do not believe that any man can point to a vote that I have 
ever cast that would indicate that I would vote for a thing for 
my own section that I would withhold from another section. I 
hope that I am big and broad enough and a good enough Ameri- 
can to vote as an American should vote upon all these questions. 
[Applause. ] 

I think it was right and proper to provide this safeguard for 
the wheat grower. I am not complaining about that, but ill 
does it become the governor of Kansas to sit behind $2.26 wheat 
and say to the farmers of the cotton-growing States, with the 
price of their cotton going down, down, and down, with bank- 
ruptecy staring them in the face, that they are “trading on the 
misery of the world” when they are employing the only means 
at their command to prevent the sacrifice of their property and 
want and suffering in their families. [Applause.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; I: will yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does the gentleman know that when he 
voted to fix the price of wheat to the Kansas farmers he fixed 
it at a dollar below the market value? 

Mr. HEFLIN. We only fixed a minimum price and left it 
open upward to the sky. A preponderance of the testimony be- 
fore our committee was in favor of $1.50 a bushel as the mini- 
mum price. 

Mr. Chairman, I recall a time when the Kansas farmers pro- 
duced so much corn and the price was so unsatisfactory that 
in order to get rid of the corn on hand and not have it at the 
selling time of the next crop they burned it and filled gullies 
with it. What would the governor of Kansas have done if we 
had burned cotton instead of holding what we had and reducing 
cotton acreage this year? [Laughter.] 

As I have said, we announced to the world that we would 
reduce our cotton acreage. “ What are you doing?” some one 
asked. “ We are reducing our cotton acreage’ was the answer. 
“What for?” “Why, we have got some of our last year’s 
crop,” the farmer said, “and this is planting time.” ‘ Well, 
why not produce as much as you did last year?” ‘ Why, the 
spinners of the United States said they were not going to use 
as much cotton this year as they did last year, and we can not 
get any cotton into Germany and Austria, although the grain and 
meat of western farmers are going to both Germany and Austria 
now. We do not know when the peace conference will adjourn, 
and we deem it wise to reduce our cotton acreage and do what 
we can to obtain a profit on the remainder of this crop and on 
the one to be made this year.” 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, HEFLIN. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Reverting to the price fixed on wheat, the 
gentleman will agree that the minimum price became the maxi- 
mum price. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not know about that. 

Mr..KNUTSON. Oh, yes; the gentleman can not cite a single 
instance where wheat went above the minimum price. . 

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, I do remember that when the war was 
over the wheat growers were exceedingly anxious to have us 
continue the $2.26 price. I voted to leave it as it was. I am 
making no complaint about that, I will say to my good friend 
from Minnesota. I have been talking about the position of a 
governor of a Western State who did not understand the 
situation in the cotton-growing States, but who has misrepre- 
sented the attitude of the cotton growers of my section. ‘The 
South was justified in the stand she took. She had to do as 
she did to prevent tremendous losses on both the crop of 1918 
and the crop of 1919. The farmer holding 10 bales of cotton 
against a combination of spinners and speculators—a com- 
bination that was asking the Government to withdraw the 
financial aid properly and legitimately furnished by the Fed- 
eral reserve banks—was forced to hold his cotton and reduce his 
acreage in order to save himself from heavy losses. [Ap- 
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plause.] The New York Commercial said that the speculators’ 
purpose was to beat down the price so low that the local 
banks would call their loans and force the producer to sell 
his cotton. 

Now, gentlemen, let me say in this connection that there is 
not enough cotton in the United States to supply the domestic 
and foreign demand. 

But you ask, “Then why are you reducing your cotton acreage?” 
And we answer that the buyers and spinners would not pay the 
price that justified us in putting in the same acreage, and in 
the absence of such an inducement we decided to pursue the 
course that seemed to us best. They would not pay us the 
price warranted by the law of supply and demand, and we had 
to use every precaution to safeguard our interests. 

The producer can not be expected to deliberately plan to 
produce more than the consuming public demands, and in the 
absence of a guaranteed price he must use his own judgment 
as to how much he will try to produce of this product or that. 
If the buying public finds that he is arranging to cut down his 
acreage and curtail production, then it should offer him such 
prices as will make it profitable to increase production. Some 
gentlemen here ask why we did not fix the price on cotton? I 
will tell you. Because we knew that the price fixed by Con- 
gress would not be a price that would give us a profit. I 
talked to a number of friends upon that side, and northern 
Democrats as well. I told all of them that the average price 
would have to be above 30 cents, and they all hooted at the 
idea. I never talked to a man outside of the cotton States 
who favored a price above 20 cents a pound. One Mem- 
ber introduced a bill putting the price at 15 cents, and he was a 
Democrat. A Republican had introduced a bill fixing it at 20 
cents, and the plan was, it was said, to compromise between 
these two gentlemen who came from States that did not pro- 
duce a single pound of cotton, and give us 174 cents and not 
over 20 cents a pound. I said, “ Father, deliver us from these 
two friends of ours.” [Laughter.] 

Seventeen and a half cents! Let me say to gentlemen here 
to-day that if the price had been fixed at even 25 cents the cotton 
growers would have been bankrupt. I know that some cf you 
did not understand the situation, and that w-s what we were 
afraid of in the matter of fixing a price. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am very much interested in what the gen- 
tleman has said. I would like to incuire what it costs the farmer 
in the South to produce cotton. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I wrote to many producers and to officials in 
yarious cotton-producing States, and I asked them to have the 
producers write me regarding the cost of production. Every 
letter I received stated that it cost from 24 to 28 cents a pound 
to produce the 1918 cotton crop. Let me give you a few of the 
things used by the cotton farmer—things that enter into the 
cost of cotton production. 


Comparison of prices of farming supplies. 





. Articles. Prices previous to war. Prices last year and now. 
















Mas DOMR, cvasssacesd 6 for 25 cents........ ecsees--| 20 cents cach. 

CCTs iss Feeweis di . Do. 
Singletrees...... 60 to 65 cents each. 
BBs lh ccnsveces 10 to 15 cents per pair....... 60 to 65 cents per pair. 
yo Oe ee 40 to 60 cents per pair....... $1.25 to $1.50 per pair. 


85 cents to $1.25 eich. 
€0 to 75 cents each. 
$1.25 to $1.75 each. 


“:] 25 to 40 cents cach..........- 
eccdusnenes 20 to 25 cents each........... 
.| 60 to 75 cents each 


Back bands. 
Collar pads 
Cotton collars... 


BAB, <65650- .| 50 to 75 cents each........... Do. 
eee 75 cents to $1.25 each........ $2 to $4 cach. 
Leather collars........ $1.50 to $2 each. ............. $5 to $7.50 each. 
Plow handles. ......... | 20 to 25 cents each........... 60 to 75 cents cach. 
Plow stock.... ---| 90 cents to $1 each........... $2.50 each. 

Turn plows.... a | A cad eans «ob < gare | $12.59 to $16 each. 
Plow blades........ | 3cents per pound........... 10 cents per pound. 


| 3} to 4 cents per pound...... | 73 to 8} cents per pound. 


Mule and horse shoes. - | 
| 24 cents per pound | 5 to 6 cents per pound. 


Common wire nails... . 














Buggy harness.........| $9 to $15 per set............. | $25 to $40 per set. 
Buggies.......... .-| $60 to $89 each............... | $125 to $165 each. 
Wagons, 2-horse $55 to $60 cach... cccscese-. $125 to $140 each. 
Common cotton planter} $3 each... | $7 to $7.59 each. 
Common cultivator....| $4each........ .-| $7 to $9.50 each. 
Scovil hoes............ | 30 to 35 cents each........... 85 cents to $1 each. 


Common Guano horns. 10 to 12} cents each..........| 35 cents each. 





The cost of labor, live stock, fertilizers, agricultural imple- 
ments, food, and feed made the 1918 cotton crop the costliest 
cotton crop that we ever produced. We had to hold cotton or 
lose the whole year’s investment and labor. 

I passed a farmer’s dwelling in my home county last Christ- 


mas. I saw three fine hogs dressed and ready for the smoke- 
house. I saw 10 or 12 half-grown hogs rooting around in a! and automobiles. 
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potato patch, and I saw 8 or 10 stacks of hay back of the 


horse lot. This farmer’s barn was full of fodder and his crib 
was full of corn, and he had 10 bales of cotton under a shelter. 
That was one of the most beautiful pictures that I have ever 
seen in the cotton-growing States, a picture full of meaning. 
I said to the gentleman with me, “ Those three hogs dressed and 
hanging up there, those hogs rooting around in the potato pateh, 
those stacks of hay, and the fodder in the barn and the corn 
in the crib are all helping the farmer to keep his cotton off the 
market until the price wiil yield a profit.” 

On account of the high cost of cotton production in 1918 and 
the unprofitable price obtaining at the planting time this year, 
our farmers decided that they would produce more corn and 
peas and peanuts than they produced last year, so they reduced 
their cotton acreage. They are also raising more cattle and 
hogs than ever before. 

The fact is the most prosperous farmers in the South to-day 
are those who are practicing diversified farming and who are 
raising cattle and hogs. Farmers in my district and in other 
districts in Alabama have shipped in the last few months sey- 
eral carloads of hogs and cattle from their farms, This is 
true on a larger scale in many of the other Southern States. 
There are more hogs and catile in the South to-day than ever 
before. The one-crop idea is gone. The South has not only 
become the land of diversified farming, but it is fast becoming 
a great cattle-producing country. The McQueen-Smith farm in 
Autauga County, in my district, shipped out 15 carloads of 
cattle about six weeks ago. Six or seven years ago that county 
was given over entirely to the production of cotton. 

Gentlemen, we are through with the one-crop idea in the 
South; and if it takes the reduction of cotton acreage to insure 
the producer a profit on the cotton already made, we reserve 
the right from time to time to reduce the acreage, and this 
will in all probability be done by our farmers without even 
consulting Gov. Allen. What did the Government guarantee 
the wheat price for? So that wheat production would be profit- 
able and thus make sure that we would have the vast quantity 
of wheat necessary for our people and for war purposes. What 
did Gifford Pinchot say was necessary to make a big wheat 
crop? To guarantee a good price to the producer... 

We did not expect the producer of wheat to send his boy 
abroad to fight and to die and then impoverish himself and 
family here at home. We expected him to have a profit on his 
produce. Some of these pompous profiteers who made their 
millions out of war munitions have dared to criticize the cotton 
producers of the United States for asking for a profitable price 
for their cotton. The cotton producer is entitled to a living 
profit just as much as the wheat producer or the corn grower 
is. I am in full sympathy with the grain farmers of the West. 
They are going to have the same trouble with grain exchanges 
when the guaranteed wheat price is gone that we have had 
with the cotton exchanges. I commenced the fight here last 
December to cut down the 21 grades of cotton then tenderable 
on the exchanges, and Senator SmiruH of South Carelina began 
the fight in the Senate. We succeeded in cutting down the 
“robber list” to 10 grades. I stand ready to help the grain 
growers of the West to secure a fair deal.on the grain ex- 
changes of the United States. [Applause.] You can count on 
every vote from the cotton-growing States to help you to 
cut down technical grades hatched out by grain speculators, 
so that the true relation between futures and spot prices will 
be maintained. 

That was the trouble with cotton. The exchange price of 
cotton was driven down $30 a bale below the spot price in the 
open markets of the country. And I repeat, gentlemen, that if 
the producer had not kept his cotton off the market during those 
times, his losses would have been tremendous. Distress and 
financial embarrassment would have come to ‘the farmers of 
the cotton-growing States. Congress cut the cotton grades fron 
21 to 10. These are more grades than the average crop re- 
quires, but it is much harder for crooks to manipulate 10 grades 
than it was to manipulate 21 grades of stuff from dog-tail cotton 
to middling fair, and spot prices and future prices have come 
nearer together, and we are getting a fairer deal now than we 
did under the old system. , 

All that we ask is a fair price and a fair profit. All honest 
men will admit that we are entitled to that. Cotton is one of 
the most serviceable crops in the world. Do you know what they 
are doing with it? They are making suitcases out of it which 
are just as serviceable as leather. They are making shoes out 
of it, hats, and all kinds of wearing apparel; they are making 
sole leather out of it to be worn about the house. They are 
making out of cotton a substitute for leather to cover buzzies 
They are using it for auto tops and tires. 
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It floats in the flag of our country, and it goes into the uniforms 
of our soldiers. It is the powder behind the bullet and the 
greatest explosive power in the world. [Applause.] 

It is a substitute for silk, linen, and wool, but none of these 
can take the place of cotton. No wonder the price is higher 
than it used to be. for it is being put to uses now that we never 
dreamed of in the old days. Let me call to your attention a state- 
ment that I made here in February to show you the value of the 
finished product made from cotton. In 1912 Great Britain paid 
$401,000,000 for her supply of raw cotton. She made up that 
cotton into cloth, supplied all the United Kingdom, and sold the 
surplus outside for $611,000,000, $210,000,000 more than the raw 
material cost at the outset. That gives you an idea of about 
what the value of the finished product is. In 1918 Great Britain 





paid around 50 cents a pound for her cotton, and the official’ 


report shows that she declared the biggest dividend in the his- 
tory of the cotton-spinning industry of Great Britain. Now, 
gentlemen, surely the cotton producer of the United States is 
entitled to a fair deal and a living profit. [Applause.] 

Mr. UPSHAW. Good! 

Mr. HEFLIN. The New York Commercial had an editorial 
some weeks ago saying that a certain cotton man had said 
that if the producer should get the price warranted by the 
price of cotton goods he would be receiving from 70 to 80 cents 
a pound for cotton, and that is true. Let no one condemn the 
great army of cotton producers of the United States for insist- 
ing upon a profitable price for their cotton, and let no man 
who comes from a section where, in order to protect the farmer 
from losses an his incoming corn crop, it was found necessary 
to burn the corn on hand, damn the cotton producer for cutting 
down his cotton acreage in order to save himself from heavy 
losses on his cotton. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 12 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The people of the cotton-growing States have 
done their part nobly and well in the great war just ended. 

They have responded with enthusiasm to every call of the 
country. Our boys have fought by your boys, and the sections 
have been drawn closer and closer together by their comrade- 
ship in arms. Go ask the soldiers of Iowa and New York about 
the courage and valor of the Alabama boys. Fighting side by 
side, and fighting to the death, these men became affectionately 
fond of each other. They are pound together by the ties of 
mutual respect, love, and comradeship that no power on this 
earth can ever break. [Applause.] We are proud of the part 
that our boys have played in the service of our country. Gen. 
Crowder, writing to me in October last, said: 

You will note that the 12 Southern States listed in column 1 have 
f 1ed a higher percentage of strength in class 1 men and have 
th contributed in heavier proportion to total population than the 
12 Nor rn States in column 2 and 12 Western States in column 3 
and 12 Middle Western States in column 4. 

When the integrity and sovereignty represented by Old Glory 
was challenged, and the civilization of the world was at stake, 
and Germany was holding the Old World at bay, the descendants 
of the men who followed Stonewall Jackson and Robert Lee 
took their places with the sons of the men who followed Grant 
and the brave commanders under him, and, side by side, defended 
the Nation on the far-flung battle lines of France. [Applause.] 
They fought together and saved the day together. I do not hesi- 
tate to say here and elsewhere that we struck the decisive blow; 
we ended the war in victory. All praise to our brave Allies, 
But for us the war would not have been won. I repeat, America, 
this young giant of the West, struck the decisive blow. It was 
her genius that timed that blow, her leadership that directed it, 
and her brave sons who drove back the murderous Hun, and 
when the war ended they were marching toward Berlin through 
the gates of Sedan. [Applause.] That is where they were going. 
{Applause.J 

Americans all, let us now at the end of this great war, as the 
curtain goes down on the bloodiest conflict in human history— 
let us, I say, joint guardians of American ideals and institu- 
tions, reconsecrate ourselves to the highest and best interests 
of our common country. [Applause.] Let us henceforth con- 
tribute to the strength and solidarity of the American people. 
Let us refuse to listen to any man who attempts to array one 
section of our country against another. [Applause.] Let us 
stand together, and facing the future with heads erect and 
light on all our faces lift our eyes toward the skyland and the 
stars and thank God that we are American citizens, with one 
heart, one hope, one country, and one flag. Loud applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanit- 
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. HEFLIN. I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green]. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much I 
am not in voice or in condition to speak at this time. The gentle- 
man frem Alabama [Mr. Herrin] has called to mind a subject 
that I would be glad to discuss at some length, and perhaps 
may at some future time. The reference which he made to the 
services of the Iowa troops and Alabama troops will well be 
understdod by all who have lived in my district. The One hun- 
dred and sixty-eighth Iowa, which was recruited in my district, 
knows well the Alabama regiment which fought along with it: 
The Alabama regiment almost invariably was upon the right of 
the Iowa regiment. Side by side they endured the cold and 
wet of the trenches; side by side they slept under the cold rains 
of France with nothing to protect them but the skies; side by 
side they charged upon the German machine guns; side by side 
they brought back prisoners and artillery; side by side they 
struggled from almost the beginning of the contest on the part 
of the American troops until a glorious triumph crowned the 
American arms. [Applause.] Iowa is proud of the Alabama 
regiment. A friendship and a comradeship grew up between 
them which will never be forgotten. 

Both respected each other. Bach was ready to share, when- 
ever occasion made necessary, their somewhat scanty rations, 
For this reunion on the fields of France, when the men of the 
North and the men of the South were ready and anxious to 
meet the common foe on the field of battle and crush the most 
arrogant military autocracy that ever attempted to dominate 
this earth, let us all be thankful, and let us hope that it will 
tend to produce a feeling of common unity, common patriotism, 
and a common love of this flag here, and a common love of our 
common country. [Applause.] 

But all this, after all, has little to do with the main question 
which is discussed by the gentleman from Alabama. I do not 
know what remedy he preposes for the cotton situation, because 
I did not understand him to offer any. I do not know whether 
he expected that we would put a price on cotton now above that 
which it has maintained in the market or not. 

I do remember quite well when the subject was before this 
House at a previous time he was not in favor of fixing the 
price on cotton, but, on the contrary, stood ready to resist any 
attempt of that kind. And if the gentleman means to intimate 
there was any unfairness here on the part of this House in 
putting the price upon wheat while none was put upon cotton, 
let me call his attention and that of Members now sitting here 
who were not present at the time it was done to the exact 
situation. 

It is true there was a minimum price fixed upon wheat, and 
a minimum price only, but the real intention was, as everyoue 
understood, to make that minimum price the maximum price, 
and it was, in fact, made the maximum price. We created a 
Federal board, which was the only purchaser of wheat. It paid 
nothing except the minimum price, and not one cent above 
that. Nobody else could buy wheat if they desired. Hence, a 
minimum price became the maximum price, and if the price 
of wheat had not been tixed it would have gone to at lenst 
$5 a bushel, in the opinion of all persons who are competent 
to judge with reference to the matter. Now, I do not say this 
simply because I voted to fix the price upon wheat, for the 
people of my district are not interested particularly in wheat, 
as it is not their main crop, and they have never cared whether 
any price was fixed on wheat or not. So I believe I can view 
the matter with an entirely unprejudiced mind. We fixed the 
price on wheat with the intention that an exorbitant and 
unreasonable price should not be demanded by the profiteers, 
or even by the farmer himself, for it greatly restricted the 
opportunity of the farmer. And then all the farmer asked in 
the end, when we passed our last bill, was, that having prom- 
ised him this price and induced him to prepare his ground and 
make ready for his crop, to proceed with his operations; and, 
having done all this, the Government should not take away the 
price it had guaranteed him under those circumstances. For 
that reason we maintained the price as-it is now. And yet 
under the circumstances, considering the foreign demand, it is 
not likely, as it would seem at the present time, that the price 
is anything more than the natural one which would have resulted 
in any event. 

Now, so far as cotton is concerned, it is true that it enters 
into a great variety of articles, and I understood the gentle- 
man from Alabama mentioned the fact that it went into the 
soldier’s uniform. Well, I am very sorry it did, under this 
administration. Too much of it, indeed, went into the soldier's 
uniform. And the gentleman referred also to the time we 
burned corn in the Western States. I think he said some- 
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thing about burning wheat, but I do not think we got as far as 
that. 

3ut this burning of corn, the gentleman will remember, was 
at a time when another Democratic administration was con- 
trolling the destinies of this country. And that is the only time 
I ever knew that any corn was burned in this country, I do not 
think there is any danger we will ever get so far as to burn cot- 
ton, although, if the gentleman’s constituency is suffering, they 
are suffering not through any fault or direction of the Mem- 
bers upon this side, to whom he seemed to direct his remarks, but 
solely because the administration is not doing its duty. If there 
has been some conspiracy in New York or elsewhere to beat down 
the price of cotton, the Department of Justice ought to take hold 
of the matter. The administration ought to handle those who 
are guilty of such conduct. But for some reason, as we all well 
know, there has been no particular disturbance either of those 
who attempted to force up prices during this administration or 
those who attempted to lower them. And there we stand. Sol 
hope, if the gentleman has any complaint to make about the situa- 
tion, with reference to cotton, he will present it down at the 
White House when the party who usually resides there gets back 
home, instead of presenting it to the Members upon this side. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I want to sound 
a friendly note of warning to Republicans and Democrats alike, 
and particularly to the gentlemen in charge of appropriation 
bills. ‘ 

Yesterday the House passed the Indian appropriation bill, 
which, instead of being reduced in the aggregate from what it 
had been as reported at the preceding Congress, carried $600,000 
more than when it passed the House in the first instance, That 
was not economy. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have but five minutes, but 
I will yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. Just a question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does not that properly illustrate Republican 
retrenchment? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thought the gentleman’s ques- 
tion would be political, but what I have to say will be of as 
much interest to him as it will be to the Republicans. Most of 
the waste and extravagance about which we are complaining 
came from the Democratic Party while it was in power here, 
and I had hoped the Republican Party would correct the waste 
and extravagance. 

I rose, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of calling the attention 
of my Democratic friends, as well as my Republican friends, 
to the fact that the Indian appropriation bill, which passed the 
last Congress and failed in the Senate, carried $600,000 more 
yesterday than it did when it passed the last time. That was 
not economy, and I care not whether it comes from a Republican 
committee or a Democratic committee. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield just 
for one word? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes, 

Mr. SNYDER. It is true that it did carry more, but it was 
largely due to the fact that all of the items that are covered by 
the Indian Bureau were in the bill, including the distribution 
of tribal funds to the Indians, which was more than the whole 
$600,000 increase, and did not include economic management of 
the department. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If it referred to other than 
Government funds, the criticism may not apply particularly, but 
I assume that the bill as it passed the House yesterday was 
substantially the same bill, except in the aggregate $600,000 
more was provided for in the bill than was the case previously. 

Mr. SNYDER. If the gentleman will examine the Recorp 
of January 23, he will see that in the item covered by that bill 
economies were practiced and items cut down and not increased. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Indian appropriation bill 
is a bill which sometimes may be looked upon with suspicion, 
because, after all, it is a special-interest bill, a bill pertaining 
to certain sections of the country, a bill which relates to a cer- 
tain class of people, and it has very warm friends on the floor 
of the House who will do everything on earth to obtain the 
appropriations that they desire in that bill. Hence, taking it 
for example, I would like to say to any committee or any mem- 
ber of a committee, whether on the Republican side or on the 
Democratic side, that we are now facing the largest expendi- 
tures the Government has ever incurred, and it is time to re- 
trench, no matter what bill we begin with. It so happened that 





the Indian appropriation bill, which we passed yesterday, was 
the first one we tackled. 

I-am glad the gentleman from New York [Mr. Snyper] made 
the statement he did, because I know he is going to do his work 
conscientiously. But I beg all members of appropriating com- 
mittees on both sides of the House to cut and cut and cut wher- 
ever they can hereafter, whether on the Indian appropriation bill 
or any other appropriation bill. [Applause.] It will be abso- 
lutely necessary to do that, or the people of this country will 
be steeped in such taxation as they will never be able to meet. 

To-day we have the Agricultural appropriation bill, and it is 
much worse than the Indian appropriation bill. I assume it 
comes forward ‘due to the desire to hasten the passage of these 
appropriation bills in order that we will not have to pass extend- 
ing resolutions before the 1st of July. I also assume that ft is 
due in large degree to the absence from the country of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the necessity for obtaining his sig- 
nature that we will pass these bills without the ordinary scru- 
tiny. We certainly did that in the House on the Indian appro- 
priation bill. But here comes the Agricultural appropriation 
bill. I want to say to the newcomers in this House that the Agri- 
cultural bill is one of the greatest offenders that comes upon us. 
Much has been said about river and harbor bills being extrava- 
gant, but if you go into the details of the Agricultural appro- 
priation bill you will find that the practical farmers of this 
country, instead of getting any marked benefit from this bill, are 
simply contributing, through the taxes they pay, to the employ- 
ment of thousands and thousands of so-called experts who go 
around the country and tell the farmer how to farm. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Has the gentleman analyzed the present 
bill sufficiently to separate the items for the pay of experts, to 
which he refers, from other items which might directly affect 
the welfare of the farmers; that is, the proportionate parts of 
the two types of expenditures as covered in the present bill? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have made no careful analysis 
of the different classes of items in the bill, but——— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s 
request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HAvGEN] has made a very careful analysis. But I 
will say that the information I have is that the Department of 
Agriculture, which is a comparatively new department, having 
started bureau after bureau with a small appropriation, and 
having built up those bureaus by increased appropriations’ which 
it has demanded from Congress year after year, has finally 
gotten to the position where, instead of spending $31,000,000, 
as this bill proposes to appropriate for the benefit of the farmer, 
it spends that $31,000,000 to employ more than 18,000 men and 
women to go about the country and educate the farmer in his 
work. Gentlemen may say no as to that, Because very many 
gentlemen have heretofore been interested in obtaining employ- 
ment for constituents in that department and its many bureaus 
and employment for gentlemen residing in their own vicinity. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Do those 18,000 employees re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania include those who 
were put on the roll about the beginning of the war as a war 
measure, calling for the employment of 10,000 or 12,000 em- 
ployees? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think that is true as to many 
of them, that they were put on about the time the war broke out, 
and all of them have served here in the United States, because 
we were told that the most patriotic work they could do during 
the war was to remain in the field here, telling farmers how to 
do their work, so that the soldiers on the other side would get 
their necessary food. We kept them here until the streets of 
Washington were so congested as to be almost impassible; there 
were so many clerks employed during the war. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Is it not true that when these 
employees were placed there they were so placed merely as a 
war measure, and that the Congress and the country were left 
under the impression that their services would be dispensed with 
as.soon as the war was over? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That was our understanding, 
that every department here was stocked up during the war, with 
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the expectation that the moment the war was over these men 
and women would return to their former occupations and that 
Washington would be free from the overplus which for two 
years has been engaged in the happy pastime of walking our 
streets and crowding our boarding houses until the end of the 
month, when the warrant comes around. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
again? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania any 
information as to whether or not the eight or nine thousand 
special employees known as “ war employees” are carried in the 
present bill? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think they are carried in this 
bill, but I would prefer to have the chairman of the committee 
answer that question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. When the gentleman 
finishes I will make a statement. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Iowa has 
always been very fair about statements. My statement is ac- 
curate, however, that the number of employees in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to-day is more than 18,000. Is not that 
correct? Here is the chairman of the committee. Let us have 
a statement from him. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The amount carried by the regular appropria- 
tion for the current year is $27,875,353. The emergency bill, 
or the so-called food-production bill, carried $11,031,863. The 
bill introduced and under consideration at the present time is 
identical with the bill introduced by the committee and presented 
to the House at the last session of Congress. The bill now under 
consideration carries $31,691,562, which is an apparent increase 
of $3,816,209, but as $2,107,880 represents a transfer from the 
food-production act there is an actual increase of $1,708,329 over 
the regular appropriation made. In other words, we have taken 
over $2,107,880 of the war work that was carried on under the 
food-production act. 

The committee have reported the bill exactly as it was re- 
ported by the Committee on Agriculture in the last Congress. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There were no new hearings? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; and there is nothing new in the bill, but 
the committee have authorized the chairman to offer amend- 
ments aggregating $961,780. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Increase? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Increase, the principal item being $500,000 
for the campaign for the eradication of tuberculosis, $250,000 
to combat the corn borer, which is manifesting itself in New 
York and Massachusetts and other sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has again expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I have 10 minutes? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa yields to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania 10 minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the gentleman wants 
to help us in this matter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I desire to say that I am heartily in accord 
with the sentiment expressed by the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as to the necessity for economy, and that 
every effort should be made to reduce appropriations wherever 
it is possible. But the situation was this: The committee held 
hearings last winter. Consideration was given to those hear- 
ings, and in view of the fact that we should pass the appropria- 
tion bill so that the money may be available for the department 
it was thought best not to open any further hearings, but to rely 
upon the judgment of the committee of the former Congress. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is the Food Administration 
still in existence? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I presume certain branches of it are. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That part of it which keeps 
the signs up in all the prominent hotels, advising that they ob- 
serve Mr. Hoover’s regulations, has not been dispensed with, 
because the hotels charge the same high prices as if Mr. Hoover 
were here. But may I ask whether the employees covered by 
the appropriation made to the Food Administration were car- 
ried over to the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think not. Certain functions have been 
transferred to the Department of Agriculture, and an appropria- 
tion of $35,000 has been estimated and agreed to by the com- 
mittee to take care of the work of the wool division of the War 
Industries Board. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


from Pennsylvania 


Certain work of the Food Ad- 


ministration has been taken over by the Department of Agricul- 
ture? ° 
That has been suggested. 


Mr. HAUGEN. 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


And to that extent appropria- 
tions for the Food Administration are now unnecessary? 
Mr. HAUGEN. For that particular work. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
culture will continue the work? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It will, if the House so authorizes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I ask again whether or 
not the Food Administration employees have been carried over 
into the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now, gentlemen, the net re- 
sult is that this agricultural bill is brought in by the committee 
in good faith on the strength of the hearings had in the last 
Congress, without any additional hearings, because the com- 
mittee feels the necessity of passing this bill immediately and 
getting it over to the Senate, in order that these appropriations 
may be available for next year and that no extension resolution 
may be necessary. To that extent, in the matter of haste, the 
committee perhaps is to be commended ; but my point is this, that 
unless our committees begin to go into details with regard to these 
expenditures, we are going to run up against troublous times in 
the Republican Party, as the Democrats ran up against troublous 
times up to the time they let go their power. [Applause.] That 
side of the House has dumped upon this side of the House the 
greatest responsibility that one party could have laid upon an- 
other. I am not raising this question for political reasons, but 
the fact is, gentlemen, that we passed a revenue bill here that 
was presumed to provide $6,000,000,000 for this current year 
ending June 30 next, and that bill was jiggered—if anybody 
knows what that term means, he will understand what I mean— 
that bill was so manipulated on the other side of the Capitol 
that it provided for only $4,000,000,000 for the next fiscal year. 
Yet the ranking Democratic member of the Ways and Means 
Committee this morning made the statement that our expenses 
next year, as shown by the present appropriations, would run 
up to over $7,000,000,000 in round figures. I haye just called 
upon the Appropriations Committee and find that, according to 
the estimates already in, our appropriations next year are going 
to run between $9,000,000,000 and $10,000,000,000. Now, you 
have got a revenue Dill that will provide $4,000,000,000, or $6,- 
000,000,000 short. You had great difficulty in selling your 
$4,500,000,000 of Victory loan to people supposed to be intensely 
patriotic. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; I yield to my friend from 
Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. The Secretary of the Treasury assured the 
country that this fifth Liberty loan was the last Liberty loan. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He made that statement. 

Mr. FESS. I have been looking over the authorizations 
already made—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But I will say to the gentle- 
man that statement was made by the new Secretary of the 
Treasury, who perhaps was a little more careful in his state- 
ment than was his predecessor, who helped unload one loan after 
another upon the people of the United States to such an extent 
that some of us doubted when we would ever be able to meet the 
obligations that were being incurred, 

Mr. FESS. If the gentleman will permit, that is precisely the 
reason of my question—how are we going to get the money to 
pay this accumulated debt? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The present Secretary of the 
Treasury has wonderful faith in the Federal Reserve System of 
the United States, and it may be—— 

Mr. FESS. Is it to be done by the printing press? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have indicated the difference 
between the $4,000,000,000 of revenue, as estimated, and the 
$10,000,000,000 of prospective expenditures, which will be $6,000,- 
000,000. If the Secretary calls for no more public-loan sub- 
scriptions, probably it will be necessary to issue more notes, 
which the bankers of the country who hold the people’s money 
will have to make good, or the taxes will have to be increased.- 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman suggests that the Govern- 
ment had great difficulty in putting over the fifth Victory loan 
among the people “supposed” to be patriotic. I would like 
to call attention to the fact that the people whom he “ supposes ” 
to be patriotic were patriotic enough to oversubscribe the loan 
nearly a billion dollars. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That did not come from all 
sections of the country. There were two districts that did not 
make up their quota, but I will not call attention to those two 
districts. I will say this as to patriotism, since the gentleman 
has raised the question: I think the boy that volunteered for the 
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service, or accepted the draft in good faith, donned his uniform, 
and went to the other side of the water at $30 a month was a 
patriot. 

Mr. BARKLEY. 
man and me on that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But when it comes to the man 
that went into the Agricultural Department, or any other de- 
partment, at a good salary and helped there while war was 
going on, there is a slight difference. When it comes to the 
man who buys a Victory bond or a Liberty bond, setting up his 
patriotism against that of the soldier, I am a little skeptical. 
He has simply made the best investment on earth, I do not care 
from what section of the country he comes. [Applause.] He 
was not baring his breast to the enemy; he was doing a safe 
and shrewd business. There was no special patriotism in that; 
it was sound business. If the gentleman’s State was so pros- 
perous, if the gentleman’s State raised certain commodities that 
went abroad in large quantities so that they could buy Liberty 
bonds and lay them away in a safe when other men were laying 
down their lives, it was fortunate, that is all. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I did not rise to interrogate the gentleman 
in order to compare the patriotism of those who bought bonds 
and those who fought. I can assure the gentleman that the 
people of my State did their full share both of fighting and 
buying bonds. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I made the comparison be- 
cause the gentleman was trying to put me in a hole on the sub- 
ject of patriotism. The gentleman from Kentucky, brilliant as 
he is, must get up earlier in the morning than 6 o’clock to do that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me say to the gentleman that I was 
not trying to put him in a hole. I was trying to help him out 
of one. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I regret that I can not let the 
gentleman inject any more eloquence into my speech. 

Mr. BARKLEY. TI have great respect for the gentleman’s 
regrets, and therefore I will desist. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. A Member, a new Member, by 
the way, called my attention to page 12 of this bill. I will not 
point out any particular bureau, but it was the Bureau of Animal 
Industry. That will show how this money is to be spent. Take 
lines 14, 15, and 16, page 12, Here are appropriations that run 
up to $495,000. There are a lot of things to be done, and then 
comes a blanket authority to an individual bureau chief to do 
as he pleases—to prepare and disseminate reports of animal 
industry. There is no limitation; he may send out reports until 
the wastebaskets are full, and the farmer back yonder pays 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
vania has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
five minutes more? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I can not; the time is assigned. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield me 
three minutes? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will yield the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Look through the bill, and you 
will find ample evidence of what I have been trying to point out. 
I want to call attention of Republicans and Democrats alike to 
the fact that we can not possibly, by any rule of mathematics 
or otherwise, continue to increase appropriations the way we 
have been doing in these two bills and at the same time reduce 
taxes. It must be one thing or the other. I have come from a 
meeting this morning where we gave serious thought to the ques- 
tion of taxes. Almost everybody that is taxed wants to be 
relieved. We passed a bill through the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which will be reported shortly, providing that the luxury 
taxes, so called, shall come down. That is easy. People will 
applaud it. It relieves the people of a great deal of annoyance. 
They say the war is over and they ought not to be taxed, but 
the war has got to be paid for and taxes must continue. We 
will take $85,000,000 out of the Treasury by this repeal of the 
luxury tax. Some say it is annoying to be taxed on ice cream 
and soda, but you will reduce the taxes $21,000,000 if that comes 
down. Meanwhile we lose a billion dollars on spirituous liquors. 

Some say that it is burdensome to pay the taxes on furs. If 
we cut that down and candies and several other articles, prob- 
ably $100,000,000 additional will come off. Somebody says it is 
wrong to tax automobiles, automobile parts, and so forth. If 
that is so and we take that off, we lose several hundred million 
dollars more. Why, gentlemen, if we put on as a substitute the 
highest protective tariff that this side of the House can stand, 
we will not raise more than three or four hundred million 
dollars of revenue. So we can nof expect the customs tax will 
pull the taxpayers out of this hole. Six billions of dollars will 
not be paid without direct taxation in some form. We must 
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be cautious in passing appropriation bills and retrench wherever 





we can, since tremendous bills are to be met. We can not escape 
the great obligations levied upon this country by the adminis- 
tration conducting this war, in the name of war, and must be 
prepared to pay sooner or later. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield eight minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Morcan]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to a 
paragraph in the Agricultural bill approved March 4,1917. That 
was the last act passed, and it contains a paragraph as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make studies of cooperation 
among the farmers of the United States in matters of rural credits and 
of other forms of cooperation in rural communities, etc., $30,760. 

The bill passed by the House February 1, 1918, changed that 
paragraph to read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to m 
among farmers tn the United States. 

It will be observed that that bill omitted the words “in mat- 
ters of rural credits and of other forms of cooperation in rural 
communities.” 

When that bill was up before the House at the last Congress 
I interrogated the then chairman of the committee as to why he 
omitted those words from the bill. I forget what explanation 
he made, but it was not satisfactory to me. I was in hopes that 
when the Republicans came in charge of the bill they would rein- 
state the old form and leave at least a small appropriation there 
whereby the Department of Agriculture might continue its in- 
vestigations of rural credits. I do not want to criticize the Re- 
publican or Democratic members of the committee. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted, I would 
say that the Republican members of the committee believe in 
investigation, but they also believe in getting results from in- 
vestigations. We do not desire to encourage investigations that 
yield no results. I do not believe the gentleman can point out 
any results of the investigations that have already been made, 
with all due respect to the gentlemen who have been carrying 
them on, and they are most excellent people. We have now the 
Farm Loan Banking System and various other organizations, 
whose functions it ought to be to make these investigations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, the explanation of the chair- 
man of the committee is not satisfactory to me, and certainly is 
not logical. He merely waves this aside by saying that the 
Agricultural Department was not getting results. I do not 
think that is fair. I hold here the last report of the Secretary 
of Agriculture in which he says that the question of rural 
credits has been investigated. Some of you gentlemen here are 
new, and I wish to remind you that in 1912 both political parties 
of this Nation adopted very strong resolutions in favor of giv- 
ing the farmer as good a system of credits as commercial and 
manufacturing interests have. The Republicans especially had 
a very strong and positive declaration. Following that up un- 
der a Democratic Congress the Federal farm-loan act was 
passed, but I call attention to the fact that that provides only 
for what we call farm-mortgage loans—loans which must be 
secured by a mortgage on a farm. Everyone who has studied 
this question of rural credits, who has studieti the splendid sys- 
tem they have in some of the European countries, knows that 
personal farm credit is fully as important, if not more so, to the 
farmer than farm-mortgage credit. So that the Democratic 
Congress proceeded only halfway or hardly halfway. I wa 
surprised when this bill came up last session of Congress when 
I found that the committee had apparently abandoned the 
farmer in their effort to have a complete system of both farm 
mortgage and personal credit. If the Republicans keep faith 
with their platform declarations they will enact legislation on 
this subject at this session of Congress. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. For a question. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Is it not possible for personal credit to be 
secured in localities where banks are located, if the personal 
credit could be justified? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the gentleman that in most of 
the European countries they have a special system of personal 
farm credits for the farmer. Every man who has seriously 
studied that question knows that our banks that are known as 
commercial banks serve largely commerce and trade and manu- 
facturing and do not serve agriculture, as they should. Every- 
one who has studied the question knows that if we wish tu do 
something to make farming profitable, if we wish to do some- 
thing that will aid in developing and expanding agricultural 
interests, we ought to comply with our platforms of 1912 and 
of 1916 and enact at this session of Congress a personal-credit 
bill. We should give the farmers a system of credit so that 
they can expand their business. I hope the Republicans, before 
we come to consider this bill, will take this matter seriously 
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under consideration and revive the question. If the Agricul- 
tural Department is not doing the work, let us do something 
to see to it that it does do it. 





Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
there are sections of the country where the farmer can not 


obtain credit on loans when he has due security to offer? 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the report of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture. He reports that 60 per cent of the farmers of the United 
States are compelled to use credit from dealers; that is to say, 
they can not get money from the banks. The men who furnish 
supplies to them with which to produce their crops give them 
credit and charge them exorbitant rates of interest. There is 
no adequate facilities for personal credit for the farmers of this 
Nation. The banks in existence largely serve commerce and 
not the farmer. 

Mr. WALSH. What does the gentleman propose as a remedy? 
He does not propose to extend credit unless a man has security? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. I do not want to give the farmer one 
penny. I went to give them facilities, organizations, corpora- 
tions, so that they will have access to the great credit resources 
of the country. The Federal Reserve System is not doing justice 
to the farmers of the country. I hope that the Republicans 
especially will look into this matter. Let us see if we can not 
revive and restore this interest in agricultural credit in this 
country. Let the Agricultural Department be authorized to 
continue its investigetion of rural credits, and let there be 
appropriations made therefor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

3y unanimous consent, Mr. MorGan was granted leave to 
extend his remarks in the REcorp. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York |Mr. Hicks]. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I thank my friend from Iowa 
for his courtesy in yielding me this time. I desire to make an 
announcement supplementing the announcement I made this 
morning in reference to the NC-4, now on her way from the 
Azores to Lisbon. I have just received a message from the 
Navy Department stating that— 

The NC-4 has passed station 9. Weather clearing and wind nearly 
west. Favorable flying conditions; should continue over Wednesday. 
Have nothing definite about speed, but think approximately 80 miles. 

We have those stations about every 50 miles from the Azores 
to Lisbon, and unless something unforeseen occurs NC-4 will 
be in Lisbon some time between 5 and 6 o'clock this afternoon. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. FAIRFIErp]. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana. [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Chairman, my attention was called 
this morning very sharply to the address delivered here in regard 
to the condition of the South. I enjoyed very much the preface 
to that discussion, and I am in hearty accord with it. I think 
the day has come when men on both sides of this Chamber will 
not only be willing to think in terms of nationality but be 
anxious to perform in harmony with their thinking. The agri- 
cultural problems of the country are to be among the most im- 
portant problems that shall attract our attention in the next few 
years. I wondered as I listened to that speech whether there 
was any other section of the country that for 50 years had ap- 
parently been static. I understand there is a new South, that 
wonderful transitions have been made, and yet there has been 
developed but very little of diversified industry. Still, cotton is 
king; still, it required an exigency of a great and overwhelming, 
a too tragic experience of the world, to startle the people of the 
South into diversified farming. It would seem that only a com- 
bination which beats down the price of cotton is the occasion 
for continuing diversified industry in that section of our country. 
When I think of the agricultural regions of the Middle West of 
this country, I think of the farming, of the manufacturing 
towns, of the various productions where not all the interest of 
any considerable area is limited to the production of a single 
crop. With others of this House, my own heart goes out to the 
Southland. 

I understand the trouble that came through the period of 
reconstruction. I have read how a great and intelligent people 
were temporarily subordinate to the control of an ignorant’ and 
irresponsible people, and into my own mind and heart there 
was born a respect and love and confidence and hope that some- 
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how, some way, the South would see that its static condition 
along the lines of industry ought not continuously to obtain. 
They have been static politically, and their static condition 
politically has grown out of a static condition socially, and the 
two combined has made their economic condition a static condi- 
tion. Is there no hope that a great country, magnificent in re- 
Sources, wonderful in its possibilities, shall not rise and vie in 
strength and richness with equal areas in the North?’ Let me 
say, ineidentally, men, that my own thought is not in harmony 
With the flippant, often unkind, and, I think, sometimes despic- 
able, comparison invidiously with what the South was able to 
do in its contribution to the war, for somehow, rising above such 
feeling as may be born of partisanship and of sectionalism, I 
think the time has come when men should begin to think in 
terms of the whole country, and only as a whole country. 
{[Applause.] Yet I recognize that the static condition is due to 
a political philosophy and social condition that can only be 
shaken when men who have been able to take the initiative all 
over this country will see that not for all time shall the South 
be denominated as solid. I am not speaking now in any political 
sense, except to analyze the situation. It may be that it will 
never be possible to build a Republican organization in the 
Southern States, and so free them from the iniquitous practices 
that are growing up among themselves, and that in the heat and 
danger of political fights among themselves will have the effect 
ultimately of lowering that standard which I have always been 
led to believe obtained among Southern gentlemen. Men have 
said to me, “ We could not submit absolutely to the domination 
of the Negro, with his ignorance,” and few men understanding 
the historic past but would be willing to admit it, but, in turn, I 
said to a friend of mine, “the time must come when a great 
body of the people of this country, realizing that only a fair 
share of power should go with the votes cast, may have to free 
the South by limiting its representation to the votes cast.” And 
when that time shall come the South will be free, and not static, 
politically. When that time comes the South will not have as a 
reflection that there had never been any change in more than 50 
years. There is not a section of the great North anywhere but 
that inroads have been made by the Democratic Party. That 
party can always have a hearing in every Northern State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. May I have two minutes more? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. But there is one section in which a single 
party has been solid for 50 years. It may be that if the ques- 
tion of representation should be properly put, and the South 
should be free, political propaganda, which involves the interest 
of the whole country, will find as respectful a hearing in the 
South as anywhere else in this country. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. STEVENSON]. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I was very 
much impressed with some of the statements just made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Farrrietp]. He deplores the static 
condition of the South politically and from a business stand- 
point. That static condition possibly does not appeal to him, but 
certainly from a political standpoint and from a patriotic stand- 
point it ought to appeal to people who are loyal to the institu- 
tions of this country and who are loyal to the people who carry 
the enforcement of the law as their responsibility. 

When has there ever appeared a headline in a newspaper 
showing the mailing out to those charged with the maintenance 
of the dignity of the law bombs designed to destroy human life 
and destroy the ability of humanity to care for itself as ema- 
nating from many Southern States? And yet within the last few 
weeks, within the confines of the great metropolis of this coun- 
try, whose static condition, I have no doubt, appeals to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, we have seen bombs mailed to law-abiding 
people in every section of this country, including a distinguished 
Member of this House who faithfully discharged his duties here 
and who was mailed a bomb because, forsooth, he was attempt- 
ing to prevent the destruction of the pure and static condition 
of our race in this country by the prevention of undesirable 
immigrants being brought in here. 

Now, the gentleman made another statement, and in this he 
is entirely inaccurate. He stated that the South was turned 
over to the dominance of an irresponsible and ignorant constitu- 
ency in the days of reconstruction. He has misread his history 
again. It was turned over to the dominance of the irresponsible 
and conscienceless carpetbaggers who came from those States 
where conditions are not so static to-day and who dominated the 
colored man and used him as a tool with which to oppress and 
rob those people who had any stake in this Government. It was 
not the ignorant colored man. It was the depraved and debased 
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carpetbagger who made the South sweat blood for her stand 
in that war of the sixties. One of them, elected from my State 
and the district which I represent upon the floor of this House, 
acknowledged that he sold a cadetship at Annapolis for $2,000 
and one at West Point for $2,500, and he was promptly expelled 
by this House, only to be reelected by the same constituency 
who had elected him before, and he was sent back here to have 
the door shut in his face. 

Those were the people. Do not lay the misfortunes of the 
South upon the poor colored man, who has made a good citizen 
since he and we have shaken off the shackles of those people from 
our hands. And we thank God that to-day we are one with 
the people of the North. When Congress issued medals the other 
day for the men who had distinguished themselves on the fields 
of France, the State of South Carolina, out of a total of 43 
medals issued. received 7, and thereby demonstrated that the 
condition of the people of the South is still maintained in its 
gallantry and its chivalry, and that it maintains itself under the 
flag of the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
27 minutes remaining. 

Mr. LEVER. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Canprter]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House 
of Representatives, it is not my-purpose to detain you a great 
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passage of this bill at the earliest moment. Therefore I may 
not occupy the full time which has been so generously accorded 
to me by my distinguished colleague and friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever]. 

I desire to call attention in the outset to the fact that this 
bill as presented to the House at the present time is the bill 
which was presented to the former session of Congress and 
which received at that time the 
Democrats and Republicans on the Agricultural Committee. It 
has received this time the unanimous indorsement of the members 
of the committee, both Democrats and Republicans, and, there- 
fore, so far as we are concerned, this bill is presented to you 
with our unanimous request that it receive your prompt con- 
sideration and be passed at the earliest possible moment. 

I am glad to say that this is the usual condition which exists 
in the Agricultural Committee, of course the greatest committee 
in the House of Representatives, because more Members want 
to be assigned to it than any other committee. We have no 
politics in it, and hence we are enabled to get together and pre- 
sent to the House a bill which has heretofore received practically 
the unanimous support of all the members of the committee and 
the Members on the floor of the House regardless of the center 
aisle which divides the political parties. I feel confident and 
sure that this bill will receive the same generous treatment at 
your hands that former bills have received in other sessions of 
the Congress of the United States, both Democratic and Re- 
publican. I must confess I was somewhat surprised when I 
heard the discordant note of the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], my good friend, and a farmer from 
the “ city of Philadelphia,” attack the bill as he did to-day. He 
does that periodically on the floor of this House, and attacks 
the extravagance contained in the agricultural bill, but we do 
not hear him so often attack the seeming, if not real, extrava- 
gance that occurs in other bills that come on this floor for the 
benefit of other sections of the country or are confined to some 
section of the country, and which does not reach all sections of 
the country, as does the agricultural bill. There is no section- 
alism, no favoritism, no extravagance in this bill presented at 
this time. When you take the appropriations which are made 
for other activities of the Government of the United States and 
compare them with the appropriations made in the agricultural 
bill and for the Agricultural Department, you will find that 
the latter are absolutely infinitesimal in comparison with the 
others. 

If there is to be any enlargement of appropriations anywhere, 
I say it should be for the purpose of the activities of the Agri- 
cultural Department, that go to benefit the farmers of the 
United States of America. The truth of it is that these other 
departments would disappear from the Government of the 
United States, this great Republic itself would crumble and go 
out of existence, if.it were not for the activities of the farmers 
of the United States of America. [Applause.] They stand be- 
neath the whole structure. Everything is on their backs, and 
they are long suffering and forbearing and will continue to be 
in the future, but I beg you not to put upon them additional bur- 
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They deserve better at your 





dens—*“ grievances to be borne.” 
hands. [Great applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. I always yield with great pleasure to my 
friend, for I am personally very fond of him and he is a very 
useful Member of this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Did not my good friend say 
on one occasion that the universe would crumble and come to an 
end if we did not make an appropriation for the Tombigbee 
River? 

Mr. CANDLER. Oh, no; I did not say that. I am liable to 
say anything and everything about the Tombigbee, and it all 
would be deserved, but it was not necessary to say it. The Tom- 
bigbee River, with its magic, necessity, and beauty, pervades 
this country and even foreign countries, and because of the 
merit of its necessary improvement in the interest of navigation 
it speaks for itself. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
tleman back to his first love. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANDLER. I have never deserted my first love, nor my 
second—the improvement of the Tombigbee. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is a great believer in internal improvements. 
I invite him to a name of immortality in helping me to improve 
the Tombigbee. Will you join me? If you will I will give you 
first place on the scroll of fame. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has two excel- 
lent traits of character. 

Mr. CANDLER. I am delighted to have the commendation 
of my good friend. I wish he were as generous to the farmers 
of this country as he is to me, and would quit criticizing this 
[ Laughter. ] 

My friend from South Carolina, Mr. Stevenson, expressed 
surprise, and I was surprised at the remarks of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Farrrictp]. We are always glad, under all 
circumstances, to have gentlemen discuss us from the South 
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unanimous indorsement of | 


fairly. We have never apologized for our actions in refer- 
ence to the conditions that exist among us, because we have 
always been true to the fundamental principles upon which 
this great Republic was established. Thomas Jefferson, of Vir- 
ginia, wrote the Declaration of Independence, and James Madi- 
son, from the South, is the recognized father of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. We have stood upon the princi- 
ples announced in the Declaration of Independence and the 
Constitution from that time until now, and we propose to stand 
by them in the years to come. [Applause.] The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. FAtrRFrerp] talked about the “static condi- 
tions” that exist among us. Those “static conditions” that he 
speaks of are for the glory of the Republic, and there is no 
section of this country that possesses more patriotism and de- 
sires more to build up this great Republic than the people of 
the South. - [Applause.] The call has never gone forth for aid 
amid difficulties and trials and misfortunes when the people of 
the South have not at all times responded, and they will con- 
tinue to respond in the years to come. [Applause.] It is true 
that we have had occasion sometimes to take care of our peculiar 
conditions in the interest of civilization, in the interest of 
humanity, and in the interest of this great ‘Republic and the 
principles upon which it was founded, and in doing so we 
have stood by and demonstrated our patriotism and have never 
east one single blot or blemish upon it from the time of the 
Declaration of Independence until now. [Applause.] 

I will reflect upon the advice of the gentleman from Indiana, 
but while doing so I will further consider very much whether 
he has ever personally investigated the conditions existing in 
the South. To what extent has he witnessed them himself? 
How often has he come among us? We have never had any- 
body, no matter how radical they were, come among us, whether 
‘in high position or more humble situation, and associate with 
us who has not promptly come to look at things from our view- 
point and who has not stood by us in the difficulties by which 
we are surrounded; and if the gentleman from Indiana would 
come South and associate with us a little while and investi- 
gate personally the conditions that exist among us, I doubt—in 
fact, I feel sure—he would not express the views he has ex- 
pressed to-day on the floor of this House. If he did, he would 
be expressing views contrary to those who have heretofore 
visited us and of those who have transplanted themselves among 
us and become our fellow citizens in the Southland. [Ap- 
plause. } 

I do not want to detain you, gentlemen, but let me say again 
that this bill is not justly subject to criticism, such as that made 
by my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr, Moore] and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Fairrierp]. ‘This bill presents 
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the consensus of opinion of the members of the Committee on 
Agriculture as we labored together for the development of all 
this country, without regard to sections, without regard to 
localities. We are all trying to help our great country, and we 
from the Southland upon this committee, as I am sure the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. HavucEen] will testify, are just 
as active, just as energetic, and just as persistent in taking care 
of the interests of one section of the country as we are in taking 
care of the interests of other sections. We all join together 
and work together for the development of our country, for the 
glory of this great Republic, and for the prosperity and happi- 
ness of all of our people. [Applause.] What we desire to do 
is to bring about those conditions, by the appropriations we make 
here, which will promote common benefit wherever it may be, 
and what we desire, above everything else, is to bring about the 
greatest results for the prosperity and development of the whole 
country. [Applause.] Let us forget any one section of the 
country. Let us remember that we all stand together to-day 
as never a people stood before beneath this beautiful flag that 
is unfurled above our Speaker when he sits in the Speaker's chair, 
and let us remember that we represent not one section or one 
district, as it may be, but the whole Republic of the United 
States of America. [Applause.] Let us stand together, one and 
all, for the advancement of our country, its prosperity, its wel- 
fare, and the happiness of all the people dwelling beneath one 
flag unfurled over the greatest Republic ever known in the 
history of mankind. *Let us stand for “an indissoluble Union 
of indestructible States,” bearing allegiance to the Stars and 
Stripes, the emblem of liberty, our country’s glory, in deed and in 
truth. We stand together to-day, the sons of this Republic 
all over this land without division, and although you gentle- 
men over there may have the majority this time, we shall stand 
vith you whenever you stand for the advancement and the good 
of this Republic, the happiness of the people, and the glory of 
God who rules over us all. [Great applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I 
want to subscribe to the splendid sentiments just uttered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Canpier] and at the same 
time to invite the attention of this Congress to the fact that we 
in this country, where we are preaching the leadership of pa- 
triotism, do not give equal justice and equal rights to all the 
people of this country. We heard over in the Senate yesterday 
the distinguished Senator from Missouri speak in reference to 
the league of nations, when he called attention to the fact that 
if we adopt the league of nations, then we have within ourselves 
and as parts of the governing body of this league of nations coun- 
tries whose people are in large part illiterate. I would like to 
invite the attention of this House to the fact that in this country, 
in the United States, here on the mainland, we have thousands 
and thousands of people who are illiterate, people who can not 
read or who can not write. We need in this country a practic- 
ing of the patriotic sentiments of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, whom I esteem so highly. In every State of this Union 
men should be protected in their rights of citizenship and in 
their right of free opportunity to live. We ought to wipe out 
in this country once and for all the horrible crime of lynching 
that prevails in some of the States of this Union. It is winked 
at by the authorities, and yet we say we are a great Nation, a 
Nation which protects all the people equally and fairly. 

But I want to invite your attention for a moment to one sup- 
posed portion of this country of ours and to the need of educa- 
tion there. I am not speaking now of the mainland of the 
United States, but calling your attention to a portion of this 
country which we took in and made a part of the United States 
under the treaty with Spain, the little island of Porto Rico. In 
the mail this morning I received a petition, as probably all of 
you gentlemen received it, from the commissioner of education 
of Porto Rico. 

A short time ago, with other Members of Congress, I visited 
Porto Rico, and we found there this beautiful little island, 100 
iniles long and 30 miles wide, having a population of 1,225,000 
people. We found the flag of the United States floating over 
the island of Porto Rico. We found there a governor presiding 
over the destinies of that island, appointed and sent there from 
the State of Kentucky. We found there other officials appointed 
from the United States and sent there to rule the people of 
Porto Rico. Yet we found also that while we acclaimed the 
people of Porto Rico as citizens of the United States, yet they 
zre not in fact citizens of the United States because they do 
not have the protection of the Constitution of the United States 
in full, In other words, gentlemen, we have there, under the 
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great flag that we love so dearly, what is in effect a colony in the 
island of Porto Rico, almost the same in principle as the condi- 
tion which caused us to declare our independence of England 
years ago and to fight the war fer the establishment here of a 
free nation. We are attempting to rule the people of Porto Rico, 
but we are not doing half justice to those people, who are unable 
to make demands upon us. We have there a million and a 
quarter of people, and they have appealed to us in this petition 
that came to you and to me this morning for an opportunity to 
learn to read and to write, a petition for education. They say, 
and we found it to be true when we visited that island some 
weeks ago, that they. have in Porto Rico 427,666 children of 
school age and only 164,005 children were permitted to attend 
schools during the past year. Think of that, with our flag 
floating over them and our great wealth and our responsibility 
to the people of Porto Rico, because we took them in under the 
treaty of Spain without consulting them. Yet the greatest 
thing in all the world that makes men intelligent and makes 
them worthy of citizenship in this country, the opportunity to 
be educated, the opportunity to go to school at all, the oppor- 
tunity to have teachers, we are in effect denying to the children 
of Porto Rico. Shall we continue that denial or shall we, the 
House of Representatives, take action to provide money ade- 
quate for the education of these poor children? 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DYER. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. What prevents the other chil- 
dren of school age from receiving the advantages of an educa- 
tion? 

Mr. DYER. They have no schoolhouses; they have no teach- 
ers; there is no money to provide schoolhouses and teachers, and 
the United States of America, sending its billions to every land, 
as we have done and have been able to do, the richest Nation 
in the world, has undertaken to protect and care for Porto Rico 
under our flag without giving her people the full rights of citi- 
zenship, and ‘denying them a right to which they are entitled 
under a free government, because when we fail to appropriate 
the money to educate these children we are denying them an 
education. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Are the revenues of Porto Rico 
insufficient to meet the requirements of education in the line sug- 
gested? 

Mr. DYER. They are, and they need assistance from this Gov- 
ernment. They need assistance from the Treasury of the United 
States, and we ought to give it freely because of our responsi- 
bility. In other words, we should do our duty to Porto Rico in 
the way of educating its people. We should help in other respects 
that are just and right, or we should haul down the flag of the 
United States from Porto Rico and let those people have an inde- 
pendent government. I believe they could do as well as we 
are doing by them under present circumstances. Our prime 
duty is to appropriate money to provide teachers, to provide 
schoolhouses, and I believe that in this Congress under the 
leadership of the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Education, Dr. Fess, who sits here to-day, this committee 
will go into this matter and will report a provision for the 
education of these children who to-day are denied an oppor- 
tunity even to go into a schoolhouse, and that they will find 
a ready response on behalf of the Congress of the United States, 
and that we will help to educate these children. Gentlemen, 
the greatest thing in all the world to make citizens worthy of 
themselves, worthy American citizens, is education. We have 
need to do that here in our mainland in many respects, and we 
have need for it especially in Porto Rico. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that this petition which has come to 
this Congress on behalf of the commissioner of education of 
the island of Porto Rico, approved by the Governor of Porto 
Rico, may be printed in the Recorp as a part of my remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The petition is as follows: 

A petition presented in behalf of the children of Porto Rico and re 
questing Federal aid for public education. 
To the President and the Congress of the United States: 

Your petitioner, the Commissioner of Education of Porto Rico, in 
behalf of the children of Porto Rico, respectfully presents the following 
facts concerning public education : 

First. That at the present time there are pending before the Congress 
of the United States three bills making provision for Federal aid to 
public education; namely, the Towner bill, the Smith bill, and the 
Bankhead bill; that none of the Federal aid specified in the aforesaid 
bills or in the Smith-Hughes Act concerning Federal aid for vocational 
education is made applicable to Porto Rico. 

Second. That the people of Porto Rico, numbering 1,224,000 persons, 
are American citizens by virtue of an act of Congress to provide a civil 


government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes, approved March 
2, 1917. 
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Third. That according to the Federal census of 1910 the percentage 
of aduit illiteracy in Porto Rico was 66.5; that the present estimated 
percentage of.adult illiteracy is 54. 

Fourth. That at the present time there are in Porto Rico 427,666 
children of legal school age—i. e., between the ages of 5 and 18 years 
and 215,819 children of compulsory school age—i. e., between 8 and 14 
years; that of the aforesaid number 164,005 children have attended 
the public schools during the current year, and that more children can 
not be admitted for lack of teachers and facilities. 

Fifth. That the total annual school expenditures have increased from 
$288,098 in 1899 to $2,325,802 in 1918; that the aes er pupil 
has increased from $9.88 to $15.39 for all grades of schools, including 
the cost of erecting new buildings; that the expenditure per inhabitant 
has increased from 30 cents in 1899 to $1.93 in 1918; that the per 
capita cost of education per pupil for all grades of schools in the United 
States in 1916 was $39.37 and for public elementary schools $29.55, 
or more than twice the amount expended per pupil for siemens? edu- 
cation in Porto Rico, which was $14.16 and only $11.81, not including 
the cost of new buildings; that the per capita wealth of the people of 
Porto Rico, based on the total assessed valuation of property, is $199, 
whereas the per capita wealth of the people of the United States in 
1916, as estimated by the Department of Commerce, is $2,200; that 
the resources of the people of Porto Rico are not sufficient to meet their 
educational needs and requirements. 

Sixth. That at the present time there are employed 2,981 teachers in 
all grades of public schools, including the university ; that the salaries 
paid during the current year are as follows: Rural teachers, $40 per 
month ; graded teachers, $60 per month; teachers of manual training, 
home economics, and agriculture, $80 per month; teachers of English, 
$75 per month, with no allowance for traveling expenses to and from 
the United States; high-school teachers, not including principals, from 
$80 to $120 per month; that these salaries are entirely inadequate, as 
is shown by the fact that in the rural teaching force alone there were 
730 changes last year; that because of these low salaries it has become 
increasingly difficult to secure properly trained teachers, and especially 
teachers from the United States, and that as a resujt the number of 
teachers who speak English correctly is comparatively small at the 
present time; that few of the teachers have received sufficient profes- 
sional higrneogs £ that in order to provide proper facilities for all the 
children not in school at the present time 4,000 additional teachers 
carefully trained and adequately paid are necessary. 

Seventh. That when the change of sovereignty occurred there was 
not a single public-school building erected for school purposes in Porto 
Rico; that at the present time there are 549 publicly owned buildings ; 
that 1,200 schools are installed in rented buildings, few of which meet 
the necessary hygienic requirements; that to provide facilities for all 
the children not in school 5,200 additional modern schoolrooms are 
necessary. 

Now, therefore, in view of the foregoing facts, I, the undersigned 
commissioner of education, in behalf of the school children of Porto 
Rico, and especially in the interests of the 250,000 children of school 
age who are not in schoo! at present, most earnestly pong the President 
and the Congress of the United States that a special law be enacted 
giving Federal aid for the support of public education in Porto Rico; 
that an appropriation of $2,000,000 per annum be granted for a period 
of 20 years; that this money be made available for the payment of the 
salaries of teachers, supervisors, and the necessary administrative staff, 
for the erection of school buildings, for the purchase of furniture and 
equipment, for the training of teachers, for scholarships for promisin 
young persons who desire to become teachers, for textbooks and schoo 
supplies, for the pa ment of traveling expenses of teachers from_the 
United States, an or contingent expenses, in order that Porto Rico 
may speedily solve the question of illiteracy ; that the rising generation 
may obtain a good knowledge of the English as well as of the Spanish 
language; that equal educational opportunities may be provided for 
the masses, that these American citizens may be fully prepared for the 
duties of citizenship; and finally that democracy may be made safe in 
Porto Rico. 

Very respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) Pau. G. MILLER, 

Commissioner of Education, 
Approved. A 
(Signed) ARTHUR YAGER, 

Governor of Porto Rico. 


Mr. HAUGEN. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Fess]. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, the observations made a while 
ago by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] called 
forth an inquiry by myself, on the statement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, that the fifth Liberty loan would be the last loan 
floated. The accuracy of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
his well-known reputation against overstatement have led me 
to inquire about the finances, and whether we are assured that 
the charges upon the Treasury are going to be greatly reduced, 
or how we are going to find funds to pay the charges if not re- 
duced. without another loan. 

By May 1 the fifth Liberty loan had already been drawn upon 
or anticipated, leaving but $2,226,000,000. That fund can not 
be increased in any way outside of another loan except through 
the customs duties and the income and excess-profits tax. We 
have the estimates offered that this income can not go beyond 
the $4,000,000,000 mark. In leoking over the monthly expendi- 
tures beginning with December last, these are the figures: 

December, $2,060,000,000. 

January, 1919, $1,962,000,000, in round numbers. 

February, $1,189,000,000. 

March, $1,380,000,000. 

April, $1,425,000,000. 

Up to the 20th of this month, $730,000,000. 

The monthly charge on the Treasury is about $1,400,000,000. 


I read from the last report, the May report, of the Federal’ 


Reserve Board: 

Practically the entire income and funds of department will be needed 
for the purposes of the steadily recurring demands brought to bear upon 
it for maturing indebtedness and for current expenditures, which are 
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now running at about $1,400,000,000 per month. Any further increase 
in expenses will, accordingly, have to be made from proceeds of new 
financing, involving the sale of additional notes or bonds, as circum- 
stances may require. 

In making the estimates here I note that on the 1st of May 
$2,226,000,000 is the available fund; the running expenses per 
month, $1,400,000,000. Two months under current expenses will 
absorb the total amount of that which remains in the fifth 
Liberty loan. There will be eight months to run. If the charge 
upon the Treasury is a billion a month, there will be in sight a 
demand of at least $5,500,000,000, for which I do not see any 
source of income. If my figures are wrong, I would like to be 
corrected. The Secretary of the Treasury says there will be no 
other loan. How are we going to get this money? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman is referring not to the 
fiscal year of 1920 but to 1919? 

Mr. FESS. I am. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Therefore, if there is a deficit amount- 
ing to anything like the figures the gentleman has mentioned, he 
is not counting in the deficit of six-odd billion dollars in 1920. 
That is the difference between the total revenue from taxes, 
which will be $4,000,000,000, and the actual expenses of 1920, 
which will be in the neighborhood of $10,000,000,000. 

Mr. FESS. I appreciate the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio. In going into this it seems to me there was something 
like $11,000,000,000 that must be found somewhere. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There were some things I 
intended to say this morning which I was unable to reach on 
account of lapse of time. It has been said that we might get 
this money from two sources of revenue, one a return of in- 
terest on foreign loans and another from salvage. I want to 
call attention to the fact that the salvage will not be so great an 
item, since we are selling more goods very cheap both at home 
and abroad. 

Mr. FESS. I thank the gentleman for the observation. I 
hope our people will not become so mushy that they will want 
to cancel our foreign loans. We hear that from various quar- 
ters. Secondly, I hope and believe that the Government will 
be careful in the salvage not to waste property in the possession 
of the Government that otherwise would be a total loss. I 
recognize these two sources, but they are not going to be very 
large in comparison to what we need. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will pardon another 
interruption. . 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Did the gentleman ascertain at what 
rate we were loaning money to the Allies? 

Mr. FESS. Two hundred and twenty million dollars in March 
alone. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
month. 

Mr. FESS. I have not that information. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think that is so. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will yield, I 
think this ought to go in in connection with the gentleman's 
statement. We have now loaned approximately $10,000,000,000 
to the Allies, and the Committee on Ways and Means has refused 
to increase the loaning power of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman will pardon me; they 
have refused to increase it for other than war purposes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is correct. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. They have the power to increase it for 
war purposes. : 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thought it was fair to state 
that the Ways and Méans Committee at present has set its face 
against any further foreign loans. 

Mr. FESS. Now, if the committee will permit the suggestion, 
there must be some way by which this will be put on the market. 
I would like to have the attention of the committee for a mo- 
ment. At the close of the Civil War our per capita circulation 
was $16. At the opening of this war our per capita was $34. 
To-day it is $56. Does that mean anything? The virtue of the 
Federal Reserve System is to prevent crises ; and in time of war 
the Federal Reserve Board, in order to prevent the tying up 
of the money market in the riot of expenditure that war in- 
duces, will meet the demand by increasing the issue of Federal 
reserve notes. I do not think there is any possibility of reducing 
substantially the cost of living until this inflated credit, as well 
as inflated currency, can be deflated. That no one will appre- 
ciate more than my friend from Arkansas, who is on the Bank- 
ing and Currency Committee. But there is no possibility, as I 
see, in deflating the currency or the credit suddenly. It will 
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probably take 10 years. I can not see any hope of greatly in- 
creasing the purchasing power of the dollar except by gradually 
reducing the cost of living. Wein Congress are facing a problem 
that is serious, and I think that all Members on both sides ought 
to join a campaign to reduce extravagance as much as possible. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra]. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, on page 29 of the com- 
mittee’s report they serve notice that an amendment will be 
introduced to repeal the law known as the daylight-saving act. 
This comes rather sudden. There was no previous notice given 
of this, and there were no hearings held by the committee. Of 
I fully realize that anything which concerns such a 
small hamlet as New York City has no bearing whatever when 
the wants and demands of the farmers ef the country are made 
known. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, that used to 
be so, but it has not been so since the gentleman from New York 
arrived. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, I am very glad to know that the 
farmers have even converted the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who used to be on guard here against the agra- 
rian movement in this country. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
favor of the legitimate farmer. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Of the legitimate farmer—we all are. 
It is stated by gentlemen advocating this repeal that they are 
doing so upon the demand of the farmer. All we ask is that 
this matter may be decided upon its merits; that hearings may 
be had; that the committee may hear the facts on both sides 
of the question; and that this House may have an opportunity 
to vote upon it squarely and that it be not tacked on as a rider 
on the Agricultural appropriation bill. I am informed by the 
learned parliamentarians on my side of the House that this 
amendment is subject to a point of order, but I am likewise 
informed that they expect to bring in a rule fo make it in order. 
I do not hesitate to say that it will be a very poor beginning, 
at the very start of this Congress, for our party to start the 
steam roller working. If that is the way you are going to com- 
mence, if that is the way we are going to conduct this House, 
simply because we are in the majority, then I fear that I am 
sitting in the wrong pew. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman inform me who in- 
formed him that a rule to that effect would be brought in? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman press the question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes; I should like to know. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The chairman of the Committee on Rules. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
mittee on Rules in the House? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. No; I think he is out passing on the rule 
now—oh, no; there he sits. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The 
State of New York passed legislation to meet this Federal legis- 
jJation, and we have now enacted and upon our statute books 
a law fixing a time in accordanee with the Federal act, and if 
this is railroaded through the House at this time and becomes a 
law, our legislature not being in session, we will have a conflict 
of time between the State of New York and the rest of the 
country. I believe also that the State of Michigan has enacted 
similar legislation. They tell me that the farmer objects to 
getting up early. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman tell me who told him that? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I believe now that I am quite right about 
that, judging from the protests coming from my farmer col- 
leagues. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
minutes more. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA, 
kota [Mr. BAER}. 

Mr. BAER. An eminent ex-Senator from the State of Illinois 
stated the other day that the farmers object to this law because 
the roosters do net wear wrist watches. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is about in keeping with some of the 
demands of the farmers. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that it 
is impossible for the farmers to get out to their hay and harvest 
fields until 8 o'clock in the morning? They have to wait until 
the dew is off before they can go to work under this new ar- 
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rangement, and the hired man wants to start under the old time 
and quit under the new time. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is no objection to the farmers 
getting up or commencing work any time they desire. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not familiar with the dew in certain 
parts of Minnesota, but I am aware of this fact, that whatever 
the farmer wants, whether it be capricious or whimsical, he 
generally gets it. We all want to help the farmer, but his de- 
mands must be kept within the limits of reason. This repeal 
now comes here without due notice, without an opportunity to 
be heard, and with the hope of jamming it through the House. 
I hope this rule will not be passed. If we start with rules at 
this time, then we might as well pack up and go home and let the 
Rules Committee do whatever they please. 

I do not believe that is the intention of our party. I do not 
believe that we are going to start in in that manner, and I 
sincerely hope that we may have a chance to decide this ques- 
tion upon its merits and we will accept the result, whatever it 
may be, without a murmur. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. I would like to know a little more about the 
legislation that was passed in New York State, to which the 
gentleman refers. Let us cut out this agrarian business and 
talk about the necessity for whatever State legislation there is. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not know what the necessity for it 
was, but I do know that the State legislature passed a law simi- 
lar to this, so as to fix the time in like manner. ; 

Mr. GARRETT. I ean not understand why any legislation 
by the State of New York was necessary. This law has been 
observed in all of the other States without any State legislation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I agree with the gentleman, but I believe 
our State statute fixed “ standard time” in many of our laws, 
and no doubt it was necessary to enact State legislation to meet 
the Federal act. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does it affect your iabor activities? 
interwoven with the labor situation in any way? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It must have been. I was not in the 
country at the time, as the gentleman knows, and am not fa- 
miliar with the new statute. I shall get in touch with the at- 
torney general in Albany as soon as I leave the floor. 

Mr. GARRETT. Let me say that the humor about the time 
of the farmer rising and all that is not of very much impor- 
tance, but if there is a real serious legal situation existing in 
connection with this matter I will be very glad to know what it 
is before this thing comes to a vote. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I ean assure the gentleman that such a 
condition exists, and I received my information a few moments 
ago from an ex-attorney general of the State of New York and 
will immediately communicate by long distance with our State 
attorney general. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FrrzcGerapp]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] suid that he did not think any 
substantial results would be achieved in the matter of a reduc- 
tion of the cost of living because of the tremendous inflation in 
the currency. While I think inflation is a very substantial fac- 
tor in the increased cost of living, yet facts which I will make 
known and which have been called to the attention of the 
American people innumerable times give another side to the 
question. For 14 years prior to the late war the average wheat 
yield per acre in France was 36 per cent in excess of ours, in 
Germany 107 per cent, and in England 124 per cent. During 
1917 had the wheat yield per acre been on a parity with those 
countries we could have sent to our Allies an amount of wheat 
equal to our entire yield for that year and have had more than 
enough for home consumption. I was mayor of Boston for six 
years, and during that time I endeavored to have an interest 
taken in the farm life of New England. 

I introduced bills in the legislature calling for the founda- 
tion of an agricultural school in the city of Boston. If anyone 
from that city wanted to learn farming, he was compelled to go 
to the agricultural school, which is situated away in the western 
part of the State, I believe in the district of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. Treapway, or that of the Speaker, Mr. 
GitteTr. I found there was very little encouragement in that 
great big city for boys to learn this most essential industry, 
because with lack of opportunities to study agriculture the stage 
ridiculed the farmer, and the picture of the farmer’s life was 
In that city at that time—and I 
think the situation existing there was true in all the larger 
cities of the country—S80 per cent of the boys who entered the 
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elementary schools work out their existence eventually with 
their hands, yet the education was largely cultural. But 1 boy 
out of 10 who entered the elementary school graduated from col- 
lege, and yet the curricula of the high schools of that city and 
in the big cities of the country were cultural and preparatory for 
college, and that is an essential reason, Mr. Chairman and mem- 
bers of the committee, why the cost of living is so great—too 
many boys for ornamental positions and too few to till the soil. 

We want more farmers and more farmers and more farmers. 
When countries like France, Germany, and England have 36, 
107, and 124 per cent more yield of wheat per acre than we, it 
shows that the fundamentals in this country of ours are wrong 
and that farming as an institution and as a means of living has 
been neglected. [Applause.] Now, another reason for the high 
cost of living not connected with currency inflation is this: The 
other day I called upon the representative of the United Fruit 
©o., which largely controls the banana industry in the United 
States. I wanted to know why banahas were so high. We 
are all fond of bananas, fond of them when we were children, 
and we are fond of them as grown-ups, and particularly if we 
are married men with large families. Because of the scarcity 
of fruits generally apples are $8 to $10 a barrel, an unheard-of 
price. I do not know that history records as high a price as 
exists for apples at the present time; with oranges scarce and 
high, with pineapples and grapefruit dear and scarce, the only 
plentiful fruit te-day is the banana, and reports from Jamaica, 
the West Indies, and South America show that there is a tre- 
mendous abundance of them. 

So, as I said, I waited upon the representative of this com- 
pany and I called his attention to the great abundance of bananas 
and their high price. I said, “There is a prohibitive price 
upon all fruits because of their scarcity, and the banana, in 
which you specialize, is the one fruit which I understand is 
abundant. Why do you charge $5.75 to $6 a hundred, as 
against $2 to $2.50 a hundredweight a few years ago, thereby 
forcing banana dealers to sell them at retail at from 50 to 60 
cents a dozen as against 15 to 20 cents a dozen a short time ago?” 
“Well,” he said, “Mr. Firrzceratp, you know how wharf labor 
has increased.” I said, “Yes.” He said, “And you know how 
the wages of the men employed on those boats have increased.” 
I said, “ Yes.” He said, “ You know the increase in the price 
of coal.” I said, “ Yes; I know all those things, but, my dear 
sir, the records of your company, just published for three months, 
show that you are making $40 a share, or 40 per cent on your 
capital, an unconscionable profit, when you consider that the 
general public get 5 per cent or less on their savings.” . 

He as much as said “ We are going to get all the traffic will 
stand, and what are you going to do about it?” 

The time has arrived, Mr. Chairman, when the Congress of the 
United States must do something about these matters, else some 
day you will find an army of intelligent and determined citizens 
march upon this Capitol to find the reason why. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. May I have a moment more? 

Mr. LEVER. I yield the gentleman two minutes additional. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. These people will not be Bolshevists in 
the sense that the term is used in Burope, but indignant men 
and women, who will ask us why all the blood and treasure just 
‘spilled in Burope, if might as spelled in money power and 
monopoly is to overpower the people of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, while those conditions exist and companies 
dealing in food products are permitted to get $40 a share on 
every $100 of capital when conditions exist such as I told the 
House the other day, when the people of Massachusetts were 
charged 200 and 300 per cent profit oh food products dealt in 
on property owned by the State, owned by the people them- 
selves, when these profiteers brought in from the ocean fish 
that cost little more than a cent a pound and charged 6 and 8 
cents a pound, when they were able to take property which 
‘cost a few hundred thousand dollars and overnight turn it into 
millions of stock, and put the stock in the bank as collateral, as 
long as those conditions prevail prices are bound to soar. [Ap- 
plause.] There must be further regulation of these companies 
which control the food supply of the country; we must further 
encourage our school boys and girls to a knowledge of the 
‘splendid livelihood to be earned in farming and to the wonderful 
aid to humanity that a career like this opens up to the youth 
of the country; and finally we must get rid of the remaining 
so-called experts, who, under the pretense of helping the Govern- 
ment solve the food problems, are really playing the game of 
the food profiteer. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention, in 
behalf of some very prominent constituents of mine, to a quar- 
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antine regulation, known as No, 37, I believe, which goes into 
effect on a very large variety of plants on June 1. 

I have in my district an organization known as the Lenox 
Horticultural Society, composed of superintendents of large 
estates and places. They are as prominent men in their line of 
occupation as probably are to be found anywhere in the country. 
Their work is most scientific in its plan and scope. They are 
thoroughly competent, educated men. This organization sent to 
me at the time the agricultural bill was up last spring a set of 
resolutions, an extract from which I wish to read at this time, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Lenox Horticultural Society protest against the 
order of the Federal Horticultural Board which prohibits the importa- 
tion of nearly all plants and bulbs after June 1, 1919, as being contrary 
to the best interests of all branches of horticulture throughout the 
country, as well as being grossly unfair to the growers of the allied 
countries. Further, we consider it quite impossible to achieve the 
purpose aimed at, viz, to prevent the importation of all plant and soit 
diseases. And be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the Hon. ALLEN T. 
TREADWAY, our Representative in Congress, with an urgent request that 
he do all in his power to get the said order rescinded. 

Now, the question comes up whether or not under the law 
establishing the Horticultural Bureau authority is vested in 
that bureau to establish any such stringent regulations as are 
provided in these quarantine regulations known as No. 37. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] this morning 
made most happy reference to the increase of expenditures in 
order to have some very expert or supposedly efficient employees 
on the pay roll, and it seeems to me that in the creation of this 
board to which reference is made, to consist of five men, giving 
them the authority to so interfere with business, so interfere 
with carrying out horticultural pursuits as to absolutely pro- 
hibit securing the plants themselves, is an exact illustration of 
that to,which the gentleman refers, namely, that we are making 
appropriations for good, fat salaries, but not in the interest of 
the organizations or of the people directly affected. 

This same subject came up last year and some explanation was 
offered by the committee, and I wish that explanation might be 
more explicit.” I think that we, representing the great agri- 
cultural interests of the country, ought to know whether such 
power as this quarantine regulation No. 37 gives to five em- 
ployees of the Agricultural Department should become a law of 
the land. They have issued a good deal of literature in the 
Department of Agriculture in support of their rulings, of which 
I have several copies here before me. Reference is made com- 
menting on the objections. They say the objections come from 
one firm, which wants to import these bulbs and shrubs. That 
is absolutely unfair in view of the fact that such an organization 
as the Lenox Horticultural Society and similar organizations 
throughout the country have appeared here before this bureau in 
protest against the promulgation of such regulations. Conse- 
quently I ask that a thorough explanation of this matter be 
given in the course of this debate. I asked for time under gen- 
eral debate in order that when we reached the paragraph in the 
bill itself we might go into the full detail of this matter and 
know whether or not such an authority should be vested in five 
employees of the Agricultural Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Haucen] has expired, 
and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] has 12 min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to use that. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired, and the Clerk will 
read the bill for amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 

Salaries, office of the Secretary of Agriculture: Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, $12,000; 2 Assistant Secretaries of Agriculture, at $5,000 each; 
solicitor, $5,000 ; chief clerk, $3,000, and $500 additional as custodian 
of buildings ; petzate secretary to the Secretary of Agriculture, $3,000; 
executive clerk, $2,250; executive clerk, $2,100; stenographer and ex- 
ecutive clerk to the Secretary of Agricuiture, $2,250; private secretary 
to the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $2,250; 1 appointment clerk, 
$2,000; 1 assistant in charge of information, $3,000; 1 officer in charge 
of supplies, $2,000 ; 1 assistant, $2,000 ; 1 inspector, $3,000; 1 inspector, 

2,250; 1 attorney, $3,500 ; 2 attorneys, at $3,250 each: Provided, That 

ereafter the position of attorney in the Department of Agriculture shall 
be and remain in the competitive classified civil service, anything in the 
law or in the civil-service rules and regulations to the contrary notwith- 
standing, and the law clerks now in said department who may be ap- 
pointed or promoted to positions of attorney shall retain all the 
rights of competitive employees, and the Secretary of Agriculture may 
detail said attorneys for service in or out of the District of Columbia; 
2 law clerks, at $3,000 each ; 2 law clerks, at $2,750 each; 4 law clerks, 
at $2,500 each ; 8 law clerks, at $2,250 each ; 1 law clerk, $2,200; 5 law 
clerks, at $2, each; 3 law clerks, at $1,800 each; 2 law clerks, at 
$1,600 each ; one assistant editor, $2,000; 4 assistant editofs, at $1,800 
each; 1 assistant editor, $1,600; 1 expert on exhibits, $3,000; 1 assist- 
ant in exhibits, $2,000; 1 telegraph and telephone operator, $1,600; 1 
assistant chief clerk and captain of the watch, $1,800; 5 clerks, class 4; 
14 clerks, class 3; 21 clerks, class 2; 27 clerks, class 1; 1 auditor, 
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$2,000 ; 1 accountant and bookkeeper, $2,000; 1 clerk, $1,440 ; 2 clerks, 
at $1,100 each: 1 clerk, $1,020; 7 clerks, at $1,000 each; 18 clerks, at 
$900 each; 2 clerks, at $840 each; 14 messengers or laborers, at $840 
each ; 12 messengers or laborers, at $720 each; 1 messenger or laborer, 
$660: 1 mechanical superintendent, $2,500; 1 mechanical assistant, 
$1,800; 1 mechanical assistant, $1,400; 1 mechanical assistant, $1,380 ; 
1 engineer, $1,400; 1 electrical engineer and draftsman, $1,200; 2 
assistant engineers, at $1,200 each; 2 assistant engineers, at $1,000 
each; fireman, $840; 8 firemen, at $720 each; 1 chief elevator con- 
ductor, $840; 16 elevator conductors, at $720 each; 3 elevator con- 
ductors, at $600 each; 1 superintendent of shops, $1,400; 1 cabinet-sho) 
foreman, $1,200; 5 cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1,200 each; 3 cabi- 
netmakers or carpenters, at $1,100 each; 9 cabinetmakers or carpenters, 
at $1,020 each: 3 cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $900 each; 1 instru- 
ment maker, $1,200; 1 electrician, $1,100; 2 electrical wiremen, at 
$1.100 each: 1 electrician or wireman, $1,000; 1 electrical wireman, 
$900 ; 1 electrician’s helper, $840; 3 electrician’s helpers, at $720 each ; 
1 painter, $1,020; 1 painter, $1,000 ; 5 painters, at $900 each ; 5 plumbers 
or stea tters,.at $1,020 each; 2 plumber’s helpers, at $840 each; 2 
plumber’s helpers, at $720 each; 1 blacksmith, $900; 1 elevator machin- 
ist, $900; 1 tinner or sheet-metal worker, $1,100 ; 1 tinner’s helper, $720 ; 
1 lieutenant of the watch, $1,000; 2 lieutenants of the watch, at $960 
each: 73 watchmen, at $720 each; 4 mechanics, at $1,200 each; 1 me- 
chanic, $1,000; 1 skilled laborer, $1,000; 2 skilled laborers, at $960 
each: 1 skilled laborer, $900; 2 skilled laborers, at $840 each ; 2 skilled 
laborers, at $720 each; 1 janitor, $900; 14 messengers or laborers, at 
$600 each; 1 carriage driver, $600; 8 messenger boys, at $600 each; 24 
messenger boys, at $480 each; 1 messenger boy, $360 ; 2 charwoman, 
$540: 3 charwomen, at $480 each; 1 charwoman, $360; 15 charwomen, 
at $240 each; for extra labor and emergency employments, $20,000; in 
all, $501,020. 

Mr. WALSH. 
the paragraph. 

I make the point- of order on line 9, page 2, on the increase of 
the salary of the private secretary to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. I know of no authority of law existing for increasing the 
salary of this position from $2,500 to $3,000. I think in the act 
providing for a private secretary the salary was fixed at $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I also make a point of order against 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand there is any 
increase in that item at all. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
is entirely mistaken. In the old bill, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, we did provide an increase in that 
item, but the committee reporting this bill restored it to the 
original sum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
raise the point of order 
line 8. 

Mr. WALSH. 
graph. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And I am instructed by the committee to 
reduce the amount to $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The gentleman from Iowa offers an amendment, which the Clerk 
will report. 

Mr. WALSH. With the understanding that the point of order 
is reserved against other sections, 

The CHAIRMAN. Oh, certainly. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HAvuGEN: 
“$3,000” and insert “ $2,500.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. According to the bill—and the Chair desires to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the fact—there is no 
line “8S” in the bill. There are two “9's.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask unanimous consent that it be corrected. 
It is a typographical error. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the Clerk be authorized to correct the numbering 
of the lines, and, unless there is objection, it will be so ordered. 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The amendment will 
read line 8. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts {gs 
recognized on his reservation of the point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. On the proviso on page 2, for the purpose of 
asking the reason for incorporating this into permanent law. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is simply for the purpose of placing the 
nttorneys in the department under the classified service. If 
the gentleman insists upon his point of order, I will concede it, 
and not take up any time in discussing it. It was suggested by 
the department that the change be made. It changes the title 
from “law clerk” to “attorney” and covers them under the 
classified service. 

Mr. WALSH. The attorneys who are now holding the office 
are covered into the classified service—the competitive classified 
service? 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
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Mr. WALSH. I will withdraw the reservation on that and 
reserve a point of order on line 9, page 3, increasing the number 
of clerks in class 1 from 26 to 27. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the exact language to which the 
gentleman reserves a point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. The words “ twenty-seven ” in line 9 on page 3. 
What authority is there for increasing the number of clerks of 
class 1? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Tha general authority to increase the number 
of clerks required to successfully carry on the activities of the 
department. I do not understand that the proposition to in- 
crease the number is subject to a point of order, but an amend- 
ment to increase the salary of any employee is subject to a point 
of order. If it is found necessary to increase the number of em- 
ployees, it is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. And it is necessary in this instance? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is so represented by the department, and 
in the judgment of the committee the increase should be made. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation and 
submit a reservation of a point of order in line 11, on “ two 
clerks at $1,100 each.” I make a point of order on that item. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the ground for 
his point of order on this item? Will the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts state the reason for his point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. These are two new positions, and apparently 
from the language of the bill they have created two new posi- 
tions in this office, two clerks, at $1,100 each. Now, there is no 
authority for the creation of new positions. They may, as the 
chairman of the committee has intimated—although I am not 
entirely in agreement with his statement—increase the number 
of clerks, perhaps, but when they jump in two new positions at a 
specified salary, I submit it is subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa wish to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I do not concede the point of order. I con- 
tend that the committee has the authority to provide for the nec- 
essary number of employees required to successfully carry on 
the activities authorized under the law. This is simply adding 
two new places which are believed to be absolutely necessary, 

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH. If that is so, why does not the committee appro- 
priate a lump sum of $501,020 and let the Secretary make up 
his roll of clerks and assistants to suit himself? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is required that the employees shall be 
transferred from the lump sum to the statutory roll, and in 
many instances where the increases appear it is simply a trans- 
fer from the lump-sum fund to the statutory roll, or from 
one bureau to another, and the committee is carrying out that 
requirement. The act provides that “ Congress may from time 
to time provide and employ other persons for such time as their 
service may be needed,” including chemists, skilled laborers, 
and so forth. 

Mr. WALSH. Certainly; they may from time to time, but it 
can not be done on an annual appropriation bill. They have 
got to get authority, the same as they do for additional Assistant 
Secretaries of Agriculture. They got specific authority to ap- 
point them when the bill passed the House. Now here are two 
new classes of clerks at $1,100 who have never heretofore been 
employed. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. The Chair has uniformly held that there is a 
distinction between Assistant Secretaries, referred to by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH], and ordinary 
clerks. The uniform rulings of the Chair have been in the past 
eight years, to my certain knowledge, that the authority exists 
to make these appropriations for the necessary clerks under 
the department, and I have repeatedly myself cited the statute 
from which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HavuGEN] has just 
read; and the Chair has always sustained that position. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to believe that if 
there is any time when increases of positions shall be made 
under the statute read by the gentleman from Iowa, that time 
is when an appropriation bill is under consideration, and the 
Chair overrules the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. WALSH. I have some other points of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. I desire to reserve a point of order on lines 17 and 18, 
on “one mechanical assistant, $1,380,” and also on line 3, page 
4, on “one instrument maker, $1,200.” These are apparently. 
new positions created, for which no authority of law exists; 
and notwithstanding the ruling of the Chair in the former 
instance, which, with all due respect to his knowledge and 
learning and long career in the House, I disagree with, I submit 
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that if there is any time when we ought to prevent, by points 
of order or otherwise, the creating of new positions, it is when 
a general appropriation bill for a department is being: con- 
sidered; that if there is no limit to which the committee must 
conform they can come in here with new positions galore and 
load up these paragraphs under that general law. The general 
law states that from time to time they shall provide these 
things, but it does not abrogate the rule of the House that you 
can not put legislation upon an appropriation bill. When you 
create a new position and put it in an appropriation bill you are 
putting legislation upon that appropriation bill. The statute 
providing that these positions shall, from time to time, be 
authorized means that they shall be authorized in an orderly, 
regular way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
allow the Chair to ask him a question? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does the statute mean where it says, 
“The Congress may from time to time provide and employ 
other persons for such time as their services may be needed ” ? 
Does that give authority to appropriate, or does the gentleman 
conclude that it requires new legislation? 

Mr. WALSH. Why, Mr. Chairman, I submit that it means 
that the House must specifically authorize the employment of 
specified classes of assistants or laborers, the same as it does 
in any other instance. If that were not so, permit me to direct 
the Chair’s attention to the fact that all that will be necessary 
will be to phrase the paragraph in language appropriating 
$500,000 for the employment of all of these assistants and 
classes of help, without specifying the number, but simply say- 
ing, “ There is hereby appropriated $501,000 for the employment 
of clerks, telephone and telegraph operators, messengers, labor- 
ers, Assistant Secretaries of Agriculture, custodians, firemen, 
and elevator conductors,” without specifying the number and 
without specifying their salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to 
ask him another question? 

Mr. WALSH. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman agree that the funda- 
mental law establishing the Department of Agriculture and 
authorizing the employment of persons from time to time as the 
‘development of the department goes on must be modified by new 
legislation every time a new employee is needed? 

Mr. WALSH. No, sir; I do not make such a contention. I 
am not seeking to contend that this is a modification, but that 
is a general facet, which states the purpose of the department 
and what authority it shall have and whom it may employ ; but 
when you have a certain number of employees down there, and 
you have provided for them by legislation, and then come in on 
an appropriation bill and provide for an additional class and 
number of employees you are legislating supplementary to the 
fundamental law which the chairman has read, and that is 
what the committee has attempted to do in this instance. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that these are not 
new places. This is simply a transfer from one roll to another. 
These appropriations were made and the employment of these 
employees was authorized in previous Congresses; hence they 
are not new places. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman point out in the current 
law where this instrument maker, at $1,200, and the mechanical 
assistant, at $1,380, are carried in the current law? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They are paid out of the lump-sum fund. 

Mr. WALSH. Why is it necessary to specify them amongst 
the assistants of the Seeretary’s office? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is suggested by the department in line 
with the long-established practice of transferring from one roll 
to another. ; 

Mr. TREADWAY. In connection with the establishment of 
the new positions to which the gentleman has referred, I should 
like to ask the chairman of the committee just what the refer- 
ence may be in this connection, on page 6 of the committee’s 
report, wherein it speaks of “ new places,” one Assistant Secre- 
,tary of Agriculture, $5,000, and two attorneys, one at $3,500 
and one at $3,250. What is meant by “ new places”? 

Mr. HAUGEN. In reference to the two attorneys, it is simply 
a change of title from law clerks. 

Mr. TREADWAY. And raising their salaries? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Their salaries are increased. 

Mr. TREADWAY. In other words, they are worth more under 
their new title than they were under their old title? 

Mr. HAUGEN. According to the statement of the depart- 
ment, they are entitled to a promotion. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the geritteman will yield, it 
will be found that the department claims credit for two places 
dropped; that ts, it is economizing with reference to two law 
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clerks who were paid $1,600 each, or $3,200 in all; but the de- 
partment continues to retrench in a peculiar way when it in- 
ereases those two law clerks, that it claims credit for having 
dropped, to the position of attorneys, one at $3,500 and the 
other at $3,250. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Probably the same individuals, with so 
much better titles that their salaries ought to be doubled. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In other words, this extraordi- 
nary discretion given to the Secretary of Agriculture, which no 
other Secretary seems to have, of utilizing the lump-sum fund 
and transferring people at will, means that by transferring two 
law clerks, who got $1,600 each, he can provide that they become 
attorneys at a total of $6,750. So while he appears to reduce 
expenditures by dropping two law clerks at $1,600 each he ap- 
points two attorneys, one at $3,500 and the other at $3,250. I 
am glad the gentleman brought this up, because the new Mem- 
bers of the House who come from the farming districts ought 
to know how the Department of Agriculture is providing farm 
labor for the country by creating attorneys in Washington. 

Mr. TREADWAY. That is very apparent, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is the 
point of order. 

Mr, TREADWAY. I should like some further information, 
if the point of order has not been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been disposed of. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, just a word, if I may. I have 
not been able during this discussion to put my hands upon the 
ruling that has been made, but the gentleman frem South Caro- 
lina stated it correetly, and I think I can state from memory the 
reason upon which the chairman predicated his decision. I do 
not undertake to quote his language, of course, but I do under- 
take to state the reasoning. It was this: The language con- 
tained in the organic act was in substance “may from time to 
time create additional places,” and that kanguage must mean 
something, or else it would not have been placed in an act cre- 
ating a great department of the Government. 

Now, unless it be held that it does mean that they can be cre- 
ated in an appropriation bill it is meaningless, for the reason, 
of course, that if the organic act did net contain that language 
Congress could at any time it saw fit create new plaees. Further, 
the Committee on Agriculture is both a legislative and an appro- 
priating committee, and that is the reasoning upon which the 
chairman has based his decision, of which I have memory. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman is referring now, I assume, 
only to the organic act creating the Department of Agriculture? 
Mr. GARRETT. That is the law which has been read here. 

Mr. WALSH. That is the only law the gentleman refers to? 

Mr. GARRETT. That is the law that has always been quoted’ 
in support of these provisions in the Agricultural appropriation 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
desire to be heard further upon this? 

Mr. WALSH. No; I have nothing further to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes that the law organizing 
the Agricultural Department is sufficiently comprehensive to au- 
thorize the employment of additional persons by the department 
from time to time, as the department develops. Therefore the 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I make the motion in order to secure further in- 
formation about the items on page 6 of the report about the 
new places. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] 
has elucidated very clearly the transfer of two men from law 
clerks to attorneys and more than doubling their salaries; but 
my particular inquiry is directed to the new place designated as 
“one Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $5,000.” I should like 
very much to know what the new place is, whether or not that 
place has previously been authorized by statutory provision, or 
whether it becomes a new place when this appropriation is effec- 
tive. I think the description is wrong if it is not a new_place 
and if we are simply appropriating the money to pay the salaries. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Why does not the gentleman 
insist that the chairman of the committee explain that? 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman will permit, the last bill that 
was passed by this House carried provision for two Assistant 
Secretaries of Agriculture. The point of order was made on the 
additional place, and the Chair sustained the point of order. 
The bill before the House is the identical bill that was reported 
by the Committee on Agriculture when the House last considered 
this measure. The reason the committee allowed this one addi- 
tional place is because during the last few years the Department 
of Agriculture has grown immensely, as the gentleman knows. 
The appropriations for that department have increased in my| 
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own time in this House from four or five million to $31,000,000. 


We have placed burdens upon the Department of Agriculture: 


within the last few years in the way of the cotton-futures act, 
the Federal warehouse act, the quarantine matter that the gen- 
tleman speaks of, and various and sundry new activities have 
been given to the department. The Secretary himself says that 
he believes it to be really in the interest of good administration 
and economy that some of the burdens of the Secretary’s office 
be divided. That is the statement he made a year ago. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I yield the floor. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. The provision which the gentleman from 
South Carolina has so kindly explained to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts ought to be explained a little further. A provi- 
sion is attached to the bill on page 2 which says: 

Provided, That hereafter the position of attorney in the Department of 
Agriculture shall be and remain in the competitive classified civil service, 
anything in the law or in the civil-service rules and regulations to the 
contrary notwithstanding, and the law clerks now in said department 
who may be appointed or promoted to said positions of attorney shall 
retain all the rights of competitive employees, and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture may detail said attorneys for service in or out of the District of 
Columbia. 

Does that mean to make their positions perpetual? 

Mr. HAUGEN, It is the same as anybody else under the 
classified service. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It puts attorneys at law in this 
department under the classified service? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
the job. 

Mr. HAUGEN, It provides for them the same as any other 
person in the classified service. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I make a point 
of order against the passage I have read. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the point of order 
comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was made, discussed, 
and withdrawn, and discussion has been had on the paragraph 
since that time, and it is a question whether the point of order 
is not too late. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The paragraph is still under 
discussion, and all points of order were reserved. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But the gentleman from Massachusetts with- 
Grew the point of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts withdrew his point of order, but the general reservation 
still stands. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the provision on page 3, lines 17 and 18, “ one me- 
chanical assistant, $1,380.” 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to strike out, on page 3, lines 17 and 18, the words “ one mechani- 
cal assistant, $1,380.” 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And also, on page 2, lines 4 
and 5, the words “two Assistant Secretaries of Agriculture, at 
$5,000 each.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Moorg of Pennsylvania: Page 3, lines 17 
and 18, strike out “ one mechanical assistant, $1,380,” and, on page 2, 
lines 4 and 5, strike out “ two Assistant Secretaries of Agriculture, at 
$5,000 each.” 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will modify the amendment 
so as to strike out the word “two” and insert the word “ one,” 
and strike out the word “each” after “$5,000,” so that it will 
provide for one Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, at $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the modified amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, lines 4 and 5, strike out the word “two” and insert the 
word “one,” and also strike out the word “each” following “ $5,000.” 

Mr. TILSON. And you ought also to change the plural of 
Secretaries to singular. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
to that extent. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “two Assistant Secretaries of 
Agriculture, at $5,000 each,” and insert in lieu thereof “ one Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture, at $5,000.” 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate 
the House and the country that we have presiding over this 


It gives them a life tenure of 


The Chair will have to overrule the point 


’ 


I will modify the amendment 


The Clerk will report the modified amend- 
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committee so amiable and able a Representative of the United 
States as the gentleman from Illinois. [Applause.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
make any such statement when the bill from the Indian Affairs 
Committee was being considered? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rose to make 
an observation of the same tenor when the House was in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Indian bill, but the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. LoncwortH] was in the chair, and owing to his native 
modesty he failed to recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
for that purpose. [Laughter.] 

Having thus won, I hope, the sympathy of the Chair for the 
three or four minutes I shall occupy the floor, I wish to address 
myself to the new Members of Congress—to those on the other 
side of the House and upon this side of the House, and especially 
to that very energetic body of Representatives who come from 
what we call the farming districts. 

Gentlemen, much has been said about the farmer in this 
House, and always worthily said, except at times the farmer 
back on the farm has not thoroughly understood the drift of 
legislation. The farmer is under the impression that the appro- 
priations we make for the Department of Agriculture are 
directly for his benefit. In the few remarks I made from the 
floor a little while ago I endeavored to show that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, by creating bureaus and employing lawyers 
and experts, and taking under its wing those who do not labor 
on the farm but who lecture to the farmer, has succeeded in 
bringing within its folds more than 18,000 employees. I do not 
know whether the average farmer knows what a splendid lot of 
machinery is built up around and about himself, which is sus- 
tained from the products of the farm. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture is naturally interested in developing the power, and one 
year after another comes for an increase, in which solicitors, 
experts, attorneys, and a variety of employees participate. I 
have stood here sometimes endeavoring to bring these expensive 
problems to the attention of the farmer to prove that he himself 
is paying this enormous bill. 

This bill carries now over $3,400,000 more than it carried 
the previous year. It is an increase, not a decrease, of ex- 
penditures. The estimable gentleman from Illinois who occu- 
pies the chair has ruled on the points of order made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], holding that we 
could not take out from this bill as it has been written and 
thrust upon us these extra clerks and attorneys who were ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of Agriculture under some prior law. 
We have the power, and you as new Members of Congress have 
the power, if you care to do it, to vote these appropriations out. 
That is where you can represent the people and the farmers. If 
you think these attorneys are not necessary, if you think these 
extra Secretaries of Agriculture are not necessary, if you think 
they are a burden instead of a help to the farmer, then support 
my motion to strike out this extra secretary and this extra 
mechanical engineer, and if that is done let us follow along as 
we go through this bill and take down a few of. these extra 
millions of dollars that have been thrust in here with which to 
employ experts, bugologists, and others, and prove that we 
mean to retrench. I contend that what the farmer is getting in 
this bill is an increase in the army of employees in the city of 
Washington, which he must support. One gentleman told me 
to-day that he had two barberry bushes in his yard out in some 
town in Iowa, and that three Government inspectors came to 
him and told him that those barberry bushes must be removed. 
I have discussed the barberry bush on this floor time and time 
again, but I contend that it is not necessary for the Secretary 
of Agriculture to have three experts from some college to look 
after two barberry bushes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is generally recog- 
nized that if we are to increase the production of wheat it is 
necessary to remove the barberry bush. It is just a question 
whether we will have the barberry bush and a small yield or a 
heavy yield without the barberry bush. The statement of the 
gentleman that 18,000 people are employed in the department 
would indicate that there is some necessity for an additional 
Secretary of Agriculture. We now have three. The committee 
recommended two. The gentleman has suggested that the num- 
ber be cut down to one, the number prior to the war. In the 
best judgment of the committee it was thought that the com- 
promise on two Assistant Secretaries would be the proper thing 
to recommend. It is true that the Assistant Secretary in the 
past has been looked upon more as an ornament, but I believe 
recently additional responsibilities have been added to that 
office, and it is necessary that two should be provided for. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I just want to take the new 
Members into my confidence for a moment. They have wit- 
nessed the annual performance of the gentleman from Penn- 
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sylvania [Mr. MoorE]—able, alert, brilliant, smooth, almost oily. 
This is his annual attempt to mosquito the farmers of this 
country and this appropriation bill, which provides for the ma- 
chinery of the Department of Agriculture. Do not let him 
mislead you. It is an old story with him. It must be an old 
story, he tells it so well. Do not get it into your minds that he 
will keep this performance up on any other appropriation bill. 
We never see him here attacking any appropriation bill except 
the Agricultural appropriation bill, and I have reminded him 
time and time again that except for the work of the farmers in 
Iowa and South Carolina and Texas his folks would perish in 
24 hours. Yet he wants to tear down this machinery. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. BAER. 
moment? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. BAER. Does the gentleman from South Carolina be- 
lieve that anybody would perish in Pennsylvania if we re- 
moved some of these parasites in the Agriculture Department? 

Mr. LEVER. They are not parasites, and the gentleman does 
not think so himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out two Secre- 
taries of ‘Agriculture and provide for one. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the amend- 
ment is coupled up with another. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is on another page. The vote will 
first be taken on the amendment to strike out two and provide 
for one. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HAvGEN) there were—ayes 41, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out the 
language on lines 17 and 18, providing for a mechanical assistant 
at $1,380 a year. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, this is only a transfer from 
the lump sum to the statutory roll, as required by law. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, is this debat- 
able? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that debate is exhausted. 
There has been debate on both sides of the question for five 
minutes on a side. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I now move to 
amend, on page 2, by striking out the following language: 

Provided, That hereafter the position of attorney in the Department 
of Agriculture shall be and remain in the competitive classified civil 
service, anything in the law or in the civil-service rules and regulations 
to the contrary notwithstanding, and the law clerks now in said de- 
partment who may be appointed or promoted to said positions of attorney 
shall retain all the rights of competitive employees, and the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture may detail said attorneys for service in or out 
of the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania: Page 2, line 15, 
strike out the proviso, beginning with the word “ Provided,” in line 15, 
and ending with the word “ Columbia,” in line 24. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
that those words ought to go out. I do not know whether the 
gentlemen intended to be covered by this language are Re 
publicans or whether they are Democrats or whether they are 
Prohibitionists, but it seems to me-it is intended to cover some- 
body. For that reason I think the legislative body ought to be 
better informed. Sometimes the party that is in power, having 
appointed some of its favorites to high places, fearing they may 
be removed if incompetent or for some other reason by the party 
coming into power, resorts to the medium of the civil service to 
place the mantle of perpetuity upon the office. That much I 
wanted to say about this language which I think ought to come 
out. As to the delightful statement of my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Lever], who is not as well known to the new Members 
of the House as he is to me, I wish to say that if he would rise 
now I would be glad to have them look upon him as a specimen 
in physique and type of the best that is produced in the splendid 
State of South Carolina. I have no quarrel with him for his 
politics. I am glad to know that his name is emblazoned upon 
the pages of American history and will go thundering down the 
corridors of time as the author of the various Lever bills which 
were passed by an administration that I hope will soon be no 
more—bills which, while they were presented in a manner that 
appealed to the farmers of the country, have succeeded in draw- 
ing out of the Treasury of the United States enormous sums, 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
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yea, way up into the millions and millions of dollars. My 
distinguished friend the gentleman froni South Carolina [Mr. 
Lrever]—whose name I am not permitted to mention under the 
rules of the House, I will say to the new Members of the House 
{laughter]—is not only one of the handsomest men here but at 
the same time is one of the most persistent in preserving the 
integrity of the Department of Agriculture, which he has helped 
to build up. I think if we were to remove the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and place in his stead the distinguished gentleman from 
South Carolina we would have a man quite in touch with every 
one of the 18,000 employees that have been put there, some of 
them even under the guise of war. Why, he would know almost 
every one of them by name, and if after he had become Secretary 
of Agriculture this splendid army of lecturers and experts could 
go into every State of the Union, fraternizing with every farmer, 
teaching the mothers how to make cottage cheese and kissing the 
babies, he would be a promising candidate for President of the 
United States. You start me out—he said I am clever; I hope 
I am not—but you start me out with 18,000 employees under my 
direction, every one of whose salaries I could raise, every one of 
whom I could transfer to higher station, and I think I could 
out-McAdoo McAdoo. Mr. Chairman, that is all. [Applause.] 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word simply to direct the attention of the committee to the some- 
what substantial increase in the requirements of the office of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. Now, this bill was sent over to the 
Senate of the United States on February 3, 1919, at a time when 
perhaps the full effect of the cessation of hostilities across the 
water had not made itself apparent here. I regret that the 
present Committee on Agriculture has not séen fit to consider 
more carefully the item in this bill with a view perhaps of reduc- 
ing some positions and expenses of the office of the Secretary. 
Now, this identical item in the current law calls for an expendi- 
ture of $462,000. In this law it calls for an expenditure of 
$501,020, and they have increased the Assistant Secretaries of 
Agriculture by one, they have increased the number of clerks and 
mechanical assistants by three or four, they have increased the 
number of clerks of class 1 and of class 3, and also incorporated 
two additional clerks at $1,200, a skilled laborer at $900; they 
have increased the number of messengers and laborers at $600 
from 14 to 21; they have put in eight new messenger boys at 
$600, and apparently have increased the number of charwomen, 
and those increases I submit could well have been eliminated by 
the committee in view of the fact that this appropriation is only 
to become available for the year following July 1, 1920, and as 
we get further and further away from the war emergency it 
would seem to me that this department, important as it is and 
valuable as is the work it does, ought to be able to get back to a 
more economical basis. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I know that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts wants to be fair. I want to call his attention to 
the fact that there is an actual increase of the statutory roll of 
only $18,700. The increase of the statutory roll is not real but 
apparent. For instance, here is one clerk transferred from the 
statutory roll, Bureau of Chemistry, at $1,600. Then we have 
two clerks of class 2 transferred from Marketing and Distribut- 
ing, Farm Products, grain-standard act, Bureau of Markets, at 
$2,800. There is one from the statutory rolls of the Division of 
Publications at $1,200; two clerks at $1,100, meat inspection, 
Bureau of Animal Industry, which illustrates what I wanted to 
call to the attention of the gentleman—that the increase here is 
an increase by way of transfer from the lump-sum roll to the 
statutory roll in accordance with the act of Congress and that 
there is not a real increase there. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course that is an old story on the part of the 
members of the committee that when attention is called to an 
increase in various paragraphs the explanation is always forth- 
coming that the increases are not real, that they are only appar- 
ent. It is strange that always in the total of the bill when it is 
finally passed it is millions more than the bill formerly enacted 
intolaw. Why, I do not suppose this is an apparent increase, for 
extra labor and for emergency, $20,000, an increase of $8,000 over 
the year before, an item apparently based upon some tremendous 
emergency down in the office of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. Chairman, most of the Members with whom I have had 
the honor to serve in the past months know my attitude upon 
the vast waste to the Government in publications. I am one of 
those who recognize—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for two minutes more. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. WALSH. I am one of those who recognize the value of 
the bulletins known as farmers’ bulletins, which were published 
by this department, but I believe that this department has 
expended more money in publishing other documents and bulle- 
tins, news sheets and reports, than almost any other depart- 
ment of the Government, and by doing so they have wasted 
enormous sums of money. And if permitted a little later on, I 
shall hope to direct the attention of the committee to some of 
the employees that are apparently engaged in this work. But 
I do want to direct to the attention of the committee, notwith- 
standing the very clear statement of a former chairman of 
this committee, that this is an apparent increase rather than a 
real one; that the total carried in this bill for the Secretary’s 
office here in Washizigton now is over a half million dollars, as 
compared with $462,000 in the current law. And if the gentle- 
men of the farming sections of the cotton belt think they are 
getting any benefit commensurate with that tremendous ex- 
pense, well and good, but I think that they prefer to have 
increases made along other lines and for other positions and 
officials rather than for the office of the Secretary here in 
Washington. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words for the purpose of asking a question of the 
gentleman in charge of this bill. 

I observe on page 5 of the report, among those items of revenue 
to the department in the fiscai year 1918, an item aggregating 
something more than $3,500,000 for the sale of nitrate of soda 
to farmers. Can the gentleman advise as to the period in 
which those sales were made? 

Mr. HAUGEN. What time? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would like to know the period in 
which the Agricultural Department was selling nitrate of soda. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In the spring and summer. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then sales were made after the war 
began, were they? Was the Agricultural Department selling 
nitrates for fertilizer purposes while the war was on? 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman that Congress ap- 
propriated $10,000,000 to purchase nitrate of soda to be sold to 
farmers at cost, the proceeds to be returned to the Treasury. 
That act has been in effect two years, I think, or since the war 
began, and they are at this moment actually selling nitrate of 
soda to farmers in the sections that use nitrate of soda. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Operating as a distributing agent or as an 
agent? 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


LEVER. Really acting asa distributing agent. 
LONGWORTH. Were they selling it during the war? 
LEVER. Oh, yes. 

HAUGEN. Buying and selling. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And that in spite of the fact that the 
War Department said they needed every possible ounce of 
nitrate for explosive purposes? 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman will recognize the fact that 
ney are an indispensable necessity for certain kinds of produc- 
and Congress recognized that fact by unanimous action 


tl 
tion, 
here, both in the Senate and the House, in setting aside the 
1 of $10,000,000 with which to make the purchase. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Another question. 

inform me the price at which it was sold? 
r. LEVER. From $86 to $87 a ton—along about $85 a ton. 

r. LONGWORTH. Eighty-five dollars a ton? 

r. LEVER. Yes. My colleague, however, informs me that 

it is $85 now. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I desired that information for the pur- 
of making a comparison between the amount the Govern- 
is now selling it for and the cost of producing it artificially 
Government plants. 

CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], namely, 
trike out the language after the word “ Provided,” in line 

2, down to and including the word “ Provided,” in 


i 
M 


yx 4 
ment 
ana in 

The 
line 24. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 45. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

] were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Lever] 
will take their places as tellers, 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Havcen] act as teller instead of myself. 

Mr. HAUGEN, No. Let the gentleman act as teller, 


‘eliers 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania and Mr. LEVER took their 
places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 
53. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HauGen: Page 3, line 18, after the first 
semicolon, strike out “one engineer, at $1,400” and insert “ one chief 
engineer, $1,800.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I make a point 
of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, this is a new position created. 
We drop out “one engineer at $1,400” and insert “one chief 
engineer at $1,800,” thereby creating a new position. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is the very point. 
the creation of a new position. 

Mr. HAUGEN. ‘To be frank about it, it is an increase of $400, 
from $1,400 to $1,800, and the giving of a new title. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question if I may. The gentieman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore] a few minutes ago made the statement that this 
bill carries some $3,000,000 more than was carried by the 
bill that was passed just before the close of the last session. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The report states it is 
$3,816,209 over the regular appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1919. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The bill under consideration carries an ap- 
parent increase of $3,816,209, but an actual increase of only 
$1,708,329. The $3,816,209 includes $2,107,880 transferred from 
the food-production act to this bill; or, in other words, $2,107,880 
of the $11,031,863 in that bill has been transferred. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does this bill carry a larger appropriation 
than the bill that was passed just before the close of the last 
session, but which died over in the other body? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The bill under consideration now is identical 
with the bill introduced at the last session of Congress. A few 
items went out on points of order and a few were added. The 
total was changed by $18,540. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Office of Farm Management: One chief of office, $4,000; 
1 assistant to the chief, $2,520; 1 executive assistant, $2,250; 2 clerks, 
class 4; 2 clerks, class 3; 3 clerks, class 2; 10 clerks, class 1; 3 
clerks, at $1,100 each; 4 clerks, at $1,080 each; 1 clerk or draftsman, 
$1,020; 10 clerks, at $1,000 each; 18 clerks, at $900 each; 6 clerks or 
map tracers, at $840 each; 1 messenger or laborer, $720; 1 messenger 
boy, $660; 3 messenger boys, at $480 each; 1 charwoman, $480; 5 
charwomen, at $240 each; 1 library assistant, $1,440; 1 library as- 
sistant, $900; 1 photographer, $1,400; 1 cartographer, $1,500: 1 
draftsman, $1,440; 1 draftsman, $1,200; 1 draftsman, $1,100; 2 drafts- 
men, at $900 cach; in all, $86,950. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WALSH. There is an increase in this item over that in 
the current law of some $3,500. Will the chairman of the com- 
mittee state if that is one of these apparent increases, rather 
than, a real increase, due to the shifting of positions, wiping 
out the lump-sum and providing for specific appropriations? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The item on line 4 includes an increase; that 
is, by transfer from the general fund of two clerks of class I 
and one draftsman at $1,100. They are apparent increases, not 
real. They are simply transferred from one fund to another, 
and they amount to the same. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is on his feet, I would like to take this oppor- 
tunity to call his attention to the fact that in this transfer the 
lump-sum. fund is decreased by $3,500 and the statutory roll is 
increased by $3,500. 

Mr. WALSH. You mean it is shown in the report? 

Mr. LEVER. It is shown in the bill itself. 


an 


It is 
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Mr. WALSH. There is nothing in this item to show it. 

Mr. LEVER. It is shown in the amount of the lump-sum fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Havucen] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HavuGcen: Page 5, line 1, after the colon, 
strike out “ one chief of office, $4,000” and insert “ one chief of office, 
$5,000.” 

Mr. WALSH. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: On line 4, page 5, before the word “ clerks” 
toward the end of the line, strike out “ ten” and insert “ eight.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, these are simply transfers. 
There is an apparent increase, but there is a corresponding de- 
crease in the other fund. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, so long as the 
chairman of the committee has made that statement, I want to 
ask him whether it is a fact that we are increasing the number 
of clerks of class 1 in the Office of Farm Management from 8 
to 10? My point is that two new clerks aye created by this item. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The two law clerks are simply transferred. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The total carried by this item 
is $86,930. Last year the appropriation bill carried $83,430 for 
this item, so that there is an increase in this appropriation for 
three new clerks, or two clerks and one draftsman, aggregating 
more than $3,500. I ask if these are new clerks? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They are not new clerks. They are simply 
transferred from one roll to another. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Where does this $3,500 come 
from to pay these clerks? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They are paid out of another fund, and 
that fund is reduced by a corresponding amount. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This year you want to receive 
from the Treasury $86,930. 

Mr. HAUGEN. For this particular item, The other item is 
decreased by that much. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
ing more than it did last year? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No. It is simply a transfer. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The fact remains that the 
Treasury will be more than $3,500 poorer after this bill is 
passed than when the last bill was passed? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Not at all. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Where is there any saving? 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is none. It is simply a transfer. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. It will be reduced in this bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to find out how this 
thing is done. It is a matter that seems nebulous to some of 
the Members of the House. I may be obtuse, but the appropria- 
tion for 1919 carried for this particular item $83,430. This bill, 
which is supposed to be an economy bill, carries $86,930. Where 
do we get that extra money? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I call the attention of the gentleman to line 
22, page 5. The amount carried last year for this purpose was 
$221,660, and the amount carried in this bill is only $218,160, 
This accounts for $3,500. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That helps to elucidate. That 
means that the Secretary, having been given a lump sum of 
$221,660 last year to investigate and encourage the adoption of 
improved methods of farm management and farm practice, 
created three new clerks and paid for them out of that lump sum. 
That is practically it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Exactly. 
out of the lump sum. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. So that instead of the farmers 
getting that $221,660 that we gave to the Secretary in a lump, 
with no check upon it, we find he is now parceling it out for the 
employment of clerks and attorneys. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It has not been the practice of Congress to 
distribute money among farmers. The practice has been to 
engage employees in the department te conduct its activities. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The money has not been for 
farmers. The money has been for the employment of clerks and 
attorneys in Washington. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Exactly. That is what we have been doing 
all the time since we established the Department of Agriculture, 
just as we have been doing in other departments. 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. In the brief time remaining I 
want to call attention to the very remarkable statement made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture that for 


Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 


Then the Government is pay- 
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years we have been making lump-sum appropriations, $200,000 
or $300,000, for the Secretary of Agriculture to make certain 
investigations, and that out of these lump-sum appropriations 
to him he has been creating places here in Washington and else- 
where, all in the name of the farmers of the United States, who 
thought they were getting something out of it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Ii is true that Congress has been making 
lump-sum appropriations. I fully agree with the gentleman. I 
do not believe it is a business way of transacting business. I 
believe that Congress should specify amounts and that salaries 
should be placed upon the statutory roll. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is a good idea. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But we have only about 30 working days from 
now until the 1st of July, and if we should go into that proposi- 
tion it would not be possible to pass this bill before the begin- 
ning of the next fiscal year. Now, my contention has been that 
instead of making lump-sum apprepriations we should specify, 
and the employees should be placed on the statutory roll. This 
seems to me to be the business way of doing it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Haucen]—for whom I have great respect, 
and who has been a very faithful member of this committee—to 
say that it is his intention as chairman of this committee, now 
that he has come to be chairman, to see that we shall stop mak- 
ing these lump-sum appropriations and put some check upon the 
Secretary of Agriculture in their expenditure? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is my purpose to scrutinize every item and 
to put it on a business basis, and to specify so that Congress 
may know exactly the amount to be paid to each employee. We 
have not attempted to do that at this time, because of the short 
time between now and the beginning of the fiscal year. We 
have simply taken the bill of the last session. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman will 
perform a great service to his country and a great service to the 
farmer if he will do that very thing. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking for a little more information in 
regard to these real or apparent increases. I read from the 
present bill, at the bottom of page 5: 

Total for office of the Secretary of Agriculture, $806,110. 

I read from the corresponding item in the current law: 

Total for office of the Secretary of Agriculture, $767,090. 


Making a difference of $39,020 between the expenses of the 
office of the Secretary of Agriculture in the current year and in 
the year for which we are appropriating. Is this difference of 
$39,020 apparent or real? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Much of it is apparent. As has been ex- 
plained, we add to one item and reduce another the corresponding 
amount. 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; the gentleman has just explained an in- 
stance where both of the items are in the total; so taking it 
from one and adding it to another does not change the total. 
The gentleman’s explanation was correct as applied to the pre- 
ceding item of $3,500 which was taken from the general expense 
item and added to the salary item. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The actual increase of this item is $18,700, 
and these transfers are enumerated on page 6 of the report. 

Mr. TILSON. You take the clerk who has been paid from 
the lump sum and transfer him to the Secretary’s office? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. You are building up the organization in the 
Secretary’s office here in Washington by taking it from the rest 
of the country? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; not from the rest of the country, but 
from the rest of the bureau. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania again complains about the lump sums carried 
in the appropriation bill. I have served on the Agricultural 
Committee for 16 years. When I first came on this committee 
there was absolutely no segregation of the items at all. The 
sums were tremendously big. They mounted up into the millions 
frequently, and Congress instructed the committee to segregate 
the items as much as possible. We have attempted to do that. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania would give the idea that 
these lump sums are being used up in salaries. That is true in 
a large measure. But does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
think we appropriate the money for feeding hogs or feeding 
eattle or feeding sheep? These lump-sum appropriations have 
been made for the purpose of employing the best scientific 
thought on the subjects in the Agricultural Department. It is 
done so as to bring together the best information in the country 
and the world on agricultural problems in the production, mar- 
keting, and finance, and the like of that, with a view of getting 
that information to the farmer. But the gentleman from Penn- 
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sylvania would have you believe and have the country believe 
that these appropriations have been made primarily to buy 
sirup, coffee, sugar, and salt so that it may be distributed to 
the farmers of the country. No one in the House understands 
that proposition in that light except the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and I have a sneaking notion that he does not under- 
stand it in that way himself. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In what way is this scientific information 
conveyed to the farmers? ; 

Mr. LEVER. By various agencies. First, we have the 
Farmers’ Bulletin, and then we have special experts and farm- 
demonstration agents or, as you call them, county agents. 
There are various and sundry sources through which the de- 
partment gets the information to the farmers, for whom it is 
eollected. The gentleman from Pennsylvania gives a wrong 
impression as to these lump-sum appropriations, the idea that 
you are making room for some one’s salary. Of course, you are 
paying salaries, for that is the purpose of the appropriation. 
It is not appropriated to eat, but to give information. It is 
going to be of value to the country, I hope and believe. 

Now, I stand here to say that you may criticize the department 
as much as you please; the gentleman from Pennsylvania can 
poke fun as much as he pleases, but I stand here to say to you 
that there is no organization which approaches it on the face of 
this earth. [Applause.] It has not been built up alone under 
Democratic administration. I have said frequently on the floor 
of this House that the farmers of America, the business men of 
America, every citizen of the country owe to the late James 
Wilson a debt of gratitude that they can never pay for his 
services in building up the Department of Agriculture. [Ap- 
plause.] And I can say the same thing about the present Secre- 
tary. It is not right and it is not fair, and I think the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, when he prays over this subject to- 
night, will stop this business of sticking his finger here and 
sticking his finger there and filling the Recorp full and-running 
over with statements that will not bear analysis, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania knows it. 

Mr. VARE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. I will. 

Mr. VARE. I want to ask the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina whether, under the item of $218,260, on page 22, the em- 
ployees are appointed by the civil service? 

Mr. LEVER. A large majority under the civil service. 

Mr. VARE. Have these three men passed the civil-service 
examination? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; they are clerks in class 1, and they are 
selected like all other civil-service clerks. 

Mr. VARE. And have those whose salaries you increase and 
who are transferred from one roll to the other passed the civil- 
service examination? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
necessary number of words to take the floor for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there is an 
amendment pending. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then I move to strike out the last word 
of that amendment merely to acquire some information, be- 
cause there seems to be considerable confusion here. I would 
like to know just how much more this bill carries than the bill 
did as it passed the House in the last Congress? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, if'all of the amendments sug- 
gested by the committee are agreed’ to 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman 
whether this is not a little more accurate? There is a provision 
here for taking care of tuberculosis in cattle and also for tak- 
ing care of the corn borer, the total of which two, I think, is 
$950,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the gentleman refer to the bill when it 
passed the House or the one reported to the House by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
it passed the House. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee are adopted, which include an amendment of $500,000 
additional for the eradication of tuberculosis among cattle, it 
will carry $961,780 more than the bill reported by the committee 
of the last Congress. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. In the first place, if the gentleman will 
pardon me, I am asking about this bill as it is before us, and I 
am not including the amendments that are proposed to be 
offered, but just the bill as it stands. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is identical with the one that was reported 
out at the last Congress. 


I wanted first to know about the bill as 
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Mr. LONGWORTH. As reported or as passed? 

Mr. HAUGEN. A few amendments were added to the bill 
when it passed. It carries $18,500 more than it did as it passed 
the House February 1 of this year. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then, if I understand the gentleman cor- 
rectly, this bill carries only $18,000 more than it did when it 
passed the House in the last session of Congress. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. Last Congress the committee reported 
a bill carrying $31,691,562. This is the identical bill as reported 
last Congress and carries the same amount. The House passed 
the bill on February 1. One item was increased $20,000. Points 
of order were made against certain increases amounting to 
$38,500. The bill reported, carrying $31,691,562, was reduced to 
$31,673,062—in all, $18,500—which represents the amount of in- 
crease of this bill as reported to the House over the bill as it 
passed last session; that is, $18,500. 

I might add that the Senate committee considered the bill as 
passed by the House last session and reported it to the Senate 
carrying $37,355,352, an increase of $5,682,290. - 

The chairman of the committee has been authorized to offer 
amendments which, if adopted, will increase the amount of the 
bill $961,780, bringing the total amount from $31,691,562, as 
reported, to $32,653,342. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
two minutes to make a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. FORDNEY. I want to state to the House that at the 
conclusion of this bill the Committee on Ways and Means has 
authorized me to report to the House a repeal of section 904 
of the new revenue bill, and I shall endeavor at that time to 
take it up and pass it. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. That is the luxury tax? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the answer which the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] attempted to make 
to what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moors] said with 
reference to lump-sum appropriations is simply no answer at all. 
There is no justice; there is no common sense, no fairness, in 
lump-sum appropriations. The gentleman from South Carolina 
said that he supposed that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
thought some of this money was going to be expended for hog 
feed or something of that kind. The gentleman knows that 
under these limp-sum appropriations here, in the one that is 
on this page, the money can be expended for almost anything; 
it does not make any difference what it is, and nobody knows 
what it is going to be expended for. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman does not expect that they can 
hold minute hearings in the committee in the time allotted them 
in which to report this bill out. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I am coming to that in a moment. [f 
might say right now, since the gentleman has called it up, 
that I think my friend and colleague from Iowa [Mr. Havcey}, 
for whom I have the highest respect and for whose judgment I 
have great regard, is no doubt justified at this particular time 
in concluding that they have not the time to go over these mat- 
ters and segregate them. The President is away in France, and 
it is going to take nobody knows how long to get this bill to him 
for signature. They have to get this bill through very quickly 
or. important interests will suffer, but the Agriculture Commit~ 
tee might just as well understand, and, I have no doubt, in that 
they will have the support of my colleague from Iowa, that these 
lump-sum appropriations will not be tolerated in the future. 

I do not believe this Congress is going to stand for them any 
longer. Here is an appropriation of two or three hundred thou- 
sand in one place, or perhaps a half million dollars in another, 
and if the Secretary of Agriculture wants to he could expend 
$200,000 on one salary; he could expend $200,000 on holding a 
meeting somewhere. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. For a question. Do not lump- 
sum appropriations furnish excellent opportunities for persons 
in the department to exercise preferences as to salaries and 
individuals indiscriminately to any amount? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman has it exactly right. All 
sorts of partiality, all sorts of indefensible practices, can go on, 
and there is nothing that can be done about it as long as we 
continue lump-sum appropriations. It simply puts a premium 
on graft, because it becomes impossible to detect it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know any 
other department of the Government where lump-sum appropria- 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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tions are made where Congress does not put a limitation upon 
salaries? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Not as to a department, but I know a 
number of cases where lump-sum appropriations were made 
during the war, and we passed them over with the understand- 
ing that when the war was over we were not going to tolerate 
it any longer. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
one more question? 

Mr. BAER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. BAER. 
pernicious practice by some of the departments in Washington 
in reference to these lump-sum appropriations and that is that 
they are hiring publicists, some of the most expensive men in 
this country, who can get $25,000 to $50,000 for working on a 
magazine, and they get them not to come down here to help the 
farmer or help the soldier but they get a man who will adver- 
tise what the particular department is doing. 
tising campaign. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I could go on here all day and cite 
abuses which have grown up under this practice—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
more in order to yield to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Iowa? 
hone. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
tion 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 


Will the gentleman yield for 


{After a pause.] The 
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troversy with Dr. Spillman, who has been removed from the 
department, because he had the audacity to give out some of 
these figures that we were paying $23,000 for, and the Secretary 
of Agriculture refused to give them out. I want to know what 
assurance you have that this money is going to be spent so 
that we can get any benefit out of it? ; 

Mr. HAUGEN. Much has been said about economy, and the 
committee has been criticized for reporting increases. But here 
is an illustration. The department is asking for $512,350, and 
the committee has reported $23,873. 

Mr. BAER. But the result of the last appropriation has 


| never been ascertained from the department by anyone. 


The point I want to make is in reference to a | 


| would be to strike out everything after the enacting clause. 
It is an adver- | 
| If we start to eut out $1,100 and $1,200 and a clerk here and 


I ask that I may have two minutes | 


Is there objection to the request of the | 
Chair hears | 

| always get all that is looked for. 
E want to offer this sugges- | 


point just here that I think we ought to emphasize for the work | 


of the future, if not on this bill. Some years ago many of the 
departments had lump-sum appropriations. We might recite 
by the hour the battles which have been waged against these 
lump-sum appropriations and for the fixing of statutory salaries 
and appropriations to cover the necessary expenses under 
sworn statements of expense accounts. Future bills should cor- 
rect such practices. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
bers do not know what they are 
we do not know what it is going 
not approve if we knew how it is 
Now, we are compelled to accept these estimates. I think the 
chairman has rightly stated that we can not do anything else 


The final conelusion is this, that Mem- 
spending this money for and 
to be used for and we would 


to be used, and yet we go on. | 


at this time with this bill if we are going to get through at this | 


session. Therefore I think the action of my friend is justified, 
but it can not go on any longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is exhausted on this amend- 
ment. 
page 5, line 4, and substitute “8.” 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
Chair was in doubt. 

On a division 
there were—ayes 55, noes 45. ‘ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 


The question is on the amendment to strike out “10,” | 


Mr. HAUGEN. We thought it ought to be 
$512,000 was asked for. 

Mr. BAER. The $512,000 was an absolute waste to the 
farmers, so far as this item was concerned. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It may be good policy to cut out all of it. If 
we cut out as we have started to do, probably the better = 
I 
that is what the farmers deserve, that is what we had better do. 


$23,873 when 


there, it might be better to strike out a number of these items. 


| If the activities of that department are not deserving of con- 
|} sideration, it might be good policy to do so. 


I doubt it. 

Mr. BAER. I am asking you if you have any assurance from 
the men who are going to take charge of this department that 
they are going to give us any figures on the cost of production? 

Mr. HAUGEN. We have assurances all the time. We do not 
I take it that this money will 
be spent probably to as good advantage as any other appropria- 
tion carried. 

Mr, BAER. 


That is the point of which I complained. It has 


| never been expended to advantage. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, may I have a moment? 

The Secretary has suggested that the appropriation be made. 
An urgent request was made for an appropriation of about 
$512,000. A number of other estimates were made. The com- 
mittee gave careful consideration to it in the hearing. Those 
hearings extended over a period of three weeks, and were pub- 
lished. Careful consideration was given to the supplementary 
estimates. We report here an increase of about $855,000. Every 
item has been carefully scrutinized. The pruning knife has 
been applied ; we are now submitting our best judgment. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I offer 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania: Page 5, line 22, after the 
word “ practice,” strike out the figures “ $218,160” and insert in lieu 
thereof “* $150,000.” 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


the 


Mr. Chairman, this is the first 


| instance in which the bill provides a lump-sum appropriation to 


(demanded by Mr. Moorr of Pennsylvania) Whole. 


lowing amendment: Page 5, line 13, after the figures “$1,200” | 


strike out the words “one draftsman, $1,100.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5. line 13, after the figures “ $1,200” strike out “one drafts- 
man, $1,100.” ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To investigate and encourage the adoption of improved methods of 
farm management and farm practice, $218,160: Provided, That of this 
amount $23,873 may be used in aseertaining the cost of production of 
the principal staple agricultural products, 

Mr, BAER. 
word. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | 
Mr. Chairman, I move this pro forma amendment for the | 


purpose of asking the chairman of the committee, if he is at | 
leisure, for information concerning this amount of $23,873 to | 
be spent in the determination of the cost of production of staple | 


farm products. 
entire paragraph if I could not get some assurance that when 
a man went to this department he could get some figures. I 
have been down there many times trying to get figures of the 
eost of production of products gambled in by speculators of 
this country who are now charging the people 200 per cent more 
than the cost of production, and I have not been able to get any 
figures from the department. And you know the later con- 


I want to say I would meve to strike out this 


be used at the discretion of the Seeretary. I am offering this 
amendment as a test of the sentiment of the Committee of the 
Enough has been said of the iniquity of the lump-sum 
appropriation for all those present to understand. Here is a 
provision with reference to the Office of Farm Management in the 
Department of Agriculture. Provision has already been made 
for the salaries of those employed in that bureau. We have 
there the chief of office, $4,000; the assistant te the chief, an 
executive assistant, clerks of one kind or another, draftsmen, 
messengers—all here in Washington—charwomen, library assist- 
ants, a photographer, a cartographer, and other employees. 


; These are all in the bureau of the Office of Farm Management, 
| and they have been previded for, as we have passed the para- 
| graph, to the extent of $83,430. That is behind us. 


That money 
we have agreed to appropriate. Those employees we have agreed 
to keep. Now, we are coming to the item which is before us and 
concerning which I have offered the amendment, namely: 

To investigate and encourage the adoption of improved methods of 
farm management and farm practice— 
for which $218,160 is asked. My amendment proposes to cut 
down that $218,160 to $150,000. Why? Because it is unwise 
from a legislative point of view to turn over $218,000 in a lump 
sum in times of peace to a Secretary to allot as he sees fit after 
you have provided specifically for the salaries that are to be paid 
to those who are to work in the bureau. 

What is this $218,160 for? I do not know. 
plained in extenso in the hearings. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORH of Pennsylvania. Ina moment. But so far as the 
bill states it is not only a lump sum but an omnibus direction 
to the Secretary of Agriculture. He is to investigate and en- 


It may be ex- 
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courage improved methods of farm management and practice. 
The gentleman from South Carolina says that “the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania” intimates that money might be spent in 
Alaska. It might be spent for feed; for sirup. It might be, for 
all I know and all the gentleman from South Carolina knows. 
All that I know from reading this bill is that we are dumping 
into the hands of-the Secretary of Agriculture $218,000, which 
he may use for any purpose on earth, provided he gets it some- 
where, within the range of “investigation and encouragement 
of adoption of improved methods of farm management and farm 
practice.” He can expend that in any way he sees fit. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would, but I promised to 
yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TIMBERLAKE]. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I would like to ask the gentleman who 
has offered this amendment to reduce this lump-sum appropria- 
tion from $218,000 to $150,000 why he does not, being opposed 
as he is to a lump-sum appropriation—and I agree with him— 
move to cut out the whole appropriation? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am frank to say that I do 
not know enough about the operation of this office and its 
utility 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
Vania has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, may I have one 
minute in which to answer the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for one additional minute. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not know enough about 
this Bureau or Office of Farm Management to say whether we 
ought to cut it out altogether or not. We seem to have author- 
ized it by the employment of a number of clerks who are ap- 
pointed by the Secretary and whose salaries we are providing 
for. Whether we ought to give them this sum in addition to 
the salaries authorized to be expended here upon these very 
thoughtful and intelligent men, these writers, whom the gen- 
tleman from North Dakota indicates may be able to get $25,000 a 
year writing for magazines, I do not know. I do not know 
whether it is wise for us to give $218,000 additional for omnibus 
purposes, or to reduce it to $150,000 and permit some of these 
men who are to be paid from the $218,000 remain on the maga- 
zines, while we put some real farmers into the Farm Manage- 
ment Service in their stead. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If I have time to yield to the 
gentleman, I will. 

Mr. HAUGEN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. The gentleman from Iowa, the chairman of 
the committee, desires to speak. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard in oppo- 
sition to the amendment. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania offers an amendment to cut down the item from 
$218,000 to $150,000, and he says he does not know anything 
about it. Yet he offers an amendment to cut it down. The 
question is, Are we going to hamstring the department? Here 
is an item calling for improved methods in agriculture. It is 
clearly in the interest of the farmers, in the interest of greater 
yield and production in this country. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thought maybe the gentle- 
inuh was going to tell us what this money was to be used for. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I-.suspect the gentleman is not a friend of 
the farmer, and—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
I know he is. ; 

Mr. KNUTSON. He has spoken and voted against these 
items all day. The Committee on Agriculture has held hearings 
tu determine whether these items are necessary or not, and I 
for one am willing to follow the lead of the gentleman from 
Iowa [|Mr. HavuGEen], because I have unbounded confidence in 
his honesty and good judgment. I hope the House will vote 
down the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
Vahbla. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, we all appreciate the deep 
interest which our good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] 
has in the farmers. He has demonstrated on many occasions 
his friendship and loyalty to the farmers, although I have not 
always found it expedient to follow him. At this time economy 
has been suggested. The amount carried for the current year 


The gentleman is mistaken. 


May 27, 


in the bill for this item is $221,660. The committee has reported 
$218,160. As I stated a moment ago, a supplemental estimate 
of $512,000 was received, but the committee rejected the sup- 
plemental estimate and reported a modest sum of $218,160, 
which is a decrease over the amount carried in the law for the 
current year. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Is it not admitted that this sum that has been 
suggested is intended for a campaign of education, a general 
agricultural propaganda? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Oh, pretty much all the appropriations car- 
ried in this bill are for propagenda for education. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is one of the functions of the depart- 
ment,.and one of its most useful services to the country. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Then will the gentleman state, as I intended 
to ask of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], have 
you ever known any campaign for general education and in- 
vestigation to be able to give an itemized account before the 
investigation is made? As the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
KNutTSON] has just said, do we not have to give some faith to a 
great department like this, which has proved its splendid effi- 
ciency, and let them have some latitude in making investigations 
for the good of the farmers of this country? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Iowa 
will yield to me to answer the gentleman, I will be glad. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] illustrates the situa- 
tion mighty well. He has been against lump-sum appropria- 
tions all day long. He has been criticizing them for the last 
two years, to my certain knowlédge. Now, the only amendment 
that he offers is a lump-sum amendment, and he confesses 
himself that he does not know whether it is big enough or little 
enough. [Applause.] 

Now, I do not believe the membership of this House is going 
to follow the lead of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on this 
bill. Let me submit what has happened. The Committee on 
Agriculture is a nonpolitical committee. We know neither 
Democrats nor Republicans on that committee. Long hearings 
were had on this bill, and on this very item during this year. 
The Committee on Agriculture under our own administration 
unanimously agreed to this item. We reported that bill to the 
House. The membership of the House had at its disposal the , 
printed hearings which the committee took—the testimony on 
this item. The House itself, by a unanimous vote, passed this 
bill, and after thorough consideration, and even the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania did not vote against it. 

Now, in the whirligig of politics, we are in the minority on 
this committee, but the committee has again considered this 
item. The committee, controlled by nearly two-thirds of the 
opposite side, a committee of the party to which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania belongs, considered this item, and that com- 
mittee unanimously passed its judgment upon it, and has 
brought it in here to you, and asked you to take it as the best 
judgment of the committee available at this time. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. UPSHAW. If it is unwise to appropriate the lump sum 
of $218,000 without specifications, would it not likewise be 
unwise to appropriate $150,000? 

Mr. LEVER. Absolutely. It is an utterly illogical proposi- 
tion, and utterly indefensible, from the standpoint even of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania himself. 

Now, what does this item carry? The gentleman says he does 
not know what is carried in it. Take the chairman’s copy of 
the Book of Estimates, and in it he will show you every single, 
solitary expenditure which has been made under this $218,000. 
There it is printed. It has to be printed under the law. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania knows that. The newer Members 
may not know it, but it is a fact. Borrow the chairman’s Book 
of Estimates, and you will find where every cent of this money 
is proposed to be spent. 

Mr. BAER. Do they have to itemize their expenditures? 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on this amendment is closed. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I move to strike out the last two 
words. While I have been known as a consistent opponent of 
lump-sum appropriations and have opposed them in previous 
sessions and am not in favor of them now, I want to say, with 
reference to these appropriations that have been brought in 
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by the Committee on Agriculture at this time, that I do not 
know what else they could do at this late day. As the chair- 
man of the committee has stated, only 30 days remain before the 
new fiscal year. The bill has got to go over to Paris to be 
signed. If this bill is to be put into execution at all, the only 
thing to do is to take these estimates as they are after the 
committeé has gone over them. The proper thing to do, if we 
should reach this at all, would be to strike it out entirely, be- 
cause we do not know how much it ought to be reduced. We 
can not tell how much it ought to be reduced, and that is one 
reason why I am opposed to lump-sum appropriations; but I 
would not be in favor of striking this out entirely after it has 
been gone over by the committee and has their affirmative 
sanction. 

Mr. BAER. If you knew absolutely that a certain sum had 
been appropriated for a certain purpose and then you went 
down to the department to get the figures that they were sup- 
posed to obtain and could not do it, would you vote for an ap- 
propriation of that kind? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is a matter between the gentle- 
man and the department which I have not time to discuss. I 
only want to say this: We can not tell how much this ought to 
be reduced. There is only one thing to do, either to strike it 
out entirely or else leave it as it is, as representing the best 
judgment of the committee, without itemizing the figures. I 
think the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought 
to be voted down for that reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] to strike out the 
tigures “ $218,160” and substitute “ $150,000.” 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out the para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I make this motion in defer- 
ence to the opinion of a number of gentlemen who are inclined 
to think an error was made in moving to reduce the amount. 
They thought it was illogical and inconsistent to suggest that 
the item be reduced, because if the item was vicious in the larger 
amount it would still be vicious in the smaller amount, Hence, 
accepting the suggestion of the eloquent gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. UpsHaw] and the former chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever], I have offered this 
motion. 

But I want to say—and that is one reason why I make the mo- 
tion—that I have listened intently to the repeated assaults made 
on my sincerity by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever], and I gently, kindly, but firmly resent them. I do not 
say that offensively. I say it so delicately and so modestly 
that I am sure he will not take offense. I am a very sincere and 
devoted friend of the farmer, and I do not care how often that 
statement is repeated in this House. I am not so sincerely devoted 
to the fellow who says he represents the farmer, but who some- 
times proves to be an attorney for the farmer or a propagandist, 
to whom we are devoting large sums of money in this bill. 

I want to say to my distinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. 
UpsHAw], a newcomer in this House, who succeeded one of our 
brilliant Members who has gone back to the home territory, 
with respect to the suggestion from him about not investigating 
these lump-sum appropriations, that there are those in the House 
now who propose to make a very respectful but a very earnest 
and thorough investigation of a great many lump-sum appro- 
priations that were made in the last Congress. Some of these 
investigations will be made as to large lump-sum appropriations, 
running into billions of dollars, that the people of this country 
will have to pay in taxes. For instance, in the matter of avia- 
tion, where we appropriated $640,000,000 to one bureau, which 
spent every dollar of it without producing a single combat plane 
for the use of our soldiers in France. 

We ought to investigate these things, and I think we will. 
Millions, hundreds of millions of dollars, were appropriated in 
lump-sum appropriations at the instance of the Commander in 
Chief, who is now sojourning abroad, and some of the results 
produced have not been satisfactory to the people of the United 
States. I will not mention nitrates. I will leave that to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH], who has something on 
his mind, something that I hope will eventually come out in 
regard to the expenditure of $100,000,000 to provide nitrates 
for the farmer. The farmer is left without the nitrates, and 
he has to make up the $100,000,000 due to the expert scientists 
at $25,000 a year, or maybe a dollar a year, who rushed to the 
administration’s support in the name of patriotism. 

We will investigate other things. One hundred million dol- 
lars was appropriated by Congress at the last session at the 
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request of the President of the United States fer purposes that 
Congress was not fully informed about. Some gentlemen who 
talked about a filibuster the other day did not go into this phase 
of the question. They did not say that a little bit of the fili- 
buster was due to the fact that although the President had 
spent most of the $100,000,000 without much detailed account- 
ing, he still wanted $5,000,000 more to spend over on the other 
side. We will investigate the lump sum in due course of time. 
Iam against it now when we are returning to civil life. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, in relation to 
the lump sums to be expended according to the line of estimates, 
there is an opportunity for fair differences of opinion. In the 
major part, however, the argument is not valid. The head of 
the department in many instances will group these items to- 
gether according to his own notion, and it will be utterly impos- 
sible for an accounting officer to separate the items and hold him 
to the line of the estimates. And right there is one of the dan- 
gers involved in appropriating by lump sums based solely on the 
estimates as submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I entirely agree with the gentleman’s 
argument against lump sums fn general, but I do not think the 
gentleman would say that we ought not to expend any money 
for this purpose. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Oh, no; I do not mean that. I 
agree fully with the statement made by the gentleman from Iowa 
a few minutes ago. Under the shortage of time, it is necessary 
to pass this appropriation as the committee has recommended 
it, but here we ought to lay the ground and settle the determina- 
tion that when we have the time to make investigations this sort 
of business will stop. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LEVER) there were 16 ayes and 60 noes, 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the maintenance of a printing office in the city of Washington 
for the printing of weather maps, bulletins, circulars, forms, and other 
publications, including the pay of additional employees when neces- 
sary, $12,800: Provided, That no printing shall be done by the Weather 
Sureau that, in the judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture, can be 


done at the Government Printing Office without impairing the service 
of said bureau ; 


Mr. HAUGEN. 
ment. 

The Cletk read as follows: 

Page 9, line 10, change the semicolon to a colon, and insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

“And provided further, That the proviso contained in section 11 of 
the act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, 
shall not prohibit the printing in the printing office of the Weather 
Bureau in the city of Washington of the maps, bulletins, circulars, forms, 
and other publications herein authorized.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Clerk be authorized to correct the totals wherever neces- 
sary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman how long 
he intends to ask the committee to sit? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Until about 6 o’clock. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 

Salaries, Bureau of Animal Industry: One chief of bureau, $5,000; 
1 chief clerk, $2,500; 1 editor and compiler, $2,250; 1 executive assist- 
ant, $2,500; 3 executive clerks, at $2,000 each ; 7 clerks, class 4; 1 clerk, 
$1,680 ; 14 clerks, class 3; 3 clerks, at $1,500 each ; 34 clerks, class 2; 
2 clerks, at $1,380 each; 3 clerks, at $1,320 each; 1 clerk, $1,300; 2 
clerks, at $1,260 each; 122 clerks, class 1; 4 clerks, at $1,100 each; 
6 clerks, at $1,080 each ; 11 clerks, at $1,020 each ; 65 clerks, at $1,000 
each; 14 clerks, at $960 each; 53 clerks, at $900 each; one architect, 
$2,000; 1 illustrator, $1,400; 1 laboratory aid, $1,200; 1 laboratory 
helper, $1,200; 2 ees helpers, at $1,020 each; 1 laboratory 
helper, $1,000; 1 laboratory he per, $960 ; 2 laboratory helpers, at $840 
each; 1 laboratory helper, $720; 2 laboratory helpers, at $600 each ; 
1 laboratory mechanician, $1,440; 1 carpenter, $1,140; 2 carpenters, at 
$1,000 each ; 2 messengers and custodians, at $1,200 each ; 1 quarantine 
assistant, $900; 2 skilled laborers, at $1,000 each; 10 skilled laborers, 
at $900 each ; 1 painter, $900; 2 laborers, at $900 each; 9 messengers 
or laborers, at $840 each; 3 laborers, at $780 each; 29 messengers or 
laborers, at $720 each; 4 laborers, at $660 each ; 24 laborers, at $600 
each : 32 laborers, at $540 each ; 30 laborers, at $480 each ; 1 messenger 
boy, $660; 3 messenger boys, at $600 each ; 16 messenger boys, at $480 
each; 8 messenger boys, at $360 each; 1 charwoman, $600; 2 char- 
women, at $540 each; 16 charwomen, at $480 each; 5 charwomen, at 
$360 each; 2 charwomen, at $300 cach; 7 charwomen, at $240 each; 
in all, $553,150. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
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r an explanation of the increase in this item for the Bureau 
of Animal Industry from $479,710 to $553,150. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The amount carried in the current appro- 
priation bill is $571,041. The statutory roll of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry carries an apparent increase of $73,440, but 
an actual decrease of $5,500 for the item, of which $3,900 is 
transferred to other rolls, and one place at $1,600 dropped. 

Mr. WALSH. These apparent increases are transfers to the 
statutory roll? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. And there is a reduction in the other items 
under this bureau of the department? 

Mr. HAUGEN, Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. But yet the total of the bureau is nearly 
$1,000,000 larger than it was last year. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Has the gentleman reference to the total 
for the bureau? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. I was asking with reference to these 
positions in the office of the chief. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The committee added a large amount for the 
increase of the employees in the meat-inspection service of the 
department, I think between 2,900 and 3,000 at $120 a year each, 
and 11 at $240 a year each. . 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of making an inquiry, and I do not know 
whether this is the place to make that inquiry or not. There are 
a number of agents Mm this department who are traveling about 
inspecting these animals. It has been called to my attention 
that a number are traveling over the same territory, one, for 
instance, looking after the diseases of sheep and others looking 
after the diseases of cattle, and so forth. If this is correct, is it 
not possible to consolidate these departments under one head 
and have one man cover the territory for all? 

Mr. HAUGEN. There may be duplications of work, as the 
centleman has suggested, but that is a matter that will have to 
be taken up with the department. It would be absolutely im- 
possible to segregate every item in this bill. 

Mr. DOWELL. Is it not true that there is a duplication, and 
is it not true that a large number of these agents are traveling 
over the same territory? 

Mr. HAUGEN, I can not answer that question. That is a 
question that I have propounded to the representatives of the 
department I presume several hundred times, and I have never 
ven able to get a statement from the department that there 
are any duplications. The department’s statement is that there 
is not any, and, accepting its word for it, we have to assume that 
there is not. 

Mr. DOWELL. Is it not possible for the committee to have 
this information definitely, and is it not possible for the com- 

1ittee to stop this duplication? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The committee has tried in every way pos- 
sible to get at the facts and correct the evil, if it exists. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigating the disease of tuberculosis of animals, for its con- 
trol and eradication, for the tuberculin testing of animals, and for re- 
searches concerning the cause of the disease, its modes of spread, and 

thods of treatment and prevention, including demonstrations, the 

uation of organizations, and such other means as may be necessary, 

independently or in cooperation with farmers, associations, State 
ounty authorities, $993,520: Provided, however, That in carrying 
out the purpose of this appropriation if, in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, it shall be necessary to destroy tuberculous animals 
and to compensate owners for loss thereof, he may, in his discretion, 
expend in the city of Washington or elsewhere out of the moneys of 
this appropriation, such sums as he shall determine to be necessary for 
the reimbursement of owners of animals so destroyed, in cooperation 
with ch States, counties, or municipalities, as shall by law or by 
suitable action in keeping with its authority in the matter, and by rules 
and regulations adopted and enforced in pursuance thereof, provide 
inspection of tuberculous animals and for compensation to owners of 

mals so destroyed, but no part of the money hereby appropriated 

ll be used in compensating owners of such animals except in co- 

ration with and supplementary to payments to be made by State, 

yunty, or municipality where destruction of such animals shall take 
place ; nor shall any payment be made hereunder as compensation for or 
on account of any such animal destroyed if at the time of inspection 
or test of such animal or at the time of condemnation thereof, it shall 

long to or be upon the premises of any person, firm, or corporation, 
0 ich it has been sold, shipped, or delivered for the purpose of being 
slaughtered: Provided further, That out of the money hereby appro- 
priated, no payment as compensation for any tuberculous animal de- 
stroyed shall exceed one-third of the difference between the appraised 
value of such animal and the value of the salvage thereof; that no 
payment hereunder shall exceed the amount paid or to be paid by the 
State, county, or municipality where the animal shall be condemned ; 
and that in no case shall any -—payment hereunder be more than $25 for 
any grade animal or more than $50 for any pure-bred animal, and no 
payment shall be made unless the owner has complied with all lawful 
quarantine regulations: And provided further, That the act approved 
May 29, 1884 (23 Stats. L., p. 31), be, and the same is hereby, amended 
to permit cattle which have reacted to the tuberculin test to be shipped, 
transported, or moved from one State, Territory, or the District of Co- 

mbia, to any other State, Territory, or the District of Columbia for 
immediate slaughter, in accordance with such rules and regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the Seerctary of Agriculture: And provided fur- 
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ther, That the Secretary of Agriculture may, in his discretion, and 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, permit cattle 
which have been shipped for breeding or feeding purposes from one 
State, Territory, or the District of Columbia to another State, Terri- 
tory, or the District of Columbia, and which have reacted to the tuber- 
culin test subsequent to such shipment, to be reshipped in interstate 
commerce to the original owner. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HavGen: Page 13, line 20, strike out 
* $993,520” and insert “$1,500,000, of which $500,000 shall be set 
aside for administrative and operating expenses and $1,000,000 for the 
payment of indemnities.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I might state that the depart- 
ment’s estimate is $1,000,000. The committee has allowed 
$500,000 and has set aside $1,000,000 of the $1,500,000 for the 
payment of indemnities, as provided under the law. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chhrirman, it seems to me that is a very 
brief statement for an increase in an appropriation from $993,000 
to $1,500,000, particularly in view of the fact that the current 
law carries only, I think, $1,000,000; and the mere fact that the 
department has estimated this and has asked for it, I submit is 
rather a vague reason. 

Can the gentleman state whether there is a great increase in 
tuberculosis in cattle or a great increase in the number of em- 
ployees who have been put upon these rolls to make this appro- 
priation necessary ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Since the passage of the act authorizing the 
payment of indemnities, great interest has been manifested 
throughout the States and 32 States have passed legislation and 
have appropriated upward of $2,000,000, of which $1,310,500 
is available for payment of indemnities. The department esti- 
mates $1,650,000 necessary to meet the requirements. The com- 
mittee thought it could possibly get along with $1,500,000. It 
took up the matter with the chief of the bureau, and, after giving 
the matter consideration, it thought we might be able to get 
along with that amount. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. If we are going to match the States in paying 
indemnities, it will require at the very lowest estimate $843,000, 

Mr. WALSH. Then when the committee reported $993,- 
520—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. It should be $1,000,000, instead of $993,000, 
as $6,480 has been transferred to the statutory roll. 

Mr. WALSH. Now, can the gentleman ajlvise us whether 
tuberculosis in cattle is on the increase and that is the reason 
these States have become active and it is necessary for the Gov- 
ernment to match the payments of the States? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think it has been on the increase for a 
number of years, and possibly is on the increase now. I think 
it is most generally recognized now that an effort should be 
made to stamp it out. This policy was adopted about a year 
ago, starting with an appropriation of $500,000, and the House 
last session increased the amount to $1,000,000, and now we pro- 
pose to make it a million and a half. For a number of years 
$50,000 was appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the Chair 
was in doubt. 

The question 
agreed to. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 13, line 20, after the word “ State,” insert ‘“ Territory.” 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, the word “ Territory” is in 
there. I direct attention of the gentleman to the fact that 
the word “Territory” is in line 20, page 15. Does not the 
gentleman mean to insert the words “ District of Columbia ”? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is suggested that, after the word “ State,” 
in line 13, the word “ Territory ” should be added so as to read: 

State, Territory, or county authorities. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HAUGEN. I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 13, line 24, after the word “ discretion,” insert. “and in accord- 
ance with such rules and regulations as he may prescribe.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, as the paragraph now stands 
the department does not have specific authority to prescribe regu- 
lations, and that language is suggested. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 


was again taken, and the amendment was 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 2, after the word “ necessary,” insert “ within the lim- 
itations above provided.” 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 3, after the word “ States,” insert “‘ Territories.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 11, after the word “ State,” insert “‘ Territory.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 12, strike out the word “ destruction ’’ and insert “ con- 
demnation.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Haucgn: “ Page 14, line 25, after the word 
‘State,’ insert the word ‘ Territory.’ ” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total for Bureau of Animal Industry, $5,127,033. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
vord. The total for the Bureau of Animal Industry is $5,127,- 
033. Last year it was $4,079,588. Now, we have increased an 
item by half a million dollars more, which was for the tubercu- 
losis prevention. What are the other increases? 

Mr. HAUGEN. In the present bill? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. As I stated a minute ago, the committee 
recommended a number of increases. There are a number of 
$1,100 and $1,200 clerks with a bonus of $240 each, which is a 
considerable amount. 

Mr. WALSH. Two hundred and forty dollars a year? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Two hundred and forty dollars a year. The 
salary of some of these is over $2,500, and they do not get 
the bonus of $240. 

Mr. WALSH. Is there any increase in this meat inspection? 
Does that come under what the gentleman is speaking about? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It comes under meat inspection. 

Mr. WALSH. There is a $400,000 increase in that item? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. On account of these employees not getting the 
bonus under the legislative bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Not exactly that. The committee has con- 
tended for some time that their salaries should be increased, 
and the matter has been gone over very carefully for a number 
of years. A number of suggestions have been made and a num- 
ber of bills have been introduced, and this is the result of the 
controversy. It was finally determined to grant them an in- 
crease of $120, which would seem to be satisfactory, and of 
course does not apply to those who receive a salary of $2,500. 
Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker, having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MAppEen, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3157) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Larsen, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 

sence indefinitely on account of sickness of himself and wife. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned until Wednesday, May 28, 1919, at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the House do now 
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COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. FORDNEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 2021) to repeal section 904 of 
the revenue act of 1918, approved February 24, 1919, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 10), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. a 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 261) for the retirement of employees in the classi- 
fied civil service; Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce discharged, and referred to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

A bill (H. R. 1235) to fix the compensation of certain em- 
ployees of the United States; Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service discharged, and referred to the Committee on Labor. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

3y Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 3274) in the promotion of 
the general welfare to provide capital for the development by 
land colonization of the agricultural resources of the Nation, 
providing certain privileges to soldier settlers, and creating a 
national colonization board; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. PAIGE: A bill (H. R. 3275) providing for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Gardner, 
in the State of Massachusetts ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3276) to increase the limit of cost of public 
building at Leominster, Mass.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3277) to increase the limit of cost of public 
building at Southbridge, Mass.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3278) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Clinton, in the 
State of Massachusetts; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 3279) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Menasha, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) to provide for the erection of an 
addition to the Federal building in the city of Oshkosh, county 
of Winnebago and State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3281) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Two Rivers, 
Wis. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 3282) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Richmond, Mass., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3283) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sheffield, Mass., one German cannon or 


-fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 3284) providing for the reim- 
bursement of the diplomatic and consular officers and agents of 
the United States of America in the countries recently at war, 
or in the war area, for the loss of personal belongings or other 
losses incurred. consequent to war conditions; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3285) providing for the erection and com- 
pletion of a public building in the Borough of The Bronx, New 
York City, in the State of New York; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3286) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Borough of The Bronx, New York City, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces of artillery, to be used for decorative 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3287) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Portland, Tenn., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3288S) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Gallatin, Tenn., one German cannon or 
lieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 8280) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Jamestown, Tenn., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the town of Hartsville, Tenn., one German cannon or 

l ; to the Commi on Military Affairs. 

bill CH. R. $8291) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
the town of Carthage, Tenn., one German cannon or 
: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

RIEBER: A bill (H. R. 


=>¢ 


3292) to provide for the pur- 


site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Pa., and 


for the sale of the present post-oilice site 
r thereon; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
ill (TH. R. 3293) 


to provide for the purchase of a site 

public building thereon at Shenandoah, 
nnsylvania; to the Committee on Public Buildings 

nd Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 


to the tow 


$294) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
Schuylkill County, State of Penn- 


m or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 


n of Gordon, 


t, 3295) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
town of Ringtown, Schuylkill County, State of 
me ‘ cannen or fieldpiece; to the Com- 

t. 3296) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
the town of Hegins, Schuylkill County, State of Penn- 

a, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 

Affairs. 
bill (H.R. 


Lown 


oon 


$297) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
of Coaldale, Schuylkill County, State of 
nia, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
Military Affairs. 

ill (H.R. S$) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
the town of McAdoo, Schuylkill County, State of 
in German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
itt lilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: 


the Secretary of 


Uae 
one 


A bill (II. R. 3299) authoriz- 
War to donate to the town of Forest City, 
me German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
tary: Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 
to the town o 
ce; to the 
t a bill 
te To Li 
iece; to the Con 
,a bill (HL. RR. 

» to the city 


ce; to tl 


3000) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
Pocahontas, Iowa, one German cannon or 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

(H. R. 3301) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
city of Emmetsburg, Iowa, one German cannon or 
inittee on Military Affairs. 

3302) authorizing the 
' Estherville, lowa, one German cannon or 
{ uiitee on Military Affairs. 
bill ¢ 

; to the Commitiee on Military 


ill (H.R. 


Affairs, 


4) authorizing the secretary 


on, 
vO 


>; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
(1. R. 3805) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
» city of Boone, Iowa, one German cannon or field- 
» Committee on Military Affairs. 
(H. R. 3806) authorizing the Secret: 
ty of Websier City, lowa, one Ger 
Comunittee on Military Affairs, 
7) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
lgona, Iowa, 
» on Military Affairs. 
i authorizing 
6 the Committee on Militury Affairs, 
(H. R. 3308) authori 
town of Humboldt, Iowa, one German cannon or 
‘ommiitee on Military Affairs, 


3310) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


Jefferson, Iowa, one German cannon or 


» the Committee on Military Affairs. 
(Hi. R. 3311) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
» city of Denison, Iowa, one German cannon or field- 
‘Committee on Military Affairs. 
(Hi. R. 3312) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
town of Manning, Iowa, one German cannon or 
he Committee on Military Affairs. 


Secretary of War to | 


i, R. 3303) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


» town of Garner, Iowa, one German cannon or field- | — 
1 rerman cannon or field- | tary Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3318) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the town of Lake Mills, Iowa, one German 
lieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HW. R. 8314) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Carroll, lowa, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JEFFERIS: A bill (CH. R. 3315) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Elkhorn, Douglas County, 
Nebr., one captured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3816) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Bennington, Douglas County, Nebr., 
one captured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Springfield, Sarpy County, Nebr., one cap- 
tured German cannon er fieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (IT. R. 3318) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Valley, Nebr., one captured German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8319) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Arlington, Washington County, Nebr., 
one captured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3320) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Papillion, Sarpy County, Nebr., one cap- 
tured German cannon or tieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3521) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Blair, Washington County, Nebr., one 
captured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8522) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Omaha, Douglas County, Nebr., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill CHL R. 3523) to repeal the law known as the day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3824) autherizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Bellevue, Sarpy County, Nebr., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3325) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Millard, Douglas County, Nebr., one 
captured German cannon or tieldpiece; to the Committee ona 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 3326) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Waterloo, Douglas County, Nebr., one 
captured German cannon or. tieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8327) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Gretna, Sarpy County, Nebr., one cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili- 


of War to 
eannon or 


Also, a bill CH. R. 3328) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Herman, Washington County, Nebr., one 
captured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A-bill (CH. R. 3329) to extend the time of the 
Hudson River Connecting Railroad Corporation for the comple- 
of its bridge the Hudson River, in the State of 
New York; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill CH. R. 3330) to grant rank to 
the Army Nurse Corps, and for other purposes ; to the Committee 
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By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 3331) to reimburse 
surviving Civil War prisoners; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


9999 
ede daw 


By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. to amend an act entitted 
“An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, 
and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (7. R. 3335) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at 
Savannah, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (11. R. 3834) donating a 
eaptured cannon or field gun and carriage to the city of Val- 
paraiso, Porter County, Ind.; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 
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By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3335) authorizing and di- 
rectin:; the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Conway, 
Ark., two captured German cannons or fieldpieces, with car- 
riages, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 3336) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish to the city of Louisville, Ky., three Ger- 
man cannons, with carriages and shells, 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 33387) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Pleasantville, N. J., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 3338) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate a cannon or some other fieldpiece 
to the El Paso High School, El Paso, State of Texas; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3339) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the village of Antwerp, Ohio, 
one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3340) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Latty, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3341) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Grover Hill, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Florida, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3343) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Malinta, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3344) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of New Bavaria, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3345) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of West Hope; Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3346) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of McClure, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3347) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Liberty Center, Ohio, one cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3348) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Deshler, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3349) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Hamler, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3350) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Holgate, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3351) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Elgin, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3352) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Venedocia, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Gnio City, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3354) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cavett, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3355) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Scott, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3356) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Rimer, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3357) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Ney, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3358) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Middle Point, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3359) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Convoy, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3360) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Willshire, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Ottoville, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3362) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Columbus Grove, Ohio, one cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3363) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Kalida, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3364) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Continental, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3365) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Gilboa, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3366) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Glandorf, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3367) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Alvordton, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3368) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Edon, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the. Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Blakeslee, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of West Unity, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the village of Stryker, Ohio, one cannon or 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Pioneer, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3373) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Edgerton, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3374) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Montpelier, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3375) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Broughton, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3376) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Oakwood, Ojiio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3377) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Melrose, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3378) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Haviland, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3379) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the village of Cecil, Ohio, one cannon or 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3380) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Payne, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3381) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Rushmore, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3382) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Evansport, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3383) authorizing the Secretary 
to donate to the village of Sherwood, Ohio, one cannon 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3384) authorizing the Secretary 
to donate to the village of Hicksville, Ohio, one cannon 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3385) authorizing the Secretary 
to donate to the village of Swanton, Ohio, one cannon 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3386) authorizing the Secretary 
to donate to the village of Metamora, Ohio, one cannon 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3387) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village ef Lyons, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3388) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Delta, Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3389) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Archbold, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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fieldpiece ; 
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fieldpiece ; 
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Secretary of War to 
cannon or fieldpiece ; 


bill (H. R. 3390) authorizing the 
village of Belinore, Chio, 
tee on Military Affairs. 
(H. R. 339] ) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
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culate appoint- 
‘nment of the Dis- 
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A bill (HL R. 3403) authorizing the Secre- 
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@x- 


ublie Building 
A bill 
nal House Building; to 
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the Se of War to 
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tee on Military 


4 
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a bill (H.R. — authorizing the Secretary of War to 
to the village of Franklinville, N. Y., one German cannon 
to the C Somumittee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Wellsville, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cattaraugus, N. Y., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3418) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cuba, N. Y., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 3419) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the village of Randolph, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3420) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Stockton, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3421) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Brocton, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3422) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Sheridan, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3428) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
ite to the village of Cherry Creek, N. Y., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 3424) authorizing the Secretary of Wer to 
donate to the village of Forestville, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fielipiece ; to the ¢ Jomanittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (TT. R. 5) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
. N. Y., one German cannon 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 8426)’ authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Falconer, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3427) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
te to the village of Sherman, N. Y., one German cannon or 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. $428) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the villige of Ripley, N. Y., one German cannon 
fie] hala: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a t bill (H. R. 3429) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Westiield, N. Y., one German Cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 3480) authorizin 
tary of War to donate to the Board of Commissio1 
bon Park, New Orleans, La., two German cannons or 
to the Committee on Milits uy Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) authorizing the Secretary 
donate to the town of Hahnville, La., one German 
ficldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3482) authorizing the Secretary of War to 

La., one German cannon or 
iittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8483) authorizing the Secreta 
donate to the city of Gretna, La., one German cunnon or 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill (H. R. 3484) authorizing the Sex 
to the town of Convent, La., one Germ 
he Committee on Military Affairs. 
ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 
of War to donate to the city 
two German cannons or fiel 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38 
donate to the city of Bethany, 
man cannons fieldpieces ; 
Affairs. 

Alaa, a bill (H.R. 7) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
lonate to the city of Rie hmond, Ray County, Mo., two German 
cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8488) authorizing the Secretary of War 
donate to the city of Maysville, Dekalb County, Mo., 
cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
to donate to the city 
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to 
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‘id- 


‘retary of W 
an cannon or fi 
3435) 
of Came iol 
to the Comuuaii t- 


By Mr. authorizil 
Secretary 
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cv 
Ton, Cli 


Mo., Ipieces ; 
36) authorizing the 
Harrison County, 
to the Committee 


Secretary ‘to 
Mo., two Ger- 
on Military 


or 


to 
two Ger- 
Military 
34389) authorizing the 
of Liberty, Clay County, 


f War 
two German 
Affairs, 

40) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
Plattsburg, Clinton County, Mo., two 
to the Committee on Military 


Secretary o 
Mo., 
Also, a bill (H. R. 84 
donate to the city of 
German cannon or fieldpieces; 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3441) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Albany, Gentry County, Mo., two German 
cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8442) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Princeton, Mercer County, Mo., two 
German cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
donate to the city 
German cannon or 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 
donate to the city 
German cannon or 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
donate to the city 
yerman cannons or 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3446) authorizing the Secretary of War 


3448) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
of Gallatin, Daviess County, Mo., two 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 


3444) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
of Grant City, Worth County, Mo., two 
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 


8445) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
of Kingston, Caldwell County, Mo., two 


German cannons of fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 3447) authoriz- | 


ing the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Carrollton, 


Iil., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate to the town of Mount Sterling, Ill., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3449) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the town of Winchester, Il, one German cannon | 


or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
donate to the town of Roodhouse, IL, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8451) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3452) authorizing the Secretary of War to | and the erection of a building thereon at the city of Cameron, 


one German cannon or | 


donate to the town of Franklin, IL, 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


donate to the town of Barry, Ill., one German eannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3454) authorizing the Secretary of War to | directing the Secretary of War to cause survey to be made of 


donate to the town of Jerseyville, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Pittsfield, IL, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3456) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Hardin, Il!l., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3457) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Murrayville, Tll., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 3458) to prohibit intoxi- 


cating beverages and to regulate the production and use of | 


other aleoholic liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 3459) to amend an act ap- 
proved November 21, 1918, entitled “An act to enable the Sec- 


retary of Agriculture to carry out during the fiscal year ending | 


June 30, 1919, the purpose of the act entitled ‘An act to provide 


further for the national security and defense by stimulating | 
of agricultural | 
act entitled | 


distribution 


7” 


agriculture and facilitating the 
products, and for other purposes, and also an 
“An act to provide further for the national security and de- 
fense by encouraging the production, conserving the supply, 
and controlling the distribution of food products and fuel,” ap- 
proved August 10, 1917; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


3y Mr. STEBLE: A bill (H. R. 3460) to amend an act ap- | 


proved November 21, 1918, entitled “An act to enable the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to carry out during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1919, the purposes of the act entitled ‘An act to provide 


s% 


ucts, and for other purposes, 
to provide further for the national security and defense by en- 
couraging the production, conserving the supply, and controlling 
the distribution of food products and fuel,” approved August 10, 
1917 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 3461) to prohibit the liquor 
traffic and to provide for the enforcement of such prohibition 
and the war prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 3462) to repeal 
sections 35 to 49, inclusive, of the act of June 13, 1898, concern- 
ing mixed flour, as amended by the act of March 2, 1901, and as 


fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military | 


| able 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
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further amended by the act of April 12, 1902, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3463) to provide for a site for a public build- 
ing at White Hall, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3464) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Carrollton, Ill.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3465) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Havana, Ill.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


3y Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 3466) making appropriation for 


| the construction and equipment of a light vessel for the Passes 


at the entrances of the Mississippi River, La.; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3467) making an appropriation for the con- 


| struetion and equipment of a lighthouse depot for the eighth 
to donate to the city of Stanberry, Gentry County, Mo., two | 


lighthouse district at New Orleans, La., or vicinity ; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 3468) to establish a branch 
soldiers’ home at or near St. Cloud, Osceola County, Fla.; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. ; 

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 3469) to au- 
thorize the commitment of convicted persons to State penal 
farm; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 3470) for the repeal of the 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: A bill (H. R. 3471) for erecting a suit- 
memorial to Nathan Hale; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 3472) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at the 


SOL) ; | city of Richmond, in the State of Missouri; to the Committee on 
donate to the town of White Halli, Ill., one German cannon or | 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3473) to provide for the purchase of a site 


in the State of Missouri; to the Committee on Public Buildings 


: =a | and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3453) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 3474) to repeal the literacy 


| test: to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 3475) authorizing and 
the Colorado River, with a view to controlling the flood waters 
of said stream, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Flood Control. 

3vy Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 3476) to incorporate the Ameri- 
can Field of Honor Association ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 3477) to provide em- 
ployment and rural homes for those who have served with the 
military and naval forces through the reclamation of lands to 
be known as the national soldier settlement act; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 3478) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending 


| June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal years, and for other purpeses; to 


the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 3479) to regulate dealing 
in leaf tobacco; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3480) donat- 
ing a captured German cannon or field gun and carriage to the 
county of Forrest, State of Mississippi, for decorative and 
patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Harrison, State of 
Mississippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) donating a captured German cannon 


| or field gun and carriage to the county of Covingten, State of 


Mississippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 


further for the national security and defense by stimulating | Mittee on Military Affairs. 
agriculture and facilitating the distribution of agricultural prod- | 
and also an act entitled “An act | : : 
| sissippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes ; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3483) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Greene, State of Mis- 
to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and earriage to the county of Perry, State of Missis- 
sippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3485) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Jones, State of Missis- 
sippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3486) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Wayne, State of Missis- 
sippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3487) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Mariposa, Calif., two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Quincy, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Placerville, Calif., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3490) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Grass Valley, Calif., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3491) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Nevada City, Calif.,two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3492) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city_of Yreka, Calif., two German cannons or field- 
pieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Auburn, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3494) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sonora, Calif., two German cannons or field- 
pieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3495) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of San Andreas, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3496) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jackson, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3497) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Susanville, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Red Bluff, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3499) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Redding, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3500) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Westwood, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3501) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Alturas, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3502) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cottonwood, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. TINCHER: Resolution (H. Res. 60) making in order 
the consideration of an amendment to H, R. 3157, relating to 
proposed amendment to Agricultural appropriation bill, to repeal 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Rules. 

3y Mr. WALTERS: Resolution (H. Res. 61) to allow the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Labor a clerk 
at a salary of $1,500 per annum; to the Committee on Accounts. 

sy Mr. SIEGEL: Resolution (H. Res. 62) in reference to 
massacres in Poland, Roumania, and Galicia; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. FORDNEY: Resolution (H. Res. 63) to authorize the 
Committee on Ways and Means to sit during the sessions and 
recesses of the present Congress; to employ expert, clerical, and 
stenographic services; and to gather information through Govy- 
ernment agents or otherwise for the preparation of bills for the 
revision of the present tariff law, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Accounts. 
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By Mr. MOTT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 71) authorizing 
the President of the United States to cause to be struck bronze 
medals and buttons commemorating the winning of the World 
War, and to distribute and present such buttons and medals 
to civilian employees and volunteer assistants of the Govern- 
ment and of the Liberty-loan committee during the war; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 72) to give 
a medal of honor to Capt. Horatio P. Kile; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By the SPEAKER: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Hawaii, urging the passage of a bill to establish a fund for 
public works in the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Hawaii, urg- 
ing the passage of a bill changing the organic act of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii relative to the preference right of citizens to 
enter public land; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Hawaii, 
urging a change of the organic act of the Territory of Hawaii 
with reference to the time required to secure preference right 
to public land; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Hawaii, urg- 
ing the passage of a bill to allow the Territory of Hawaii to 
issue bonds or incur indebtedness up to 10 per cent of the as- 
sessed valuation of property in said Territory ; to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of Ha- 
waii, favoring the amending of the act to provide a government 
for the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of Ha- 
waii, relative to the public lands in the Territory of Hawaii; to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of Ha- 
waii, in regard to passenger traffic between the Territory of 
Hawaii and the United States; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of Ha- 
waii, requesting the Congress of the United States to amend the 
Federal farm loan act so as to include the Territory of Hawaii 
in one of the 12 districts; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Memorial from the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Wisconsin, relative to the conservation of 
fish and clams in the Mississippi River and its branches in the 
States of Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin ; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
favoring the refund of insurance premiums paid by soldiers, 
sailors, and marines under the soldiers’ and sailors’ insurance act 
during the war and to permit such soldiers, sailors, and marines 
to continue such insurance after discharge; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. j 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Wisconsin, urging 
Congress to continue appropriations for the United States Im- 
ployment Service; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
urging the reduction of freight rates on material so as to en- 
courage public works; to the Committee on Interstate and Tor- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, favoring the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, favoring the withdrawal of the American forces from 
Russia ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, memorializing Congress to prohibit the purchase,of Liberty 
bonds by scalpers and providing a penalty therefor; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, relating to the cheese, butter, and feed industry, and to the 
supply of and price for cheese, butter, and feed at the present 
time; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, relating to the league of nations; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, requesting the peace conference to grant the right of self- 
determination to Ireland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
relating to relinquishment of Federal control of the telephone 
systems ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, relating to a deep waterway from Oshkosh to Green Bay; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 3508) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Brane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 3504) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Hyland; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: 
Rhoda Button; to the 

sy Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: 
a pension to Fred F. Bennett; to the 
sions, 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 3507) granting a pension to 
Lea ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 3508) granting a pension to 
Baxter Hogan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (HA. R. 3509) granting a pension 
to Abbie M. J. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIE of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3510) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda Wilson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to Linda Whetsel ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3512) granting an increase 
of pension to Soren V. Kalsen; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: 
of pension to Walter W. 
sions, 

sy Mr. GARD: 
tave Stellar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3515) 
Adkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3516) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of William B. Stand- 
ford; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 38517) granting a 
pension to Mary Fisk ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 3518) for the relief of John 
Sachs; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8518) for the relief of David C. 
the Committee on War Cluims. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 3520) granting an increase 
of pension to Lora Milliken; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 3521) for the relief of Cather- 
ine Grace; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 35 for 
relie f of Lemuel Stokes ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 3 
Elizabeth Weeks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8524) granting a pension to Jane McMahon; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3525) granting a pension to Jennie Tann; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3526) granting a pension to Jane Cory; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) 
Charles A. Brayton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (H. R. 3528) for the relief of 
the Southern States Lumber Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

iy Mr. RAMSEYER: 
to kidna G. Costlow; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8530) granting 
Baldridge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3581) granting a pension to Nancy White; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3532) granting a pension 
Church; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) granting a pension to Peter Dell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) 
loway ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3535) granting a pension to Sarah J. Mc- 
Kim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3536) granting a pension to Nancy C. 
Saylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Nancy 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3538) granting a pension to Nancy A. Little- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3539) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Dansdill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 3505) granting a pension to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8506) granting 
Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Archibald T, 


(H.R, ols 
to the ¢ 


A bill 
Bell; 


3) granting an increase 
ommittee on Invalid Pen- 


McGee ; 


ons 
ov 


22) 


to Mary F. 


Herrald ; 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Dial; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3541) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezekiel Bogard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3542). granting an inerease of pen 
William Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3543) granting an increase of pen 
Mary Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3544) granting an increase of pensi on to 
Steward M. Castner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3045) granting an increase of pension 
George Barrows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3546) granting an increase of pension 
Byron Battin; to the Co ymmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) granting = increase of pe 
| Ezra Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid See 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3548) granting an incre 
| to Aaron Culbertson ; to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. : 3549) granting an increase f pe nsion 
James K. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3550) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Lottridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3551) granting an increase of pension 
James Orr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2) granting an increase of pensio 
Jesse Palmatier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) granting an increase of pei 
James E. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3554) granting an incre: pe 
Rudolph Hiller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3555) to correct the military r 
Villiam H. Minnick; to the Committee on Military Aff: E 
By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R. 3556) granting a pension 
to Lewis H. Palmer; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3557) granting a pension to Sarah 
ine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3558) granting a pension to Oliver 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3559) granting a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3560) granting a pension 
Bowen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3561) to correet 
the military record of Thornton Jackson; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 3 
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062) for the relief of James MeD. Hays; to 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 35638) for the relief of 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 3564) for the relief of George W. Woodall; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3565) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Cline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3566) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
E. Hann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) granting an increase of pension to 
Uselman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) granting an increase of pension to 
Zalman Ruddell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3570) granting an inerease of pension to 

Lang; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 3571) granting an increase of pen 

Trimble; to the Committee on Invalid P* 
a bill (H. R. 3572) granting an increase of pension to 
es R. Beaty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) granting an increase of pension to 
; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) granting an increase of pension to 
» W. Thorneburgh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3575) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson C. Garrigus; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3576) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kurtz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3577) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 3578) granting an increase of pension 
3enjamin Fr. Kester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3579) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3580) granting an increase of pension 
Francis M. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3581) granting an increase of pension 
James F, Dickey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


John W. Baker; 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3582) granting a pension to Clem 8. 
ham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3583) granting a pension to Zora Hockman ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3584) granting a pension to Melissa J. Win- 
burn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3585) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hamil- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8586) granting a pension to Martin L. 
Stokesberry ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3587) granting a pension to Patrick Lehan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3588) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Camp ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3589) granting a pension to Jennie Ridgley ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3590) granting a pension to Lydia A. 
Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3591) granting a pension to Mary Saint 
Clair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to David Phillips, 
alias Charles Gray ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3593) granting a pension to Lizzie Wilkins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3594) for the relief of John H. Kidd; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of Edward 
S. Farrow ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 3596) for the relief of David J. 
Alley ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3597) granting 
Peck ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3598) granting a pension to Henry L. Fitz- 
hugh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3599) granting a pension to Pleasant D. 
Cooper ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3600) granting a pension to Howard M. 
Blankenship; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3601) granting a pension to Jesse Courtney ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3602) granting a pension to Hiram P. 
Sloan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 3603) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence A. Yancey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) granting a pension to H. H. Broce; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) granting an increase of pension to 
William McQueen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a 
pension to James Shortell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 3607) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank M. Cottrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3608) granting a pension to 
Nathan L. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALTERS: A bill (H. R. 3609) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 3610) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Frank Cooper; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Als¢ . a bill (IT. R. 3611) to remove the charge of desertion 
from » military record of Michael Gillespie, alias Michael Har- 
aan to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Kirk- 


a pension to William O. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Senate of Porto 

tico, urgently requesting to be included in any legislation seek- 
ing the eradication of illiteracy; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Also, petitions of Methodist Episcopal Church, of Englewood, 

Methodist Episcopal Tabernacle, of Butler, both in the 
» of New Jersey, protesting against repeal of war time- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
| resolution adopted at Hoboken, Hudson County, N. J., 
relating to the defense of Jews in Poland; to the Committee on 
en Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Liberal League of Hamilton County, Ohio; 
Methodist Episcopal Preachers’ Meeting, Greater Boston; Blue- 
ridge Methodist Church, Shelbyville, Ind.; Arkadelphia Sun- 
day School, Methodist Episcopal Church, Jonestown, Miss. ; 
1,000 people assembled in South St. Joseph Tabernacle, Mo.; 
and Forty-sixth Street Methodist Church, Bayonne, N. J., pro- 
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testing against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of American citizens of Ukrainean descent in 
Carnegie, Pa., relating to Ukrainean affairs; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, protesting 
against daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Midvale, N. J., protesting against 
repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, cablegrams from Chaoming Wang, Chaochu Wu, Taichi 
Quo, and Eugene Chen, at peace conference, Paris, relating to 
the transfers to Japan of all Germany's rights in Shantung; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: Petition of congregation of First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Portsmouth, N. H., Rev. Elmer 
F. Newell, pastor, protesting against changing the law now in 
force relative to war prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, telegram from Mr. F. B. Hayes, superintendent of Beth- 
any Sunday School, Rochester, N. H., protesting against Presi- 
dent Wilson’s recommendation to lift the ban on beer and wine; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 35 residents of Ossipee, N. H., and vicinity, 
advocating the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 53 residents of Laconia, N. H., Belmont, N. H., 
and vicinity, advocating the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 80 residents of Portsmouth, N. H., 
N. H., advocating the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 10 residents of Canterbury and vicinity, State 
of New Hampshire, advocating the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 25 residents of Chester, N. H., advocating the 
repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Louden Center Grange, No. 273, by Mrs. Jen- 
nie M. Hilliard, secretary, advocating the repeal of the daylight- 
saving plan; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CAREW: Resolution of a mass meeting of jewelers of 
the United States, asking for the repeal of the tax on jewelry; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions passed at the biennial convention of the 
Association of Collegiate Alumnzx, favoring the continuation of 
the United States Employment Service; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. DARROW: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade for legislation relative to delivery of unstamped first- 
class mail; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, resolutions by the International Union of Gospel Missions 
(Inec.), protesting against the repeal of the war-time prohibition 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Iowa, against repeal of prohibition law; to the Committee ov 
Agriculture. 

Also,- petition of corn growers of Iowa, protesting against 
admitting Argentine corn free of duty; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. . 

By Mr. DOOLING: Resolution of the National Garment Re- 
tailers’ Association, asking for the repeal of the present luxury 
tax on clothing; also resolution presented by Bergdorf-Good- 
man Co., to repeal luxury tax on clothing; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Briscoe Motor Sales Co., South- 
west Nash Motor Co., and E. A. Hatfield, all of St. Louis, Mo., 
protesting against the tax on automobiles; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Missouri Bankers’ Association, indorsing 
the One-Cent Letter Postage Association, of Cleveland, Ohio; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Missouri Bankers’ Association, relating to 
railroad and water transportation and opposing Government 
ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of cigarmakers’ joint unions of St. Louis, Mo., 
urging repeal of war-prohibition act; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Deluxe Auto Co., Tate Gillham Motor Car Co., 
Hudson Frompton Motor Car Co., Supreme Motor Co., Frye 
Motor Car Co., Kardell Motor Car Co., Barnett Sales Co., Rot- . 
tersman Auto Co., Wilson Motor Car Co., Cadillac Automobile 
Co., Moore Automobile Co., Velie Motor Car Co., Packard Motor 


and Rye, 
to the 
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Car Co., Neskov Mumperow Motor Car Co., W. G. Wallace, secre- 
tary and treasurer Overland Automobile Co., all of St. Louis, 
Mo., protesting the tax on automobiles; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Motor Car Co., asking for removal 
of sale tax on industries, including automobiles; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Newell Motor Car Co., urging support of 
President Wilson’s request to Congress to remove manufacturers’ 
sale tax on industries, including automobiles; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Lumaghi Coal Co., St. Louis, Mo., relating to 
the adoption of an electric mail as part of the post office service, 
based on the Delany system of telegraphy ; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, letter relating to the Electric Mail System as of- 
fered by the Telepost Automatic Rapid Telegraphy System; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Letters from J. S. T. Waters and 
Maurice Gregg, both of Baltimore, Md., relating to prohibition ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Mano Schwartz, furrier; Warner & Co.; the 
Minch & Eisenbray Co.; L. Slesinger & Son; Joel Gutman & 
Co.; McDowell & Co. (Inc.); all of Baltimore, Md., protesting 
against revenue tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Frederick Pastet Co. (Inc.), 
New York City, asking that all articles purchased and used by 
the churches and included under section 902 of the revenue act 
should be exempt from tax; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Petition of 759 farmers of 
Cass County, Ill., against the free admission of Argentine corn; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Howard County (Ill.) Farm Bureau, 
favoring repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions by citizens of Jacksonville, Ill., favoring 
league of nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of citizens of Edgewood and Sis- 
son, Calif., against lifting the ban on wines and beer; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Methodist Church of Fort Jones, Calif., 
against the lifting of the ban on beer and wine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest against the tax on jewelry in the revenue law 
of 1918 by Harry C. Larter, 23 Maiden Lane, New York City; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of United Brethren 
Congregation, of Otterbein; First Methodist Church, Long 
Beach; First Presbyterian Church, Arcadia; Epworth League, 
San Gabriel; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, Burbank; 
Congregational Church, Garvanza; San Gabriel Methodist 
Church and San Gabriel Methodist Sunday School, Pasadena; 
the Neighborhood Bible School, Pasadena; First Methodist 
Church, 1,700 members, and Sunday School, 1,100 members, of 
Pasadena ; Emanuel Methodist Church, Sunday School, and Ep- 
worth League, Pasadena; Hartzell Memorial Methodist Church, 
La Manda Park; Methodist Church, Epworth League, and Sun- 
day School of Huntington Park; First Methodist Church of 
South Pasadena ; 2,500 people assembled in Bible Institute Audi- 
torium, Los Angeles; First Church of Nazarenes, numbering 
1,000 members, Los Angeles; Long Beach Federation of Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union; Marengo Avenue Methodist 
Church, Alhambra, all of California, against repeal of war-pro- 
hibition act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Euclid Heights Methodist Church, Los An- 
geles, Calif., unanimously favoring the league of nations; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of the First District (New York) 
Liquor Dealers’ Association, against prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Darien Grange, 
No. 1063, of Darien Center, N. Y., urging the repeal of the so- 
called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Twenty-seventh Infantry 
Auxiliary, making an appeal for the return of United States 
soldiers in Russia; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of the Summit Lodge of Elks, favoring the de- 
portation of aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WASON: Petition of Bert E. Wetherbee and 41 other 
residents of Lisbon, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Harriet A. Rogers and 20 other residents of 
Meriden, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of J. O. Reed and 19 other residents of Mason, 
N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Lee D. Young and 84 other residents of 
Milan, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. F. Kimball and 60 other residents of 
Haverhill, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Watatic Grange, No. 36, of New Ipswich, 
N. H., requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Frank E. B. Mason and 35 other residents of 
Keene, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Charlestown Grange, No. 204, of Charles- 
town, N. H., requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. I. Twichell and 42 other residents of 
Crystal, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Olive Branch Grange, of Hebron, N. H., re- 
questing the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Granite Grange, Milford, N. H., asking for 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Meriden Grange, No. 151, of Meriden, N. H., 
urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. E. Reed and 30 other residents of Cole- 
brook, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Methodist Sunday School of East Haver- 
hill, N. H., by Mrs. A. L. Buckley, missionary superintendent, 
urging the retention of war-time prohibition on beer and light 
wines; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. E. Hardy and 55 other residents of Hollis, 
N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, May 28, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, Thou dost hold the nations of the earth in the 
hollow of Thy hand. Thou hast a right to rule. We can not 
take from Thee the divine authority: We seek to know Thy 
will, that we may understand the relations that exist between 
men and nations. We pray that Thy rule, which is a rule of 
truth and righteousness and love, may take possession of our 
hearts, and that we may do all things according to Thy will. 
Guide us and direct us in the work of this hour. May it be 
done to the glory of Thy name. For Christ’s sake. Amen. 


ADDRESS BY’THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The Vice President being absent, Mr. Cummtns, at the Vice 
President’s chair, said: 

Senators, I také advantage of this the first opportunity that 
has been presented to express my deep sensibility of the honor 
which an election to the office of President pro tempore of the 
Senate of the United States bestows. I am correspondingly 
grateful to all of you. 

I do not pretend to have mastered that intricate and elusive 
science commonly called parliamentary law, and I shall con- 
stantly demand your kind and patient indulgence for my short- 
comings in that regard. Neither have I any great skill in the 
interpretation of that mysterious code known as the Rules of the 
Senate, but I am comforted in the reflection that they are exceed- 
ingly elastic and my mistakes can be easily and quickly cor- 
rected. 

Upon the occasions, and I sincerely hope they will be in- 
frequent, when I shall be called upon to fill the office to which 
you have elected me, I will do my very best to be fair and im- 
partial and assist the Senate in every way I can to transact the 
business for which it has assembled. 

Mr. CUMMINS thereupon took the chaif and directed the 
Secretary to read the Journal of the proceedings of Monday 
last. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Monday last, when, on request of Mr. AsHursT an:1 by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed wiih 
and the Journal was approved. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 5) on nepatasation : Messrs, Colt (chairman), Dillingham, Penrose, 
ssage from the coat era ‘DK c _ | Sterling, Johnson of California, Keyes, and Edge. 
a an ; House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp On Indian Affairs: Messrs, Curtis (chairman), La Follette, Gronna, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed | Fall, Fernald, McNary, Spencer, Nelson, and McCormick. 
(H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the current and : co indian Depredations : Messrs. Poindexter, McCumber, Watson, 
iad 4 . e fe s eo . ‘a Trelinghuysen, Warren, and Curtis x 
nt ex] of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for ful On Industrial Expositions: Messrs. Gronna, Norris, Sutherland, Kel- 
aty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for | logge, Lodge, Kenyon, and Newberry. 
* the fiseal year ending June 30, 1920, in which | On Interoceanic Canals: Messrs. Borah (chairman), Page, Cummins, 
ce of the Senate Colt, Calder, Knox, Johnson of California, and Edge. 
Pa & ae : On Interstate Commerce: Messrs. Cummins (chairman), Townsend, 
ced that the House had passed a con- | La Follette, Poindexter, McLean, Watson, Kellogg, Fernald, Freling- 
propriating $800 for preparing, compiling, | huysen, and Elkins, | . 
of the Congressional Directory for the To Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands: Messrs. Jones of 


e Sixty-sixth Congress, etc., in which it re- 
oncurrence of the Senate. 


Washington, Sutherland, and Townsend. 

On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands: Messrs. McNary 
(chairman), Jones of Washington, Borah, Johnson of California, 
Gronna, Fall, and Phipps. 

On the Judiciary: Messrs. Nelson (chairman), Dillingham, Brande- 
gee, Borah, Cummins, Colt, Sterling, Fall, Norris, and Kellogg. 

On the Library: Messrs. Brandegee (chairman), Wadsworth, Moses, 
Johnson of California, and Knox, 

On Manufactures: Messrs. La Follette (chairman), Lodge, Kenyon, 
Fernald, McNary, and Gronna. 

On Military Affairs: Messrs. Wadsworth (chairman), Warren, 
Sutherland, New, Frelinghuysen, Johnson of California, Knox, Lenroot, 
Spencer, and Capper. 4 

On Mines and Mining: Messrs. Poindexter (chairman), Sterling, 
Sutherland, McCormick, Phipps, and Newberry. ? 

On the Mississippi River and its Tributaries: Messrs. Cummins, 


ELECT COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE, 
r. President, I offer the following order. 
* pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
loption of the following order. 
is follows: 
proceed to choose the majority chairmen 
I standing and select committces of the 
n and members of the committees be the 


i 
On National Banks: Messrs. Kellogg (chairman), Lenroot, and Elkins, 
On Naval Affairs: Messrs. Page (chairman), Penrose, Lodge, Poin- 

dexter, Hale, Ball, MeCormick, Newberry, and Keyes. : 

On Pacific Islands and Porto Rico: Messrs. Fall (chairman), Poin- 
dexter, Fernald, Harding, Watson, Kenyon, and McCormick. 

On Pacific Railroads: Messrs. Brandegee, McCumber, Townsend, Wat- 
son, Lenroot, and Capper. y 

On Patents: Messrs. Norris (chairman), Brandegee, Knox, and Kel- 
logg. 

On Pensions: Messrs. McCumber (chairman), Smoot, Poindexter, 
Sherman, New, Elkins, and Ball. : 

On the Philippines: Messrs. Harding (chairman), Kenyon, Knox, 
Johnson of California, McNary, Curtis, Frelinghuysen, and Hale. 

On Post Offices and Post Roads: Messrs. Townsend (chairman), 
Sterling, France, Poindexter, Moses, McCormick, Edge, Elkins, and 
Phipps 

On Printing: Messrs. Moses (chairman), Smoot, Page, New, and 
Capper. 

On Private Land Claims: Messrs. Nelson, Townsend, Moses, and 
Edge. 

On Privileges and Elections: Messrs. Dillingham (chairman), Kenyon, 
Sherman, Fall, Knox, Spencer, Wadsworth, Watson, and Edge. E 

On Public Buildings and Grounds: Messrs. Fernald (chairman), War- 
ren, Curtis, Sutherland, Frelinghuysen, France, Lenroot, Spencer, and 
Keyes. 7 

On Public Health and National Quarantine: Messrs. France (chair- 
man), Townsend, Frelinghuysen, Penrose, Harding, and Ball, : 

On Public Lands: Messrs. Smoot (chairman), Fall, Norris, Sterling, 
Kellogg, McNary, McCumber, Poindexter, and Lenroot. ies 

On Railroads: Messrs. Lenroot (chairman), Lodge, Warren, Dilling- 
ham, Phipps, and Newberry. 

On Revolutionary Claims: Messrs. Lodge, Kellogg, and Lenroot. 

On Rules: Messrs. Knox (chairman), Nelson, Cummins, Curtis, Hale, 
Moses, and McCormick. 

On Standards, Weights, and Measures: Messrs. Harding, Borah, and 
Kellogg. eds , 

On Territories : Messrs. New (chairman), McLean, Jones of Washing- 
ton, Harding, Hale, Borah, and Smoot. 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard : Messrs. McCumber, Lodge, 
Sherman, Phipps. and Capper. ee 

On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products: Messrs. Page, MeLean, 
and France. 

On the University of the United States: Messrs. Dillingham, Brande- 
gee, McCumber, Colt, Sterling, and Elkins. ao 

On Woman Suffrage: Messrs. Watson (chairman), Jones of Wash- 
ington, Nelson, Cummins, and Johnson of California. 


I ask that the list be read. 
‘o tempore. Will the Senator from Ne- 
i wait until the Secretary has read the list attached to the 
* submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts? 
HITCHCOCK. Certainly. 


for the Library of Congress: Messrs. 


Gronna (chairman), Page, 
’ \ " y, Capper, and Keyes, 
Appropriations: Messrs. farren (chairman), Smoot, Jones of 
ington, Curtis, Kenyo Sherman, Gronna, Hale, Spencer, Phipps, 
woderr) 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: Messrs. 
r (chairman), ot, and France. 
Bankir and Currency: Messrs. McLean (chairman), Page, 
’ s, Frelir Penrose, Calder, Newberry, and Keyes. 
Hale (chairman), Sherman, Wads- 


lette, McLean, 


Messrs. Sterling (chairman), 
it, Ball, and Capper. 
neer (chairman), Gronna, Wadsworth, 
1, New, Keyes, and Capper. 
* Survey: Messrs. Edge (chairman), Townsend, 


en (chairman), Fernald, Nel- 


Vashington (chairman), Nelson, 
Lenroot, Colt, McNary, Ball, and 
on vation of } s: Messrs. Colt, Gronna, Calder, 
‘rance, ‘oll ». Kellogg, and MeCormick. 
Corpor 1 raniz in the District of Columbia: Messrs. La 


(chairman), 
Departments : 
(« n), Dilling 


appe r, ulkins. 
hairman), Borah, Page, 


K. Mr. President ing Wadsworth, Nelson, and Spencer. 
Soe ieee 
| 
| 
| 


rren and Elkin 
“(chairman and Curtis Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I make the parliamentary 
nein wand Mikine. : Messrs. | inquiry whether it is the view of the Chair that this is a matter 
nent of Agriculture: Messrs. Capper | of high privilege and subject to debate? — = ! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, in the opinion of the 
Elkins | Ghair, a matter of high privilege. I have not considered the 
question as to whether it is debatable. 
Mr. LODGE rose. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to have the view of the 
Senator from Massachusetts on that subject. 
Mr. LODGE. I think there is no question that it is a matter 
of the highest privilege. It has been held universally, and it 
has been held in the Senate. There is no need of a ruling on 
it; it is universal. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. And it is open to debate? 
Mr. LODGE. I should so consider it. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is all I wished to ascertain first. 
ownsend, Norris, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As far as the Chair is con- 
McCumber, Smoot. La | cerned, the Chair will announce that he will rule upon that 
mm, Calder, and Sutherland. | question when it arises. I am not prepared to rule upon 
ay ste an), Jones of Washington, it now. 
the Five Civilized Tr of Indians: Messrs, Norris, Colt, and Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is a matter of the highest importance. 
Porel elation Messi e (chairman), McCumber, Borah I think the concession of the Senator from Massachusetts set- 
iegee, Knox, Harding, Johnson of California, New, and | ties it that it is a debatable question. 

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concession of the Sena- 

Porest Reservations and the Protection of Game: Messrs. McLean, | tor from Massachusetts will have great influence here. 
the Geological Survey: Messrs. Norris, Sutherland, Penrose, and Mr. LODGE. Of course I make no point of order that it is 
Ham, not open to debate. 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then I make a point of order against the 
motion as made, that the election of the chairmen can not be 
combined with the election of the body of the members of the 
committees, for the reason that the chairmen must be elected 
by a majority of the whole number of votes given, whereas a 
plurality of votes are sufficient to elect the members of the 
committees. Therefore my point of order is that the members 
of the committees must be separated from the chairmen in the 
motion before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in regard to that point of or- 
der—which I do not think is good—the rule says that it shall be 
done in a certain way “unless otherwise ordered.” Now, 
“otherwise ordered” means in any way the Senate chooses to 
determine. I read the procedure in reference to the appoint- 
ment of standing and select committees: 

The PRESIDING Orricer. The Senator from 
leged resolution, which will be read. 

(The Secretary reads :) 

Resolved, That the Senate now proceed to the appointment of the 
standing and other committees of the Senate for the present session. 

It covers them all. 


The PRESIDING Orricer. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? ‘The Chair hears none. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. ‘The resolution is agreed to. 

A SENATOR. I move that the committees be constituted as stated in 
the paper which I send to the Chair. 

It covers them all. We can make any order that we please 
about the method. That is clear when the rule says “ other- 
wise ordered.” 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think not, Mr. President. The rule is 
very clear that the election of the members of a committee is 
different from the election of the chairman of the committee. 
The election may be by ballot or it may be by resolution or it 
may be by unanimous consent; but when a division is demanded 
the majority has the right to depend upon the rule, which 
reads as follows: 

A majority of the whole number of votes given shall be necessary 
to the choice of a chairman.of a standing committee, but a plurality of 
votes shall elect the other members thereof. 

That is the rule which applies, no matter what method is 
adopted. The Senate may adopt the ballot method or it may 
adopt the roll-call method or it may adopt some other method; 
but, in any event, there is a difference between the chairman 
of a committee and the membership of a committee. I there- 
fore insist on my point of order that there must be a division, 
and that we are entitled to have a division between the election 
of the chairmen and the election of the bodies of committees. 

Mr. LODGE. I am utterly unable to see any force in that 
point. The words “ otherwise ordered” cover the entire rule, 
and we can order it in any way we please. Of course it is open 
to debate and it is open to amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, there was no order 
adopted by the Senate this morning changing the rule, and 
this is not an order changing the rule. 

Mr. LODGE. That is precisely what this order does; it 
changes the rule. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I disagree with the Senator; and I 
wish to show why it does not. It undertakes to elect at once 
without changing the rule at all. Now, let me read the order: 

Ordered, That the Senate proceed to choose majority chairmen and 
majority members of the standing committees of the Senate— 

All right; that does not change the rule. Under the rule we 
can proceed to select. The order continues: 
and that said chairmen and members of the committees be the following 
Senators. 

There is no change of the rule. You proceed to elect without 
changing the rule; you proceed to designate. The practice here- 
tofore has been to pass an order deciding upon a different plan 
for selection. That order having been passed, then the com- 
mittees have been submitted. This, however, is simply an order 
to execute a selection. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. It provides the manner, which is 
by electing the membership of committees as they always have 
been elected. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 

Mr. LODGE. It does. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It names them. 

Mr. LODGE. It provides the manner of electing them by 
resolution, because it is itself an order. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But no order has been passed 
changing the rule. This is an order naming certain Senators 


presents a privi- 


It provides no manner at all. 
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without changing the rule at all. 
provides—— 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I desire to state to the Senator from 
Georgia that it is not necessary to change the rule, and nobody 
claims that we are changing the rule. The rule itself provides 
that the Senate may otherwise order than by ballot, and the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopcE] is in accordance with the rule by otherwise ordering. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, let us see what the 
rule provides in the appointment of the standing committees of 
the Senate. It reads: 

1. In the appointment of the standing committees the Senate, unless 
otherwise ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint severally the chair- 
man of each committee, and then, by one ballot, the other members 
necessary to complete the same, A majority of the whole number of 
votes given shall be necessary to the choice of a chairman of a standing 
committee, but a plurality of votes shall elect the other members thereof. 

The rule fixes the way, unless the Senate orders a different 
plan for election. No order has been adopted by the Senate 
nor has one been offered to fix a different plan. This is simply 
a resolution naming certain Senators as chairmen of committees 
and members of committees from the majority side. We are 
entitled to an order fixing the mode of electing all members— 
not simply the Republican members. You have done nothing of 
the kind. You have not offered a resolution declaring that the 
members of the standing committees for the coming Congress 
shall be selected in a certain way. That can be done; the rule 
allows the Senate to order any way it sees fit to make the 
selections. You have not done anything of the kind; you hve 
made no provision for the minority selections; you have not 
said how they shall be made. You have merely undertaken in 
your resolution to name your own chairmen and your own 
membership of committees, and then stopped. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely; but that is open to amendment, and 
you can offer your membership. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But I am raising the point 

Mr. LODGE. I have no authority to offer your members. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not ask you to do that. I ask 
you to offer a resolution fixing the way in which they shall be 
selected ; and I am pointing out that you have not done it. 

Mr. LODGE. I think we have. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am urging that you have not; and, 
with the greatest respect for the views of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, I am undertaking to make it clear that you have 
not done it; and I think Ido so. Your order or your resolution 
“an name a way for the selection of the chairmen and the mem- 
bership of the committees. When you offer a resolution of that 
kind, it will apply to all. That is not what has been done. 
This resolution is simply a designation of the Republican part 
of the committees. Now, I ask—and I am not captious, for I 
am anxious that we should get right at this and dispose of it 
speedily—I ask for a resolution designating the way in which 
the chairmen and the members of the committees shall be 
selected, applying to Democratic as well as to Republican mem- 
bers of committees. If your resolution provides that they shall 
be selected by a mere resolution, then we would ask to amend it, 
and submit that the chairmen be selected by a roll call. Frankly, 
we desire to go on record with reference to who shall be the 
chairmen of committees. 

Mr. LODGE. There is nothing to prevent that amendment 
being offered. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But this is not a resolution fixing 
the mode of selecting committees. 

Mr. LODGE. You can add it to the order just as well as you 
can to any other Senate resolution. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But the order does not say how they 
shall be elected. You have not changed the rule. You are 
simply undertaking to elect your own members alone without a 
modification of the rule. 

Mr. LODGE. I propose to change the rule by defining the 
manner in which members of the committees shall be selected; 
the way in which it has always been done. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You only elect your own members. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. There is nothing in the rule that 
obliges you to elect them all. You can fill one committee or 
you can fill fifty. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But the rule says you must desig- 
nate the way in which they shall be selected. 

Mr. LODGE. We have designated the way. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You have designated your own 
members. 

Mr. LODGE. 


Now, let us see what the rule 


Certainly, I have. 





Qe 
ekuU 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You have not designated the way in 
which 
the way in which the chairmen shall be named. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not have to do so. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You have made no designation with 
reference to it. You have simply undertaken to elect your 
members by resolution, and without providing a plan for the 
election of the chairmen and members of the committees. 

Mr. LODGE. I have prepared a plan; and the plan.-is the 
list offered, as it has always been done. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That is, where it 
mous consent? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH of Ge The very action 
called attention to was a resolution providing for 
in a certain way of all members of committees——— 

Mr. LODGE. Those proceedings were by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And not simply the election of a 
particular man. 

Mr. LODGE. I only read a definition of privileged questions. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. What we ask of you is this: We 

link it is fair that at the same time that you provide the 

hod for the selection of your chairmen you should provide 

selection of the other members, and that you ought not 

segregate simply your members and proceed in that way 
aione, 

Mr. LODGE. I would not have segregated ours if I had had 
an opportunity to offer a list of all the committees together, as 
has been hitherto universally done. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If the Senator would offer a general 
resolution providing for a way in which all should be elected, 
we could amend it or we could yield to the method which is pro- 
posed, and when you presented your members we could present 
ours also. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, if the Senator will furnish the 
names of the members of the minority, I shall be only too glad 
to include them. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, that is not the question. 
We realize we have the opportunity to amend, but we are de- 
pending as a minority on our rights under the rules of the 
Senate, which require that the chairman of a committee must 
be elected by a majority vote, no matter how that vote is taken, 
whereas the other members of the committees may be elected 
by a plurality vote, no matter how the vote is taken. We think 
we have the right to depend upon that rule. We realize that the 
vote may be by ballot, and we realize it may be by roll call. 

Mr. LODGE. In both cases “ unless otherwise ordered.” 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
speak. 

Mr. LODGE. And I offer another method, which is the usual 
method of electing them, namely, by list. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is very evident from a perusal of this 
rule that the rule intends that it shall lay down the practice 
that committees shall be elected by ballot, unless otherwise 

lered, but it also provides that a chairman must in any case 
uive a majority vote, whereas the members of the committee 
be elected by a plurality vote. I wish to read the rule in 
view of that statement: 

In the appointment of the standing committees, the Senate, unless 

therwise ordered, shall proceed by bailot to —" severally the 
of each committee, and then, by one ballot, the other mem- 
sary to complete the same. 


was done by unani- 


which the Senator 
the election 


araia 
ipiad. 


That is a point upen which I desire to 


1 


may 


hat ends that. Here is a new sentence: 


the whole number of votes given shall be necessary to 
whether it is by ballot or how 
» the choice of a chairman. 


u can not select a chairman, you can not make a choice of 
in without a majority where there is any contest. 

. LODGE. “ Unless otherwise ordered.” 

r. HITCHCOCK. No; if you could otherwise order, you 

| elect the chairman by a plurality vote, and then the pro- 
vision of the rule would be a dead letter. 

Mr. LODGE. Yeu can if you order otherwise, and that can be 
done by a majority. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; the Senator must realize that my 
contention is right; that this is a rule for the protection of the 
minority. 

Mr. LODGE. Let me ask the Senator, if I may check the 
flow of his eloquence in regard to ballots, which have not been 
used, I think, for 60 years, will he tell me what “ otherwise 
ordered ” means. 


irmal 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. “ Otherwise ordered” means that a ma. 
jority can change from a ballot to a resolution, but, whether the 
method is by ballot or resolution, a majority is necessary to 
select a chairman, while a plurality may select other members 
of the committee, because at the close of thé'rule it is said: 

But a plurality of votes shall elect the other members thereof. All 
other committees shall be appointed by ballot, unless otherwise ordered, 
and a plurality of votes shall appoint. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. PITTMAN. What I want to ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is this: If a majority in the Senate are opposed to 
this method of proceeding, how are we to express our opposition 
on a vote on this motion? 

Mr. LODGE. You can amend it or defeat it. 

Mr. PITTMAN, I understand that; but how are we to ex- 
press the majority view of the Senate, in the event the majority 
view is such, in opposition to this method by voting on this 
motion? 

Mr. LODGE. Under the words “ otherwise ordered ” we have 
abolished the ballot, as has been done for the last 50 or 60 years. 

Mr. PITTMAN. If I vote “no” on this matter, I am not 
voting against the changing of the order of business, but I 
am voting against certain candidates. If I vote “ yes,’ I may 
not be voting for the order of business but for certain candi- 
dates. I want the privilege of voting for candidates, but I do 
not desire to vote for the candidates under the method that 
will be forced on us, unless we can determine the order in 
which they shall be voted on. There is no method of deter- 
mining the order by voting on anything before the Senate now. 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution can be amended at any point 
and in any way; it is open to amendment, of course. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to 
me for a suggestion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
PITTMAN] that it would be competent to offer a substitute for 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, providing that 
the Senate proceed to the election of the chairmen of the various 
committees under the rules. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The objection to that is this: Such a 
motion might be carried by a party vote, and it would destroy 
the right of the minority to insist upon a separate vote for 
chairmen and for members, which is evidently made clear by 
the rule. It is made clear no matter what the method of the 
election is. It is in the choice of the chairmen, not in the 
method of the choice, that a majority is required, whereas only 
a plurality is required in the case of other members of the 
committees. We do not care what method you adopt; the 
minority does not care whether you vote by ballot or by resolu- 
tion ; but we do think we have a right to insist upon the terms 
of the rule, which require that chairmen must be elected by a 
ma jority. 

Mr, FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me merely to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator from Nebraska is not making 
the point that this matter can not be determined otherwise than 
by ballot; he concedes that the members of the committees and 
the chairmen can be selected otherwise than by ballot. It is 
proposed to do it by resolution, and that feature is not objected 
to; but all the Senator from Nebraska is insisting on is that you 
shall divide the question, because a different vote is required as 


| to the chairmen of the committees than the vote that is required 


as to the other members of the committees. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
Mr. FLETCHER. 


Am I not correct? 
That is absolutely correct. 
It seems to me clearly under the rule we 
That is the whole 
question. It is not contended that you can not order otherwise 
than by ballot at this election; we are not contending that you 
can not do it by resolution, and not opposing your plan, for that 
matter; but we are insisting that, under the further provision 
of the rule, we are entitled to a division of the question as to 
the election of chairmen and the election of other members of 
the committees. That is the whole point of order. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to "nake an inquiry at that point? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 
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Mr. BRANDEGEE. I understand that the Senator from 
Florida makes the point that the election of chairmen of com- 
mittees requires a majority vote, whereas in the case of an ordi- 
nary member of a committee it only takes a plurality. Now, the 
Senator admits that the Senate can otherwise order the election 
of these officers than by ballot; the Senator admits, of course, 
that the Senate can pass an order by a majority vote of the Sen- 
ate, does he not? 

Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER, 
san act—by a majority. , 

Mr. FLETCHER. Precisely. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Now, 
men and the members of the conmittees secures a majority vote 
of the Senate, it certainly has a plurality, and it does not lie 
in the mouth of the Senator from Florida to find a grievance as 
to the ordinary members of the committees getting a majority 
instead of a plurality. A right to a division of the question is not 
within the rule at all. 

Mr. FLETCHER. But I do insist that where the Senate is 
required to vote en bloc upon all these members the vote might 
be one way, whereas if the question were separated the vote 
might possibly be otherwise. That is the whole question of 
whether you are entitled to a division of any question or not. 
That is what is involved here. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I have no doubt that if the 
Senator were drawing an order of his own he could so arrange 
it as to put up different questions and paragraphs, some of which 
would secure a larger majority than others; but the difficulty is, 
this order is drawn by the Senator from Massachusetts, and it 
clearly is within the rule and in accordance with the rule that 
the Senate may order otherwise than by ballot; and that is ex- 
actly what the Senator from Massachusetts has proposed. The 
fact that his order embraces chairmen, as well as other members 
of the committees, does not at all detract from its efficiency as 
an order of the Senate if a majority vote for it. The grievance 
t they have not a majority and we have; 


I presume that is true. 
Well, that is the only way the Senate 


of the Senators is that 


and if a majority passes this order they have no grievance to | 


complain. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpERwoop] stood up here 
the other day and insisted upon the right of the majority to do 
business, and that is the reason why he voted for the rule against 
filibustering at the last session. Now we have a majority. 
us organize the Senate. The fact that we do not lay down ¢ 
general rule for the appointment of all the committees at the 


Same time, as suggested by the Senator from Georgia, presents | 
The Senate has a right under the rule to | 


no question of order. 
order otherwise than by ballot the appointment of these com- 
miitees in any respect that it has a mind to. 

It can order that the majority 
appointed in this way, and that ihe minority members be ap- 
pointed by ballot, or by unanimous consent, if that order gets a 
majority vote of the Senate, and that is all there is to it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rule upon the point of order. The Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I wus going to make this suggestion to the 
Senat 
men and members that ca 
changed from ballot to otherwise is the portion as to 
you shall elect by ballot or in some other way. That 
provides for. A majority can change the ballot to some other 
method. I admit that. 
be done; but a majority can not change the rule. 


n be modified by a majority vote or 


whether 


nge a rule; and the rule pro- 


ted by a majority vote, not 


you can cha 


nh hius 


method under which 
vides that the chairme 
otherwise. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I agree 
said, which reinforces the argument that I make, Mr. 
dent. We are not trying to change the rule. If we tried to 
change this rule, we would have to get a two-thirds vote, and 
probably give a day's notice. We are pursuing the rule exactly. 
We are going along in accordance with the very provisions of 
the rule itself; and we are attempting to pass an order here 
which, if the Senators on the other side will let us come to a 
vote on it, will disclose a majority vote of the Senate ordering 
that these committees be appointed otherwise than by ballot. , It 
is just as clear as crystal. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia rose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
gia desire to continue the debate? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not know that I do, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 


t be sek 


Does the Senator from Geor- 
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if this order naming these chair- 





Let 


members of the committee be | 


The Chair is quite ready to | 
or: The only portion of this method of electing these chair- | 


the rule | 


There is no question but that that can | 
If you are | 
going to change this rule, you will have to do it by the regular | 


to every word the Senator has | 
Presi- | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the opinion of the Chair 
that the question argued by the Senator from Nebraska is not 
raised by his point of order. The rule very clearly provides 
that— 

In the appointment of the standing committees the Senate, unless 
otherwise ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint severally the 
eh: in of each committee, and then by one ballot the other members 
necessary to complete the same, 

The Chair is of the opinion that the motion offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts merely changes the form in which 
the selection is to take place, and the question whether it must 
be adopted by a majority or by a plurality—the latter is impos- 
sible, of course- arise at this‘time. The Chair is in- 
clined to believe that the chairmen ef these committees must be 
selected by a majority, unless it is otherwise ordered by the 
Senate in the proper way, but that question is not before the 
Senate at this time, and is not presented by the point of order. 

The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I move as a substitute 
for the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the 
Senate proceed to choose by roll call the chairmen of the com- 
mittees of the Senate. I will say, in making that motion, that 
it is not my purpose to require that that go down through the 
whole list. We are willing to confine it to the major committees 
and abandon the roll call and allow the remainder to go by 
unanimous consent, but we take this method of bringing before 
the Senate the election of the chairmen of committees in the 
regular way. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 


does not 


| amendment. 


The Secretary. In lieu of the order offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts the following is proposed: 

Ordered, That the Senate proceed to select the chairmen of the stand- 
ing committees of the Senate by call of the roll. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PITTMAN, Mr. HiTCHCOCK, Mr. THOMAS, and other 
Senators called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I desire to announce that the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] has a pair with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Carper]. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Preside I announced at the convening 
of this session of Congress that during the last session I had a 
general pair with the Senator from Rhode Island. I had no 
understanding with him that the pair was to extend to this 
Cong I notified his office two weeks ago to-day that I was 
not prepared to continue it into this Congress. I have had no 
communication with him since. I respected it for the first day, 
» suggestion of certain Democratic Senators, in order that 
he might have ample time to return from Europe. I do not feel 
in the slightest degree obligated to respect a pair which, as I un- 
derstood, was for the last Congress only. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. 

. GRONNA. 
Mr. PITTMAN 


ress, 


at th 


President - 

T call for the regular 
I ask, on behalf , 

Island, to be p rinitted to state 

pected the b 

that if not he would be pretected by his pair with the S« tor 
from New York, and that the Senator from New York recog- 

nized that pair on one of the first votes taken in t 

the matter had been called to his attention. The Senator. from 
Rhode Island, at the time the notice was given to his office, 
was in I'rance somewhere near the front, and is there now. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President——- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the matter of pairs is one with which the Senate has noth- 
ing whatever to do, and can not that 
character, 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, I think I am entitled to state 
that on ng of Congress I stated that I would recog- 
nize the pair for that day only. 

The roll eall having been concluded, the 
nounced—yeas 48, nays 45, as follows: 

YEAS—48. 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kenyon 
Keyes 
Knox 
Lenreot 
Lodge 


McCormick 


Mr 


to be back at 


he Senate after 


settle any controversy of 


the conveni 


result was an- 


Edge 

Elkins 

Fall 

Fernald 

Fra nee 
Frelinghuysen 
Gronna 

Hale 

Harding 


McCumber 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberr 
Norris ,, 
Page 


Ball 

Borah 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Capper 
Colt 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dillingham 
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Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson 


Sherman 
smoot 


Spencer 


Sterling 

Sutherland 

Townsend 
NAYS—45. 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C, 

NOT VOTING—=3. 

Johnson, 8. Dak. Phelan 

So Mr. Hircucock’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, on page 19 of the list fur- 
nished by the Senator from Massachusetts, after the name of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], I move to strike 
out the word “ chairman.” 

Mr. LODGE. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Let*us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I call for the yeas and nays on that re- 
quest, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ASHURST. Let the question be read again, Mr. Presi- 
dent. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to lay upon 
ihe table the motion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HircH- 
cock]. The motion of the Senator from Nebraska is to strike 
out, after the name of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE], the word “chairman” in the list of the Committee on 
Finance. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I wish to 
inquire whether the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] 
has voted, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
vania [Mr. PENRosE] has not voted. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Mississippi is at liberty 
to vote, as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It was a very delicate question, and with- 
out the Senator giving the liberty I felt bound to withhold my 
vote, 

Mr. PENROSE. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senator, but 
I understand no pairs are recognized on this vote on organiza- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I then vote “ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, 
nounced—yeas 48, nays 43, as follows: 

YEAS—48. 

La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
McCumber 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
NAYS—43. 
Owen 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
NOT VOTING—5. 

Phelan 


Ashurst llitchcock 
B Jones, N. Mex. 
B n Kendrick 

Ch erlain King 
Cu 


Stanley 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Williams 
Wolcott 


] Kirby 

La Follette 
McKellar 
Martin 
Myers 
Nugent 
Overman 
Owen 


ibe! 
Dial 
Fletcher 
Gay 
Gore 
Harris 
liarrison 
Ifenderson 


Gerry 


The Senator from Pennsyl- 


the result was an- 


3all 
Borah 
Brandegee 

‘alder 

‘apper 

‘olt 

‘ummins 
Curtis 
Dillingham 

ndge 
Elkins 
Fall 


Fernald 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Gronna 

Hale 

Harding 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kenyon 

Keyes 

Knox 


Page 
Phipps 
Poindexter 
Sherman 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
‘Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson 


Henderson 
Hitchcock 
Jones, N. Mex, 
Kendrick 
King 
Kirby 
McKellar 
Martin 
Myers 
Nugent 
Overman 


Ashurst 
3ankhead 
Beckham 
Chamberlain 
Culberson 
Dial 
Fletcher 
Gay 
Gore 
Harris 
Uarrison 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C, 
Stanley 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Williams 
Wolcott 


Gerry Penrose Thomas 
Johnson, S. Dak. 

So Mr. HitcHcuck’s motion was laid on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I withheld my vote on the last 

ll eall. I did so because I felt that it was hardly just to dis- 
‘riminate among the chairmen of the committees as proposed 
by the resolution, although I appreciate the purpose which in- 
spired the amendment, and I would have voted in the negative 
] vote been controlling. Politically none of these chair- 
mmanships are acceptable to me. Personally I am just as content 
with the nomination of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Penrose] as chairman of the Finance Committee as I am with 
the other chaimcanships which have been designated by the 


had my 
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so-called stand-pat wing of the Republican Party. The ad- 
jective may from this time on, I think, be eliminated, because 
that is the only wing that is left. 

We have had a good deal of agitation, if I may use the term, 
or at least we have been favored with much speculation and 
agitation regarding objections to two Senators of the majority 
who have been named by a majority of the majority for the 
chairmanships of two of the major committees. I have been 
unable to discriminate, my subtlety of mind is unequal to the 
ability of discriminating, between those who from a political 
standpoint may be assumed to be equally and impartially ob- 
noxious. I do not understand that mental process which strains 
at the Penrose gnat and swallows the Lodge camel, which shies 
at the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] and embraces 
the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot]. All these gentlemen 
look alike to me—politically, I mean, of course. 

Inasmuch as this opposition or rebellion has dwindled from 
its inception until it assumes microscopic dimensions, and inas- 
much as the lion has Jain down with the lamb in the usual way, 
I have been somewhat surprised that Senators should resort to 
parliamentary tactics in order to escape going on record upon 
the main proposition. 

The country now knows, Mr. President, because of the votes 
which have been taken, that all is harmony on the Republican 
side; that the assertion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
BRANDEGEE] that the Republican Party is in the majority in the 
Senate is absolutely true—a slender majority, a dangerous ma- 
jority, if you please, but a majority nevertheless—with the 
old guard once more in the saddle and the old Republican poli- 
cies in all probability to be resumed and made effective if 
possible. 

Mr. President, since I have the floor, and since I have some 
criticisms to make, which I have on previous occasions made, 
regarding the procedure of the Senate, I want to make one more 
appeal to this new majority in behalf of such a modification of 
our methods of procedure as may enable us to do business and 
get somewhere with the work that is now confronting the 
Senate. 

The Sixty-third, Sixty-fourth, and Sixty-fifth Congresses have 
passed into history. They were numerically and nominally 
Democratic. In the House the majority was actual; in the 
Senate it was potential, when it was not powerless, and it was 
always powerless when a minority willed to have it so. 

The closing days of each of these Congresses were given over 
to continued and successful filibuster. The first was provoked 
by the so-called shipping bill of 1915, which aroused the opposi- 
tion of many Republicans and a handful of Democrats. It de- 
layed our shipbuilding program for more than two years of 
infinitely precious time. Not till the great war was upon us 
and our entry into it officially proclaimed could it be reformu- 
lated and secure a place upon the calendar. 

In March, 1917, the armed ship defense bill, urged by the 
Executive and demanded by every instinct of national security, 
became the Senate order of business. It was instantly assailed 
and swamped by a nonpartisan filibuster, conducted to the last 
second of the session, and leaving the Government to its unaided 
resources in meeting the emergency thrust upon it by the Ger- 
man renewal of indiscriminate submarine warfare. 

In March, 1919, the session was filibustered to an ignominious 
and humiliating finish by three Senators for reasons doubtless 
satisfactory to themselves, but by no means so to the country. 
More than a dozen supply bills of the first and most pressing 
importance were talked and gesticulated to death. Because of 
this a great part of the governmental machinery must be relieved 
by July 1 or cease to operate. One of them, perhaps the most 
immediately important of all, was essential to the performance 
by the Government of its agreement with the transportation com- 
panies, made with the sanction and by the direct command of 
the Congress. But for this filibuster the special session just 
begun, with its many discomforts, annoyances, and inevitable 
controversies, could have been avoided. 

The filibuster of 1915 aroused the public to a sharp disap- 
proval; that of 1917 provoked its bitter indignation. The last 
one has inspired disgust and resentment, which may or may not 
eventuate in changing our rules and thus preventing a recur- 
rence of the calamity. The Republican Party, now in control 
of the Senate, and always charging its adversary with lack of 
administrative capacity, and therefore of power to accomplish 
reforms, either of government or procedure, may be wise enough 
to seize the opportunity of its brief hour of supremacy and dis- 
ecard for all time the minority’s ancient and reprehensible facili- 
ties for obstruction. Democracy had its opportunity to do this 
and failed. Its so-called cloture rule isa misnomer. It was the 
response to a public demand for limiting senatorial debate. The 
public clamored for radical and substantial change. We pre- 
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sented it with a new rule which aggravated, if that were pos- 
sible, the intolerable condition it pretended to improve. We 
emphasized the evil by authorizing two-thirds of the Senate, 
after a three days’ debate, to bring the subject of it to a vote 
not longer than 96 legislative hours thereafter. But inasmuch 
as filibusters seldom or never occur until the session draws to 
its close, the rule is palpably ineffectual. It was literally the 
offer of a stone in response to a demand for bread. I do not 
say that this miscarriage was premeditated, for that would 
reflect most unjustly upon the authors of the amendment; but 
it is true that no more liberal concession could be extorted from 
the conservatism of a majority of those then composing the 
membership of the United States Senate. So far it has never 
been actually invoked. The creaking of its ponderous and ill- 
adjusted mechanism may perchance sometime assail the nerves 
of the Senate and attract the curious to its galleries, but I ap- 
prehend that will occur only when some political organization 
shall command the allegiance of two-thirds of its Members. 
Long before that phenomenon occurs it should be sent to the 
limbo of legislative antiques. 

When this amendment was laid before the Democratic caucus, 
I registered a feeble protest against it, which was neither loud 
nor long enough to distract attention. It was accepted with 
practical unanimity because its sponsors lauded its sufficiency 
and asserted that it embodied the extreme of Republican co- 
operation, which in plain English meant “ take that or nothing.” 
The difference between that and nothing has never been percep- 
tible and, in my judgment, it never will be. When it was sub- 
mitted to the Senate on March 7, 1917, I submitted very briefly 
some of the reasons for my dissent from the general approbation 
with which it was greeted. I shall disentomb but a single ex- 
tract from its buried and forgotten wisdom: 

Now we have presented to us, because of the developments in the last 
few days, which may never recur, and the aroused public opinion upon 
the subject, a rare opportunity to amend the rules and establish cloture 
by majority. If we are to let it pass by the enactment of this rule, 
which will bring no real measure of relief, we shall regret it very soon. 
This rule, requiring a two-thirds vote for its recognition, can not be 
obtained in most instances, perhaps in very few. When obtained, it 
fixes no time when a vote can be taken, but leaves full opportunity to 
the minority to postpone a vote to the consideration of endless motions 
to adjourn and to calls for quorums and to appeals from the rulings of 
the Chair, which may prove quite as efficacious to obstruction as the 
longest addresses can be. We are therefore giving a promise to the ear 
of the country which will be broken to the hope. We have agreed to, 
and are about to enact at this crisis, something that we call cloture, 
which, in its practical operation, will prove a delusion and a snare; in 
other words, this golden opportunity is to be lost, and we are about to 
enact a proposed limitation upon debate to relieve this body from the 
burden of future filibustering which leaves many opportunities for its 
centinuation. The fact is that a majority do not want cloture. They 
will not surrender the power which its absence gives to the individual. 
My impression is that unless the rules be amended by providing cloture 
by majority the practical operation of this measure will prove a deep 
disappointment to the hopes of those who are sponsors for it. I trust 1 
may be mistaken. I have the most abundant confidence in the wisdom 
and judgment of the Senators who disagree with me upon this subject. 
I earnestly trust that theirs may in time prove to be the correct esti- 
mate of what this measure will accomplish, but I doubt it. I therefore 
yote for it under protest. 

After this experience the cloture storm of 1917 subsided. The 
Senate went en in its old way, and the public accepted the as- 
surance of leaders on both sides of the Chamber that cloture 
had been established; that the Senate had mended its ways and 
the age of the filibuster had passed. Then three men suddenly 
demonstrated their ability to talk continuously and say nothing, 
and thus paralyze the public business, suspend the calendar, 
keep the Senate in continuous session for days and nights and 
bring the machinery of the legislative department to a standstill. 
They have gone far to establish the labor demagogue’s theory 
that the longer the hours of toil the smaller the output. They 
have varied somewhat the former and staider methods of in- 
noyations which are suggestive and which may ripen into at- 
tractions for the curious and the unemployed. 

Mere talk, however melodious and edifying, becomes dull when 
unduly prolonged. But when punctuated by vigorous action its 
monotony may sometimes be lessened if not altogether relieved, 
This was demonstrated by one of the filibustering triumvirate, 
whose exhibition of vocal and physical gymnastics upon this 
floor will long be remenrbered by the few Senators unfortunate 
enough to be present upon that memorable occasion. He did not 
favor us with a double somersault, but he certainly established 
an enviable record as a pedestrian. He traveled up and down, 
across and along the Chamber. He circled its outer limits, ex- 
plored all its nooks and crennies, tested the quality of every 
desk with the sledge-hammer blows of his powerful fists, while 
his voice sonorously proclaimed his unappeasable anguish. His 
mileage was prodigious and his vocabulary was wholly unfet- 
tered. Whether he talked because he was walking or walked 
because he was talking, no man to this hour can say, for the 
race between his tongue and his legs ended in a draw. When 
he finally yielded the floor to one of his allies and retired to be 
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groomed, fed, and blanketed for the next heat he was easily the 
favorite performer to the galleries. ‘The others were powerfal 
engines, but they were stationary. He was the locomotive, and 
always on the move. Stenography surrenders at discretion to 
this new style of filibuster. Only the moving picture and the 
phonograph can adequately present him to a continental con- 
stituency. 

Frankly, Mr. President, if our rules are to remain unchanged 
and filibustering is to continue, I favor this new method of 
conducting it. It isa Russian innovation. Since the overthrow 
of the Czar every Russian mingles motion with malediction. 
Success comes to the loudest and the longest. I hope the new 
precedent will be initiated and expanded. Let us have singing, 
clog dancing, and ground and lofty tumbling. A duet by_the 
Senators from Wisconsin and Illinois, leapfrog over the desks 
and chairs by the Senator from Maryland, and “ We won’t go 
home till morning” by the trio would serve to keep the rest of 
uS awake, give the members of the press gallery some induce- 
ment to remain in the Chamber, and be just as effectual in 
obstructing the due and ordered course of legislation. More- 
over, it would be less exhausting to the performers and quite 
as relevant to the subject ostensibly under discussion. 

The dignity of the Senate has become traditional. Dignity 
can not flourish when self-respect is lost, and self-respect can not 
long be maintained in a body, however distinguished, which not 
only permits but sanctions and perpetuates a methed of ob- 
struction that would not be tolerated in a ward caucus. The 
usefulness of the Senate can be challenged by the fact that it 
functions only by unanimous consent, and may, as it frequently 
does, arrest or threaten governmental operations by the force 
of legislative inertia. It was incorporated into the govern- 
mental scheme for no such purpose. It would.have been re- 
jected by the fathers of the Republic had they conceived the 
possibility of its degeneracy into a final asylum for the fili- 
buster. If it is subject to that reproach—and I affirm that it 
is—it should reform itself or be eliminated, for it has no place 
in the mechanism of twentieth century democracy, and public 
opinion will sooner or later focalize upon that subject and de- 
mand a radical revision of article 1 of the Federal Constitution. 

The easy manipulation of State legislatures by millionaires 
and big combinations interested in the selection of Senators 
compelled the adoption in 1913 of organic changes whereby the 
people of the respective States were clothed with the dutty of 
choosing their Senators by popular vote, and of legislative 
enactments whereby expenditures for seeking nominations and 
elections were limited under severe penalties to a maximum 
presumably within the reach of all aspirants. This maximum 
was deemed amply sufficient for all legitimate needs, yet so small 
as to prevent resort to undue and corruptive processes of cam- 
paigning. This change was hailed as an epoch in governmental 
reform as the knell of the old era, as the dawn of moral and 
intellectual regeneration of the Senate. The people would 
thereafter choose of their best; merit would supplant money in 
political contests, both primary and ultimate; and the public 
would find expression through the enactment of wise, just, and 
needed legislation. But, alas for the imperfections of human 
foresight. After six years’ experience under the new régime 
we perceive that in politics, as in the world of matter, mere 
changes of form seldom work changes of substance. The hand 
is hardly that of Esau, while the voice is yet the voice of Jacob. 

The corrupt-practices act has proven to be more unsubstan- 
tial than a soldier’s dream. The 42-centimeter guns of the 
millionaire aspirant for senatorial honors demolish its barriers 
as easily as those of Von Kluck battered the fortifications of 
Namur. Corruption money flows through its meager network 
of obstruction like water through a sieve. It has served only to 
increase ignorance and destroy the synonym between consent 
and acquiescence. A candidate for the Senate by merely swear- 
ing that no money beyond the statutory limit has been expended 
in his behalf with his knowledge or by his consent may become 
the complacent beneficiary of corruption funds mounting into 
the hundreds of thousands collected and distributed in his 
behalf. Ignorance has become a sine qua non to a nomination, 
and the withholding of audible consent a sure defense and bul- 
wark to the unhindered and unblushing prostitution of the 
public franchise. As between elections of Senators by legisla- 
tures and by popular vote, economy and decency will decide in 
favor of the former, whose processes are cheaper and less flam- 
boyant. 

It is therefore unhappily apparent that improvements in 
legislation must come, if they come at all, through reforms in 
parliamentary procedure rather than through methods of sena- 
torial selection. 

Primaries and popular campaigns may be substituted for leg- 
islative intrigue, but they have not changed human legislation. 
A constituency which will return a faithless or venal Repre- 
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sentative must be endowed with similar vices, and these may 
be renched at the source as we now soberly realize. If we, the 
flower and fruit of the new régime, are of more rugged fiber 
than those whom we have displaced, we must prove it; and we 
can not do so by accepting their methods and imitating their 
example, both of which up to this time we have faithfully done. 

I deny that the right of unlimited obstruction is an essential 
to the public welfare. There may be rare occasions when resort 
to such an agency becomes the only means for the general protec- 
tion. The Force bill of 1891 is constantly cited as an illustra- 
tion of the need for this remedy, and the possibility of its re- 
appearance is the specter always confronting the novitiate from 
the South who may be prone to question the wisdom of its 
survival. While it is true that the Force bill was a monstrous 
conception, incapable of justification, whose enactment would 
have wrought infinite wrong to the South had its provisions 
been enforced, it is nevertheless true that public opinion would 
have prevented its operation and consigned the party responsible 
for its appearance to certain disaster. No measure of legisla- 
tion that is opposed to the prevailing sentiment of a free people 
can be made effective or long disfigure the statute books. And 
the average Senator, be he Democrat or Republican, always 
has one and tries to keep both ears to the ground that he may 
catch the first notes of the popular view of current subjects. 
No seismograph more surely records the remotest vibrations of 
the earth nor more swiftly defines their meaning. True, the 
public is sometimes dumb and frequently discordant, but its 
general direction is easily observant to the anxious listener, 
who may be sure to find sooner or later the clue he seeks. I 
therefore question whether the Force bill would have become 
a law even had it reached a vote, and I know it would have 
wrecked the Republican Party had it ever dared to make the 
] effective. That was demonstrated by the election of 1892, 


iaw 
wherein the effort to force its passage became an important 
factor of the campaign. 

The silver filibuster of 1893 accomplished no purpose other 
ihan to make the cause of free coinage the more obnoxious to 
the country. That of 1901 against the rivers and harbors bill 
only postponed its enactment to the succeeding Congress, when 
its appropriations were swelled away beyond those of its ill- 
fated predecessor. 

But were the facts otherwise, the legislative abuses which 
the system not only permits but encourages far outweigh its 
importance. I affirm that appropriations which upon their 
merits could not command a tithe of the votes of this body, 
and that vicious or undesirable legislation which could not be 
taken from the calendar for serious consideration, are enacted 
at every session wholly because of it. I have witnessed the 
securing of appropriations for local purposes by Senators who 
had only to intimate a purpose to filibuster in order to secure 
them. I have known riders to be placed, not once but fre- 
quently, upon bills for general legislation, because otherwise 
they could never reach a voie. It is needless to cite instances. 
Every Senator on this floor, save those recently coming into 
office, knows that I speak the truth. Rules of procedure which 
permit such things are not only indefensible but damnable. 

Ours is a Government of majorities. This must be so, for we 
are a Republic. The majority should govern. The majority is 
held responsible, and properly so, for the efficient conduct of 
public affairs, and especially for all mistakes or errors of legis- 
lation and of policy. Hence it must have power to function. It 
has this power everywhere save in the Senate. The Democratic 
Party had numerical control of the last Congress, but it could 
cast no vote in the Senate save by grace of the minority. That 
Congress expired with a Senate calendar congested with busi- 
ness of tremendous importance. It failed to transact this busi- 
ness because a very small minority vetoed its purpose. Yet 
the public do not censure the minority which would not, but the 
majority, which could not submit its measures to final consid- 
eration. The majority of this Congress is Republican. Respon- 
sibility has shifted, but power has not shifted. This is with 
any handful of us on either side of the aisle which may wish to 
deadlock the due course of procedure. 

Some of your leaders have announced their commendable 
purpose to establish a budget system at an early day, thus 
making economy of administration possible. God speed you in 
your good work. But if I mistake not quite a respectable 
number of Congressmen in both Houses are not enamored 
of your purpose. They prefer to perpetuate the old methods, 
under whose influence they can secure fat slices of pork for local 
larders always lean and hungry for more. Still others shudder 
at innovations, especially if they smack of a British flavor. 
Where will your budget be on March 4, 1921, if gentlemen see fit 
to lay an embargo upon your demand for a roll call? True you 
can invoke the ageucy of the amendment of 1917, provided you 
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begin in time, but even then you may be compelled to reinvoke 
it upon your conference report, for do not forget that one very 
important bill was last session strangled to death upon the 
consideration of the conference report. And you may have other 
equally valuable legislation in prospect, which may not appeal to 
many of our brethren whose progressive tendencies are more 
vocal than actual. 

This reminds me that a vehement Republican sentiment 
asserts that you are not only more efficient but more progressive 
than we Democrats are. Many of you admit this to be so. I 
hope it is, and I fervently trust that once you begin the work of 
revision procedure you do not stop with cloture. Strike a blow 
as well at seniority. The system has been the source of a recent 
unhappy family disturbance, for which many thanks, not from 
any political viewpoint, but because it indicates that the leaven 
of a healthy change is working in your midst. Why should a 
man enjoy the chief honors of senatorial committee assignments 
merely because he has been here longer than his associates? The 
fact should be given due heed, but why should it be controlling? 
Are merit, industry, fidelity in attendance, intelligence, and 
knowledge of public affairs to forever yield here to seniority of 
service? Where else does such a standard prevail? We have 
recentiy done our part in overthrowing the Hun. Could we 
have done it by following senatorial precedents? What business 
enterprise in the country following our illustrious example could 
survive for a twelvemonth? 

The senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] is the most indus- 
trious man I ever knew. His politics is pernicious, but his 
capacity for labor is prodigious. He is a member of the 
Finance, Appropriations, Public Lands, Printing, Pensions, and 
Auditing Committees. All of them are important. He manages 
to attend them all and to keep himself in touch with their 
manifold activities and at the same time attend to his duties 
in the Senate. He is nearly always in his seat while the Senate 
is in session. He is familiar with the bills on the calendar, 
whether reported from his committees or from the others. 
Yet he is the senior member of but two committees, and these 
by no means the most important. . 

The junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] is a legis- 
lator of long and ripe experience. His career until four years 
ago was in the House, but he brought to this body a wealth 
of information in matters legislative and a familiarity with 
public affairs acquired through long years of arduous service. 
No man is better fitted to preside over the deliberations of a 
great committee or to represent the Senate in committees of 
conference. But, forsooth, because he comes here later than 
some one else he must, under the seniority rule, stand in the 
outer circle, hat in hand, and await the tedious ticking away 
of the days and the years until the death or defeat of his 
elders brings him the necessary qualifications for the best 
service that is in him. No one can successfully defend such a 
system. Instances have occurred where Senators appointed 
because of their seniority on conference committees have never 
attended their sessions. Seniority, on the other hand, is of 
course entirely compatible with capacity for the highest service, 
but do not longer make it the condition of that service. This is 
the day of change, and great is the need thereof. The Repub- 
lican lion and the Progressive bull moose are again yoked to- 
gether. The team looks peculiar and their gait awkward and 
incongruous—the moose has shrunk to microscopic dimensions— 
but they are pulling the wagon. Before they shall again rush 
to a head-on collision let them revise and improve the Senate 
rules by placing effective limitations on debate and depriving 
seniority of its high prerogative. That will be an achievement 
for which many Democrats and a vast majority of their country- 
men will give them due and merited praise. 

Republican speeches and campaign books during the past six 
years have been clamorous with denunciations of the South, 
because of its prominence in legislative affairs. It was in the 
saddle and riding the national steed to its destruction. The 
North had been in the saddle for an unbroken period first of 24 
and then of 16 years. But that, in the classic language of Mr. 
Perlmutter, was “something else again yet.” The first from 
the Republican standpoint was scandalous and destructive; the 
latter normal and necessary. I shall not pause to analyze the 
logic of this paradoxical attitude nor even to question the justice 
of its denunciation. I merely wish to remind my Republican 
brethren that the predominance of southern chairmanships upon 
committees and southern control of their memberships are the 
necessary outcome of the rule of seniority, and that whenever 
the Democratic Party controls the Congress that will be the 
framework of its committee organization, for which you are 
quite as much to blame as we are. 

The Republican Party now controls the House. It is evident 
that you will organize the committees of this Senate. The 
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result is that the North is in the saddle and the South has the 
same right to rail against it as a calamity that you have had to 
so denounce their past supremacy. The sectional discrimination 
is even more complete in this body, for every chairman of 
every active committee hails from north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line. I am not complaining, for I do not regard the situation 
with that doleful horror which obsesses the Republican con- 
science when the shoe is on the other foot. I think we shall 
get along very well. But I am convinced that since one must 
judge a tree by its fruits this product condemns it. Therefore 
cut it down and cast it aside. 

Mr. President, as well as I am able to determine, for the 
future my public life, should I be spared so long, and that of the 
Sixty-sixth Congress will end together. Contingencies which I 
can not imagine, and. which I trust may never arise, may pos- 
sibly alter this determination. Before that day arrives I want 
to be consoled with the reflection that the American Senate, of 
which I am a small and unimportant integer, possesses, like 
other legislative bodies, the power to vote as the majority may 
determine, and to utilize its best material without regard to 
length of service. The constantly expanding activities of the 
National Government and the consequent extension of its re- 
sponsibilities tax its time to the utmost; it can not respond 
to the demand for increasing efficiency unless it bursts the fet- 
ters that have bound it for a hundred years and molds its 
procedure to conform with its twentieth-century environment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, under Rule XVIII I ask 
that the proposition before the Senate be divided, so that we 
may come to a vote upon the chairmen and the other members 
of the committees separately. 

Mr. SMOOT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

- The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Hale 
Ball Harding 
Bankhead Harris 
Beckham Harrison 
Calder Henderson 
Capper Hitchcock 
Chamberlain Johnson, Calif. 
Colt Jones, N. Mex, 
Cummins Jones, Wash. 
Curtis Kellogg 
Dial Kendrick 
Dillingham Kenyon 
Edge Keyes 
Filkins King 
Fall La Follette 
Fernald Lenroot 
Fletcher Lodge 
France McCormick 
Frelinghuysen McCumber 
Gay McKellar 
Gore MeNary 
Gronna Martin 
The PRESIDENT 
answered the roll call. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 


Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. Cc. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 
Wolcott 


Moses 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Owen 
Page 
Penrose 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Simmons 


pro tempore. Eighty-six Senators have 
There is a quorum present. 
Mr. President, I renew my request that 


under Rule XVIII this question be divided, so that the Senate 


may proceed to vote upon the chairmen and the membership of 
committees separately. 

Mr. FALL. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is not a question of whether the Sena- 
tor objects. It is a question of whether we will follow the rules 
of the Senate, 

Mr. FALL. 
tion when we get to it. 

Mr. SWANSON. 
will yield to me. It says that— 

If the question in debate contains several propositions, any Senator 
may have the same divided. 


Mr. President, we will proceed to argue that ques- 
What is the rule of the Senate? 


This question contains several propositions; it contains a | 


great many propositions for the chairmanship and membership 
of committees. 
right of every Senator to have a separate vote. 

Mr. FALL. We can not all argue the question at once, and 
I think the proponent has the burden in proffering his request. 
This is a question of the highest privilege, of senatorial privi- 
lege, and not a question, of individual right. This is not a propo- 
sition involving a division of a question under debate. This is 
a proposition involving the organization of the Senate itself, and 
it is a question of joint senatorial privilege as to whether it 
shall organize this body for business as it pleases. It is not a 
question of any individual right to demand a division of a 
question. 


LVIII——21 
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Mr. President, the rule is this, if the Senator | 


On each separate proposition it is the clear | 
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Further, upon that proposition I am prepared to sustain my 
views, I think, by competent authority. At this time, as I take 
it, it simply being a request as the Senator has made it, an indi- 
vidual request for a division, it can not be accorded over objec- 
tion. For that reason I simply interposed an objection. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I had not supposed it would be neces- 
sary to make any argument in support of the privilege that is 
always extended of having a separate vote under Rule XVIII. 
It has been done constantly and, so far as I know, it has never 
been.refused. The Chair has always ruled that a single Member 
demanding it was entitled to it as a matter of right. 

Evidently there are two propositions here—first, to elect the 
chairmen of the committees ; second, to choose the membership of 
the committees. Rule XXIV distinguishes between chairmen 
and members, and the Chair has already recognized that dis- 
tinction. All we ask is that the question be divided, so that we 
will come first to a vote upon the chairmen and later to a 
vote upon the membership of the committees. 

It is not a question that I care to argue. I think it is a self- 
evident proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, there is another rea- 
son which I wish to give for urging this right at this particular 
time. It is the only way, I think, in which these selections can 
be made. Rule XXIV, as was argued to you a little while ago, 
does authorize the Senate to provide a way of selection other 
than by ballot. That is distinctly stated: 

In the appointment of the standing committees the Senate, unless 
otherwise ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint severally the 
chairman of each committee, and then, by one ballot, the other mem- 
bers necessary to complete the same. 

Now, that balloting can be otherwise ordered. It is to be by 
ballot unless otherwise ordered. There we end the proposition ; 
but there are other propositions with regard to the selection of 
chairmen that are fixed by this rule. Let us see what they are: 

A majority of the whole number of votes given shall be necessary te 
the choice of a chairman of a standing committee, but a plurality of 
votes shall elect the other members thereof. 

There is no authority in the Senate to deviate from the fixed 
proposition that the chairman of a committee must be selected 
by a majority of the votes cast. The Senate can abandon the 
plan of balloting. The Senate can go, as we will now go, to a 
roll call, where each Senator shows to the public how he votes— 
a much better plan than a secret ballot. I greatly prefer it. 
But there is nothing in this rule that justifies a modification 
of the provision that a majority of those voting shall be neces- 
sary to elect a chairman. Now, a plurality is sufficient for the 
election of the membership of the committees, So that in ask- 
ing for a separation of this question, in asking that we have 
an opportunity to vote for the chairmen separately, we not only 
exercise a right under Rule XVIII to divide the question that 
is before the Senate but we exercise a right that is essential 
to carry out the provisions of the rule providing for committee 
elections, because under the rule a majority is required for 
the chairmen, and a plurality elects the ordinary members. The 
rule itself discriminates between the vote required for each. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
Georgia yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Georgia this question: If the Senate decides to select the chair- 
men of committees by resoiution instead of by ballot, and a 
majority is necessary to the passage of that resolution, then, 


from 


| in the opinion of the Senator, has not the majority of the 


Senate voted for the chairmen of the committees? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I could not catch the last part of 
the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. There is so much conversation going on 
that I do not wonder that the Senator did not catch it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I followed the Senator to his last 
clause and then the noise prevented me from hearing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped for order. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I say, if the Senate decides to select the 
chairmen of committees by resolution instead of by ballot, and 
a majority of the Senators vote for the resolution appointing 
the chairmen, has not that complied with the provisions of the 
rule requiring a majority? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Oh, I think so; but a plurality is 
sufficient for the members other than the chairmen. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I know it; but if there is not only a 
plurality but a majority for the other members of the committee, 
where is the Senator’s grievance? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. There would 
do not insist that there would be a grievance. 


no grievance. I 
What I insist is 


be 





that there are two distinct propositions, the election of chair- 
men and the election of the membership, a recognized distinc- 
tion being made by the rule between chairmen and members. 
Therefore it is clearly a case where under Rule XVIII there are 
two propositions, and we have as a matter of right the privilege 
of separating them; and what we are asking is, as a matter of 
right, to vote separately upon the chairmen and the membership. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That is a different point. I was not dis- 

eussing Rule XVIII at all. I was discussing the Senator's con- 
tention that you might not get a plurality even if you got a 
majority. Of course, the greater includes the less. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; I did not take that position. 
The Senator misunderstood me. I began with Rule XVIII, in- 
sisting that we had a right to divide questions. Then I turned 
to Rule XXIV to show that that rule itself recognized a different 
vote as required, the one from the other, and that emphasized 
our right to have it divided, because we might want to demand 
for the minority, for the membership, election by a plurality 
and not by a majority. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not see that Rule XXIV strengthens 
the Senator's position under Rule XVIII at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think it does, because it magnifies 
the importance of our right te separate the two propositiens, 
because the two propositions are treated differently in the 
ballot. That was my view of the matter. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Geor- 
gia permit a suggestion from the Chair? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With regard to the require- 
ment of the rule that the chairmen shall be elected by a ma- 
jority vote there can be no reasonable doubt. The right of the 
Chair, however, is challenged by the Senator from New Mexico 
{Mr. Fat] to pass upon the question of divisibility ; and what 
the Chair would like to hear discussion upon, so long as the dis- 
cussion is had, is, Who shall decide the question of divisibility? 
Shall it be the Chair or shall it be the Senate? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, the rule is that the 
Chair decides a question unless otherwise provided. It is a 
general rule of parliamentary practice that a question of order 
raised is passed upon by the Chair unless otherwise directed. 
There are certain things which under our rules are expressly 
designated as matters which may be referred by the Presiding 
Officer to the Senate. j 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sena- 
tor to suggest that Rule XVIII does not require unanimous con- 
sent to demand a division? There is nothing of that sort re- 
quired in the rule. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia 

Mr. FLETCHER. Then 


SMITH of Geor: 


Oh, not at all. 
one objection can not prevent it. 
Oh, that is not the position of the 


r. FLETCHER. ° rule says “any Senator may have the 
30d ” 
4uc 


S) 


ait 


TH of Georgia. The 
uestion of the 


Senator from Florida has not 
Chair. The question of the Chair 
shculd rule upon our request or Whether it 
itted to the Senate. Now, I understand generally 
1at whenever a Presiding Officer desires to sub- 
the Senate to be decided, he can do so; but I 

g Officer has the right to decide it 
to submit it to the Senate, he 


» Presi 
» should prefer 
right to do so. 
ENT pro tempore. That was the 
b 


il 
ut the present 


thought in the 
occupant of the chair has 
a question upon which the Chair may be in 
the Senate, and therefore he propounded 

» the Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. President, I suggested the distinction—which 
parent to me, and, I think, upon thought, it will be 
mber of the Senate—between the division of a 
lebate, a question of legislation in the proceed- 
hate, and a question of the organization of the 
One is governed by rules of law, the other by 


adopted and changed from time to time and 


1e assertion of the Senator from Georgia that the 

' parliamentary law or parliamentary practice 
tary procedure is that in any question even of 
tion the individual Senator has an individual 
uestion divided. I understand that that is his 


a. J was interrupted, and did not catch 
Senator’s observation. 
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Mr. FALL. I will repeat it. I understand that the position 
of the Senator is that under Rule XVIII, on a question under 
debate in the Senate, it is a matter of right for an individual 
Senator to have a division of the question. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. FALL. And that the Senator asserts, aside from the rule 
itself, that that is the rule of ordinary parliamentary law. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; I did not say that. The Senator 
misunderstood me. What I said was this: The Chair asked 
whether he should decide the question or whether he should 
submit it to the Senate. I said that Rule XVIII did not declare 
whether the decision should be by the Chair or by the Senate; 
that under ordinary rules of parliamentary practice the Pre- 
siding Officer would always pass upon a point of order. I did 
not say that Rule XVIII was a general rule of parliamentary 
practice, because I do not think it is. I think it is a special rule 
of the Senate. 

Mr. FALL. Yes; construed by the rules as contained in Jeffer- 
son’s Manual, which are made a portion of the rules of this 
body. If the Senator will refer to Rules XXXV and XXXVI in 
Jefferson’s Manual, referred to in the note to Rule XVIII, he 
will discover that it is there distinctly set forth that the question 
of division, even the ordinary legislative proposition, is not a 
question of individual right, but is a question of order of the 
Senate to be raised by any Senator. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That is why I desired the Senator 
to understand that he misunderstood the proposition that I de- 
clared was a question of general parliamentary practice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

Mr. FALL. I hope that the Presiding Officer who will rule 
upon this proposition will understand it clearly, so that we may 
all vote intelligently and that he may rule intelligently upon the 
point at issue. As I understand it, there is no point whatsoever 
at issue. The Senate, of course, recognizes that the Chair is 
now being changed and that the present Presiding Officer has 
heard nothing thus far of this argument. 

Mr. President, if the President of the Senate will yield to me 
for a moment I will endeavor to state the point at issue as 
briefly as possible. The Chair of course has before him the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce]. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrencock] has now 
requested—and I think he earefully worded his request—a divi- 
sion of the question at issue to the end that the chairmen at 
least on certain committees should be voted upon separately. As 
I understand it, that is his proposition. The Senator made the 
request. The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Farr] objected to 
the granting of that request. By unanimous consent, of course, 
the Chair would have granted the request. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FALL. I think I have properly stated the question thus 
far. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska for a question only. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator intimates that I asked for 
unanimous consent. I did not. 

Mr. FALL. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I asked under Rule XVIII that the two 
questions before the Senate, the election of chairmen and the 
selection of members of the committees, be divided, so that we 
eould vote upon chairmen and membership separately, as pro- 
vided in Rule XXIV. 

Mr. FALL. I thank the Senator for stating his position. I 
beg to assure the Senator, with all seriousness and earnestness, 
that the Senator from New Mexico has no desire nor intention 
of drawing any other conclusion than that which the Senator 
himself has just stated exactly, and has no desire to make the 
impression upon the present Presiding Officer that the Senator 
had for one moment suggested that he did not have an abso- 
lute individual right to have his request granted without refer. 
ring it to the Senate. In fact I understood that was his position, 
I now understand that his able coadjutor and colleague, the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smiru], agrees with the Senator 
from New Mexico that it is not an individual right 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No. 

Mr. FALL. But that the Presiding Officer presents it to the 
body. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. FALL. Then I am unfortunate. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator is unfortunate or I 
am unfortunate in not expressing myself clearly. I claim that 
under Rule XVIII any Senator may, as a matter of right, ask 
the Presiding Officer and obtain from the Presiding Officer a 
direction that a resolution involving two or more propositions 
be separated. I fully agree with the Senator from Nebraska 
that the resolution, involving as it does an effort to elect the 
chairmen of all the committees and the separate members of 
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the committees, is a divisible question and that he had as a 
matter of right the privilege of obtaining a division of the 
questions. What I said further was that the Chair was not 
bound to decide, if he preferred to submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. FALL. To the request of the Senator from Nebraska 
the Senator from New Mexico offered an objection, upon the 
theory that under the rules and under parliamentary procedure 
generally the question of a division, even of a legislative ques- 
tion under debate, is not a matter of individual right, but upon 
objection must be refused or granted by the body to which it is 
presented. This argument, then, is proceeding upon the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska and upon the objection of myself, 
the Senator from New Mexico. 

During the absence of the present Presiding Officer I stated 
two propositions: First, that the pending question was not 
such as was contemplated or intended to be covered by Rule 
XVIII. The pending question, Mr. President, is a question of 
the highest senatorial privilege and not of the privilege of an 
individual Senator. It is a question of the organization of a 
body, not a question of legislation by that body after it is 
organized. 

The greater portion of the rules of the Senate are adopted 
for the proper conduct of legislative proceedings. This body 
is not yet organized. It is proceeding to organize and create the 
instrumentalities through which it does its business, and those 
are the committees of the Senate. 

First, my position is that Rule XVIII was never intended to 
apply to a question of this kind. In the second place, I dispute 
any ruling which may have been made in the past or any indi- 
vidual opinions which may have been held by any Senator to 
the effect that Rule XVIII vests in any Senator individually 
a right to have a division of a question. It vests in him a right 
to demand it, but it leaves in any other Senator the privi- 
lege of objecting to the exercise of such a right by the Chair. 

In the event, then, of an objection being made to the request 
for a division, it becomes clearly the duty of the Chair to sub- 
mit the question as to whether the Senate will so order, as is 
declared in Jefferson’s Manual, referred to in Rule XVIII, where 
the Senate itself must order a division or not, as it pleases. It 
is clearly the duty of the Chair in the premises to submit to 
the Senate of the United States as to whether the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska will be granted. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

Mr. FALL. I have concluded that portion of my discussion, 
but I still hold the floor. Does the Senator desire to ask me a 
question? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President 

Mr. FALL. I yield to the Senator from Montana first. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should like to ask a question. I 
understand the Senator from New Mexico to take the position 
that Rule XVIII of the Senate does not have any application to 
the procedure of the Senate in connection with this matter of 
organization. If that is so, I should like to inquire of the Sena- 
tor from New Mexico if any other rule has any application or 
whether we are proceeding now under general parliamentary 
rules? 

Mr. FALL. My impression is, to be perfectly frank with the 
Senator, that with all the rules you inay write the Senate pro- 
ceeds with its organization exactly as it pleases whenever it con- 
venes; that it makes rules, and the Senator knows it can do 
exactly the same thing throughout the course of its legislation 
whenever the majority see fit. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I learn with a great deal of grati- 
fication that the Senator and myself are in entire unanimity 
upon that question. I addressed the Senate upon that subject 
two years ago, and insisted that the rule is as the Senator now 
declares it to be; but, rather unfortunately for me, the Presid- 
ing Officer has taken quite a contrary view of the matter and 
maintains that the rules which existed at the last session are 
still in full force and vigor. 

Mr. FALL. I think they are, subject to change at any time 
by any order just such as we propose. I yield to the Senator 
from Washington. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Assuming that we are acting 
under the rules, as 1 understand the position of the Senator it 
is that the language “any Senator may have the same di- 
vided” is simply equivalent to saying that any Senator may re- 
quest a division. 

Mr. FALL. Certainly, 
object to a division. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
that way. 

Mr. FALL. I 
think 

Mr. 


and that any other Senator may 


I can not construe the language in 


know it has not been so construed, but I 


FLETCHER. Mr, President—— 
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Mr. FALL. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to an- 
swer the Senator from Washington? If the Senator from 
Washington will refer to Jefferson’s Manual, he will find the 
very rule explained. It is in Jefferson’s Manual, Rule XXXV 
and Rule XXXVI. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
tion of Jefferson’s Manual? 
much room for explanation. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator from Washington is entirely 
right about that. Of course, if the Senator from New Mexico 
proposes to disregard all rules, then we are at the end of dis- 
cussion and there is no use to invoke this rule. But I contend 
that the rules are binding and that under the rules the majority 
may have all the power he insists it has and all the rights he 
insists it has, but the minority and any Member of the minority 
has a right to invoke the permanent standing rules of the Senate 
and to have a procedure in accordance with those rules. I 
should like to ask the Senator from New Mexico this question: 
Does he concede that the question under debate contains sev- 
eral propositions? 

Mr. FALL. No, the Senator does not. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator concedes that 
first the membership of all the Senate committees? 

Mr. FALL. Yes. 

Mr, FLETCHER. 
committees? 

Mr. FALL. Yes. 

Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. FALL. No. 

Mr. FLETCHER. They are not the same proposition. The 
chairman of a committee, the Senator will concede, may be a 
member, but determining the membership of a committee does 
not determine the chairmanship. 

Mr. FALL. Certainly. 

Mr. FLETCHER. And determining the chairmanship of a 
committee does not determine its membership. Consequently 
there must be move than one proposition involved. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President 

Mr. FALL. I should like to answer one question at a time, 
and then I will yield to the Senator from Ohio. A Senator can 
offer an amendment to strike out the name of any proposed 
committeeman and insert another. Under these rules, the 
rights of the minority are absolutely protected. This is the 
question of the organization of the committees of the Senate. 
If the question were simply that we should now proceed to vote 
yea or hay upon the proposition to organize the Senate, and 
then if we should proceed to vote yea or nay upon the adoption 
of the list of committees proposed by the majority, while I do 
not think there is any individual right to have those questions 
separated, I am perfectly frank to say as far as I am concerned 
there would be no earthly objection to having them separated. 

The rights of the minority in the matter of suggesting substi- 
tutes for chairmen and other members of committees, as Sena- 
tors all know, are absolutely protected. 

Now, Mr. President, what is it all about? I am in the habit 
of speaking very plainly when it becomes necessary for me to 
speak at all. What is this all about? The people of the United 
States of America at the last election declared their confidence 
in the Republican Party in so far as vesting in them a majority 
of the membership of the United States Senate was concerned. 
It has come to the knowledge of certain gentlemen belonging 
to the other party, through newspaper reports, that there has 
been a divergence of opinion between certain majority mem- 
bers upon this side as to certain chairmanships of certain com- 
mittees. Certain propositions have been made by Members of 
the other side to this side as to how the majority Members could 
be left in the lurch if we would trade with certain Members on 
the other side with reference to the organization of the Senate. 
This is real patriotism! 

I want to say to my friends upon the other side that the 
reports which they have read in the papers as to a division 
on this side have been very much exaggerated, as they are now 
aware. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FALL. I yield for a question, and only for a question. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like to know how the Senator 
came to that conclusion? 

Mr. FALL. What conclusion? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That the reports were exaggerated. 

Mr. FALL. I have been of that conclusion since the very 
beginning. Undoubtedly I have never placed in the reports 
the confidence which the Senator himself has placed in them. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator know the opinion held 
by the leading members of his party, by the leader of the 
party and the chairman of the committee on committees? 


Does the rule need the explana- 
Tt seems to me there is not very 


it contains 


It contains second the chairmen of these 


Are not those two separate propositions? 
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Mr. FALL. I have no immediate means of translating for 
the Senator the minds of those Senators to whom he has referred 
nor can I say ie him that I have had any confidential communica- 
tion or communication of any kind or character with either of 
those gentlemen upon the subject which he has called up. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. When the Senator expressed the view 
that certain of his colleagues have no intention of taking an 
independent position, did he speak as a result of personal con- 
ferences with them? 

Mr. FALL. That pertion of the statement which I made was 
l upon the report to me of the endeavor of certain Senators 
upon the other side to make a trade, to be perfectly frank, with 
the majority Members upon this side; and in that way I have 
heard the question discussed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Where did the Senator get the impres- 
sion that certain Senators upon his side of the Chamber, who 
have been speken of in the papers as averse to voting for cer- 
tain candidates for committees, did not intend to carry out 
their proposed program? 

Mr. FALL. I may say the newspaper reports as to their senti- 
ments and their position upon this side were very much exag- 
gerated. I obtained the information, I may say the knowledge, 
from conferences with those Senators myself individually. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It was like the report of the death of 
Mark Twain. He denounced it as exaggerated. 

Mr. FALL. The Senator is not only partisan but facetious. 

Mr. President, the country will understand what this play is 
to-day. It is the effort upon the part of the minority, I think 
for the first time in the history of this body, to interpose objec- 
tion to the organization and the orderly conduct of business 
by the duly elected majority. I think it is the first time. The 
Senator would undoubtedly have discovered them if there had 
precedents for the remarkable efforts which he has 
been making here this morning. 

Mr. FLETCHER. May I ask the Senator one other question? 

Mr. FALL. I yield only for a question. 

Mr. FLETCHER. In referring to precedents, did the Senator 
ever know of either side of the Chamber before with a majority 
of two proposing to put upon each of four standing committees 
of the Senate a majority of three? 

Mr. FALL. That is the point at issue. I have never known 
Senators to go to the other side and say in respect to two or 
three votes that you might need, “ We will help you out, provided 
you give us more members for the minority than we gave you 
last session.” Does the Senator know anything about that 
proposition? 

Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. PITTMAN. 

Mr. FALL. 
question. 

Mr. PITTMAN. As a Member of this side, I do not like to 
allow the Senator to be so indirect in his reference to Members 
on this side. I know of no such proposition having been made. 
I challenge the Senator to disclose the proposition. 

Mr. FALL. I am glad to have the individual statement of 
the Senator. Let it go upon record for what it is worth. 

Mr. President, I have not been exceedingly partisan during 
my membership in this bedy. I had no intention of engaging 
in any partisan controversy of any character at all upon entering 
the body at this session, 

For myself, I was not here during the Republican conference, 
called prior to the meeting of this body. I was not present at 
the conference called to pass upon the committees, but I was 
sent fer after the committee list had been adopted. Believing 
then, as I know new and as I knew then, that some of the Mem- 
bers upon the other side, and I have carefully made that dis- 
tinction in every statement which I have made, were mistaken 
as to the seriousness and the gravity of the disputes upon this 
and that the newspapers had very much exaggerated them, 
and not having been at the conferences, not having voted for the 
list of committees, I consulted with the Senators myself. I 
joined them in insistence upon an open conference with the Re- 
publicans to pass upon the organization of the Senate. That was 
held. It imay be that the Senator from Nebraska, who is making 

motions, knows something of some hidden motives or con- 

viction or intention of seme of the Senators who were represented 

at that meeting of which I have no knowledge. I do not believe 
hws 

Mr. President, it is a most remarkable thing that this early 
in the game, to use an ordinary colloquialism, partisanship 
should be injected into the proceedings of this body, and yet it 
has been sedulously and insidiously so injected from the first 
words uttered in the Chamber. It is the evident belief and I 
presume sincere belief of some of the Senators who are follow- 
ing the President of the United States in the very important 


base 


existed 


I do not 
Mr. President- 
I will yield to the Senator from Nevada for a 
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negotiations of the matters now pending in Kurope, I presume 
it is the sincere conviction of some of those Senators, because 
I think they have been hypnotized for several years past, either 
by some great hypnotist versed in the science or by the operation 
of self-hypnotism, into the belief, until they entertain it sin- 
cerely, that any man upon this side or out of this Chamber who 
does not swallow the proposed league of nations is not sincere 
in his opposition, but that he is merely partisan in his desire 
to injure it in some way or to destroy, if not impair, the influ- 
ence of the President of the United States; and at the same time 
they have been so hypnotized, and by the operation of their own 
mental faculties so continue to hypnotize themselves, that they 
agreed first that the first draft was absolutely correct and 
should be adopted, and second, of course, when it is suggested 
naturally, because I understand one of the things about hyp- 
notism is suggestion and autosuggestion, that an amendment 
should be made, they at once insist that it is now perfected, and 
that they, and they alone, are the patriots. 

Is it not a remarkable exhibition that when we proceed to 
discuss a resolution presented before this body for additional 
information, and incidental to such discussion that we proceed 
to discuss shortly a most important proposition presented to the 
people of the world to-day, that because we may be divided into 
two camps, one line of thought opposing it, the other approving 
it, those approving it are patriots and those opposing it are 
either‘ traitors or else solely partisans, desirous of impairing 
the influence of the President of the United States, for political 
purposes, as charged by the Senator from Nebraska, who has 
been leading the great Foreign Relations Committee of the 
United States Senate, as I understood his remarks in this body? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the Senator intimated a 
few moments ago that we were obstructing the operations of the 
Senate in organizing. The instructions of the committee by 
which I appear here to-day are not to object, not to delay, and 
we are ready to come to a vote. I simply asked the Presiding 
Officer to rule whether we have a right to a separate vote. If 
we have, we are ready to take it without five minutes’ delay. 

Mr. FALL. I doubt not, Mr. President, the Senator does not 
like the few remarks I am making, and there may be others 


; made during the precedure here that he may not approve any 


nore, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FALL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not ask the Senator to yield. I de- 
sire to make a point of order. The point of order is that the 
point of order submitted to the Chair is not subject to debate. 

Mr. FALL. Having been debated upon the other side of the 
proposition at some length 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know anything 
about it, except what has been stated during the last 10 min- 
utes. The rule is that when a point of order is made the Chair 
should pass upon it without debate, and if an appeal is made to 
the Senate from the decision of the Chair you can talk about it 
all day. 

The Senator from New Mexico says that Rule XVIII, which 
reads, “If the question in debate contains several propositions, 
any Senator may have the same divided,” means that he can 
have it divided if the Senate is willing to have it divided. I do 
not think so. I think any Senator has the right to have a ques- 
tion divided. More than that, by Rule XXIV it is provided 
that— 

In the appointment of the standing committees, the Senate, unless 
otherwise ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint severally the 
chairman of each committce— 

Not the chairmen of all committees, but 
each committee ”— 
and then, by one ballot, the other members necessary to complete the 
same. 

The Chair rules that the question is divisible and any Sena- 
tor has a right to have a vote on the chairman of any commit- 
tee submitted by this report. From that I suppose there will be 
an appeal. 

Mr. FALL. Oh, no, indeed. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I withdraw the order I offered 
and now offer the following order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Senate proceed to the appointment of the majority 
chairmen and members of the standing committees of the Senate, and 
that the chairmen and members thereof proposed in any motion or 
resolution be voted upon by roll call without division of the question. 

Mr. FLETCHER. That means an amendment to the rules by 
a majority vote. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; it is not an amendment to the rules at 
all. It is under Rule XXIV, 


“the chairman of 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
right under Rule XVIII to have a separate vote on the different 
questions, 


I object to it because it destroys our 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Unfortunately, Rule XXIV pro- 
vides that the Senate may otherwise order how the committees 
shal be selected. The Chair will have to overrule the point of 
order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
division? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair holds, and so announced 
a moment ago, that the procedure for the election of committee- 
men is provided for in Rule XXIV, providing for the appoint- 
ment of committees of the Senate, read by'the Chair heretofore. 
Tt reads: 

In the appointment of the standing committees, the Senate, unless 
otherwise ordered, shall proeeed by ballot to appoint severally the 
chairman of each committee, and then, by one ballot, the other mem- 
bers necessary to complete the same. 

In ruling upon the former point of order, the Chair rrfled that, 
without any motion to divide, it was the duty of the Senate, un- 
less otherwise ordered, to elect each chairman separately. The 
rule provides that it can be otherwise ordered. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, Then, if this motion should be carried, 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopgr] would present his 
list of committee membership and chairmen, and it would be 
open to amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly; open to amendment by 
striking out and inserting. There is no doubt about that. The 
rule clearly provides on the face of it that if there is a contest 
about it the chairman of each committee must be separately 
elected by a majority vote, but that the Senate can otherwise 
order about the election. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will offer what I send to the desk as a 
substitute for the resolution which has been offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it a motion to strike out and insert? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator will listen, he will ascer- 
tain in a moment. It is a substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That it is the sense of the Senate that the apparent Republican ma- 
jority in the Senate being only two, it is neither just nor necessary that 
the Republicans should receive more than two majority on any cemmit- 
tee: And it is therefore further 

Resolved, That in all cases where a larger majority is proposed the 
noneanaty reduction shall be made by the authority making such pro- 
posal. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask for a roll call on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 49, nays 45, as follows: 

YEAS—49. 


I understand the Chair declines to give a 


Ball France Lodge Poindexter 
sorah Frelinghuysen McCormick Sherman 
Brandegee Gronna McCumber Smoot 
Calder Hale McLean Spencer 
Capper Harding McNary srening 
Colt Johnson, Cal. Moses Sutherland 
Cummins Jones, Wash. Nelson Townsend 
Curtis Kellogg New Wadsworth 
Dillingham Kenyon Newberry Warren 
Edge Keyes Norris Watson 
Pikins Knox Page 
Fall La Follette Penrose* 7 
Fernald Lenroot Phipps 
NAYS—45. 
Ashurst Hitchcock Pittman Stanley 
jankhead Jones, N. Mex. Pomerene Swanson 
Beckham Kendrick Ransdell Thomas 
Chamberlain King Reed. Trammell 
Culberson Kirby Robinson Underwood 
Dial McKellar Sheppard Walsh, Mass, 
Fletcher Martin Shields Walsh, Mont, 
Gay Myers Simmons Williams 
Gore Nugent Smith, Ariz. Wolcott 
Harris Overman Smith, Ga. 
Harrison Owen Smith, Md. 
Henderson Phelan Smith, 8. Cc. 


So the motion to lay Mr. HrrcHecock’s amendment on the table 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. On the motion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, just a moment before 
the vote is taken. I only wish to call attention to the effect of 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. 
Its object is apparent. Under the rule, unless otherwise di- 
rected, we should vote fer the chairman of each committee 
separately. A yea-and-nay vote might be asked for on each 
selection. Now, proceeding under the order first offered by 


the Senator from Massachusetts, we asked for a division of the 








i good faith; we have voted upon it in good faith. Some of us 





question, so as to have a vote on the individual chairmen of 
committees separately. The Senator from Massachusetts with- 
drew his first resolution when a separate vote on each chair- 
man was practically assured and offered a new resolution, the 
one now before the Senate. It provides: 

That the Senate proceed to the appointment of the majority chair- 
men and members of the standing committees of the Senate, and that 
the chairmen and members thereof proposed in any motien or reselu- 
tion be voted upon by roll call without division of the question. 

That is simply intended, as I gather it, to prevent a division 
of the question and to prevent a separate vote on individual 
chairmen of committees. Under the ruling of the Chair such 
a motion is in order. Of course it is not for me to express any 
disapproval of the policy of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
but I take it for granted that every Senator does understand 
exactly what this means. I, however, wish to call attention to 
it and the connection in which it is offered in order that there 
may be no doubt about it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia is en- 
tirely correct as to the purpose of the resolution, which I hope 
and trust is apparent. For the first time in my service in the 
Senate, I believe probably for the first time in the history of 
the Senate, an attempt has been made by one party to dictate 
the choice of chairmen or of other members of committees by 
another party. I have never before seen that done. The at- 
tempt here is to dictate or to interfere with the selection of 
Republican members of the committees. We could do the same 
thing if we chose to as to committees of the other party. We 
could leave them off if we were disposed to doe so; we have the 
majority, but we feel that the make-up of your committees is 
your business and your responsibility, and that the make-up of 
our committees is our business and our responsibility. That 
is the ordinary rule of courtesy and good manners which I have 
never before seen violated in the Senate. 

Mr. President, I hope we may have a vote on the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted—yeas 49, nays 
45, as follows: 


YEAS—49. 
tall France Lodge Poindexter 

Borah Frelinghuysen MeCormick Sherman 
srandegee Gronna McCumber Smoot 
Calder Hale McLean Spencer 
Capper Harding MeNary Sterling 
Colt Johnson, Calif. Moses Sutherland 
Cummins Jones, Wash. Nelson Townsend 
Curtis Kellogg New Wadsworth 
Dillingham Kenyon Newberry Warren 
Edge Keyes Norris Watson 
Elkins Knox Page 
Fall La Follette Penrose 
Fernald Lenroot Phipps 

NAYS—45. 
Ashurst Hitchcock Pittman Stanley 
Bankhead Jones, N. Mex, Pomerene Swansen 
Beckham Kendrick Ransdell Thomas 
Chamberlain King Reed Trammell 
Culberson Kirby Robinson Underwood 
Dial McKellar Sheppard Walsh, Mass. 
Fletcher Martin Shields Walsh, Mont. 
Gay Myers Simmons Williams 
Gore Nugent Smith, Ariz. Wolcott 
Harris Overman Smith, Ga. 
Harrison Owen Smith, Md. 
Henderson Phelan Smith, 8. C. 


NOT VOTING—2. 
Johnson, S. Dak. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS and Mr. LODGE addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colerado. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts indulged in a remark before the vote was taken which I 
do not believe—— 

Mr. LODGE. May I not make my motion, in order to get 
something before the Senate? 

Mr. THOMAS. [If the Senator will parden me a moment, I 
have the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought I had. 

Mr. THOMAS. I was about to say that the Senator, before 
the vote just taken, indulged in a display of temper and made 
a remark reflecting upon the minority, which I am not disposed 
te permit to pass unchallenged. 

The Republican majority in the Senate is a very slender one. 
If we are to judge from reports of proceedings, that majority 
has not been made a certainty until very recently. The Demo- 


Gerry 


| cratic minority have felt, and they still feel—and they are per-— 


fectly honest about it—that no committee ef the Senate necd 
have a greater majority than the majority upon the floor. Hence 
the motion of the Senator from Nebraska. It was offered in 
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have felt that, owing to the very attenuated majority upon the 
other side, which I am disposed to think is still uncertain, we 
mighi be justified in offering somewhat greater obstruction to 
the organization of the Senate than has thus far been offered. 
I certainly trust that the Senator will not indulge in such 
reflections upon the minority in the future. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer the order which I send 
to the desk. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts whether this is the same list which was 
presented under his former resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. It is precisely the same as the one read this 
morning. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I presume it might be possible to avoid 
the rereading of this list. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I should be very glad to 
avoided. I ask that the reading may be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to omitting 
the reading of the names? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The order is as follows: 

Ordered, That the chairmen and majority members of the standing 
committees of the Senate be the follewing Senators: 

On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress: 
Penrose, Sutherland, and Keyes. 

On Agriculture and Forestry : 
Norris, Kenyon, Wadsworth, jr., France, 

On Appropriations: Messrs. Warren 
Washington, Curtis, Kenyon, Sherman, 
and Newberry. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 
Calder (chairman), Smoot, and France. 

On Banking and Currency: Messrs. McLean 
Gronna, Norris, Frelinghuysen, Pe nrose, Calder, 

On Canadian Relations: Messrs. Hale 
worth, Spencer, and Newberry. 

On the Census: Messrs. Sutherland (chairman), 
Townsend, New, Calder, and Moses. 

On Civil Service and Retrenchinent : 
Cummins, La Follette, Smoot, Colt, Ball, 

On Claims: Messrs. Spencer (chairman), Gronna, 
Fernald, Frelinghuysen, New, Keyes, and Capper. 

On Coast and Insular Survey: Messrs. Edge (chairman), 
Sterling, Hale, and Borah. 

On Coast Defenses : Messrs. 
son, Calder, Lenroot, and Ball. 

On Commerce: Messrs. Jones of Washington 
Sherman, Harding, Fernald, Calder, Lenroot, Colt, McNary, 
Edge 

On Conservation of National Resources: Messrs. Colt, 
der, Hale, France, La Follette, Kellogg, and McCormick. — 
On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia: 

Follette, Sherman, and Brandegee. 
On Cuban Relations: Messrs. Johnson 
Knox, and McCormick. 

On Disposition of Useless Papers 
Messrs. France, Warren, McCumber. 

On the District of Columbia: Messrs. 
ham. Jones of Washington, Calder, Néw, 

On Education and Labor: Messrs. 
McLean, Sterling, and Vhipps. 

On Engrossed Bills: Messrs. Warren and Elkins. 

On Enrolled Bills: Messrs. Ball (chairman) and Curtis. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service : 
Nelson, Jones of Washington, and Elkins. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture: 
(chairman), Wadsworth, and Keyes 

On Expenditures in the Department of Commerce: 
(chairman), Fall, and McNary. 

On Expenditures in the Interior 
dexter, and La Follette. 

On Expenditures in 
Spencer, and France. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Labor: 
(chairman), Kellogg, and Kenyon. f 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department: Messrs. Dillingham, Lodge, 
and Newberry. 

On Expenditures in the Post Office Department : 
man). Watson, and Edge. 

On Expenditures in the Department of State: 
man), Penrose, and Hale. 

On Expenditures in the 
Cummins, and Ball. 

On 2 xpenditures in the War Department: 
and Tage 

} Inance: 
e, Dillingham, 

On Fisheries: 
Fernald, Moses, 

On the Five 
Wadsworth. 

(in Foreign Relations : 
Brandegee, Fall. Knox, 


Moses 


On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game: 
Sherman, New, Warren, and Edge. 

On the Geological Survey: Messrs. 
Dillingham. 

On Immigration : Messrs. Colt (chairman), Dillingham, 
lit Johnson of C alifornia, Ke yes, and Edge. 

On indian Affairs: Messrs. Curtis (chairman), La Follette, 
Fall, Fernald, McNary, Spencer, Nelson, and McCormick. 

On Indian Depredations: Messrs. Poindexter, McCumber, 
Frelinghuysen, Warren, and Curtis. 

Qn Industrial Expositions: Messrs. Gronna, Norris, 
logg. Lodge, Kenyon, and Newberry, 


have 


Messrs. 
Messrs, Sree (chairman), Page, 
MeNary, Capper, and Keyes. 

(chairman), Smoot, 
Gronna, Hale, Spencer, Phipps, 


(chairman), Page, 
Newberry, and Keyes. 
(chairman), Sherman, Wads- 


La Follette, McLe:.n, 


Messrs. Sterling (chairman). 
and Capper. 
Wadsworth, 


Townsend, 


Frelinghuysen (chairman), Fernald, Nel- 
(chairman), Nelson, 
Ball, and 


Gronna, Cal- 


La 


of Californin (chairman), 


in the Executive Departments: 
Sherman (chairman), Dilling- 
Ball, Capper, and Elkins. 

Kenyon (chairman), Borah, Page, 


Messrs. Bran- 
degee, 
Messrs. Capper 


Messrs. Elkins 


Department: Messrs. Smoot, Poin 


the Department of Justice: Messrs. Borah, 


Messrs. McCormick 


Messrs. Keyes (chair- 
Messrs. Phipps (chair- 
Treasury Messrs. 


Department: Harding, 


Messrs. Townsend, Norris, 


McCumber, Smoot, La Fol- 
Calder, and Sutherland. 
(chairman), Jones of Washington, 


Messrs. 


Messrs. Penrose (chairman), 
McLean, Curtis, Watson, 
Messrs. Newberry 
and McNary. 

Civilized Tribes of Indians: Norris, Colt, and 
Messrs. Lodge (chairman), McCumber, Borah, 
Harding, Johnson of California, New, and 


Messrs. McLean, 
Norris, Sutherland, Penrose, and 
Penrose, 
Gronna, 


Watson, 


Jones of | 


Messts. | 
rt | Sterling, 


Messrs. | 


' 


gee, Borah, Cummins, Colt, Sterling, 


| Sutherland, 


On Interoceanic Canals: Messrs. Borah (chairman), Page, Cummins, 
| Colt, Calder, Knox, Johnson of California, and Edge. 

On Interstate Commerce: Messrs. Cummins (chairman), Townsend, 
La Follette, Poindexter, McLean, Watson, Kellogg, Fernald, Freling- 
huysen, and Elkins. 

To investigate Trespassers upon Indian 
Washington, Sutherland, and Townsend. 

On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
(chairman), Jones of Washington, Borah, 
Gronna, Fall, and Phipps. 

On_ the Judiciary : Messrs, 


Jones of 


Lands: Messrs. McNary 
Johnson of California, 


Lands: Messrs, 


Nelson (chairman), Dillingham, Brande- 
Fall, Norris, and Kellogg 

On the Library : : Me SSTS. Brandegee (chairman), Wadaweetth, 
Johnson of California, and Knox. 

On Manufactures: Messrs. La Follette 
| Fernald. McNary, and Gronna. 

On Military Affdirs: Messrs. 


New, Frelinghuysen, 


Moses, 
(chairman), Lodge, Kenyon, 


Wadsworth (chairman), Warren, 
Johnson of Califorpia, Knox, Len- 


| root, Spencer, and Capper. 


it 


On Mines and Mining: Messrs. Poindexter 
Sutherland, McCormick, Phipps, and Newberry. 
On the Mississippi River and its Tributaries: 
Wadsworth, Nelson, and Spencer. 
On National Banks: Messrs. 


(chairman), Sterling, 


Messrs. Cummins, 


Kellogg (chairman), Lenroot, and 


| Elkins. 





| Capper. 


| ington, 


| lay 
| may take the floor. 


Ster- | 
| Cummins 

| Curtis 

| Dillingham 


| Elkins 
Sutherland, Kel- | 
| Fernald 


| dexter, Hale, Ball, 


On Naval Affairs: Messrs. Page (chairman), 
McCormick, Newberry, 
Islands and Vorto Rico: Messrs. Fall (chairman), 
dexter, Fernald, Harding, Watson, Kenyon, and McCormick. 

On Pacific Railroads: Messrs. Brandegee, McCumber, Townsend, Wat- 
son, Lenroot, and Capper. 


On Patents: Messrs. Norris (chairman), 


Penrose, Lodge, Poin- 
and Keyes. 


On Pacific Voin- 


srandegee, Knox, and Kel- 


| logge. 


On Pensions: Messrs. McCumber 
Sherman, New, Elkins, and Ball. 


On the Philippines: Messrs. 


(chairman), Smoot, Poindexter, 
Harding (chairman), Kenyon, Knox, 
Johnson of California, McNary, Curtis, Frelinghuysen, and Hale. 

On Post Offices and Post Roads: Messrs. Townsend (chairman), 
France, Poindexter, Moses, McCormick, Edge, Elkins, and 
Phipps. < 

On Printing: Messrs. Moses (chairman), Smoot, Page, New, and 

On 
Edge. 

On Privileges and Elections: Messrs. Dillingham (chairman), 
yon, Sherman, Fall, Knox, Spencer, Wadsworth, Watson, and Edge. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds: Messrs. Fernald (chairman), 
Warren, Curtis, Sutherland, Frelinghuysen, France, Lenroot, Spencer, 
and Keyes. 

On Public 


Private Land Claims: Messrs. Nelson, and 


Ken- 


Townsend, Moses, 


Hlealth and National Quarantine: 
man), Townsend, Frelinghuysen, Penrose, Harding, and Ball. 

On Public Lands: Messrs. Smoot (chairman), Fall, Norris, Sterling, 
Kellogg, McNary, McCumber, Poindexter, and Lenroot. 

On Railroads: Messrs. Lenroot (chairman), Lodge, 
ham, Phipps, and Newberry. 

On Revolutionary Claims: 

On Rules: Messrs. Knox (chairman), Nelson, Cummins, Curtis, 
Moses, and McCormick. 

On Standards, Weights, and Measures: 
Kellogg. 

On Territories: Messrs. New (chairman), 
Harding, Hale, Borah, apd Smoot. 
On oo Routes to the Seaboard : 
Sherman, Phipps, and Capper. 

On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products: 
and France, 

On the University of the United States: 
gee, McCumber, Colt, Sterling, and Elkins. 

On Woman Suffrage: Messrs. Watson (chairman), 
ington, Nelson, Cummins, and Johnson of California. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution provides that it 
shall be voted on by a roll call without a division of the question. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, on this question we are 
simply going to ask for a record vote. I will state to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that we felt it proper that we should 
develop on the other side the fact that the chairmen of the 
committees proposed by the majority represent the unanimous 
wish’ of all elements ‘on the Republican side of the Chamber. 
Having demonstrated that fact by the votes heretofore taken, 
we simply wish a record vote upon this proposition of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 

I will say furthermore that there is another reason, 
of courtesy, for avoiding unnecessary discussion here, and that 
is that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson] has been 
prevented from delivering an address which was by notice 
scheduled for to-day. I trust that there may be no further de- 
in taking this vote, so that the Senator from Arkansas 
_ Task for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution calls for the yeas 
and nays. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The yeas and nays were taken and resulted—yeas 49, nay 
as follows: 


Messrs. France (chair- 
Warren, Dillins- 


and Lenroot. 
Hale, 


Messrs. Lodge, Kellogg, 


Messrs. Harding, Borah, and 


McLean, Jones of Wash- 


Messrs. McCumber, Lodge, 
Messrs. Page, McLean, 


Messrs. Dillingham, Brande- 


Jones of Wash- 


a reason 


s 42, 


YEAS—49. 
Lodge 
McCormick 
McCumber 
McLean 
MeNary 
Moses 
Nelson 


Ball 

Sorah 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Capper 
Colt 


France 
Frelinghuysen 
Gronna 

Hale 

Harding 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kenyon 

Keyes 

Knox 

La Follette 
Lenroot 


Poindexter 
Sherman 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterlin 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson 


New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Page 
Penrose 
Phipps 


Ldge 


Fall 
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Phelan 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdeli 
Reed 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga, 


NOT VOTING—5. 
Smith, Md. 


Ashurst 
Bankhead 
Beckham 
Chamberiain 
Culberson 
Dial 
Fletcher 
Gay 

Gore 
Harris 
Harrison 


Henderson 
Hitchcock 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Kendrick 
King 
Kirby 
McKellar 
Myers 
Nugent 
Overman 
Owen 


Smith, 8. C. 
Stanley 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wolcott 


Gerry Martin 


Johnson, 8, Dak. 


So the resolution of Mr. Longe was agreed to. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I offer 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Ordered, That the minority membership of the Senate standing com- 
mittees be composed of the following Senators. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to this list, which is official and 
has been printed, and I will state that we are perfectly willing 
to give unanimous consent for its adoption without having it 
read. 

Mr. LODGE. I think, as this matter has never been read into 
the Recorp, that the names of the minority Senators had better 
be read in and then agreed to unanimously. 

»Mr. HITCHCOCK. Very well. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress: Messrs. 
Simmons (chairman) and Stanley. 

On Agriculture and lorestry : Messrs. Gore, Smith of South Carolina. 
fe of Georgia, Ransdell, Johnson of South Dakota, Kendrick, and 

arrison. 

On Appropriations : Messrs. Martin, Overman, Owen, Smith of Mary- 
land, Culberson, Underwood, Smith of Arizona, Gay, and Harris. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: Messrs. 
Jones of New Mexico and McKellar. 

On Banking and Currency: Messrs. Owen, Hitchcock, 
Fictcher, Kendrick, Henderson, and Walsh of Massachusetts. 

On Canadian Relations: Messrs. Kendrick, Myers, Walsh of Massa- 
chusetts, and Harris. 

On the Census: Messrs. King, McKellar, and 
Walsh of Massachusetts. 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment: McKellar, 
Bankhead, Kirby, and Wolcott. 

On Claims: Messrs. Robinson, Johnson of South Dakota, Beckham, 
Trammell, Wolcott, and Henderson, 

On Coast and Insular Survey : Messrs. Gay, Culberson, 
Harrison, 

On Coast Defenses: 
berlain, and Swanson. 

On Commerce: Messrs. Fletcher, Chamberlain, Ransdell, Sheppard, 
Martin, Bankhead, Simmons, Reed, and Kirby. 

On Conservation of National Resources: Messrs. Smith of South 
Carolina (chairman), Bankhead, Smith of Arizona, Johnson of South 
Dakota, King, Kendrick, and Henderson. 

On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia: Messrs. 
Pomerene (chairman) and Ashurst. 

On Cuban Relations: Messrs. Underwood and Dial. 

On Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments : 
Messrs. Walsh of Montana (chairman) and Martin. 

On the District of Columbia: Messrs. Smith of Maryland, Pomerene, 
Phelan, King, Sheppard, and Dial. 

On Education and Labor: Messrs. Smith of Georgia, Jones of New 
Mexico. McKellar, Wolcott, and Walsh of Massachusctts. 

On Engrossed Bills: Mr. Overman (chairman). 

On Enrolled Bills: Mr. Dial. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service: Messrs. 
Smith of Maryland (chairman), Culberson, and Robinson. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture: Messrs. 
mons and Underwood. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Commerce: Messrs. Wolcott 
and Stanley. 

On Expenditures in Bankhead 
(chairman) and Martin, 

On Expenditures in the Department of Justice: Messrs. Gore (chair- 
man) and Robinson. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Labor: Messrs. Beckham and 
Shields. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department: Messrs. Swanson (chair- 
man) and Gay. 

On Expenditures 
Culberson. 

On Expenditures 
Dial. 

On Expenditures 
Georgia (chairman) and Trammell. 

On Expenditures in the War Department: 
(chairman) and Harrison. 

On Finance: Messrs. Simmons, Williams, Thomas, Gore, Jones of New 
Mexico, Gerry, and Nugent. 

On Fisheries : Messrs. Fletcher, Martin, Wolcott, and Gay. 

On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians: Messrs. Owen 
and Myers. 

On Foreigs Relations: Messrs. Hitchcock, Williams, Swanson, Pom- 
erene, Smith of Arizona, Pittman, and Shields. 

On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game: Messrs. Hitch- 
eock (chairman), Overman, Myers, and Thomas. 

On the Geological Survey: Messrs. Smith of Arizona (chairman), 
Smith of South Carolina, and Trammell. 


Williams 


the resolution 


Pomerene, 
Sheppard, Ashurst, 

Messrs. Ransdcll, 
3ankhead, and 


Messrs. Smith of Maryland, Gerry, Wolcott, Cham- 


Sim- 


the Interior Department: Messrs. 


in the Department of State: Messrs. Myers and 


in the Treasury Department: Messrs. Smith of 


Messrs, Chamberlain 


(chairman) 


in the Post Office Department: Messrs. King and | 
| 
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- On Immigration: Messrs. Gore, Gerry, Nugent, King, Harris, and 
arrison. 

On Indian Affairs : Messrs. Ashurst, Owen, Johnson of South Dakota, 
Walsh of Montana, Kendrick. Jones of New Mexico, and Nugent. 

On Indian Depredations : Messrs. Myers (chairman), Swanson, Pome- 
rene, Kendrick, and Stanley. 

On Industrial Expositions: Messrs. Pittman 
Ilenderson, Gore, Harris, and Stanley. 

Qn Interoceanic Canals: Messrs. Walsh of Montana, Simmons, Phe- 
lan, Kirby, Trammell, and Ransdell. 

On Interstate Commerce : Messrs. Smith of South Carolina, Pomerene, 
Myers, Robinson, Underwood, Wolcott, and Stanley. 

To Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands: 
(chairman) and Nugent 

On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands: Messrs. Phelan, —_— 
pard, Walsh of Montana, Smith of Arizona, Henderson, and Kendrick. 
_On_ the Judiciary: Messrs. Culberson, Overman, Reed, Ashurst, 
Shields, Walsh of Montana, Smith of Georgia, and King. 

On the Library: Messrs. Williams, Beckham, and McKellar. 

On Manufactures : Messrs. Smith of South Carolina, Pomerene, Jones 
of New Mexico, Reed, and Walsh of Massachusetts. 

On Military Affairs : Messrs. Chamberlain, Hitchcock, Fletcher, Myers, 
Thomas, Sheppard, Beckham, Kirby, and McKellar. 

On Mines and Mining: Messrs. Henderson, Walsh of Montana, Ash- 
urst, and Phelan. 

On the Mississippi River and its Tributaries: Messrs. Ransdell (chair- 
man), Shields, and Kirby. 

On National Banks: Messrs. Gerry and Dial. 

On Naval Affairs: Messrs. Swanson, Smith of Maryland, Phelan, 
Pittman, Walsh of Montana, Gerry, Trammell, and King. 

On Pacific Islands and Perto Rico: Messrs. Sheppard, Trammell, Nu- 
gent, Harrison, and Gore. 

On Pacific Railroads: Messrs. Thomas (chairman), Johnson of South 
Dakota, Kendrick, Dial, and Stanley. 

On Patents: Messrs. Kirby, Smith of South Carolina, and Gore. 

On Pensions: Messrs. Walsh of Montana, Johnson of South Dakota, 
Phelan, King, Gay, and Walsh of Massachusetts. 

On the Philippines: Messrs. Fletcher, Beckham, Phelan, Hitchcock, 
Robinson, Chamberlain, and Shields, 

On Post Offices and Post Roads: Messrs. Bankhead, Peckham, Mc- 
Kellar, Henderson, Gay, Walsh of Massachusetts, and Dial. 

On Printing: Messrs. Smith of Arizona, Fletcher, and Ransdell. 

On Private Land Claims: Messrs. Culberson (chairman), Thomas, 
and Hitchcock. 

On Privileges and Elections: Messrs. Pomerene, Reed, Walsh of Mon- 
tana, King, Wolcott, and Ashurst. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds: Messrs. Reed, Ashurst, Culberson, 
Beckham, Trammell, Swanson, and Gay. 

On Public Health and National Quarantine: 
Fletcher, Owen, Underwood, and Harris. 

On Public Lands: Messrs. Myers, Smith of Arizona, Pittman, Cham- 
berlain, Phelan, Jones of New Mexico, Kendrick, and Johnson of South 
Dakota. 

On Railroads: Messrs. Gerry, Reed, Smith of Arizona, Williams, and 
Smith of South Carolina. 

On Revolutionary Claims: Messrs. Sheppard (chairman) and Harrison. 

On Rules: Messrs. Overman, Smith of Georgia, Owen, Underwood, and 
Harrison. 

On Standards, Weights, and Measures : 
Smith of Maryland. 

On Territories: Messrs. Pittman, Owen, Phelan, Nugent, and Cham- 
berlain. ; 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard: Messrs. Fletcher (chair- 
man), Sheppard, Bankhead, and Harris. 

On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products: 
(chairman) and Walsh of Massachusetts. 

On the University of the United States: 
Shields. Overman, McKellar, and_Dial. 

On Woman Suffrage: Messrs. Jones of New Mexico, Owen, Ransdell, 
and Johnson of South Dakota. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


RECORD—SENATE. 


(chairman), Overman, 


Messrs, Ashurst 


Messrs, Ransdell, 


Messrs. Reed (chairman) and 


Messrs. Shields 


Messrs. Williams (chairnian), 


TREATY OF PEACE. 


‘Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I wish to 
there is not an unfinished business of the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The wnfinished business was not 
laid before the Senate at the regular time on account of the 
question of privilege which was before the Senate. 

Mr, CURTIS. Is it not proper to lay the unfinished business 
before the Senate at this time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask that the unfinished business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
hour has expired. 

Mr. CURTIS. It comes up after the morning hour. 
lows the morning hour. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I decline to yicld to the Senator. 
. Mr. CURTIS. The Senator can speak to that. We co not 
ask 

Mr. ROBINSON. I decline to yield the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. CURTIS. There is nothing before the Senate, Mr. Presi- 
dent: and I ask that the unfinished business be laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I have the floor, and T ask 
that the resolution of the Senator from California [Mr. Jonn- 
SON] be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following resolution, which will be read. 


the Chair 


ask 


if 


I object, Mr. President. The morning 


It fol- 








CON (GRESSION AL RECORD—SENATE. 


The Sec 
JOH 


retary read Senate resolution 12,.submitted by Mr. 
son of California on the 20th instant, as follows: 
Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to 
the representatives of Germany ; and 
Wheres a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the 
nited States, and our people are entitled to know its full contents, 
1 to what, if ¢ uny, engagements they have been committed; and 

l as it is repotted in the press that the entire treaty has been 

cab d to the State Department and is now in the possession of the 

tate Department : Now, therefore, be it 
red, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
th to transmit to the Senate the full text of the’ treaty of 

ace completed at the Paris conference and delivered to the r 
itives of Germany. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I presume that every one 
here realizes that I could have taken the floor at an earlier 
time in the debate and proceeded, but it was exceedingly desir- 
able that the very important matter of the organization of the 
Senate be completed. 

The resolution of the 


represen- 


Senator from California [Mr. JoHN- 
son], requiring the Secretary of State to lay before the Senate 
a complete the proposed treaty of peace, can not with 
propriety be adopted at this time, for the reason that the nego- 
tiations still in progress. The press of the country has 
given notice of some changes that have been made since the 
resolution was first under consideration in this body, and it is 
quite possible that other changes may be made. 

The pi ‘oposed terms of peace as submitted by the Allies, if 
adopted, will render Germany powerless again to break the 
peace of the world. Reduced to harmlessness in military and 
naval forces, deprived of approximately 40,000 square miles of 
territory, stripped of cables, colonies, and shipping, restricted in 
fiscal policy, and compelled to submit to the neutralization of 
the territory east of the Rhine as an evidence of her good faith, 
Germany will be compelled throughout the future to regard her 
treaties and to observe international law. 

The proposed league of nations is a part of the treaty of 
peace. It has been discussed for several weeks by the members 
of the Senate. I desire to say in the outset, in reply to the 
statement made by the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. FAtr] 
a few moments ago that there is a disposition upon the part of 
those who want the league of nations to denounce and censure 
severely those who oppose it, that there is no such thought in 
my l. It is a qnestion that calls for candid and courageous 


copy of 


are 


mind. 
consideration by every member of the Senate. 

It is exceedingly regrettable that there should have 
during the course of this debate, a shameful display of par- 
tisanship touching .his important treaty. During the course 
of the debate in the Senate on last Friday it was pointed out 
that the leader of the majority and the whip of the majority, 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] and the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], had, prior to the reconvening of 
Congress in extraordinary session, sent to every member on the 
side of the chamber a telegram urging Republican mem- 
bers of the Senate to remain silent on the subject of the revised 
draft of the league of nations treaty until a party conference 
could be held, and the attitude of the party concerning the 
matter, in so far as that could be ascertained, determined. 
The Senator from Massachusetts stated last Friday that was 
strictly a nonpartisan telegram; that while it was sent only to 
Republican members of the Senate it was an impartial and 
nonpartisan request. 

Mr. President, the only way in which any measure has been 
or can be made a party issue in the United States Senate is 
through the action of the conference or caucus of the party de- 
siring to make it a party measure; and I respectfully submit 
that the remark of the Senator from Massachusetts that this 
request to Republicans was a nonpartisan act does not reflect 
credit upon his candor. 

I do not want to see this subject made a partisan issue. The 
Senator from Washington stated on last Friday that it was his 
desire that the issue shall be made partisan. My reason for 
desiring that it be considered in a nonpartisan spirit is not 
through fear that it will result in discrediting or defeating the 
political party with which I am allied, but is due to the fact 
that if it be made a partisan issue it will result in defeating 
the treaty of peace, in postponing or defeating the league of 
in compelling the United States in all probability ‘to 
part company with her Allies with whom she has been so closely 
connected in the prosecution of the war, and to go her own 
way and make a separate peace with the Imperial German 
Government. It is desirable to avoid that from every stand- 
point. 


been, 


other 


nations, 


NATIONS INSEPARABLE FROM PEACE TERMS. 

I have already stated that the league of na- 
a part of the treaty of peace as proposed. Its agencies 
made the principal factor in effectuating many of the im- 


LEAGUE OF 
Mr. President, 
tions is 


are 
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portant and complicated details of the proposed peace treaty 
proper. While other instrumentalities might be created to per- 
form the functions contemplated for the league of nations, the 
latter becomes an almost indispensable portion of the treaty of 
peace. The machinery of the league of nations is a logical and 
practicable agency for carrying out the details of the treaty. 
It would be ‘impracticable to enforce the treaty provisions 
respecting plebiscites, the neutralization of German territory 
east of the Rhine, and the government of former German col- 
onies without some agency corresponding in authority to the 
so-called league. 

When the first draft cf the proposed league of nations covenant 
was published, its provisions monopolized attention. They im- 
mediately became the subject of discussion in the press and be- 
fore assemblies throughout the Nation and, indeed, well-nigh 
throughout the world. Many Senate leaders impetuously de- 
— the document at variance with reliable American political 

raditions and subversive of our best institutions. On the whole 
the debates have been marked by ability and patriotism scarcely 
equaled since the time our Constitution was adopted. Yet in 
notable instances discussion of this subject has been character- 
ized by unaccountable misconception of the purposes and effects 
of the instrument. Some of the arguments directed against the 
treaty in principle are little different from those urged by cave 
men in opposition to any social order, while others, in favor of it, 
Seem to rest upon the theory that all that is necessary to con- 
summate a reform is to earnestly desire it. 

It is a common mistake to assume that great and difficult prob- 
lems may be solved in such patent way as to meet with universal 
approval and acceptance. Experience shows that no important 
public question is ever determined with that direct simplicity 
which academicians are in the habit of proposing. Great issues 
work themselves out after agitation and discussion. The solu- 
tion is usually a compromise not wholly satisfactory to either 
the advocates or opponents of reform. 

It was not expected that the first draft of the proposed 
league of nations treaty should escape criticism and meet with 
universal approval. Indeed, its authors expected changes to be 
made. They so declared at the time it was first presented. Leon 
Bourgeois, the French member of the committee, said: 

I do not present it as something final, but only as the result of an 
honest effort to be discussed and examined not only by this conference 
but by the public opinion of the world. 

Lord Robert Cecil, the British member of the committee, made 
the declaration: 

We are not seeking to produce for the world a building finished and 
complete in all respects. To have attempted such a thing would have 
been an arrogant picce of folly. All we have tried to do—all we have 
hoped to do—is to lay soundly and truly the foundations upon which 
our successors may build. 

Premier Orlando, the Italian member of the 
pressed this theught. He said: 

As the preseat debate has for its object to bring the whole sche ms 
before the public opinion of the world, I wish to bring to that debate my 
personal contribution. 

After the President’s return to Paris the committee resumed 
consideration of the subject, having the benefit of the criticisms 
offered in debates in the Senate and elsewhere and of much dis- 
cussion in the public press, and as a result have incorporated 
modified draft in the treaty of peace. It is regrettable that 
partisan politics should enter into this subject. 

SHAMEFUL DISPLAY OF PARTISANSHIP. 

The negotiation of a proper treaty of peace, a treaty that will 

mapaeage any the world against aggressions by Germany and repair 
in so far s possible the wrongs which she has done to unoffend- 
ing satilen is too important to be made a partisan issue. The 
preparation of a treaty which will promote good will where riv- 
alry and jealousy have heretofore threatened the security and 
prosperity of nations; the incorporation in the treaty of terms 
which will make possible the lightening of the tax burdens on 
our own people, is of supreme moment to Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike. The work of our representatives at the peace con- 
ference is so important, so complicated, and difficult that it should 
combine the sympathies and efforts of all loyal Americans. It 
is regrettable that a spirit of partisanship, exemplified in notable 
instances by Members of this body and displayed in editorials 
in many newspapers and periodicals, should have hampered and 
embarrassed the President and his associates in their labors at 
Paris. Surely no other subject which has arisen or can arise 
so vitally affects this Government and so earnestly invites non- 
partisan consideration and action. 

Since the beginning of the war we have heard much and read 
much concerning our obligation to support the President as the 
leader of the Nation. Assuming that the President acts in good 
faith and with full recognition of his responsibilities, it is just as 
much the duty of Senators and newspapers to support him in his 
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labors at the peace conference as it was to aid him as Chief Ex- 
ecutive and as Commander in Chief during actual hostilities, 
UNFAIR ATTACKS UPON THE PRESIDENT. 

Notwithstanding the considerations which require unity among 
our people the President has been the object of repeated unfair 
and bitter attacks from many sources at home, attacks which 
can only be justified upon the theory that he has either willingly 
betrayed or ignorantly sacrificed the cause he represents. 

When the first draft of the treaty was published, the President 
requested Senators to refrain from discussing it until after he 
had conferred with members of the committees in the Senate and 
House intrusted with subjects affecting foreign relations. The 
request was misconstrued by some and misrepresented by others. 
The manifest purpose of the request was to give the President 
and Senators the advantage of a mutual interchange of view- 
points, so that whatever modifications might be necessary should 
be harmoniously made, and the united support, if possible, of all 
factors in the treaty-making power brought to the league treaty 
as finally written. 

The request, however, was unfairly characterized as an effort 
to stifle debate and to suppress public knowledge of the terms 
of the instrument. The President was assailed here as a dictator 
and as an usurper. 

Deliberate misrepresentations were published upon the alleged 
authority of Senators attending the conference with the Presi- 
dent. Misrepresentations to the effect that the President ap- 
peared ignorant of the terms of the covenant and intolerant of 
opposition to them, when, as a matter of fact, exactly the re- 
verse was true. He disclosed astonishing and thorough famil- 
iarity with both the language and the legal construction of the 
treaty, and submitted himself to cross-examination by every Sen- 
ator and Representative attending the conference. He declared 
that certain clauses in the instrument needed clarification. These 
alleged interviews could only have one effect. They necessarily 
discredited the President, not only in this country but also before 
the people of the world, and materially impaired his influence 
at the peace conference. Notwithstanding the libelous char- 
acter of these reports attributed to certain Senators, those Sena- 
tors have never denied the authenticity of the falsehoods. The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock], in a speech before this 
body, characterized appropriately these false and damaging 
statements, but his speech was not expressly corroborated by 
the Senators alleged to have stated that the President displayed 
ignorance and an intolerant spirit during thé consultation with 
Senators at the White House. Neither candor nor justice would 
have been violated if the Senators had chosen to repudiate the 
interviews which everyone now knows were fabricated. 

REPUBLICAN LEADERS URGE SILENCE, 

This phase of the negotiations has recently assumed a humor- 
ous aspect. The leader of the majority in the Senate, the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], and the Republican whip 
[Mr. Curtis], who thought it amounted to usurpation in the 
President to request Senators to refrain from discussing the orig- 
inal draft until he could confer with them, with ridiculous in- 
consistency, have appealed to all Republican Senators to with- 
hold opinions concerning the revised draft. The Senator from 
Idaho, who has fretted because of secrecy in the proceedings 
at the peace conference, at once held a secret conference with 
the Senator from Massachusetts and, after the conference, gave 
to the world the astonishing,. lucid, and frank information that 
“the conference had been very satisfactory.” 

The press article respecting this partisan request is as fol- 
lows: 

SILENCE ASKED OF G, 0. P. SENATORS—LODGE URGES THEM NOT TO DISCUSS 
LEAGUE OF NATIONS UNTIL AFTER A CONFERENCE. 
WASHINGTON, April 29. 

Telegrams were sent to all Republican Senators to-day by Senator 
Lopce, of Massachusetts, floor leader, and Senator Curtis, of Kansas, 
asking that public expressions of ee upon the. league of nations 
covenant be withheld until a Republican conference could decide upon 
what attitude should be adopted. Senator Lopcg and other Republican 
leaders, it was said, have no intention of summoning Republican Sena- 
tors to Washington immediately. ‘The Republicans will be urged to 
give the revised draft of the covenant careful study preparatory to a 
conference before the Senate meets. It was considered probable that 
Senators now here would hold informal conferences meanwhile with 
Senator LODGE. 

Senator Lopce and Senator Boran, of Idaho, conferred to-day, and 
Senator BorAn said that the conference had been very satisfactory. 
This announcement attracted attention in view of Senator Boran’s 
opposition to the league of nations. 

Senator McNary, of Oregon, Republican, announced that he would 
support the league covenant as adopted in Paris. 

Unwilling to acquiesce in the request of the President for 
silence until after a conference, all but six Republican Senators 
promptly obeyed the instructions of Senators Lopce and Curtis, 
The Senator from Oregon {[Mr. McNary], the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Kenyon], and- the Senator from California [Mr. JoHNson] 
with commendable firmness refused to be muzzled, 
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The Senator from Washington is quoted as saying that he 
* did not see how the league of nations could be made into a 
party question at this time.” 

The press notice of the agreement to remain silent is as 
follows: 


REPUBLICANS AGREE TO REMAIN SILENT—ALL BUT SIX SENATORS PROMISD 
NOT TO DISCUSS LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 
WASHINGTON, May 2. 

Senator Curtis, of Kansas, Republican whip, who, with Senator 
Lopep, of Massachusetts, leader, recently telegraphed all Republican 
Senators asking them not to discuss the revis league of nations 
covenant until a party conference could be held, said to-day replies had 
come from all but about six Senators, who could not be located, and 
that all agreed silence would be the best ee for the present. 

Senator Kenyon, of Iowa, joined to-day with other Republicans of 
the progressive group in opposing the making of the lgague of nations 
questions a party matter. 

“Tt will not be a party question,” he said. ‘“ The question will be 
determined in the Senate not on any theory of helping or injuring any 
political party but solely on its merits as a distinct problem.” 

Senator POINDEXTER, of Washington, who returned to-day from a 
month’s speaking trip fn opposition to the league, said he did not see 
aon the league of nations could be made into a party question at this 

ime. 
NOT A PARTY ISSUE. 

The impropriety of making the league of nations a party 
issue is emphasized by the courageous refusal of a number of 
so-called Progressive Senators to be controlled. 


NOT A PARTY ISSUE, PROGRESSIVES SAY—OPPOSED TO HAVING LEAGUE OF 
NATIONS CONSIDERED AT CONFERENCE. 
WASHINGTON, May 1. 

Several Republican Senators of the group known as Progressives to- 
day said that they opposed having the league of nations covenant con- 
sidered at a Republican conference, with a view to determining the atti- 
tude of party toward the document. 

Senators JoHNsoN, of California; Jones, of Washington; McNary, of 
Oregon; and Borau, of Idaho, made statements declaring the league 
could not be made a party question. 

They were commenting on the action of Senator Lopes, leader, and 
Senator Curtis, whip, in telegraphing, asking Republican Senators to 
withhold statements concerning the league until a party conference 
could be held. Senator Norris, of Nebraska, said he did not oppose the 
conference, but wouid refuse to be bound by any action it might take. 

“T don’t care what Mr. Lopcs, Mr. Root, or anyone else says or de- 
termines. It won’t influence me in this matter,” said Senator Jonn- 
son. “This matter transcends all other questions in importance too 
much to be made a party question. If any man can’t determine his own 
attitude upon the league, he is not fit to hold his seat in the Senate.” 

Senator Jones said he thought it was a mistake to inject politics into 
the consideration of the league of nations. 

Senator McNary, who recently announced that he would support the 
covenant as finally revised in Paris, criticized the sending of the Lopcr- 
Curtis telegram, and declared that every Senator should determine his 
attitude upon the league. 

“This is a matter no political party can bind me on unless it agrees 
with my views,” said Senator Bering. 

Senator LopcGe to-day denied reports that he had conferred with Elihu 
Root and other party leaders in New York regarding the league. 


The Senator from Massachusetts stated Friday last in the de- 
bate on the resolution of the Senator from California that he 
regards the sending of the telegram by himself and the Senator 
from Kansas as a nonpartisan act. Mr, President, that is the 
only way in which any measure is made a partisan issue—by 
bringing it before a party conference for consideration and 
action. 

ITALY’S CLAIMS, 

Demands of Italy for the annexation of Fiume, denial of which 
led to the withdrawal from the peace conference of the Italian 
representatives, were supported by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in an open telegram to the Italian societies of Boston. The 
press announcement shows that the Senator impliedly assailed 
the President’s attitude in opposing the Italians’ claims as lack- 
ing in a proper appreciation of the necessities of Italy and of her 
rights growing out of sacrifices in the war. The uncontradicted 
press report of the Senator’s action is as follows: 
LODGE SUPPORTS ITALY’S CLAIMS—SAYS NATION’S DEMANDS 

GROUND OF SAFETY AND PROTECTION, 
WASHINGTON, April 29. 

Demands of Italy for the port of Fiume, denial of which led to the 
withdrawal of the Italian plenipotentiaries from the peace conference, 
were upheld to-night by Senator Lopce, of Massachusetts, Republican 
floor leader, in a telegram sent to Italian societies of Boston. . 

Senator Lopcs declared that Italy’s demands rested on the ground 
of her national safety and protection, whereas reasons which had been 
advanced for turning the port over to the Jugo-Slavs were “purely 
commercial and economic.” ; E 

He said that since Italy had sacrificed a half million of her people 
and burdened herself with heavy debts in aiding France, England, and 
the United States to repulse the German onset, he could not see how her 
request could properly be refused. 

The Senator said he could not understand why arrangements had not 
been made for satisfying Italy’s desire for military and naval control 
over the Adriatic and at the same time providing the Jugo-Slavs with a 
port through which they would have access to the sea. 

“In the discussions of the terms of peace,” said Senator Lopegr, “I 
have always declared that the region known as ‘ Italia Irredenta’ and 
all adjoining regions where Italian culture and Italian population are 
dominant should be returned to Italy, and that Italy. should have mili- 
tary and naval control of the Adriatic not only for her own protection 
but as an essential barrier against any future attempt of Germany to 
attack the rest of the world as she did in the recent war. I have also 
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said repeatedly that the Jugo-Slavs ought to have access to the Adriatic, 
which I regard as economically essential to their independence. 

* From infor tion given me by an Italian deputatien whom I saw 

spring in Washington, I was assured that Italy was entirely will- 
ng to give portions of the Dalmatian coast containing good ports to 
the Slay population.” 

The President's reasens. for opposing the annexation of Fiume 
were based principally on the contention that under the secret 
treaty between Italy, France, and England by which Italy was 
induced to support them in the war against Germany, Italy 
did not acquire any claim to Fiume; that the disintegration of 
Austria as the result ef the war freed Italy from any danger 
of a renewal of attack and that Fiume is the logical seaport for 
Czechoslovakia. The President’s explanation of the matter is 
clear and congincing, and I publish it as another illustration of 
the prejudices at work to break him down before the peace 
conference. 


PRESIDENT WILSON EXPLAINS ATTITUDE—MAKES PUBLIC MEMORANDUM 
SENT TO ITALIAN DELEGATES ON APRIL 14—DESIRES TO DO JUSTICE— 
But Says He Can NOT SuGGEsT ONE BASIS FOR Prace WITH GERMANY 
AND ANOTHER FOR AUSTRIA, 

Paris, April 29. 

A statement was issued to-night dealing with the memorandum sent 
by President Wilson to the Italian delegation on April 14 with permis- 
sion to make it public in Italy and which was given out to-day in Rome. 
copy of the 
“Memorandum concerning 
Adriatic” follows: 

_“ There is no question to which I have given more careful or anxious 

thought than I have given to this, because, in common with all my 

olleagues, it is my earnest desire to see the utmost justice done to Italy. 

“ Throughout my consideration of it, however, I have feit that there 
was one matter in which I had no choice and could wish to have none. 
1 felt bound te square every conclusion that I should reach as accurately 
as possible with the 14 principles of peace which I set forth in my 
address to the Cangress of the United States on the 8th of January, 
1918, and in subsequent addresses, 

“These 14 points and the principles laid down in the subsequent 
nddresses were formally adopted with only a single reservation by the 
powers associated against Germany and will constitute the basis of 
peace with Germany. I do not feel at liberty to suggest one basis for 
peace with Germany and another for peace with Austria. 
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PEOPLE MUST DECIDE. 


“Tt will be remembered that in reply to a communication from the 
Anstrian Government offering to enter into negotiations for am armistice 
and peace on the basis of the 14 points to which I have alluded, I said 
there was one matter to which those points no longer applied. They 
had determined autonomy for the several States which had constituted 
parts of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, and I pointed out that it must 
now be left to the choice of the people of these several countries what 
their destinies and political relations should be. 

“ They have chosen with the sympathy of the whole world to be set 

as independent States. Their complete separation from Austria and 

complete dissolution of the Austro-Hungarian Empire has given: a 
new aspect and-significance to settlements which may be effected with 
regard at any rate of the eastern boundaries of Italy. 


PACT NO LONGER APPLIBS. 


** Personally I aan quite willing that Italy should be accorded along the 

le front of her northern frontier and wherever she comes into con- 
: with Austrian territory all that was accorded her in the so-called 
pact of London, but I am of the clear opinion that the pact of London 
can ne longer apply to the settlement of her eastern boundaries, 

“The line drawn in the pact of London conceived for the purpose of 
establishing an absolutely adequate frontier of safety for Italy against 
any possible hostility or aggression on the part of Austria. But Austria- 

I y no longer exists. 

These eastern frontiers will touch countries stripped of the military 
and val power of Austria, settled in interdependence of Austria, and 
organized for the purpose of satisfying legitimate national <spirations, 
and created States not hostile te the new European order, but arising 
out of it, interested in its maintenance, dependent upon the cultivation 
of friendships, and bound to a common policy of peace and accommoda- 
tion by the covenant of the league of nations. 

“It is with these facts in mind that I have approached the Adriatie 
question. It is commonly agreed, and I very heartily adhere to the agree- 
ment, that the ports of Trieste and Pola, and with them the greater part 
of the Istrian Peninsula, should be ceded to Italy, her eastern frontier 
running along the natural strategic line established by the physical con- 
formation of the country—a line which it has been attempted to draw 
with some degree of accuracy on the attached map. 

“ Within this line on the Italian side will lie considerable bodies of 
non-Italian pepulations, but their fortunes are so naturally linked by the 
nature of the country itself with the rest of the Italian people that I 
tuink their inclusion is fully justified. 


FIUMBE CAN NOT BE INCLUDED. 


“There would be no justification, in my judgment, in including Fiume 
or any part of the coast line to the seuth of Fiume within the boundaries 
of the Italian kingdom. Fiume is by situation and by all the circum- 
stances of its development not an Italian but an international port, 
serving the countries to the east and north of the Gulf of Fiume. 

‘ Just because it is an international port and can not, with justice, be 
subordinated to any one society, it is my clear judgment that it should 
very considerable degree of genuine autonomy, and while it 
should be included, ne doubt, within the customs systems of the new 
Jugo-Slavic State, it should. nevertheless, be left free in its own interest 
and in the interest of the States lying about it, to devote itself te the 
service of the commerce which naturally and inevitably seeks. an outlet 
or inlet at its port. 

“ The States which it serves will be new States. They will have com- 
plete confidence in their access te an outlet on the sea. The friendship 
und connettions of the future will largely depend upon such an arrange- 
ment as I have suggested, and friendship, cooperation, and freedom of 
action must underlie every arrangement of peace if peace is to be lasting. 
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“T believe there will be common agreement that the island of Lissa 
should be ceded to Italy, and that she should retain the port of Volna. I 
believe that it will be generally agreed that the fortifications which the 
Austrian Government established upon the islands near the eastern end 
of the Adriatic should be permanently dispensed with under inter- 
national guaranty, and that the disarmament which is to be arranged 
under the leagne of nations should limit the States on the eastern coast 
of the Adriatic to only such minor naval forces as are necessary for 
policing the waters of the island and the coast. 

“'These are conclusions which I am forced to by compulsion of the 
understandings which underlie the whole initiation of the present peace, 


NO OTHER CONCLUSIONS ACCEPTABLE, 


“No other conclusions seem to be acceptable to being rendered con- 
cise with these understandings. They were understandings accepted by 
the whole world, and bear with peculiar compulsion upen the United 
States, because the privilege was accorded her of taking. the initiative 
of bringing about the negotiations for peace, and her plans underlie the 
whole difficult business, 

“And certainly Italy obtains under such a settlement the great his- 
toric object which her poapie have so long had in mind. The historical 
wrongs inflicted upon her by Austria-Hungary and by a long series of 
unjust transactions, which, [I hope, will before tong sink out of the 
memory of man, are completely redressed. Nothing is denied here which 
will complete her national unity. 

‘Here and there upon the islands of the Adriatic and upon the eastern 
coast of that sea there are settlements containing large Italian elements 
of population, but the pledge under which the new States enter the 
family of nations. will abundantly safeguard the liberty, the develop- 
ment, and all the just right of national and racial minorities, and back 
of these safeguards will always lie the watchful authority of the league 
of nations. And at the very outset we shall avoid the fatal error of 
making Italy’s nearest neighbors on her east her enemies and nursing 
just such a sense of injustice as has disturbed the peace of Europe for 
generations together and played no smal! part in bringing on the terrible 
conflict through which we have just passed.” 


The President has had and still bears the greatest responsi- 
bility ever assumed by a human being. He may have made mis- 
takes. It would be remarkable if he sheuld have avoided all 
errors. Let us hope he will eseape companionship with that con- 
temptible class of egotists who classify themselves. as onimis- 
cient. The only renowned individual of owr time claiming the 
attributes of divinity, the Kaiser, has beeome a pitiable outcast. 
Let other egotists beware. 

Senators may suceeed in forcing a compromise favorable to 
Italy, still they can not successfully answer the argument of the 
President. The New York Times, in an able editorial, shows the 
fallacy of the Senator's position: 

Lopcr’s ASSERTION Proves. BooMERANG—-STATEMBENT REGARDING FiumMn 
GIVES ARGUMENT TO Suprorr WiLsen, Eprrer Says. 
WASHINGTON, May 4}. 

Senator Hexry Casor Loner, floor leader of the Republican majority 
in. the next Senate and chairman of the Senate Committee on Forcign 
Relations, apparently has stepped’ into a trap of his own making. An 
evident desire to hamper and criticize the President in the effort to 
prevent the port of Fiume from being appropriated. by the Italians has 
caused Senator Lopen to make and publish statements bitterly criticizing 
the President. But immediately he has drawn upen himself the severe 
criticism of the editor of ane of the largest Republican papers in the 
East, and a review of the statement later by the New York Times shows 
the editor is correct and that Lopern merely has offered a good argument 
to support the President, just the reverse of what he intended to do. 

Senator Lopes said’ the Fiume situation was similar to the New Or- 
leans. situation in. our early history. Just as the United States would 
regard the holding of New Orleans by a foreign power as a menace to 
this country, tlie Italians must regard the holding of Fiume by any 
other power than Italy as a menace to Italy, he contended. Fiume must 
be had by Italy to protect that country from German aggression, he 
insisted. e 

The Republican editor, one of the ablest students of history, insists the 
conditions are just the reverse. Ie says that_just as New Orleans 
drains that great economic area to the north, so Fiume is the outlet for 
the economic area other than held by Italy. It is necessary for other 
eountries than Italy to have this outlet, he says, just as the: United 
States would demand that New Orleans be had by this country. 

“ BLOW TO ITALIANS.” 

The New York. Times, an independent paper, says: 

“The Massachusetts Senater forgot himself when he declared that 
‘Italy regards Fiume as _ the founders of our Republic regarded the 
mouth of the Mississippi River when it was said that any other nation 
holding the mouth of the Mississippi was of necessity an enemy of the 
United States.’ Jefferson’s observation about the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi is perfectly appropriate as an argument for the retention of Fiume 
vy the Jugo-Slavs, since if that port passed into the hands of any other 
nation, that nation will in a large measure control their trade, a rela- 
tion which they might come to regard as hostile. By the use of that 
illustration Mr. Lopes dealt his Italian friends a blow under which they 
must have winced.” ; ‘ ‘ E 

In: so far as the point of self-determination is to be considered, the 
Times points out that Italy is to be given territory to her north, where, 
if a vote was taken, tlie German population would control. This terri- 
tory is necessary to the future of Italy, it is conceded, and the President 
has assisted in having Italy obtain it. 

OPPOSE UNITED STATES AIDING 

France: has insisted upon a specific agreement on behalf of 
the United States and Great Britain to support her if attacked 
again by Germany. I do not regard such an agreement as neces- 
sary and believe that the provision in the league of nations 
treaty is adequate for all cases of possible aggression. The 
Senator from Idaho and the Senator from Kansas have hastily 
declared their opposition to such a stipulation, while the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] prefers it to the league of 
nations covenant, 
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Orrose UNITED STATES AIDING FRANCE IF ATTACKED—OTHER SENATORS 
OBJECT TO THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS IN PEACE TREATY. 
WASHINGTON, May 9. 

As they completed their study of the official summary of the treaty 
of Versailles last night, Senators began to give expression of their views 
on the momentous document which is now in the hands of the German 
plenipotentiaries. A few Senators, however, still withheld comment, 
preferring to examine the complete text before reaching a definite con- 
clusion. These included Senators Lopcre, of Massachusetts, SMooT, of 
Utah, and other Republican leaders. 

Sharp opposition to the proposal that the United States, in consort 
with Great Britain, commit herself to go to France’s aid in the event 
that country were attacked was voiced by Senators BoraAn, of Idaho, 
and Curtis, of Kansas, while Senators SHERMAN, of Illinois, and 
Moses, of New Hampshire, criticized the league of nations covenant in 
the treaty. 

Senator Hircucock, of Nebraska, retiring chairman of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, approved the treaty as a whole, and said 
that, in his judgment, the “crowning glory of this great document is 
the fact that there is embedded in it the great constitution of the league 
of nations.” The Senator declared the treaty was a ‘“ monumental 
work” and measured up “to the highest moral standards of the 
world,” with justice as the basis of reorganization. 

e APPROVE MILITARY TERMS. 

General approval of the military and naval terms imposed on Ger- 
many was given not only by both Republican and Democratic Senators, 
but by officials and diplomats generally. They concurred in the view 
of Army and Navy officers that with the carrying out of the terms 
Germany would be stripped of every vestige of power necessary for it 
to disturb again the peace of the world. 

Senator BorAn made no comment on the peace treaty itself, confining 
his statement solely to the proposal for a triple alliance between the 
three leading associated powers. He declared that whether the United 
States should take part in any future European war was “a matter 
which should be determined upon the facts when and as they arise and 
by the particular generation. which must bear the brunt of the war and 
by the intelligence and the conscience and judgment of the American 
people as they sce the situation when face to face with it.” 

Senator SHERMAN said the “ manner in which the treaty has been 
presented is a resort to gag rule.”’ He declared it was “a confession 
of weakness that the league of nations has to be dragged through as an 
annex to the treaty of peace,” and said he would vote to separate the 
league covenant from the treaty and take a separate vote on each. 

Senator Moses did not regard the separation of the league covenant 
from the treaty as impossible, and said he preferred the triple alliance 
aecwees the United States, Great Britain, and France to the letone plan 
as drawn. 


France has suff red and is anxious. Let us not refuse her 
plea discourteously or offensively decline to hear her cause. 
Are we justified in foreclosing the case against her before hear- 
ing it? 

As another illustration of the partisanship displayed by Re- 
publican Senators in discussing the league of nations covenant, 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. PoinpExTEeR] is quoted as 
attacking the President for combining with Bolshevists to destroy 
the independence of the United States. The press report of the 
Senator's, speech before a Republican club at Cambridge, Mass., 
quotes him as charging that the independence of the United 
States is being attacked by anarchistic organizations and by the 
President and his administration acting in conjunction with the 
I. W. W. and kindred organizations. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. What I referred to in the address that 
the Senator just mentioned were matters dbout which I presume 
there will be no dispute—certain matters of fact. The Senator 
from Arkansas undoubtedly has read the speech of the President 
delivered to Congress on January 8, 1918, in which the President 
referred to the Bolshevist government of Russia as represented 
at the Brest-Litovsk peace conference as “challenging the ad- 
miration of every friend of mankind,” the language which was 
used by the President. The Senator undoubtedly is also familiar 
with the fact that the so-called Bolshevists or communists in 
the United States have taken that expression from the Presi- 
dent’s speech to Congress and printed it on the first page of the 
pamphlets which they have circulated throughout the world; 
and, I assume, as I said in Massachusetts, that eulogy of the 
Bolshevists by the President used in that way is of great benefit 
to the communist movement. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I can not tell what was in the mind of the 
Senator from Washington when he made the speech to which I 
am referring further than the press notices advise me, and I am 
going to read the press report on that subject. I have not seen 
the statement which the Senator from Washington attributes to 
the President, but I will say that if the press report of the Sena- 
tor’s speech from Cambridge, Mass., delivered before a Repub- 
lican club there is accurate, that it does not sustain his state- 
ment here. That report is as follows: 

POINDEXTER DEFENDER OF UNITED STATES INDEPENDENCE—SENATOR TURNS 
HIS GUNS ON ALLEGED ASSAILANTS OF AMERICAN FREEDOM, 
CAMBRIDGE, MAss., May 9. 


Senator PorpExTER, of Washington, speaking before the Republican 
Club of Cambridge last night, declared a dual attack was being made 
against the ingéependence of the United States and charged President 
Wilson with aiding the movement. 

“The independence of the United States is being attacked from two 
directions,” said the Washington Senator, “one the internationale of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


331 


the pocletnriot represented by the I. W. W., the radical Socialists, the 
Bolshevists, and anarchists, and the other movement of certain elements 
of international business and international pacifists. 
of these movements receives support from the other. 

“In every country in Europe President Wilson has appealed to the 
socialistic element, and they, in return, have from every country in 
Europe supported his purpose. The Socialist labor parties of England, 
France, and Italy have supported every move he has made for an inter- 
national government, of which he is to be the head. 

“ Likewise, the President and his administration,’ the Senator con- 
tinued, “ have reciprocally aided and encouraged the communists. 

“ Like certain international business men, the communists care noth- 
ing for the principle of nationality. Unlike them, however, they also 
care nothing for the principle of property. Such a doctrine is the worst 
foe of the workingman and is destructive of American institutions. 
Encouragement it has received from the administration intensifies its 
menace. 

“The supreme issue and the supreme duty of Americans is to revive 
in its full vigor the spirit of American nationality as we. received it from 
the inspired fathers and leaders of the Republic and to defend against 
violence from below or intrigue from above individual security and 
national independence.” 

I will ask the Senator from Washington if that is a correct 
report of the speech made at Cambridge, Mass., before the 
Republican Club? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, as nearly as I have been 
able to follow the reading of the Senator from Arkansas, it is. 
If the Senator will permit me just a moment 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator 
ought to try to justify that. I am perfectly willing he should 
make any explanation he desires of that matter, however. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I was going, as a matter of proof, to 
state the facts. The statement which I made at Cambridge, 
Mass., was a very deliberate one, which I would not have made 
if it were not based upon facts which I do not think can be 
denied. I think they are facts that will be admitted by every- 
one. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That such a charge should have come from 
such a source is deeply regrettable, and it illustrates and 
emphasizes the correctness of the conclusion that this ought 
not to be made a party issue. It is unfair; it is unjust; it seems 
to me that it is unpatriotic that a United States Senator should 
make that kind of attack upon the President of the United States, 
even though the Senator belongs to and is a leader of an adverse 
political party. 

When that speech was made the President of the United 
States was the representative of this Government at the Paris 
peace conference, where were being considered the mightiest 
issues that were ever presented to the world. The President, 
as the representative of this Government, was entitled to im- 
munity from attack from behind. We have heard much said 
about supporting the President during the war. Assuming that 
the President acts honestly, assuming that he acts in good faith 
and with a fair knowledge of his duties and responsibigities, I 
say, Mr. President, that it was an act of injustice not only to 
him but to the American people to strike him from behin«, 
This I believe to have been the act of the-Senator from Wash- 
ington when he made that speech before the Republican Club 
at Cambridge, Mass. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, may I ask a question 
of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Do I understand the attitude of the 
Senator from Arkansas to be that the action of the President 
at the Paris peace conference is not subject to criticism? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Certainly not. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. By citizens of the United States? 

Mr. ROBINSON. No. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. And that if we do not agree with the 
position he has taken, we are not at liberty to state our dis- 
agreement? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, Mr. President, if I have left any such 
impression upon anyone else who has heard me, I must apolo- 
gize for my inability to express any thought that is in my 
mind. Nor has the President taken any such position. It is 
perfectly fair if the Senator from Washington wants to criti- 
cize the acts of the President that he should do so, but it is 
unfair to charge the President with treason while he is carry- 
ing the weightiest burdens the American people have ever put 
upon any man and trying to serve the Nation. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, if the Senator 

Mr. ROBINSON. Just a moment. To charge the President 
was conspiring to destroy the independence of the United States 
is as grave a charge as can be made against any citizen or offi- 
eer, and the Senator from Washington ought to justify it or 
withdraw it. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. My justification, so far as the action 
of the President in attacking the independence of the United 
States is concerned, and the proof of my statement is to point 
to the proposed constitution for the government of the world 
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which has been published under the authority of the President 
and which submits to a body of delegates, from the polyglot 
peoples of Europe, Asia, and Latin America, every international 
dispute which may arise between the United States and other 
nations. and which provides—— 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand what the treaty provides, if 
the Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. And which provides in so many words 
that when the Army and Navy of the United States have been 
fixed under the proceedings provided by the league of nations 
they can not be increased without the permission of the league 
of nations. When that agreement is ratified by the United 
States, if it ever shall be ratified, the independence and sover- 
eignty of the Nation will have disappeared. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Just one more 
make. 

Mr, ROBINSON. I will yield to the Senator from Washing- 
ton. I will ask him, however, to consider the lateness of the 
hour and to be as brief as he can. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I just want to call the attention of the 
Senator from Arkansas to the last words that were spoken by 
the President of the United States before he left this country 
and set up the White House iv Paris. I use that term “ White 
House in Paris” because it has come to be a common term I 
notice used in the dispatches in sort of an official way. The 
term is used, I believe, by employees of our peace delegation, 
referring to the residence of the President in Paris as the 
“ White House,” emphasizing the fact that the seat of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States so far as 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing, if 
the Senator from Washington urges that as a justification of 
his charge that the President was conspiring with the Bolshe- 
vists to undermine the independence of the United States, to 
yield to him, otherwise I shall proceed with my remarks. I 
shall ask him to let me proceed. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I had not finished the sentence. 

Mr. ROBINSON All right. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Before the President started to take up 
his residence or to pursue his duties in Paris, he made a speech 
at New York in which he used these words: 

The time has come for us— 

Referring to the people of the United States— 


to make the supreme sacrifice and to join our fortunes with the for- 
unes of men everywhere. 


suggestion I want to 


And when he said that we should make the supreme sacrifice 
and join our fortunes with the fortunes of men everywhere, 
those fortunes which heretofore have been sovereign and in- 
dependent, he attacked the independence of the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from 
Washington made the explanation which he has made. All of 
you who heard him know that he has justified the charge to 
which I have referred solely on the ground that the President is 
udvocating the league of nations. 

He regards the action of the President substantially as an act 
of treason because the President is putting forward and urging 
the league of nations. I submit, Mr. President, it was not candid 
in the Senator from Washington, occupying the position that he 
does, to have made such a speech in such a place. His explana- 
tion of it simply means that anyone who. advocates the league 
of nations is a traitor to the United States and is trying to un- 
dermine its independence. 

I regard that speech as an emphatic and conclusive proof of 
an effort by the Senator from Washington to raise prejudice 
upon issue throughout the United States. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] read into the 
Recorp some weeks ago a statement signed by 37 Republican 
Members of this body announcing their opposition to the league 
of nations covenant as originally proposed. Since the revised 
draft has been published—meeting, I believe, the material objec- 
tions urged in this statement—the Senator has appealed to his 
fellow Republican Senators to remain silent concerning the sub- 
ject until a partisan conference may be held. In pursuing this 
course admirers of the Senator from Massachusetts inquire 
vhether he has faced about and marched backward since May, 
1916, when he addressed the annual convention in this city on 
the league to enforce peace. In that address he urged the obliga- 
tion to create ap organization among nations which would put 
force behind international peace, and anticipated many of the 
objections which his associates new urge to the league. Let me 
quete from that address: 

The limit of voluntary arbitration has, I think, been reached. * * * 
I think the next step is that which this league proposes, and that is 


to put force behind international peace. We may not solve it in that 
way, Lut if we can not solve it in that way it can be solved in ‘ho other, 
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On the same occasion he further said: 


I know how quickly we shall be met with the statement that this is a 
dangerous question which you are putting into your agreement, that no 
nation can submit to the judgment of other nations, and we must be 
careful at the beginning not to attempt too much. I know the difficulties 
which arise when we speak of anything which seems to involve an alli- 
ance, But 1 do not believe that when Washington warned us against 
entangling alliances he meant for one moment that we should not join 
with other civilized nations of the world if a method could be found to 
diminish war and encourage peace, 

It was a year ago that in delivering the chancellor's address at Union 
College I made an argument on this theory—that if we were to promote 
international peace at the close of the present terrible war, if we were 
to restore international law as it must be restored, we must find some 
way in which the united forces of the nations must be put behind the 
cause of peace and law. I said then that my hearers might think that 
I was picturing a Utopia, but it is in the search for Utopias that great 
discoveries have been made. ‘ Not failures, but low aim is crime.” 

This league certainly has the highest of all aims for the benefit of 
humanity, and because the pathway is sown with difficulties is ‘no reason 
that we should turn from it. It is the vision of a perhaps impossible 
perfection that has led humanity across the centuries. If our aspirations 
are for that which is great and beautiful and good and beneficent to 
humanity, even when we do not achieve our end, gven if the results are 
little, we can at least remember Arnold's lines: 

Charge, then, and be dumb; 
Let the victors, when they come, 
When the forts of folly fall, 
Find your body at the wall. 

How do these brave words compare with the Senator’s conduct 
in demanding a conference with. his party colleagues to tell him 
how to vote? 

It is poor consolation, Mr. President, to remember Arnold’s 
lines. The only suggestion the Senator from Massachusetts 
makes if failure came to the great project for which he then 
stood is to remember some lines of a poet. Statesmanship 
supreme! 

The Senator from Massachusetts recently demonstrated his 
title to party leadership. He led the stand-pat forces to a 
signal victory which tends to submerge for all time the leader 
of the so-called Progressive forces. The leader of the Progres- 
sive forces—the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran]—made a 
gallant fight indeed! He marched his army up the hill and 
then marched down again! 

What clearer or more forceful argument can be made in ad- 
vocacy of the general principles of a league of nations than is 
furnished by this speech of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Seldom in American political history has any statesman dem- 
onstrated more versatile talents than the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has disclosed in discussing both sides of this subject. 
His speech in the recent debate with Mr. Lowell, in which he 
opposed the league treaty, is one of the most powerful addresses 
in opposition, while the address which I have just quoted ranks 
with the best in support of the league. Many believe, after care- 
fully weighing the arguments of the Senator from Massachusetts 
on both sides of the proposition, that he was right three years 
ago when he supported the league, and that he is wrong now 
when he opposes it or hesitates and asks his associates not to 
declare themselves. 

We who admire him, but differ from him politically, think 
that he missed an opportunity to retrieve the greatest mistake of 
his leadership when he failed to urge acceptance of the revised 
draft, and express the hope that he may yet accord the treaty his 
support. 

So far as I know, the Senator from Massachusetts has kept 
his injunction to his colleagues to remain silent on the revised 
draft of the league of nations treaty. He spoke at great length 
and with much force against the original draft. He has re- 
mained silent as to the provisions of the revised draft. I hope 
he will conclude to support it and use the same magic he applied 
to control the Progressives in connection with the organization 
of the Senate. 

The effort to gain partisan advantage reflected in the inter- 
views mentioned has met with only partial suecess. 

Many renowned men affiliated with the Republican Party are 
strongly supporting the President in his labors at the peace con- 
ference, and have treated with contempt the effort by their asso- 
ciates to harass the Nation’s Chief Executive in his efforts to 
promote international peace and security. 

TAFT A HERO IN DEBATE. 

Former President William H. Taft has toured the United 
States in support of the President’s attitude and in defense of 
the league of nations treaty. He has been ridiculed without 
mercy by those who possess too narrow a vision of world affairs 
to grasp the significance of his attitude. With sublime indiffer- 
ence to censure he has answered the serious criticisms urged 
against the league, and bas reestablished himself in the confi- 
dence of the American people. 

MR. WICKERSHAM’S VIEWPOINT. 

Former Attorney General Wickersham, a staunch Republican 

and a lawyer of international renown, has announced his con- 


+ 
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version to the support of the league as a result of personal 
famiiiarity with conditions in Europe obtained during his re- 
cent visit to war-stricken lands. 

: MR. ELIHU ROOT’S VIEWPOINT. 

Mr. Elihu Root, who is universally known as a great Republi- 
can and as a great statesman, has said that if the press reports 
of the treaty as revised are found correct he will give it cordial 
indorsement. 

SOLDIERS ALMOST UNANIMOUSLY SUPPORT LEAGUB. 

American soldiers almost unanimously support the league of 
nations. They are entitled to be consulted ; entitled to be heard. 
Their sacrifices have impressed them with the meaning of war 
and its absurdity as a factor in Christian civilization. The 
viewpoint of the American soldier is well set out in a letter to 
the Senator from Idaho, published in the Saturday Evening Post 
in the issue of April 19. It is a polite but stern rebuke of the 
spirit of partisanship which unhappily has characterized the de- 
bate on the league of nations treaty, and is as follows: 

[from the Saturday Evening Post, Philadelphia, Apr. 19, 1919.] 
SOLDIERS AND. SENATORS. 
itself and, we believe, for a majority of the men 


Marcu 13, 1919. 


This letter speaks for 
who fought the war: 


Iion. WILLIAM EpGar Borau, 


Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sir: I aitended the meeting at Boston which you recently ad- 
dressed in opposition to the league of nations. The full case was not 
presented at that meeting. Sailors and soldiers who attempted to speak 
were denied the opportunity. 

A mere soldier, one among four millions, could not challenge a United 
States Senator; but, as one so fortunate as to have been on.the firing 
line when it was a question of the life or death of our Nation, I ask 
permission to present at your meetings the case for the men who were 
wee to make and who did make the supreme sacrifice for a better 
world. « 

The American soldier fought with no selfish or sordid aim. He be- 
lieved that something mightily worth while would follow his sacrifice. 
He believed an organization would follow which would make peace more 
secure. He knew little of the details of a league of nations, but from 
his everyday life he could see the necessity of organization. He now 
believes that it is the business of a constructive statesman to say what 
that organization should be and not merely to oppose the one suggested. 

We have been too busy on the other side to know what has been going 
on politically at home. Possibly an es for party support was made 
where it should not have been made. Possibly the Senate was not given 
full consideration. We do not know. But we do know that American 
soldiers have been dying for certain principles, and that these principles 
are too great to be discredited for the purpose of discrediting the man 
who happens to uphold them ; too great to be discredited for the purpose 
of discrediting any party. 

Of course this letter is public. 

Respectfully, yours. 
(Signed) 


THOMAS G. CHAMBERLAIN. 
Captain, United States Army. 
Address : Hotel McAlpin, New York City. 

Mr. President, in the conduct of the war which has reeently 
closed through the signing of an armistice the United States 
presented a spectacle which astonished the world. This Goy- 
ernment, with fixedness of purpose and loyalty to the institu- 
tions of civilization, speedily accomplished wonders which 
amazed mankind. Our armies were increased in one and one- 
half years from a little more than 200,000 officers and men to 
4,060,000 officers and men. Our Navy was advanced from a 
personnel of approximately 40,000 to 500,000. While this was 
being accomplished appropriate quartermaster and ordnance 
organizations were effected, cantonments and training camps 
were built. We organized a great aerial service. The hum 
and drone of American batile planes were sounding above Ger- 
man fields and German homes when the armistice was signed. 

But great as was the accomplishment of the Government of 
the United States in preparing for the war and in carrying on 
the war, it was not equal to the exemplification of loyalty made 
by the people of the United States as a whole. With a willing- 
ness to make any sacrifice which the circumstances required, 
they devoted themselves to war industries with all the energy 
they possessed. Women who never before knew toil quit their 
frivolities and went to work for the comfort of the men in our 
Army. This spirit of loyalty and unity among the people of 
the United States enabled us to mass our resources and apply 
every force of the Nation to the winning of the war. It enabled 
us to win a year ahead of schedule time. 

Inspiring as was the spectacle of the Government of the 
United States preparing for war and in conducting this war, 
glorious as was the sacrifice made by the men and women who 
could net go to the front, these did not equal or compare with 
the achievements of our soldiers. Never since time began has 
any army acquitted itself more gloriously. The German Goy- 
ernment said that it would be impossible for the United States 
to get into the war until she had whipped the Allies, and yet 
within a few months we had seized, borrowed, and purchased 
enough ships to be earrying more than 100,000 soldiers a month 
to the battle front and had thrown inio the war at its crisis the 
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best fighting force the wars of earth have ever known. When 
the armistice was signed 60,000 men who wore the uniform of 
this Republic were sleeping among the ruins of France. 

And now as the lilies and poppies begin to bloom about their 
graves we are bringing back home the survivors and are re- 
storing them to civil life. Two hundred thousand have been 
seriously wounded, many of them are blind, others have lost 
limbs, all have suffered and sacrificed. Our soldiers are 
united in the desire for something that will prevent a recur- 
rence of the war into which they were called to make so great 
a sacrifice. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] has failed totally to 
take the broad view and grasp the real situation. While he was 
devoting his great energies, the greatest in debate perhaps of 
any Senator in this Chamber, while the Senator from Idaho 
was exhausting his resources in preventing the creation of any 
organization to preserve the peace of the world, our soldiers 
who had experience at the front, with one accord, were asking 
the Senator from Idaho, “ Why, instead of wasting your time 
opposing what is proposed, do you not devise a plan that will 
help to protect humanity from the evils of warfare throughout 
the future?” 

If a comparison of the modified with the original draft be 
regarded desirable it may be said that the principal modifica- 
tions are intended to clarify the language of the first draft. 

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE ORIGINAL 


AND THE MODIFIED DRAFT. 


(1) In the revised draft the Monroe doctrine is specifically 
preserved. 

(2) The revised draft provides that a unanimous vote shall be 
required in both the assembly of “tates and in the executive 
council in any decision on a matter of international interest or 
involving the peace of the world. 

(3) In the modified draft it is made clear that the acceptance 
by the States is required of recommendations by the executive 
council as to the armed forces to be supplied by them in execut- 
ing the covenants of the league. 

(4) A similar change is found in the articles relating to dis- 
armament. It is specifically set forth that the recommendations 
of the council for reductions of armaments shall be adopted only 
with the consent of the States affected. 

(5) There can be no doubt that the acceptance of the responsi- 
bilities of a mandate is entirely optional. The language of the 
treaty as now written removes any shadow of doubt upon that 
point. One of the chief objections urged in the Senate before 
revision was that under the language any member of the league 
might be compelled against its will to act as a mandatory; that 
the United States might thus be made to govern remote colonies 
and territories under systems in conflict with our form of gov- 
ernment. 

(6) In clearly expressing the right of any State to withdraw 
from the league on two years’ notice when that State has kept 
its obligations to date another objection gravely urged against 
the treaty has been met. Advocates of the treaty never admitted 
that a State could be forced to remain in the league against its 
will, but it was pointed out that even if the right to abrogate the 
treaty were reserved to the States, to pursue such a course might 
be regarded by other members of the league as an unfriendly act 
and result in serious differences, certainly in grave embarrass- 
ments to the abrogating State. 

The limitation of the right of a nation to withdraw from the 
league, that it must give two years’ notice and must have kept 
its obligation, is fair and reasonable. No nation ought to he per- 
mitted to suddenly sever its relations under such a treaty, and 
it ought not to be permitted to escape liability for breaches 
already made by withdrawing, and thus giving its action an ecx- 
post facto effect. 

(7) The seventh change to be noted in a comparison of the 
first and the revised drafts relates to amendment. Under the 
original provision the unanimous approval of all the States rep- 
resented in the executive council and a three-fourths majority 
of those represented in the body of delegates was required to 
effectuate an amendment. Under the changed provision the 
unanimous approval of the States represented in the council is 
required, while a simple majority in the assembly is sufficient. 

(8) A new provision is found to the effect that the number of 
powers of each class represented on the executive council inay 
be increased by the unanimous consent of the council and a 
majority of the assembly. 

(9) Jurisdiction of domestic questions is expressly denied the 
league. The language of the tentative draft, in the opinion of 
many lawyers, did not authorize the executive council to render 
opinions concerning domestic questions. Such subjects were 
reserved impliedly to the States. Out of respect to the fears of 
some that such questions as those relating to immigration might 
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be regarded by the league as within its jurisdiction, the docu- 
ment has been modified so as to remove any doubt. It is ex- 
pressly stated that the council shall have no power to render an 
opinion on any dispute involving subject matter within a nation’s 
domestic jurisdiction. Immigration falls within this class. It 
could only become a subject of dispute by reason of treaty stipu- 
lations, and in such cases the same necessity for arbitration or 
inquiry would arise as in disputes over other subjects. 

(10) Other new provisions embrace the acceptance of certain 
responsibilities by member States with regard to labor condi- 
tions, Slavery, the white-slave traffic, the opium traffic, commerce 
in arms with semicivilized and civilized countries, transit and 
trade conditions, public health, and Red Cross organizations, 
The league is recognized as a coordinating agent in general in- 
ternational affairs. 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSES AND EFFECTS OF THE DOCUMENT. 

The preamble declares a twofold purpose, namely: (1) To pro- 
mote international cooperation; (2) to secure international 
peace. These laudable purposes meet with universal approval. 
Modern conditions make imperative cooperation among enlight- 
ened nations, not only to prevent warfare, but also to advance 
the common interests of peoples avowing their devotion to the 
principles of liberty and progress. No one disputes the desira- 
bility of securing peace throughout the world. Differences arise 
in connection with the methods to be adopted in obtaining this 
end. The preamble declares the purpose to promote international 
cooperation and to secure international peace and safety by (1) 
the acceptance of-obligations not to resort to war; (2) by the 
prescription of open, just, and honorable relations between na- 
tions; (3) by defining international law and making it the actual 
rule of conduct among nations; (4) by the maintenance of jus- 
tice and a scrupulous respect for all treaty obligations. 

This general description of the methods proposed, like that of 
the purposes desired, affords little ground for debate. It is only 
the details that provoke disagreement and controversy. When 
the effort is made to form a definite plan, some oppose it for 
fear of granting too much power, while others are panic stricken 
at the thought of a supergovernment dominating and oppressing 
the world. No one who favors a league of nations can reasonably 
oppose the covenant in its present form as granting too much 
power to the agencies of the league, for it may be shown to 
represent the minimum of authority required to accomplish the 
purposes announced. 


MACHINERY OF THE LEAGUE. 
The machinery suggested consists of (1) an assembly rep- 
resenting the States members, (2) an executive council, and 
(3) a secretariat; two commissions are contemplated, one to 


aid in carrying out the provisions relating to disarmament, the | 


second to assist in executing the provisions as to mandates; 
(4) a bureau of labor is to be established ‘with advisory pow- 
ers; (5) a permanent court of international justice is contem- 
plated, with authority to hear and determine controversies 
which the parties thereto recognize as suitable for submission 
to it for arbitration; (6) other boards of arbitration may be 
constituted by agreement of the nations who become parties to a 
dispute. 
it is apparent, considering the present total absence of ma- 
chinery for the adjustment of international disputes, that the 
proposed organization, namely, the assembly, the executive 
council, the secre‘ariat, the armament commission, the man- 
datory commission, the labor bureau, and the courts of arbitra- 
tion, is neither unnecessarily numerous nor complicated. On 
the contrary, this organization is simple. It would be difficult 
to provide simpler machinery for executing the purposes of the 
league in the methods outlined in the preamble. 
SOMETHING 


MUST BE DONE TO MAKE WAR IMPROBABLE, 


There appears a strong and growing conviction throughout the 
civilized world that the absence of facilities to promote coopera- 
tion among the nations is productive of controversies, while the 
total lack of tribunals to adjust these controversies promotes 
war. Therefore, in spite of denunciation and hysterical misrep- 
resentation, the conclusion is becoming general that it is the in- 
escapable obligation of the statesmen of this period to supply the 
necessary facilities and tribunals to promote international co- 
operation and to adjust international controversies. The con- 
demnation of history will descend with overwhelming force 
upon present-day statesmen if the world is permitted to lapse 
into the chaotic condition respecting international relationship 
which existed prior to the war. Only cowardice, overcaution, 
or inefficiency can leave well-intentioned peoples desirous of 
establishing and maintaining harmonious relations with one 
another dependent solely upon the partiality and prejudice of 
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cies totally wanting in any means or methods of coordination. 
If nothing is done to prevent future wars, what will have been 
won for coming generations through victory to the Allies? Noth- 
ing but debt, infirmity, and sorrow. Shall no other monument 
be raised to commemorate the valor of the millions who fell in 
the cause we boast to have meant the preservation of civiliza- 
tion? To know that the blood and treasure poured out in this 
war have put behind the peace of nations the combined political 
and moral power of them all; to know that with peace shall 
come an understanding which will make future wars improb- 
able; to believe and hope that rulers and statesmen have learned 
a little while others have suffered so much—all this will be 
some compensation for the sacrifices which the war has brought. 
How disappointing it will be if the nations which won this war 
shall part company at its end and each pursue its separate way 
in selfish disregard of the interests of its former Allies and in 
ignorance of their true necessities and motives. Then will the 
souls of all who mourn know profoundest sorrow. Then will 
they who have suffered and struggled realize that their efforts 
and their sacrifices have come to naught. 

Surely Senators who oppose this agreement will feel con- 
strained by the prayers and tears of the living and by the blood 
and ashes of the fallen to devise some other better plan to save 
humanity from the woes of war. 

A LEAGUE OF NATIONS THE LOGICAL PRODUCT OF THE WAR 
PEACE WHICH SHALL FOLLOW IT. 

Assuming that some serious attempt must be made to promote 
international cooperation and to establish international peace 
and security, it is easily demonstrable that a league of natiens 
in some form analogous to that proposed is necessary, if not 
indispensable. 

It is, of course, the duty of the victors in this war to make 
Surely 
no one here will assert that the war being over the United 
States may retire to a condition of isolation and leave her late 
Allies to bear the sole responsibility of carrying out the treaty. 
Our obligation to cooperate in the discharge of the respon- 
sibilities resulting from victory is as undenable as our privi- 
lege to enjoy the fruits of triumph. It would be cowardly, un- 
thinkable, for example, to leave Poland, Serbia, Ukraine, and 
Jugo-Slavia to the mercy of the Central Empires should they be 
rehabilitated, or to abandon to anarchy the colonies and terri- 
tories separated by the war from the Central Empires. We 
organized a league of nations for the purpose of conducting the 
war and victory did not appear in sight until this was donc. 
We must maintain a league with our Allies, for a period at least, 
or suffer the danger of reactions in Europe which might lose to 
the world the fruits of our victory. To preserve for coming 
generations the benefits of our expenditures and sacrifices in 
the war, and to escape the military burdens otherwise unavoid- 
able, it is now proposed to broaden the existing international 
organization by means of which the war was won so as to em- 
brace other nations willing to cooperate in preserving peace and 
in promoting the happiness and progress of mankind. That 
this course may require some sacrifices may be admitted without 
embarrassment, if it is clear that these sacrifices are more than 
offset by benefits likely to be obtained. 

Before discussing some of the material objections urged to the 
proposed treaty, and making some comment upon the-remarks 
made in this Chamber day before yesterday by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Reep], it seems proper in advocating it to 
mention in detail some of its probable beneficial effects not 
specifically outlined in the preamble. 

The war has given an impetus to democratic ideas and institu- 


AND OF THE 


| tions, and the result of the peace conference will determine 


whether these or a state of anarchy shall prevail. 
BOLSHEVISM THE SUPREME MENACE. 

The supreme menace to civilization is Bolshevism—disvon- 
tent masking under many forms and massing under many flags. 
Not Russia alone, but what formerly constituted the central 
empires, and even France and England, are threatened with 
submersion by a high tide of malcontent. 

It would be difficult to undertake in this connection an analy- 
sis of the causes which have given rise to the spirit of anarchy 
now so threatening throughout the civilized world, a_ spirit 
which recognizes neither the sanctity of religion nor the value of 
law, but which, with violence and disorder, assails alike all 
established governmental and social institutions. Whether it 
be the half-savage protest of the oppressed blindly seeking relief 
or the mere aggression of anarchy, or both combined, its advance 
is rapid and its discordant clamors sound throughout the world. 
Many of the foremost Americans «anticipate with anxiety the 
spread of Bolshevism in’ America. The premiers of France, 


their own separate and multitudinous political agencies—agen- | England, and Italy contemplate with dread the day of judg- 
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ment which may come to their Governments if the United States 
refuses to give even moral support to their efforts to maintain 
life and property rights through recognition of the principles 
which underlie our Government—the principles of individual 
liberty and of vested rights. 

The league of nations as proposed will give encouragement 
to the growth of democratic ideas and at the same time repel 
the threatened assaults of the hideous foe to all governments 
advancing in the name of Bolshevism to the overthrow of liberty 
and to the confiscation of private property by the abrogation of 
all constituiions and laws which preserve them. 

It is senseless to imagine that we have reached the end of 
international disputes even among those who now comprise our 
Allies. It is equally senseless to rely upon the old haphazard 
prewar method of seitling these disputes. We must devise some 
way of insuring the equitable adjustment of controversies with- 
out resort to force between all classes of well-disposed nations, 
and the medium of treaty agreements, analogous to that com- 
prised in the league of nations, is the sole effective method of 
accomplishing this end. 

That the proposed league of nations would make wars im- 
probable seems to me conclusive. It would end secret diplomacy 
and all secret alliances, because it contemplates the abrogation 
of all such treaties now existing and the assumption by the 
various powers of undertakings not to make them in the future. 
The agreement not to resort to war until every other means of 
settlement has been exhausted is calculated to substitute law 
for force. By the elimination of secrecy in treaties and the 
extension of popular control to international diplomacy, comity 
and good will will supersede suspicion and intrigue. 

Disarmament is now desired by all nations. How can it be 
Secured except by means of treaties, and what other form of 
treaty can accomplish it than that proposed in the league of 
nations? Disarmament must be carried on by the nations simul- 
taneously. No nation can be expected to abandon the means of 
its own preservation while others rétain the armaments neces- 
sary for aggression. 

The guaranty contained in the treaty against sudden ag- 
gressive warfare removes in part the motive for competition 
among the nations in armament and makes possible great reduc- 
tions in existing military systems, which will be strengthened 
and expanded rather than contracted unless some arrangement 
for disarmament be made. 

Comity and good will among the nations will be promoted 
through the agency of the league. Certainly this is an end to 
be desired. The free interchange of products and ideas essen- 
tial under present conditions can only occur among nations whose 
peoples mutually understand one another and are willing to 
cooperate in good faith. 

The league will bring the pressure of organized public opinion 
for the peaceful settlement of international disputes. 

Through its instrumentality international law will be codified 
and given a more uniform interpretation and application. 

The present uncertainty respecting what constitutes interna- 
tional law and the.degree of its binding force emphasizes the 
importance of securing a uniform understanding of international 
law and of making it the rule of conduct among nations. Ar- 
rangements for permanent peace essential to the progress and 
happiness of mankind can only be secured through some agency 
which will give representation and recognition to the interests 
and rights of all the nations concerned. Any other plan involves 
a surrender of sovereignty by some and the exercise of mastery 
by other nations. This is exactly what a league of nations is de- 
signed to prevent. Other spheres of influence suggest themselves 
in which the league may be made useful to civilization. 

It may be made an instrument to stabilize international finance 
and foreign exchange and to insure equal and uniform transpor- 
tation charges on international rivers and railways for the citi- 
zens of the States members of the league. It would furnish op- 
portunity for the guaranty of trade routes across the various in- 
dependent States, thus nullifying the necessity for ocean ports 
for countries now shut out from the seas. It would diminish in- 
ternational trade rivalry and promote agreements as to tariffs, 
shipping rates, insurance, and harbor facilities. 

This statement does not fully set forth the benefits fairly to 
be anticipated from the establishment of a league of nations. It 
is, however, believed to be sufficient to shift the burden of proof 
to the opposition. Unless it can be shown that serious detriment 
will probably result from the establishment of the league, unless 
it appears that the liberty of men and the independence of States 
participating in the league will be unduly restricted, unless those 
who oppose the proposition establish the probability that the or- 
ganization will fail to accomplish these ends and that it will be 
subversive of the real interests of humanity, the treaty should be 
promptly ratified. 
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Even casual consideration of the important provisions of the 
instrument creating a league of nations convinces me that it will 
prove of incalculable value. Its adoption necessarily involves 
mutual concessions on the part of the nations agreeing to it, 
but the things they yield are unimportant when compared with 
the benefits derived. 

MILITARY CONQUEST ENDED. 

Article 10 contemplates an agreement by members of the 
league “to respect and preserve as agninst external aggression 
the territorial integrity and existing political independence of 
all States members of the league.” The spirit of conquest has 
prompted more than half of the wars of history. It has com- 
pelled the creation of large armaments and fostered unfair 
prejudices and antagonisms. If it be claimed that conquest has 
often been the instrument of civilization, it may be answered 
that it has also been the more frequent means of oppression 
and enslavement. The world has by common consent reached 
the conviction that conquest must be outlawed. This can only 
be effectuated through the agreement of civilized nations not 
to wage wars of conquest themselves nor to permit other nations 
to do so. This provision, notwithstanding the criticisms that 
have been hurled against it, if honestly observed, will in effect 
write into the law of nations a new chapter which will obviate 
the necessity and repeal any justification for the maintenance 
of large armies and navies. It will at once abolish competition 
among nations in armament, since either aggression or defense 
against it constitutes the principal motive for maintaining large 
military forces. 

The league covenant as now written expressly preserves in- 
tact the Monroe doctrine and thus effectively reserves from in- 
tervention by nations in other parts of the world the whole 
of the Western Hemisphere. The incorporation of this provi- 
sion has removed one of the chief objections urged against the 
league of nations. By article 10 the principle of the Monroe 
doctrine is made universal. Under the conditions of present- 
day civilization little or no necessity exists or can arise for the 
intervention by military force of one nation in the affairs of 
any other natien. It is said that had such a provision been in 
force France would have been prevented from giving us aid in the 
Revolution, and our Government would have been estopped from 
gzoing to the rescue of Cuba. It may be replied that France and 
England long had been at enmity and were really in a state of 
war when France sent money and men to support the cause of 
the Colonies, and, in a sense, she was merely fighting her own 
battles. 

With respect to other illustrations used as to past aggressive 
wars, it may be said that we act now for the present and the 
future, and that no condition exists or is likely to arise which 
would justify any government engaging in war merely to work 
internal reforms in other nations or to wrest territory from 
them. 

THE IRISH QUESTION. 

Much has been said about Ireland in connection with this 
article. Yet no one here, however much he may sympathize with 
Ireland, advocates war by the United States against Great 
Britain on account of the Irish question. The Government of 
the United States has never proposed intervention to free Ireland. 
Article 10 does not obligate the United States to aid Britain in 
ease of an Irish revolution. No one claims it does that. It is 
petty politics to attempt to defeat this wholesome league on the 
theory that it may become the duty of this Government to at- 
tack Great Britain because of her alleged misgovernment of 
Ireland. The Irish question is not fairly involved in the con- 
sideration of the league of nations. The latter has nothing to do 
with Ireland. Exceptional cases have arisen in the past which 
have justified, in the judgment of mankind, the use of external 
forces in the settlement of internal difficulties. But the peace of 
the world, the stability of governments, and the maintenance of 
law and order are paramount considerations which justify this 
article, even if it be believed to involve a restraint on the ocea- 
sionaliy justifiable use of external force in isolated cases. 

The declaration often made that article 10 authorizes the 
executive council to involve the world in war in its-execution is 
absurd. The language of the article is: “In case of any such 
aggression, or in case of any threat or danger of such aggres- 
sion, the executive council shall advise upon the means by 
which the obligation shall be fulfilled.” It is perfectly clear that 
the executive council can compel no action under this article. 
The use of the word “advise” defeats such a construction. 
Moreover, the language used is both necessary and appropriate. 
There ought to be some means of coordinating the policies of 
the nations which have thus bound themselves to prevent con- 
quest. The executive council, representing the controlling fac- 
tors in the league, is the appropriate agency to bring about this 
coordination. 
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Mr. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gay in. the chair). 
the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 


OWEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 


Does 


Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. 
Mr. OWEN. Before the Senator leaves article 10, which he 
has just read, pledging the territorial integrity and existing 


political independence of members of the league, I want to call 
his attention to the manner in which that meets nearly all of 
the objections which have been urged against the league, due 
to the vote of the so-called delegates or members of the execu- 
tive council. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I shall discuss that in detail before I con- 
clude. 
Mr. OWEN. Very well. 
DISARMAMENT. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, article 8, relating to dis- 


armament, has been the subject of much misunderstanding. 
It is an admirable statement of the consensus of enlightened 
opinion touching the necessity for the reduction of arma- 
ment and a fair plan for bringing this about. It proposes a 
contract between the various powers to fix a program of dis- 
armament. This is the only conceivable method by which the 


end can be accomplished. That it presents practical difficul- 
ues is undeniable. The fear is perhaps warranted that it 
may not prove effective. It is certainly not objectionable as 


depriving any Government of the right or means of self-defense, 
for whatever is done in the way of disarmament must be accom- 
plished solely threugh the consent of the Governments concerned. 
No attempt is made tc impose a limitation of armament against 
the will of any Government. The proposition is that the execu- 
live council shall propose what equipment and armament is fair 
and reasonable, and when the proposal is submitted the various 
Governments may either accept or reject the same. Acceptance, 
of course, will be based upon the condition that other members 
of the league shall likewise accept proposals for reductions in 
their armament. If any program is worked out it can only be 
done in this way. It is not to be expected that the United States 
or any other nation will disarm while other nations retain their 
existing forces or increase them. It is provided that when a limi- 
tation is adopted by a nation, that nation binds itself not to ex- 
ceed the limit without permission of the executive council, and 
that limitations on armament shall be revised every 10 years to 


meet changed conditions. It would be futile to work out a seale 
of armament for the various nations and have that scale agreed 
to, only to be disarranged by a renewal of the competitive spirit 
in the maintenance of armament, which might result if nations 


left themselves free to enlarge their forces without the agree- 
ment of other parties to the treaty. It was the thought of the 
draftsmen that the executive council should act as the agent of 
the various nations in the league in determining whether a pro- 
posed increase in armament by a nation having agreed to a limi- 
tation is necessary and justifiable. 

Coupled with the provision for disarmament is a plan to super- 
vise and restrict the manufacture of munitions by private per- 
sons. Without this or some similar agreement, any limitation of 
ariament would be abortive. Krupp and similar manufacturers 





iid continue to stimulate the spirit of war in order to provide 

a inarket for their products, and would indirectly enlarge the 

niilitary strength of their Governments by doing exactly what 
the Governments had agreed should not be done. 

To give effect to the proposal that the manufacture of muni- 

tions by private agencies shall be properly supervised and re- 

stricted, the members of the league agree to a frank interchange 


of information as to their military and naval programs and the 






Ce nditic m of such of their industries as may be adapted to war- 
like purposes. 

cle 18 m s the league the agent of the various members 
fc he su vision of the trade in arms and munitions “ with 








countries which the control of this traflic is necessary in 
th mumon interest.” 

s will provide, among other things, against dangers arising 
fri he accu mel tion in half-civilized or uncivilized countries 
of large quantities of munitions which might threaten peace. 
This lang general and somewhat ambiguous, may neverthe- 
jess prove useful in preventing States which decline to enter the 
league from engaging in war by rendering them unable to secure 
the means with which to conduct the same. Certainly the pro- 
vision can do no harm. 

rhe disarmament provisions are not objectionable because 
they grant too much power to the executive council. My fear 
is that rivalry and jealeusy among the nations may make dis- 


armament difficult or delay it and in that way continue the 


burdens of militarism, 
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THE LEAGUE PLAN FOR THE SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES AMONG NATIONS. 

Under the proposed plan for settling international disputes 
the members of the league agree that if disputes arise between 
them which can not be adjusted through diplomacy they will in 
no case resort to war without first submitting the questions in- 
volved either to arbitration or to the executive council, and until 
three months after award or recommendation, and that they 
will not even then. resort to war against any member of the 
league which complies with the award of the arbitrators or the 
recommendation of the executive council. 

Two classes of controversies are recognized—justiciable and 
nonjusticiable. The agreement further provides in article 13 
that in cases of disputes recognized by the parties as arbitrabic, 
and which can not be settled by diplomacy, they will submit 
the whole matter to arbitration. 

Where disputes arise which are not regarded as justiciable 
and which are not submitted to arbitration, the parties agree 
to refer the matter in dispute to the executive council. 

If the efforts of the executive council fail to result in a settle- 
ment of the dispute, a report by the council is to be published 
explaining the controversy and the recommendations of the 
council for settlement. If this report is unanimously agreed to, 
the agreement further provides that the members will not go to 
war against any party complying with the recommendations 
of the executive council. If the report is not unanimous, the 
majority and the minority may issue statements of explanation 
and recommendation. 

Any dispute referred to the executive council may be by that 
body referred to the assembly. Either party to a dispute may 
have the controversy referred to the assembly by the executive 
council by request made within 14 days after the submission of 
the dispute to the executive council. 

In cases referred by the executive council to the assembly, 
either upon the motion of the executive council or of one of the 
parties to the dispute, the assembly is authorized to take the 
same procedure and action as the executive council had the 
cause been retained by it. 

In case any nation breaks its contract to submit its complaint 
to arbitration or to inquiry by the executive council it thereby 
commits an act of war against all the other members of the 
league, who are obligated under the treaty to subject the offend- 
ing nation to a severance of all trade or financial relations and 
the prohibition of its commerce both with members of the league 
and with other nations. 

The often repeated statement that the executive council is 
empowered to declare war is unfounded. The nations in the 
league do not even bind themselves to declare war against par- 
ties who breach the agreement. It is true that breaches of the 
agreement relating to arbitration or inquiry by the executive 
council constitute acts of war, but every lawyer knows the dis- 
tinction between an act of war and a declaration of war. There 
is no power whatever conferred upon the executive council to 
declare war. It is empowered to make recommendations to the 
various nations as to the military and naval forces they shall 
contribute under the agreement to protect the covenants of the 
league. It has no power whatever to compél any nation either 
to go to war or to supply military or naval forces. 

It is undoubtedly true that the moral obligation under the 
treaty on the part of every member of the league would arise to 
do.its share in protecting the covenants of the league, but every 
nation under the agreement is left at liberty to accept or reject 
the recommendations of the executive council. 

Article 17 provides that in case of disputes between a State 
member of the league and another State not a member of the 
league, or between States not members of the league, that the 
States not members of the league shall be invited to join the 

organization for the purpose of the dispute, upon conditions to 
be prescribed by the executive council. 

When such invitation has been issued the executive council, 
it is agreed, shall immediately institute an inquiry into the 
merits of the controversy and shall make recommendations for 
a settlement. 

If any power invited to join the league for the purposes of 
settling a dispute refuses to do so, it shall be subjected to the 
same economic boycott as is contemplated against members 
breaching the obligations respecting arbitration and inquiry by 
the executive council. 

Where both parties refuse to accept the obligations of mem- 
bership in the league for the purpose of the dispute, the execu- 
tive council is authorized to pursue such course and to make 
such recommendations as in its opinion will result in the settle- 
ment of the dispute. 

It is noticeable that this plan does not, as that urged by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], outlaw war in all 
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cases, nor does it contemplate compulsory arbitration of non- 
justiciable controversies, as urged by Mr. Elihu Root. 

It undoubtedly recognizes the right of any nation to refuse 
to submit a controversy which it regards as nonjusticiable to 
arbitration, but it also imposes upon that nation the obligation 
to submit the matter to investigation by the executive council, 
and in case of a unanimous agreement by that body it pledges 
the nation not to resort to war against the adverse party if the 
latter complies with the recommendation of the executive council. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] in a speech 
before this body March 1 last, forcibly assailed the proposed 
constitution for a league of nations and submitted a plan of 
his own. 

He objected. to the pending proposition, claiming that it rec- 
ognizes the legality of war in some instances and makes war 
obligatory in others. 

When analyzed the same is exactly true of his own plan. 

On page 37 of the pamphlet containing the speech before re- 
ferred to he said: 


Among the first.articles of the constitution which shall create this 
league should be one which shall provide that war is thereby declared 
to be an international crime, and that any nation engaging in war, 
except in self-defense when actually attacked, shall be punished by 
the world as an international criminal. 


Thus he would not only legalize war in self-defense, which, 
of course, is unavoidable, but he would also require the re- 
mainder of the world to attack the nation beginning war. 

Nor is that the only case in which he would legalize war. 
Reflecting upon his criticism of the pending plan it is astonish- 
ing to note that he would require every nation entering the 
league to go to war for the enforcement of the decree of an 
international court, which court he would empower to settle 
every dispute arising between nations. 

On page 38 of the same pamphlet the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania declared : 

This constitution should also provide that ail disputes relating to 


international matters as defined by an’ international code should be 
decided by an international court. 


Supergovernment, indeed! There is nothing in the league 
plan- proposed by the Paris conference to compare with this 
provision suggested by the Senator from Pennsylvania. He 
would compel every nation to submit every dispute of an inter- 
national character to a league tribunal and in that way deprive 
the respective nations of all sovereignty and control over their 
foreign relations. The proposition is far-reaching, but it is 
not fully comprehended until considered in connection with 
declarations on page 39 of the printed speech, in which the 
Senator asserted : 


The international court should be authorized by the league constitu- 
tion to call upon the —— signatory to enforce its decrees and 
awards as against unwilling States by force, economic pressure, or 
otherwise. 

He further said: 

It (his league plan) would make the waging of war otherwise 
than in self-defense when attacked a public crime, punishable by the 
combined forces of the world. 

It therefore appears that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
has a league plan of his own, and that his plan would compel 
war by all nations members of the league in every case where 
one nation attacked another, and in every case where a nation 
declined to carry out the judgment or decree of the interna- 
tional court which he would empower to determine every 
dispute. 

Mr. POMERENE. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield tothe Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. What the Senator has said with reference 
to one plan submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania applies 
likewise to the other two plans to which he refers. There is 
not one of them that would not lead to war in the event that 
there should not be a compliance with the terms of the settle- 
ment or of the award. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I agree with the Senator from Ohio. 


MANDATES, 


When the peace conference convened no more difficult problem 
presented itself than that relating to colonies and territories 
which as a result of the war had ceased to be under the sover- 
eignty of the Central Empires. Article 19 recognizes three 
classes of such colonies and territories and provides varying 
degrees of control by the States members of the league accord- 
ing to the status of the colonies and territories to be governed. 

Iirst. Portions of the former Turkish Empire are to receive 
administrative advice and assistance for a limited time and in 
the end are to become independent nations. It is expressly pro- 
vided that these communities will be consulted in the selection 
of the mandatory power, ' 


Mr. President 
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Second. Other territories, especially those of Central Africa, 
are to be administered by mandatory powers subject to condi- 
tions which will guarantee freedom of religion and sustain pub- 
lic order and morals, while at the same time prohibiting abuses, 
including slavery, the traffic in arms, the opium traffic, and the 
prevention of the establishment of fortifications or military or 
naval bases. 

Third. Another class is recognized as having such a status as 
will require their complete administration under the laws of 
the mandatory power, and as parts thereof subject to guaranties 
of freedom of religion, public order, and the prohibition of abuses. 

A mandatory commission is contemplated to receive and exam- 
ine the annual reports of the mandatory powers and to assist the 
league in insuring the observance of the terms of all mandates. 

Since it is now perfectly clear that no nation can be required 
to act as a mandate without its own approval, there should be 
no objection to the mandatory provisions. 

As early as 1846 the United States guaranteed the sovereignty 
of New Granada over the Isthmus of Panama. By a treaty 
ratified in 1903 we guaranteed and agreed to maintain the inde- 
pendence of the Republic of Panama. By the treaty of 1916 
the United States guaranteed the independence of Haiti and 
agreed to assist in the administration of its affairs. 

While these guaranties all affect territory in the Western 
Hemisphere only, and to some extent may be regarded as the 
necessary consequence of the Monroe doctrine, which in one 
aspect constitutes the United States the protector of the western 
world, it can not be denied that our obligation as one of the 
victors in the war now closing is to assist in preserving inde- 
pendence and in maintaining order among the peoples who have 
been separated from their former sovereignties by our acts. 

Participation in the war necessarily involved the United States 
in European complications, and the league of nations appears 
to be an appropriate means of securing relief from the “ com- 
plications ” consequent to the disintegration of the Central Em- 
pires and the establishment of new governments upon their 
ruins, 

ARTICLE 25. 

Article 25 has been the subject of but little comment, probably 
because it is merely the clear expression of a necessary implica- 
tion arising from the compact as a whole. Nevertheless, it is a 
valuable provision. By its terms the nations composing the 
league agree to abrogate all inconsistent treaties, and also con- 
tract not to make other treaties violative of its principles. Like 
every other contractual provision, it depends upon the good faith 
of the nations making it. If honestly executed, it will prevent 
offensive and defensive alliances and thus avert the danger to 
peace which such combinations in their nature constitute. It 
will prevent the creation of factional groups within the league. 
It wil! not, however, prohibit necessary and justifiable under- 
takings among the members of the league. The only limitation 
which it imposes on treaty making, and this would exist if it 
were not expressly stated, is the moral obligation which it 
recognizes to refrain from making treaties in conflict with the 
principles of the league. Every nation will be the judge of 
whether a proposed treaty with another member is consistent 
with the league treaty. It can, therefore, operate only as a 
moral restraint. No power is vested in any agency of the league 
to declare void a treaty between two of its members for incon- 
sistency with the league covenant. It is, of course, conceivable 
that the penalties for violations of the league treaty might be 
incurred by a member nation by reason of acts under treaties 
in conflict with the covenant. Otherwise the league treaty would 
be valueless. The whole structure would fall if member nations 
exercised the power to make treaties violative of their under- 
takings in this treaty with no possibility of incurring any pen- 
alty whatever. 

Mr. President, a great variety of arguments have been made 
against this proposed feature of the treaty of pes=?. The Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. REeep] has addressed the Senate on a 
number of occasions touching this important subject. 

In the first address he opposed the league with great vigor, 
because he said it would be dominated by Great Britain, and 
referred to the fact that under the proposed constitution the 
so-called self-governing colonies of Great Britain would have 
representation in the league. Mr. President, there is a funda- 
mental fallacy underlying the argument of the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] upon that 
point, namely, that by reason of giving the self-governing colo- 
nies of Britain representation in the league we give Great 
Britain control of the league. In the first place, the method ef 
determining decisions before the assembly is not upon majority 
vote. It is upon a unanimous vote; and one vote is just as 
effective to prevent a decision as any number less than the 
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whole. So that in so far as the decisions of the league are con- 
cerned, it is immaterial whether Great Britain’s colonies are 
represented in the assembly or not. The purpose of giving 
these self-governing colonies representation in the league was 
not to enable Great Britain to dominate the league, but it was 
to give to those respective peoples—the peoples of Canada and of 
India and of the other self-governing colonies of Great Britain— 
representation in a body whose action might affect their in- 
terests differently from the way in which it would affect the 
interests of the mother country. 

Everyone who is familiar with the history of the British 
Empire during the last century or two knows that frequently 
controversies have arisen affecting the interests of Canada 
differently from the way in which those controversies affected 
the interests of the mother country, and the same is true of 
every one of these self-governing colonies. No harm can come 
to any nation in the world by giving these colonies representa- 
tion in the assembly, for it does not matter if they should vote 
with the mether country in every instance, their decision would 
not be effective unless it was also supported by the unanimous 
decision of the other nations. It is not conceivable that this 
could occur in any questionable case. 

The next position taken by the Senator from Missouri was 
thai it would be dominated by kings and monarchs. 

Mr. President, I think the Senator has abandoned that con- 
tention. The hand of history has already practically written 
kings out of existence. The only remaining kings of importance 
that I can recall are Albert of Belgium, the King of Italy, the 
Emperor, or Mikado, of Japan, and perhaps one or two others. 
So that three or four so-called kings represent all of royalty 
that remains as a result of this war. It is not now seriously 
contended that there is any danger of imperialistic influences 
ontrolling the league. That position has been abandoned prac- 
tically by everyone. 

The latest and most amazing position assumed by the Senator 
from Missouri is that taken on day before yesterday, when he 
declared that the league will be dominated by negroes. 

The Senator from Missouri in that address went into the 
field of ethnology. He reclassified the human race. He divided 
it inte two classes, white and dark, and under the dark classifi- 
cation he put every other race except the white race. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. OWEN. As a Cherokee Indian, I object. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Oklahoma rightfully 
objects. 

The position of the Senator from Missouri in attempting to 
make this classification is, in my opinion, absurd. He at- 
tempted te show that as a result of this classification there 
would be a greater population represented in the league among 
colored races than among the white race, and therefore it 
would inevitably lead to the overcoming of the white race by 
the dark races. 

Mr. President, there has been much said from time to time 
concerning the conclusion of the Paris conference to give each 
State which is a member of the league one vote in the assem- 
bly. I presume that the Senator from Missouri knows that 
ulder international law all States are equal, without regard to 
enlightenment, military power, or economic importance. If you 
do not recognize this fundamental principle of international 
jaw, which has applied for many centuries, let me ask you 
what basis of representation you would accept? Let me ask 
the Senator from Misseuri whether he would like to change the 
plan adepted at the Paris peace conference to give each State 
au representative in the league, and instead base representation 
upon population. Such a plan, if adopted; would be objection- 
able for many reasons. It would be a repudiation of the long- 
recognized and well-established principle of the equality of all 
sovereignties before the law. This objection is totally unimpor- 

ut, in my opinion, when viewed in connection with the fact 
that the method of deciding controversies in the league is by a 
unanimous vete and not by a majority vote. If the decisions 
vere based on majority findings, the representation of small 
’s upon an equality with the United States or with similar 

ut powers might be objectionable; but since all decisions 
inust be effected by unanimous vote, it is immaterial, except to 
their own interests, that small States are given representation. 

There is a reason for giving small States representation in 
the league which even the Sens ator from Missouri, in the preju- 
dice which I fear may have blinded him to some of the merits 
of this prot sition, might be made to see. One of the purposes 
of this league is to produce cooperation among the nations of 
the world, to bring about a state of good will, if possible, be- 
tween them; and in order to do that it is absolutely necessary 
that every uation have some representation in the league. To 
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exclude a nation because it is small or backward would be to 
counteract the very influences which the league itself is in- 
tended to promote. It is very desirable, if the league accom- 
plishes the purpose for which it is being created, that all na- 
tions should be represented in it; and no harm can come to this 
Government or to any nation by reason of the recognition of 
the small countries to which the Senator from Missouri refers. 

There is one feature of the address of the Senator from Mis- 
souri which I think does discredit to his fairness. In a speech 
of some hours he assailed various nations which now occupy 
friendly attitudes toward the United States and our people. 
In bitter denunciation and withering sarcasm he recalled the 
history of many of the countries in the Western Hemisphere 
which have experienced revolutions, discussed the instability 
of their governments, their inability, as he alleged, to control 
their own affairs, and then ridiculed the thought of giving them 
representation in the league of nations. Why, if you please, 
Senators, one of the very purposes in giving them representa- 
tion is to provide stability for their governments, is to give 
them stronger and better institutions, and to give them the 
benefit of the counsel and assistance and cooperation of the 
great nations of the world. 

The Senator, for instance, might very well have spared him- 
self the bitter criticism and denunciation of the Republic of 
Panama. It is not my intention to put into the Recorp again 
the language that he used in denouncing Panama and other 
countries which bear friendly relations to the United States, 
but I point it out as an illustration cf the spirit displayed by 
the Senator from Missouri in his attempt to bring race preju- 
dice into this question. 

The Senator from Missouri made 
I desire to call the attention 
244 of the Recorp of May 26: 

If a Republican President had brought the league here; if Roosevelt 
had brought it here, there is not a Democrat who would not have been 
standing by my side fighting to the last ditch to rescue the country 
from the threatened danger— 

And so forth. 

I wonder if the Senator from Missouri comprehended the 
implication of that remark. I wonder if he realized that he was 
substantially declaring that in order to support President 
Wilson, Democrats are deliberately seeking the undoing of the 
country. If I were disposed to do so, I might ask the Senator 
from Missouri if any other President than President Wilson had 
brought this league here, if President Roosevelt or some other 
President had brought it here, whether he would not be found 
supporting it instead of opposing it. The implication of his 
statement is an unfair reflection upon the membership of this 
body who are supporting the league of nations. 

Mr. President, I respect the President of the United States. 
I am not ashamed to say that I sympathize with him during this 
period when he is bearing such great responsibilities, and at 
the same time is the victim of suspicion and denunciation from 
sources that ought to support him. But this question must be 
determined upon its merits. This question involves issues of 
too far-reaching importance to be determined either by friend- 
ship for or antagonism toward any man; and I submit to the 
Senator from Missouri himself, in view of his record before 
this body, that it does not lie in his mouth to declare that men 
in this Senate are supporting this treaty because a Democratic 
President brought it here, and that we would oppose it if a 
Republican President submitted it. His attitude toward the 
President of the United States, his attitude toward the issues 
presented in this body by his party, does not justify him in a 
wholesale denunciation of his colleagues on this side of the 
Chamber. 

The climax of absurdity was reached when the Senator from 
Missouri sought to intimidate Senators from the South by in- 
jecting the race question into this controversy. Among the 
things which he said upon that subject was the following: 


allusion to which 
He said, on page 


another 
of the Senate. 


How will Senators from the South, who represent States which have 
contended that the white race alone is fit to control the destiny of the 
States of America, who have, therefore, contended that the black man 
of the South should not be permitted to cast his individual ballot to be 
counted " inst the ballot of the white man—how can they contend that 
Liberia, Haiti, and other negro or seminegro nations should be per- 
mitted to sit at the couneil table of the world and each cast a vote 
equal to that of the United States? 


In another part of his remarks he made this declaration: 


Yet you men of the South, you lily-whites, yon. gentlemen who say 
that white men alone should control in your own States, are willing to 
allow this meagre population, 90 per cent of whom are negroes and 
mulattoes, living hundreds of miles from our shores, to have a vote 
equal to the total vote of the United States in the league of nations! 


On page 241, speaking on the same subject, he said: 
Go back to your people and justify yourselves if you can, 
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Mr. President, there is no race question involved in the ques- 
tion of a league of nations. Would the Senator from Missouri 
favor the creation of a league composed of white nations alone 
and thus force the creation of a rival league composed of other 
nations? If we created an organization or a society among 
white nations and expressly excluded other races or nationali- 
ties from the association, we would thus arouse an antagonism 
which in itself might produce war. But under the system that 
is proposed there is no possibility of a race issue becoming a 
serious menace to the civilization of the world. I think the 
Senator from Missouri is well enough informed, if he will 
divest himself of the prejudices that are blinding him now, to 
see that that is true. 

But he made a challenge. He said: 

Go back to your people and justify yourselves if you can. 


I accept the challenge of the Senator from Missouri. The 
day he leaves Washington to go to Missouri to justify himself 
before his constituency for his resistance to every effort to 
prevent war in the future, resistance to every effort to promote 
international good will and fellowship, to the creation of any 


kind of league of nations—the day he leaves to go to Missouri. 


to vindicate himself before his people I leave here to go to 
Arkansas to vindicate my support of the league of nations, and 
I make him this challenge now: If I do not get back before 
he does, I will never return. I make him this challenge: 
Since he has seen fit unfairly to inject the race question into 
this debate, and challenges me and other Senators from the 
South to justify ourselves before our people, I tell him that I 
will give to the Presiding Officer of this body my resignation 
to-morrow if he will also give his own, to be held until after 
the question has been voted on in Missouri and Arkansas as to 
whether or not the people want a league of nations. If a ma- 
jority of Missourians say that the Senator is right in the atti- 
tude that he has taken here, he will remain in the Senate. If 
a majority of the people of Arkansas say I am wrong, my resig- 
nation shall go into effect. Aye, I will make this challenge to 
him: If the people of the State of Arkansas do not vote for the 
league of nations 2 to 1 or more, I will retire from the Senate. 

But the Senator will not accept the challenge. He knows 
that the people of Missouri are against him on this issue. He 
knows he can not intimidate me from doing what I believe to be 
my duty as a Member of this body by a threat of arousing race 
prejudice. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ROBINSON, I yield to the Senator from Missouri, with 
pleasure. 

Mr. REED. I do not know what I have said to make my 
very good friend from Arkansas think that I have made a per- 
sonal attack on him or issued any personal challenge to him—— 

Mr. ROBINSON. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. REED. Or why he should grow heated. 

Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The Senator has challenged every southern 
Senator. 

Mr. REED. Well 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
decline it 

Mr. REED. Why, the Senator’s challenge reminds me of a 
good many other challenges I have heard. They are made for 
effect, with full knowledge that there is not any way to put 
them into execution. I simply rose to say to the Senator that 
if he had any feeling that I have personally attacked him, I 
want him to get it out of his head, because he is almost the last 
man in the world to whom I would say anything unkind. 

So far as the people of Missouri are concerned upon this 
question, I venture the assertion that if this question is sub- 
mitted to a vote in any way the league of nations as now pro- 
posed will be overwhelmingly defeated. I leave the Senator to 
judge as to the people of his own State; but I think perhaps 
[I am fully as well informed about the people of Missouri as he 
is, although he visited my State and we spent many happy 
days campaigning together a little over a year ago. 

Mr. ROBINSON. There is no personal issue between the 
Senator from Missouri and myself. The Senator understands 
that. I read, when I began remarks touching this feature of 
the subject, statements which he made day before yesterday 
and repeated two or three times, in which he challenged Sena- 
tors from the South to go back to the South and justify their 
position before their people. I now repeat the challenge that 
I made to my friend the Senator from Missouri. The day he 
is ready to leave Washington and go to Missouri to try it out 
there and justify himself in the opposition to creating a society 


Does the Senator accept my challenge or 
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of nations to preserve peace among the nations of the world, 
that day I will also go and justify myself to my people. 

Mr. REED. That is a perfectly fair proposition, because 
both of us will have to do it if we come back to the Senate after 
election. I say this to the Senator, and I say it in all fairness 
and all calmness: No man has a right to say I have opposed 
all efforts toward the preservation of world peace. 1 am just 
as much in favor of the preservation of world peace as is the 
Senator. The difference between the Senator-and myself is 
that a certain particular remedy or alleged remedy is pre- 
sented. That remedy in my judgment will not preserve the 
peace or even promote peace, and I have opposed that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. REED. Certainly; the Senator has the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the plan of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to preserve international peace and promote cooperation 
among the nations? 

Mr. REED. If the Senator will give me a moment, I will try 
to answer that as well as I can. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I shall be glad to do it. 

Mr. REED. If the Senator were to propose a cure for tubercu- 
losis, or consumption, and I were to say that I believed that 
remedy to be worse than the disease, that it would aggravate 
the disease, he might turn to me then and say, “ Well, you have 
either got to accept my remedy or you have got to show mec 
how you are going to cure consumption.” The fact about the 
matter is that nobody has ever found a cure for consumption. 
There have been many things proposed that would help. So 
nobody has ever found up to this time a cure for war, although 
there are many things that have been done from time imme- 
morial tending to lessen war. 

So with the Senator’s proposition that I shall tell him a remedy 
for a thing which can not be remedied, according to the state- 
ment of President Wilson, according to the statement of ex- 
President Taft, according to the statement of Lloyd-George, 
according to the statement of Clemenceau, according to the 
statement of every great man of the earth, all saying that war 
can not be prevented. As long as that is the situation the Sena- 
tor must not ask me to provide a sovereign remedy for war. 

But if the Senator asks me whether I think anything can be 
done having a tendency to lessen war, then I answer him that 
I think it can be done. I think, in the first place, that the 
great nations of the world, through their proper representatives, 
could meet and that international law could be clarified and 
codified. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield now? Is it not the 
express purpose to accomplish that in the plan we are now 
discussing? 

Mr. REED. No. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is not? 

Mr. REED. The plan you now discuss absolutely ignores it, 
in my judgment. International law to-day rests in a number of 
somewhat contradictory precedents, and has its origin also in 
some treaties that have been largely accepted and in some cus- 
toms that have been established. There is not only a twilight 
zone in international law, but nearly all international law may 
be said to be in the twilight zone. My opinion is—and I trust 
I am not interfering too much 

Mr. ROBINSON. No; I am very glad to have the Senator 
make his statement. It is very interesting. 

Mr. REED. My opinion is that a very large number of inter- 
national disputes would never arise and some in the past 
would never have arisen if international law had been clarified, 
extended, and codified so that the respective nations would 
know their rights. I want to illustrate that by the present 
situation, and I will be as brief as I can to make myself plain. 

It was considered to be international law that a belligerent 
in declaring a blockade was compelled to limit its blockade to 
a particular port or ports which it would actively patrol and 
thus actually maintain a blockade of fact and not a blockade of 
paper, and that no nation had the right to declare a general 
blockade of a sea or of an ocean. Yet those precedents were 
not so clear and so without exception that Great Britain did 
not assert the right to substantially blockade the North Sea 
and to sow it with mines and mark out lanes through which 
the commerce of the world must travel. 

Responding to that, or following that, I should say, Germany 
proceeded then to declare a blockade of the waters about Great 
Britain. She fixed bounds within which she said she would 
sink vessels. Subsequently she extended those bounds unti! she 
included nearly all the Atlantic Ocean and a lot of the Red Sea: 
On this assertion of a right of blockade she began to sink 
American vessels. We protested that she had no right to sink 
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our vessels under those circumstances; that she had no right to 
capture them. It was out of that controversy, which primarily, 
in my opinion, grew out of a misconstruction or out of a doubt 

f international law, thet we were finally dragged into this war. 

If tional law had been written in the form of a code, 
if Great Britain had given her assent to it before this war began 
and Germany had likewise given her assent and sanction to 
that code, and if that code had specified that seas could not be 
blockaded, but that a blockade must be limited to ports, it is my 
opinion that neither Great Britain nor Germany would ever 
have interfered with the rights of the commerce of the United 
States upon the high seas, and we would not have been in this 

is an illustration. It is one of scores that I might 
say to the Senator, who is a great lawyer and a great 
f history, he knows as well as we all know that it is 
‘ertainty in regard to contracts, the uncertainty regard- 
‘national law that causes most of the controversies of 
it has contributed to international contro- 

3. hat‘is one thing I would do. 
y to the Senator again, I will not object to the creation 
in international judicial tribunal—and I use the term “ judi- 
cial” with some emphasis—to which may be referred contro- 
versies of nations of a justiciable character. I would not give 
power as of right by force to compel the submission to it 
of those questions which involve the life or the sovereignty of 
our country, but many questions could be submitted to it that 
might be by it so illuminated and elucidated and clarified that 
iroversies would thereby be lessened. I shall not object to 
the making of treaties between nations having for their pur- 
pose and object the settlement of disputes between those nations. 

The point of difference between the Senator and myself, and 
with this I take my seat, thanking him for his very great 
eourtesy, is that I object to setting up a governing body which 
shall have the power and right to determine a question which 
involves the very life of the United States, which involves our 
greit international policies, and giving to that body the power 
of decision, the setting up of a supergoverning body. I may be 
wrong: that may not be in this league; but as I read the 
document it is in the league. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, going back to the declara- 
tion by my friend the Senator from Missouri that there is no 
way to obtain an expression of the sentiment of the people of 
Missouri and Arkansas upon this question, I desire to say to 
him I think it can be done. I think we could easily arrange 
for a vote upon the question in the two States, and I believe 
it would be a valuable thing for us both to do. It would cer- 
tainly relieve him of the impression, which I think is a very 
erroneous one, that I am in danger of meeting repudiation from 
my people on account of my support of this league, and it eer- 
tainly would ease my mind of what I fear is an impending polit- 
ical calamity to the Senator from Missouri should he continue 
his obstinate resistance to the league. 

Mr. REED. May I say to the Senator I do not think the 
people of Arkansas would repudiate him if he sheuld agree to- 
morrow to abolish the Constitution of the United States in toto, 
but I am quite sure that the people of Missouri do not hold me 
in such profound affeetion, particularly the somewhat dangerous 
Republican half of my State. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Missouri has so com- 
pletely disarmed me by that statement that I can not continue 
this feature of the discussion, 

As to the more important point relating to the plan for secur- 
ing relief against the probability of war, if I understand the 
Senator correctly, he says that it is an impossible thing to pre- 
vent war, and the only plan he has to suggest to minimize it 
is to codify international law and make it clear so that there 
can be no dispute about what is the law. He also made the 
statement that this war was the outgrowth of a misunder- 
standing of the rules of international law. 

Mr. REED. Our entrance into the war. 

ROBINSON. Yes; and that there was no provision in 
the proposed league of nations covenant looking toward a codi- 
fication of international law. Let me recall to the Senator 
from Missouri that in the preamble itself it is declared that 
to 2ccomplish the two general purposes of the league, namely, 
’ promote international cooperation and to secure interna- 
tional peace and securi 


to ji 


co! 


Mr. 


ty,” “ the firm establishment of the under- 
standings of international law as the actual rule of eoenduct 
among governments” is necessary and desirable. If that is 
not an explicit declaration not only for clarifying international 
law but for establishing it as the actual rule of conduct among 
nations, I do not know what would be. 

Mr. President, 1 lay down the proposition that the Senator 
from Missouri has committed a basie error when he asserts 
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that our entry into this war was the result of a misunderstand- 
ing of international law. For a thousand years it has been the 
law of nations that no government or people can monopolize 
any part of the open sea except by actual blockade. Germany 
never believed, and no international lawyer ever believed, that 
the act of Germany in establishing a war zone embracing the 
approach to allied ports—embracing a portion of the sea 1,400 
miles in length through which passes three-fourths of the com- 
merce of the world—was acting in accordance with interna- 
tional law. Germany knew, and every lawyer in this world 
knew, that the so-called war-zone decree issued by Germany, by 
which she sought.to preempt or monopolize the sea, was a viola- 
tion of international law. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. ROBINSON. Just a moment. When she declared any 
vessel entering that zone, whether neutral or belligerent, in 
commerce with the allies, subject to destruction without visita- 
tion or warning, everybody knew she was violating the law of 
nations; and if the law had been written as plain as it was 
written in letters of fire to the ancient King of Babylon, if it 
had been written as plainly as human language could express it, 
Germany would not have known any better than she in fact 
knew that in making such decree she was violating interna- 
tional law. This war would have come, with all its misery and 
its horrors, even though international law had been codified. 

Mr, REED. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ROBINSON. Just a moment. In my judgment the 
remedy suggested by the Senator from Missouri is a partial 
remedy and is comprehended in the plan that I support. In my 
judgment the remedy suggested by the Senator from Missouri, 
without additional remedies, is inadequate and will prove un- 
availing. I agree with him that there is necessity for codifying 
international law. I do not agree with him that it either is or 
can be regarded by students of the question as an atequate 
remedy for the whole subject under consideration. 

I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. If the Senator will permit an interruption, the 
Senator has said Germany violated international law when she 
undertook to blockade the high seas. Does the Senator not 
apply that same rule to Great Britain when she blockaded the 
North Sea? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, yes; and I am not justifying either 
Germany or Great Britain in violating the law. 

Mr. REED. I am not justifying Germany. 
will not put me in that light? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. REED. But the point I am making is that Great Brit- 
ain by her act, followed by the act of Germany, produced a 
condition which resulted in interference with our rights upon 
the sea. I agree with the Senator from Arkansas that both of 
them violated international law; but I also say that interna- 
tional law, being based upon precedents, was not so clear as 
it might have been. Does net the Senator remember when 
there were protests made against Great Britain’s act that Great 
Britain undertook to justify it by precedent? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I also remember that Germany attempted 
to justify her act. 

Mr. REED. I am simply putting this to the Senator, not in 
any spirit of controversy but in a spirit of fair statement, and 
perhaps if we had more of that we would come nearer to giv- 
ing the American people a true insight into this situation. If 
Germany and Great Britain and all the other nations of the 
earth of any importance had agreed to a code of international 
law that had been plain and explicit and undoubted, does not 
the Senator believe that would have decreased the likelihood 
of either one of these nations undertaking to blockade the seas? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not believe that Germany would have 
abandoned or failed to pursue her lawless submarine warfare. 
She never claimed that it was lawful. She sought to justify it 
on the ground that Great Britain 

Mr. REED. Had already done it? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Had already violated the law. She ad- 
mitted that she was violating international law. I repeat what 
I tried to make plain before, that while I should like to see 
international law codified just as much as the Senator from 
Missouri, I regard the remedy as totally inadequate; that there 
was no such uncertainty in the minds of any of the belligerents 
as to what the rights of neutrals were upon the seas as to justify 
either Great Britain or Germany in the decrees they issuer 
restricting neutral commerce. It was justified on the ground 
of necessity by each of them, rather than on the ground of fn- 
ternational law. So that if the law had been written so plainly 
that no one could have doubted what its provisions were the 
war would have happened anyway. 


The Senator 
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Mr. REED. Very well. Then, agreements between nations 
and treaties between nations, no matter how solemn, and though 
they are agreed to by all the nations of the earth, will not pre- 
vent war under some circumstances? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think that is true. They will not prevent 
war under every possible cireumstance. 

Mr. REED. Then 

Mr. ROBINSON. Wait a moment. It is certainly true of 
some governments that they do not regard their treaties. We 
all recall that Germany openly and deliberately violated the 
Belgian treaty, that she denounced it as a scrap of paper, and 
treated it with contempt and’ indifference. If she would do 
that, if she would treat with contempt a solemn obligation 
under which she had bound herself to observe Belgian neutrality, 
she would of course violate other treaties if left free to do so. 

Mr. REED. In other words, we come to this, that treaties, 
however solemnly made, are disregarded by nations; and laws, 
however long existing, under some circumstances and some con- 
ditions that may arise will be violated. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; we will say in rare instances. 

Mr. REED. In rare instances. I think the Senator is right. 
I think where the law is perfectly clear the instances where they 
are violated are rare; but there will come a time, in the Sena- 
tor’s opinion, that, no matter how solemn a treaty or sacred 
a law, it will be defied. Now, what is the remedy for that, except 
force? Is there any remedy for that but force? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the economic pressure pro- 
vided for in the pending league of nations treaty will, in my 
judgment, make wars so improbable that they will be almost 
impossible. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

Mr. ROBINSON. Now, listen; just let me have a little of 
my own time. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. I ought not to ask 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not object to the Senator propeunding 
a question to me, if he will give me an opportunity to answer it. 

There is not a Senator present who does not know that if 
Germany had known that her commeree would have been shut 
off, that the other nations of the world would have imposed an 
economic boycott on her, so that the very lives of her people 
would have been imperiled—there is.not one who does not 
know that she would have refrained from bringing on this war; 
and in the future one of the most vital and effective means of 
preventing wars will be that provision of the league of nations 
treaty that combines all of the nations of the world against an 
offending nation that does violate its treaty. It is one of the 
most effective ways of enforcing treaties. It is better than 
foree, for under that old system, when force alone was applied as 
the only means of settling disputes, the nations divided; but 
under this plan they would unite against the nation breaching 
its treaty. 

Mr. REED. By “ economic pressure” the Senator means that 
character of pressure that is referred to in sections 12 and 16 
of the league covenant? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I refer to the provision of the treaty—I 
do not remember the number of the section—which obligates all 
of the contracting nations to sever all commercial and financial 
relations with a nation that breaches its treaty obligations re- 
specting arbitration and investigation of disputes. 

Mr. REED. Exactly. Now, the Senator thinks that is pref- 
erable to war? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think it 
war in many instances, 

Mr. REED. The economic pressure te which the Senator 
refers is starvation, is it not? ‘ 

Mr. ROBINSON. It may result in that. 

Mr. REED. It is proposed to starve the offending nation 
into subjection. Does the Senator believe that sort of condi- 
tion could exist even for a day without provoking war? Would 
it indeed not be war itself, and war of the most horrible char- 
acter—the starving of the women and children of a country? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will answer the Senator’s question. 
Throughout history belligerent nations have practiced what are 
known in law as blockades; they have availed themselves of 
the law of nations authorizing them to cut off commerce from 
their enemies. I believe that, if this treaty is made, a nation, 
instead of violating its treaty and giving cause for economic 
pressure, will keep its treaty, and there will be no war, either 
economic or military. 

Mr. REED. That is only another way of saying that if 
a nation knows that if it shall violate the conditions of this 
league all nations of the world will stand against it, either to 
starve it to death or fight it into subjection, ne nation would go 
to war. But the Senator really does not think that, from the 
standpoint of humanity, there is much difference between 











is even more effective than 


starving people to death and shooting them to death, does he? 
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Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, I am perfectly willing to grant that 
the economic pressure contemplated by this treaty is a power- 
ful means of compelling action by the nations; and that is what 
I want. 

Mr. REED. Exactly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I want to prevent a nation from appealing 
to arms by imposing upen it the penalties of the severance of 
trade relations and of financial relations with the remainder 
of the world. The Senator from Missouri can not argue with 
mec, and he surely will not take up my time to discuss the hor- 
rors of starvation, which might result from a blockade. We 
all understand that. We know that the purpose of a blockade 
is to compel submission by an enemy, and that it is quite effec- 
tive; sometimes it is more effective than actual conflict between 
armies. 

Mr. REED. And it was that in fact that probably weakened 
Germany to the point where she had to surrender in this last 
war. I am not arguing that it is inhuman. I am simply argu- 
ing that it is a part of the machinery of war; that it is as 
destructive as is war itself. 

Now, I want to proceed to the next point, if the Senator will 
pardon me. It depends for its efficacy upon all other nations, 
or substantially all of them, standing together and refusing 
to trade or to have any business with the nation that has 
offended. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator will pardon me, it depends 
upon the nations keeping their treaty obligations. 

Mr. REED. Exactly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And I will say in this connection, if the 
Senator will pardon me, that practically every provision of this 
treaty depends upon the good faith of the nations. 

Mr. REED. If it is true, as the Senator has said, that no 
treaty, however carefully drawn, and no law, however clear or 
sacred, will prevent nations from breaking such treaties and 
laws and going to war and serving their own selfish purposes, 
how does he distinguish this particular treaty—for that is all 
it is—from other treaties? And how can you guarantee that 
the moment the selfish interests of nations unite in groups you 
will not have a defiance of the law? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I have never said, nor has 
any other advocate of this treaty said, that it is possible to 
prevent war in all cases. I have said, and I now repeat, that 
this league-of-nations treaty creates an organization which will 
make war exceedingly improbable—almost impossible. If na- 
tions violate their treaties and refuse to carry out their obliga- 
tions, as they have the power to do, there might result war in 
spite of this treaty. 

Mr. REED. I thank the Senator for his indulgence. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have tried to be as frank with the Sen- 
ator as possible. I do not know of anyone who claims that the 
result of this treaty will be the prevention of all war to a cer- 
tainty, and I can give the Senator no assurance that if Ger- 
many should enter this league she would not violate her treaty 
again and go to war if she thought it safe to do so, if she 
thought she had a chance of overrunning the world. 

Mr. REED. The Senator would not want to write a guaranty 
for any other country except our own on that, would he? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I assume that our Allies would keep their 
treaty obligations. I could not guarantee any government in 
that particular, and the Senator from Missouri knows it. 

Mr. REED. The Senator certainly would not want to guar- 
antee Japan. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think that our Government will keep 
its treaties. I recognize the fact that there is a possibility of 
any government violating its treaties, but when you consider 
the obligations which under the leagne the nations-assume, both 
with respect to their business relations with other nations and 
their obligations to enforce the covenants of the league, the 
fact that no decision of the league can be binding except it is 
unanimous, I am convineed the ratification of this treaty will 
mean the end of war for centuries. 

Let me take note of another statement made by my friend, 
the Senator from Missouri. In his address of last Monday he 
said : 

My countrymen, I say to you that if you erect a league of nations 
you will have taken a long step toward the declaration that America’s 
doors shall be open to the people of all lands; and we shall have 
Chinese and Japanese knocking at our gates, and along with them all of 


the races of Asia and of Africa that desire to enter the golden gates of 
this great country. 


Why, Mr. President, China and Japan have been knocking at 
our gates for many years. Under the provisions of this treaty 
all domestic questions are exempted from determination by the 
league, and every lawyer knows that questions relating to 
immigration are domestic questions. Then, how can the estab- 
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lishment of a league of nations give to the: Chinese or Japanese 
the right of admission into this country? 

Under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States it is not within the power of the treaty-making authority 
to deprive Congress of the right to exclude aliens. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States, in the case of Ping v. The 
United States (130 U. S., 581), declared: 

The power of the legislative department of the Government to ex- 
clude aliens from the United States is an incident of sovereignty which 
can not be surrendered by the treaty-making power. 

This treaty not only exempts immigration questions from the 
jurisdiction of the league of nations, but it is also the law 
that, even if the treaty attempted to give the league jurisdic- 
tion of it, its action in that particular would be unavailing to 
defeat a subsequent act of Congress. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to conclude what I have to say 
by some observations on the legal aspect of this treaty. 

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS TREATY—ITS CONSTITUTIONALITY. 

From the publication of the original draft the authority of the 
treaty-making power to enter into such a league of nations as 
that contemplated has been drawn in question. 

GROUNDS OF ALLEGED UNCONSTITUTIONALITY. 

It is claimed that the treaty is in conflict with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and therefore void. The principal 
grounds upon which this contention is based are: (1) That the 
disarmament provision vests in a foreign tribunal the power of 
Congress to provide and support armies and navies; (2) that the 
arbitration and investigation provisions are in conflict with that 
article of the Constitution which vests in Congress the sole 
power to declare war; (3) that the treaty is also unconstitu- 
tional because it authorizes the executive council to prescribe 
what force each nation shall contribute to protect the covenants 
of the league, and thus infringes the exclusive power of Congress 
to raise armies and to declare war; (4) that the mandatory 


provisions in the proposed treaty are inconsistent with our form. 


of government; (5) that the general provisions of the treaty 
constitute the league of nations a supergovernment and seek to 
empower it to exercise sovereignty reposed by the Constitution 
in the various departments—legislative, executive, and judicial. 
TREATY IN PRESENT FORM CERTAINLY NOT UNCONSTITUTIONAL, 

In its present form the treaty, in my opinion, is certainly not 
subject to serious objections on the grounds of unconstitution- 
ality. It would be academic to discuss alleged ambiguities in the 
original draft, which have been clarified by the Instrument as now 
proposed. Everyone understands that the first draft was pub- 
lished for the purpose of obtaining the expression of public 
opinion and that in respect for criticisms urged a modified docu- 
ment supersedes the original as a chapter in the proposed treaty 
of peace. 

; LIMITATIONS ON THE TREATY-MAKING POWER. 

The theory.that the treaty-making power of the United States 
is practically unlimited is, in my opinion, a legal absurdity. 
The treaty-making power, like every other power of the Govern- 
ment, is limited by the Constitution, notwithstanding the fact 
that the limitations are implied rather than expressed. Nothing 
which the Constitution forbids to be done by the Government 
can be legally consummated through a treaty. Article II, para- 
graph 2, clause 2, of the Constitution provides: 

Hie [the President] shall have power, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators 
present concur. 

This provision is nowhere expressly limited by the Constitu- 
tion, but it must be construed in connection with other provi- 
sions of the instrument, and must be so construed as not to 
nullify other fundamental provisions equally obligatory. 

A treaty can not take away any right secured by the Constitu- 
tion to the citizens of the United States nor enlarge the Federal 
jurisdiction. (Downs v. Bidwell, 182 U. S., 312, 370.) 

Not only is it true that all treaties seeking to take away fun- 
damental liberties secured by the Constitution are void, but it 
is also true that no treaty can bind the United States to do any- 
thing which the Constitution forbids it to do. (Tucker, vol. 2, 
p. 725; Cooley, Principles of Constitutional Law, p. 117; Cherokee 
Tobacco Case, 11 Wallace, 616; Works of Alexander Hamilton, 
vol. 6, p. 342; Turner v. Williams, 194 U. S., 279; Kansas v. Colo- 
rado, 206 U. S., 89.) 

The United States by treaty can not deprive its citizens of the 
rights secured by the due process clause, nor can it establish a 
religion for the people of the United States or restrict them in 
the enjoyment of any other rights expressly secured by the Con- 
stitution. The treaty power can not reestablish slavery in the 
United States or abridge the right to vote on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. 

While no treaty of the United States has ever been held uncon- 
stitutional, and while there are some expressions in the decisions 
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of the United States Supreme Court which indicate that the only 
limitations on the treaty-making power are to the effect that 
it can not change the form of the government or cede or incor- 
porate territory, the true doctrine applicable seems correctly 
stated in general terms in Holden v. Joy (17 Wallace, 243), 
wherein the court said with reference to the treaty-making 
power: 

The framers of the Constitution intended that it should extend to all 
those objects which in the intercourse of nations had usually been re- 
garded as the proper subjects of negotiation and treaty, if not incon- 


sistent with the nature of our Government and the relation between the 
States and the United States. 


The Federal Government is a government of delegated powers. 

It has no powers except those which are conferred upon it, either 
by the express provisions of our Constitution or by necessary 
implication of its terms. It is, of course, sovereign and supreme 
within the spheres of its powers and actions. 
* A treaty is not unconstitutional merely because it contains 
agreements the execution of which requires the exercise of 
powers vested by. the Constitution exclusively in the executive 
and legislative branches of the Government. The treaty-making 
power may enter into agreements which can only be carried out 
by other departments of the Government. It can make treaties 
pledging the exercise of every power possessed by the Govern- 
ment, but it can make no treaty requiring the exercise of power 
denied to the Government as a whole by the terms of the Con- 
stitution. 

To hold that the treaty-making power is unlimited by the 
provisions of the Constitution limiting the powers of the Gov- 
ernment as a whole would be to nullify the Constitution, override 
and break down the wholesome bulwarks which it establishes 
for the safety of our citizens and the preservation of their rights. 

To declare that no treaty can be made which requires legisla- 
tive action to execute it, or which pledges the Government to do 
something exclusively within the power of the Executive, would 
nullify a large majority of the treaties heretofore entered into 
by the United States and render the Government powerless to 
maintain foreign relations. 

Notwithstanding the constitutional provision that treaties 
made by the United States shall constitute the law of the land, 
many treaties are mere contracts to be performed or not, as the 
political departments of the Government may determine. In all 
such cases the treaty creates a moral obligation upon. the politi- 
cal departments, but no power exists to compel them to dis- 
charge the obligation. 

Under the Constitution the sole power to appropriate moneys 
is vested in Congress. Nevertheless we have made many 
treaties obligating the Government to the payment of sums 
agreed in the treaties to be due foreign nations or their citizens. 
No power can compel Congress to make the appropriation neces- 
sary to carry out such treaties. The treaty is not void because it 
obligates Congress to legislate. Yet it is a mere executory con- 
tract, which may never be performed. 

Another illustration: The sole power to levy taxes is vested 
in Congress. Many treaties have been made obligating the Goy- 
ernment to impose certain rates on exports and to collect speci- 
fied rates on imports. Treaties of reciprocity have been nego- 
tiated with foreign nations involving mutual rates to be levied 
on commerce. Such treaties require legislation by Congress to 
put them into operation, but they are not unconstitutional for 
that reason. They are contracts. 

Any treaty which is self-executing is a law, and it is subject 
to the same tests of constitutionality as acts of Congress. If 
it is a violation of the Constitution, the courts in a proper case 
may so declare, just as they may hold an act of Congress un- 
constitutional. 

The principle that the treaty power may create obligations 
which can only be performed by the Executive or the Congress, 
or by both, is a full legal justification for all the provisions 
contained in the league of nations treaty respecting disarma- 
ment and the settlement of international controversies. 

The United States has already entered into many treaties 
pledging itself not to engage in war against certain foreign 
nations until the expiration of a definite period, and it has also 
agreed by treaty to settle many disputes by arbitration. It has 
likewise contracted with Great Britain, in the treaty of 1817, 
for a limitation of armament on the Great Lakes and not to 
fortify the Canadian boundary. Notwithstanding such agree- 
ments, Congress still has the power to declare war; it still has 
the power to place unlimited armament on the Great Lakes and 
to fortify the Canadian boundary. Congress has the power to 
disregard such treaty provisions. The United States agreed 
just a few years ago not to enter upon war with the various 
nations of the world until the expiration of one year. Are these 
treaties void? 
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If the league of nations treaty is entered into, no limitation 
of armament can be imposed that is objectionable to the United 
States. When a limitation has been imposed Congress can abro- 
gate the treaty and provide for unlimited armament, but if it 
does so such action would constitute an act of war by the terms 
of the league covenant. 

The provisions uf the treaty contemplating disarmament, and 
the peaceful settlement of disputes with foreign nations, will re- 
quire legislation by the Congress. The treaty is not rendered void 
for that reason. It is a well-established rule of law that Con- 
gress can abrogate a treaty by enacting legislation in conflict 
with it. It is equally true that a treaty may fail to become effec- 
tive through the refusal of Congress to enact legislation neces- 
sary to carry it out. The test of the constitutionality of a treaty 
is not whether it infringes upon the legislative or executive de- 
partments of the Government. The true test is whether it pledges 
the performance of acts which those departments are prohibited | 
by the Constitution from doing. 

The treaty provision relating to arbitration of all justiciable | 
questions, and investigation by the executive council or the 
assembly of States of all other questions, is embraced within the | 
same principles. It contemplates that Congress shall legislate | 
in some cases and refrain from legislating in others. But it can 
not deprive Congress of its exclusive jurisdiction to declare war 
when it chooses for any cause that it pleases. It is, of course, to 
be presumed that all departments of the Government will keep 
and regard the obligations created by the treaty-making power. 
But the treaty power itself can not compel action by the Presi- 
dent or by the Congress as to matters within their exclusive juris- 
diction. The courts of the United States may in certain cases 
render judgments the satisfaction of which requires an appro- | 
priation by Congress. Every lawyer knows that no court can | 
compel Congress to pass an appropristion act, however clear may 
be the moral obligation arising from a judgment. The judgment 
is not void. It simply remains unexecuted if Congress fails to 
legislate. | 

The same principle applies to treaties which are not self- | 
executing and which are mere contracts. 

MANDATORY PROVISIONS SUSTAINED 


With respect to the allegation that the mandatory provision 
is in conflict with the Constitution, it seems only necessary to 
say that the only question of a constitutional nature arising in 
connection with this feature of the treaty is whether the United 
States is forbidden to govern or assist in the government of other 
countries having the legal status of conquered territory. There | 
is no question under the revised draft of compelling the United | 
States to act asa mandate. The language clearly and expressly | 
makes it optional to perform such duties. And the only inquiry | 
necessary is whether such mandates as are contemplated by the | 
treaty are in conflict with the fundamental principles of our 
Government. 

The decisions of the Supreme Court in connection with the 
Philippines, Cuba, and Porto Rico are believed to be controlling 
on this point. As early as 1846 the United States guaranteed the 
sovereignty of New Granada over the Isthmus of Panama. 

By the treaty of 1903 we agreed to maintain the independence | 
of the Republic of Panama, 

In 1916 the United States by treaty guaranteed the inde- | 
pendence of Santo Domingo and agreed to assist in the admin- 
istration of its affairs. Of course, if it is constitutional te main- 
tain mandates for Panama and Haiti, it is likewise constitu- | 
tional to sustain similar relations toward peoples in ether parts 
of the world. 

LEAGUB WILL NOT CREATE SUPERGOVERNMENTS. 


The objection that the league of nations treaties creates a 
supergovernment which will dominate the United States is with- | 
out foundation. It can take no action in any important contro- | 
versy without the consent of the United States or without the 
unanimous vote of all other nations. Its. powers are advisory. 
It can compel no action on the part of this Government. By the 
treaty it becomes the common agent of the signatery powers to 
promote international cooperation and peace. It is our agent, 
not our master. As now preposed the league of nations in no | 
important particular appears to be in conflict with the provisions | 
of our Constitution, | 


BY PRECEDENTS. 
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| materially changed conditions everywhere. 


| and restoration. 


| bat is now against pestilence, poverty, famine, and despair. 





To reach this cenclusion it is not necessary to expand the 
treaty-making power or give it any greater authority than the 
framers of the Constitution intended it should exercise. Its 
most important provisions contemplate action by Congress in 
order to effectuate them, just as almost every treaty made by 
the United States has done. It can not raise armies; Congress 
alone can do that for the United States, It may suggest limita- | 
tions upon armament, but these limitations can only ee 
effective when approved by Congress. The league of nations 
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ean not declare war. It merely defines the refusal to submit a 
controversy to arbitration or investigation as an act of war. 
Congress still has, and alone can exercise, the power to declare 
war by the people of the United States. In favoring the crea- 
tion of a society of nations to premote peace we yield in no de- 
gree our devotion to the flag which symbolizes our national glory. 
In the broadest and truest sense we exemplify attachment to 
liberty and advancement. We disarm and overcome the ene- 
mies of government and secure to coming generations the bene- 
fits of Christian civilization. 


SOME THINGS THAT WILL ENDURE. 


The spirit of discontent, the forces of lawlessness are, indeed, 
making themselves felt throughout the world. The war has 
It has brought a 
new viewpoint to humanity. The period of reconstruction upon 
which we are entering has its peculiar problems, scarcely less 


| difficult and not less important than those which attended actual 


hostilities. No one can be forgetful of the cruelty, wastefulness, 


| misery, desolation, and ruin which came with the war and swept 


with irresistible fury over Europe, destroying the best products 
of five centuries of progress. The problem now is one of salvage 
Not salvage of property alone, not alone the 
restoration of works of art, of industries and enterprises, but 


| salvage of war-weary, downtrodden, and disheartened peoples ; 


The com- 
The 
task is appalling both in difficulty and importance. Amid all the 
destruction and ruin of the war there are, thank God, some 
things that are still secure; that will stand firm against every 
assault and inspire hope and confidence. 

This Nation, the institutions of liberty, equality, and justice 


restoration of social, moral, and political institutions. 


| still stand, and will stand in spite of discontent and anarchy. 


Law has not been destroyed. The frequent violation of it but 
attests its indispensable value to mankind. Justice has been 


| trampled upon and mangled, but it will rise to rule the work, 


for God is above all and eternal. 

Now, while the evils of war, its horrors, and its sacrifices are 
fresh in our memories, we labor to prevent their recurrence and 
to make permanent the peace which has come through the tribu- 
lation and sorrow of the human race. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. ASHURST obtained the floor. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Arizona 
yield to me? 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes; I yield. I wish to say that I am only 
going to speak 10 minutes; but, of course, I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. WATSON. I ask unanimous consent to make a report 


| out of order. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. On what subject? 

Mr. WATSON. From the Committee on Woman Suffrage, a 
joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States; and I will say that I want to follew that up 


| with another request for unanimous consent to take up the 


discussion of the subject next Tuesday, and to make it a con- 


| tinuing order until it shall have been finally disposed of. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I shall not interpose any objection. 
I think that is a perfectly fair proposition. 

Mr. WATSON. I ask unanimous consent first to report fav- 
orably House joint resolution Ne. 1, proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women. Now, I ask for the unanimous-consent 
agreement which I send to the desk. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if the proposed unanimous-con- 
sent agreement which the Senator is sending to the desk is to 
fix a time for voting 

Mr. WATSON. No; I am not asking that. 
that without a quorum. 

Mr. REED. I was simply going to call at.ention to the rule 
on that subject. 

Mr. WATSON. 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Draz in the chair). The 
Secretary will state the proposed unanimous-consent agreement, 

The Secretary. The Senator from Indiana offers the follow- 
ing unanimous-consent agreement: 


It is agreed by unanimous consent that immediately upon the con- 
clusion of the reutine morning business on the calendar day of Tues- 
day, June 3, 1919, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of 
House joint resolution 1, joint resolution proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution extending the right of suffrage to women, and will 
continue such consideration to the exclusion of other business until its 
final disposition. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think I shall object to that. I 
do not see why we should agree absolutely to tie up the business 


I could not do 


I could not do that without the presence of 
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of the country for this purpose. Let me say to the Senator 
from Indiana that I will not object to the joint resolution being 
made the unfinished business, but as the agreement is presented 
it is to be carried out to the exclusion of all other business. 

Mr. WATSON. After the morning hour. 

Mr. REED. Well, I would object to that; 
ask 

Mr. WATSON. Then I will give notice to-morrow. 

Mr. ROBINSON. May I ask the Senator from Missouri if he 
objects to fixing a time to vote? I have a very important per- 
sonal reason for wanting to know when a vote is to be taken. 

Mr. REED. I do not object to fixing a time to vote, if the 
Senators are so situated that they can be here. 

Mr. WATSON. I will say that the only objection to fixing by 
unanimous consent a definite time to vote is that it must be 
done in the presence of a quorum, and that we have not got. 

Mr. REED. Since I made the objection, let me state my posi- 
tion: I have not the slightest disposition to delay a vote on this 
joint resolution. I think I shall want to take 10 or 15 minutes 
in a mere statement of my personal position; but I do object to 
an agreement which puts this matter down for consideration to 
the exclusion of all other business, that agreement being a unani- 
mous-consent agreement, which we can not escape from when 
we have once made it. I will not object to this matter being 
made the unfinished business, and I assure the Senator from 
Indiana that there will be no dilatory tactics on my part. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, in the absence of the Senator 
from California [Mr. JoHNson], who has charge of the resolu- 
tion that is now the unfinished business, I do not see how we 
could consent to having this joint resolution made the unfinished 
business; so I suggest to the Senator that he file his report, and 
then, either now or upon to-morrow, he can give notice as to 
when he will call up the joint resolution. 

Mr. OWEN. That will be the better plan. 

Mr. WATSON. That is all I can do now. Therefore, 
morrow I will give notice that I will call it up on Monday. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
dispose of it next week? 

Mr. WATSON. I hope so; but I do not know. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Indiana if we can not rely upon his giving us two or three days’ 
notice before he presses it? 

Mr. WATSON. I propose to-morrow to call it up, and give 
notice that I shall take it up on Monday. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I should like to sug- 
gest to the Senator—it is merely personal to me—that I want to 
vote on the joint resolution, and intend to do so; but it would be 
a very great inconvenience to me to be here Monday and Tues- 
day. It is purely a matter of personal inconvenience. 

Mr. WATSON. To-morrow many Senators are going away for 
the purpose of making Memorial Day addresses; and I have 
had notice from many Senators that they will not be present 
the latter part of next week. I have no desire to work a hard- 
ship on my friend from Arizona; but, after all, I do not believe 
that any time could be fixed when all the Senators could ar- 
range to be present. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If the Senator will allow me to 
make a suggestion, I believe we could all agree to vote on it 
the middle of next week if we had two or three days’ notice to 
that effect. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will say to the 
that we can settle that to-morrow. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; I only make that suggestion. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I should like to see the 
question settled to-morrow if it can be done, because I am 
leaving the city for two or three days, at least, and I do not 
want to leave if some adjustment of that kind is made, and I 
will have to remain here. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 


but I will not 


on to- 


Senator from Georgia 


That is my attitude exactly, 
SHIPMENTS INTO GERMANY. 


GORE. Mr. President 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. GORE. I introduce a Senate resolution, to which there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. ASHURST. I am sure it will lead to debate, and I am 

fraid I shall have to object. 

Mr. GORE. Let it be read. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I object to taking it up with- 
out an understanding that it shall not displace the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. GORE. What is that? 

Mr. CURTIS. The unfinished business is the resolution of 
the Senator from California [Mr. Jonnson]. 


Mr. 
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Mr. GORE. Oh, well, I will say to the Senator that it will 
require unanimous consent to consider it. If there be any ob- 
jection, of course it will go over under the rule. It is only in 
case no Senator objects that it can be considered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I could- not yield the floor 
for the introduction of such a resolution. I beg the pardon of 
my friend the Senator from Oklahoma, but I can not yield the 
floor even for the introduction of the resolution. I yield. now 
to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I think the Senator did yield for 
that purpose; but it can go over. 

Mr. ASHURST. I wish it known to the country and to the 
Senate that had I known the character of it, I would not have 
yielded to the Senator. I mean no discourtesy to him. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think, in view of that statement, that the 
Senator from Oklahoma should withdraw it and introduce his 
resolution at another time. 

Mr. ASHURST. I mean no discourtesy. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand, but I make that suggestion 
to the Senator. 

Mr. GORE. I intend to leave the city day after to-morrow, 
and I should like to have it introduced now, so that it can sim- 
ply be called up to-morrow. Of course, it will meet its fate 
then. That is my reason for imposing on the Senate at this 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President. speaking for myself—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari- 
zona yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield, but I am anxious to hurry along. 
I want to speak for about 10 minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Speaking for myself, I have heard enough 
of the resolution to know that I object to it. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that I 
suppose his objection goes to its consideration and not to its 
introduction now, because I had, as I understand, consent for 
that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood that the Senator got the 
consent of the Senator from Arizona to permit it to be read for 
the purpose of finding out whether or not we did object to its 
introduction. I object to its introduction or its consideration. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I will say that the resolution is 
intended to meet the situation growing cut of newspaper re- 
ports that cotton and certain other products are to be excluded 
from shipment into Germany under the peace treaty, which 
have occasioned some disquietude. This resolution is couched 
in the ordinary terms—that if compatible or when compatible 
with the public interests the President is requested to advise the 
Senate whether or not the peace treaty contains such a pro- 
vision. It conforms to the rules and precedents in that regard. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that is what the Senator 
wants and I understand just why I object to it. Within due 
time, and in a very short time, the Senator will get the informa- 
tion he desires in the shape of the treaty itself, which will have 
no such provision in it. There is no use “gumming up the 
cards ” or taking up further time with it now. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I would like to add, as the Senator 
has made reference to that report, that I have seen cables from 
Europe in the press within the last 24 hours denying that such 
a provision is in the treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If you had watched closely, you would have 
seen another one asserting it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I said there was one first asserting 
that there was such a provision, but it has been corrected and 
definitely stated that there is nothing of that kind in the treaty. 
The Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. GORE. This confusion illustrates the futility of further 
discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
at this time. 


The resolution is out of order 


DISARMAMENT ON THE GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, during the able speech of 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Roprnson] he referred to a 
convention concluded with Great Britain in 1817 providing for 
disarmament on the Great Lakes. I delivered a speech in the 
West recently upon the question of the “ Reduction of arma- 
ment by arbitration,” and in the course of my address I re- 
ferred to the fact that we had for over 102 years been living 
under a treaty with Great Britain under and by the terms of 
which Great Britain and the United States had reduced—in- 
deed, practically abandoned—armament on the Great Lakes, 
A distinguished citizen of the United States, whose opinion is 
entitled to respect, took issue with me and asserted that the 
treaty had been abrogated long ago. I think in the next 10 
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or 12 minutes I can demonstrate that the treaty is in full life 
and vigor. 

First I will ‘read the treaty, which appears on page 630, 
volume 1, of Treaties, Conventions, and so forth, between the 
United States and other powers. It is very brief. Omitting 
such formal parts as the salutations and recitations, it reads: 

The naval force to be maintained upon the American lakes b 
His Majesty and the Government of the United States shall hencefort 
be confined to the following vessels on each side; that is: 

On Lake Ontario, to one vessel not exceeding 100 tons burden and 
armed with one 18-pound cannon. 

On the Upper Lakes, to two vessels not exceeding like burden each 
and armed with like force. 

On the waters of Lake Champlain, to one vessel not exceeding like 
burden and armed with like force. 

All other armed vessels on these lakes shall be forthwith dismantled 
and no other vessels of war shall be there built or armed. 

If either party should be hereafter desirous of annulling this stipu- 
lation and should give notice to that effect to the other party, it shall 
cease to be binding after the expiration of six months from the date 
of such notice. 

The naval force so to be limited shall be restricted to such services as 
will in no respect interfere with the proper duties of the armed vessels of 
the other party. 

The Rush-Bagot convention, agreement, arrangement, or 
treaty—for each of these terms has been applied to it—was con- 
cluded on the 29th of April, 1817, during the Presidency of 
James Monroe, and in my opinion the Rush-Bagot treaty may 
in the future prove as vital, important, and as pregnant with 
possibilities for coming generations as the Monroe doctrine 
itself. 

In his first message to Congress, which was on December 2, 
1817, the President, Mr. Monroe, advised Congress of the fact 
that he had entered into the Rush-Bagot treaty, and on the 
6th day of April, 1818, the President sent the treaty to the 
Senate. 

The Senate considered the treaty, and on the 26th day of 
April, 1818, ratified the same by the unanimous vote of 30 
Senators, that number being all the Senators present and 
voting. The treaty was at once put into operation, as by its 
own terms it was self-executing and required no appropriation. 
In accordance with the terms of that treaty our Navy on the 
Great Lakes was reduced and Great Britain likewise reduced 
her navy there immediately upon signing the treaty. 

It is true that in the summer of 1864 a resolution, to wit, 
House joint resolution No. 91, was introduced proposing to re- 
peal the treaty, or proposing rather to give the six months’ 
notice of intention to abrogate the treaty. The resolution passed 
the House in the summer of 1864. Now, enter the energies of 
the Department of State, and on the 23d day of November, 1864, 
our minister to Great Britain, Mr. Charles Francis Adams, de- 
livered a notice to the British foreign office advising that the 
British Government take notice that it was the intention of the 
United States to abrogate the Rush-Bagot treaty at the end of 
six months from November 23, 1864. é 

When Congress assembled in December, 1864, this Chamber 
was filled with denunciations of President Abraham Lincoln and 
Secretary of State William H. Seward, alleging that they had 
proceeded to abrogate and annul a treaty in an unconstitutional 
manner. I have read the debates that ensued. They are tire- 
some. They sound very like the debates we hear in these days 
alleging that Woodrow Wilson is attempting to do something 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They certainly were not that bad? 

Mr. ASHURST. No; not quite that bad. The Senate amended 
the House resolution and passed the same on January 18, 1865, 
the House concurred in the amendment, and the same was 
signed by President Lincoln on the 9th day of February, 1865. 
So here was a joint resolution passed by both Houses of Con- 
gress and signed by the President giving notice of the intention 
to abrogate the Rush-Bagot treaty. An assembly of lawyers 
will, of course, promptly ask me the question how an act of 
Congress would thus be set aside through instructions given 
by Secretary Seward to Minister Adams, even with the approval 
of Presidents Lincoln and Johnson. I answer that it was 
actually done, that it was acquiesced in by both countries, that 
the Governments of both Great Britain and the United States 
considered, and now consider, this treaty in full force and effect. 
However extraordinary the story of its birth, life, and vicissi- 
tudes may appear to us, as a practical precedent for disarma- 
ment by treaty it is a conspicuous instance of international 
neighborliness and a noble example to all the world. Those who 
assert that the treaty was finally abrogated fail to remember, 
however, that on the 8th of March, 1865, or about one month 
after Congress passed the joint resolution No. 91, the Secretary 
of State, William H. Seward, instructed Mr. Charles Francis 
Adams, our minister in London, to say to the British foreign 
office that notwithstanding the previous notice given in Novem- 
ber, 1864, and notwithstanding the joint resolution 91, he— 








Seward—acting on behalf of the President, who under our Con- 
stitution has charge of the foreign relations of our country, 
gave notice to Great Britain that the Rush-Bagot treaty should 
remain in full force and vigor, and that the previous notices of 
intention to abrogate were themselves annulled. 

The following is a copy of a part of the letter sent by Secre- 
tary Seward to Mr. Adams: 


[Seward to Adams, Mar. 8, 1865.] 

The notice which has been given by this Government for the termi- 
nation of the convention of April, 1817, limiting the naval force on the 
Lakes, was indispensable to enable us technically with honor to protect 
ourselves from eee incursion from Canadian territory. As it is 
hoped and believed that under existing circumstances no further incur- 
sions of that character may be apprehended, you may say to Lord 
Russell that we are quite willing that the convention should remain 
practically in force; that this Government has not constructed or 
commenced building any additional war vessels on the Lakes or added 
to the armament of the single one which was previously its property, 
and that no such vessels will in future be built or armed for us in 
that quarter. It is hoped and expected, however, that Her Majesty's 
Government on its part, so long as this determmation shall be ob- 
served in good faith by that of the United States, will neither construct 
nor arm nor introduce armed vessels in excess of the force stipulated 
for by the convention referred to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, as a mat- 
ter of historical interest, what immediately led ‘to the agitation 
for giving notice of abrogation was the St. Albans raid. A lot 
of escaped Confederate prisoners up in Canada got gums and 
arms and went down into Vermont and invaded the little town 
of St. Albans, and among other things took about a quarter of 
a million dollars out of a bank there and carried it up to Canada 
to the financial agent of the Confederate government in Canada. 
So they got an idea that there was a great Confederate army 
concealed somewhere up in Canada, and they had to take this 
method of preventing it from operating against the United 
States. 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes; I thank the Senator for this historical 
reference. While I have not found any record of the action of 
Mr. Adams upon this instruction from Secretary Seward, Mr. 
Adams did in fact communicate its purport to Earl Russell, as 
is seen by an inquiry addressed to Acting Secretary Hunter 
June 15, 1865, by Sir F. Bruce, who had succeeded Lord Lyons 
as British minister. Referring to Mr. Adams’s communication 
of the instruction of March 8 to Her Majesty’s Government, and 
reciting its import, Mr. Bruce adds: 

It may admit of a doubt whether the notice of the abrogation of the 
agreement has been rendered inoperative by the communication thus 
made through the American minister, and as it is essential that no mis- 
apprehensions should exist on so important a point, I am instructed to 
ascertain whether the dispatch to Mr. Adams of the 8th of March was 
intended as a formal withdrawal of the notice given by the American 
minister to Earl Russell on November 23, or whether, as the period of 
six months from the date of that notice has now elapsed, the agreement 
of 1817 is virtually at an end, and the abstinence of either party from 
increasing its force on the Lakes, without further notice, rests merely 
on the good pleasure of each, unfettered by any diplomatic engagement. 

Her Majesty’s Government considers that in the latter case a very 
inconvenient state of things would exist ; and I am directed to add that 
it appears to Her Majesty’s Government that the best course would be 
that the notice of November 23 should be formally withdrawn, whereby 
the agreement of 1817 would remain unimpaired and would continue 
binding on both parties until six months after fresh notice by either of 
them of its abrogation. 

To this inquiry Mr. Seward replied on the following day, 
June 16, 1865, that the instruction of March 8 to the United 
States minister at London, upon which his reported communica- 
tion to Earl Russell was based, “ was intended as a withdrawal 
of the previous notice within the time allowed, and that it is so 
held by this Government.” 

Here the correspondence in regard to the termination of the 
arrangement of 1817 ceased. Since that time it has been re- 
garded by both Governments as in continuing force and effect. 

During the administration of President Harrison the question 
was agitated as to whether or not that treaty had been annulled, 
and the Senate called upon the Department of State to make a 
specific statement as to whether or not the treaty was in force. 
The Secretary of State, John W. Foster, in his report, dated 
December 7, 1892, said, inter alia—I can not read it all: 

As between the United States and Great Britain, Mr. Seward’s with- 
drawal of the six months’ notice of termination within the prescribed 
period and before the arrangement could in fact have ended is no less 
authoritative than the notification itself. ‘The British Government, 
being as incompetent to inquire into the authority of the Secretary of 
State to withdraw the notification as it would have been to inquire into 
his authority to give it under the terms of the arrangement, could 
only accept and respect the withdrawal as a fact. As between the two 
countries the arrangement is, therefore, to be regarded as still in ex- 
istence and only terminable in good faith by six months’ notice of 
abrogation on either side. 

The first Cleveland administration recognized the treaty to be 
in full life and vigor; the Harrison administration recognized 
the treaty to be in full life and vigor; the second Cleveland 
administration recognized the treaty to be in full life and 
vigor; the McKinley administration recognized the treaty; and 
I know of no respectable publicist or lawyer of eminence who 
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questions the efficacy of this treaty except those who regret 
to see a treaty on our statute beoks which stands as an endur- 
ing and perpetual memorial of the fact that mations may reduce 
their armaments by treaties and ‘those alleged constitutional 
lawyers who assert that it isa violation ef our Constitution ‘to 
reduce our armaments by treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Even though the treaty was abrogated, 
and it was not, as the Senater says 

Mr. ASHURST. It was not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose it had been; still there would re- 
main the historical fact that from 1817 down to 1864 this 
country had operated under a treaty acknowledged by every- 
body to be valid and binding which did make the United 
States agree not to imcrease its armament in certain territory 
partially its ewn. ‘That is stronger than on the high seas. So 
their contention that it was abrogated is as irrelevant as most 
of the other nonsense that they offer. Suppose it had been 
abrogated, it would not affect in the slightest degree the fact 
that the United States Government had a right to enter into the 
treaty, had entered into the treaty, had observed the treaty, and 
had bound Great Britain by it from 1817 to 1864. 

Mr. ASHURST. Let me say, in conclusion, that never in the 
history of nations has an international document, so far- 
reaching in its effect, been compressed into so small a compass 
as the Rush-Bagot agreement of 1817. It is a model of brevity 
and comprehensiveness and in many respects a hundred years 
ahead of the times. Edward Atkinson, of Boston, said that it 
was “the greatest step in progress toward the maintenance of 
peace and withont precedent in history.” The London Times 
said in reference to it: 

No wiser act was ever agreed upon between two nations than the 
limitation of the naval force on the Lakes. 

Let me further say that this treaty has saved the people of the 
United States and the people of Great Britain untold millions 
of dollars by virtue of their agreement not to keep a strong 
naval force on the American Lakes. 

Mr. WILIAAMS. And has saved them from war besides, 
because if they had had navies there they probably would have 
gotten inte war. 

RESTRICTIONS ON EXPORTS. 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to a very important matter, and I would be glad if 
the Senators who are present would give me attention for just 
a few minutes. I shall net detain the Senate over five minutes, 

Our present balance of trade in favor of the United States 
is running about $400,000,000 a month, but that means, of course, 
a commodity balance. It means the net balance of goods shipped 
by the United States in excess of goods received by the United 
States. There have been put upon American goods import li- 
censes by Great Britain. I am not going to take the time of 
the Senate now to read it, but ask leave to put in the Recorp a 
statement of the correspondence demonstrating the strong efforts 
made by the American Chamber of Commerce in Londen to get 
these restrictions on imports from the United States into Great 
Britain modified and their failure to get them modified. I merely 
offer that record as a preamble to what I am going tosay. With- 
out objection, I will insert it in the Recorp in order that Sena- 
tors may see it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
dered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Without objection, it is so or- 


AMERICANS WANT RESTRICTIONS CUT—WORKING OF BRITISH IMPORTS 
POLICY IS REVEALED BY CORRESPONDENCE—TRADERS ASK CHANGES— 
CHARGE MADE THAT BAN IS RESPONSIBLE FOR BUSINESS DEPRESSION, 


Lonpon, May 19. 

Quite an amount of light on the working of the British Government’s 
import restriction policy is shown by the publication of the corre- 
spondence that has taken place between the Board of Trade and the 
American Chamber of Commerce in London. 

All branches ef the chamber are naturally much affected by the ‘re- 

trictions and have submitted numerous proposals and criticisms to the 
departinent. 

After consideration of the restrictions in detail the chamber submitted 
five prepesals to the British Government, as follows: 

1. That restrictions on imports from the United States should end on 
Scptember . the date when the Government's transition period is sup- 
posed to end. 

2. During the period of restriction imports of restricted articles 
should be restored to the prewar basis. This, it is believed, would give 
ample ficld fer expansion lo British industries. 

%. That a request that a representative of importers should be added 
to the censultative commitiee on import restrictions. 

4. Requested the removal of restrictions from firms here desiring te 
buy goods in the United States fer delivery in the British colonies by 
direct Shipment. 

Five principles were suggested on which rationing and licensing 
should run—in apportionment of imported tonnage between raw ma- 
terials and manufactures in the propertion of 1912-1914 trade equality 
between allied and associated countries; maintenance of existing firms 
and organizations by allowing them sufficient imports to keep their 
business going; a standardized form of refusal of license, stating the 
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reason for refusal, whether other firms have licenses, and when ap- 
plication may be renewed, and public hearing of cases in regard to 
rationing. 

The board of trade's reply was received more than a month after the 
receipt of the chamber's letter, and then only after repeated requests. 

The consultative council, the board claims, already contains repre- 
sentatives of general interests, and the board is of the opinion that to 
add further representatives on another basis would so enlarge the coun- 
cil as seriously to impair its efficiency. 

As te the other points raised, ‘the board says the suggested propor- 
tionate import of raw materials and manufactured articles is impos- 
sible, but they will give “ sympathetic consideration to the other pro- 
posals in the administration of the interim trade policy.” The board 
refuses the information as to the licenses granted but offer to give the 
grounds for the refusal of licenses and suggest that later an applica- 
tion may meet with success, The answer to the request for a public 
hearing is that the consultative council takes evidence from “ re- 
sponsible firms or associations” before making recommendations. 

The traders’ point of view of the working of the board is one of 
continual. protest and demand for the removal of control. On the one 
hand, British exporters are claiming that the refusal of licenses is 

racticaHy killing their foreign connections, and on the other hand the 
importers claim that the issue of Heenses gives some firms advantages 
over their competitors, 

It is claimed that the consultative council is ill balanced and biased, 
and that the only solution of the present trade depression is either to 
remove the Government control of both imports and exports entirely or 
to set up a system of distribution of licenses on an equality basis. 


Mr. OWEN. The authorities of Italy have substantially done 
the same thing. The officials of France have done the same thing. 
The import license bureaus are denying licenses to merchants of 
Italy and Fratce and Great Britain ‘to bring goods from the 
United States to those countries, and the principal reason 
appears to be that the exchange is running so heavily in favor 
of the United States and against Great Britain and against 
France and against Italy. The exchange of Great Britain is 
much below par. The exchange of France has gone from 5,18 
down to 6:60, 6.70, and 6.80. The exchange in Italy has gone 
from 5.18 down to 8.60, so that the Italian merchants who buy 
American goods are being compelled to pay 60-odd per cent 
exchange on the transaction, making it impossible for them 
advantageously to do ‘business with the exporters of ‘the United 
States. 

There is but one way in which this can be adjusted. The 
belligerent nations can not pay us to-day in geld. They have not 
got it to spare. They can not pay us to-day in commodities 
except in degrees. They are sending all the commodities they 
can send, but the balance is still heavily in our favor. In order 
to meet this commodity balance, America in some form will 
be obliged to extend term credit, credit for three or four or 
five years, probably, until those industries can be started again. 
During the war our Government extended credits directly to 
our allies—Great Britain, France, Italy, Belgium, and so forth— 
to the extent of over $9;000,000,000; but with the war over 
it no longer seems the better course to extend direct govern- 
mental credits but to extend ‘the credits required by agencies 
apart from the Government itself if possible and practicable. 

I think it entirely practicable to ‘have a foreign finance cor- 
poration chartered by Congress to take over European sound 
credits and sell the American investing public bonds based on 
such securities and the capital of the corporation itself as 
an added safeguard to the investor. 

Frank Vanderlip, who is president of the National ‘City Bank 
of New York, gave a full explanation of the need of extending 
prompt credits, and Mr. Caldwell, who attended the Economic 
Club dinner, did the same thing. With the permission of the 
Senate, and for the information of the Senate, I ask to put 
that in the Recorp, so it may be seen, without taking the time 
to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


VANDERLIP WARNS AMERICA OF DUTY—CIVILIZATION OF THE WORLD DE- 
PENDS ON QUICK AND UNSTINTED Alp, HE Says—BOLSHEVISM 
THREATENS—PRESIDENT OF NATIONAL City BANK GIVES ACCOUNT OF 
SrTvuaTION IN EvROPER. 

Unless the United States promptly and unstintedly extends credit to 
Europe, all of Burape, the civilization of that continent and perhaps of 
the whole world will surely go to smash—that is the substance of a 
warning delivered before the Economic Club at the Hotel Astor last 
night by Frank A. Vanderlip, president of the National City Bank, who 
returned recently after studying financial and economic conditions in the 
countries west.ef Germany. 

Mr. Vanderlip’s warning was supported emphatically by Robert J. 
Caldwell. the other speaker of the evening, who is president of the Mid- 
Buropean Association and who ‘has just returned also from a survey of 
conditions in Europe. Mr. Caldwell said flatly that America has failed 
utterly to comprehend the gravity of industrial conditions in Europe 
and to understand the = for this country unless hunger 4s checked. 

It was not a cheerful picture which was presented by Mr. Vanderlip 
and Mr. Caldwell, each of whom said with the utmost earnestness that 
unless America helps Europ” to get to work very soon, provides the raw 
materials that will start wp shops and factories, and provides vast 
quantities of food until resumed work brings its natural prosperity and 
contentment there will be more red revolution and a likelihood of Bol- 
Shevism spreading across the Atlantic. Both speeches were heard in- 
tently by the 1,200 members of the club who gathered in the Astor's 
grand ballroom last night, 
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LARGER ASPRCTS OF THE SITUATION. 

Henry Morgenthau was to have presided at the dinner, but he is still 
in Kurope, and George W. Wickersham acted as toastmaster. He 
presented Mr. Vanderlip as one whose advice the country need not 
hesitate to follow. Mr. Vanderlip said: 

“After seeing England and all of Europe west of Germany, I know 
the views I held regarding the effect of the war were absurdly inade- 
quate. We have not begun to understand the full import of what has 
happened to Europe. There are forces of destruction which might be 
let loose as a result of after-war conditions that would be more fearful 
than the Great War itself. There are starvation, idle industry, crippled 
transportation, paralyzed markets, injured morale, shattered Govern- 
ment credits. 

We can not gauge present chances of recovery by any experience 
with former postwar conditions. The difficulties are entirely different 
from those existing after the Napoleonic War. The whole industrial 
age has developed since then. The mechanism of society is indefinitely 
more complex. The population of Europe at the close of the Napoleonic 
War was 175,000,000. Now it is 440,000,000. Europe was able to 
feed the increase only because she could manufacture and exchange the 
products of her factories for food. <A state of society so built up makes 
the continuance of industry on a tg! ny scale essential to supporting 
the life of the people. Europe is but a great factory community, 
ceneneent in the main upon world trade for much of its food and raw 
matertais. 


ENGLAND’S CASE DESPERATE. 


“Take the situation of England. There is the most thickly popu- 
lated country in the world, with 700 people to the square mile. ts 
agricultuye little more than compares with the kitchen gardens about 
a mill town. Its factories must run if all its people are to live in 
England. For the last 20 years England has held her predominance in 
international industry in no small part because of her comparatively 
low-wage scale. This low-wage scale, in connection with rising living 
cost, has not been adequate to meet normal and proper living require- 
ments. Labor has not earned enough to keep a roof over its head, and 
1,000,000 houses for workmen is made a national debt and will in part 
be a charge on the national purse. In the future England must have 
a resumption of European demand for her goods or she can not get 
the outside credits with which to buy food and materials. So her future 
is absolutely bound up with the Continent’s future. A responsible 
minister told me that unless the European demand could be speedily rees- 
tablished so that English industry could move forward at its old speed, 
five or six million Englishmen will of necessity have to be got nearer 
to the source of food supplies. 

“France is facing an annual budget of 22,000,000,000 francs. Far 
more important than her financial difficulties, however, is her industrial 
pos tion. A great part of her industries were destroyed, but those 
which had been untouched were, in large measure, idle. It is the idle- 
ness of industry on the Continent, the stoppage of production, and the 
enormous difficulties in the way of restarting production that is the 
most serious feature of the after-war situation. Unless industry can be 
started there wiil be idleness, want, and a disturbance of the social 
order. The advance in the cost of living has exceeded the advance in 
wages, great as that has been, and workmen have become suspicious of 
the efficacy of advances in wages. Everywhere there is a serious minor- 
ity questioning the fundamental principles of property rights and the 
present social order. 

EUROPE MUST GET TO WORK. 

“The difficulty of several of the continental nations in balancing 
their international trade is insuperable of solution in a moment. ‘There 
are things from other countries that these nations must have to live. 
There are only three possible ways in which they can pay for these 
things. These are by export of goods, by export of gold, or by export 
of their credit. Italy must have 1,000,000 tons of coal a month, all 
her cotton, and most of her minerals. France must have vast amounts 
of cotton, wool, silk and some food if she is-to resume her normal life. 
Belgium must have machinery, raw material, and food. All must have 
railroad equipment or their manufactories can not operate nor their 
people be fed. None of these nations can export enough goods at 
present, and they have no more gold to spare. They must have credit. 
No outside charity can be of any avail. That only postpones, and does 
not postpone long. Europe must get to work if it is to be saved, but 
it must be helped even to start work. 

“It is casy to say that this is too excited a view; that it is seen 
with too imaginative a brain; that nothing is ever so good or so bad 
in the end as the indications picture. It can be said that the European 
population is composed of industrious people; that the land, houses, 
and most of the factories are still there; that there may be suffering 
and hardship, but to talk about a civilization being destroyed is hys- 
terical and unwarranted; that things will straighten out ‘in the long 
run.’ 

“I would answer to this contented view that hungry stomachs will 
not wait for things to straighten out in the long run. In past history 
there is nothing comparable with the present intricate organization of 
society. National life is based on international interdependence. In- 
dustrial life is highly specialized. There has been a vast growth 
of population that can only be fed when industry goes on and inter- 
national trade is continued. 

“ Former war debts bore hardly a comparable relation to present war 
debts. There is a chaotic currency situation, which would alone be an 
enormous problem to untangle. There are insolvent governments, 
judged by the old rules of finance, but the industrial paralysis is even of 
vastly more importance than the financial confusion. 

“America must be made to see the facts in their true relations and 
consequences, for America is almost the sole hope. If America will 
understand the situation and will do her duty, she is amply able to 
give the necessary help. This aid must be given in a big-spirited scien- 
tific way. It is useless to give it in grudging measure or piecemeal to 
a few countries. We must regard the European situation as a unit; we 
must be awake to the danger of delay. Hundreds of thousands of people 
have died of starvation. These figures are not adjectives. They are 
statistical facts. 

“The highest authority believes that the food situation will be worse 
in the spring of 1920 than it has been this year. The supply of Russia 
is cut off. Rumania, which has been a large exporter of grain, has 
lost her work cattle, and because of shortage of work cattle and of seed 
has planted only enough for her own people. Poland has planted only 
about one-third of her land. In those countries east of Germany trans- 
portation is so broken down that there will be starvation, because the 
food which might be available can not be moved. 
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AMERICA’S DUTY AND OPPORTUNITY. 


“Hand in hand with America’s duty is America’s opportunity. Never 
before in all history has a nation been so fortunate. We are now the 
world’s reservoir of capital. Other nations have been that before, but, 
in addition, we are the reservoir of raw material. The combination of 
these two advantages makes our position relatively incomparable. 
There is need for charity in America, but it is not a charity of giving; 
it is a_ charity of mind. We should charitably view the condition of 
these European people, make every allowance for their chaotic state of 
mind, their depression, their shaken morale. We should be charitable 
toward their mistakes, charitable of their apparent grasping shown at 
the peace conference, where they seem to have clutched in every direc- 
tion for something to ease their horrible wounds. 

“We must be charitable toward their prejudices, toward their 
chauvinism. Nor will it do for us to feel that we stand apart, and, 
while sympathizing with these suffering countries, ourselves enjoy unin- 
terrupted prosperity. Wherever want and hunger becomes severe enough 
there will be blazing revolution. If the blaze should become wide- 
spread the Atlantic would not be broad enough to keep us safe from 
its parks. The great danger is in America not understanding, not com- 
prehending what is its duty. If it does understand it is amply able to 
supply the needed remedy. The remedy is by no means purely financial. 
What we should supply is not credits to exhausted national treasuries, 
but the actual things necessary to restart industry. We should supply 
food, machinery, raw materials, and railroad equipment, to be paid for 
in time and the payment guaranteed by the best security the nations can 
give. It is unsafe to do that for certain countries and leave others un- 
provided for. There is no safety anywhere in Europe until all Europe 
has been started back toward a normal life. Wherever there is failure 
to give that helpful start there _ be danger spots that will breed 
Bolshevik unrest, and this unrest is Contagious. 

“If Europe is once started back toward her normal life then America’s 
opportunity is beyond all limits. We will be the source of capital for 
world development. We will supply raw material for much of the 
world’s industry. In giving ourselves and doing our duty we can win 
the greatest place that any nation ever held and perform an incompar- 
able economic and humanitarian service. I know this situation can be 
worked out if we cooperate quickly and forcefully to do it.” 


MR. CALDWELL’S ADDRESS. 


Mr. Caldwell said that the dominant question before the world to-day 
is the economic reconstruction of Europe. 

“How much do our people generally comprehend,” said he, “that 
most of the world is getting hungrier rather than less so? How many 
realize that the world will be hungrier a year from now than it is now? 
How much is Bolshevism due to hunger and to the dislocation of em- 
ployment? Who can guarantee that he would not be a Bolshevist if 
that was the only means of relief for his starving family? Finally, is 
anyone so dull as to imagine that all this volcanic disorganization 
and cyclonic disruption can swirl about us and we remain serenely 
undisturbed? We had better concern ourselves. Before Europe and 
Asia starve they will fight, and the fight of hunger and starvation is a 
fight to the death. That way Bolshevism lies. é 

“There must be quick material relief and financial and industrial 
relief. There must be much more. We grant no rights to the work- 
ingman which he does not prove himself able to wring from an unwilling 
employer. We consult him not at all about his industrial welfare. We 
fail to protect his industry. We discharge men wholesale with no 
thought of the consequences to the unemployed. I say that the world 
must now apply to industry the principles of democracy which we 
have enjoyed politically. Industry must be governed with the consent 
of the governed. The universal signs of unrest in the ranks of labor 
are healthy signs of national growth. It is inconceivable that progres- 
sive America should fail to profit by the experience of Great Britain 
and Australia in this direction. 

“If we wish to avoid in this country the issue of nationalization of 
industries, we will be wise while there is yet time. We must adopt the 
cardinal principle of a standard day and the other cardinal principle of 
a minimum wage. It was represented to us in Great Britain that 
three forms of relief would be generally acceptable to workers there— 
unemployment insurance, health insurance, and old-age insurance. In 
each industry were subjected to a tax equivalent to 5 per cent of the 
pay roll, this would be a matter of entire unimportance to its cost to 
the industry. 

“‘ Employment is needed for the idle everywhere, for unemployment 
breeds trouble and hunger. The world industry in general is sick of 
this palsy, and nothing short of a miracle can check it. The solvent 
nations surviving the war need to check unemployment and thereby 
hunger in the prostrate nations. We must either invade these nations 
with the banner of prosperity or they will invade us with the red flag. 
Shall we profit by Great Britain’s example and prove that we can and 
will stand shoulder to shoulder with her, resolutely facing the dark 
menace? I am sure America can afford to do no less. 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, in order to accomplish this we 
must provide a mechanism. There is not a bank in this country 
strong enough to take this great volume of European credit and 
pass it on the investing public of the United States. There is 
needed a mechanism by which these credits from Europe, in 
the form of bonds of the Governments of Europe, in forms of 
commercial bills running through a period of years given by 
commercial syndicates and manufacturing syndicates, may be 
taken over by some strong financial power, who may issue de- 
bentures against it or issue bonds against these securities and 
sell the bonds at an acceptable rate to the American investing 
public. Short-time bills can then be handled by the banks on 
an exchange rate that will permit and encourage our foreign 
commerce to proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. With good security. 

Mr. OWEN. Yes; with good security. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This organization, whatever it may be, 
underwriting the final payment? 

Mr. OWEN. Yes. That matter has been discussed more or 
less. It was proposed by Leopold Frederick a couple of months 
ago, and various men have suggested it, but some action ought 
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to be taken and it ought te be taken immediately. I saw a 
cable on Friday from Italy to one of the great importing houses 
of this country, stating that the Italian import licenses were 
being restricted to prevent shipment ef our goeds to Italy be- 
cause of this adverse exchange condition. I saw a similar cable 
from France advising to like effect, that American imports to 
France are being refused import licenses because of this con- 
dition. A large exporting American house told me to-day drafts 
for 2,000,000 frances on French houses were refused because of 
the great fall in exchange. The Senator from Georgia has just 
told me of a like experience with a big cotton shipment to Italy. 

I want to call the attention of Congress to this now, because 
it requires legislative relief and it is the plain duty of Congress 
to afford the relief and to do it immediately. I favor having 
the United States permit the War Finance Corporation to take a 
substantial part of the stock of such a foreign finance corpora- 
tion and give a proper national charter. With Government 
backing, the required capital could be quickly raised and Ameri- 
can investors would more readily buy the bonds of such a cor- 
poration. I earnestly urge immediate action. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HALE presented petitiogs of sundry citizens of Skow- 
hegan, Frye, Sherman, and Staceyville, all in the State of Maine, 
praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bridge- 
port. Norwalk, Stratford, Willimantic, Windham, Lakeville, 
Salisbury, Simsbury, East Granby, Granby, Wallingford, Yales- 
ville, Meriden, Mcodus, Hamden, Branford, North Branford, 
Guilford, New Haven, Milferd, Orange, Putnam, Woodstock, 
Reddick, Canterbury, Plainfield, Central Village, Danielson, 
Thompsen, Norwich, Salem, Griswold, Bozrah, Coichester, 
Sprague, Lisbon, Preston, Middletown, Portland, East Had- 
dam, East Hampton, Deep River, Sterling, Clinton, Hartford, 
Bloomfield, Glastonbury, East Hartford, Stafford Springs, 
Hebren, Andover, Bolton, Rockville, Stamford, New Milford, 
Bridgewater, Roxbury, Litchfield, Thomaston, Winsted, Torring- 
ton, New Hartford, and Norfolk, all in the State of Connecticut, 
praying for the submission of a Federal suffrage amendment to 
the legislatures of the several States, which were referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He alse presented a memorial of the congregation of the 
Methedist Episcopal Church of Ridgefield, Conn., and a memorial 
of sundry citizens of West Redding, Conn. remonstrating 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of West Will- 
ington, Stafford Springs, Durham, Norfolk, and Winsted, all in 
the State of Connecticut, praying for the repeal of the so-called 
daylight-saving taw, which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commeree. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Jackson, Mich., praying for the repeal of the so-called luxury 
tax, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the congregation of the Jef- 
ferson Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Detroit; of the 
congregations of the Methodist Episcopal churches of Ionia, Or- 
leans, and Belding, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Western Mich- 
igan Development Bureau, of Traverse City, Mich., favoring 
the plan propesed by the Secretary of the Interior, granting 
land and money to discharged soldiers and sailors, which was 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. FERNALD presented a petition of Aroostook and Penobseot 
Union Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying 
for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Aroosteok and Penobscot Union 
Pomena Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for a 
tariff, embargo, or other provision against the free entry of 
potatoes, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of the Labor Council of 
San Francisco, Calif., praying for the ratification of the pro- 
posed 
stand on the question of the disposition of Fiume, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, Calif., remonstrating against the adoption of the 
proposed amendment to the railroad appropriation bill depriving 
the Interstate Commerce Commission of its power to authorize 
departures from the long-and-short haul clause, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


league of nations treaty, and favoring the President's. 
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Mr. CALDER presented a petition of the Common Council of 
Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the repeal of war-time prohibition, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPENCER presented a petition of the National Shake- 
speare Federation, praying for the construction of a national 
Shakespeare peace memorial building in the city of Washington, 
D. C., which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Woman Suffrage, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage 
to women, reported it without amendment. 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Several days ago I introduced a bill, be- 
ing the bill (S. 411) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Chims to certify certain findings of fact, and for other pur- 
poses, and it was inadvertently referred to the Committee on 
Claims. It is not a claims bill. At the last Congress a similar 
bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and was 
reported favorably from that committee. I move that the Com- 
mittee on Claims be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and: that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RECLAMATION OF LANDS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. PITTMAN. On the 20tb instant I intreduced a bill, being 
Senate bill 9, to encourage the reclamation of certain arid lands 
in the State of Nevada, and for other purposes, and it was inad- 
vertently referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands. The mistake grew out of the title of the 
bill. It is the same bill that has been considered three times 
by the Public Lands Committee of the Senate, and I move that 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands be 
discharged from its consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Public Lands Committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 845) to amend section 6 of the act of October 15, 
1914, entitled “An act to supplement existing laws against un- 
lawful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes”; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 846) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Harwinton, Conn., two German cannon or field- 
pieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 847) to authorize the erection of a monument at Fort 
Seybert, W. Va., to commemorate the capture and massacre of 
Capt. Seybert and a number of men and women at that point and 
in the South Fork and South Branch Valleys of the Potomac by 
the noted Indian Chief Kill Buck and his band of Indian war- 
riors in the year 1758; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 848) to reimburse Isaiah Stephens, postmaster of 
McMechen, Marshall County, W. Va., for money and postage 
stamps stolen; and 

A bill (S. 849) to reimburse S. S. Buzzerd, postmaster at 
Berkeley Springs, Morgan County, W. Va., for cash stolen; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 850) for the relief of the heirs of Dennis C. Snook; 

A bill (S. 851) for the relief of R. A. McCutcheon ; 

A bill (S. 852) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah L. Nuzum, widow 
of Joel D. Nuzum, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 853) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and the Presbyterian Church, of Keyser, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 854) for the relief of lock masters, lockmen, and 
other laborers and mechanics employed by the United States 
Government in the locks and dams of the Kanawha River, in 
West Virginia ; 

A bill (S. 855) for the relief of Thomas J. Lloyd; 

A bill (S. 856) for the relief of the estate of James Henry; 

A bill (S. 857) for the relief of Gideon C. Corley ; 

A bill (S. 858) for the relief of the estates of Aaron Van 
Camp and Virginius P. Chapin ; 

A bill (S. 859) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Mary E. Buckey ; and 

A bill (S. 860) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John T. Adkins, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 





1919. 


By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 861) for the relief of Edward W. Whitaker ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 862) to authorize the acquisition and operation by 
the United States of the Cape Cod Canal; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 863) to provide employment and rural homes for 
those who have served with the military and naval forces 
through the reclamation of lands to be known as the national 
soldier settlement act; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. McKBELLAR: 

A bill (S. 864) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at McMinnville, Tenn. ; 
to the Committée on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 865) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Pinion (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CALDER: 

A bill (8. 866) providing for the issuance to Herman L. 
Karpeles of a duplicate of an original medal of honor awarded 
to his father, Leepold Karpeles; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 867) for the relief of Frank H. Walker and Frank 
E. Smith, a part of whose real property was taken and is now 
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wall of the Government Printing Office, in the city of Wash- 
ington, and the remainder not taken damaged by reason of the 
construction and operation of said Printing Office; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 868) granting an increase of pension to Harriet S. 
Mansfield ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 869) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War 
to muster Dr. John A. Bobb, deceased, a brigade surgeon, with 
rank of major, from assistant surgeon ; 

A bill (S. 870) granting promotion to Robert M. Smith; 

A bill (8S. 871) to correet the military reeord of Burton Hub- 
bell ; 

A bill (S. 872) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Wallace O. Glazier; and 

A bill (S. 873) to correct the military record of Clark G. Rus- 
sell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 874) granting a pension te Heinery Poth (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 875) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Miel (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 876) granting a pension to Lorenzo J. MeEvoy; 

A bill (S. 877) granting an increase of pension to Sanford S. 
See (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 878) granting an increase of pension to Charles EB. 
Rogers ; 

A bill (S. 879) for the relief of Emma M. Gordon; 

A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Kooker ; 

A bill (S. 881) granting a pension to Nirenia S. Savage; 

A bill (S. 882) granting an increase of pension to Bert BE. 
Gray; 

A bill (S. 883) granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Brooks; ; 

A bill (S. 884) granting a pension to Lucy A. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 885) granting a pension to Frank. Fessenden ; 

A bill (S. 886) granting a pension to Sylvester Oatman ; 

A bill (S. 887) granting. a pension. to John M. Honeywell; 

A bill (S. 888) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
McKimmy ; 

A bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Henry F. Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 890) granting a pension to William Meyers; 

A bill (S..891) granting a pension to Joseph E. Dearborn ; 

A bill (S. 892) granting a pension to Arthur FH. Letts; 

A bill (S. 893) granting a pension to William Meyers ; 

A bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nathan L. Brass; and 

A bill (S. 895) granting a pension to Annie Manchester ; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 896) to prohibit intoxicating beverages and to regu- 
late the production and use of other alcoholic liquors; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 897) for the relief of the Red Wing Brewing Co. ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 898) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the University of Minnesota, at Minneapolis; Minn., a captured 
German supergun; 
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A bill (S. 899) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the municipality of Vining, in the State of Minnesota, a 
captured German cannon, cannon balls or shells, and a gun ¢ar- 
riage; or a condemned United States cannon, cannon balls, or 
shells, and a gun carriage; 

A bill (S. 900) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
captured German cannons or fieldpieces to the municipalities of 
Mankato, Chisholm, and Wright, in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (8. 901) authorizing the Secretary of War to denate to 
the Fort Ridgely State Park, Minn., three captured German 
cannons or fieldpieces; 

A bill (S. 902) autherizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to Waldorf, Minn., a captured German siege mortar; and 

A bill (S. 903) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the municipalities of Alexandria, Crosby, Elbow Lake, Fair- 
fax, Gibbon, Little Falls, and Wheaton, in the State of Minne- 
sota, captured German cannons, cannon balls or shells, and gun 
carriages, or condemned United States cannons, cannon balls or 
shells, and gun carriages; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 904) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 


: of Minnesota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 


A bill (S. 905) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at Duluth, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 906) to increase the pensions of those who have lost 
limbs or have been totally disabled in the same in the military 
or naval service of the United States; fo the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 907) for the relief of John B: H. Waring; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 908) for the relief of the Arundel Sand and Gravel 
Co. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 909) for the relief of Joseph Heaton; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 910) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. 
Wolven; and 

A bill (S. 911) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Fifer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 912) to declare Nonconnah Creek, Shelby County, 
Tenn., navigable; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 913) for the relief of Henry Gregg; 

& bill (S. 914) for the relief of Charles M. Gourley; and 

A bill (S. 915) for the relief of Barneybass Eastridge; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 916) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Brewer ; 

A bill (S. 917) granting a pension to D. J. Owens; 

A bill (S. 918) granting an increase of pension to Eugene E. 
Seherrer ; 

A bill (S. 919) granting a pension to Israel W. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 920) granting an increase of pension to Jesse S. 
Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 921) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
B. Tadlock ; 

A bill (S. 922) granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 
Chambers ; 

A bill (S. 923) granting an increase of pension to Louis M. 
Starring; 

A bill (S. 924) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 925) granting a pension to Margaret Howell 
Butler ; 

A bill (S. 926) granting a pension to Alfred C. Williams; 

A bill (S. 927) granting a pension to Otto Greenlee ; 

A bill (S. 928) granting a pension to Minta Jones; 

A bill (S. 929) granting a pension to Vian Bennett; 

A bill (S. 930) granting a pension to D. J. Owens; 

A bill (S. 931) granting an inerease of pension to John L, 
Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 932) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Flournoy ; 

A bill (S. 933) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Owen Dennison ; 

A bill (S. 934) granting a pension to John H. Smith; 

A bill (S. 985) granting a pension to John K. Miller; 

A bill (S. 986) granting a pension to Zack Amis; 

A bill (S. 987) granting an increase of pension to William 
Harris; 

A bill (S. 988) granting a pension to Oscar F. Heath; 

& bill (S. 989) granting a pension to G. F. Hudson; 
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A bill (S. 940) 
Pyle; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (S. 
Haley ; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Haynes ; 

A bill (S. 947) granting a pension to Jane Roberts; 

A bil! (S. 948) granting an increase of pension to C. F. Boyer ; 

A bill (S. 949) granting a pension to William D. Davis; 

A bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Tide Owens; 

A bill (S. 951) granting an increase of pension to Ruth S, 
Gleaves ; 

A bill (S. 952) granting a pension to William R. Phillips; 

A bill (S. 953) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Wright: 

A bill (S. 
Miller; 

A bill (S. 955) 


granting an increase of pension to Wade H. 


941) 
942) 
943 ) 


granting a pension to Zania Seal Trent; 
granting a pension to James M. Gibson; 
granting an increase of pension to John B. 


944) granting a pension to Robert L. Zell; 
$45) granting a pension to Fred W. McMeen; 
946) granting an increase of pension to John F, 


954) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
granting a pension to Louisa Brown; 

A bill (S. 956) granting a pension to Joseph H. Hopper; 

A bill (S. 957) granting a pension to Edward B. Earl; and 

A bill (S. 958) granting a pension to W. D. Davis; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 959) for the relief of Hubert Reynolds; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

3y Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 960) making the 11th day of November in each 
year a legal holiday; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 961) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Hamlin, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 962) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Moorefield, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 963) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of New Cumberland, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 964) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Ripley, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 965) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Romney, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 966) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Lewisburg, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 967) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Petersburg, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 968) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Glenville, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 969) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of West Union, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 970) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Clay, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 971) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Grantsville, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (8S. 972) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Sutton, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 973) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Madison, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 974) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Philippi, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 975) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Wellsburg, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 976) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Fayetteville, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 977) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Charles Town, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 978) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Weston, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 979) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Point Pleasant, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 980) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Princeton, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece : 

A bill (S. 981) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Keyser, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 
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A bill (S. 982) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Williamson, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 983) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Logan, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 984) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Elizabeth, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 985) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Pineville, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 986) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Buckhannon, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 987) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Parsons, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 988) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Beckley, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 989) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Winfield, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 990) authorizing the 
to the town of Marlinton, W. Va., 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 991) authorizing the 
to the town of St. Marys, W. Va., 
piece; 

A bill (S. 992) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Franklin, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 993) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Webster Springs, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 994) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Wayne, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 995) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Middlebourne, W. Va., one German cannon cr 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 996) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Hinton, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 997) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Spencer, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 998) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Harrisville, W. Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 999) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Summersville, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 1000) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Welch, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 1001) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Berkeley Springs, W. Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; and 

A bill (S. 1002) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Union, W. Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1008) for the relief of Jesse L. Clay; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 1004) for the relief of the owner of the steam 
lighter Cornelia ; 

A bill (S. 1005) for the relief of the owner of the steamship 
Matoa; and 

A bill (S. 1006) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Horatio G. Foss; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 1007) granting a pension to William Burton; 

A bill (S. 1008) granting pensions to the surviving members 
of Capt. J. L. Humble’s company of Indian fighters who took 
part in the Battle of Big Hole, Mont., in the Nez Perce War of 
1877, and to the widows of members ; 

A bill (S. 1009) granting a pension to Kizziah Morris; 

A bill (S. 1010) granting a pension to Augusta Costello; 

A bill (S. 1011) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Love; 

A bill (S. 1012) granting an increase of pension to Hettie 
Fletcher ; 

A bill (S. 1013) granting a pension te Sophie Lizotte; 

A bill (S. 1014) granting a pension to Charles B. Wemple; 

A bill (S. 1015) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
Herriman; and 
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A bill (S. 1016) granting an increase of pension to John Fitz- 
gerald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia: 

A bill (S. 1017) to create a department of education, to au- 
thorize appropriations for the conduct of said department, to 
authorize the appropriation of money to encourage the States in 
the promotion and support of education, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. ~ 

By Mr. ROBINSON (for Mr. Jonunson of South Dakota) : 

A bill (S. 1018) authorizing the Sioux Tribe of Indians to 
submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. STANLEY: 

A bill (S. 1019) providing additional aid fer the American 
Printing House for the Blind; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

A bill (S. 1020) to amend the act establishing the eastern 
district of Kentucky ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 32) authorizing the President 
to extend invitations to other nations to send representatives 
to the world cotton conference te be held at New Orleans, La., 
October 13 to 16, 1919, inclusive; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. ; 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 33) proposing a method of 
amending the Constitution of the United States by establishing 
constitutional majority rule; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE OF EDUCATION AND LABOR, 


Mr. KENYON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
41), which was referred to the Conmmittee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, 'That the Committee on Edacation and Labor, er any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed 

age, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any sub- 
ect which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
Senate. 
EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 


Mr. SPENCER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
42), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims of the United States Senate 
be, and it is hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk at the rate 
of $2,500 per annum, to be paid out of the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 


SEARS, ROEBUCK & CO, V. FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed 
in the Recorp the decision of the United States Circuit Court of 
Appeals for the Seventh Circuit in the case of Sears, Roebuck & 
Co. against Federal Trade Commission. This case involves the 
constitutionality of some features of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission act, and I ask that the decision be printed in the Rrecorp. 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the ReEcorp, as follows: 


[In the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Cir- 
cuit. October term, 1918, April session, 1919. Ne. 2659. Sears, 
Roebuck & Co., petitioner, v. Federal Trade Commission, respondent. 
Original petition to review order of Federal Trade Commission. ] 
Sidney A, Adler for petitioner, John Walsh for respondent. 

Before Baker and Altschuler, circuit judges, and Carpenter, district 
udge. 

j taker, circuit judge, delivered the opinion of the court: 

This is an o-iginal petition to review an order entered by the re- 
spondent, the Federal Trade Commission, against the petitioner, Sears, 
Roebuck & Co., a corporation, commanding the petitioner to desist from 
certain unfair methods of competition in commerce. Respondent’s order 
was based on its complaint, filed on February 26, 1913, on the peti- 
tioner’s answer and on a written stipulation of facts. Procedure before 
the commission and also before this court on review is prescribed in 
section 5 of the act to create a Federal Trade Commission, approved 
on September 26, 1914. Respondent's authority over the subject matter 
of its order is derived from the following provision in the same sec- 
tion : ‘“‘ Unfair methods of competition in commerce are hereby declared 
unlawful.” Section 4 is a dictionary of terms used in the act. “Com- 
merce” means “ interstate or foreign commerce,” but the general term 
“unfair methods of competition” is nowhere defined specifically, nor is 
there a schedule of methods that shall be deemed unfair. 

In its complaint respondent averred that petitioner is engaged in in- 
terstate and foreign commerce, conducting a “ mail-order” business ; 
that petitioner for more than two years last past has practiced unfair 
methods of competition in commerce by false and misleading advertise- 
ments and acts, designed to injure and discredit its competitors and to 
deceive the general public in the following ways: 

1 By advertising that petitioner, because of large purchases of sugar 
and quick disposal of stock, is able to sell sugar at a price lower than 
others offering sugar for sale. d 

2. By advertising that petitioner is selling its sugar at a price much 
lower than that of its competitors, and thereby imputing to its com- 
petitors the purpose of charging more than a fair price for their 
sugar. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| and importers in the United States. 


| advertisements offering for sale sugar, 





dol 


3. By selling certain of its merchandise at less than cost on the con- 
dition that the customer simultaneously purchase other merchandise at 
prices which give petitioner a profit on the transaction without letting 
the customer know the facts. 

4. By advertising that the quality of merchandise sold by its com- 
petiters is inferior to that of similar merchandise sold by petitioner, 
and that petitioner buys certain of its merchandise in markets not 
accessible to its competitors and is therefore able to give better ad- 
vantages in quality and price than those offered by its competitors. 

or extensively cireulated the following advertisements, among 
others: 

“We can afford to give this guarantee of a ‘less than wholesale 
price ’ because we are among the largest distributors of sugar wholesale 
or retail in the world. We sell every year 35,000,000 pounds of sugar. 
And, buying in such vast quantities and buying directly from the re- 
pm we naturally get our sugar for less money than other 

ealers. 

“For instance, every grocer carries granulated sugar in stock, but 
does he tell you which kind? There are two kinds—granulated cane 
sugar and granulated beet sugar—and they look exactly alike. Some 
people prefer the one and some the other. But beet sugar usually costs 
less than cane sugar, so if you are getting beet sugar you should 
pay less for it. Do you know which kind you are getting and which 
you are paying for? 

“Our teas have a pronounced, yet delicate, tea flavor with an 
appealing fragrance, because we spare neither time nor expense to get 
the very best the greatest tea gardens of the world can produce. 

“First, because of the difficulty of getting in this country the exact 
character and flavor of certain teas, we do our own importing and 
critically test every tea. Our representative goes to the various tea- 
growing countries and makes the selection in person. Then the great- 
est care is taken to get only first-crop pickings from upland soil. 

“ Also, by buying direct from the tea gardens, while the crops are 
being harvested, we are able to have them always perfectly fresh. 

_ “It would be natural for you to conclude that all this care in buy- 
ing and selecting would make our teas very high in price, but in 
reality our prices are unusually low for such high quality. Here is 
a reason: By buying direct from the tea gardens we cut out the mid- 


dileman’s profit. 


“Over land and sea, from the greatest coffee regions in the world, 


| we bring you the choicest of the crop, and make it possible for you 


to have that fresh, savory, and fragrantly tempting cup of coffee for 
your breakfast. You see, we buy direct from the best plantations in 
the world. We get the pick of the crop—upland coffees from rich. 
healthy soil, and growers of unquestioned experience and skill. We 
buy enormous quantities and pay cash, thus making it possible to 
offer our customers the very best coffees at very low prices.” 

Petitioner's sales of sugar during the second half of 1915 amounted 
to $780,000, on which it !ost $196,000. Petitioner used sugar as a 
“leader” (“You save 2 to 4 cents on every pound”), offering a 
limited amount at the losing price in connection with a required pur- 
chase of other commodities at prices high enough to afford a petitioner 
a satisfactory profit on the transaction as a whole, without letting the 
customer know that the sugar was being sold on any other basis than 
that of the other commodities. Petitioner obtain its sugar in the 
open market from refiners and wholesalers. Competitors got their 
sugar from the same sources, of the same quality and at the same 
price. Sugar is a staple in the market. Price concessions upon large 
purchases are unobtainable. From the facts respecting titioner’s 
methods of advertising and buying and selling sugar respondent found, 
and properly so, in our judgment, that petitioner intentionally injured 
and discredited its competitors by falsely leading the public to believe 
that the competitors were unfair dealers in sugar and the other com- 
modities which petitioner was offering in connection with sugar. 

Petitioner purchased 75 per cent of its teas from wholesalers 
The remainder it purchased 
through its representative Peterson in Japan; but there was no proof 
that Peterson made or was qualified to make “selections in person” 
or “first-crop pickings from upland soil.” All of petitioner’s coffees 
were purchased from wholesalers and importers in the United States. 
Respondent found that petitioner’s advertisements of teas and coffees 
were false and designed to deceive the yan and injure competitors. 

By the order, issued on June 24, 1918, petitioner was commanded 
to desist from: 

“(1) Circulating throughout the States and Territories of the 

United States and the District of Columbia catalogues containing 
wherein it is falsely repre- 
sented to its customers or prospective customers of said defendant or 
to customers of competitors, or to the public generally, or leads them 
to believe, that because of large purchasing power and quick-moving 
stock, defendant is able to sell sugar at a price lower than its com- 
petitors ; 
. “(2) Selling or offering to sell shgar below cost through catalogues 
circulated throughout the States and Territories of the United States 
and the District of Columbia among its customers, prespective custom- 
ers, and customers of its competitors ; 

“(3) Circulating throughout the various States and Territories of 

the United States and the District of Columbia, among customers, 
prospective customers, and customers of its competitors, catalogues 
containing advertisements representing that defendant’s competitors 
do not deal justiy, fairly, and honestly with their customers ; 
' “(4) Circulating throughout the various States and Territories of 
the United States and the District of Columbia, among customers, 
prospective customers, or customers of its competitors, catalogues con- 
taining advertisements offering for sale its teas, in which said adver- 
tisements it falsely stated that the defendant sends a special repre- 
sentative to Japan who personally goes into the tea gardens of said 
country and personally supervises the picking of such teas; 

“(5) Circulating through the various States and Territories of the 
United States and the District of Columbia, among customers, prospec- 
tive customers, or customers of its competitors, catalogues containing 
advertisements offering for sale its coffees, in which it falsely stated 
that the defendant purchases all of fits coffees direct from the best plan- 
tations in the world.” 

I. Petitioner imsists that the injunctional order was improvidently 
issued because, before the complaint was filed and the hearing had, 

titioner had discontinued the methods in question, and, as stated in 
ts answer, had no intention of resuming them. For example, no sugar 
offers of the character assailed were made after August, 1917. But 
respondent was required to find from all the evidence before it what 
was the real nature of petitioner's attitude. It was permissible for 
respondent to take judicial notice of the Government’s war-time control 
of sugar sales and consumption. lt was also proper to note that peti- 
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tioner was contending (and still contends) that the act.is void for in- 
definiteness, that the act is unconstitutional, and that.the act, even if 
valid, under any proper construction has not been infringed by petition- 
er’s practices. In Goshen Mfg. Co. v. Myers Mfg. Co. (242 U. S., 202), 
which was a suit for infringement of a patent, the defendant company 
averred and introduced evidence to prove that six months before the 
bill was filed, and with notice to complainant, it had sold its factory, 
wound up its business, and had no intention of resuming. But through- 
out the intervening period, and also in the answer to the bill, the de- 
fendant company was attacking the validity of the patent and the right 
of the complainant to compel desistance. This conduct was held to be 
such a continuing menace as to justify the maintenance of the bill. So, 
here, no assurance is in sight that petitioner, if it could shake respond- 
ent’s hand from its shoulder, would not continue its former course. 

II. Petitioner urges that the declaration of section 5 must be held void 
for indefiniteness unless the words “ unfair methods of competition ” 
be construed to embrace no more than acts which on September 26, 1914, 
when Congress spoke, were identifiable as acts of unfair trade then con- 
demned by the common law as expressed in prior cases. But the phrase 
is no more indefinite than “ due process of law.’ The general idea of 
that phrase as it appears in constitutions and statutes is quite well 
known: but we have never encountered what purported to be an all- 
embracing schedule or found a specific definition that would bar the 
continuing processes of judicial inclusion and exclusion based upon 
accumulating experience. If the expression “ unfair methods of compe- 
tition’ is too uncertain for use, then under the same condemnation 
would fall the innumerable statutes which predicate rights and_prohi- 
bitions upon ‘‘ unsound mind,” “undue influence,” ‘ unfaithfulness,” 
“unfair use,” “unfit for cultivation,” “ unreasonable rate,” “ unjust 
discrimination,” and the like. This statute is remedial, and orders to 
desist are civil: but even in criminal law convictions are upheld on 
statutory prohibitions of “rebates or concessions” or of ‘“ schemes of 
defraud,” without any schedule of acts or specific definition of forbidden 
conduct, thus leaving the courts free to condemn new and ingenious 
ways that were unknown when the statutes were enacted. Why? Be- 
cause the general ideas of “dishonesty” and “‘fraud” are so well, 
widely, and uniformly understood that the general term “rebates or 
concessions ” and “‘ schemes to defraud” are sufficiently accurate meas- 
ures of conduct. 

On the face of this statute the legislative intent is apparent. The 
commissioners are not required to aver and prove that any competitor 
has been damaged or that any purchaser has been deceived. The com- 
missioners, representing the Government as parens patriw, are to exer- 
cise their common sense, as informed by their knowledge of the generai 
idea of unfair trade at common law, and stop all those trade practices 
that have a capacity or a tendency to injure competitors directly or 
through deception of purchasers, quite irrespective of whether the spe- 
cific practices in question have yet been denounced in common-law cases. 
But the restraining order of the commissioners is merely provisional. 
The trader is entitled to his day in court, and there the same principles 
and tests that have been applied under the common law or under stat- 
utes of the kinds hereinbefore recited are expected by Congress to con- 
trol. This prima facie reading of legislative intent is confirmed by ref- 
erence to committee reports and debates in Congress, wherein is dis- 
closed a refusal to limit the commission and the courts to a prescribed 
list of specific acts. (CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, 63d Cong., 2d sess., pp. 
13, 18, 533, 12246.) And this interpretation is not affected by the subse- 
quent adoption of the Clayton Act, October 15, 1914, condemning certain 
specific acts. 

Ill. But such a construction of section 5, 
urge, brings about an unconstitutional delegation of legislative and 
judicial power to the commission. Grants of similar authority to ad- 
ministrative officers and bodies have not been found repugnant to the 
Constitution. (Butterfield v. Stranahan, 192 U. 8., 470; Union Bridge 
Co. v. United States, 204 U. 8., 365; Pennsylvania Railroad Co. v. 
International Coal Co., 230 U. S., 184; National Pole Co. v. Chicago & 
North Western Railway Co., 211 Fed., 65.) 

With the increasing complexity of human activities many situations 
arise where governmental control can be secured only by the “ board” 
or “commission” form of legislation. In such instances Congress de 
clares the public policy, fixes the general principles that are to control, 
and charges an administrative body with the duty of ascertaining 
within particular fields from time to time the facts which bring into 
play the principles established by Congress. Though the action of the 
commission in finding the facts and declaring them to be specific offenses 
of the character embraced within the general definition by Congress may 
be deemed to be quasi legislation, it is so only in the sense that it con- 
verts the actual legislation from a static into a dynamic condition. But 
the converter is not the electricity. And though the action of the com- 
mission in ordering desistance may be counted quasi judicial on account 
of its form, with respect to power it is not judicial, because a judicial 
determination is only that which is embodied in a judgment or decree of 
a court and enforceable by execution or other writ of the court. 

IV. In the second paragraph of the order petitioner is commanded to 
cease Selling sugar below cost. We find in the statute no intent on the 
part of Congress, even if it has the power, to restrain an owner of prop- 
erty from selling it at any price that is acceptable to him or from 
giving it away. jut, manifestly, in making such a sale or gift the 
owner may put forward representations and commit acts which have a 
capacity or a tendency to injure or to discredit competitors and to de- 
eive purchasers as to the rea] character of the transaction. That 
paragraph should therefore be modified by adding to it “ by means of or 
in connection with the representations prohibited in the first paragraph 
of this order, or similar representation.” 

Sufficient appears in this record and in the presentation of the case 
to warrant us in expressing the belief that petitioner’s business stand- 
ards were at least as high as those generally prevailing in the com- 
mercial world at the times in question, and that the action of the com- 
mission is to be taken rather as a general illustration of the better 
methods required for the future than a specific selection of petitioner of 
reproof on account of its conduct in the past. 

Respondent is directed to modify its order as above stated, and in 
other respects the petition is denied. 

By Alschuler, Cir. J.: 

In my judgment the order of the commission should be further modi- 
fied by striking out the third paragrapb, which relates to alleged repre- 
sentation that petitioner's competitors do not deal fairly and honestly 
with their customers. In so far as the sugar, coffee, and tea advertise- 
ments ascribe petitioner’s asserted lower prices and superior qualities to 
quantity purchases-and special facilities and advantages for inspection, 
selection, and purchasing, they would tend to negative any imputation 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 28, 


upon competitors of unfair dealing with their patrons. I believe the 
charge of imputing to competitors unfair dealing with their patrons 
rests wholly on petitioner’s so-called “ caveat emptor ” advertisement in 
its catalogue of March and April, 1916, wherein the public is cautioned 
in regard to white sugar, stating that some is cane and some beet 
sugar, alike in appearance, but the former usually higher in price; that 
petitioner plainly designates which of the two it offers, and the query 
S$ suggested, where else are goods so plainly described, and whether the 
customer gets elsewhere what he thinks he is buying. It seems to me 
that this does not amount to more than a statement or boast that 
petitioner, without being asked, describes the white sugars it proposes 
to sell, and the intimation is carried that competitors do not volunteer 
such description, but it is not suggested that they actually misrepresent 
the truth. 

The facts before the commission appear by stipulation, and those 
concerning this advertisement, aside from the advertisement itself, are 
as follows: 

“ When Mr. A. M. Daly, the attorney in charge of the investigation 
in these proceedings, was in Chicago in March, 1916, he submitted to 
Mr. A. V. H. Mory, chief chemist of Sears, Roebuck & Co., and Mr. 
Joseph Scott, manager of the grocery department, a copy of the adver- 
tisement entitled ‘Caveat Emptor,’ hereinbefore mentioned, and hereto 
attached, and requested them to state their views as to this particular 
advertisement and what it meant. ‘They stated that this advertisement 
was for the purpose of calling attention to the distinction between beet 
sugar and cane sugar and laying stress upon the point of the facilities 
that Sears, Roebuck & Co. have for marking everything plainly so that 
the customer would know better from description the exact nature of 
what he was buying. After this explanation Mr. Daly went to his 
hotel. In a short time Mr. Mory called on him there and stated in 
substance that he had submitted the above-mentioned advertisement to 
Mr. A. H. Loeb, the vice president of Sears, Roebuck & Co., and that 
Mr. Loeb said that this course of advertising was unfair and unjust 
and declared that it must be discontinued, and further that it was 
against the policy of the house to send out such advertisements, There- 
upon, on March 28, 1916, Mr. A. V. H. Mory, chief chemist, wrote to 
the commission in part as follows: ‘The young man who wrote this 
was in to-day and I pointed out to him wherein he had made a mistake 
and acted against house policy. He promised to use the soft pedal on 
all references to the dealer in the future. He tells me that this is an 
angle that had not occurred to him. He had not thought of the write- 
up in the light of a criticism of the dealer, so intent was he on pointing 
out that with our system of marking everything plainly and our facili- 
ties for knowing what we are selling the customer would know better 
from our description the exact mature of what he was buying in the 
ease of those things difficult to judge than if he had them placed be- 
fore him—which, of course, is true.’ ”’ 

But assuming, as did petitioner's vice president, that this advertise- 
ment does carry the imputation that competitors deal unfairly with 
their customers, under the circumstances indicated by the quotation 
ought this advertisement to be the basis of a finding and order? ‘The 
publication was in the catalogue for March and April, 1916. The com- 
plaint was filed nearly two years afterwards. The act authorizes the 
commission to proceed when it shall have reason to believe that unfair 
methods of competition are or have been used, “and if it shall appear 
to the commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be 
of interest to the public.” In a monitory proceeding such as this 
seems to be, it could hardly be said that it would be “ of interest to the 
public” to predicate action on a transgression for which due amends 
had long before been made without remotest cause to believe there 
would be a repetition. To revive a stale advertisement of this nature 
which the advertiser immediately after the publication distinctly dis- 
avowed as having been unintentionally and inadvertently unfair to 
competitors, and ordered discontinued, without directly or indirectiy 
repeating or renewing it for so long an interval, far from subserving 
the public interest, might, in my judgment, have the contrary tendency 
of raising an imputation of oppressive or, at least, uncalled-for action 
in predicating any proceeding or order on this advertisement. 

Nor am I impressed with the authoritative relevancy here of de- 
cisions respecting injunctions. In a proceeding such as this, neither 
remedial nor punitive, decisions of courts respecting injunctional reliet 
in equity are not more analogous than are common-law decisions de- 
fining unfair trade practices, arising out of controversies between indi- 
viduals, as fixing thereby the limitation of the commission's authority 
of scope. " 

The suggested modification would necessitate corresponding modifica- 
tion of the commission’s findings of facts, eliminating paragraphs num- 
bered 4 and 5 thereof. Paragraphs 2, 6, and 7 (as well as paragraphs 
4 and 5) of the findings state the circulation of the several advertise- 
ments to have been in each case for “ more than two years last past,” 
indicating thereby the two years next before the date of the findings 
which is June 24, 1918. ‘This is in contravention of the stipulated 
fact that none of the advertisements were more recent than August, 
1917, some of them even antedating the passage, September 24, 1914, 
of the Trade Commission Act itself, These findings should, in my 
judgment, be modified to comply with the stipulated fact. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 

concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, which 

was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first session of 
the Sixty-sixth Congress be prepared and published, under the direction 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, as provided for in section 73 of 
the printing act approved January 12, 1895, and that the sum of $800 
be paid for preparing, compiling, and indexing said edition, one-half 
of the said sum to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate and 
one-half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 2480. An act making appropriations for the current and 

contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for ful- 

filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 

other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, was 

read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
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ADJOURN MENT, 


Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I had intended, at the request 
of the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, to ask for 
an executive session at this time, but it is now so late that I 
shall not seek to detain the Senate longer. I ‘move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.). the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 
29, 1919, at 12 o’clock meridian, 4 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 28, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We lift up our hearts in gratitude to Thee, our Father in 
heaven, for a Government of the people, by the people, for the 
people, which affords to the world the greatest example of civil, 
political, and religious liberty. To think, to do, to dare, to 
achieve is Americanism. 

The flight from America to Europe across the sea in an air- 
plane of American invention, American construction, manned by 
Americans, is the highest example of American liberty and 
daring. 


We thank Thee for the brave and successful men whose names | 


will live in history so long as history shall be read; and the 
name of Read will live in the hearts of true men; and glory, 
and honor, and praise be Thine, for him and all who have added 
to the glory of mankind. In His name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

COMMITTEE ON WATER POWER. 

The SPEAKER. A few days ago the Chair, in appointing 
the Committee on Water Power, named Members by committees 
inadvertently, instead of following the order of the last Con- 
gress. The Chair would ask the consent of the House to change 
the order in which the names appear on the list of committees. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the business in order on Calendar Wednesday be dispensed with 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the business in order on Calendar Wednesday be 
dispensed with to-day. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO COMMITTEES TO SIT DURING SESSIONS. 


Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I ask unanimous consent 
that that committee may sit during the sessions of the House 
during this current session of Congress. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce be allowed to sit during the sessions of the House. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Insular Affairs be allowed to hold sittings 
during the sessions of the House during the present session. 

The SPEAKER. The géntleman from Idéwa asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Insular Affairs be allowed to sit 
during the sessions of the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8157) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] 
will please take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill H.R. 3157, the Agricultural appropriation pill, 
with Mr. Mappen in the chair, 
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The CHATRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 3157, a bill making appropriations for the 
Agricultural Department, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: é 

A bill (H. R. 3157) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the paragraph, under “ Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry,” beginning on page 19, line 9, down to and including 
line 3 on page 21. 

The CHAIRMAN. On page 20, line 23, appear the words “ at 
$48 each.” I assume that it should be “$480.” Unless there 
is objection, the Clerk will be authorized to correct it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is an error in printing. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation of diseases of orchard and other fruits, $75,935: 
Provided, That $8,000 of said amount shall be available for the investi- 
gation of diseases of the pecan. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, may I in- 
quire of the chairman of the committee if good results have fol- 
Towed from the investigation of diseases of orchards and other 
fruit trees? In my State of Pennsylvania nearly all of the 
apple trees are dead and mest all of the pear trees. Although 
the Government has been investigating along this line for a 
number of years, if it obtained no greater value in a gen- 
eral way than it has in our State it seems to me that the $75,000 
expended heretofore has given no value in return. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The appropriation is not large. -We have a 
good many orchards in this country. According to the depart- 
ment’s statement, a vigorous campaign is being conducted. The 
field is-large, and if-we accept the department’s report very 
effective work is being accomplished. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. What can be accomplished 
in a country where there are as many orchards as there are in 
the United States with the small sum of $75,000? Is not most 
of that expended without real_resuits? How can anything sub- 
stantial be expected? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman is aware of the fact that we 
have many projects, and if it is found necessary to spend more 
money for one project than is carried in this bill transfers may 
be made from ether bureaus. The department is given con- 
siderable latitude in making transfers. The department has 
many projects of great importance. All the committee can 
do is to accept the statements of the department and give con- 
sideration to those projects that seem to be the most meritorious. 
The report is the best judgment of the committee in making 
appropriations for the various projects. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. -I appreciate all that the 
chairman has said, but does not the chairman think that at times 
the appropriations allowed are really too small to give effective 
value to the amounts invested, so that in some cases they are 
practically wasted? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. I agree with the gentleman as to that. 
I believe that. in many instances the appropriations are not ade- 
quate, and in other instances they are probably too large. But 
this is the judgment of the committee, and I can freely say that 
I believe this is one of the best bills that has ever been reported 
by the Committee on Agriculture. It was. carefully considered 
and every item serutinized most carefully; and, as I said, this 
is the judgment of the committee. If later on new projects and 
supplemental estimates should be submitted, more consideration 
will probably be given than has been done this time by the com- 
mittee. But owing to the limited time at our disposal it was 
thought best to report this bill on the information we had and 
with the consideration we could give to it in the limited time 
allowed. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. 
statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For conducting such investigations of the nature and means of com- 
munication of the disease of citrus trees, known as citrus canker, and 
for applying such methods of eradication or control of the disease as 
in the judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture may be necessary, in- 
cluding the payment of such expenses and the employment of such per- 
sons and means, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and co- 
operation with such authorities of the States concerned, organizations 
of growers, or individuals, as he may deem necessary to accomplish 
such purposes, $196,320, and, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, no expenditures shall be made for these purposes until a 
sum or sums at least equal to such expenditures shall have been appro- 


priated, subscribed, or contributed by State, county, or local authori- 
ties, or by individuals or organizations for the ascomplishment of such 
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purposes: Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated 
shal] be used to pay the cost or value of trees or other preperty injured 
or destroyed, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I meve to strike owt the last 
word. I am in hearty sympathy with the efforts to investigate 
the nature of the disease of citrus trees. It is a good work, and 
if there is a necessity for it, it ought to be continued; but in 
order to illustrate one or two points under this heading I want 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture if he 
knows how many men are employed under this appropriation 
of $196,320? 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
Book of Estimates. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, it is utterly impos- 
sible to hear a single word that is said over on the other side, 
and I move that each of the gentlemen over there be given a 
megaphone. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will 
speak loudly enough so that they may be heard, and that those 
who do not desire to be heard will preserve order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. While the chairman of the 
committee is searching for the figures 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will say to the gentleman that a large 
number of people are being employed, many of them temporarily. 
Of course, there are a number of them who are carried on the 
annual roll. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman says a large 
number. One hundred and ninety-six thousand dollars is a 
fairly large sum of money. How many people are employed? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The estimates for 1920 give the number as 138 
persons. A number of them do other work in addition to this. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Are they employed in Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; not altogether. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It provides here for their em- 
ployment in the city of Washington and elsewhere. I want to 
iknow about how many of them are located in Washington. The 
investigation of the diseases of citrus trees is a business that 
I assume should be carried on very largely in the Southern 
States, particularly in Florida, where an epidemic may some- 
times sweep over an orchard of grapefruit trees or orange 
trees. 

Mr. HAUGEN. As the gentleman probably recalls, this is 
practically a new item. I think it has been carried in the bill 
for about two years. At one time it amounted to $250,000. It 
is now proposed to decrease the amount by $54,000. It is 
believed by the department that the work will be completed at 
an early date. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, my informa- 
tion is that the work of investigation of citrus-tree disease has 
been carried on very successfully, largely with the cooperation 
of the orchardists in Florida and the people of that State. I 
believe it to be a very good thing; but since $250,000 was ap- 
propriated in the beginning and $196,000 is asked for here, it 
has seemed to me pertinent to inquire whether we were really 
in need of the $196,000 to keep this work going. Our latest in- 
fermation from the citrus-fruit country is that the disease 
has been fairly weil stamped out. I know that to be the case 
with respect to the chestnut blight, because it has swept over 
the State of Pennsylvania and practically destroyed the trees, 
and we have none left. : 

Mr. LEVER. The information before the committee at the 
last session was to the effect that the disease of citrus trees 
was practically stamped out in Florida, and that the only seri- 
ous outbreak of it now is in the Rio Grande Valley in Texas. I 
think it is expected that within the next two years the citrus 
canker will be completely eradicated from this country. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I see several Members from 
the State of Florida present, and if my statement is not correct 
they can correct me, but I understand that the citrus canker has 
been eradicated; therefore I question whether this appropria- 
tion of $196,000 is necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation of diseases of forest and ornamental trees and 
shrubs, including a study of the nature and habits of the parasitic 
fungi causing the chestnut-tree bark disease, the white-pine blister rust, 
and ether epidemic tree diseases, for the purpose of discovering new 
methods ef centrol and applying methods of eradication or control 
already discovered, $82,315. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out the last 
werd for the purpose of continuing the discussion of the ap- 
prepriations for the investigation of tree diseases. We have 
come now to the appropriation for the investigation of the 
chestnut blight. We are still appropriating $82,000 for that 
purpose, When this epidemic struck the country we called 
{ see it is called here the chestnut-tree 
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bark disease, and added to it is the white-pine blister rust and 
other epidemic tree diseases. Of course the language of this 
paragraph would enable the department to spend this $82,000 
without touching the chestnut-tree blight at all. I observed a 
minute ago that it seemed worthy of explanation at least that 
we should provide an appropriation of $196,000. for the investi- 
gation of citrus-tree disease, when it is generally admitted that 
the citrus-tree disease has been practically stamped out. Why 
continue the whole establishment? 

We come now to the chestnut blight, which, so far as the State 
of Pennsylvania is concerned, is over. The chestnut trees have 
been wiped out by the blight. It is substantially the same in 
New Jersey. I do not believe there are any chestnut trees left 
in New York. I understand the disease has swept Ohio. It 
has gone down into the Virginias, and I presume is practically 
over there, but still we are appropriating $82,000. When the 
disease was at its height the State of Pennsylvania made a 
very large appropriation to be used in cooperation with an ap- 
propriation made by the Federal Government to stamp out the 
disease. Whether we stamped it out or not I do not know. It 
ran its full course. Nature seems to have stamped it out, al- 
though we spent the money. If the chestnut-tree blight has 
passed away and gone into the great beyond, I ask the chair- 
man of the committee why we should ‘maintain an institution 
to continue to combat it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will quote the statement of Dr. Taylor of 
the Department of Agriculture on that subject: 

Have you given up all hope of its eradication? 

Dr, TayLor. Yes, sir; of its eradication. 
years past been dving any eradication work, 

That is the statement of the chief of the bureau. However, I 
will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that this small 
appropriation .should be continued for the purpose of endeavor- 
ing to prevent the spread of the various tree diseases which are 
mentioned in the paragraph, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, here we have 
another specimen of the economy practiced by the department. 
The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture quotes from a 
high authority in the Department of Agriculture, who states 
emphatically that they have lost all hope of eradicating this 
disease; that it is all over, and yet we continue to appropriate 
$82,000. Now, why do we do it? Are we doing it in order that 
the Secretary of Agriculture, through the influence of bureau 
chiefs under his direction who want additional clerks, shall be 
able to continue to draw on this $82,000? I want the new Mem- 
bers of Congress to understand how this thing is done. Here 
are two cases where we apparently do not need the money, but 
we are still appropriating for citrus fruit when we are told 
that the citrus-tree disease has: passed by. We are appropri- 
ating for the chestnut blight when the department tells us that 
the chestnut blight is no longer being investigated by the Agri- 
cultural Department. Here is $196,000 appropriated in one in- 
stance and in another $184,000. They are laid aside so that the 
Agricultural Department can ultimately make transfers for 
salaries and increase them without coming to Congress, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman wants to be fair to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. ’ 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask pnanimous consent for 
one minute more, as the gentleman suggests I am not fair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 7 

Mr. HAUGEN. I say, the gentleman wants to be fair. His 
question is directed to the white-pine blister item. If he will 
read the paragraph he will find that the purpose of the investi- 
gation is along various lines, including ornamental trees, shrubs, 
and so forth. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is true, and I stated it 
in the beginning; that the paragraph was made broad, so if 
there was no chestnut blight it could be used for other purposes. 
That is the clever thing in constructing a paragraph, and I want 
gentlemen of the House to know that there are more ways than 
eue to lay money aside, so that when it becomes necessary the 
Secretary can use the money as he sees fit. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Iowa a 
question. My curiosity was aroused by the statement of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. Is it a fact that 
the officials in the Department of Agriculture can take an 
$82,000 appropriation, or any part of it, and divert it to the 
payment of salaries for clerks in other departments? 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is a provision under the law authoriz- 
ing the transfer from one appropriation to another in the case 
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of emergency. I think that rule applies to all departments, and 
I think it:a wise provision. 

Mr. CANDLER,. Under the law as it exists to-day no such 
diversion of funds can be made. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania must know that. There is no provision in the bill any- 
where, or in any other bill relating to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, permitting the Secretary to divert a fund, and if it was 
in the bill he would not do it except in justifiable cases. The 
Secretary of Agriculture has never been guilty of any such 
thing as that and never will be. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I want to say that, in my judgment, it 
would be a most dangerous practice. Now, I want to ask the 
gentleman from Mississippi whether or not it has been the 
practice of the Secretary of Agriculture to transfer a clerk 
from one department to another in the service? 

Mr. CANDLER. Sometimes it becomes necessary, but there 
has never been a transfer of a clerk from one division to an- 
other, or from one department to another, unless report was 
made of it and it appeared in the bill. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Let me ask the gentleman has it been the 
practice to transfer clerks from a lower salary in one depart- 
ment to another and higher salary in another department with- 
out authority of law? 

Mr. CANDLER. There has never been a case of that kind 
without authority of law. It has been done within the pro- 
vision of the law, report being made to the committee and the 
committee report to the House. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Does the gentleman think the provision 
of law ought to be amended, if it is within the provision of the 
law? ’ 

Mr. CANDLER. No; there is no provision of law applying 
to the Agricultural Department in that respect that does not 
apply to every other department of the Government. I have 
been one of those who has contended that the Agricultural De- 
partment at least, making appropriations for the farmers of 
this country, should receive equal consideration with any other 
department of the Government. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Suppose, under the law, it is provided that 
in a certain department there shall be 100 clerks. Does the 
gentleman presume to say that the Secretary of Agriculture 
could transfer 50 additional clerks to that department? 

Mr. CANDLER. He could not, if it was limited to 100. 

Mr, McKENZIE. Is there anything to prevent him from 
doing so? 

Mr. CANDLER. Does the gentleman think that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, who represents a great department of the 
United States, would be guilty of any such thing as that? If 
the gentleman wants to put him in that attitude, he can do it; 
but I am not going to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For applying such methods of eradication or control of the white- 
ine blister rust as in the judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture may 
ye necessary, including the payment of such rs yea and the employ- 
ment of such persons and means in the city of Washington and else- 

where, in -cooperation with such authorities of the States concerned, 
organizations, or individuals as he may deem necessary to accomplish 
such purposes, $220,728, and in the discretion of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture no expenditures shall be made for these purposes until a sum 
or sums at least equal to such expenditures shall have been appropri- 
ated, subscribed, or contributed by State, county, or local authorities, 
or by individuals or organizations for the accomplishment of such pur- 
pornos Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated shall 
e used to pay the cost or value of trees or other property injured or 
destroyed. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of taking up the discussion 
with my friend from Mississippi that he had with the gentle- 
man from Illinois. The gentleman may recall that yesterday a 
point of order was raised against an increase of salary, and the 
Chair ruled against the point of order on the ground that the 
Secretary of Agriculture had statutory law justifying him in 
making the inerease, something that is not done in any other 
department. No other Secretary of the Government has the 
right to do what the Secretary of Agriculture has the right to 
do in this relation. 

Mr. CANDLER. The change the gentleman refers to was 
an increase of salary. The Chair held that it was proper, and 
if the gentleman has any controversy it is with the Chair and 
not with the gentleman from Mississippi. In addition, I want 
to call attention to the fact that no transfer asked about by the 
gentleman from Illinois can be made from-one department to 
another without the consent of the Secretaries of both depart- 
ments. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Exactly, and the gentleman 
from Illinois was talking about the bureaus in the Department 
of Agriculture while the gentleman from Mississippi was talking 
about departments in the President’s Cabinet. ‘That is where 
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the gentleman was very clever in his answer to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. McKenzie], and the gentleman is mightily 
clever in defending the Agricultural bill, but he does not quite 
get away with it on that point. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. McKENzIE] used the identical expressions that the “ gen- 
tleman from Mississippi” adopted. He was talking about trans- 
fers from the departments, as I understood it, and I responded 
to the question that he asked. A request for transfer from one 
department to another must originate in one department and 
be approved by the other, and then it must not be at a higher 
salary. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
cede that. 

Mr, CANDLER. 
Commission. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used three minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then I must decline to yield 
further. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CANpDLER] is 
clever, and he has given the impression that a clerk can not be 
taken from one department by another without the consent of 
the Secretary or a joint arrangement between the two Secre- 
taries. Of course that, however, is not the question in issue 
at all. The question is, Can the Secretary of Agriculture alone 
take from one bureau in his department a clerk and transfer him 
to another bureau at a higher salary? I say that he has been 
doing that very thing. The gentleman said that it had not been 
done. He answered the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKEn- 
ziE] in that way. There are enough of us here to-day who were 
here yesterday to remember that we had before us this very 
question in the transfer of two law clerks, who were receiving 
$1,600 each, and the creation for their benefit, apparently, of 
two positions as attorneys, one at $3,500 and the other at 
$3,250, showing that without coming to Congress at all the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture had utilized funds that had been granted 
him in a lump sum to transfer and to raise the salaries of two 
clerks. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman can not becloud 
the situation by invoking the civil-service law, which holds as 
bétween the Secretary of one department and the Secretary of 
another. That is not the point. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER. If that occurred, it was not the fault of the 
Secretary of Agriculture or of the Department of Agriculture, 
but it was done. under the law enacted and authorized by Con- 
gress, of which the gentleman is a very active Member. He is in 
the habit of looking after things of that kind. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman comes around 
now and admits everything but pleads and extenuates. 

Mr. CANDLER. Oh, no; I do not admit everything. It may 
be true that a man was transferred from a statutory roll to the 
lump sum; but that was never done unless that man was re- 
quired to do more extensive service and assume greater respon- 
sibilities than he had had before, and then it was never done by 
the Department of Agriculture or by the Secretary unless a 
report was made to the committee -and the committee reported 
it to Congress, so it cames back to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and all of us at last. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And everything said on this 
side is now admitted on the other side. 

Mr. CANDLER. Oh, no; we do not admit everything. 
seems to be a material difference between us. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the foliowing 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Green of Iowa: Page 23, lines 8:and 9, 
after the word “and,” in line 8, strike out the words “in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of Agriculture.” 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that 
under the provisions of this paragraph as it now stands the 
Secretary of Agriculture can require one community to: con- 
tribute for the purpose of eradicating this white-pine blister 
rust if they want anything done in relation to it, while other 
communities may be exempt from contributing. This is mani- 
festly unfair. Moreover, I think all these communities ought 
to contribute if they want money expended for this purpose, 
because the benefit is largely a local one. It does not result 
to the benefit of the whole country. I do not care to make 
any further statement, but I think this provision giving the 
Secretary power to discriminate as between different localities 
should be eliminated from this paragraph. 
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Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I trust this amendment will not 
prevail. If the gentleman will take the time: to rum through 
similar items to this, he will find this exact: language: in prac- 
tically every one of them. In some States:it is almost impossible 
to get the cooperation of the people of which. the: gentleman 
speaks, and for which we have’always contended; but in: ninety- 
nine out of a hundred cases you. will find: there is the strictest 
cooperation, and that the States usually are: putting: more 
money into these activities-than the Federal Govermnent. 

Mr. GRBEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman,. will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iewa. Why should not those other com- 
munities contribute if they want this work to go on? 

Mr. LEVER. Let me illustrate. Take the white-pine blister 
rust. It is confined largely at this time to the New England 
States, but it threatens to spread farther west, and if it ever 
gets a good foothold it will practically destray the lumber in- 
dustry of this country. Let us say that there is-a small area in 
the State of Iowa, and that the danger of it is not well known 
to the people of Iowa. 

Mr. GREEN ef Iowa. I would say that it would be a small 
area, as we have not any white pine there; 

Mr. LEVER. Iam trying to illustrate and do not claim to be 
accurate in my statement. The Federal Government comes 
along with $5,000 and puts on an educational campaign, arouses 
the people to the danger of this disease, and then your State 
legislature will come along at its next session and make an 
appropriation large enough to meet the funds of the department. 
That is all there is to it. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa: I think all of the communities should 
be put upon the same basis. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
amendment offered by the gentleman: from Iowa will pass. It 
propeses to remeve the discretion of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture with respect to these appropriations. I do not wonder 
that the gentleman from South Carolina has risen to defend the 
paragraph as written or that he is opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]. 

Throughout the brilliant administration of the gentleman 
from South Carclina as chairman of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture the power of the Secretary of Agriculture was enormougly 
increased. There was no time that the gentleman from South 
Carolina did not approve the extension of the power of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. I would not say it was done for any 
political purpose, because that might not be true; but it was an 
unusual power given to one man to send his representatives and 
agents into every section of the country to argue with the peo- 
ple, sometimes not to speak on questions of farming, but to tell 
them certain “ policies” were correct. I think there are Mem- 
bers upon the floor who will recall that in their districts they 
have sometimes had to contend not upen farming questions but 
upon questions of economics with some gentleman sent out un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. BAER. If the gentleman will permit, I desire to say 
that there is one unusual Seeretary of Agriculture who came 
out to the State to talk about the league of nations and honor 
for the President, if I may still be permitted to call him Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I remember one I met in the 
State of Maine when discussing the potato wart up there, who 
was very strong for the President politically. Now, that. kind 
of agricultural expert I am not in favor of increasing. He 
should stick to his business. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman should first address the 
Chair and then ask the gentleman to yield 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank the Chair for calling 
attention to the rule, which is a good one. I can not yield to 
the gentleman just now. I want to have the attention of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. The gentleman from South 
Carolina knows these things very well, and it is hardly worth 
while to tell him, but I want his attention. He, of course, does 
not want the discretion of the Secretary removed, as proposed 
by the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
GREEN]. While he was still chairman of the committee he 
tucked into this bill, on page 90—and I ask the new Members to 
look at page 90 of the bill, in line 19—he tucked safely away 
back toward the end of the bill, while it was being rushed and 
pushed through toward the end of the session, this very inter- 
esting paragraph: 

And not te exceed 10 per cent of the foregoing amounts for the mis- 
cellaneous expenses of the work of any bureau, division, or office herein 


provided for shall be available interchangeably for expenditures on the 
objects included within the general expenses of such bureau, division; or 
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office, but no mere than. 10 per cent: shall be added to any one item of 
appropriation except in cases of extraordinary emergency, and. then 
only upon the written order of the Secretary of Agriculture; 

So that if we give citrus fruits $150,000 and they do not want 
it the Secretary of Agriculture can divert it. The gentleman 
stated it. could not be done by law, but he proposes to do it here 
by law.. He can divert it over to the pine-tree blister rust if 
he so chooses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Well, that is enough, I guess. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition. to. the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania I do not. think is intention- 
ally trying. to mislead newer Members of the House. I have 
made up my mind during the night that the gentleman is ignor- 
antly doing it. He simply does not know any better.. He has 
referred to the proposition on.page 90 of this bill, the 10 per cent 
provision. If the gentleman in charge of the bill, the distin- 
guished chairman of the committee, will not assure the new 
Members of the House that that provision has: been. in. this bill 
for 15 years both under Republican and Democratic administra- 
tions, then I will resign my seat right now, but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania tried to prejudice the newer Members of the 
House against me and undertakes to say I slipped it in. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. The distinguished gentleman. 

Mr. LEVER. Now, seriously, in. reference to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa. If you will take the page just 
passed over, page 22, you will find exactly the same language in 
there. You will find it in all. of these larger appropriations, 
precisely the same language; and it was put in there after very 
careful consideration. both by the department and by the com- 
mittee and the House itself. This is not a new provision at. all, 
and the Secretary ought. to. have the discretion in an emergency 
to.go into a State, whetlier that State is making an appropria- 
tion or not. Of course, I take the position the gentleman takes 
that after the legislature of tlie State has met and the matter 
has been called to its attention, and the State then refuses to 
cooperate, I would doubt the wisdom of the department going 
in with its Federal funds, although there might be very good 
reason for doing so. The white-pine blister rust is not a local 
proposition by any means. It is a national problem, just as the 
lumber industry is a national problem, and if the Federal Gov- 
ernment: is to tie its hands because some foolish State refuses 
to act, and the white-pine blister rust is allowed to spread all 
over the country just like the foot-and-mouth disease, [ think it 
is the duty of the Federal Government, in the interest. of the 
industry and in the interest of the people of the country, to deal 
with the problem from a national point of view and furnish the 
funds. That is all there is in this proposition: 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Does the gentleman think this 
10 per cent provision is a wise measure in the interest of 
economy ? 

Mr. LEVER. I do; yes. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska.. Will the gentleman please state 
to the House some specific illustrations of its:value? 

Mr. LEVER: Well, now let me tell the gentleman what that 
provision means. These lump-sum items, most of them, are 
more or less: small. An emergency takes place. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has not funds during the absence of Con- 
gress. It ought to have a small leeway, by which it might trans- 
fer 10 per cent of the funds in order to take care of the emer- 
gency. That is the purpose of this. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
further? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. There is a. specific statute 
which says the appropriations herein. made, covering, all, shall 
be used exclusively for the purposes for which they are set apart, 

Mr. LEVER. That is true, 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. That is a fundamental law in 
the accounting system of the Government. 

Mr. LEVER. Absolutely. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska.. Now, do you propose by this 
10 per cent provision to repeal that general statute in favor of 
one department? 

Mr. LEVER. As it affects the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. ANDREWS of. Nebraska. You propose, when. the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture is short in one appropriation for a specitie 
purpose by $10,000, and there is $10,000. remaining im another 
appropriation, he can go on. and turn it. over and double up. ca 
the appropriation that has been exhausted? 

Mr. LEVER. To.the extent of 10 per cent; yes. 


Will the gentleman yield 
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Mr: ANDREWS of Nebraska. Right there is the foundation 
of some of the worst practices knewn in the expenditure of 
publie. money. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman may be right about that. I 
can say this, however, that this provision has been in this bill 
for 15 years to my certain knowledge. ' 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, may I be per- 
mitted to say that I am not discussing this with reference to 
its party origin. I recognize the brilliancy of both of these 
missionaries, one from South Carolina and the other from Penn- 
sylvania, but when we strike at that fundamental law in the 
handling of the appropriations of the Congress of the United 
States you might just as well repeal the statute which says 
that the appropriations shall be used for the purposes for which 
Congress sets them apart. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 3 

Mr. BAER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 65. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation of diseases of cotton, potatoes, truck crops, 
forage crops, drug and related plants, $87,800. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as a new 
paragraph. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will repert. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Raker: Page 23, between lines 18 and 19, 
add as a new paragraph the following: 

“Por the investigation, improvement, encouragement, and determina- 
tion of adaptability to different soils and climatic conditions of pecans, 
black walnuts, and other nuts, and for methods of growing, harvesting, 
packing, and shipping of the same, $39,000.” 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that. 

Mr. RAKER. After the matter is presented I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his point of order that this may go into the 
bill. The bill (H. R. 15018) that passed the House and Senate 
and went to conference contained this same provision, which is 
found on page 28, lines 5. to 9. Of course, the Agricultural 
Committee was anxious to get the matter back before the 
House. So their haste was commendable in order to get the 
appropriation through. But I want to call the attention of the 
committee to this fact, that it is an important investigation 
that ought to be carried on. I have a letter from the seeretary 
of the California Almond Growers’ Exchange, with whom I 
have been in correspondence a couple of years on his and kin- 
dred subjects relating to almonds, as it is an impertant industry, 
and he writes as follows:, 


CALIFORNIA ALMOND GROWERS’ ExCHANGE, 
San Francisco, Calif., May 22, 1919. 
Hon. JoHN E. RAKER, 5 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: I take the liberty of inclosing herewith a copy of letter of 
May 12 from Hon. D. F. Houston, Secretary of the Department of 
Agriculture, Washington. 

This letter is self-explanatory. 

It is the earnest hope of the 2,500 almond growers, members of our 
exchange, that the next Congress will see its way clear to make an 
appropriation of not less than $39,000 for the purpose of investigation, 
improvement, encouragement, and determination of the adaptability 
to different soils and climatic conditions of pecans, black walnuts, and 
other nuts and for methods of growing, harvesting, packing, and ship- 
ping of the same, 

Your support ia our behalf will be greatly appreciated. 

Yours,. sincerely, 
T. C. Tucksr, Secretary. 


Now, I desire to read to the committee the letter written by 
Mr. Houston, the Secretary of Agriculture, to Mr, Tueker, of 
date of May 12, 1919. which reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, May 12, 1919. 
Mr. T. C. TUCKER, 
Manager California Almond Growers’ Dechange, 
811 California Street, San Francisco, Calif. 


Dear Sin: I have your letter of April 19 inclosing a resolution 
adopted at the annual meeting of the California Almond Growers’ Ex- 
change April 11, 1919, urging that, in view of the commercial im- 
portance of almond and walnut production, this department undertake 
the investigation ef the culture of these and other nuts, with lar 
reference to the determination of the varieties which are best suited to 
propagation for commercial needs. 

The statement in the resolution that “Congress has from time to time 
appropriated various sums of money for pecan investigation” is substan- 
tially correct, and the estimates for appropriations for the fiseal year’ be- 
ginning July 1, 1919, provided for a continuation of the existing appro- 
eerie = $9,000 for investigational work relating to pecan culture, 
varieties, etc. 

‘The importance of making provision for sonewhat similar work with 
respect to the almond, walnut, and. other nuts, which are adapted to 
various portions of the country, has for some time been appréciated by 
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the department, but in view of the necessity for economy in expendi- 
tures during the emergency, it did not seem desirable to recommend a 
specific appropriation therefor. In the agriculture bill, which was 
pending at the close of the session of the last Congress, however, 
a provision, not included in the department’s estimate, was in- 
corporated by the Senate Committee on Agriculture “for the investi- 
gation, improvement, encouragement, and determination of the adapt- 
ability to different soils and climatic conditions of pecans, black walnuts, 
and other nuts, and for methods of growing, harvesting, packing, and 
ae of the same, $39,000.” : 

The effect of this provision, if enacted by Congress, would be to en- 
large the department investigations relating to nut culture by the appro- 
priation of an additional $30,000, and to specifically provide for the 
study of other nuts than the pecan. If this provision is included in the 
appropriation act for the next fiscal year, which will be considered at 
the special session of Congress, the department can undoubtedly render 
important and useful service to the farmers and commercial nut 
growers of the country, not only with respect to those species of nut- 
bearing trees like the almond, Persian walnut, and pecan, which have 
already attained commercial importance, but also with respect to such 
nuts as the black walnut, shagbark, shellbark, and pignut hickories; 
the butternut; the hazel; and the filbert. It is a question for the 
Congress to determine whether, in the light of the financial situation 
confronting the -Nation, the additional appropriation should be made at 
this time. If the requisite funds are provided, the department will be 
glad, of course, to undertake the work. 

Very truly, yours, D. F. Hovston, 
Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California requests 
five minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. RAKER. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I will. 

Mr. WALSH. I desire to ask the gentleman from California 
if he does not think the proviso beginning on page would 
furnish the necessary authority? 

Mr. RAKER. ' In what line, if the gentleman will yield? 

Mr. WALSH. The proviso at the bottom of page 27, line 25. 

Mr. RAKER. Nine thousand dollars of this amount. 

Mr. WALSH. Will it not do the work which the gentleman’s 
correspondent is. seeking to have undertaken? 

Mr. RAKER. Well, it just catches the pecan, but it does not 
affect the almonds, nor does it affect the other nuts that are 
referred to in this amendment. You see that the bill has car- 
ried this $9,000 on pecans, but no provision has been made in the 
bill relating to the other. 

Mr. WALSH. Would it not be just as well to include those 
in that proviso—the other nuts that the gentleman is inter- 
ested in? 

Mr. RAKER. It would cover the same point; yes. With an 
additional appropriation of $30,000 it would be all right. 

Mr. WALSH. I assume they are California nuts, largely. 

Mr. RAKER. Well, they grow out there; but they grow them 
all over the United States, and we want to assist this industry 
whenever we can. Of course, it is not a local matter with me at 
all, but it affects the entire United States. What helps the second 
district and California will have my support. Whatever helps 
the whole Nation will always have my assistance and support. 
In this instance it is good, because it comes from California. 

Mr. MOORD of Pennsylvania. Are nuts any more indigenous 
to California than they are to Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAKER. There are some kinds of nuts that are more 
indigenous to Massachusetts than California, but both States 
grow good ones, and some of them are pretty hard to crack. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. All those that I have seen 
from California are pretty good nuts; that is true. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman from California yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
California whether the Agricultural Committee has had an 
opportunity to consider this nut amendment? 

Mr. RAKER. As I stated before, they introduced the bill 
at the beginning of the session, and of course they could not 
have hearings, so they eliminated certain matters that were in 
conference before. 

So I imagine that they have not given it the full consideration 
that they would like to give it. It is so plain and so just, how- 
ever, that the mere calling of it to the attention of the committee, 
I believe, will be sufficient. I feel confident that the chairman 
of the committee will agree to its adoption. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Is the gentleman sure that he has not left 
out some nut in this amendment? 

Mr. RAKER. I do not include some people. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask whether this nut- 
growing organization in California, the Almond Grewers’ As- 
sociation, or whatever its technical name is, has been making 
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independent observations itself concerning the character of 
ground adapted to the production of nuts? 

Mr. RAKER. I would say that this organization has been 
doing a wonderful work. They have added a product to this 
country that will add much to its material wealth. I am satis- 
fied that there are many hundreds of thousands of acres of land 
where these nuts can be grown to advantage, along the roads 
and at other places, that would add much to the beauty of the 
highways and add to our forests and give us hardwoods that are 
valuable, as well as an article of food in the shape of almonds 
and walnuts and butternuts and other nuts enumerated here, 
which would add materially to the wealth of this country. When 
we have the land ready and have the people ready and willing 
to spend their money with the assistance of this great Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, we ought to encourage them. They are 
spending their own money and extending their work as far as 
they can, but they believe the Government should assist with 
its wonderful organization in helping to carry out the work of 
their organization, just as is done with respect to many other 
organizations and many varied activities, from potatoes to 
cotton. ; 

Mr. GARD. Is this organization of great financial strength— 
the California Almond Growers’ Association? 

Mr. RAKER. I would not say “ great.” I suppose they have 
finances sufficient to carry on their own business. 

Mr. GARD. Do they desire to be relieved of investigations 
on their own account, or do they just desire to benefit the 
public? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, may I have one minute more? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for one minute more. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. Their desire is to assist all those who are 
interested in the matter, as well as the public generally. It is 
not selfish, but it is for the benefit and advancement of this 
great industry, so that we may get the best results that can be 
had, as in the case of other operations carried in this bill to the 
same degree and for the same general purposes, and such as 
have been carried in the bill in the past, making investigations 
for the purpose of advancing our agricultural productivity. 

Mr. GARD. Does the appropriation have the approval of the 
chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAUGEN]? 

Mr. RAKER. Unfortunately I was so busy to-day that I 
could not see him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has again expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, although the amendment has 
merit, nevertheless I think the gentleman will agree with the 
committee that it should be given consideration only in connec- 
tion with many other important items, and as that can not be 
done at the present time I feel compelled to insist upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. GARD. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa insist upon 
the point of order? 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to disagree with my 
friend from Iowa, but in the interest of future items I think the 
Chair is entirely wrong if he is about to hold this amendment out 
of order. I do not have the language before me, but the funda- 
mental act creating the Department of Agriculture is very broad 
in its provisions, and very many rulings have been had, as the 
parliamentarian at the desk knows, holding a provision of this 
kind to be in order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the point of 
order and ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for the 
privilege of revising and extending my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For acclimatization and adaptation investigations of cotton, corn, 
end other crops introduced from tropical regions, and for the improve- 
ment of cotten and other fiber plants by cultural methods, breeding, and 


selection, and for determining the feasibility of increasing the produc- 
tion of hard fibers outside of the continental United States, $104,410: 


The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
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Provided, That not less than $7,500 of this sum may be used for experi- 
ments in cotton seed interbreeding: Provided further, That of this 
amount $3,000 may be used for experiments in the production of New 
Zealand flax in the United States and for its utilization in the manu- 
facture of binder twine. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HauGcen: Page 24, line 14, strike out the 
word “less”’ and insert the word “ more.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

Th Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and improvement of cereals and methods of 
cereal production, and the study of cereal diseases, and for the investi- 
gation of the cultivation and breeding of flax for seed purposes, includ- 
ing a study of flax diseases, and for the investigation and improvement 
of broom corn and methods of broom-corn production, $432,505: Pro- 
vided, That $40,000 shall be set aside for the study of corn improve- 
ment and methods of corn production: Provided also, That $100,000 
shall be set aside for the investigation and control of the diseases of 
wheat, oats, and barley known as black rust and stripe rust: Provided 
also, That $150,000 shall be set aside for the destruction of vegetation 
from which such rust spores originate: Provided also, That $25,000 
shall be set aside for the investigation of corn root and stalk diseases 
and for the inauguration of such control measures as may be found 
necessary. : 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HavuGren: Page 
“ $432,505” and insert ‘ $452,505.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WALSH. I do not know whether I am in favor of this 
amendment or not, but I assume that the gentleman from Iowa 
is going to make some explanation of it. I would like to 
hear it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. This is offered in order to include $20,000 for 
an investigation of flag smut, a new wheat disease. This is one 
of the most important increases that has been asked for, and it 
ought to be taken care of at once. It has been suggested that 
we make a small appropriation at the start, and later, if found 
necessary, appropriate a larger amount. The department asked 
for $45,000, but the committee allowed $20,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. A division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 10. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. HauGcen: Page 26, line 5, change the semicolon 
into a colon and add the following: : 

“ Provided also, That $20,000 shall be set aside for the investigation 
of take-all, flag smut, and related diseases of wheat, oats, barley, rye, 
and rice.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is self-ex- 
planatory. It sets aside $20,000 for this purpose. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
from some other appropriation? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Oh, no; it is a new appropriation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. A flat increase? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is an increase of $20,000. They asked for 
$45,000, and we gave them $20,000. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman 
whether it would not be possible to transfer that $20,000 from 
the citrus-tree item or the chestnut-blight item? There is plenty 
of money in those items. Why take a new $20,000 from the 
Treasury and increase the appropriation when you have got 
money in other lump-sum appropriations that may not be used? 

Mr. HAUGEN. To be frank with the gentleman, it does not 
seem advisable to do that at the present time. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. I suggest that we might transfer 
$20,000 from the appropriation for the improvement of the 
Delaware River. 

Mr. MOORE of Penrsylvania. That appropriation was made 
long since, and is being expended now, and is all being accounted 
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for; but I see the extreme pertinency of the gentleman’s re- 
mark. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAvGEN]. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not expect to talk very 
much on this bill, but have been calling attention to a few 
things for the benefit of the new Members, so that they may 
judge for themselves just how appropriations are gotten through. 
We are talking about economy, and every one of us knows that 
there is an urgent necessity for econemy. After this bill is 
passed our distinguished friends upon the other side will go 
back to the hustings and say, “Ah, the Republicans have taken 
every bill we prepared and they have swallowed them all in 
toto and have added to the appropriations that we made.” 
They will charge us with being more extravagant than they 
were, and they hold the record for extravagance. I only want 
the Members on this side of the House to know what the situa- 
tion is. If I am preaching an unfair or an unwise doctrine to 
my Republican brethren, I hope I may be pardoned; but I wish 
to observe that unless this side of the House begins to retrench 
it will have a mighty poor excuse upon which to go to the 
country when we are charged with levying additional taxes 
upon the people, as we may be charged in the very near future. 
[Applause.] Republicans as well as Democrats, I observe, ap- 
plauded that sentence. I understand how pleased the Demo- 
crats are to know that these additions to the Agricultural ap- 
propriation bill are coming from this side of the House. I know 
what they will say. They stand up there solidly to a man and 
vote for every one of them, while some Republicans are not here 
to vote against them. [Applause.] Of course, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BLAnton] stands unanimously alone in his 
applause on that sentiment. But when we make a lump-sum 
appropriation here from which the Secretary of Agriculture can 
make transfers at will, many of which are not being used for the 
purposes indicated in the paragraph, I do not know why he 
can not find $20,000 somewhere in some unused lump-sum appro- 
priation to make up this $20,000 which seems to be needed. I 
am directing attention to these things. I want my Republican 
brethren to know what they are up against. Next year they 
will be called upon to meet a deficiency which the Democrats 
left on our hands of nearly $6,000,000,000. 

A Member: Ten billion dollars. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. We should not go on increas- 
ing appropriations while we are promising the country economy. 
The gentlemen over there will go to the country and boast that 
we have added to their appropriation bills. 

I know not what others may do, but I am pledged to bring 
about economy. I believe in it. I believe the Democrats were 
extravagant. I do not believe the Republicans ought to go on 
perpetuating the course the Democrats pursued. I believe we 
should stop increasing these appropriations now and make the 
Secretary of Agriculture, who has more discretion with regard 
to appropriations made for his department than any other 
Secretary in the President’s Cabinet, find this $20,000 some- 
where else. I do not believe in taking it out of the Treasury 
when he has already got it in a dozen—yes, in a hundred— 
Separate lump-sum appropriations that he will use for the 
payment of salaries if you provide this new $20,000 for the 
purpose indicated. [Applause.] I am opposed to this amend- 
ment, even though it is presented by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HAvGEN]. I propose to vote against it upon the ground 
that the Secretary of Agriculture can find this money some- 
where else. He has enough in his hands to pay this $20,000 
without making us appropriate it now and giving our Demo- 
cratic brethren the chance to go out and say, “ Yes; the Repub- 
licans swallowed every bill we left for them. Yes; they in- 
creased every amount that we charged against the Treasury.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN]. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Havcen) there were—ayes 52, noes 37. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For sugar-plant investigations, including studies of diseases and the 
improvement of the beet and beet seed, and methods of culture, and 
to determine for each sugar-beet area the agricultural operations re- 
quired to insure a stable agriculture, $94,115: Provided, That not less 
than $10,000 of this. sum shall be used for the development and im- 
esremene of American strains of sugar-beet seed and for the estab- 
ishment of a permanent sugar-beet seed industry in the United States: 
Provided further, That of this sum $12,500 may be used for investiga- 
tions in connection with the production of cane and sorghum -sirup, 
including the breeding, culture, and diseases of cane and serghum, and 
the utilization of cane and sorghum by-products. 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out “ $94,115,” 
in line 18, page 26, and insert in lieu thereof “ $64,;115.”- 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Titson: Page 
word “agriculture,” strike out “ $94,115” 
“ $64,115.” 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, the current law carries, the 
amount which I have moved to substitute for this largely in- 
ereased amount. I have heard ne complainis that the amount 
appropriated a year ago for this current year was not ample 
for the purpose. Now, without any explanation, this bill 
cemes in with an addition of $30,000 to the item as it stands in 
the current law. Unless there is some justification given for 
this increase of more than 50 per cent it seems to me that this 
amount ought te be stricken out and restored to the amount in 
the present law. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation carries an 
increase of $30,000, a transfer from the food-production act. 
I think the importance of the sugar industry in this country 
would suggest an increase of that amount. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILSON. If that argument should prevail, that every 
matter in the bill that concerns something of great interest to 
the country should be increased, then, surely, every item should 
be increased, and on that basis where shall we end? 

Mr. HAUGEN. After taking into consideration the impor- 
tanee of every item, the committee cut these appropriations 
seven million from what was carried in the food-production act 
and the regular appropriation bill for the current year. One 
item alone was cut $3,000,000. The chairman of this committee 
had lost no opportunity of giving the credit for this bill to whom 
it belonged. It was introduced by the chairman of the com- 
mittee in the last Congress and was passed by the House. It is 
a product of the other side of the House. They have been given 
the credit for it, and, whether due to negligence or a filibuster, it 
failed to pass within the limited time. It was decided that the 
bill should be reported at this session as reported by the last 
committee, with a very few amendments. Two of the amend- 
ments carry large increases. The gentleman’s-own State of Con- 
necticut is interested in one. If the gentleman does not think 
that we should protect the States of New York, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, and others against the corn borer, he can meve to 
decrease it. When we reach the battleships, costing $32,000,000 
apiece, if the Republican Members decide to establish a record 
for economy, there is the opportunity. [Appiause.] But why 
spend time in eutting off these little amounts—a salary of $1,100 
in a bill affecting 100,000,000 people throughout the United 
States? Why should we spend a whole afternoon here in pro- 
posing an amendment striking out an item of $1,100 for a salary 
and other small matters of that kind? When the time comes 
that we are dealing with millions, that is the time to make de- 
ductions., Let us pass this bill and not take up the time unnec- 
essarily. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman is very far from the subject 
when he says that this is an eleven-hundred-dollar matter. In 
this instance it is $30,000. The gentleman will admit that he 
has given no justification for it, exeept the fact that the com- 
mittee when in control of the other side of the House adopted 
this item, and the present committee accepted it. Further than 
that the gentleman has given no explanation to the House for 
the increase of this item to the extent of 50 per cent, amounting 
to $30,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. For 20 years I have made an effort here to 
increase the appropriation for the beet-sugar industry. For sev- 
eral years the greatest amount appropriated was $5,000. The 
committee recommends increasing it. There are people who be- 
lieve that a certain trust in an eastern city has a good deal of 
influence over the price of sugar. Many contend that the sugar 
industry of this country should be increased, considering its im- 
portance. Will any Member in this House object to a small 
increase of $30,000 to encourage that great beet-sugar industry? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Con- 
neeticut. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and improvement of fruits, and the methods of 
fruit growing, harvesting, and, in cooperation with the Bureau of 
Markets, studies of the behavior of fruits during the processes of 
marketing and while in commercial storage, $83,200: Provided, That 
$9,000 of said amounts shall be available for the investigation and im- 
provement of the pecan, and methods of growing, harvesting, packing, 
and shipping of same. 

Mr. RAKBR. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Cierk read as follows: 


Page 28, line 2, strike out the words “the pecan” end insert the 
words “‘ pecans, black walnut, almonds, and other nuts.” 


26, line 18, after the 
and insert in lieu thereof 
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Mr. 
presenting the amendment at this time, -with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania in the chair, because I know I will get the 
proper ruling, and I will not have the distinguished gentleman 
to oppose it on the floor if he happens to be against it. 
| Laughter. ] 


RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I am fortunately situated in 


In this amendment I move to strike out the words “the 
pecan” in order to make it read properly, and then insert 
“pecans; black walnuts, almonds, and other nuts.” We have 
an appropriation of eight or nine thousand dollars to investi- 
gate pecans, and we want them to make some further study of 
almonds, black walnuts, and other nuts named in the Secre- 
tary’s letter. If we fail in this, we will surely be able to get 
the other House to place it in the bill, and the conferees will 
allow this important item, I know, to be adopted. So I will 
not take any more time of the committee, but ask for a vote. 

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I will. 

Mr. DUPRE. What necessity is there for investigating black 
walnuts and almonds? Is there any reason? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes; to determine where they will grow, the 
kind of soil, and climate. After we secure this information we 
will be able to add that much more materially to our national 
wealth. Instead of leaving much of this land idle there ought 
to be these hardwood trees growing. ‘They will add to the sup- 
ply of lumber in the future and greatly to the food products of 
the country. Further, it will add to the material wealth of 
each county and State in the Nation, in the way of planting 
these trees along our public highways, where the land and cli- 
mate are suitable. The people have no information at present 
upon which to determine what they should do with respect to 
these trees. If they get the proper data they will be able to 
plant them, and every community in the land will assist. It is 
material that we should have this work done. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment has been fully 
discussed and. passed upon, and I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RAKER) there were—ayes 35, noes 20. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LEA of California. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Curry] and myself are considering offering an 
amendment to this paragraph. He is not at present in the 
Chamber, and I ask the privilege of returning to this paragraph 
later for the purpose of offering that amendment at some time 
before the consideration of the bill is completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent that this paragraph be passed over tempo- 
rarily. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For horticultural investigations, including the study of producing and 
harvesting truck and related crops, including potatoes, and, in coopera- 
tion with the Bureau of Markets, studies of the behavior of vegetables 
while in the processes of marketing and in commercial storage, and the 
study of landscape and vegetable gardening, floriculture, and related 
subjects, $73,340. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the figures 
* $73,340 ” and insert the figures “ $60,540.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut offers an 
amendment, which the clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 28, 18, strike out 
** $60,540.” 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, of course, this is only a very 
small matter in the eyes of the chairman of the great Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. An item of only $13,000 is of very little 
consequence, and this is the increase beyond what was thought 
sufficient for this purpose during the current year. Of course, 
it may be a little old-fashioned to speak of such trifles, but it 
seems to me that even a small amount like $13,000 is worth 
saving, unless there is good reason given or some explanation 
for the increase over last year. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. BAER. Was the gentleman here yesterday when I made 


line “$73,340” and insert in lieu thereof 


the statement that the Department of Agriculture expended over 
$500,000, and the farmers did not get any good out of it? No 
one has risen to defend it, and does not the gentleman think, 
for the sake of economy and efficiency, that we ought to do some- 
thing to cut down the $3,000,000 increase from being spent? 

Mr. TILSON. 
are not justified. 


I am trying to cut down all of the items that 
I am perfectly willing to vote for the larger 
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amounts when there is an explanation to justify them. Other- 
wise, I think it is better and safer not to increase, and I am 
not proposing to do more now than to stand where the last com- 
mittee fixed it in the bill that passed through the last Congress 
and became a law. I am prepared to stand upon that amount, 
relying upon the good judgment of my friend from South Caro- 


lina [Mr, Lever] and his committee. Not having heard any 
reason why we should at this session increase the amount, I 
am proposing to stand pat. I am willing to stand upon the item 
as it is carried in the current law. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman prepared to tell us by what 
sum the economical Republican majority has increased this ap- 
propriation bill at this time over the bill as it passed in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. TILSON. I do not know what the bill passed in the last 
session carried as it did not become a law, but I have before 
me the current law for the fiscal year 1919. 

Mr. BLANTON. Can the gentleman tell us how many hun- 
dred thousand dollars it has been increased over that? 

Mr. TILSON. This bill carries $31,000,000 and the current 
law carried $27,000,000, so that there is an increase of about 
$4,000,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
majority? 

Mr. TILSON. It seems to be. So far as I can judge, it 
will be charged up to the Republicans, because we are actually 
increasing the items of the bill and we are responsible. I am 
ealling attention to these increases now because now is the 
time to call attention to them. After they are passed and have 
become law it will be too late. Of course, this is a small item, 
only $13,000, but I call attention to it on principle. Unless the 
increase is explained and justified, I think we ought to reduce 
the item to the amount-at which the current law fixes it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr, Chairman, in this instance I believe the 
Republicans will cheerfully accept the responsibility. I refer to 
the statement of Dr. Taylor, who stated that in this instance 
there is an increase in the estimate by transfer from the food- 
production act by an item of $30,000,000 for seed-potato im- 


And that is chargeable to the Republican 


provements. This is to carry forward systematically those 
improvements. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Barr], 


a friend of the farmer, like the present occupant of the Chair, 
seems to think that every item in the bill ought to be reduced. 
I take it that if we should:strike out everything after the enact- 
ing clause it would suit the splendid farming constituency in the 
gentleman’s district in Philadelphia, and might also suit the 
constituency of the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Barr]. 
Of course, North Dakota does grow some potatoes. The gentle- 
man himself introduced an amendment a year ago asking for 
$5,000,000, and I understand that he spent many a weary day 
and night in having it reported by the committee. Now comes 
an increase of $30,000, and objection is raised. Is the potato 
industry in this country of enough importance to warrant this 
increase? The time is going to come when the American 
farmer is going to demand something more than a few bouquets 
thrown at him just before election day. Some day he will demand 
action in this House. Let us act intelligently and consider these 
propositions in a sane manner and cut out politics. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For investigations in foreign seed and plant introduction, including 
the study, collection, purchase, testing, propagation, and distribution of 
rare and valuable seéds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants 
from foreign countries and from our possessions, and for experiments 
with reference to their introduction and cultivation in this country, 
$82,700. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 29, line 6, strike out ‘‘ $82,700” and insert “ $117,700, of which 
sum the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to expend $35,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, for the purchase of not to exceed 
50 acres of suitable land near the city of Washington, D. C., and 
the erection thereon of all necessary buildings and equipment, for the 
establishment of a plant inspection and detention station: Provided, 
That not to exceed $10,000 shall be expended for the purchase of the 
land : And provided further, That the limitation in this act as to cost of 
farm buildings shall not apply to this paragraph.” 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against that. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
minute? 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


Will the gentleman reserve it for just one 
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Mr. BLANTON. I reserve it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The Office of Foreign Seed and Plant Industry 
receives from 3,000 to 4,000 lots of seeds, bulbs, plants, and 
other material annually. All this material must be inspected 
and treated and most of it sent out to stations. It is a matter 
of economy to have one central plant here in Washington instead 
of maintaining a plant at every port, and it has been suggested 
that an appropriation be made for the purchase of about 50 acres 
and the erection of buildings. It is subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas insist 
upon his point of order? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do. ° 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being conceded, it is 
sustained. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase, propagation, testing, and distribution of new and 
rare seeds; for the investigation and eon of grasses, alfalfa, 
clover, and other forage crops, including the investigation of the utiliza- 
tion of cacti and other dry-land plants ; and to conduct investigations to 
determine the most effective methods of eradicating weeds, $139,780: 
Provided, That of this amount not to exceed $57,800 may be used for 
the purchase and distribution of such new and rare seeds. is 

Mr, WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Will some one of the committee—I do 
not see the chairman present—inform me how much of the 
$139,000 is employed in investigating the methods of eradicating 
weeds? 

Mr. LEVER. I would say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that my recollection is that only a relatively small part of 
it is used. But the eradication of weeds is not so unimportant 
a proposition as might at first blush appear. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Well, Mr. Chairman, that 
does not seem to be a very clear statement as to how much is to 
be used. My idea is the only way to eradicate weeds is by hard 
work. No system can be found by which you can take weeds 
out of the ground except by continually tilling the soil. I there- 
fore offer the following amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered Dy Mr. Watson of Pennsylvania: Page 29, lines 
11 and 12, after the word “ plants” strike out the semicolon and the 
words “and to conduct investigations to determine the most effective 
— of eradicating weeds, $139,780,” and insert “ $130,000” and a 
period. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not care 
to make any remarks upon the amendment, as I think it is self- 
evident to all that money appropriated for eradicating weeds is 
of little or no value to the farmer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Watson]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Division, Mr, Chairman. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 22, noes 34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase, propagation, testing, and congressional distribution of 
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants; all 
necessary office fixtures and supplies, fuel, transportation, paper, twine 
gum, postal cards, gas, electric current, rent outside of the District o 
Columbia, official traveling expenses, and all necessary material and 
repairs for putting up and distributing the same; for repairs and the 
employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other 
labor required, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, $358,980. And 
the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend the said sum, 
as nearly as practicable, in the purchase, testing, and distribution of 
such valuable seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best 
he can obtain at public or private sale, and such as shall be suitable for 
the respective localities te which the same are to be apportioned, and 
in which same are to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such 
seeds so purchased shall include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds 
suitable for planting and culture in the various sections of the United 
States: Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture, after due adver- 
tisement and on competitive bids, is authorized to award the contract for 
the supplying of printed packets and envelopes and the packeting, 
assembling, and mailing of the seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 

lants, or any part thereof, for a period of not more than five years nor 

ess than ene year, if by such action he can best protect the interests of 
the United States. An equal proportion of five-sixths of all seeds, bulbs, 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants shall, upon their request, after due 
notification by the Secretary of Agriculture that the allotment to their 
respective districts is ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Re 
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their 
constituents, or mailed by the department upon the receipt of their 
addressed. franks, in packages of such weight as the Secretary of Agri- 
+ culture and the Postmaster General may jointly determine: Provided, 
however, That upon each envelope or wrapper containing packages of 
seeds the contents thereof shall be plainly indicated, and the Secretary 


shall not distribute to any Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds 
entirely unfit for the climate and locality he represents, but shall 


distribute the same so that each Member may have seeds of equal value, 
as hear as may be, and the best adapted to the locality he represents : 
Provided, also, That the seeds allotted to Senators and Representatives 
for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenfy-fifth and 
thirty-fourth parallels of latitude shall be a for delivery not later 
than the 10th day of January : Provided, also, That any portion of the 
allotments to Senators, Repeegentatives, and Delegates in Congress 
remaining uncalled for on the 1st day of April shall be distributed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, giving preference to those persons whose 
names and addresses have been furnished by Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress and who have not before during the same season been 
supplied by the departments: And provided, also, That the Secretary 
shall report, as-provided in this act, the place, quantity, and price cf 
seeds purchased, and the date of purchase; but nothing in this para- 
graph shall be construed to prevent the Secretary of Agriculture from 
sending seeds to those who apply for the same. And the amount 
herein appropriated shall not be diverted or used for any other purpose 
but for the purchase, testing, propagation, and distribution of valuable 
seeds, bulbs, mulberry and other rare and valuable trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to’strike out the para- 
graph. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. I have an 
amendment which I desire to offer which is in the nature of a 
perfecting amendment, and having preference over the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it is in the nature of a perfecting 
amendment, the gentleman can offer it. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman has a preferential right to have 
it voted on first. 

Mr. BLANTON. I desire to offer this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 31, line 4, after the word 
“to” strike out lines 5, 6, and 7, and insert the following: “ citizens 
of the United States either upon their personal application therefor or 
upon lists of names and addresses furnished by Senators, Representa- 
tives, and Delegates in Congress, for distribution among their constitu- 
ents, same to be mailed wut under the frank of the Department of Agri- 
culture in.” 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from South Carolina re- 
serve his point of order? 

Mr. LEVER. I reserve it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am proposing by this 
amendment to remove garden seeds from politics. I realize in 
making such a proposition that my remarks fall upon many deaf 
ears. But I want to place the burden of this proposition upon 
the Republican majority, which now has control in this Congress, 
and upon the Republican committee governed by that majority. 
I take it, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that garden seeds have 
been too long a creature of politics. I take it that all of us real- 
ize that each one of us, wittingly or unwittingly, uses garden 
seeds each year to further our political interests in our districts. 
During 20 years as a lawyer in my State, each year I received 
from my Congressman a package of garden seeds, a package of 
flower seeds; from my senior Senator, a package of garden 
seeds and a package of flower seeds; and from my junior Sena- 
tor, a package of garden seeds and a package of flower sceds, 
when I did not have a garden, and each time was force®d to 
either give them away or put them in the waste basket. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman assume upon the floor 
of this House that that was politics, and that this package of 
seeds received from his senior Senator and his Member of Con- 
gress and his junior Senator had any influence whatever upon 
the distingpished gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do not say that it had any influence upon 
me, but I do say that politics then and now causes them to be 
sent under congressional frank, and I do say that there is not a 
Member of Congress present here to-day who does not send 
garden seed each year to the lawyers and the doctors and the 
preachers and the bankers of his district, and that they are 
thrown by many in the wastebasket and wasted, thereby wasting 
thousands of dollars of the people’s money every year. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. BLANTON. I certainly will, because it would break my 
good friend’s heart if any-restriction was ever placed upon gar- 
den seeds. 

Mr. CANDLER. Oh, it would not. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is one of his pet hobbies. 

Mr. CANDLER. It is not, and the gentleman does not mean 
to be serious in that charge against me. It would not break 
my heart, because my heart goes out to the gentleman in the 
very peculiar circumstances in which he places himself at the 
present time, and I want to keep that heart, in order to try to 
take care of him. That is the only reason I want to keep it. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Why not let the seed be sent out under the 
frank of the Agricultural Department? Does it do honor to 
my distinguished friend to have his name on every little pack- 
age of 5-cent garden seed that is sent into the district which he 
represents? Does it do henor to the distinguished chairman of 
this committee, does it do honor specially to a Senator of the 
United States to have his name upen a little package of gar- 
den seed? I say that the time has come when a Republican 
Congress, with a Republican majority, ought to do away with this 
little system of petty politics and take Congressmen’s and 
Senators’ names off the packages of garden seed. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. KING. What is the object of having Members of Con- 
gress prepare lists of names of people all over the United States 
for the benefit of the Department of Agriculture? Is not that 
for the purpose of building up a list for use in politics by the 
ad! istration that is in power? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; not for the administration, but under 
the mistaken impression that it will advance the political stand- 
ing of the Member mailing them. 

Mr. KING. What is the difference between the gentleman’s 
plan and the plan here? 

Mr. BLANTON. Merely this: That by my proposal garden 
seeds will be divorced from politics. Even though they have no 
gardens in many instances and do not want them, we are 
afraid not to put the names of prominent men on our lists in 
our districts—the doctors and the lawyers and the preachers 
and the bankers—because while they may not want them in 
many instances, yet they do not like for a Congressman and 

tor to ignore them. 
KING. The gentleman would deprive poor people in 
many instances of a package of garden seed. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no, I would not. I am trying to ar- 
range it so that every poor man in the United States may get 
his seed direct from the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. VAILE. Will not the Department of Agriculture be 
under the control of the Democratic Party for the next two 
years : 

Mr. BLANTON, 
hav< 


nit 
OUL 


Yes; but that makes no difference. You 
the right to say whether those garden seed shall be sent 
inder the frank of the Department of Agriculture to the 
people who apply for them and also to the list of names we 
Sen 

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. : Yes. 

Mr. REAVIS. How are we going to have that right on this 
side of the aisle when several points of order against the gentle 
man’s amendment are made on that side of the aisle? 

Mr. BLANTON. I assume that if the distinguished chairman 
ou the other side and my good Republican friends do not insist 
upon the point probably it will not be insisted upon by this 
side of the House. 

CHAIRMAN. 
expined. 
Ir. BLANTON. 
and sustained. 


The time of the gentleman from Texas has 


I hope that the point of order will not be 
If made, I want to be heard on the point 


f 
of 


Mr. LEVER. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the House, for 
have oppesed this entire paragraph and have 


many years I 

voted to strike it from the bill. If the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Bianron] desires to do a service to the country, he would 
I ‘ otion to strike out this entire item. But I observe 
that the gentleman has not made that kind of a motion. The 
geltieman’s motion is to change the method of sending out 
these seed, and his change amounts to this: At the present 
tink e get lists from rural carriers, postmasters, and friends, 
and from those lists we send out the seeds under our own 
fri The gentleman now proposes in lieu of that to furnish 
himself to the Department of Agriculture, and from 
that the Department of Agriculture will send out these seed. 
In other words, the gentleman proposes to wipe the frank of 
ihe Congressman off these packages of seed, with the distinct 
understanding in his district that he is the man who furnished 


the department with the list of persons to whom these seeds 
should be sent. 


BLANTON, 


a ii 


The gentleman wants to be fair. Will he 
yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Of course. 

Mr. BLANTON. Under the provision offered by me in this 
almcndment any poor man in the gentleman’s district or in my 
own can write to the Secretary of Agriculture and have seeds 
sent to him by the Secretary. 
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Mr. LEVER. Oh, no. The gentleman does not know his 
own proposition. [ 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman's bill provides that. 
the bill coming from the gentleman’s own committee. 

Mr. LEVER. The seeds are to be sent in this way: “ To citi- 
zens of the United States either upon personal application or 
from lists sent by Representatives or Senators or Delegates 
for distribution, the same to be sent out by the Department of 
Agriculture.” Why confer the privilege upon Members of Con- 
gress of furnishing the Department of Agriculture with a list 
of names to whom these seeds may be sent? There is no politics 
in that, of course. Here is some poor fellow who has not got 
enough money to buy a package of seeds. He writes a Member 
of Congress and says, “ I want to get on your list, that marvelous 
list that you have, that list that opens the door of the Agri- 
cultural Department for a package of seeds. Pray put me 
on it.” And my distinguished friend from Texas writes‘a very 
eourteous letter and says, “In response to your beseeching 
prayers I have this day transmitted your name to the Secretary 
of Agriculture, and hereafter you are on this very exclusive list 
for seeds.” [Laughter.] Great politics, gentlemen! 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SISSON. I want to ask the gentleman, who is on the 
Agricultural Committee and takes a great interest in the work 
of that committee, if he knows about how many additional 
elerks would be required in the Department of Agriculture to 
do this extraordinary lot of work? 

Mr. LEVER. I should think that, being a Government agency, 
it would take several hundred. A private individual might. have 
it done by one-half the number. I insist on the point of order; 
Mr. Ciiairman. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. The bill proposes already that any person 
who applies to the Seeretary of Agriculture direct may have 
seeds sent to him by the Secretary. I call the attention of 
the Chair to that feature of the bill. The only change that 
this amendment proposes is that all of these seeds shall be 
sent under that condition, the frank of the Department of 
Agriculture. Personally a man can apply to the Secretary of 
Agriculture for seeds direct, and if a Congressman has not 
exhausted the amount allotted to his district, the Secretary un- 
der the frank of the department sends te that person seeds. 
The amendment offered by me merely proposes that all seeds 
shall be sent in that way, either upon direct application or from 
a list furnished by tse Congressman. I do not see that it is new 
legislation. It is merely a change of the mode of carrying out 
the purpose of the legislation which is already in existence, is 
clearly germane, and I do not think it is subject to a point of 
order. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] says it would 
take several hundred additional clerks. Why should it take one 
single clerk more than the clerks that are already given to the 
Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. McKEOWN. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact with respect to the farmers down in his district that the 
only thing they get out of all the appropriations made by 
Congress is a little package of garden seed? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am now trying to give them something 
more valuable than mere garden-seed service. I am trying to 
give them some representation besides sending them a little 5- 
eent package of garden seed every year, paid for with their 
own money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman desires to pursue 
his argument on the point of order, the Chair will recognize 
some other gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the point of order, 
I understand it is made on the ground that it is new legislation. 
I think the point of order is not well taken on that ground, and 
it is not subject to a point of order on the ground of want of 
germaneness. It is germane, and it is not new legislation. This 
bill provides a method for the distribution of garden seed. ‘The 
amendment is only for the purpose of substituting another 
method for the distribution of garden seed. That is not new 
legislation. A proposition of that kind has never been sustained 
on the ground of new legislation within my memory. 

Mr. HAUGEN. However, it is a change of the law, of the 
organic law. 

Mr. TOWNER. The chairman suggested a change of the law. 
I do not believe that the law provides the specific method for 
the distribution of these garden seeds. We have from time to 


I mean 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on 
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time provided a method of distribution in the appropriation act, 
and from time to time various provisions have been made for 
changing this method of distribution. I do not think there is 
anything in the organic law regarding garden seeds which pro- 
vides that they shall be distributed in a particular way. It 
provides that the Secretary of Agriculture shall procure garden 
seeds for distribution, but the method is not provided. That is 
what this bill does, and that is what this amendment desires to 
change. It occurs to me that it is clearly within the rule, is 
not new legislation, and it certainly is germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. After listening to the arguments, the Chair 
is inclined to believe that. the amendment is a change of existing 
law not contemplated by the rule, and therefore sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. 
pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WALSH: Page 29, line 23, strike out the 
paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I have made this motion be- 
fore, in the past, at which time several prophets upon the other 
side of the aisle have predicted that I would be found in the 
future resisting this motion and championing the cause of the 
distribution of garden seeds. Administrations may come and 
go, but garden seeds go on forever, apparently; and I would 
ask my friend from Texas [Mr. BLANTON], who advances some 
of the arguments that I had in mind, to glance casually about 
when the vote is taken upon my motion and see how popular 
it is upon his side of the aisle and to see how frantic his col- 
leagues are to wipe out this distribution of seeds through the 
Members of Congress. Why, this item is increased nearly 50 
per cent, growing from $242,000 last year to $358,980 this year. 
The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McKrown], with those 
plaintive tones which he can use upon occasion when pleading 
for his constituents, asked if there were not thousands of farm- 
ers throughout the country to whom this little package of 
garden seeds is the only gift they receive from Uncle Sam. 
What a shame it is that we do not accompany it with an upright 
piano or a Ford automobile. But, gentlemen, there is just as 
much justification for distributing other articles to the farmers, 
or people who pose as farmers, through the medium of Members 
of Congress, as there is for spending $350,000 in these times to 
send out garden seeds. We are going to be asked to remove 
the tax on luxuries and semiluxuries. We are being asked to 
remove the tax from automobiles and from furs. Now, if we can 
strike out some of these appropriations and show a little spirit 
of economy, I think we will be doing as great a public service 
as we will by repealing taxes. 

Mr. Chairman, in one sense the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Branton], I believe, is absolutely correct. I would not have the 
list submitted by Members of Congress to the department, but 
if the seeds are to be distributed they should be sent out 
directly to the people of the country by the Department of Agri- 
culture, and we should have nothing to do with it. The depart- 
ment has agents in nearly every county in every State. It has 
a vast army of employees, who are traveling up and down the 
country, and this department could, without increasing its roll, 
very easily make arrangements to distribute these seeds direct 
without our intervention; and I submit that nothing has oc- 
curred since this appropriation first began to be made for this 
purpose to prove its public benefit either to the Department of 
Agriculture or to the people of the country, but I know that a 
great many people, including some Members of Congress in both 
branches, are very much impressed with the idea that because 
they get a request for a package of seeds they are doing-a great 
deal to stimulate agriculture in regions where farming and agri- 
culture have not hitherto been practiced. ; 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. KING. Last year I believe they cut down the allowance 
to Members of Congress about one-half, from 25,000 packages to 
about 14,000 packages, and as a result thereof the seed houses 
raised the price of seeds all over the country from 5 cents a 
package to 7 cents a package. How much does the gentleman 
from Massachusetts think it will cost a poor man to buy the 
packages of seeds that he needs if this amendment which he 
has offered passes to-day? 

Mr. WALSH. Oh, well, Mr. Chairman, if we are going to en- 
gage in the business of providing seeds in order to regulate the 
price of seeds throughout the country, we ought to go the whole 
hog, and we ought to appropriate four or five million dollars 
and supply all the people of the country with all the seeds that 
they need, : 


Mr. Chairman, I have made a motion which is 
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On motion of Mr. HauGEN, the committee rose, and Mr. Titson 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Mappen. 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that they had had under consideration the 
Agricultural appropriation bill, H. R. 3157, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. GOOD, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
the bill (H. R. 3478) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1919, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes, which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and with the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Carolina reserves all points of order on the bill. 


North 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. Kaun, be permitted to address the House on 
next Monday, after the reading of the Journal, on the result of 
his trip to Europe and his observations thereon. 

Mr. HAUGEN. For how long? 

Mr. NOLAN. Until he shall conclude, which will probably be 
not more than one hour and qa half. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Not to exceed one hour and a half. 

Mr. NOLAN. Not to exceed one hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague, Mr. KAHN, may be 
permitted to address the House on next Monday after the read- 
ing of the Journal for not exceeding one hour and a half. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GARD. Reserving the right to object, is it the inten- 
tion to displace any appropriation bill that may be under con- 
sideration? 

Mr. NOLAN. I do not believe that he would want to displace 
any appropriation bills or business on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. GARD. I have no objection. I simply wanted to know. 

Mr. NOLAN. ~-I think that should take care of itself. 

Mr. CANDLER. The usual request is coupled with the pro- 
vision that it shall not displace appropriation bills or other 
privileged matters. I do not think any exception ought to be 
made in that particular. 

Mr. NOLAN. I do not think that is the usual request. The 
usual request is that after the reading of the Journal and the 
disposition of business on the Speaker’s desk the gentleman can 
have his time. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman modify his request not 
to displace appropriation bills? We have a very short time in 
which to get these bills through. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Kaun] is a very good friend of mince, and I am 
anxious to hear him speak, but I am not willing that it should 
displace important governmental matters. 

Mr. NOLAN. I do not think it is a question of friendship. 
The gentleman from California is the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and he has made some observations 
abroad which are likely to affect legislation that will come be- 
fore the House. I think the House ought to have the benefit 
of his knowledge. 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman from California can have 
all the time he wishes when his own bill comes before the 
House. 

Mr. NOLAN. I want to say that an hour and a half devoted 
to an address by the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann] 
I think will be of interest to the Members on bot: sides of this 
House as well as to the people of the country, just as much, 
and more, than making speeches under general debate and 
wasting time on appropriation bills. 

Mr. CANDLER. Nobody would be more delighted to hear 
the gentleman from California than would I. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
made that objection time and time again. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman understands that when these 
requests are made they are made out of order by unanimous 
consent. That is one of the purposes of this request, in order 
that it may come in out of order, and if the Member had to 
wait for the appropriation bills to be completed the request 
would be useless, because there might be no opportunity. It is 
made in that form. 

Mr. CANDLER. Well, I have been here a good while, and 
I do not remember of a serious exception being made. When 


has 
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we had nothing else to do we have been glad to hear any of our 
colleagues. 

Mr. WALSH. There has been one this: very’ session. 

Mr. CANDLER. I am not willing that the request shall dis- 
place appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
fornia modify his request? 

Mr, NOLAN. One of the most important bills to come before 
the House is the military appropriation bill. The gentleman 
from California, chairman of the committee; is getting it in 
shape, and subcommittees have been appointed. They will be 
busy for some time, and I think the gentleman from California 
should have time to speak upon these matters even if it should 
displace appropriation bills. 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not think so, and unless the gentleman 
from California modifies his request I shall have to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from: Missis- 


sippi objects. 


Does the gentleman from Cali- 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Agricultural appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion. was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Mappren.- in the 
cnair. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the com- 
mittee for a few moments on the amendment offered. by. the gen- 
ileman from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH]. I represent almost 
exclusively an agricultural community. [have no large cities in 
my district, and yet I have always opposed this appropriation 
in its present form. I am opposed to it now, and I shall vote to 
strike out the item in its present form. However, I very much 
regret that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BLanTon] was not allowed to be presented to the committee 
for its approval. There is merit, gentlemen of the committee, in 
the proposition to allow the Department of Agriculture to send 
out seeds for the purpose of improving the quality of the crop 
aud to increase the amount that may be raised. It is very neees- 
sary that should be done. It is necessary that these experiments 
should be made throughout the various portions.of the United 
States, in order that it may be known where and under what cir- 
cumstances crops may be grown successfully or improved. 

I am very much in favor of the proposition that this ought to 
be carried under the direction and control of the Department of 
Agriculture. [Applause.] It ought not to be considered,.and I 
regret to say that it is now considered as a. species of graft on 
the part of Congressmen. The reproach ought not to be thrown 
on us that we use the distribution of seeds for political purposes. 
Under the present system it is so reeognized, and for that reason 
I think this item ought to go out entirely unless it can be 
modified. 

If it shall go out—if the majority believe it shall be elimi- 
nated—I hope the chairman of the committee will present for our 
consideration an amendment or modification by which the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture may distribute throughout the United States, 
under his direction and control, these seeds for the purpose of 
their being tested for the improvement of the crops of the 
United States. 

I make that statement because I think the question is an.im- 
portant one, important for all of us. It is important because of 
the fact that if we continue to carry on this existing item in its 
present form it will continue to be a reproach to Members of 
Congress. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. TOWNER... I will. 

Mr. BLANTON. If, as a matter of fact, this is a species of 
graft, and if, as a matter of fact, the chairman of this committee 
does not propose legislation such. as that suggested by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, then will it not be the fact that. the distin- 
cuished gentleman on that side of the House will be responsible 
for the want of such a law? 7 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton] seeks to give to this 
question. a. political character. I would have supported: his 
proposition, although he is on the other side of the House. I 
have always supported the proposition to strike the present pro- 
vision out, no matter by whom the motion. was made. I did 
net say that this is a species of graft.. I said.that it was-so re- 
garded by the country, and it is, and for that reason.it ought to 
be eliminated. I sineerely hope that this question and.all other 
questions that pertain to this committeé’s. business. may. never 
rest upon a partisan basis, may never depend upon questions 
that arise between the two political parties of this country. 


itseil 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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Gentlemen upon that side have'as important agricultural inter- 
ests t6 consider as we on this side, and those of us who are in- 
terested especially in seeing that our constituents who: are 
agriculturalists receive a fair chance regarding the actions of the 
Government as’ affecting their interest should stand for their 
interests’ no matter from’ what side the motion comes. [Ap-< 
plause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask-unanimous consent that 
debate upon this amendment and all amendments thereto close 
in 30 minutes—5 minutes to be allotted to the gentleman: from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. Youne], 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dyer], 5 minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. FamrFrietp], and 10 minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Rusey]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I have heard during several ses- 
sions the statement made in the House that was made here to- 
day, that the seed distribution is considered by some people as 
a species of graft, but I want to say that I have never heard 
any statement of that kind made outside of the House since I 
have been in Congress, for some eight years. I represent a 
solid city district; and I have had requests from schools, hos- 
pitals, boys’ and girls’ thrift gardens, and people who live in 
my district for these garden and flower seeds to plant in their 
gardens. I have had more requests than I have been permitted 
to fill with the allotment that I receive. I do not charge that 
any Member of this House would try to use these seeds for any 
effect of good to himself politically. I have too high regard 
for the membership of the House to say that any man fit to 
sit here would do such a thing. And because a Member gets 
up here and proclaims himself to be-the watchdog of the’ Treas. 
ury, I do not believe that he can put this House or the country 
in the attitude of saying that because we, through the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, assist in the distribution of these seeds 
it is, therefore, a species of graft, and that we should not lave 
the courage to pass legislation here that the country demands. 
The Members who have spoken in favor of’ this’ amendment 
know that the country wants these seeds, and they Know: that 
the Members of Congress are responding to the sentiment’ of 
the country and that they will vote practically unanimously to 
continue them, as they. have done in the past. 

Mr. RANDALL of California. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
will be interested in the statement that while I represent a city 
district I received more than 8,000 individual requests in: tlie 
mail for these garden seeds. 

Mr: DYER: Absolutely: The- gentleman from California’ is 
well known in this House and throughout the country as an 
ardent prohibitionist, and I do not think for one moment that 
he would send these seed only to those people who are prohibi- 
tionists, but I know that lie sendS them: to any citizen, just as 
therestofusdo. We ought to be able to get behind such talk and 
such utterances as we have heard liere against this specific item, 
and we should not waste time session after session talking about 
it when we all’ know that the country wants it and that we 
will vote to maintain it. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Chairman, this question. appeals to 
me as either a gratuity or as an effort to really test out the 
cliaracter of seeds that are sent out to determine whetlier the 
seeds grown are good or whether the seeds act as a. sort of 
political advertisement for the individual who sends them out. 
L would like to have a roll of the Congressmen in which the 
names of the individuals who receive seeds are recorded. [I 
confess that’ before I. came to Congress I caught up with the 
idea that was generally current, that this was a species of con- 
gressional graft by which the Congressman endeavored to ad- 
vertise himself. I know that during the war there was a won- 
derful expansion of the gardening industry. and. that there were 
demands: unheard of before for garden. seeds, that tlie price 
went up enormously, as did other things. Ih the distribution: it 
is: difficult. to. be absolutely fair. I suppose that. some of you 
send to your political newspapers bags of seeds and Have them 
distribute them. Some of you send them, perhaps, to your pre- 
cinct committeemen, always with the suggestion that they hand 
them out in part, at least, to friendly. Democrats, In. other 
words, in the very nature of the thing, you would be influenced 
more or less by political consideration... I did my best to see 
to it that Democrat. and Republican alike would: have access 


ito: those seeds during the exigencies of the war; but I do not 


believe that we are warranted’ in continuing, at. least, this 
method of distributing seeds. If it is intended to find out 
whether tlie seeds’ be worth anything; you know and I know 


‘that’ no Congressman ever follows the matter up and: no Conr 


gressman ever questions whether the seeds are good’ or not, 
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and: the Department of Agriculture. throws off all responsibility. 
Hf the purpose for which the law was enaeted is te obtain, then 
it is essential that we turn the matter ever to the Department 
of Agriculture and let some rational methed be devised for the 
distribution of the seeds, that they shall no longer be eensidered 
as.a gratuity, but that they shall be a real factor in determining 
the development of agriculture. 

Mr.. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I believe the 
present Seeretary of Agriculture and his predecessors for many 
years back have every year reconunended to Congress that this 
item: be dropped out entirely. Some Members have thrown out 
the hint that perhaps. the Department of Agriculture desires to 
get the epinion of the farmers throughout the country as to 
the value of the garden seeds. The only effort I know of that 
the Department ef Agriculture has ever made to find out what 
has been done with seed sent out is under the paragraph ahead 
of this, the paragraph which provides $57,000 for the purchase, 
testing, and distribution of new and rare seeds. 

Now, I do not think anybedy objects to the distribution of 
new and rare seeds—seeds which the farmer ean not buy from 
the local seed merchant, or perhaps these which are not for sale 
anywhere in the country, possibly seed which has been brought 
in here from other countries. A great work has been done 
along. that iine in the last 25 years. Some new varieties of 
wheat have been brought in this country which have produced 
splendid results, and good results have come also from new 
grasses and new varieties of seed which the department has 
been sending out under the section preceding this one. I have 
never heard anyone make the claim that this congressional 
seed distribution contains seed of a new variety or that it is of 
any different quality or better quality than seed which can be 
bought at every little cross-roads store. Seed can be bought by 
the farmer just as good as this, some of my constituents think 
better, for a few cents a package and with very great conveni- 
ence, and it does seem as though there is no excuse left to appro- 
priate as much money as is proposed in this paragraph. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. DYER. Does the gentleman have in his district school 
garden farms which children are urged to cultivate by the 
Department of Agricu!ture? 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. 
little demand through the country. 

Mr. DYER. Has the gentleman requests from such organiza- 
tions for seeds to be sent them? 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. 

Mr, DYER. 
buy them. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Daketa. Naturally, as long as there 
are seeds in the United States given away for nothing there 
will be some demand for them. But that ought not to deter- 
mine, it seems to me, what we should de on the motion to strike 
out made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsnH]. 
If we were to send out poison for nothing, there would be some 
demand for it. As I understand it, the former chairman [Mr. 
Lever] is absolutely opposed to this item; the present chairman, 
IT do not know where he stands. May I ask the gentleman from 
Iowa where he stands on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WALsH]? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ain opposed to it. 
out the whole item. 
appropriation. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I hope somebody will make a 
motion to recommit this bill and put the House on record on 
it. It is a reckless waste of money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KINCHELOE, Mr. Chairman, this is an item which 
comes up every year in this bill appropriating the “ princely ” 
sum of a little over $350,000 for the distribution of garden seed 
throughout the country to stimulate the great work of agricul- 
ture throughout the length and breadth of this Republic which, 
in my judgment, is the most serious question that this country 
has to contend with to-day. [Applause.] It is always intimated 
by a few Members that there is a species of graft about it. 
Well, I confess I am not able te comprehend where the graft 
comes in, and I am net impugning the motives of those who 
think so, but if there are Members on this floor who think that 
it is tainted with graft them they should not tale the seed. I 
want to say to those gentlemen, you who entertain that opin- 
ion, that if you have some conscientious scruples about using 
that seed I would like to get them, and I will guarantee that 
they will go and be planted and be used for the promotion of 
agriculture and the promotion of these community gardens that 
are doing more to promote agriculture than any other one 
thing in this country. [Applause.} Why, they talk about rare 
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field seed. We have a few specimens of them. I get 450 frem 
my district to be distributed to about 15,000 farmers. I am 
one whe believes—you can call it demagogy or whatever you 
want to call it—and always have believed that the dissemina- 
tion of these garden seeds to be the personnel of the citizenship of 
this country does more goed than any other one thing the Gov- 
ernment does for her people, considering the amount of money 
expended. , 

Mr. GALLAGHER. And reduwees the cost of living. 

Mr. KEINCHELOE. And reduces the cost of living and 
stimulates the great agricultural interests throughout the 
length and breadth of this country. 

Mr, ELSTON. Will the gentheman permit? 

Mr. KENCHELOE. I will. 

Mr. ELSTON. Does the gentleman think the Congressmen 
of the various districts represent the best agency to give the 
best distribution of these seeds? 

Mr. KENCHELOB. £f think I know more about my district 
than anybody in Washington. [Applause.}] I think I am a 
better judge of where these seeds should go te bring forth the 
best results to the second district of Kentucky than anybody 
else in Washington, the Secretary of Agriculture to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KINCHELOE. If will. 

Mr. DYER. How would the Department of Agriculture have 
any system of distributing these seeds without taking a census 
or knowing who are farmers and who had ground in which to 
plant these seeds and things of that kind? 

Mr. KEINCHELOE. I confess I do not know. 

A Memper. It would cost $1,000,000. 

Mr. CANDLER. ff the gentleman will permit, would not 
the Seeretary of Agriculture and the Agricultural Department 
naturally resort to Members of Congress and Senators of the 
United States in order to get these addresses of peeple? 

Mr. KINCHELOE. If they have as good judgment as I think 
they have, those are the only ones to whom they would go, 
especially Members of Congress, because they are supposed to 
know the personnel of their districts. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KINCHELO®. f will. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. From what source does the 
Seeretary of Agriculture secure these seeds in quantities for 
this. distribution? 

Mr. KINCHELOP. I could not answer the gentleman about 
that ; I think they buy them at competitive prices. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Out in the general market? 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I do not know. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Lever] or the chairman of the committee 
ean tell more about it, but I do net care where they get them; 
that is not the point I am talking about; it is the sending of 
them out. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. The question would then turn 
upon this: If we are expected to be distributing seeds of rare 
value to assist in the improvement of vegetable production of 
these different kinds, we ought to know where we get them 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I am not yielding to the gentleman to 
make a speech in my time; I have only five minutes. I want 
to see this motion defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor 
of this distribution of seeds. [Applanse.] I always have been. 
[Applause.] There is only one section of the country that 
raises cotton. I am mighty glad it is successful at it. I wish 
sometimes it would plant more cotton, so that we might have 
more to use here and abroad, but if there is one thing I wish 
for the country that raises cotton it is that it would rotate its 
crops, diversify them, produce its own vegetables, se that it 
would not have to be dependent upon other sections of the 
country for those foodstuffs. It ought to raise something more 
than cotton. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
a question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. ANDREWS ef Nebraska. How many seed houses are 
there in the neighborhood of Philadelphia? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If I were speaking for the seed 
houses, I would probably faver this amendment, because I as- 
sume that the seed houses are against this free seed distribution 
by the Government. [Applause.] I am rather glad the gentleman 
asked the question, because it makes no difference to me whether 
the seed heuses are for or against this proposition. I am very 
glad that in a bill that propeses $31,000,000 for salaries we can 
find $360,000 that goes to seed for propagating purpeses and te 
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encourage the small farmer as well as the woman and the child 
in the city. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
tleman yield to another question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I take it from what the gen- 
tleman says that the seed houses in the vicinity of Philadelphia 
supply these seeds to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I question that very much. 
However, I do not know. If the gentleman knows more than I 
do, I wish he would state it, because I do not represent the seed 
houses any rore than I represent anybody else in my district, 
and I would be ashamed to come here and speak for them alone. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I do not doubt 
that. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska, though he is taking my valuable time. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I simply want to say that my 
curiosity was prompted by facts; that in departmental circles 
for many years it was suggested that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture secure this seed from the seed houses. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have just stated that it was 
very probable that if the seed houses had anything to do with 
this proposition they would be in favor of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], and would 
probably be with the gentlemen from the wheat States, who 
app:rently do not care much about the distribution of seed. I 
do not know whether I am much of a farmer or not, but I hope 
the gentleman will think this over and see whether I am speak- 
ing for the farmer or against him. I said I would like to help 
the South rotate its crops. [Applause.] And if the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. KINCHELOE] is right, and the farmers of 
his district want seed for the purpose of engaging in some other 
business than that of raising cotton—though I do not wish 
them to cease raising cotton—I want to encourage them to do it. 
It will help them to take care of themselves and they will not 
be at the mercy of a high-priced food market when they are 
stuck for food like the people of the great cities are. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I can not in the five minutes. 
The gentleman is much in favor of the farmers. I will concede 
that at once. He is one of the best representatives of the 
farmers on the floor. And he preaches it. Sometimes he denies 
that Iam. In my section we participate in this seed distribu- 
tion, and we play no “bunk” about it. I am glad to get these 
seeds, though it is a nuisance to send them out. There is no 
politics in it. It is no advantage to me. Though the gentleman 
from Texas |[Mr. BLAnton] says it is of political advantage to 
some, I would be glad to get away from the distribution and 
lay it on the Secretary of Agriculture. It would be a relief to 
my office. I am inclined to think the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. IKXINCHELOE] is wise in his statement that you and I know 
more about our districts than does the Department of Agri- 
culture, and I would rather trust a Congressman in this prac- 
tical distribution than some specialist down in the department 
who is dealing with my people purely in an academic manner. 

All the hospitals in my district ask for seed. Why? They 
want to raise flowers and put them on the window sills in order 
to give comfort to the patients. The school children in my 
district ask for seeds, because the teachers have object lessons 
every day in the growth of flowers, in the production of vege- 
tables, and the children ask for seeds in order that when they 
go home they may plant them and watch them grow and de- 
velop. And perhaps in this way we may be furnishing you 
gentlemen upon the farms with labor, with intelligent labor, 
that you will need in the future. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 10 minutes on this 
side, inasmuch as I am trying to get a distinguished advocate 
of the seed distribution to take the time. A debate on this 
seed proposition would not be any debate at all unless we 
heard from the very distinguished :dvocate of seeds, the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Canpirr], and I insist that he 
close this debate on this proposition. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I am a very modest man, 
as everybody knows, and I would not speak now but for the 
urgent request of the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Rusey]. [Applause.] I love him. and in my heart I can 
not refuse any request he might make. He is always for the 
people, and when he asks me to talk it is the voice of the people. 
I had not intended to say anything. The fact is I declined to 
occupy any time, taking the position that the Members of Con- 
gress whom I had enlightened during all these years might 
settle this matter without any further discussion uvon my part. 
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[Applause.] I thought I had communicated to them sufficient 
information and knowledge to act upon this great question in 
the interests of the people of the United States of America 
without further discussion, 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. You have. 

Mr. CANDLER. Of course I refer to the farmers, the real 
strength of this great Republic. And when the Members take 
it from that standpoint I naturally presume that they will vote 
down the motion of the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WarsH] and permit this appropriation to remain 
in the bill. [Applause.] The truth of it is that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has grown, of course, in notoriety, and 
has grown in statesmanship since he has been on the floor of 
the House of Representatives, and I congratulate him upon 
that, because he and I are very strong personal friends. But 
he gained his first fame by making a motion similar to that 
which he makes to-day, which was promptly defeated, as this 
motion will be. That had more to do with his fame than all 
of the motions he has been making during these years, and if 
he continues along the same line, of course, he will increase his 
fame in the future. [Applause and laughter.] 

His motion will not prevail. It has been considered for many 
years, and the present consideration of it, I presume, will take 
the same course that the previous motions have taken heretofore 
and be defeated. 

Let me call your attention to the fact that if you want to be 
a real statesman you will vote against this motion; otherwise 
you wiil vote for it. [Laughter.] The great statesmen in all 
the history of the Republic from time immemorial down to the 
present have favored this proposition. It is only those who 
want to detract from that standard of statesmanship who op- 
pose it. If the attempt to eliminate this item from the bill is 
successful, the names of those who contribute to it will not 
appear in the great roll of fame in the future, to be read for 
all time. If you want to get in line with Thomas Jefferson 
and Patrick Henry and Benjamin Franklin and all those lumi- 
naries of the past, vote for this bill as it is. [Loud applause.) 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
Inasmuch as it has been asserted here that the distribution of 
these seeds is a species of graft, I want to ask the gentleman 
if it is any more a graft than the requests we get for Govern- 
ment publications? 

Mr. CANDLER. There is no difference in the requests we 
receive. Of course, every man on the floor of this House has 
his own standard. If he thinks this seed distribution is a 
species of graft, that is his standard, but it is not mine. If 
any man on this floor can be influenced by sending out a pack- 
age of seed or can buy any of his constituents by sending him 
a package of seed, you vote against this provision. I have 
never been bought or bought anybody with a package of garden 
seed in the past and never expect to do so in the future. [Ap- 
plause.] For my part, I am delighted always to respond to 
the requests of my constituents even to the smallest and most 
infinitesimal matter they submit to me. It may be small to 
some people, but it is always great to me; and there is nothing 
that makes me happier than to respond to the request of a 
bright-eyed, rosy-cheeked little girl in my district for a package 
of flower seed, and nothing makes me happier than to have 
some sturdy farmer in my district write to me asking me to 
send him a package of garden seed or other special seed that 
is provided in another paragraph of this bill. I do not believe 
that the influence of that sturdy farmer or of that sweet and 
innocent little girl is a dishonest influence. On the contrary, 
I hold that it is a worthy influence, because it is an influence 
of righteousness and innocent purity. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. CANDLER. Iam sorry. I was just getting started. I 
would insist on further time, but I feel sure this amendment 
will be defeated. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] to strike out al! of 
the language from line 23, page 29, down to line 13 on page 32, 
inclusive. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division is called for. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 34, noes 99. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, on page 30, line 8, I move to 
strike out the figures ‘‘ $358,980 ” and insert “ $242,320.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SNELL: Page 30, 
figures “ $358,980” and insert “ $242,320.” 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I voted to strike out this whole 
amount, as I. thought this was a good time to begin the work of 
retrenchment in expenditures. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I believe the debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto is exhausted. But I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York may be 
granted five minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it? 

Mr. BLANTON. I watched the language closely when the 
gentleman in charge of this bill asked that the debate close, 
and if the Chair will refer to the language he will find that 
it referred only to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and all amendments thereto, not to this para- 
graph. Therefore the debate on any other amendment to this 
paragraph is clearly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. The 
gentleman from New York is not in order. The debate has 
closed under the agreement. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York be given five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. Is there objection? 

Mr. SNELL. I do not care to go on. 

Mr. LEVER. I object if the gentleman from Iowa is going 
to open this thing up. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman from New York does not care 
for the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 30, line 8, after the word 

elsewhere,” strike out “‘ $358,980’ and insert a $258,980.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLANTON. A division, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, A division is demanded. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 2, noes 95. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries and field and station expenses, including the maintenance 
of nurseries, collecting seed, and planting necessary for the use, mainte- 
nance, impovement, and protection of the national forests named below. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HAUGEN: Page 35, line 16, strike out the 
semicolon after the word “ forests,” insert a comma, and add the fol- 
lowing: ‘“ Including the payment of rewards under regulations of the 
Secretary of Agriculture for information leading to the arrest and con- 
viction for violation of the laws and regulations relating to fires in or 
near national forests, or the unlawful taking of or injury to Govern- 
ment property.” 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, 
language that was carried before? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No. Does the gentleman reserve 2 point of 
order? 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I reserve a point of order for the 
moment. I would like te ask the gentleman a question. I notice 
that that provides punishment for violation of the laws or regu- 
lations. What I want to inquire about is whether that is not 
going a little bit too far, to provide punishment for violation of 
a regulation, and whether or not there is any precedent for the 
passage of a law providing punishment for violation of a regu- 
lation? Law is one thing and the regulation of a department is 
another. It is a question in my mind. I think I am in sympathy 
with the purpose the gentleman desires to reach. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The situation is this: On December 23, 1910, 
the Secretary of Agriculture offered rewards, ranging from $25 
to $250, for information leading to the arrest and conviction of 
any person for willfully and maliciously starting forest fires. 

On July 12, 1918, the Comptroller of the Treasury rendered 
a decision in which he stated that such payments could not be 
made under the provisions of the law. It is now suggested that 
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the department be given specific authority for offering these par- 
ticular rewards. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANDLER. I will state to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Garrett] that this does not involve the question 
which he suggested a moment ago, of penalties for violations of 
regulations of the department, but it is confined to rewards 
offered by the Department of Agriculture for information which 
might lead to the convietion of people starting forest fires, 
Forest fires in the history of this country have been very de- 
structive, costing our Government millions of dollars often- 
times. Therefore it is very important that these rewards ‘may 
be paid in order to secure information leading to the conviction 
of people guilty of starting these fires. The only object of this 
is to pay rewards offered by the Department of Agriculture, 
which the Secretary has not been able to pay because the 
authority was not contained in the law. 

Mr. GARRETT. I see I misunderstood the purpose of the 
amendment. My attention was distracted when the first part 
of it was being read, and I got the impression that it was the 
creation of law here for the punishment of violations. I see 
that I was mistaken in my impression, and I withdraw the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk wilt report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Haugen: Page 36, line 4, after the word 
“apparatus,” strike out the words “ and office fixtures and” and insert 
in lieu thereof “ office fixtures, law books.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. It simply adds law books to the language, 
giving authority for the purchase of law books. 

The CHAIRMAN. The qyestion is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Unrpqua National Forest, Oreg., $13,509. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. ‘Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. It is not the unusual name of Umpqua National Forest 
that I wish to call to the attention of the committee, but if is 
the increase in many of these items in the national forests, 
amounting in all, as I figure it roughly, to over $200,000 over 
and above the current law. 

I have always been a very consistent and persistent friend 
of the national forests and do not wish to weaken them or to 
interfere in any way with their successful management. How- 
ever, I have not seen or heard any reasonable explanation 
given for inereasing the appropriation for a considerable num- 
ber of these national forests, some of them more than 100 per 
eent, without a single decrease in the whole long list. The ag- 
gregate increase in all of them is approximately, if I have 
made the computation correctly, something over $200,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is an increase in this item of $266,074, 
which will be used as follows: $225,568 for additional fire pro- 
tection on a number of the national forests; $5,000 for the 
maintenance of Government stock ; $22,002 for the employment 
of additional forest assistants and scalers and for brush burn- 
ing and other expenses incident to the increased timber-sale 
business; $5,304 for the administration of grazing on certain 
forests; $3,500. for the administration and protection of land 
added to the Colorado national forest by presidential proclama- 
tion; and $4,700 for general administrative expenses on certain 
forests. 

Mr. TILSON. .That may be all right for a general explana- 
tion, but why the specific increases in the case of specific for- 
ests, some of them very much more than doubled in one single 
year? What is the cause for this? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will be frank with the gentleman and ex- 
plain that the Forest Service has been a disappointment to a 
number of us. 

Mr. TILSON. 
large increase? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; I fully appreciate that it is necessary 
to carry on the activities of the department. 

Mr. TILSON. I agree with that. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But the gentleman will remember that only 
a few years ago Congress was given to understand that in a 
short time the Forest Service would be self-supporting. It 
eomes far from that. If the gentleman will tefer to the report 
and to the hearings, he will find that the appropriation sug- 
gested for 1919 was $5,731,555. The amount required to be paid 
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for schools and roads, 25 — cent, was $876,334.39; for roads 
and trails, 10 per cent, $350,533.75, making a total expendi- 
ture of $6,958,423.14. 

The receipts for 1918 were $3,574,930.07, leaving a net cost 
of $3.383,495.07, so that the expectation of making the Forest 
Service self-supporting has not been met. However, that is no 
reason why adequate appropriations should not be made. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman makes an explanation by 
poy er esa Let us take one single item, line 11 on page 41, 

. Joe National Forest, Idaho, $32,026.” Last year the appro- 
i oe made for running this forest during the fiscal year 1919 
was $15,830. This bill carries an appropriation of $32,026, or 
more than 100 per cent increase for this forest, and there are 
a number of others along the same line. What is the reason for 
the appropriations for these specific forests being so largely 
increased? Has the gentleman an explanation? 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Iowa will 
allow me, the explanation is that the activities on these various 
forests have very greatly increased, and it is anticipated that 
the activities will greatly increase—lumbering, grazing, and the 
various and sundry things that are done upon these national 
forest Ss. 

Mr. TILSON. What is it the intention of the department to 

With this additional money—hire additional rangers, or in 
vhat way is it expected to expend 100 per cent more on some of 
these forests than is required for this year? 

Mr. LEVER. As to the specific items I can refer the gentle- 
man to my report on this bill last year, but I can give him the 
information that some of this money would go into the forest- 
protection work, the employment of additional short-time rang- 
ers, the employment of timber cruisers, and more careful watch- 
ing, cruising, and the like of that. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Two hundred and sixty-two more men will 
be employed? 

Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. TILSON. 
will be employed. 
formation. 
at $1,000 
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Yes. 

Oh, that is the reason for it, 262 more men 
Now we are beginning to get some real in- 
Two hundred and sixty-two additional employees 

each would just about absorb the total increase in 

national forest items. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Lever] what the income from the forests was last year 
from all sources? 

Mr. LEVER. The total receipts were $3,572,930.77. 

Mr. BOOHER. What were the expenses? 

Mr. LEVER. About $5,000,000, in round numbers. 

Mr. BOOHER. It lacks $2,000,000 of paying expenses? 

Mr. LEVER. That is true. 

Mr. BOOHER. There is no possibility of the receipts ever 

aying the expenses? 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, yes; they undoubtedly will in time. 

Mr. BOOHER. They are not gaining any? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; there was an increase last year, as the 
statement before the committee shows. The receipts for the 
next fiscal year will undoubtedly increase. I think in four or 
five years the receipts will meet ‘the expenditures. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Pinchot said they would do that 10 years 
ag 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. 
been for some time. 

Mr. BOOHER. The receipts are for lumber, grazing, and so 
forth? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; the receipts from lumber were $1,621,000, 
grazing $1,725,000, special uses $227,000. 

Mr. BOOHER. What are those special uses? 

Mr. LEVER. Payment for the use of the land for 
purposes—camps, hotels, agricultural purposes, 
traction, and so forth. 

Mr. BOOHER. Is it the gentleman’s opinion that in the life- 
time of any Member of the House the receipts will be equal to 
the expenditures? 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, yes: I have been a member of this com- 
n Littee a good many years, and Mr. Pinchot, the former forester, 
who is largely responsible for creating the sentiment which es- 

biished the Forest Service, used to hold out rosy futures to us 

‘h might have been somewhat misleading as the output of an 
iusiast. I hardly want to criticize him for that, but I am 
satisfied that the forests can be made self-supporting within 
three years, and especially if we entered upon a policy of more 

exploitation than conservation. As far as I am concerned I 

am committed to the policy of conservation. I think we ought 

to conserve rather than exploit the forests, but even with a con- 
servative system of conservation the forests ought to be made 
self-sustaining within four or five years. 
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Mr. BOOHER. 
forest reserve? 

Mr. LEVER. Between one hundred and fifty and one hundred 
and sixty millions. 

Mr. BOOHER. And yet we do not get enough to pay the 
expenses of its care? 

Mr. LEVER. That follows 
moment ago. 

Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman thinks that in the course of 
5 or 10 years we may catch up? 

Mr. LEVER. I am satisfied that we will. I will say that if 
we desire to exploit the forests we could catch up in one year. 

Mr. BOOHER. But the exploitation of the forests would not 
be good policy. 

Mr. LEVER. Not at all. An indiscriminate cutting of timber 
and raising the grazing fees, raising other fees, the Forestry 
Service could not only be made self-supporting but it could be 
made a revenue-producing proposition. But even with the con- 

servative conservation measures, if I may use the term, I pre- 
dict that the forests will be self-supporting and produce a rev- 
enue in the next five years 

Mr. BOOHER. How much do we g 
of cattle and sheep? 

Mr. LEVER. I can not give the gentleman accurate informa- 
tion. I can say. this to the gentleman: That beginning this fiscal 
year the grazing fee has been practically doubled. My recol- 
lection is that the grazing of a horse is something like a dollar a 
month. 

Mr. 
was before. 
2 cents. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina a question or two. Has it not been 
the policy of the present administration of the Forestry Service 
to maintain throughout a moderately fair, just, and conservative 
course? 

Mr. LEVER. It has been, undoubtedly. 

Mr. TOWNER. And, notwithstanding that, there has been 
a continual increase in the amount received from the Forestry 
Service? 

Mr. LEVER. For the past three or four years the receipts 
have been gradually increasing. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this in regard 
to the matter; I have had it called to my attention on two 
or three occasions: Although I am not particularly interested 
in it, I think I am justified in saying that the general work of 
the bureau reflects great credit on the administration of the 
forest reserves and those who have them in charge. I think 
they have at the same time tried to preserve the forests that 
we all desire should be preserved, and they have endeavored 
to do what they could to increase the revenue from this de- 
partment. As stated so well by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, if we maintained a policy of exploitation we could 
make this service not only self-supporting but derive imime- 
diately a revenue from it. But certainly we would not desire 
to do that. The policy of conservation is a very foolish policy 
if carried to extremes, but the policy of conservation fairly 
administered is certainly one of the wisest that we have ever 
adopted in this country as a national policy. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TOWNER. Yes. 

Mr. SNELL. What is the policy of the Government with 
regard to selling timber? 

Mr. TOWNER. The policy of the Government with regard 
to selling timber on the forest reservations is to sell the timber 
where it can be done and preserve the forest. For instance, 
a certain number of trees is allowed to be cut on a certain area 
in each year; the particular trees are picked out, so that it is 
intended to carry on and preserve and even to increase in 
certain instances the strength of the forest, and at the same 
time to derive as much revenue from the trees that may be 
taken down and carried away as is possible. 

Mr. SNELL. Do we not get revenue enough from the timber 
sold to pay for looking after it? 

Mr. TOWNER. We are not able to do so because of the fact 
that there is not a demand near many of the forest reserves 
for timber. I do not pretend to be an expert, but from knowl- 
edge which I have derived from those who know something in 
regard to it I would say that we could at this time increase the 
amount of revenue derived from our forests sufficient to make 
the Forest Service self-supporting if transportation facliities 
were available. There are thousands of acres of good forest 
lands from which thousands of trees could be cut every year, but 
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they are unavailable because there are no transportation fa- 
cilities, 

Mr. SNELL. It seems to me peculiar that we can not get 
enough revenue out of the timber sold to pay for looking after 
it. Where there is no demand for timber, there can not be 
much necessity for looking after it. 

Mr. TOWNER. It takes quite a force to preserve the timber 
in some localities from timber thieves. That, of course, is a 
part of the service for which we have to pay. 

Mr. SNELL. Could anyone tell whether we get enough out 
of the timber we sell to pay for looking after that particular 
part of it? 

Mr. TOWNER. 

Mr. 


Out of the particular timber lands? 
SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNER. I think we could. 

Mr. SNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina that question. Do we receive revenue enough from 
the timber sold to look after that part of the forest where the 
timber is taken from? 

Mr. LEVER. I should say not. 

Mr. SNELL. Then there is no very great advantage in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words on 
this proposition. I think it is a matter of great importance to 
this country that the timber resources of the country should 
be very carefully guarded for the future. The Secretary of 
Agriculture in a supplemental statement to the Committee on 
Agriculture when this present bill was being framed asked 
for an increase in an item for the encouragement of individual 
forestry. I believe that when the history of this Great War 
has been written accurately the conclusion will be reached that 
the forests of France had as much to do with the winning of 
ultimate victory as any one single factor in the war. It is a 
curious thing that the black walnut tree has practically been 
wiped off this continent. Germany had practically a monopoly 
of all of our black walnut, and when we entered this war we 
found ourselves in the anomalous situation of being without 
walnut with which to make our gunstocks, and that Germany 
was using the black walnut of America to shoot down American 
boys. Matters of this kind are not spectacular. They do not 
appeal to the headlines of the newspapers. They do not get the 
earnest, enthusiastic support of Members of Congress generally, 
because they are not spectacular, and men who come to Congress, 
whether they ever gamble or not in the sense of playing poker, 
are more or less of a gambling disposition. In other words, 
they are unusually ambitious and risky, and they go for those 
things that have that element in them. The committee did not 
allow this estimate because we were trying to follow the bill 
as it was passed by the House at the last Congress as nearly 
as possible, but I feel that I ought to say now in advance of the 
time when the question shall be passed on ultimately that I 
strongly favor liberal appropriations for the encouragement 
of forestry upon the farms, because I believe it to be one of the 
very biggest, fundamental, far-reaching problems of the future. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask whether the 
majority of the public forest is what we call virgin forest 
or cut-over land? 

Mr. LEVER. A large part of it is virgin forest. 

Mr. SNELL. If it is, how do you expect it to ever be any 
better than it is now or to get any more revenue from it? 

Mr. LEVER. The question of revenue is just simply a ques- 
tion, as stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Townes], of 
the demand on the one hand and of the ability to get to the stuff 
on the other. 

Mr. SNELL. Simply a question of transportation? 

Mr. LEVER. Largely a question of transportation. 

Mr. SNELL. The policy of the Government would be to sell 
more stumpage than they do at the present time if they could 
get to it? 

Mr. LEVER. The policy of the Government would be to sell 
all ripe stumpage as rapidly as poéssible and as quickly as they 
can get to it. The policy of the Government is really one of 
genuine conservation. The Government does not desire to sell 
unripe stumpage, and it ought not to do so. A tree gets ripe 
just as a man does. You do not want to cut the tree down 
before it is ripe, because it is wasteful. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to address an inquiry to the chairman of 
the committee or to the former chairman, When the former 
bill was before this House I took the floor to call attention to 
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the fact that there are a number of employees in the service of 
the Government mentioned in the Agricultural bill whose salary 
is given at $240 a year each. 

On page 35 we are appropriating $2,485,663 for the Forestry, 
Service, chiefly for employees. On page 44 we are appropri- 
ating $2,069,207. That is an increase of between $250,000 and 
$300,000 over the former bill; and yet, in spite of that fact, 
every item in this bill having reference to the poorest-paid em- 
ployees in this Nation—the charwomen—puts them at $240. I 
do not want to tire you, gentlemen, by trying to fight here for 
a class of people whom nobody seems to care to fight for, but I 
think it is mighty hard for a man who has a heart in him to sit 
here and listen to increased appropriations up to a quarter and 
a half million dollars and yet there is not anybody on the com- 
mittee who will have the heart to speak for.these people. Two 
hundred and forty dollars a year means approximately 66 cents 
a day, and if you gentlemen can afford to place another quarter 
of a million dollars into the Agricultural bill as a bonus—— 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JUUL. I will yield in a minute. 

If you can afford to do that, you can afford to look after this 
thing. If we can afford to help the trees in the great forest to 
grow, and pay between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000 to make them 
grow, we can afford to pay for the time these women work in 
the various departments, and if we have not any money to pay 
living human beings who are working for us we have not any 
money to help the trees grow. 

Mr. CANDLER. Now will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JUUL. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANDLER. These employees to whom the gentleman 
refers do not work full time, but they only work a limited time. 
They only have a few hours to serve and they are very glad to 
get the positions which they occupy at the salary which is paid, 
and they are contented with it; so why should the gentleman 
feel so much disturbed: 

Mr. JUUL. The gentleman is not asking a question now, 
but is making the statement that the employees are glad. I 
will tell the gentleman that if the gentleman was hungry and 
somebody offered him $240 a year the chances are that he would 
accept the $240 rather than starve. I maintain that the United 
States Government has not sunk down to the point where it is 
necessary to hire people because they have to take work at $240 
a year. 

Mr. CANDLER. Well 

Mr. JUUL. I have the floor, if the gentleman pleases. I 
maintain this: We ought not to pay these people 66 cents a day 
and ask them to pay 10 cents car fare to get to work in the de- 
partments here, and I think it is a burning shame and disgrace 
to continue to do what we are doing in this bill. Now, here is 
an additional appropriation of a quarter or a half million do!- 
lars in the Agricultural bill, and when the former Agricultural 
appropriation bill was under debate I had a personal talk 
with the former chairman and with the present chairman of the 
Agricultural Committee and understood from both gentlemen 
that they would do something in the next bill to remedy this 
evil. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JUUL. I will yield. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In view of the bonus of $240 provided for in 
another bill it was thought or decided by the committee not to 
recommend any increases, with very few exceptions. I take it 
the gentleman has reference to the charwomen. 

Mr, JUUL. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. JUUL. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The charwomen receiving that sum, as I 
understand it as represented by the department, work only part 
time. The charwomen who work all the time get twice that 
amount, or $480, and in addition to that will get the bonus of 
the higher pay. 

Mr. CANDLER. These people work about two hours a day, 
and if the gentleman feels like he ought to shed tears—— 

Mr. JUUL. These people work five hours a day, but it does 
not make any difference whether they work four or five hours 
if they work just long enough—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JUUL. May I have one minute or two? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman to proceed for one minute? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. JUUL. Now, they work just long enough under the 
terms of their employment. Now, you gentlemen who sit 
here upon this floor have it within your power to right a wrong, 
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to cure an evil. ‘For this.Congress to go before the people with 
items like this is stultification itself. We ought not to do it and 
should not do it. Some gentleman whispered in my ear when 
talking upon this fleer the last time om this subject that they 
are colored people. The gentleman who presides over this com- 
mittee to-day has a lot of them in his district, and I have a lot 
in mine, and I do not like to say that I voted for a ‘bill that 
contained items ef $240 a year for people even for a fraction 
of time. Now, let us have some conscience and do something. 
You gentlemen have it in your power to raise these figures. 
Take out the half million dollars and use it in the direction I 
have indicated and do something. Do not let us go home witha 
bill containing items like this. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. CANNON. -Mr. Chairman, I oppose the motion to strike 
out the iast word, in order to say a word. 

A great many people are anxious about the national forests. 
IT am anxious about them. There is no great amount of revenue 
that comes from them, and the chief use of this service, as I 
understand it, is in preserving them for the sake of the timber. 
And I suppose the timber ought to be there always, for some 
of these national sharps or experts say that the whole United 
States would dry up if it was not for the timber in the moun- 
tains, where the water is chiefly preduced by reason of the con- 
servation ef the moisture. 

A geod many things have been entered upon in the name of 
the preservation of the forests. The school children, the maga- 
zines, the Pinchets, the people who did not have much of ‘any- 
thing else to do, and seme who wanted something to do finally 
got our southern friends to unite with our New England friends 
in order to make improvements in the Appalachian forests. 
Our southern friends were not much interested at first. I. do 
not know, but I have a suspicion that the mountain forests are 
to be regrown, but that will be in the remote years, say, in 
6919 instead of 1919. It will take a leng time to restore these 
original forests, and long before that happens there will be 
other use found for the land. 

Now, I am for an appropriation for the preservation of the 
forests. The great enemy of the forests, as I understand, ‘is 
fire, especially in our western country. Therefore we have to 
have fire fighters. I weuid vote for this appropriation if these 
people ceuld all fight fire, if they did not do anything else to 
bring in the revenue. 

My friend spoke of the black walnut, from which the stocks 
of the guns are made. Now, I want to tell you something. 
When I was a boy, growing in strength and ability to take a 
hand, I helped to eut dewn the most magnificent walnut, poplar, 
and oak trees in that great forest in Indiana, and that we had 
to cut down—we did not knew we could live on the prairie— 
that we might be able to plant corn. 

3nt I want to tell my friend that there were no forests in 
central er northern Illineis to speak of when it was in a state 
of nature. Now the black walnut is being grown: there very 
largely, the trees being grown there from the seed. All you 
have to do is to lead up a wagon with walnuts, plew a furrow, 
scatter the walnuts in the furrow, and cover them with the soil. 
They grow without being cultivated and do not need any pro- 
tection. And I undertake to say now—and I want the attention 
ef my Lilinois collieagues—that there is more timber in central 
Illinois and nerthern Illinois—100 per cent more, and I think 
it is greater than that now—than there was when the wild 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit, it 
does not controvert my position at all, but only enyphasizes it. 
The people of Lliinois have been planting trees, but other great 
sections of the country have been absolutely wasting the forests. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, we destreyed the ferests in ‘Ohio, de- 
stroyed them in Indiana; they were largely destroyed in Ken- 
tucky, as 1 understand it, and in Missouri. What for? That 
we mnight have some place in which to plant corn. We did mot 
know that we could live en the prairie. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman frem Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a minute mere. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois: asks unani- 
meus consent to preceed fer one minute more. Is there ob- 
ject ion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I am going to vote ‘for this appropriation. 
It will do some good. I think it will do more good than harm. 
But God save us from the horrer ef conservationists who have 
enough to live on but who fill up the magazines and get publicity. 
{ Applause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

White River National Forest, Colo., $6,272. 
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Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the tast 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. PLATT. I do so in order to ask the chairman of the 
committee, or some one who knows, whether or not it is a fact 
that a good many of these so-called forests—for instance, ‘those 
in Colorado and Idaho, and so forth—are not forests at all, 
having no trees at all on them? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They are included in the Forest Service. I 
thiak that is true that some of them have very few trees on them. 

Mr. PLATT. You can not make much in selling stumpage on 
land that has no forest there. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But there is some grazing there. 

Mr. PLATT. Why are they called “forests” when they are 
not forests? 

Mr. HAUGHN. They ‘are used for grazing cattle and sheep, 
and a charge is made for the grazing privilege. That accounts 
for the fact that the grazing receipts are'largely in excess of 
the receipts from the sale of timber. 

Mr. PLATT. Unless they are trying to make forests of them 
I do not understand why they should be called “forests.” 
They are just, generally speaking, public lands. ‘Now, in the 
State of New Yerk we have a ‘great forest ‘area known as the 
Adirondack Park, sometimes known as the North Woods, and 
we run our forestry on absolutely scientific principles. Under 
the constitution of the State of New York no one is allowed 
to cut down-a tree. The trees stay there until they rot. That 
is scientific forestry. Nobody gets any good out of the New 
York State forests.except the people who are able to go up 
there and hunt deer, or occasional tramps -and mountain 
climbers, like myself. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
yield? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. In reference to the question that the 
gentleman from New York propounded to the committee, I 
will say that it is my understanding that the Forestry Bureau 
is engaged in reforesting some of these reserves. 

Mr. PLATT. I have been through the West, and I have scen 
some of those areas where forests could not be grown even 
under a century of irrigation. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
grow trees or anything else. 

Mr. PLATT. I merely want to say that'I think these terms 
ought to be made to correspond with the facts, and forestry 
ought to be practiced on land that is either forest or can be 
forested, not on land where trees will mot grow and where 
trees do not grow. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro'forma amendment is withdrawn. 
The Clerk will ‘read. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 

In.all, for the use,. maintenance, improvement,; protection, and cen- 
eral administration of the specified national forests, $2,069,201: Pro- 
vided, That the foregoing amounts appropriated for such purposes shall 
be available interchangeably in the discretion of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture for the necessary expenditures for fire protection and other 
unforeseen exigencies: Provided further, That the amounts so intcr- 
changed shall not exceed in the aggregate 10 per cent of all Smounts so 
appropriated. 

Mr. DOWELL. 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
out the last word. 

Mr. DOWELL. I arise for the purpose of making an inquiry 
of the chairman or other member of the committee relative to 
the proviso making available and interchangeable, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, 10 per cent of the «ap- 
propriation. It is stated in the bill that it is for “fire protec- 
tion and other unforeseen exigencies.” Is that the purpose for 
which it is used? If so, then why, may I inquire, is the specific 
appropriation made at the bottom of the page, line 21, appro- 
priating $150,000 for this specific purpese? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. ‘Will my colleague allow me to answer 
that? 

Mr. DOWELL. “My interpretation of this is‘that the language 
to which I refer will permit the juggling about of something in 
the neighborhood of $200,000 of this appropriation. 

Mr. HAUGEN. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars is an 
emergency fund. 

Mr. DOWELL. But the $150,000 is for the specific purpose 
of fire protection and unforeseen emergencies. Now, in the 
language that I have just quoted to the gentleman 10 per cent 
of the amount appropriated, which is something over $200,000, 
is made available for the same purpose. If the $150,000 is not 
sufficient for fire protection, why does not the department ask 
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for a svSicient amount, and why is the committee placing some- 
thing cver $200,000 here to be juggled about by the Secretary of 
Agriculture from. one to another purpose, or for any purpose 
for which he sees fit to use it? 

Mr. HAUGEN. In years past it has been urgently requested 
that the $150,000 be made $1,000,000. The committee thought 
it was not necessary to carry $1,000,000, and that the $150,000 
might be sufficient. It has met all requirements, except now and 
then, when the expenditure has largely exceeded $150,000. So 
we have a provision here to the effect that 10 per cent may be 
transferred from one to another in case of emergency. 

Mr. DOWELL. Then why does not the committee recom- 
mend that it be transferred for fire purposes only, so that it 
could not be used for other purposes? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is left to the Secretary to determine where 
these transfers shall be made. Whether wise or not, that has 
been the policy and we have adhered to that policy. 

Mr. DOWELL. I think the committee should determine the 
amount necessary for each item, and it should allow the Secre- 
tary the amount that is necessary, and none of this fund should 
be subject to transfer from one purpose to another. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague 
yield? 

Mr. DOWELL. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I am surprised that my friend does 
not see this, that if this provision were stricken out there 
would be some money that they could not expend. This fixes 
it so that they can spend all of it. Does not the gentleman 
see how necessary that 1s? 

Mr. DOWELL. I understand how it can be used; but what 
I am inquiring about is why the committee does not see to it 
that the appropriations which are made are made for specific 
purposes, and are used for those purposes or else covered back 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If the gentleman should give to the com- 
mittee an estimate of the number of forest fires in a year it 
might be possible for the committee to estimate the amount 
that would be required, but we have not had any one to do that. 

Mr. DOWELL. What I am calling attention to is the action 
of the committee in fixing the amount at $150,000. You have 
said in this report that $150,000 should be set aside for that 
purpose. Now, if the experience of the department shows that 
it is entitled to more than $150,000 this committee should have 
indicated to the House what amount should be appropriated, 
and if it has not been more than $150,000, then this other per- 
mission to transfer should not be authorized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the selection, classification, and segregation of lands within the 
boundaries of national forests that may be opened to homestead settle- 
ment and entry under the homestead laws applicable to the national 
forests; for the examination and sypences! of lands in effecting ex- 
changes authorized by law; and for the survey and platting of certain 
lands, chiefly valuable for agriculture, now listed or to be listed within 
the national forests, under the act of June 11, 1906 (34 Stats., p. 233), 
and the act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stats., p. 1095), as provided by the 
act of March 4, 1913, $107,600. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I want to return to page 43, to 
ask a question of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
LEVER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 43 for the purpose of asking « 
question of the gentleman from South Carolina. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOOHER. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to tell the committee what is meant by the last 
seven or eight lines on page 43? What is that for? After all 
these appropriations for expenses, for these different forests, 
then you close up with an item as follows: 

For necessary miscellaneous expenses incident to the general ad- 
ministration of the Forest Service and of the national forests speci- 
fied above: 

National Forest District One, $61,700; 
National Forest District Two, $47,800 ; 
National Forest District Three, $55,200; 
National Forest District Four, $49,500; 
National Forest District Five, $69,740; 
National Forest District Six, $60,800 ; 


National Forest District Seven, $14,900; 
the District of Columbia, $122,850. 


What is that for? 

Mr. LEVER. That includes the general overhead expenses 
in the city of Washington and these various headquarters. 
Mr. BOOHER. There is about $500,000 for these items. 

is a large sum of money. 
Mr. LEVER. Yes; but the Forest Service is a large service. 
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Mr. BOOHER. You expend a tremendously large sum before 
you get to that, so there is close to $3,000,000 for the Forest 
Service. 

Mr. LEVER. It is more than that. The total expenses of 
the Forest Service amount to about $5,000,000. 

Mr. BOOHER. I think there ought to be some statement to 
the House as to where these forest reserves are and why there 
should be such a large expenditure. 

Mr. LEVER. I am not in charge of the bill, and I have not 
prepared myself to make such a statement. I think I could say 
something about the forests that might be of interest to the 
House, but I did not think it was my duty under the circum- 
stances to do it, and therefore have not done it. 

Mr. BOOHER. What is the Forest Service in Washington? 
What is it composed of? 

Mr. LEVER. The Forest Service here is located on F Street 
near Ninth, in the Atlantic Building, I believe, and it consists of 
a chief forester at a salary of $5,000, and sundry larger and 
smaller clerks, stenographers, and typewriters. It consists of 
chairs, desks, and furniture of all kinds such as you would ordi- 
narily find in an office. 

Mr. BOOHER. You appropriate for every one of these clerks 
in that office and for the chief forester under the head of ex- 
penses of the Forest Service. Then this amount is in connection 
with the administration in that office building, it is? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. BOOHER. What is it? 

Mr. LEVER. A portion of this fund is expended in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the amount being $122,850. Seriously, that 
amount is expended for what is generally described as general 
administrative expenses, including what you would call in busi-* 
hess general overhead expenses. 

Mr. BOOHER. That includes the payment of clerks, does it 
not? 

Mr. LEVER. Not entirely; no. 

Mr. BOOHER. It includes it? 

Mr. LEVER. No; the clerks are set out on the statutory roll, 
most of them. This would include all expenses such as furni- 
ture and various and sundry things of that kind. I have not 
looked into it since last year. 

Mr. BOOHER. It is a pretty large sum, and it seems to me 
the House is entitled to some more specific information. 

Mr. LEVER. It is a large sum. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of tree seed, cones, and nursery stock, for seeding 
and tree planting within national forests, and for experiments and in- 
vestigations necessary for such seeding and tree planting, $145,640: 
Provided, That of this sum the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized 
to use so Much as may be necessary, but not to exceed $200, to acquire 
by purchase land now used as a forest nursery site for the Michigan 
National Forest. 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve a point of order on the proviso. 
What is the necessity for acquiring this land? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is a small tract of land in Michigan. The 
location, I believe, is in block 14 of an addition to a town. I 
do not recall the name of the town; but an office is maintained 
there, and it is necessary to purchase a small tract of land for 
$200. 

Mr. WALSH. To maintain an office? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The office is being maintained at the present 
time, and this is for the purchase of additional land. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY. 


Salaries, Bureau of Chemistry: One chemist, who shall be chief of 
bureau, $5,000; 1 chief clerk, $2,500; 1 administrative assistant, 
$2,500 ; 3 executive clerks, at $2,000 each; 10 clerks, class 4; 13 clerks, 
class 3; 2 clerks, at $1,440 each; 20 clerks, class 2; 1 clerk, $1,300; 
75 clerks, class 1; 1 clerk, $1,100; 13 clerks, at $1,020 each ; 15 clerks, 
at $1,000 each; 2 multigraph operators, at $1,000 each; 1 clerk, $960; 
11 clerks, at $900 each; 2 food and drug inspectors, at $2,500 each; 2 
food and drug inspectors, at $2,250 each; 1 food and drug inspector, 
$2,120 ; 13 food and drug inspectors, at $2,000 each; 13 food and drug 
inspectors, at $1,800 each; 1 food and drug inspector, $1,620; 11 food 
and drug inspectors, at $1,600 each; 10 food and drug inspectors, at 
$1,400 each ; 1 assistant, $1,600 ; 4 laboratory helpers, at $1,200 each ; 
1 laboratory helper, $1,020; 4 laboratory helpers, at $1,000 each; 4 
laboratory helpers, at $960 each; 3 laboratory helpers, at $900 each ; 
7 laboratory helpers, at $840 each ; 2 laboratory helpers, at $780 each ; 
24 laboratory helpers or laborers, at $720 each ; 2 laboratory helpers or 
laborers, at $660 each ; 27 laboratory helpers or laborers, at $600 each ; 
1 laboratory assistant, $1,200; 1 toolmaker, $1,200;.3 samplers, at 

1,200 each; 1 janitor, $1,020; 1 mechanic, $1,800; 2 mechanics, at 
1,400 each; 1 mechanic, $1,200; 1 mechanic, $1,020; 1 mechanic, 

,000; 1 mechanic, $960; 1 mechanic, $900; 2 student assistants, at 
$300 each; 2 messengers, at $840 each; 1 skilled laborer, $1,050; 1 
skilled laborer, $840 ; ; messenger boys, at $600 each ; 3 messenger boys, 
at $540 each; 6 messenger boys, at $480 each; 3 messenger boys, at 
$420 each; 2 messenger boys, at $360 each: 7 laborers, at $480 each; 
13 charwomen, at $240 each; in all, $411,670. 
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Mr. WALSH. I make a point ef order upon the words “ one | 
administrative assistant, $2,500,” at the bettom. ef page 47 and | 
the top of page 48. That creates a new position not carried in 
current law, and there is no authority for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is susiained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigating the preparation for market, handling, grading, pack: | 
ing, freezing. drying, storing, transportation, and preservation of peuliry 
and eggs, and for experimental shipments of poultry and eggs within 
the United States, in coeperation with the Bureau of Markets and the 
Bureau of Animal Industry, $45,000, 

Mr. SNELE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I notice that the appropriation carried in this paragraph 
is increased $5,000. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee what investigation has been carried on by this depart- 
ment during the past year and what new information have we 
obtained in the marketing, handling, grading; packing, freezing, 
drying, storing, transportation, and preservation of poultry 
and eggs, and what reason is there for an increase of this 
appropriation this year of $5,000? 

Mr. HAUGEN. This is an item that has been carried in the 
bill for a number of years; increases have been estimated for | 
from time to time and some allowed by the committee. A very | 
good showing for this increase was made by the department. 

Mr. SNELL. What definite work are they doing or have they | 
done during the last year? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Continuing the work that they have been | 
doing in the past. I will read from the hearing: 

The study of the utilization for poultry fleshing of feeds now wholly | 
or largely wasted——— 

Mr. SNELL. This work has to do with the preservation of 
poultry and eggs, and so forth. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The hearings state that the Bureau of Animal 
Industry handles the matter of breeding and raising poultry 
on the farm. The Bureau of Chemistry got into this line of 
work. The question arose whether birds should be drawn before 
putting into cold storage. Out of cold-storage problems devel- 
oped this work. There was a great loss in transportation which 
could be prevented by experiments in this line. Now, the 
increase@ cost of traveling and supplies of all kinds makes an 
additional fund necessary. The hearing gives a quite extensive 
report of the work done by this bureau, which is largely a 
continuation of the work that has been carried on for a number 
of years. 

Mr. SNELL. Do they do anything as to the handling, pack- 
ing, freezing, and storing of poultry and eggs? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They do a goed deal. 

Mr. SNELL. What have they done in an experimental way 
as to the shipment of peultry and eggs? : 

Mr. HAUGEN. They claim that they have done considerable 
work. They took up the matter with the transportation com- 
panies and recommended improvements in the refrigerator cars 
and.in the method of storing which have been of great benefit 
and value. 

Mr. SNELL. It seems to me that if there is not some definite, 
positive value coming from it, we should cut it out. I can not 
see anything but a general statement of the department that 
they want to continue the work. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is the general statement. 

Mr. SNELL. I think the time has arrived when we should | 
stop taking general statements on $45,000 appropriations. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Has the gentleman noticed | 
that later on in the bill the Bureau of Markets has extensive | 
appropriations for a variety of things for the same purpose? | 
They have appropriations separate and apart, fixed up ip a lump- | 
sum way, so that they may investigate substantially the same 
things. If the gentleman should move to strike out the para- 
graph, does he think that the business of the Government would | 
ceuse to operate? 

Mr. SNELL. I do not, and unless there is some special reason 
better than a general statement, I shall move to strike out the | 
whole paragraph. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I trust that if anything is to be struck out | 
we shall net take the Bureau of Chemistry but the bureaus | 
where the larger increases have been made, and in which there 
may be a duplication. 

Mr. SNELL. This is not under the Bureau of Chemistry. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes, it is; but if the gentie- 
man will permit, L wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
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goats to transfer that 





why it is that under the Bureau of Chemistry an appropriation 
of $45,000 should be made, and under the Bureau of Markets 
another appropriation made for substantially. the same thing, 
and on page 51, $13,000 should be appropriated for the Bureau 
of Chemistry to cooperate with the Bureau of Plant Industry 
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and the Bureau of Markets. It would seem as if one bureau 
was. tumbling over the other and getting a separate: fund to do 
the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from. New 
York has expired. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous. consent to 
proceed for five minutes. more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNELL. That is exactly what I am trying to get at. 
There seems to be a duplication of effort. The only way we 
will ever stop it will be by beginning to strike out the appro- 
priations for the duplications. You will never stop them unless 
you quit appropriating for them. I do net. know of any better 
place to start than right here, and. unless there is good. reason 
for keeping the paragraph in the bill, I propose to meve to strike 
it out. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let me read to the gentleman from the hear- 
ings on page 77. Dr. Alsberg says: 

The Bureau of Animal Industry handles the matter of breeding and 


raising poultry on the farm. The Bureau of Chemistry got. into this line 
of work originally because of certain questions which arose with refer- 


| ence to the application of the food and drugs act to cold-storage 


yroblems. .The question arose as to whether the birds should be drawn 
pefore peing.pet into cold storage. Out of certain cold-storage problems 
developed this work. Such studies were not at that time being madc 
anywhere: else. It might have been done elsewhere, and we are now 
art of it which it bears on the Bureau of 
arkets, the experimental laboratory work remaining where it is. 

Mr. SNELL. That is going to be transferred. 

Mr. HAUGEN. A part of it is going to be transferred. 

Mr. SNELL. Then there is no reason for inereasing. the 
appropriation. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is.a very urgent request for it. 

Mr. SNELL. I do not care about the urgent request; is there 
an absolute need of it? 

Mr, HAUGEN. In the opinion of the committee there is abso- 
lute need of it. The committee has not reported a dollar of 
appropriation in this. bill except where the committee thinks it 
would be wisely and judiciously expended. I call the gentie- 
man’s attention: to the fact that the committee reduced tho 
appropriation in this bill by several. million dollars from what 
it. was; and when. the bill passed. the House the Senate committer 
increased it $5,000,000. 

Mr. SNELL... We are increasing it at the present time, and 
the gentleman says that a part of the activities should be trans- 
ferred. Still you are increasing the appropriation. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But the country. and the department is grow- 
ing every year. We are proud of the fact that they are ad- 
vancing. 

Mr. SNELL. Yes; we have had tiose general claims until I 
am sick of it. What I wart to do is to keep the appropriations 
down to what are necessary. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will go as far as any Member in the House 
to. cut out every dollar that can not be wisely and judiciously 
expended. If anybody can show me where it can not be judi- 
ciously and wisely expended, I am for cutting it out. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, in line 17, page 50, I move to 
strike out the figures “ $45,000” and insert ‘“ $40,000.” 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SNELL) there were 28 ayes and 36 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the paragraph. I do this in deference to a number of 
gentlemen on this side who are inclined to think that the gentle- 


| man from New York [Mr. SNretx] did not go far enough. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 


| an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 50, strike out the paragraph beginning on line 12 and ending on 


| line 17. 


Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. Moore] yield to his colleague? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
know whether or not the gentleman has any information as to 
whether cold storage increases er decreases the price of food 
generally. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is- a moot question. 
Without cold storage, of course, we could not endure very long in 
large communities under existing conditions: . 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I know that cold storage is 
important; but, in the gentleman’s opinion, ‘does it inerease or 
decrease the price of food? 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As a primary proposition cold 
storage would increase the price of food because of the cost of 
cold storage, but cold storage is absolutely essential to the 
_ preservation of food if it is to be preserved for distribution in 
large communities. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Would it not naturally seem 
to decrease it because they are able to store it at a time when it 
is plentiful? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The price of food in cold 
storage might decrease in the event there should be a glut of 
food in the market, but the primary cost would be increased 
unquestionably because of the plant that has to be reared, 
because of the overhead charges that have to be maintained in 
order to keep and preserve food. There are suggestions abroad 
that cold storage enables those who control the cold storage to 
sometimes control the price of food. I am not intending to dis- 
cuss that question now. Cold storage is absolutely essential to 
the preservation of the food supply of large communities. 
The question of price is one, of course, of regulation. There 
is some Government regulation of products in cold-storage ware- 
houses. Some people think that regulation does not go far 
enough. Some contend that by reason of the accumulation of 
foodstuffs in cold-storage warehouses the price is made higher 
than it ought to be in view of the supply on hand. Take eggs, 
for instance. It is always a matter of amazement to me that 
during the months of April and May and June, when the hens 
are laying, when eggs should be plentiful, the price should be 
so high and the difficulty of securing fresh eggs so apparent. 
The hens are laying now, I will say to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, and we ought to get fresh eggs at a reasonable price, 
but somewhere between the farmer and the cold-storage ware- 
house and the consumer we have to pay the same old price, 
almost as much to-day as we do in the wintertime. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, as a matter of fact I am rather 
familiar with the cold-storage proposition in the State of Dela- 
ware. It increases the price of eggs all of the year around, and 
for a very obvious reason. The cold-storage man sends out in 
the prolific months of May, June, July, and to a certain part of 
August, and he buys up the eggs at the prevailing prices. He 
buys them carefully. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
in Nebraska, and in Kansas. 

Mr. LAYTON. He buys them everywhere. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And he has to pay the expense 
of bringing them here. The farmer may not get the price that 
we have to pay for them in the large cities; he certainly does 
not. 

Mr. LAYTON. And the very fact that he goes and buys these 
eggs in the prolific months has the tendency to stimulate and 
keep up the price when the hen is laying, and after he gets 
his hands on the eggs and puts them in cold storage you pay 
just exactly what he charges you. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am rather glad the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania raised this question, because we have 
had this illuminating speech from the gentleman from Delaware 
(Mr. Layton]. The fact remains that my constituents, who are 
largely consumers, who do not produce eggs, because they have 
no farms on which to harbor the hen, have to pay substantially 
the same price now for eggs that they will pay next December 
and January. That is under somebody’s control. I wish the 
control might be broken, so that we could get fresh eggs in April 
and May, when the hens of Iowa and Nebraska and Kansas are 
laying, at the price at which the farmer sells them, with a 
reasonable profit to the man who handles them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, may I correct 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] to this extent— 
that hens roost, they do not go into harbors. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the Kansas hen lays while 
roosting she is different from other hens. [Laughter.] 

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. Well, they do not even go in a 
harbor to lay. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 


And: he buys them in Iowa, 
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by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out the para- | 
| made by the gentleman from Massachusetts will not hold, but I 
;} am not able to put my hand at the moment on the statute cre- 
| ating the Bureau of Chemistry. The Bureau of Chemistry is 


graph. 
The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes 
appeared to have it. 


On a division (demanded by Mr. Havucen) there were—ayes | 


29, noes 31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigating the handling, grading, packing, canning, freezing, 
storing, and transportation of fish, oysters and other shellfish, and for 


experimental shipments of fish, for the utilization of waste products, 
and the development of new sources of food, $20,000. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order—I will 
reserve it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentieman make or reserve the 
point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. I will reserve it. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I \7ould like to make some 
inquiry in reference to this item along the line that has been 
referred to so much here, of the duplication of work in the bu- 
reaus of the various departments. I had supposed the fish indus- 
try of the country was under the Bureau of Fisheries, connected 
with the Department of Commerce. We have all sorts of appro- 
priations for the Department of Commerce for this very kind of 
work. I can see no advantage to the agricultural interests of 
the country in placing an item of this kind into the Agricultural 
appropriation bill. Is it not another instance of this very dupli- 
eation which has been referred to frequently during this debate 
to-day and yesterday? I for one would feel, if the point of order 
is not sustained, unless there was some further explanation given 
of this item than appears in the report on page 13, it certainly 
ought to be stricken out. Of course, I do not know what my col- 
league’s point of order may be on it. It evidently is not new in 
that the report refers to a combination and an increase in the 
appropriation of $1,000 over what it was previously. It does 
not appear to me that anything having to do with “ the handling, 
grading, packing, canning, freezing, storing, and the transporta- 
tion of fish, oysters, and other shellfish, and for experimental 
shipments of fish,” has anything whatsoever to do with an Agri- 
cultural appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the geritleman make the point of 
order? 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 
gentleman from Massachusetts desire to be heard? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is not subject to a point of order; I do not 
concede the point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order. This paragraph is 
not new in the sense that it was carried in the bill last year, and 
I think part of it was carried the year before, but the mere fact 
that an item is carried in a current appropriation bill for 1 
year or 2 years or 10 years does not make it in order, unless 
there is specific authority of law in the act creating the depart- 
ment for making that particular appropriation. Now, the Chair 
yesterday had the organic act before him, and I assume probably 
has it available at the present time, and there is nothing in the 
organic act creating the Department of Agriculture which can, 
by a reasonable interpretation, be considered to include shell- 
fish, fish, and oysters. If they are agricultural products it is 
certainly a new interpretation to be put upon those particular 
commodities. They may grow near the shore, but certainly are 
not the product of agriculture or any agricultural activity. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. The item refers to the transportation of fish, 
oysters, and other shellfish. That pertains to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce or the Department of Com- 
merce. Why, this is a joke. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois is aware, as my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. 
TrEADWAY] pointed out, that there is another activity of the 
Government in the Department of Commerce, the Bureau of 
Fisheries, making investigations along similar lines to this, is- 
suing bulletins, sending out statements from the commissioner, 
and endeavoring to increase and stimulate the use of oysters, 
shellfish, and other fish for food. Now, here is clearly a dupli- 
cation, but that is more a matter of the merits of the proposition. 
What I desired to direct the Chair’s attention to is that there is 
nothing in the act creating the Department of Agriculture which 
permits them to go into marine and shore products and consider 
them as agricultural activities, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 


Does the 


The question is on the amendment offered | South Carolina. 


Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman I am satisfied the point of order 


not organized under the organic act of the Department of Agri- 
culture, but is organized under a separate act, and I am con- 
fident if I might have the opportunity to examine the statutes 
I might convince the Chair that there was authority of law 
under which these investigations can be made, and I ask unani- 
mous consent, if the chairman will permit me, to pass this item 
over temporarily. 

Mr. WALSH. 
request? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 


Wil! the gentleman yield vefore he makes that 
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Mr. WALSH. What chemical problem or discovery in chem- 
istry could be announced to a waiting world by investigating, 
under the supervision of the Bureau of Chemistry, into the 
transportation of fish, oysters, and other shellfish? 

Mr. LEVER. In answer to the gentleman’s question, I will 
say the matter in which we are directly concerned at this time 
will not be the information I might give in answer to the gen- 
tleman’s question, but whether or not this matter is really in 
order. And at the proper time I would be very glad to try to 
give the gentieman the lines followed under the investigation. 
But the gentleman, I am sure—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing the item 
over? 

Mr. WALSH. I think the item ought to be disposed of, 
either by keeping it in or striking it out, on a ruling. The 
Chair may intend to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. I dislike to ask the Chair to overrule the point 
of order when I am unable at the moment to put my hand on 
the act creating the Bureau of Chemistry. The act creating 
that bureau, as I recall it, having examined it at other sessions, 
confers very, very broad authority on the Bureau of Chemistry, 
and I think it would be the orderly procedure to pass the mat- 
ter over temporarily. 

Mr. WALSH. All right. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the biological investigation of food and drug products and sub- 
stances used in the manufacture thereof, including investigations of the 
physiological effects of such products on the human organism, $15,000. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Treapway: Page 50, strike out the para- 
graph beginning in line 23 and ending in line 26, 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, is it not advisable to have 
a little information as we go along on these items? We are 
appropriating for the support of the Department of Agriculture 
for the ensuing year. I suppose there may be—and if there is 
I we like to have the information thereon—some concrete 
connection between “the biological investigation of food and 
drug products and substances used in the manufacture thereof 
and the physiological effects of such products on the human 
organism” and an Agricultural appropriation bill. There may 
1e direct connection between that sort of an appropriation 
1 the support of the Department of Agriculture for the en- 
suing year, but it is very far-fetched. There are departments 
of chemistry, I suppose, and chemical opportunity for analysis, 
and all sorts of things, but just where the connection comes in 
this kind of a chemical and biological investigation in order to 
show “the physiological effects of such products on the human 
organism” I call on the Committee on Agriculture to inform 
this House. I think my amendment to strike out the paragraph 
is well in order and should be adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. With pleasure; but I plead ignorance. I 
cai not think of any question that will involve any explanation 
of that item or information I could give the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is not the gentleman inclined 
to think that the baking-powder row that ran so extensively a 
few years ago was conducted under this appropriation or some- 
thing similar? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think it must have been much larger if 
it had anything to do with baking powder. This would not 
have gone very far. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 

‘The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

(mn a division (demanded by Mr. Lever) the committee di- 
vided ; and there were—ayes 34, noes 32. 

Mir. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Treapway and Mr. Lever took 
their places as tellers. 

The committee again 
noes 34. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ For the study and improvement of methods of utilizing by-products of 
citrus fruits; and the investigation and development of methods for 


determining maturity in fruits and vegetables, in cooperation with the 
Bureau of Plant Industry and the Bureau of Markets, $13,000. 


a pause.] 


ule 


be soi 


ane 


I guess the row is nearly 


divided; and there were—ayes 43, 
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Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
the last word. 

I am one of the new Members, receiving the careful solicita- 
tion of this side of the House and of the other side of the 
House. I happen to come from a farming district in the State 
of Illinois that enjoys the distinction of being the greatest 
farming district in the United States. My people sent me here 
not to ask for preferred legislation, but to see that their inter- 
ests were conserved and conserved the same as the interests 
of the constituency of any other Member on this floor. But I 
submit to you, as a new Congressman, that it is a little bit hard 
for us to determine, upon these questions of importance, just 
how we ought to vote, and in behalf of the new Republican 
Members I want to suggest to the leadership on this side that 
we get together and not permit a minority to outvote us seven 
times out of ten. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigation and experiment in the utilization, for coloring pur- 
poses, of raw materials grown or produced in the United States, in 
cooperation with such persons, associations, or corporations as may be 
found necessary, including repairs, alterations, improvements, or addi- 
tions to a building on the Arlington Experimental Farm, $100,000. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
out the last word. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
attention of the chairman of the committee. Is the object of 
this paragraph the investigation of vegetable dyes? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; it is a general study. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. What I mean is this: Is it confined 
to vegetable dyes? I observe this provision: “ For investiga- 
tion and experiment in the utilization, for coloring purposes, of 
raw materials grown or produced in the United States.” What 
do the words “ or produced ” mean? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is “for investigation and experiment in 
the utilization, for coloring purposes of raw materials grown 
or produced in the United States, in cooperation with suc 
persons, associations, or corporations as may be found neces- 
sary.” 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Well, what does it mean? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It will take some time to go through the 
hearings. It is not confined to any particular item, but it ts 
to carry on an investigation. This is a question that has arisen, 
whether this investigation should be carried on by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture or by the Bureau of Standards. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Do I understand that this would include 
the investigation of coal-tar products for use in dyes? I will 
repeat my question for the benefit of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. LEVER], who I know has given a good deal of 
attention to this matter: Is this item confined to the investiga- 
tion of vegetable dyes? 

Mr. LEVER. It is. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And no other? 

Mr. LEVER. No other. This item, as the gentleman will 
recall, I think, was drawn on the floor of the House. It was 
certainly amended on the floor of the House, and it was drawn 
with the distinct purpose and idea of segregating and sepa- 
rating the work of the Bureau of Standards from that of the 
Bureau of Chemistry in the dye investigation. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is what I wanted to ask. 
long has this item been carried in the bill? 

Mr. LEVER. This is the second time, as I recall. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. How much is this an increase over the 
first time? 

Mr. LEVER. This is an increase of $29,000. This is to com- 
plete a building, and it is made necessary by the very large 
increase of wages and materials and things of that kind. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Have the results of their investigation 
been published yet? : 

Mr. LEVER. They have not. The truth of the matter is that 
their investigation has not gone very far yet. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman state to what ex- 
tent the vegetable dyes are used in this country, if at all? 

Mr. LEVER. My recollection is, from the information I 
gathered some time ago, that vegetable dyes are not very 
largely used at this time, but there is no reason why they 
should not be. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not know of any country in the 
world where vegetable dyes are used to any great extent, except 
in certain tropical countries. Now, it seems to me that $100,000 
for the investigation of an article that is no longer in generai 
use is rather a gross waste of money, and, not having an answer 
that would convince me that $100,000 is necessary for this pur- 
pose, I withdraw the pro forma amendment, and move to strike 
out—— 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Before the gentleman makes 
‘his motion, may I call his attention to the fact that the existing 
law provided an appropriation of $70,720 for the identical pur- 
pose set forth here—additions to buildings and things of that 
kind—and this appropriation is increased from $70,720 to 
$100,000? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Vegetable dyes as fast dyes are practi- 
cally prehistoric to-day, and the expenditure of $100,000 to ex- 
periment on a prehistoric industry, it seems to me, is excessive. 
I do not mind carrying a reasonable appropriation for a few 
years to see if anything can be made out of it. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment, Mr, Chairman, and 
move to strike out the figures “$100,000” and to insert in lieu 
thereof “ $50,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves to strike 
out “ $100,000 ” and to insert “ $50,000.” 

“ Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the mo- 
on. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
recognized. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, this item was put in the bill a 
year ago, I think, and it was put in here because of the situation 
then existing in this country with reference to dyes. Of course, 
gentlemen in this body know that this country for many years 
was almost entirely dependent upon Germany for its dyestuffs. 
The committee reporting the bill felt that we ought to do some- 
thing—everything, in fact, that was possible—that might put 
this country in an independent position in this regard. This item 
was then framed by the committee and submitted to the House, 
and I think on the floor of the House it was so amended that 
there could not be any possible conflict between the work of the 
Bureau of Chemistry in the Department of Agriculture and the 
Bureau of Standards in the Department of Commerce. 

My recollection may be at fault in that respect, but I think the 
statement was made that very little of the appropriation carried 
in the present law was expended at the time these hearings were 
had before the committee, and that this fund was more or less 
a reappropriation of funds that had gone back to the Treasury. 
It will be recalled that the Agricultural appropriation bill last 
year did not get through until very late in the year, and the 
fund was not available until some time in October or Novem- 
ber—I do not recall which month—and a good deal of the work 
of the department therefore suffered for lack of funds; that is, 
the new work, and this was one of the new items. I believe that 
we ought to be rather careful in striking out of this bill items 
which have been carefully passed upon by the committee under 
my cheirmanship and under the very wise chairmanship of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAuGEN], passed upon by the older 
Members of Congress and repassed upon favorably by a com- 
mittee almost new in its personnel. I hope the Members will be 
careful in what they are doing on this proposition. I have no 
personal interest at all in it. I do not know who is doing this 
work. I do not know who is at the head of it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How much of this amount is to be ex- 
pended for alterations and improvements to this building? 

Mr. LEVER. I have not looked that up. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There was a similar appropriation in last 
year’s bill. Was not this building repaired then? 

Mr. LEVER. No; this is a new building, There were no 
repairs on this building. This is the usual language used in 
all the items of this character. The building is not erected yet. 
It is in progress of erection. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. There was a similar appropriation in last 
year’s bill. 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; the increase in this item is about $29,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman says no report has been made 
by the department. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
page 19 of the hearings; I will read it. 

However, you can take a photograph if you have dyed your plate 
with a dye which absorbs the rays of light that are present; for in- 
stance, if you dye a plate red with a certain dye that will absorb 
the red rays, then you can photograph objects that can not be photo- 
graphed with an undyed plate. 

These dyes were made in Europe. As the former chairman of 
the committee has said, we have been dependent upon Germany. 
Now, if it is desired that dyes shall be made in Bngland and in 
Germany and to be dependent upon England and Germany, 
strike out this item. For my part I believe America is the 
proper place. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Has the gentleman ever heard of a 
vegetable dye made in Germany? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have read from the hearings. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Has the gentleman ever heard of a vege- 
table dye made in Germany? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The chief of the division calls attention to 
the work, 


The gentleman from South Carolina is 
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Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I am not familiar with the place where they 
are manufactured. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
House for two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the whole point of this 
proposition is that these dyes are not the dyes as to which 
Germany has had control of the American market. They are 
not the dyes that it is necessary to have in this country in order 
to be able to make explosives or other chemicals. The very 
reason that Germany has had a monopoly of these dyes is be- 
cause they are produced by another method than the vegetable 
method. They are produced out of coal tar, and I venture 
to say that only a negligible percentage of dyes used in this 
country are made out of vegetables. Germany has never made 
an ounce of such dyes in competition with this country. The 
gentleman from Iowa {Mr. Havucen] asks me if I do not think 
that this country ought to be self-sustaining in the dye indus- 
try. Of course I do; but not in a prehistoric dye industry. 
Vegetable dyes are used by savages to dye their waistbands, 
and that is about all that they are used for in the dyeing of 
clothing ; and the idea of expending $100,000 for experimenting 
in‘such a proposition as the manufacture of vegetable dyes is 
to me a gross waste of the public money. 

I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio if he will not modify his amendment by moy- 
ing to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not myself see any real necessity 
for the paragraph, except as the gentleman from South Carolina 
Says it was inserted a year ago, and they have had no opportunity 
to make experiments. So far as I am concerned, I would be 
willing to allow further opportunity for further experimenta- 
tion, and I think half the appropriation would be reasonable 
and ample for the purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will offer a substitute for 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers a sub- 
stitute amendment to that of the gentleman from Ohio to strike 
out the paragraph. : 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, God knows I want appropria- 
tions made for the benefit of the public service. I want all 
necessary investigation to be made. I am willing to appropriate 
whatever is necessary for the well-being of the country, but 
I will not vote for any proposition that further duplicates in- 
vestigations that are already being made or can be made under 
organizations now in being. 

We have under the Interior Department the Bureau of Stand- 
ards. We have spent millions of dollars in perfecting that work, 
and it has been of invaluable use to the whole people. It is 
well organized, with chemists and experts and everybody that 
is necessary to conduct all investigations of this kind or of 
any other kind of a similar nature. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] says that a 
year ago this was done while the war was on. I apprehend 
that there has not been a dollar of this money expended, and 
the Agriculture Department come now with the appropriation 
increased to $100,000. The war is over. We will soon be in 
competition with Germany on these dyes from coal tar. When 
the war was being carried on, on account of the submarines 
and the fact that we needed shipping, we could have no con- 
nection with Germany, and we suffered for 12 months or 2 
years perhaps for the want of proper dyes. Necessity is the 
mother of invention, We went to work and are making to-day 
all the dyes that we need, and we make them as well as Ger- 
many makes them, thank God. [Applause.] 

Now, we will need later on a protection of that industry. 
Germany will undoubtedly compete, or attempt to compete, and 
undertake to run our people out of the business and get pos- 
session of our market as to dyes. We will meet that question 
when we come to it. 

What is the use of expending $100,000 for vegetable dyes. I 
confirm, so far as whatever knowledge on the subject I have, 
the statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoneowortH] 
that the vegetable dyes belong to past ages. 

Now, with all the indebtedness we have got to meet, with 
the large debt that none of us can calculate, with the enormous 
taxation of the people who are protesting, and after a bit will 
not only protest but groan under it, what is the use of making 
these needless appropriations? God knows how much we are 
to pay before over four million soldiers, plus their dependents, 
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have received what is called compensation but which in fact 
are pensions two or three times higher than any pensions granted 
by any government or earth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I am safe in saying, after something 
of an investigation, that the annual payments to our soldiers 
to be adjudicated by the War Risk Bureau will amount con- 
servatively at the minimum to $500,000,000 annually. 

There will be increases and increases. Are you going to 
repeal that law? God knows we will not—not a line of it. 
{Applause.] We will keep the pledge we wrote in that legis- 
lation when we declared war or shortly thereafter. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Many a mickle makes a muckle. I represent a farmer con- 
stituency; two-thirds of them are farmers, owning the best 
farming country in the world, as good as Ilowa—I won’t say 
any better—as good as Missouri—I won't say any better— 
but we have six States that produce nine-tenths of the meat 
and cereals produced in the United States. 

Now, we have got our hands full. Let us look at it without 
prejudice and not unnecessarily pass laws that in some in- 
stances—I do not say this, though I hae me doots—are chiefly 
to enable specialists to perform service in which they are deeply 
interested at salaries that are satisfactory to them, but which 
will not return to the hundred million people already stagger- 
ing under tremendous Federal, State, municipal, and other 
taxes, any adequate results. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask two or three 
questions solely for information. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonawortH] 
agree that we have outlived the age of vegetable dyes. Have 
our men learned to make these coal-tar dyes? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. We have been making our own 
dyes and have been growing and growing in ability to make 
them, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Have they enough machinery run- 
ning now to supply the United States with these dyes? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. I think I am correct in that. I will ask 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that over $300,000,000 have been invested in 
the dye industry in this country within the past two or three 
yeurs, and we are now producing almost as many colors as we 
heretofore purchased from Germany. 

Mr. CLARIS of Missouri. Then what is the reason you can 
not get a shirt with a red stripe through it that will not wash 
out? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not answer the question because, 

nliike the gentleman from Missouri, I do not wear that kind. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are the prettiest shirts you 
can get. I did manage to pick up one, but I could not get more 
than one. 
CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. BOIES. Mr. Chairman, I have just one or two things 
in my mind to say, and that is that within 24 hours we have 
had from some reliable source, some newspaper, some report 
from some department in Washington, the statement that the 
Americans, still digging into the secrets of Germany, have now 
in their possession nearly all of those secrets having anything 
to do with dyestuffs, so that the people of this country will not 
be bothered in the future in that direction. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOIES. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I simply want to say, in justice to the 
chairman of the committee who spoke about the use of vege- 
table dyes, that I think my friend from Ohio [Mr. LonawortH] 
spoke rather hastily when he said that vegetable dyes are a 
product of past ages. The gentleman is an expert on dyes, but 
I do not think he would want to say that no vegetable dyes 
are used at the present time in this country. A very consider- 
able quantity are still being used, and there might be a question 
as to whether we could not profitably use our vegetable prod- 
ucts in that way. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 
the testimony of Dr. Alsberg, as it appears on page 18 of the 
hearings. He states: 
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We are asking for a material increase to purchase some additional 
equipment and to extend the work. We believe that this particular 
work of the bureau has been of great value to the dye industry— 

Notwithstanding the statement of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. In just a moment. That is the statement of 
the chemist, Dr. Alsberg. He continues: 

We have during the past year done not quite so much in this con- 
nection as we had planned on account of the war. The force of the 
laboratory has been at work on problems relating to the war, to a 
large extent. For example, the Medical Corps needed a dye called 
“vital red.” It was necessary for the Medical Corps to study the 
blood of men who were engaged in flying at high altitudes. The dye 
was heretofore used only in a small way for laboratory experiments, 
and was imported from Europe. 

AsI stated to the gentleman, if he is in favor of having it im- 
ported from Europe, manufactured possibly in Germany, well 
and good, the proper thing would be to strike it from this bill, 
but for my part, I am in favor of developing American indus- 
tries. If there is anything that needs encouragement in the 
United States, it is the dye industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced himself in 
doubt. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 35, noes 41. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the mo- 
tion to strike out is lost? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers [Mr. CANNON 
and Mr. HavcEN] reported that there were—ayes 36, noes 47. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it takes a quorum, and I make 
that point. I think it is adjourning time, anyway. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, pending that, will the gen- 
tleman withhold it until I can make a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. If the committee determines to rise, the 
Chair having declared the matter lost, what will be the par- 
liamentary status when the committee again resumes its sitting? 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum being present at the time the 
declaration was made and the point of no quorum being raised, 
the Chair would rule this question will be up for a vote to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
tle it right now. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I withdraw my motion, because we will set- 


The Chair will count, 

Mr. CANNON. Why, the vote just taken showed no quorum. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, on the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa to rise I ask for tellers. 

Mr. WALSH. That was withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order; the Chair is 
counting for a quorum. 

Mr. LEVER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. The gentle- 
man from Iowa has just withdrawn that motion. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman can renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ninety-five gentlemen are present, not a 
quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MappeN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee having had under consideration the bill H. R. 3157, 
the Agricultural appropriation bill, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS, 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks on the subject of the reduction of 
freight rates on imports coming to the Pacific coast and shipped 
east. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks on the question of freight 
rates on goods entering the Pacific coast and coming East. : 

Mr. FORDNEY. And to print as part of my remarks the 
full and complete list of the articles affected by those rates, 
which I now have. 

The SPEAKER. And to print a list of the articles affected 
by those rates. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr, KAHN, have the privilege of addressing the House 
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next Monday morning, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal and disposition of business on the Speaker's table, for 
one hour and a half on the result of his observations during 
his recent trip to Europe. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that his colleague, Mr. Kaun, have consent on 
Monday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal and 
disposing of business on the Speaker’s table, to address the 
House for one hour and a half on the result of his trip to 
France. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I notice the gentleman who objected this morning is 
not here. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaANpDLER] made 
objection before, and I see he is not on the floor. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair was not aware that the request 
was made before. 

Mr. LEVER. I think the gentleman from Mississippi made 
the objection on the theory that the minority leader was tem- 
porarily absent, and I do not think he cares to press his objection. 

Mr. GARD. If the gentleman will yield, the gentleman from 
Mississippi based his objection on the probability that there 
might be an appropriation bill in progress of consideration, 
and the speech could be deferred until the appropriation bill was 
finished. But we are assured there will be no appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I am sure that in a day at furthest the de- 
ficiency bill will be reported. 

Mr. NOLAN. I will make the statement, if the Speaker will 
indulge me, that the gentleman from California is going to be 
busily engaged in getting the military appropriation bill in 
shape. It is necessary that we have that appropriation bill 
out of the way before July 1. He would like to have Monday 
morning to get his speech “ off his chest,” and I think it is of 
sufficient importance to Congress and to the people of the 
country that he be given the permission, despite appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I ask the gentleman, if he happens to 
know—I saw the statement in the papers this morning; whether 
it is correct or not I do not know, and I am asking the gentle- 
man now—if the Committee on Military Affairs has determined 
to eliminate the questions of policy from the appropriation bill 
and is simply going to bring in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. NOLAN. I can not say just exactly what they wili 
bring in in the way of legislation, but it is essential that we get 
the military appropriation bill out of the way making the appro- 
priations for the year, and the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Kaun] is busily engaged now in appointing his subcommittees 
and getting his committee in shape for hearings on that bill; 
and he would like to make this speech. At least, we would like 
to hear him make it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, does anybody know 
whether we are going to have an appropriation bill up on Mon- 
day or not? 

The SPEAKER. I understand the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has the deficiency bill practically ready. 

Mr. MONDELL. There will be an appropriation bill before 
the House at that time. But the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Kaun] has just returned from a long and interesting trip 
in Europe, and I think that the Members of the House will be 
very anxious to hear him. I want to say in this connection, 
however, Mr. Speaker, that until our program is disposed of, so 
far as the appropriation bills are concerned, I trust we will not 
have many more of these requests for time for a considerable 
period. I am afraid I might be compelled to object, but I shall 
not object to this. 

Mr. GARRETT. I might suggest a solution of the situa- 
tion—— . 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? In my judg- 
ment the deficiency appropriation bill, as I understand it, will 
be introduced this evening, and will follow the agricultural bilL 
But I do not think the deficiency bill will take much time. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we will have other bills that 
will follow the deficiency bill, and there will be legislation before 
the House Monday. There is no question about that. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Reserving the right to object, if gentlemen 
on that side feel, of course, it is more important to have an hour 
and a half speech from the gentleman from California [Mr. 
KAHN] on his trip to Europe, and it is more urgent than 
deficiency bills and other appropriation bills, I hope no Demo- 
crat will be discourteous enough to object, but will let him make 
the speech. They may know how highly important it is. We 
do not. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will allow me, we hope to 
have the deficiency bill out of the way before that time. 
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That is just a little joking. I hope nobody 
I am sure the gentleman from California has a 


Mr. KITCHIN. 
will object. 
great speech. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Notan]? [After a pause.]. The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp by having printed therein some corre- 
spondence with Gen. March in reference to demobilization mat- 
ters of material interest to the Members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing corre- 
spondence with Gen. March concerning demobilization. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 40 


minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, May 29, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Youghiogheny River, Pa., from its mouth to West 
Newton, including a report on existing and prospective water 
terminals (H. Doc. No. 60); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary examina- 
tion and survey of Red Lake, Minn., and Red Lake River from 
its outlet at Red Lake to its junction with the Red River of the 
North at Grand Forks, N. Dak., with a view to devising plans 
for regulating works whereby the level of said lake and the 
flow of said stream may be controlled in the interest of naviga- 
tion, ete. (H. Doc. No. 61); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting 
supplemental estimate of appropriations required by the Engi- 
neer Department of the Army (H. Doc. No. 62) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 3612) for the relief of the Phil- 
ippine Scouts ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3613) to provide a com- 
mission to secure plans and designs for a monument or memorial 
to the memory of the Negro soldiers and sailors who fought in 
the wars of our country; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 3614) to 
control floods on the James River in the States of North Dakota 
and South Dakota; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. MAPES (by request): A bill (H. R. 3615) to regulate 
the height, area, and use of buildings in the District of Columbia 
and to create a zoning commission, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 3616) to re- 
peal the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 3617) for the protection, 
regulation, and conservation of the fisheries of Alaska, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) to protect and conserve the halibut 
fisheries of the Pacific Ocean, to establish closed seasons in 
halibut fishing in certain waters thereof, and to restrict the 
landing of halibut in the United States of America and the 
Territory of Alaska during the closed season established; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3619) to amend section 13 of an act en- 
titled “An act to promote the welfare of American seamen in the 
merchant marine of the United States, to abolish arrest and 
imprisonment as a penalty. for desertion and to secure the 
abrogation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and to pro- 
mote safety at sea,” approved March 4, 1915; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, a bill (HB. R. 3620) to authorize the Commissioner of 
Navigation to change the names of vessels; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3621) to establish load lines for ter- 
tain vessels; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 3622) to amend the act 
approved September 8, 1916, chapter 470, Statutes at Large, 
Sixty-fourth Congress, relating to pensions; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8623) to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
Tnited States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8624) incorporating the patrol drivers into 
the Metropolitan police department of the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 3625) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the village of Bath, N. Y.; to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) to remodel, repair, and enlarge the 
post-office building at the city of Ithaca, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 3627) providing 
for the extension and enlargement of the post office and court 
building at Monroe, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 3628) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to cities and town in Louisiana German cannon, field- 
pieces, etc.: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3629) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Monroe, 
Green County, Wis., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3680) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Madison, Dane County, Wis., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3631) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dodgeville, Iowa County, Wis., one Ger- 
man eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Richland Center, Richland County, Wis., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3633) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Prairie du Chien, Crawford County, Wis., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3684) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lancaster, Grant County, Wis., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Darlington, Lafayette County, Wis., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3636) donating 
a captured German cannon or field gun, with carriage and pro- 
jectiles, to the county of Union, State of Tennessee, for deco- 
rative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Aff: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3637) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the town of 
Oneida, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3638) donating a captured German cannon 

or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the town of 
Lenoir City, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill (BH. R. 3639) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the town of Coal 
Cree State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3640) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the town of Rock- 
wood, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 3641) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the town of 
Harriman, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R/ 3642) donating a captured German cannon 
or iield gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Roane, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3648) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Campbell, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3644) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Blount, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3645) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Hamblen, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3646) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of Jef- 
ferson City, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8647) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of Lou- 
don, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8648) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of Jef- 
ferson, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee no Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3649) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of Knox, 
State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3650) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Anderson, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3651) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the county of 
Scott, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3652) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun, with carriage and projectiles, to the town of 
Jellico, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3653) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, to sell the 
present public building and site in the city of Clarksburg, W. Va., 
and purchase a new site and erect thereon a new public build- 
ing in said city; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 3654) to authorize 
the governor of the Territory of Hawaii to acquire privately 
owned lands and rights of way within the boundaries of the 
Hawaii National Park; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 3655) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at McGehee, Ark.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 3656) to authorize the acqui- 
sition of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal building 
at Georgetown, Del.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 3657) to 
Congress approved March 4, 1913 (37 Stat., 869), for the en- 
largement, extension, remodeling, rebuilding, reconstruction, or 
improvement of the Federal building at Alexandria, La., to pro- 
vide for the demolition of the present building and the construc- 
tion upon the site thereof of a new building, at a cost not exceed- 
ing $375,000 ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3658) providing for 
the employment by the United States Government of discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who were in the service during a 
period in which the United States was engaged in war, and pre- 
scribing the preference to be extended them in filling clerical ‘and 
other vacancies; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 3659) providing for a site and 
public building for a post office at Tennille, Ga.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) to construct a public building for a 
post office at the city of Sandersville, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8661) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Sparta, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3662) to construct a public building for a 
post office at the city of Thomson, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3663) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Milledge- 
ville, Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3664) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Warren- 
ton, Ga. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3665) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Gibson, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3666) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Harlem, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3667) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Lincolnton, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Sparta, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3669) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Irwinton, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3670) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Louisville, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3671) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Crawford- 
ville, Ga. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3672) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Sanders- 
ville, Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3673) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Au- 
gusta, Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3674) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of 
Thomson, Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 3675) to prohibit exportation 
of rum and other intoxicants to Africa, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3676) to acquire a site and erect a build- 
ing thereon at Springfield, Mass.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3677) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Northampton, Hampshire County, Mass., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3678) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of South Hadley, Hampshire County, 
Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3679) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Turners Falls, Franklin County, 
Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 3680) to amend an act of 
Congress of February 17, 1911, entitled “An act providing for 
the purchase or erection, within certain limits of cost, of em- 
bassy, legation, and consular buildings abroad”; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38681) to provide for the promotion of cer- 
tain officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates in the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: A bill (H. R. 3682) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the borough of Bloomingdale, N. J., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Newton, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3684) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Hackettstown, N. J., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3685) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Wartendyke, N. J., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3686) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Lodi, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3687) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Belvidere, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3688) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Blairstown, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3689) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Carlstadt, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3690) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of East Rutherford, N. J., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3691) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Englewood, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3692) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Hackensack, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3693) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Hasbrouck Heights, N. J., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3694) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the township of Hohokus, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3695) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Leonia, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3696) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Oakland, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3697) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Park Ridge, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3698) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Phillipsburg, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3699) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Ridgefield Park, N. J., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3700) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Woodridge, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3701) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Ridgewood, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to. the borough of Rutherford, N. J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3703) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Sussex, Sussex County, N. J., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3704) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Washington, N, J., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3705) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Midland Park, N. J., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 3706) amending the Articles of 
War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3707) authorizing the enlistment of non- 
English-speaking citizens and aliens; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3708) to provide for the disposition of the 
proceeds of sales of abandoned and useless military reserva- 
tions; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3709) providing for the relief of retired 
enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who served 
in the military service during the Civil War; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 3710) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Benton, Ark.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3711) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Malvern, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Monticello, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McGLENNON: A bill (H. R. 3713) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Belleville, N. J., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3714) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Jersey City, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3715) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Nutley, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3716) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Newark, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8717) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Kearny, N. J., one German ‘cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Bayonne, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3719) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of East Newark, N. J., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8720) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Harrison, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEE: A bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the-city of New Braunfels, Tex., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3722) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sinton, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3723) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Blanco, Tex., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3724) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to provide hospital and -sanatorium 
facilities for discharged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and 
marines; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R. 8725) to authorize the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at 
New Lexington, Perry County, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
bill (A. R. 3726) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Circleville, Pickway 
County, Ohio; te the Committee en Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Alse, a bill (BH. R. 3727) to repeal section 3 of the act en- 
titled “An act to save daylight and to provide standard time for 
the United States”’; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (HL. R. 3728) authorizing the Seere- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Edgard, La., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3729) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Tulane University, of New Orleans, La., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3730) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Loyola University, of New Orleans, La., one Ger- 

nan cannon er fieldpiece; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 3731) for the purchase of a 

site for and the erection of a post-office building at Pittsburgh, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (BH. R. 3732) exempting 
honorably discharged service men from payment of income tax 
to an amount not exceeding $5,000; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (BH. R. 3733) for the erection of 9 
public building at Central City, Muhlenberg County, Ky. ; to. the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 3734) to provide revenue 
for the Government and to establish and maintain the manufac- 
ture of optical glassware in the United States; te the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) to provide revenue for the Gevern- 
ment and to establish and maintain the manufacture of chemical 
glassware in the United States; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 3736) to transfer the Public 
Health Service from the Department of the Treasury to the 
Department of the Interior; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3787) to transfer certain bureaus from 
the Department of the Treasury to the departments named; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3738) to provide for an auditor general to 
act on behalf of Congress and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 3789) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Millbrook, N. Y., one 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3740) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Bangall, N. Y., one cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3741) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Warwick, N. ¥., one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the State Museum, Washington Headquarters, New- 
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burgh, N. Y¥., one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3748) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Highland Falls, N. Y., one cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8744) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Port Jervis, N. Y., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 3745) to reimburse the 
governors of States and Territories for expenses incurred by 
them in aiding the United States to raise, organize, and supply 
and equip armed forces of the United States in the existing war 
with Germany and its allies and to protect citizens of the United 
States in Mexico and on the Mexican border; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3746) to declare certain alien children nat- 
uralized citizens of the United States; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8747) granting to the State of Minnesota 
eertain public ap de: to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3748) authorizing the erection of a public 
building at Marshall, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3749) to authorize the erection of a public 
building at Litchfield, Minn. ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 3750) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to the town of Atglen, Pa., captured 
eannon or fieldpiece and suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3751) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the city of Chester, Pa., captured cannon or field- 
pieces and suitable outfit of cannon balis; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HB. R. 3752) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the Pennsylvania Military College, Chester, Pa., 
eaptured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable outfit of cannon 
balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3753) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the Media Local Armory Board, Media, Pa., cap- 
tured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable outfit of cannon balls; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 3754) to amend sections 8 and 
21 of the copyright act, approved March 4, 1909; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 3755) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Winnfield, La.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 3756) to amend the war- 
risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 3757) to correct the 
military record of the officers and enlisted men of the Enrolled 
Missouri Militia and all other militia organizations of the State 
of Missouri that cooperated with the military forces of the 
United States in suppressing the War of the Rebellion; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANTON: Resolution (H. Res. 64) requesting the 
Secretary of State to furnish certain information to the House 
of Representatives at the earliest date practicable; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of State. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 65) requesting the Secretary of Labor 
to furnish certain information to the House of Representatives 
at the earliest date practicable; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Labor. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 66) requesting the Secretary of 
Agriculture to furnish certain information to the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the earliest date practicable; to the Committce 
on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 67) requesting the Secretary of the 
Interior to furnish certain information to the House of Repre- 
sentatives at the earliest date practicable; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of the Interior. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 68) requesting the Secretary of the 
Navy to furnish certain information to the House of Represen- 
tatives at the earliest date practicable; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 69) requesting the Attorney General 
to furnish certain information to the House of Representatives 
at the earliest date practicable; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 70) requesting the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to furnish certain information to the House of Representa- 
tives at the earliest date practicable ; to the Committee on Expen- 
ditures in the Post Office Department. 
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Also, resolution (H. Res. 71) requesting the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to furnish certain information to the House 
of Representatives at the earliest date practicable; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 72) requesting. the Director General 
United States Railroad Administration to furnish certain infor- 


mation to the House of Representatives at the earliest date prac- | 


ticable; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolution (H. Res. 73) requesting the Civil Service 
Commission to furnish certain information to the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the earliest date practicable; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 
Also, resolution (H. Res. 74) requesting the Secretary of 


War to furnish certain information to the House of Representa- | 


tives at the earliest date. practicable; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the War Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 75) requesting the Secretary of 
Treasury to furnish certain information: to the House of Rep- 
resentatives: at the earliest date praeticable; to the Committee 
on Expenditures: in the Treasury Department. 

Also, resolution (H, Res: 76) requesting the Secretary of 
Commerce to furnish certain information to the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the earliest date practicable; to the Conmnittee 
om Expenditures in. the Department: of Commerce. 

Also, resolution (H. Res: 77) requesting the United States 
Shipping Board to furnish certain information to the House of 
Representatives: at the earliest date practicable; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Resolution (H. Res. 78) for the 
appointment: of a select committee of 15 on Expenditures: in 
the War: Department ; to the Committee on Rutesi 

By Mr. RAMSEY: Resolution (H. Res. 79) for an assistant 
clerk to the Committee on Enrolled Bills; to the Committee on 
Accounts. ' 

By Mr: CURRIB of Michigan: Resolution (H. Res. 80) for 
the Commitiee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to investi- 
gate tariff orders and freight rates: and repert to the House on 
or before July 1, 1919; to the Committee on: Rules. 

By Mr. DUPRE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 73) authorizing 
the President to extend invitations to other nations to. send 
representatives to the World Cotton Conference, to be held. at 
New Orleans; La., Oetober 13 to 16, 1919; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr: GILLETT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 74) proposing | 


an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VOLSTHAD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 75) pro 
posing to amend the Constitution of the United States te 
authorize the Congress to enact laws te define and limit the 
causes for divorce; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


By Mr. RAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of the State | 


of California, relative to the development of the merchant 
marine of the United States; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries: 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Memorial from the Legisia- 
ture of the State of Wiseonsin, relating to the labor controversy 
in the city.of Madison ; to the Committee on Labor. 

3y Mr. ROGERS: Memorial of'the Legislature of the State of 


Massachusetts, urging Congress to pass certain legislation rela- | 


tive to aliens whe avoided military service in the present war ; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS: 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 3758) to reimburse:J. B. Patter- 
son, postmaster of Lacon, Morgan County, Ala., for certain post- 
age stamps stolen; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 3759) granting an inerease 
of pension to Henry N. Tippett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3760) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard D. Dennison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 3761). for the relief of William 
Crawford ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 3762) for the relief.of Thomas 
Curneen, alias Thomas Curtis;, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3763) granting a pension to Alice A. Par- 
ratt Garner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3764) granting. a pension to George A. 
Springet ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3765) granting a pension to Charles BP. 
Rich; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill. (H. R, 3766). granting a pension to Andy Skaats; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 3767) granting a pension to James H. 
Swallum; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. BR. 3768) granting a pension to 
Helen M. Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H.R. 3769) for the relief of George 
D. Jones ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3770) for the relief of George W. Bard; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3771) for the relief of Cyrus Kennedy; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill. (H.R. 3772) for the relief of John H. Smith, alias 
Henry H. Smith; to the Committee-on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 3773) for. the relief of John W. Yocum; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3774) granting an-inerease of pension to 
James H.. Nale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3775) granting an increase-of pension to 
Edward H. Harpster; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to 
Willmm Francis; to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3777) granting an inerease of pension to 
Daniel Gessert; to the Committee on: Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3778) granting. an. increase of pension to 
Abraham Bouder; to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3779). granting a pension te Sarah E. Hood; 
to the Committee. on. Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 3780) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Roland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) granting a pension to Laura D. 
Brieker; to the Committee on Pensions; 

Also, a bill (HL R. 3782) granting a pension to Clarence W. 
Durr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 3788) granting a pension to 
Frank Robertson; to the Committee on Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3784) granting a pension to Laura Wach- 
tel; to the Committee on Pensions: : 

Also, a bill (H: R. 3785) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Daub; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3786) granting an inerease of pension to 
Fannie H. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 3787) granting a pension to 
William Thornton Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 3788) granting a pension to Esmeralda C. 
Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODYKOONTZ: A bill (BH. R. 3789) granting an 
increase of pension to William C. Bowen;:to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. B. 3790) granting a pension 
to John Bleiweiss; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H: R. 3791) to pay the heirs of 
Lewis J. Blair, late lieutenant colonel of the Eighty-eighth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, amount found due him 
by the Court of Claims; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H.R. 3792) granting a pen- 
sion to Henriette Borgstadt; to.the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A. bill (H. R. 3793) for 
the relief of Levi L. Conright; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 3794) for the relief of Patrick 
Savage; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3795) for the relief ef Daniel W. Hand; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 3796) 


| granting an increase of pension to James Gagan, alias James 


Dillon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A.bill (H. R. 3797) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis Hyde; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3798) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte Mayer; to the Committee-on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3799). granting an inerease of pension to 
John H. Wynn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 3800). granting am inerease of pension to 
William Koehn; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (BH. R. 3801) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert P. Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse,.a bill (HL R. 3862) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew Kerwin; to the,Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 3803). granting a pension 
to Eliza J. St. Clair; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGLENNON: A bill (H: R. 3804) for the relief of 
Edward Johnston; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3805) granting ; 
an i of pension te Austin Daugherty; to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3806) granting a pension to Katharine 
Schellschmidt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 3807) granting an honorable 
discharge to James H. Davis; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 3808) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of George W. Johnson; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3809) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Chamberlain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 3810) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles W. Price; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3811) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 3812) granting 
an increase of pension to Jamzs Andell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3813) granting an increase of pension to 
John Purkaple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3814) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda L. Sevier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase of pension to 
John Read; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3816) granting an increase of pension to 
John Reynolds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8817) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Temple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3818) granting an increase of pension to 
David Lemon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3819) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3820) granting a pension to Abigail Butts; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3821) granting a pension to Margia Alice 
Raines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) granting a pension to William S. 
Harrell, alias James Strawther; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) granting a pension to Henry Gass; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3824) granting a pension to Amanda Mar- 
tin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) granting a pension to Ida L. Clark; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) granting a pension to Hannah 
Lovell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3827) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hall; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 3828) granting an increase of 
pension to Louisa H. Highley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3829) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen D. Compton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R. 3830) granting a pension 
to Wesley A. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3831) granting a pension to Peter R. Sines; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3832) granting a pension to Harvey Stultz; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3833) granting a pension to David Wolf; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3834) granting a pension to Eliza Greten; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3835) granting a pension to William 
Vorhees ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Myron E. 
Stowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3837) granting a pension to John Spangler; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iso. a bill CH. R. 3838) granting a pension to Francis B. 
Burgoon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\iso, a bill CH. R. 3839) granting a pension to R. D. Me- 
M:nigal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

*y Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 3840) granting a pension to 
inin Purcell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 3841) granting a pension to 
aim B. Hendricks; to the Committee on Pensions. 


wrease 


to 


Wil 


Willi 
by Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3842) granting a pension to 
William J. Ross; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 3843) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward F. Duke; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 3844) for the relief of Della 
James; to the Committee on Claims, : 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 3845) granting an increase of 
pension to Lenard P. Kehrmeyer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 3846) granting a pension 
to Agnes O’Brien ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3847) granting an increase of pension to 
Bennett M. Tracy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3848) granting a pension to Samuel §S., 


| Daniell; to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 3849) granting a pension 
to Francis M. Phares; to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of the third district of Minnesota, urg- 
ing retention of war prohibition measure; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), resolutions of Rev. Alvin T, Perkins and 
members of Congress Heights Methodist Church, Washington, 
D. C., urging against repeal of war-time prohibition act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of sundry fur dealers in Cleveland, 
Ohio, urging repeal of tax on furs; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: Petition of sundry citizens of Hobo- 
ken, N. J., in defense of the Jews of Poland; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of farmers of Penns Grove, 
Salem County, and citizens of Gloucester County, N. J., urging 
repeal of the so-called daylight law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: Petition of the National Garment Re- 
tailers’ Association (by McCarthy Bros., Laconia, N. H.), advo- 
cating the repeal of the luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, telegraphic petition of First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Laconia, N. H., in opposition to the change of prohibi- 
tion law recommended to Congress which will lift the ban on 
beer and light wines; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Anti-Saloon League of New Hampshire, advo- 
cating the enactment by Congress of a national law-enforcement 
code for the thorough enforcement of prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Eagle Grange No. 294, Miss Alice E. Charles, 
secretary, Chatham, N. H., advocating the repeal of the day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sunday School of the First Methodist Church, 
Portsmouth, N. H., by M. L. Schurman, assistant superintend- 
ent, protesting against action of the President in his recom- 
mendation that the prohibition law as affecting wines and beer 
be repealed ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Toledo, Ill., protesting 
against repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAREW: Petition of Elliott H. Goodwin, secretary 
of Chamber of Commerce of United States of America, pro- 
testing against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, urging 
defeat of proposed repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of certain residents of Sche- 
nectady, N. Y., praying for the repeal of the tax on sodas, 
soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Bancroft, Klemme, and Burt, Iowa, asking for repeal of day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. DOOLING: Petition of Detroit Cadillac Motor Car Co., 
urging repeal of tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, urging 
defeat of proposed repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Overland Automobile Co., W. A. 
Mueller, and J. W. Bray, all of St. Louis, Mo., urging re- 
moval of tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Jackson Johnson, president Chamber of 
Commerce, St. Louis, Mo., urging against repeal of daylight- 
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saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of African Americans, protest- 
ing against England, Belgium, and France becoming mandatories 
over German African colonies; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition signed by several hundred wives, mothers, and 
sisters of soldiers of the Three hundred and eighth Engineers, 
requesting their return to the United States; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FREEMAN : Petition of Gerald Waldo.and 16 others of 
Willimantic, A. B. Roberts and 13 others of Windham, H. M. 
Jenkins and 178 others of Stafford, Helen F. Hoey and 55 others 
of Pomfret Center, all in the State of Connecticut, asking for 
repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Rollinson and :43 others, all of Can- 
terbury, Conn., for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of .E. Frank Morgan, mayor of New London, 
Conn., and the Jewish citizens of New London, against massacre 
of Jews in Peland; to the Committee on Fereign Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of retail jewelers of 
United States, favoring repeal of all excise taxes on retail sales ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States of America, opposing the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of sundry. citizens ef Genoa, Ill, favoring re- 
peal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York City, opposing repeal of daylight amendment; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HPRSEY: Petition of S. P. Archibald, of Monticello, 
Me., urging repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of D. S. Chadbourne and 29 others, of Matta- 
wamkeag, Me., protesting against the repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions signed by 8. P. ‘Archibald, representing 
Aroostook and Penobscot, Me., Pomona Grange, against free 
entry of potatoes from ‘all other countries; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions signed by Max Cohen, of Bangor, Me., 
representing 1,000 citizens of Jewish faith in that city, pro- 
testing against Jewish massacres in Poland; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Medical Seciety of the State of 
California urging there be no reduction in apprepriation for 
Public Health Service; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Imperial County Farm Bureau of California, 
urging legislation for the land settlement plans for farm homes 
for soldiers ; to the Committee on the Public’ Lands. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Protest of Harriet A. Waldman, presi- 
dent Riverside Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, River- 
side; Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Hemet, and 
churches, and Hemet Baptist Church, Hemet; First Baptist 
Church Colored, First Christian Church, ete., San Bernardino; 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Orange; Imperial Methodist 
Episcopal Church, and Imperial Methodist Sunday School, im- 
perial; Needles Methodist ‘Episcopal Church, Needles; First 
Methodist Church, Yucaipa ; Methodist Episcopal and Congrega- 
tional Church, San Jacinto; Congregational Methodist Church, 
Colton; First Methodist Church, Anaheim ;:all in the State of 
California, against removal of ban on light wines and beer, and 
urging support of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, protests against luxury tax on sporting goods, etc.,. by 
Imperial Vailey Hardware Co., El Centro; Hazard Gould Sport- 
ing Goods Co,, San Diego; and Barker-Ascher Arms Co., San 
Diego; also protests against luxury tax on furs by Willard H. 
George, Los Angeles, and Southern California Fur Dealers’ As- 
sociation, Pasadena; also protest against luxury tax on motor 
trucks and cars by Moreland Moter Truek Co., San Diego, all 
in the State of California; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, protest by Board of Trade, San Francisco, Calif., against 
depriving Interstate Commerce Commission of present power 
to ‘authorize departures from long ‘and short haul clause; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign'Commerce. 

Also, petition of Sacramento VaHey Development Association, 
favoring Secretary Lane’s land development plan; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, resolution by the California Gold & Silversmiths’ As- 
sociation, Los Angeles, Calif., protesting against luxury tax; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Needles Union Labor Council, Needles, 
Calif., demanding the elimination of all aliens from the shops 
of the Railway Administration; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of the John B. Adt Co. and 
Swindell Bros., Baltimore, 'Md., ‘against continuation of Labor 
Employment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of David M. Andrew Co., contractors, Baltimore, 
Md., relating to House bill 14893 and House Report No. 976; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Stephen Chohany, furrier ; O’Niell & Co., fur- 
riers; Standard Motor Co.; and Motor Car Co., all of ‘Balti- 
more, Md., urging against revenue taxes on furs and auto- 
mobiles ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Monument Street Methedist Church congre- 
gation, of Baltimore, Md., opposing repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Amntiprohibition League, Baltimore, Md., 
urging repeal of war-time ‘prohibition act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John J. Greer & Co. {Inc.) ; Charles H. Rolo- 
san, jr.; ‘and Central Fire Imsurance Co., all of Baltimore, Md., 
urging against repeal of zone advances on advertising pages of 
periodicals; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. LUCE: Petition of Oak Square Methoéist Episcepal 
Church, protesting against repeal of existing prohibitien legisla- 
tion ; to the ‘Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. MAGEE: Petition ef many residents of the city of 
Syracuse, N. Y., for the repeal.of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and 
ice cream ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of members of Hast Avenue 
Methodist Church, of Norwalk, Conn., protesting against the 
repeal of the war-time prohibition bill; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of members of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Ridgefield, Conn., protesting against the repeal of the war- 
time prohibition bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, advocating the return of railroads to their own- 
ers ; to the Committee on Interstate and Fereign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOREN: Petition of the Oneida Auburn Sales Co., the 
H. Kleinhaus Co., the: Oakland Pittsburgh Co., and Thomas F. 
Dunn, all of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging the repeal of ‘the sales tax 
on automobiles ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Petition of the Linden Hilts 
Gengregational Church ; Rev. Staniey B. Roberts, pastor of Beth- 
lehem Presbyterian Church; Rebert L. Polloek; Wesley Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church; Woman’s Christian ‘Temperance Union 
of ‘Minneapolis, with membership of 2,000, all of the city of Min- 
neapolis ; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the State of 
Minnesota, with membership of ‘9,000; Mrs.:B.'L. ‘Seovell, secre- 
tary Minnesota Woman's Christian Temperance Union, all of 
Minneapolis ; and Mrs. Eva Waterman, State legislative superin- 
tendent of Minnesota Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Elk River, all of the State of Minnesota, pretesting against any 
repeal of the war-time prohibition act; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Civic:and Commerce Association of Minneap- 
olis, Minn., strongly urging retention of daylight-saving law ; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John 8. Allen, of Minneapolis, Minn., urging 
repeal of 5 per cent luxury tax on jewelry ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Ball Co., per Charles L. Horn, 
manager, of Minneapolis, Minn., urging reduction of 10 per cent 
luxury tax on sporting goods; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Wingate Co., and Minneapolis Retailers’ 
Association, William J. Hayes, secretary, all of Minneapolis, 
Minn., urging repeal of section 904 of the excise taxes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wiliam E. Dunn and various other members 
of the International Bretherhoed of Blectrical Workers of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., urging enactment of legislation for national 
ownership and governmental operation of railroads; and resolu- 
tion of Minneapolis Lodge, No. 260, Brotherhood of Railway 
Clerks, urging Government operation and control of railroads; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition ef Midland Motor Co. (Inc.), Minneapolis Auto- 
mobile Trade Association, H. E. Wilcox Motor Co., and Oakland 
Motor Car Co.,:all of Minneapolis, Minn., urging the removal of 
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excise taxes on sales of automobiles; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Minneapolis Fur Merchants’ Association, per 
G. H. Lugsdin, president, Minneapolis; E. Albrecht & Son; 
Bischoff, Johnson & Lundgren; Joseph Ullmann (Inc.); Gor- 
don & Ferguson; J. Geiger; McKibben, Driscoll & Dorsey, fur 
dealers, of St. Paul, all in the State of Minnesota, protesting 
against 10 per cent luxury tax on furs and urging its repeal; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Association of Collegiate 
Alumna in St. Louis, Mo., urging the establishment of the 
School Board Service Division as permanent division in Bureau 
of Education; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Petition of Methodist Church 
and citizens of Athens, Ill., opposing repeal of prohibition law; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of Lodge No. 117, Brotherhood of 
B. I. S. D. B. and H. of A., of De Soto, Mo., for Government 
ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of the National Retail Dry Goods 
Association of New York City, urging the immediate repeal of the 
luxury tax, and of Mr. Herman Rosenberg, of 23 West One hun- 
dred and nineteenth Street, New York, urging the repeal of the 
10 per eent tax on furs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Minute Men, urging the deportation of 
aliens who will not become citizens or declare their intentions 
of becoming citizens; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution by the Association of Collegiate Alumna at 
St. Louis, Mo., urging the permanent establishment of the United 
States Employment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Porges & Levy, of New York City, wine and 
liquor dealers, protesting against prohibition; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States of America, and of the Merchants’ Association of New 
York City, protesting against the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Fowlerville, N. Y., with a congregation of 
45, unanimously protesting against the repeal of the war-time 
prohibition law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of five churches in Perry, N. Y., with a member- 
ship of 1,600, protesting against the repeal of the war-time 
prohibition law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
protesting against the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving 
bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of East Shelby (N. Y.) Methodist Episcopal 
Church, protesting against the repeal of the war prohibition law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. SIEGEL: Resolutions adopted by the Federal Council 
of Churches of Christ in America, relating to league of nations; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, for suppression of lynching; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

3y Mr. WHITE of Maine: Petition of citizens of Andover and 
Canton, Me., asking for repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Hiram, Me., asking for the re- 
peal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 

Tuurspay, May 29, 1919. 
The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, by our reverence for the majesty of the law, 
by our passionate devotion to the high ideals of our national 
life, by our deep and abiding sense of brotherhood, we desire not 
only to promote the interests of our people, but to commend 
ourselves to the conscience of the world. We pray that as we 
move forward upon the lines of duty, following the truth as 
Thou dost give us the power to see the truth, we may know that 
we are following God’s own guidance and that Thou hast a 
great mission for us as a Nation. Bless us in the discharge 
of the duties of this day. For Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 


was approved. 
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May 29, 


SENOR JULIO MIRA Y BOLIVAR (8, DOC, NO. 16). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Acting Secretary of State, which will 
be read and appropriately referred. 

The communication was read, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as 
follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, May 28, 1919. 
To the Senate: 

The undersigned, the Acting Secretary of State, in the ab- 
sence of the President from the country, has the honor, in com- 
pliance with the request of the Government of Cuba, made 
through its minister at Washington, and with the assent of the 
Secretary of War, to transmit for consideration by the Senate 
a copy of a note from the Cuban minister at this Capital, dated 
April 30, 1919, and a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, 
also a draft of a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to permit Sefior Julio Mira y Bolivar, a citizen of Cuba, 
to receive instruction at the United States Military Academy 
at West Point at the expense of the Government of Cuba. The 
passage of the resolution would be regarded as an act of cour- 
tesy by the Government of Cuba, and it would be in accordance 
with established precedents. 

Respectfully submitted. 

FRANK L. Pox, 
Acting Secretary of State. 

Inclosures: From minister of Cuba, April 30, 1919; from 

Secretary of War, May 13, 1919; and draft of joint resolution. 
LIST OF JUDGMENTS (8S. DOC. NO. 12). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims 
amounting to $219,476.26, which have been presented to the 
Treasury Department and require an appropriation for their 
payment, etc., which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

SCHEDULES OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, schedules of claims amounting to $377,838.31 allowed by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted 
or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 
5 of the act of June 20, 1874, etc., which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


ST. ELIZABETHS HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE (S. DOC, NO. 15). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting supplemental 
estimates of appropriation in the sum of $105,000 required for 
the support of patients at the St. Elizabeths Hospital for the 
Insane for the fiscal year 1919, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. : 


ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATION (S. DOC. NO. 17). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting deficiency estimates of 
appropriation in the sum of $252,285.65 required by the War De- 
partment, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF MINES (8S. DOC. NO. 14). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Director of the Bureau of Mines, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of the expenditures and disbursements 
from the fund allotted to the bureau by the President, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


WAR TRADE BOARD (5S, DOC, NO. 13). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the Director of the War Trade Board, transmitting, 
pursuant to a resolution of December 15, 1918, lists showing the 
number of employees in that department at specified dates and 
the number discharged during the two weeks previous to that 
date, which, with the accompanying papers, were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 


a communication from the United States Civil Service Commis- 
sion, transmitting schedules of useless papers devoid of his- 
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toric value on the files of the Civil Service Commission in the 
various district. oflices, and requesting action looking to their 
disposition. The communication and accompanying papers will 
be referred to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, and the Chair 
appoints the Senator from Maryland [Mr. France] and the Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. WALtsH] the committee on the part of 
the Senate. The Secretary will notify the House of Representa- 
tives thercof. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas there are large areas of arid and semiarid lands in the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, particularly on the islands of Kauai, Molokai, and 
Hawaii, which are capable of being developed and made _ productive 
and profitable if water could be made accessible thereto: Be it 


Resolved by the Senate of the Territory of Hawati (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That the Congress of the United States 
of America be, and it is hereby, requested to amend the reclamation act 
of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. L., 389, ch. 1039), by extending the benefits 
of said act to the Territory of Hawaii; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution, duly certified, be forwarded 
by the secretary of the Territory of Hawaii to the President of the Sen- 
ate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States of America, to the Territorial Delegate to said Con- 
gress, and to the Secretary of the Interior of the United States. 


THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF Hawall, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 13, 1919. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the 
Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on March 13, A. D. 1919. 


President of the Senate. 
Clerk of the Senate. 
THE House or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 

Honolulu, Hateaii, March 20, 1919. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on March 20, 

A. D. 1919. 


Speaker House of Representatives. 





Clerk House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas of the highly cultivated public lands of the Territory of Hawali 
which have not yet been disposed of to private ownership there re- 
main but approximately 26,000 acres; and 

Whereas it is deemed necessary and proper that the said remaining 
areas of public lands be conserved and administered in such a way 
as to promote the hest interests and welfare of the Territory of 
Hawaii and the citizens and taxpayers generally; and 

Whereas the experiences of the past have demonstrated that the present 
land laws under which public lands of the Territory are administered 
are inadequate and are so fixed and unchangeable in character as to 
prevent the Territorial administration from formulating and carrying 
into effect a land policy suitable to the peculiar conditions which 
exist in this Territory regarding the said public lands and to meet the 
varying conditions in the several parts of the Territory ; and 


Whereas it has been demonstrated by the recent land drawings held in | 


connection with the Waiakea and Papaaloa homesteads that many 
homesteaders who became entitled at said drawings to take up home- 
steads on said tracts were and are financially and otherwise unable to 
undertake the heavy financial and other responsibilities attendant 
upon the cultivation of said lots; and 

Whereas at said drawings there were available for homesteading a 
total of 261 lots and there were 2,905 applicants for homesteads who 
participated in said drawings; and 

Whereas but for the inelasticity of the present land laws a sufficient 
number of properly qualified, capable, and bona fide homesteaders 
could have been selected from said 2,905 applicants; and 

Whereas we believe that the remaining public lands of the Territory 
should be se administered as to produce the greatest benefit to the 
greatest number of our citizens and not for the advantage of a small 
class; and 

Whereas the said remaining public lands can be, through proper legisla- 
tion, so handled and administered as to relieve, in part, the present 
heavy tax burden and at the same time to build up an independent 
body of small farmers in this community: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That the Congress of the United States of America be, and it is hereby, 
requested to amend the organic act of the Territory of Hawaii sub- 
stantially in accordance with the proposed act hereto attached and 
marked “ Exhibit A,” after adequate provision has been made by the 
Congress aforesaid to accomplish the purposes set forth in Senate con- 
current resolution No. heretofore adopted by both houses of this 
legislature, 

1. So that when any general lease of highly cultivated public lands 
shall expire, the governor and the land commissioner of the Territory of 
Hawaii may, in their discretion, withdraw from the operation of the 
homestead laws of the Territory as now existing not to exceed one-fifth 
of the area of lands covered by any such general lease, and to lease 
the same by sale at public auction for a term not to exceed 15 years, 
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upon such terms and conditions as may be advantageous to the Territory 
of Hawaii: Provided, however, That the lower Kekaha cane lands, 
containing an area of about 3,000 acres, and four-fifths of the Waimanalo 
cane lands shall be left out of the provision of this resolution ; and 

2. So that in the case of arid lands which are capable of being con- 
verted into agricultural lands by the development of underlying and/or 
contiguous waters for irrigation purposes, the governor and the land 
commissioner, with the approval of the land board, may lease such arid 
lands to any person, firm, or corporation upon such terms and con- 
ditions as may be of advantage to the Territory of Hawaii, and for 
a sufficient length of time to induce such person, firm, or corporation 
to invest capital in the development of the said water resources for 
the irrigation of said land, such lease to be without the withdrawal 
clause now provided for by law; and- 

3. So that when any general lease of agricultural lands is about 
to expire, or has expired, or when any homestead lots are not taken 
up, or taken up and abandoned, the land commissioner, with the 
approval of the governor, may be authorized to enter into a contract 
with any person, firm, or corporation for the continued cultivation 
of said agricultural lands until such time as the same may be opened 
up and available for homesteading, or until such time as the said 
homestead lot or lots shall be again occupied by a homesteader or 
homesteaders, and to require of such homesteaders who thereafter shall 
occupy said lands that they reimburse such person, firm, or cor- 
poration for the expenditures so made in continuing the cultivation 
of said lands; and , 

4. So that any person who. or whose husband or wife, shall have 





previously homesteaded not to exceed 10 acres of public land may 
be entitled to exercise an additional homestead right; and 
5. So as to authorize and empower the governor, the land com- 


missioner, and the land board of the Territory of Hawaii to exercise 
the power and right of selection of homesteaders in all cases of applica- 
tions for homestead land, and the right and authority to pass upon 
the qualifications and capability of any such applicant as a homesteader 
of such lands; and 

6G. So as to allow any citizen to exercise a preference right who has, 
or whose predecessors in interest have, continuously resided on and 
improved any parcél of public land since January 1, 1909; and 

7. So that the commissioner of public lands may be authorized to 
lease not to exceed 1,000 acres of pasture land without submitting 
the same to land board for approval; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution and of said exhibit be duly 
certified and forwarded by the secretary of the Territory of Hawaii 
to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States of America, to the 
Secretary of the Interior of the United States, and to the Territorial 
Delegate to Congress. 

EXuHipiT A. 


| An act to amend section 73 of an act entitled “An act to provide a gov- 


ernment for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, as 

amended by an act approved April 2, 1908, and as further amended by 

an act approved May 27, 1910. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That section 73 of an act 
entitled “An act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” 
approved April 30, 1900, as amended by an act approved April 2, 1908, 


| and as further amended by an act approved May 27, 1910, be, and hereby 


amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 73. That the laws of Hawaii relating to public lands, the 
settlement of boundaries, and the issuance of patents on land commis- 
sion awards, except as changed by this act, shall continue in force until 
Congress shall otherwise provide. That, subject to the approval of the 
President, all sales, grants, leases, and other dispositions of the public 
domain and agreements concerning the same, and all franchises granted 
by the Hawaiian government in conformity with the laws of Hawaii, 
between the 7th day of July, 1898, and the 28th day of September, 1899, 
are hereby ratified and confirmed. In said laws “land patent” shall be 
substituted for “ royal patent,” commissioner of public lands” for 
‘*minister of the interior,’ “agent of public lands,” and “ commissioner 
of publie lands,” or their equivalents ; and the words “ that I am a citi- 
zen of the United States,” or “that I have declared my intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, as required by law,” for the words 
“that I am a citizen by birth (or naturalization) of the republic of 
Hawaii,” or “that I have received letters of denization under the 
republic of Hawaii,” or “that I have received a_ certificate of speciat 
right of citizenship from the republic of Hawaii.” And no lease of 
agricultural land shall be granted, sold, or renewed by the government of 
the Territory of Hawaii for a longer period than 15 years, and in every 
such case the land, or any part thereof so leased, may at any time 
during the term of the lease be withdrawn from the operation thereof 
for homestead or public purposes, in which case the rent reserved shall 


is, 





“ 


| be reduced in proporticn to the value of the part so withdrawn, and 


every such lease shall contain a provision to that effect. It is provided, 
however, that whenever a general lease of public lands shall hereafter 
be terminated, either by lapse of time, forfeiture, or surrender, which 
lands are suitable and available for homesteading, and which, on the 
date of such termination, form the whole or a major part of the lands 
occupied and cultivated by any sugar plantation, the commissioner, with 
the consent of the governor and of a majority of the land board, may 


| lease not to exceed one-fifth of the cultivated area of the lands described 


in any such general lease for a term not to exceed 15 years, without 
such withdrawal clause, by sale of such lease at public auction to 
the highest bidder, after due advertisement thereof, and upon such 
terms as the said commissioner, with the approval of the governor and 
of two-thirds of the land board, shall determine, all of which said 
terms and conditions shall be set forth in the publication of the notice 
of sale of any such lease. And it is further provided that in the case 
ef undeveloped arid lands which are capable of being converted into 
agricultural lands by the development of the underlying and/or con- 
tiguous or adjacent waters for irrigation purposes, the governor and the 
land commissioner, with the approval of two-thirds of the land board, 
may lease such arid lands to any person, firm, or corporation, upon 
such terms and conditions as msy be advantageous to the Territory of 
Hawaii, and for a sufficient length of time to induce and justify the 
investment of private capital in the development of the waters necessary 
for the irrigation of such arid lands, and such lease shall not have con- 
tained therein the withdrawal clause now provided for by law, and shall 
be sold at public auction to the highest bidder, after due advertisement 
in the manner now provided for by law, the notice of sale of such lease to 
contain all the terms and conditions of the same. And it is further 
provided that the commissioner, with the approval of the governor, may, 
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time within twe years prior to the expiration of any general 
ricultural land, or at any time after the expiration of such 
lease, or when any homestead lots are not taken up, or taken up 
mndoned, enter into a contract with any person, firm, or corpora- 
- the continued cultivation of any such parcel or parcels of public 
ipen such terms as may be deemed of advantage to the Territory. 
such contracts and agreement shall provide for the continued 
ation of such lands until the same are ready to homestead or ready 
reoccupied by homesteaders, and it is further provided that all such 
steaders shall take such homesteads with the crops thereon, sub- 
a lien in favor of any such person, firm, or corporation, in an 
equal to the actual cost incurred by reason of such continued 
tion under such contract. The commissioner, with the approval 
governor, may require of any such homesteaders at the time of 
< into their special homestead agreement a contract which may 
be incorporated into such special homestead agreement, to continue the 
cultivation of their -homesteads and to reimburse any person, firm, or 
corporation, who or which shall have done, under any such contract, 
any cultivation or other work on such lands for the conservation of the 
crops thereon to the amount of the actual cost thereof. 

All funds arising from the sale or lease or other disposal of such 
is shall be appropriated by the laws of the government of the Ter- 
of Hawaii and applied to such uses and purposes for the benefit 
inhabitants of the Territory of Hawaii as are consistent with the 
resolution of annexation, approved July 7, 1898: Provided, There 
be excepted from the provisions of this section all lands _here- 
et apart or reserved by Executive order or orders by the Presi- 

f the United States. 
person shall hereafter 
right of purchase 
estead agreement who 


leas 
zener 


and 


ands 


be entitled to receive any certificate of occu- 

lease, cash freehold agreement, or special 

or whose husband or wife shall previ- 

have taken or held more than 10 acres of any land under 

such certificate, lease, or agreement hereafter made or issued, or 

er any homestead lease or patent based thereon, or who or whose 

nd or wife, or both ef them, shall then own other land in the 

ry the combined area of which and the land in question exceeds 

S80 acres, er who is an en, unless he has declared his intention to 

a citizen of the Umted States as provided by law, nor shall any 

who, having so deciared his intention, shall hereafter take or 

he under any such certificate, lease, or agreement, continue so to 

hold or become entitled to a homestead lease or patent of the land, unless 
he shall have become a citizen within five years after so taking. 

No land fer which any certificate. lease, or agreement shall here- 
after be issued. or any part thereof, or interest therein, or control 
thereof. shall, without the written consent of the commissioner and gov- 
ernor thereafter. whether before or after a homestead lease or patent 
has been issued thereen, be or be contracted to be in any way, directly 
or irectly. of law or otherwise, conveyed, mortgaged, 
d, or otherwi transferred to or acquired or held by or for the 
benefit of any alien or cerporation, or before or after the issuance of a 
homestead lease, or before the issuance of patent to or by or for the 
benefit of any other person, or after the issuance of a patent to or by 
or for the benefit any person who owns, holds, or controls directly 
or indirectly ot und or the use thereof the combined area of which 
and the in question exceeds SO acres: Provided, That these pro- 
hibitiens shall not apply to transfers or acquisitions by inheritance or 
between tenants in common. 

And land in respect of which any of the foregoing provisions shall 

\ ited shal! ferthwith be forfeited and resume the status of public 

recovered by the Territory or its successors in an 
or other appropriate proceedings. 

f any such certificate, lease, or agreement, or of ths 

reto, shall entitle the commissioner, with the approval 
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liy d aid order of their number as drawn, the quali- 


any such person to undertake and success- | 
ns necessary for the successful farming of | 
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of the commissioner, 
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e of sale, drawing, or allotment of public land 
shall be by pub ) period of not less than 60 days in one or 
more newspapers of al cireulation published in the Territory. 

The commissioner. wi the approval of the governor, may give to any 
citizen of the United States or to any person who has legally declared 
his intention to become a citizen, and who shall hereafter become such, 
which said person has, er who and whose predecessors in interest have, 


ger 


improved any parcel of public lands and resided thereon continuously | 


January 1, 1909, a preference right to purchase so much of such 

and such adjoining land as may reasonably be required for a 

at a fair price, to be determined by three disinterested citizens 

ted by the governor, in the determination of which price the value 

of improvements shall, when deemed just and reasonable, be disregarded * 

Provided, however, That this privilege shall not extend to any original 
lessee or to an assignee of an entire lease of public lands. 

The commissioner may also, with such approval, issue for a nominal 
consideration to any church or religious organization, or person or r- 
sons or corporations representing it, a patent for any parcel of pubiie 
land occupied continuously for not less than five years heretofore and 
still oceupied by it as a church site under the laws of Hawaii. 

No sale of lands for other than homestead purposes, except as herein 
provided, and no exchange by the Territory, shall convey lands exceeding 
either 40 acres in area or 55,000 in value shall be made. No lease of 
agricultural lands ex | 40 acres in area, or of storal or waste 
lands exceeding 1,000 acres in area, shall be made without the approval 
of two-thirds of the beard of publie lands which is hereby constituted, 


A noncompliance 


n and forfeited, or any lot or part thereof | 
which is hereby au- | 
| 30, 1919. 
certificate, lease, or agreement without fur- | 
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the members of which are to be appointed by the governor as provided 
in section 80 of this act, and until the legislature shall otherwise pro- 
vide said board shall consist of six members, and its members be ap- 
pointed for terms of four years: Provided, however, That the commis- 
sioner may, with the approval of said board, sell for residence purposes 
lots and tracts, not exceeding three acres in area, and that sales of 
Government lands may be made upon the approval of said board when- 
ever necessary to locate thereon railroad rights of way, railroad tracks, 
side tracks, depot grounds, pipe lines, irrigation ditches, pumping sta- 
tions, reservoirs, factories, and mills and appurtenances thereto, in- 
cluding houses for employees, mercantile establishments, hotels, 
churches, and private schools, and all such sales shall be limited to the 
amount actually necessary for the cconomical conduct of such business 
or undertaking: Provided, however, That no exchange of Government 
lands shall hereafter be made without the approval of two-thirds of the 
members of said board, and no such exchange shall be made except to 
acquire lands directly for public uses. 

Whenever 25 or more persons, having the qualifications of homesteaders 
who have not theretofore made application under this act, except as 
hereinbefore provided, shall make written application to the Commis- 
sioner of Public Lands for the opening of agricultural lands for set- 
tlement in any locality or district, it shall be the duty of said com- 
missioner to. proceed expeditiously to survey and open for entry 
agricultural lands, whether wnoccupied or under lease with the right 
of withdrawal, sufficient in area to provide homesteads for all such 
persons as may be found to be properly qualified and capable as here- 
inbefore provided, together with all persons of like qualification who 
shall have filed with such commissioner prior to the survey of such 
lands written applications for homesteads in the district designated 
in said applications. The lands to be so opened for settlement by said 
commissioner sha}l be either the specific tract or tracts applied for or 
other suitable and available agricultural lands ih the said geographical 
district and, as far as possible, in the immediate locality of and as 
nearly equal to that applied for as may be available: Provided, how- 
ever, That no leased lands under cultivation shall be taken for home- 
steading until any crops growing thereon shall have been harvested. 

It shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Public Lands to cause 
to be surveyed and opened for homestead entry a reasonable amount of 
desirable agricultural lands and also of pastoral lands in various 
parts of the Territory for homestead purposes on or before January 
1, 1911, and he shall annually thereafter cause to be surveyed for 
homestead purposes such amount of agricultural lands and pastoral 
lands in various parts of the Territory as there may be demand for by 
persons having the qualifications of homesteaders; and in laying out 
any homestead the Commissioner of Public Lands shall include therein 
an amount not exceeding 80 acres in area, sufficient to support thereon 
an ordinary family ; and all necessary expenses for surveying and open- 
ing any such lands for homesteads all be paid for out of any funds 
of the territorial treasury derived from the sale or lease of the public 
lands, which funds are hereby made available for such purposes. 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent said commis- 
sioner from surveying and opening for homestead purposes and as a 
Single homestead entry public lands suitable for both agricultural and 
pastoral purposes, whether such lands be situated in one body* or 
detached tracts, to the end that homesteaders may be provided with 
both agricultural and pastoral lands wherever there is demand there- 
for; nor shall the ownership of a residence lot or tract, not exceeding 
3 acres in area, hereafter disqualify any citizen from applying for and 
receiving any form of homestead entry, including a homestead lease. 

All lands in the possession, use, and control of the Territery shall 
hereafter be managed by the commissioner, except such as shall be set 
aside for public purposes as hereinafter provided; all sales and other 
dispositions of such land shall be made by the commissioner or under 
his direction, for which purpose, if necessary, the land may be trans- 
ferred to his department from any other department by cirection of the 
governor, and all patents and deeds of such land shall issue from the 
office of the commissioner, who shall countersign the same and keep a 
record thereof. Lands conveyed to the Territory in exchange for other 
lands that are subject to the land laws of Hawaii, as amended by this 
act, shall, except as otherwise provided, have the same status and be 
subject to such laws as if they had previously been public lands of 
Hawaii. All orders setting aside lands for forest or other public pur- 
poses or withdrawing the same shall be made by the governor, and lands 
while so set aside for such purposes may be managed as may be pro- 
vided by the laws of the Territory. The commissioner is hereby au- 
thorized to perform any and all acts, prescribe forms of oaths, and, 
with the approval of the governor and said board, make such rules and 
regulations as may be necessary and proper for the purpose of carrying 
the provisions of this section and the lands laws of Hawaii into full 
force and effect. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWwaAIl, 

HTonolulu, Hawaii, April 30, 1919. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was finally adopted 
in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 


THE House or 


Speaker House of Representatives, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Tue SENATE or THE TeRniToRY ov HAwaAtt, 
Honolulu, Haweii, April 29, 1919. 
We hereby cértify that the foregoing resolution was finally adopted 
in the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 29, 1919. 


President of the Senate. 


Clerk of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate coneurring), 

That the Congress of the United States of America be, and it is hereby, 


requested to amend or change the land laws of the Territory of Hawaii 
in the following respects : : 

So that all provisions of the organic act relating to the granting of 
preference rights be amended so as to provide that any citizen of the 
Territory who has improved and continuously resided upon any portion 
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of the Government land for 10 years from the Ist day of January, 
A. D. 1909, except in the case of an original lessee or the assignee of 
such original lessee, may be granted such preference right. 
Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 8, 1919. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 8, 1919. 


Speaker House of Representatives. 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HawaAll, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 19, 1919. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 19, 1919. 


President of the Senate. 
Clerk of the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution | 


adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
and ordered to be printed in the REcorpD, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas there was passed by the Congress of the United States the act | 


of July 17, 1916, known as the Federal farm-loan act, same being 
“An act to provide capital for agricultural development; to create 
standard forms of investment based upon farm mortgage on equalized 
rates of interest upon farm loans; to furnish a mortgage for United 
States bonds; to create Government depositories and financial agents 
for the United States; and for other purposes,” the intent and object 
of which was to assist in the financing of farmers, that the develop- 
ment of farming and farm interests might be extended and increased 
to the benefit of farming industry; and ae ie 

Whereas the general farming industry in the Territory of Hawaii, if it is 
to be developed, is in need of as much assistance as that generally 
demanded by conditions on the mainland: Therefore 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That in order to meet the needs of the general farmers in the Territory of 
Hawaii, the Congress of the United States is hereby requested to amend 
the said farm-loan act, approved July 17, 1916, by extending said act 
so as to include the Territory of Hawaii, the said Territory of Hawaii 
to be included in one of the 12 districts provided for in said act; and 
further 

Resolved, That certified copy of this resolution be sent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the President of the Senate of the United 
States, the Speaker of the House of Peprengets tess of the United States, 
and to the Delegate to Congress of the Territory of Hawaii; and that 
the said Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Hawaii be requested 


and urged to secure the extension of the said farm-loan act to the it farther 


Territory of Hawaii. 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 15, 1919. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 


House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on March 15, 1919. | 


Speaker louse of Representatives. 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 19, 1919. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 19, 1919. 


President of the Senate. 


Clerk of the Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Concurrent resolution. 


Hawaii, it is provided that “the commissioner of public lands, with 
the approval of the governor, may give to any citizen of the United 
States, or to any person who has legally declared his intention to 
become a citizen, or who shall hereafter become such, which said 
person has, or who and whose predecessors in interest have, improved 
any parcel of public lands and resided thereon continuously since 
April 30, 1900, a preference right to purchase so much of such parcel 
and such adjoining land as may reasonably be required for a home, 
at a fair price,” etc.; and 


Whereas the above-quoted provision is a hardship to citizens whose | 


preference rights of purchase of said lands have been impeded by 


reason of the fact that portions of such lands have been reserved for | 


Federal and Territorial Government purposes; and 


Whereas it is expedient that where any such lands are reserved for | 


Federal and/or Territorial Government purposes that the Government 


a Tapri » of Hawaii yj y 2 i j t e x i 
of the Territory of Hawaii do give and grant to such citizen applying | House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 8, 1919. 


therefor an equal area of land of the same value, or of an area of 
land of the same value elsewhere located and situated, or in part 
of such reserved land and/or in part of land contiguous thereto; and 
Whereas it is provided in and by said section 73 that the commissioner 
of public lands, with the approval of the governor of the Territory 
of Hawaii, may give to any citizen a preference right of purchase of 
said lands instead of shall give to any citizen a preference right of 
purchase of said lands: Therefore, be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring) 
That the Congress of the United States be and it is hereby petitioned 
to amend said section 73, so that that 
reference to a preference right to purchase public lands be made to 
road that ‘‘ the commissioner of public lands, with the approval of 


the governor, shall give to any citizen,” ete., and to read that “ where 
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public pastoral lands belonging to the 


| the same as grazing lands. a fir A 
| homesteading, in accordance with the provisions of section 73 of the 


| ditions to be fixed by the commissioner of public lands, said 


art or portion thereof having | 
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any such lands have been or are hereafter reserved for Federal and/or 
Territorial Government purposes, the commissioner of public lands 
shall, with the approval of the governor, give and grant to such citi- 
zen applying therefor an equal area of land of the same value or an 
area of land of the same value elsewhere located and situated, and/or 
in part of such reserved land and/or in part of land contiguous thereto.” 
THE HOUSE Of REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 

Honolulu, Hawaii, April 8, 1919. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 

House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 8, 1919. 


Speaker House of Representatives. 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF Hawalt, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 28, 1919. 
‘ We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 28, 1919. 


President of the Senate. 


Clerk of the ‘Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas the organic ect of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act 
to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved 
April 30, 1900, provides that pastoral lands shall be subject to home- 
steading in areas not exceeding 80 acres; and 

Whereas such areas of pastoral land are insufficient and are responsible 
for the failure to stimulate general interest in bona fide settlers to 
take up such lands, the reasons therefor being mainly that on ac- 
count of the small and insufficient rainfall throughout the districts 
where most of said lands are located, it requires from 8 to 10 acres 
of land to maintain one head of stock under normal conditions; and 

Whereas, in order that a homesteader can make a living on such lands 
it is necessary that he be allowed a tract of land in amount from 
200 to 1,000 acres, depending upon the nature of the land, in order 
to properly maintain himself: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 

That in order to meet the needs of homesteaders desiring to homestead 

such lands the Congress of the United States is hereby requested to 


| amend the organic act of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act to 


provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 


| 1900, substantially in the manner and form set forth in the following 
| proposed bill, which the Delegate to Congress from the Territory of 


Hawaii is hereby requested to introduce and urge in Congress; and be 


Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent to the 


| President of the United States, the President of the Senate of the 


United States, the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
on States, and the Delegate to Congress from the Territory of 
awaii. 


A bill to amend the act to provide a government for the Territery of 
Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatires of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That a new section be 
added to the act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii, 
approved April 30, 1900, known as the organic act of Hawaii, to be 
known as section 734 thereof and to read as follows: 

“Sec. 734. That the commissioner of public lands shall classify all 
erritory of Hawaii into two 
classes; the first class being such lands as from their nature can be 
plowed and seeded to grass and other forage plants suitable for stock 
grazing; the second class to be all other pastoral lands which, by rea- 
son of the nature of the soil and the topography of the country, are 
such that preclude the cultivation, modification, or improvement of 
Lands of the first class to be subject to 


organic act, in areas of from 200 acres to 500 acres; lands of the sec- 


| ond class to be subject to homesteading, in accordance with the pro- 


, $ : 2 | visions of section 73 of the organic act, in areas of from 500 acres to 
Whereas in and by section 73 of the organic act of the Territory of | : 


1,000 acres; the areas of the tracts, in both classes of lands, to be fixed 
by and subject to the discretion of the commissioner of public lands. 
“It is further provided that the commissiongy of public lands, with 
the approval of the governor, may enter into agreements with those 
having possession of said pastoral lands under lease from the (overn- 
ment, to the effect that such lessees may continue in possession of said 
lands after the expiration of such lease or leases, under terms and con- 
agrec- 
ments to cover the periods following the expiration of such lease or 
leases, up to and until the homesteader or homesteaders are in a posi- 
tion to take actual possession of such pastoral lands, as may have been 
allotted to him or them.” 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF Hawall, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 8, 1919. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 


Speaker House of Representatives. 
Clerk House of Representatic« 8. 
THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF Hawall, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 26, 1919. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 26. 1919. 
President of the Senate. 


Clerk of the Senate. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
tico and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas the Territory of Hawaii is in great need of money for new 
roads, school buildings, and other public improvements; and 
as the borrowing capacity of the Territory of Hawaii is limited 
to only 7 per cent; and 
Whereas it is for the welfare and progress of this Territory that its 
borrowing capacity should be increased: Therefore be it 
solved by house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That the Congress of the United States of America be, and is hereby, 
respectfully requested to amend section 55 of the organic act so that 
the Territory of Hawaii may issue bonds or incur indebtedness up to 
10 per cent of the assessed value of property in said Territory. 
THe Hovset or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 30, 1919. 
ertify that the foregoing resolution was finally adopted in 
Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 30, 


pher 


the 
ine 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAU, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 28, 1919. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was finally adopted 
the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 28, 1919. 


President of the Senate. 
Clerk of the Senate. 
he VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adepted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 


was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution. 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That whereas the Delegate to Congress from Hawaii has introduced 
in the Sixty-fifth Congress of the United States, third session, a bill 
«H. R. 15864) to establish a fund for public works in the Territory 
ef Hawaii, and fer other purposes, which bill is in form and reads as 
follows: 

“ Be it enacted, etc., That 50 per cent of the customs and in- 
ternal revenues collected each year within the Territory of Hawaii 
for a period of 20 years from July 1, 1918, shall be segregated 
and held apart in a separate fund by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to be designated the Hawaiian fund and to be expended only for 
public werks, including educational and other public buildings, har- 
bor imprevements, read building, and educational work te develop the 
people of the Territory of Hawaii in agricultural pursuits within 
the Territory of Hawaii as the Congress may from time to time spe- 

iy authorize and appropriate.” 

it the Legislature ef Hawaii do heartily and fully indorse the 

2 of the Delegate to Congress from Hawaii in the action above 

ted and do earnestly and respectfully petition and urge the 
Congress of the United States to enact a bill to establish such fund 
in the form above set forth or in such other’ form as to the Congress 
of the United States may appear best, to the end that such fund be 
set aside for the purposes indicated in said bill; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the Secretary of the Interior of the United 
States, the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, the Delegate 
to Congress from Hawaii, and the governor of Hawaii. 

THE Hocse or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
Terrirory or Hawatl, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 30, 1919. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 

House of Representatives of the Territery of Hawaii on April 30, 1919. 


7 
i 


Speaker House of Representatives. 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
Pur SENATE OF THE TeRuiTory or Hawall, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 28, 1919. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adepted in the 
Senate of the Territory of Hawaii en April 28, 1919. 


President of the ‘Senate. 


Clerk of the ‘Senate. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I present resolutions adopted by the Edi- 
torial Workers of America, and ask that they be printed in the 

RECORD, 

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Wher: Postmaster General Burleson has denied, and continues to 
deny, second-class mailing rights to daily and weekly newspapers in 
the United States estimated at 300; and 

Whereas the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
has, in a recent decision, stated that it gravely doubts the Postmaster 
General's autherity to eontinue to deny these rights; and 

Whereas the signing of the armistice six months ago has removed all 
excuse for continuing such restrictions: Be it 
Resolved, That the National Association of City Editors, here assem- 

bled, believing that the right of a free press, as guaranteed by the first 

amendment of our Constitution, should not be abridged, demands that 

Postmaster General Burleson immediately restore these publications to 

their full rights under the Constitution ; and be it further 
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Resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to President 
Wilson, Postmaster General Burleson, and the President ef the United 
States Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives, to be read 
into the records. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Wenona, IIL, remonstrating against a modification of the war- 
time prohibition act to permit the manufacture and sale of 
beer and wine, as recommended in the message of the Presi- 
dent, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Illinois 
remonstrating against the free entry of corn from Argentina 
and praying that a protective tariff of 6 cents per bushel be 
restored upon corn, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WARREN presented a telegram in the nature of a peti- 
tion from the Board of Trade of Rawlins, Wyo., praying for the 
return to private ownership of the telephone and telegraph lines, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. ~ 

Mr. LODGE. I present a telegram received from an Italian 
society of New Britain, Conn., which I ask may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

New Britain, CONN., May 19, 1919. 


Senator LopcGr, 
Washington, D. C.: 


American citizens of Italian origin of New Britain, Conn., convened 
in solemn assembly, register their vigorous protest against the attitude 
of President Wilson on the disposition of the Italian city of Fiume. 
Imagine Fiume as an American city for centuries, successfully resisting 
Austrian, Hungarian, and Croatian encroachments on.sacred nation- 
ality. At the termination of the war of liberation would the United 
States abandon her daughter city to the cupidity of the Jugo-Slavs 
under a protest for an outlet to the sea when Jugo-Slavia could utilize 
a half a dozen Jugo-Slav ports on the same sea? We ask fair play for 
the Italians, who have been faithful allies. 

Sr. JosernH’s Mutua. Benerit Socrery, 
GeERARDO CASALE, President. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Fraternal Order of 
Eagles of Lawrence, Mass., and a petition of the Central Labor 
Union of Fall River, Mass., praying for the repeal of national 
prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
eiary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lowell, 
Mass., remonstrating against the repeal of national prohibition,. 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fitchburg, 
Mass., praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving 
law, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the New England 
Transportation Convention held at Boston, Mass., favoring the 
return to private ownership of the railroads of the country, 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COLT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rhode 
Island, praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving 
law, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the American Committee for 
the Independence of Armenia, praying for the independence of 
integral Armenia, which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Ohio Association, 
of St. Cloud, Fla., praying for the establishment of a national 
soldiers’ home at that city, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARDING presented petitions of the Jugo-Slav Repub- 
lican Alliance of Cleveland, Struthers, and Canton, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the independence of the Jugo-Slavs, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of Aroostook and Penobscot 
Union Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, State of Maine, 
praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Portland, 
Old Orchard, Biddeford, South Portland, and Westbrook, all 
in the State of Maine, praying for the repeal of the so-called 
“luxury” tax, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a memorial of the Council of Women’s 
Clubs of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against the repeal 
of war-time prohibition, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Local Lodge No. 174, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Clerks, of Arkansas City, Kans., favor- 
ing Government ownership of railroads, which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


‘ 
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LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS. 
I am instructed by the Committee on Appro- 


Mr.- WARREN. 
priations to report from that committee a very short bill and 
one which claims early consideration, as it provides pay for 


pages, mileage, etc. I report with amendments the bill (H. R. 
1200) making appropriations for certain expenses incident to 
the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and fer other pur- 
poses, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate as, in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of “ Legislative,” on page 1, after line 5, to 
strike out: 

The appropriations for mileage of Senators, Members of the House of 
Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories, and expenses of 
Resident Commissioners, made in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1920 are made immediately avail- 
able and authorized to be paid to Senators, Members of the House of 
Representatives, Delegates from the Territories, and Resident Commis- 
sioners for attendance on the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress. 

And to insert: 

For mileage of Senaters, $51,000. 

For mileage of Representatives and Delegates and expenses of Resi- 
dent Commissioners, $175,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 2, to insert: 


For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of the Senate, namely: 

Sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $2.50 per day 
each, during the session, from May 19, 1919, to June 30, 1919, $1,720, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary; and from and including July 
1, 1919, until the close of the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, 
s0 much as may be necessary. 

For stationery for Senators and the President of the Senate and for 
committees and officers of the Senate, fiscal year 1919, $3,000. 

For miscellancous items, exclusive of labor, fiscal year 19T8, $10,000. 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, fiscal year 1919, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION. 


Mr. KENYON. I am instructed by the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor to report back favorably without amendment the 
bill (8. 18) to provide for the promotion of vocatienal rehabili- 
tation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and their 
return to civil employment, and I submit a report (No. 1) 
thereon. I give notice that I shall move to take up the bill at 
a very early date, when I hope it will receive favorable consid- 
eration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar, 


COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, 


Mr. CALDER. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was 
referred Senate resolution 41, submitted yesterday by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. KENyon] to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resotved, That the Committee on Education and Labor or any sub- 
committee thereof be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed 
page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses 
of the Senate, 


TRESPASSES ON CARRIERS BY RAIL. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The bill (S. 632) prohibiting 
trespassing upon the cars or trains of carriers by rail engaged 
in interstate or foreign commerce introduced by me was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. It should have gone to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. I ask that the Committee 
on Commerce be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to that committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

RECLAMATION OF SWAMP LANDS. 


Mr. JONES of Washingten. The bill (S. 761) to establish a 
drainage fund and provide for the reclamation of swamp and 
overflowed lands in certain States was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. I think the bill should go to the Committee on 
Public Lands. The Committee on Commerce has no jurisdiction 
over matters of that kind, and I ask that it be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

A bill (S,. 1021) for the completion of the Fort Hall irrigation 
project, in the State of Idaho; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: 

A bill (S. 1022) to safeguard temporarily, by a license control 
of imports of potash, the interests of domestic potash producers 
until trade conditions are readjusted; to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1023) for the relief of certain nations or tribes of 
Indians in Mentana; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1024) to make it unlawful and to punish giving com- 
missions, bribes, or rewards to employees, and to accept the 
same, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1025) to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, 
and to further regulate commerce among the States and with 
foreign countries; and 

A bill (S. 1026) concerning baggage and excess baggage car- 
ried by common carriers in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories, and common carriers while engaged in commerce 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations, 
and prescribing the duties of such common carriers in reference 
thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses, and fixing 
the punishment therefor, and repealing all conflicting laws; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1027) to establish a bureau of publicity in the 
Department of Commerce to have charge of all the advertising 
of the Federal Government; to secure greater publicity for 
information intended for the genera! public and coming from 
the various departments of the Government; to advise and 
counsel with all private interests regarding foreign advertising; 
and to cooperate with organized advertisirf® interests of the 
Nation in promoting and in securing legislation to compel ad- 
herence to honesty and reliability in the advertising of all 
firms and individuals throughout the Nation; and 

A bill (S. 1028) to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act 
to amend the laws for preventing collision of vessels, and to 
regulate the equipment of certain motor boats on the navigable 
waters of the United States,’ approved June 9, 1910; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1029) for the construction of a memorial archway 
at Vicksburg, Miss., and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1030) for the relief of the Philippine Scouts; and 

A bill (S. 1031) donating a bronze or brass condemned cannon 
to Crocker Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Des Moines, 
Iowa, for cemetery purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1032) granting to the State of Iowa all the right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to the land within 
the meander lines, as originally surveyed, of the lakes within 
said State; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1033) to reimburse J. Mandelbaum & Sons, of Des 
Moines, Iowa, for certain duties paid in excess; to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1034) to extend the provisions of the act of June 
27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations, 
and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known 
as the Black Hawk War, Cherokee disturbance, and the Semi- 
nole War,’ approved July 27, 1892”; 

A bill (S. 10385) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who 
served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico,” approved 
May 11, 1912; 

A bill (S. 1036) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bush ; 

A bill (S. 1037) granting 
Lynch (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1038) granting a pension to Emma A. Eustis (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1039) granting.an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Williams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1040) granting an increase of pension to George F, 
Behymer ; 

A bill (S. 1041) granting a pension to Mary D. Cleaver; 

A bill (S. 1042) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Flannery ; , 


an increase of pension to Jeremiah 




















































































































































































A biil 
Foster : 

A bill (S. 
Heavrin;: 

A bill (S. 

H. Jewett; 
il! (S. 1046) granting a pension to George W. Moore; 
iil (S. 1047) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
; and 
ill (S. 1048) granting a pension to William E. White; to 
‘ommittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1049) to provide for the reinstatement in the Pub- 
lice Health Service of surgeons, assistant surgeons, officers, or 
employees of said service who resigned for the purpose of en- 
listing and who did enlist in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the war with Germany; to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 

A bill (S. 1050) granting a pension to William W. Batterton ; 

bill (S. 1051) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
skett; 

(S. 1052) granting a pension to Charles A. Barthrop; 

(S. 1053) granting an increase of pension to William 


(S. 1043) srantiny an increase of pension to Joseph N. 


1044) granting an increase of pension to James 


1045) granting an inerease of pension to Charles 


S. 1054) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


S. 1055) 
s. 1056) 


granting a pension to Preston S. Atchison; 
granting an increase of pension to James H. 


s. 1057) granting a pension to Leander Alexander ; 
1058) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
ay 


S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


5. 1060) granting an increase of pension to William 


$. 1061) granting an increase of pension to George W. | 


5. 1062 


granting an increase of pension to Helen E. 
s. 1063) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie G. 
nnett: 
bill (S. 1064) 
snap; 
A bill (S. 1065) 
A bill (S. 1066) 


mi, 


granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 


granting a pension to Thomas Baxter; 
granting an increase of pension to William 


bill (S. 1067) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 


i (S. 1068) 


bill (S. 1069) granting an increase of pension to Samuel ; 


aw, alias Charles Dean; 
bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to Catherine E. Ranney ; 


al 
\ bill (S. 1072) 
water; 
bill (S. 1073) 
eranting a pension to Alfred E. Scott; 
granting an increase of pension to Charles N, 


ill (S. 1076) granting an increase of pension to Johanna 
Saling; 


. 7 | 
ill (S. 1077) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. | 
a4 | Loyd; 


(S. 1078) granting an increase of pension to Canrisa 
bey ; 


(S. 1079) granting an increase of pension to Wilder 


S. 1080) granting an increase of pension to Evan | 


(S. 1081) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A, | 


Cantrell; 
A bill (S. 1083) granting a pension to Frances M. Burroughs; 
A bill CS. 1084) granting a pension to Helen A. Burrill; 
A bill (S. 1085 granting a pension to Rachel J. Burnham; 
A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Catherine N. 
lingame ; 
A bill (S. 1087) granting an increase of pension to Lucy C. 
Smith ; 
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granting an increase of pension to Augustus | 


(S. 1071) granting an increase of pension to John R.! 
. | Pierce ; 
granting an increase of pension to. Pascal F, |! A 

| George Smith; 
granting an increase of pension to Wesley C. | 


May 29, 


A bill (S. 1088) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Titus; 

A bill (S. 1089) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Truesdale ; 

A bill (S. 1090) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
Troutman ; 

A bill (8S. 1091) granting a pension to James Turner ; 

A bill (S. 1092) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Vennum ; 

A bill (S. 1093) granting a pension to Delia E. Wall; 

A bill (S. 1094) granting an increase of pension to Rodney 
Wampole ; 

A bill (S. 1095) granting a pension to George A. Torchio; 

A bill (S. 1096) granting an increase of pension to John 
Welsch ; 

A bill (S. 1097) granting an increase of pension to Commodore 
P. White; 

A bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to Nellic¢ White; 

A bill (S. 1099) granting an increase of pension to Philip J. 
Wickard ; 

A bill (S. 1100) 
Williams ; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting an increase of pension to Joseph L. 
Williams; 

A bill (S. 
Wilson ; 

A bill (S. 1108) granting an increase of pension to Hulda L. 
Winter ; 

A bill (S. 
Zellers ; 

A bill (S. 1105) granting a pension to Mary Standifer; 

A bill, (S. 1106) granting a pension to Everett L. Stokes; 

A bill (S. 1107) granting an increase of pension to Clara 
Stout; : 

A bill (S. 1108) granting a pension to Eugene M. Symonds; 

A bill (S. 1109) granting a pension to Charles B. Syphert; 

A bill (S. 1110) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 1111) granting a pension to George F. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 1112) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
1102) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
1104) 


granting an increase of pension to John 


| Thompson ; 


A bill (S. 1113) granting an increase of pension to Anna L. 


' Phillips ; 


A bill (S. 
Leonard ; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 


1114) granting an increase of pension to James I. 


1115) granting a pension to Ella S. Kyes; 
1116) granting a pension to Patrick Kneasey ; 
A bill (S. 1117) granting a pension to Rudolph Kals; 
A biil (S. 1118) granting a pension to Samuel P. Johns, jr.; 
A bill (S. 1119) granting an increase of pension to Jens C. 
Jensen ; 
A bill (S. 1120) granting a pension to Lora W. Hughes; 
A bill (S. 1121) granting an increase of pension to Ernest 


| Kiene; 


A bill (8S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to Roxey 


A bil! (S. 11238) granting a pension to George W. Smith, alias 
A bill (S. 1124) granting a pension to Michael Maloney ; 

A bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to Edward Madden; 

A bill (S. 1126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


| MeGooden ; 


A bill (S. 1127) granting a pension to Fred T. Macomber ; 
A bill (S. 1128) granting an increase of pension to Malcolm 


i J. McNeill; 


A bill (S. 1129) granting an increase of pension to Evan W. 
A bill (S. 1180) granting an increase of pension to Kmiles 
Pomeroy ; 
A bill (S. 1131) 
A bill (S. 1132) 
Pryor; 
A bill (S. 1138) granting a pension to Lottie Short; 
A bill (S. 1134) granting a pension to John F. Simonson ; 
A bill (S. 1135) granting an increase of pension to John N. 


granting a pension to Albert F. Pray; 
granting an increase of pension to Louis W. 


a ei ea : ; . 4 | Skidmore ; 
iil (S. 1082) granting an increase of pension to Susan J. | 


A bill (S. 1136) granting a pension to Dollie E. A. Smith; 

A bill (8. 1137) granting a pension to Sarah E. Muzy; 

A bill (8S. 1188) granting a pension to John W. Mowrey; 

A bill (S. 1189) granting an increase of pension to Elias 


| Morrison ; 
Bur- | 


| Morey; 


A bill (S. 1140) granting an increase of pension to Ida J. 


A bill (8S. 1141) granting a pension to Penelopie S. Miller; 
A bill (S. 1142) granting a pension to Nancy L. Miller; 
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A bill (S. 1148) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
N. Merritt ; 

A bill (S. 1144) granting an increase of pension to Aaron H. 
Perry ; 

A bill (S. 1145) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Peacock ; 

A bill (S. 1146) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Patterson ; 

A bill (S. 1147) granting an increase of pension to David 
Patchin ; 

A bill (S. 1148) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
O’Heron; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Mygatt ; 

A bill (S. 1150) granting a pension to Alice Gunn ; 

A bill (S. 1151) granting a pension to Marie L. Graves; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting an increase of pension to Mahala 
Clemons ; 

A bill (S. 1153) granting an increase of pension to Asa M. Van 
Cleave ; 

A bill (S. 1154) granting an increase ef pension to Charles | 
Chandler ; | 

A bill (S. 1155) granting a pension to William Chambers ; | 

A bill (S. 1156) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Higgins; 

A bill (S. 1157) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
Collier ; 

A bill (S. 1158) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Colby ; 

A bill (S. 1159) granting an increase of pension to Anstress 
L. Hendricks; . 

A bill (S. 1160) granting a pension to Lucina C. Hatch ; 

A bill (S. 1161) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Harris; 

A bill (S. 1162) granting a pension to Augustus 8. Hall; 

A bill (S. 1163) granting an increase of pension to William A, 
De Long; 

A bill (S. 1164) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
Dean ; 

A bill (S. 1165) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 1166) granting a pension to Effie M. Crail ; 

A bill (S. 1167) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Cooley ; 

A bill (S. 1168) granting a pension to William J. Cook ; 

A bill (S. 1169) granting an increase of pension to Patrick J. 
Conway ; 

A bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to James B. Gillick ; 

A bill (S. 1171) granting an increase of pension to Francis A. 
Hoagland ; 

A bill .(S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Gardner ; 

A bill (S. 1173) granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Foster ; 

A bill (S. 1174) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Fisher ; 

A bill (S. 1175) granting an inerease of pension to Adam 
Eckert ; 

A bill (S. 1176) granting a pension to Fannie S. Douglass; 

A bill (S. 1177) granting a pension to Katherine R. Doolittle; 

A bill (S. 1178) granting a pension to Charles Dohr ; 

A bill (S. 1179) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Hireen ; 

A bill (S. 1180) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Hepkins ; ; 

A Vill (S. 1181) granting an increase of pension to Alfa V. 
Freeman ; 

A biil (S. 1182) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Foster ; 

A bill 6S. 1188) granting a pension to Ole Field ; 

A bili (S. 1184) granting an increase of pension to Pedro B. 
de G. Pernaadez ; 

A bill (S..1185) granting a pension to Charles H. Eyerman; 

A bill (S. 1186) granting a pension to Willie J. Etheridge ; 

A bill (S. 1187) granting a pension to Ann L. Elliott; and 

A bill (S. 1188) granting an increase of pension to Ephriam D. 
Edwards; to the Committee on Pensions, « 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 1189) to prevent transmission through the mails 
of advertisements relating to the treatment of venereal diseases 
and certain sexual disorders; to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 1190) to transfer slaims for compensation for death 
or disability under the war-risk insurance act from the Depart- 
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ment of the Treasury to the Department of the Interior, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1191) granting an inerease of pension to Henry G. 
Mechling (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 1192) to create a power commission and to define its 
powers and duties, to provide fer the development of water 
power on public lands and in navigable streams, and for the 
transmission of electrie power, and for other purposes (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 11983) for the relief of Bert H. Clark, Maud A. 
Graham, Grace A. Graham, Lee Hurley, Emma I. Gordon, Mabel 
- —— and Nellie A. Pardy; to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

A bill (S. 1194) for the relief of Elizabeth Marsh Watkins; 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Alfred Sjostrom ; and 

A bill (S. 1196) for the relief of Edwin S. Metcalf; to the 
Committee on Claims. 


A bill (S. 1197) for the relief of Vinson Slasor: ‘ 


A bill (S. 1198) for the relief of Thomas E. Philips; and 

A bill (S. 1199) to correct the military record of Francis M. 
Benson ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1200) granting an increase of pension to George C, 
Stearns; 

A bill (S. 1201) granting a pension to Lucy A. Sehriver; 

A bill (S. 1202) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Rogers; 


A bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Patrick R. Gubin: i 


A bill (S. 1204) granting an imerease of pension to Rebecca 
Fullerton: 

A bill (S. 1205) granting a pension to Ulysses S. G. Canfield: 

A bill (S. 1206) granting an increase of pension to Francis B. 
Ainsworth: 

A bill (S. 1207) granting a pension te Andrew E. Waterman; 

A bill (S. 1208) granting a pension to Martin H. Riekman: 

A bill (S. 1209) granting an increase of pension to Edwin S. 
Metcalf ; ; 


A bill (S. 1210) granting an increase of pension to William 


C. Markward; 

A bill (S. 1211) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Holmes; and 

A bill (S. 1212) granting a pension to Henry L. Henrysen; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (S. 1213) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for vocational rehabilitation and return to civil employment of 


disabled persons discharged from the military or naval forces of 
the United States, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 


1918; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


By Mr. KELLOGG: | 


A bill (8S. 1214) to authorize the Supreme Court to prescribe 
forms and rules and generally to regulate pleading, procedure, 


and practice on the common-law side of the Federal courts: to 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1215) to donate war trophies to the city of St. Paul, 
in the State of Minnesota (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEW: 

A bill (S. 1216) to prohibit the display of a red flag or of a 
black flag or the advocacy of the overthrow ef constitutional 
representative government by force or violence and to fix a 
penalty therefor ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: 

A bill (S. 1217) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Stuck (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 1218) authorizing the Seeretary of War to donate 
to the New Orleans City Park Improvement Asseciation,: New 
Orleans, La., one or more German cannons or fieldpieces ; 

A bill (S. 1219) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to Tulane University, New Orleans, La., one German cannon or 
tieldpieee ; 

A bill (S. 1220) authorizing the Secretary of War te donate 
to the city of New Orleans, La., to be installed in the old his- 
toric Washington Artillery Hall, one German cannon or field- 
piece; and 

A bill (S. 1221) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Monroe, La., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill ¢(S. 1222) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Henry O. Barrett; and 


i 


By Mr. KENYON: ’ 
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(S. 1223) for the relief of the owner of the steamer 
r and for the relief of passengers on board said 
*: to the Committee on Claims. 
sy Mr. CAPPER: 

! (S. 1224) donating captured cannons and unloaded 
to the of Morrill, Kans.; to the Committee on 
ry Affairs. 

r, GAY: 

— to donate 50 cannons to the State of Louisi- 
nittee on Military Affairs. 
CH AMR ERLAIN (by request of the W ar Department) : 
(S. 226) to increase the efficiency of the Military 
the United States (with accompanying 


city 


iles 


wnent of 


ill (S. 1227) to provide for the disposition of the proceeds 
; of abandoned and useless military reservations (with 
anying paper); and 

ill (S. 1228) to permit the widows of officers and enlisted 

» Army, Navy, and Marine Corps to purchase subsist- 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
vy Affairs. 
ir. SUTHERLAND: 
«S. 1229) to amend an act approved August 22, 1914, 
“An act to amend and reenact section 113 of chapter 5 
» Judicial Code of the United States ”; to the Committee on 
liciary. 
Mr. SHIELDS: 
(S. 1230) granting a pension to Thomas Smith; 
ittee on Pensions. 
* HARDING: 
I ill (S. 1231) for the relief of James Kane (with accom- 
ing pa pers) ; to the Committee en Military Affairs. 
ili (S. 1282) granting a pension to Benjamin L. Price (with 
mn apanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. FRANCE: 
bil (S..1233) to repeal an act cntitled ‘ 
interference with the foreign relations, the neutrality. 
foreign commerce of the United States, to punish 
age, and better to enforce the criminal laws of the United 
and for other purposes,” and the act amendatory thereof ; 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. LODGE: 
il! (S. 1234) authorizing the Secretary 
» city of Worcester, 


ores 


to the 


‘An act to punish 


of War to donate 
Mass., one German cannon vor field- 


(S. 1235) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 

of Chelsea, Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
(S. 1236) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 

» town of Plymouth, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
ece > 
bill (S. 1237) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 

» the city of Everett, Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
A bill (8S. 1288) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
the city of Lynn, Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece; 

A bill (S. 1239) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
the city of Taunton, Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
A bill (S. 1240) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
) the city of Marlboro, Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
A bill (S. 1241) authorizing the Secretary 
» Tufts College, Mass., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
‘ommittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1242) for the relief of Harry E. Fisk; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1243) granting an increase of pension to Clarence S. 
Hall; 

A bill (S. 1244) 


7 


of War to donate 


granting a pension to John 8S. Dodge; 
A bill (S. 1245) granting a pension to Wilfred W. Phaneuf; 
A bill (S. 1246) granting a pension to Missouri B. Perea; and 
A bill (S. 1247) granting a pension to Jennie A. Norton; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HALE: 
A bill (S. 1248) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Orono, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece; 
A bill (S. 1249) for the relief of Margaret I. Varnum; and 
A bill (S. 1250) to correct the military record of Alexander 
W. Goodreau (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 1251) granting a pension to John Francis Buckley ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
B y Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (by request of the War Department) : 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 34) authorizing the Secretary of 
r to loan tents for use at encampments held by Veterans of 
World War (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
Military Affai 


| Cod Canal, 


May 29, 


By Mr. BORAH: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 35) changing the name of the 
Panama Canal to the Roosevelt Canal; to the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 36) to grant American citizenship 
to William Francis Griffitt Blackler; to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

By Mr. GAY: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 37) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of suf- 
frage to women; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. NEW: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 38) authorizing the loan of air- 
craft material to educational institutions; to the Committee’ on 
Education and Labor. 

3y Mr. MOSES: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 39) tendering the thanks of 
Congress to Lieut. Commander Albert Cushing Read, United 
States Navy, for his achievement in completing the first trans- 
Atlantic aeroplane flight; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 40) to regulate the passage of 
armed troops of a foreign power through territory of the United 
States; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000,000 for the maintenance and operation of the Cape 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $1,800 for salary of clerk in purchasing department of 
the District Commissioners’ office, to be known as chief book- 
keeper, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $50,000 for conducting investigations and study of 
the nature and habits of the pest known as the camphor thrip 
and for the eradication thereof, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the Agricultural appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. JONES of Washington submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 48), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the ‘ Sontingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to send for persens, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to em- 
ploy a stenographer at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page to 
report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of 
the Senate 

Mr. CALDER subsequently, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was 
referred the foregoing resolution, reported it favorably without 
amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

COM MITTEE 


ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution (S 
which was referred to the Committee to 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and to administer 

oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not to exceed $1 per 
printed page to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
any subject which may be pending before said committee; that the 
committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate; and 
that expenses contracted hereunder shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT subsequently, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was 
referred the foregoing resolution, reported it favorably without 
amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
45), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby ts, authorized 
sixth Congress to send for persons, books, 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per 
printed page, to report such bcarings as may be had in connection with 
any sukioct which may be befcre said comam:tcee, the expenses thereof 
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to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 46), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress to 
send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, and to employ 
a stenographer, at cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to report 
such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which may 
be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any sub- 
committee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate, 


COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. CUMMINS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
47), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed 
page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses 
of the Senate. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF IRELAND AT PARIS. 

Mr. BORAH. I offer a Senate resolution and ask that it be 
read and go over for a day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 48) was read, as follows: 

Whereas the peace conference at Versailles has assumed to bring about 
such adjustments between different peoples and nations in Europe as 
will give the world reasonable assurance of permanent peace; and 

Whereas no peace can last or ought to last which does not recognize 
and accept the principle that governments derive all their just pow- 
ers from the consent of the governed; and 

Whereas the people of Ireland have asked permission to submit to said 
conference their plea for independence and for the recognition of the 
Irish Republic; and 

Whereas the very first principles of justice require that every people 
shall at least be heard by the tribunal or conference which assumes 
to deal with their interests: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Senate of the United States earnestly requests the 

American peace commission at Versailles to secure, if possible, for the 

representatives chosen by the people of Ireland, to wit, Edward De 

Valera, Arthur Griffiths, and Count George Noble Plunkett, a hearing 

before said peace conference in order that said representatives may 

present the cause of Ireland and ask international recognition of the 
government, republican in form, established by the people of Ireland. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule and be printed. 
EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 49) 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and is hereby, 
autnorized to employ an assistant clerk at the rate of $1,800 per an- 
num, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate until other- 
wise appropriated by law. 


BRITISH CENSORSHIP OF AMERICAN MAIL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer a resolution, which I desire to have 
read, and, if the Senate will permit me, I wish to make a brief 
preliminary statement. 

There are certain reputable business houses in Chicago who 
complain very greatly of the censoring of the cablegrams under 
which they are carrying on business in Europe. ‘This censor- 
ing is by the British authorities. I have specific complaints, 
naming the occasions and the business transactions concerned. 
They do not in any manner concern the war or anything con- 
nected with the war; they are purely private business concerns. 
This resolution seeks to express the sense of the Senate. I ask 
that it be read and properly referred after the reading. 

The resolution (S. Res. 50) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolved, That the continued censoring of mail by Great Britain is 
no longer required by conditions of war, and that such censoring is 
largely now for the acquisition of business and commercial knowledge 
of American competitors; be it further 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the British author- 
ities be requested to discontinue such censoring of mail coming from 
England to reputable business houses of the United States. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. SMOOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 51), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to send for persons, books, ana pupers; to administer oaths; and to 
employ a,stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to 
report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
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out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 
any subseanntttes thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
enate. 





EMPLOYEES’ DORMITORIES. 


Mr. NEW submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 52), 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: 


Resolved, That the proper officers of the United States Housing Cor- 
oration are hereby respectfully requested to transmit to the Senate 
nformation as follows: 

(1) Information as to what, percentage of the Government buildings 
known as employees dormitories, situated between the Capitol Building 

and the Union Station, Washington, D. C., was completed and ready for 
occupancy November 11, 1918. 

(2) Information as to what sum of money has been spent in the 
ee work in connection with these buildings since November 11, 

(3) Information as to whether the said buildings are now complete 
and entirely ready for occupancy; and if so, when the work was com- 
pleted. If work was not completed before May 11, 1919, how many 
men were at that time employed on them, and when will the work be 
one 
_ (4) Information as to what total revenue the Government was obtain- 
ing from the said buildings May 1, 1919. 


JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES ON RECONSTRUCTION. 


Mr. CUMMINS submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 3), which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there are hereby created six cominittees, to be known as the joint 
congressional committees on reconstruction. Each of said committees 
shall be composed of five Senators and five Representatives in Congress. 
The members of said committees shall be selected as follows : 

The Senators in the manner provided in the rules of the Senate for 
the selection of the standing committees of the Senate and the Repre- 
sentatives in the manner proyided in the rules of the House for the 
selection of the standing committees of the House. 

The members of these committees shall be subject to change from 
time to time by the Senate and House, respectively, as are said standing 
committees, and all vacancies shall be filled in the same manner as the 
original selections were made. 

The said committees shall make, respectively, investigations of the 
subjects hereinafter named and herein assigned to them, respectively, 
and shall report to Congress from time to time with such recommenda- 
tions as to additional legislation, or otherwise, as they, respectively, 
may deem advisable. 

The first committee, which shall be known as the joint congressional 
committee upon the demobilization of the Army and Navy, shall so 
investigate and report upon the following matters, to wit: 

(a) The employment of discharged soldiers and sailors in 
pursults. 

(b) The allotment of lands to returned soldiers and sailors and their 
establishment in homes upon the public domain. 

(c) All legislation which may be required in the proper care for those 
who have suffered the dangers of war, and especially those who have 
been disabled and whose ability to earn a livelihood has been impaired. 

The second of the said committees, which shall be known as the joint 
congressional committee upon foreign trade and commerce, shall so in- 
vestigate and report upon the following matters, to wit: 

(a) Duties on imports for the protection and encouragement of home 
industry. 

(b) The development of new foreign markets. 

(c) Combinations for the purpose of increasing our selling facilities. 

(d) Changes in our banking facilities necessary to cooperate with 
such trade. 

(e) Our merchant marine, including the construction of ships; the 
continuance of Government ownership and operation, and in general 
with respect to the various problems of transportation upon the high 
S 


civil 


eas. 

The third of said committees, which shall be known as the joint con- 
gressional committee on interstate transportation, shall so investigate 
and report upon the following matters, to wit: 

(a) The permanent relation which the Government of the United 
States should sustain to the common carriers of the country. 

(b) Whether the systems of transportation now in possession of and 
being operated by the Government should be returned to their former 
owners and operated as heretofore, or whether Government operation 
should continue with or without Government ownership; or, if private 
ownership is to continue and private operation resumed, what system 
of regulation and control will be best adapted to secure efficiency in 
service, reasonable rates of transportation, and fairness to the capital 
invested. 

(c) The relation which should be established between inland water 
transportation and the railways, including the control of the former. 

(d) All questions relating to communication by wire. 

The fourth of said committees, which shall be known as the joint 
congressional committee on domestic business, shall so investigate and 
report upon the following matters, to wit: 

(a) To what extent, if any, should our laws relating to trusts and 
combinations be modified. . 

(b) What cooperation should be permitted in order to increase effi- 
ciency, reduce cost, and enable this country to successfully meet foreign 
competition. s 

(c) To what extent should the Government undertake to control 

rices. 

. (d) Government loans to private enterprises, 

(e) Government supervision of eapital issues. 

(f) The supply and control of raw materials and encouragement in 
the production of articles that have not heretofore been manufactured 
in this country. 

The fifth of said committees, which shall be known as the joint con- 
gressional committee on employers and employees, shall so investigate 
and report upon the following matters, to wit: 

(a) Conciliation and arbitration in labor disputes. 

b) The relation of men and women in similar employments. 

fe Substitution of female employees for male employees, and vice 
versa. 


(d) The organization of permanent employment agencies. 
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(©) The distribution of labor, including employment of surplus labor 
on public works. oe 

(f) The sanitary housing of employees and the disposition of houses 

nstructed by the Government during the war. ; 

) The freedom of labor, and of employment in its relation to trade- 
unionism ; and wages, hours, and conditions of employment. 

The sixth,of said committees, which shall be known as the joint 
congressional committee upon natural resources, shall so investigate and 
report on the following matters, to wit: 

(a) The encouragement of private enterprises in the development of 
the resources of the public domain. 

b) The tendency toward urban population and the best means of 
checking it, including the requirements for farm labor and the best 
means of securing it. “ 

(c) Government loans to farmers. 

(d) The distribution of food products. 

(e) Our timber problems. 

(f) The adequate production and proper distribution of our mineral 
resources, including coal, petroleum, and other fuels. 

(g) The development and control of water power. : 

Each of said committees is empowered to take up and examine any 
other subject which in the course of its investigation it finds to be 
inseparably connected with the subjects herein assigned to it and 
which ought to be considered in view of the change from the activities 
of war to the pursuits of peace, and especially the demobilization of 
war commissions, administrations, bureaus, and other civilian war agen- 

ies, and the adjustment of the forces employed therein to private indus- 
try and commerce under normal peace conditions. 

Each of said committees is authorized to employ such clerical assist- 
ance as it may deem necessary, including the services of experts, and 
may, by subcommittee or otherwise, send for persons or papers, admin- 
ister oaths, and employ stenographers at a cost not to exceed $1 per 
printed page to report such hearings aS may be had in connection with 
any subject before it. 

Each of said committees may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 

ADDRESS BY EX-SECRETARY M’'ADOO. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I have here a splendid ad- 
dress delivered by ex-Secretary McAdoo on the league of nations. 
It is very logical and forceful. I ask unanimous consent that it 
be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, inasmuch as the publication of 
this address in the Recorp will tend to balance the address by 
Judge Von Valkenberg on the other side of this question, which 
was ordered printed the other day on request of the Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. Reep], I shall not ebject to the present publica- 
tion, but I wish my colleagues to understand that henceforth I 
shall insist that ali requests of this kind shall be sent to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the address in the Recorp? 

Mr. BORAH. I should like to ask if there is any partisanship 
in the address? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I have not read it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I should like to inquire if there is any parti- 
sanship left on the other side of the Chamber? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ido not know. Without objection, 
the address will be printed in the Recorp. 

The address is as follows: 


Is there objection to the printing of 


ApvprESS oF Hox. W. G. McApoo on Leacvr or Nations, New York 
Ciry, May 26, 1919. 

“A fundamental error into which opponents of a league of 
nations have fallen is the assumption that by staying out of 
such a league the United States can maintain a ‘ splendid isola- 
tion,’ which will keep us out of future wars. The great war 
from which we are now emerging shows the magnitude of this 
illusion. We were not drawn into the World War voluntarily. 
We tried to maintain our traditional policy of isolation, but 
failed for the reason that America has grown so great in 
material, moral, and political influence and is now such a vital 
factor in the family of nations that no great war involving the 
leading powers of the world can take place without involving 
the United States inevitably in the conflict. 

“For alinost three years after the war broke out in Europe 
we strove, in pursuance of our traditional policy, to maintain 
a neutral position. But as the struggie between the belligerents 
progressed and it became more and more to their advantage in 
i.ghting each other to disregard our neutrality and to violate 
our rights under international law, they proceeded to do so with 
indifference. 

“America’s economic status in the family of nations makes it 
essential that freedom of ocean transit for American life and 
property shall always be maintained. For many years we 
have produced much more than we can consume. Our overpro- 
duction, stimulated by war, is the greatest in our history. 
Foreign markets for our surplus are indispensable to the wel- 
fare and prosperity of our people. In furtherance of our for- 
eigh comunerce it is necessary that American citizens, as well 
as American products, shall be transperted upon the high seas 
without molestation. Germany found it to her interest to use 
the submarine, in defiance of international law, to destroy Amer- 
ican lives and American ecommerce in her effort to defeat Eng- 
land. The sacred obligation which every Government owes to 
its citizeus to protect them against wrongful aggressicn forced 
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the American people finally to drop the réle of a neutral and to 
assume the character of a belligerent. -If we had failed to de- 
fend our rights which had been challenged by an arbitrary foe, 
we should have been respected neither at home nor abroad; we 
should have found our moral influence destroyed and our legiti- 
mate commerce injured to such an extent as to bring distress 
and suffering to our own people. First of all for liberty, human- 
ity, and our sacred ideals, and next for the vindication of our 
vital rights, we entered the fight and fought the war to the 
finish and to victory. We shall have to fight again unless the 
nations of the earth now organize an instrumentality through 
which the peace of the world may be preserved, for we shail 
find ourselves confronted again with aggressions upon our vital 
rights by one combatant or another or all the combatants who 
may be engaged in some future European war. 

“Our isolation has been destroyed forever. Three thousand 
miles of the Atlantic are no longer a protection. They are not 
even a formidable barrier. Gallant men of our Navy will in a 
few days complete their conquest of the Atlantic in airplanes. 
What the future development of the world is to be one can 
picture with reasonable certainty—swifter communication by 
improved methods as revolutionary in their character as the 
steam engine was a century ago and capable perhaps of in- 
finitely greater and more remarkable development. More than 
ever America is interwoven into the very warp and woof of 


_the fabric of the world, 


“Our only escape from war in the future is, therefore, to join 
our power to that of the leading nations of the world and 
create such a prependerant force capable of benevolent, orderly, 
and prompt exercise in the interest of peace that war shall be 
made remote, if net impossible. 

“Under the peace settlement new nationalities are taking 
form and vitality. Self-government of the people, for the people, 
and by the people bids fair to become the organic system in 
each of the new nations which will be born of the peace confer- 
ence now sitting at Versailles. This very democratization of the 
peoples of Europe will prove ene of the most potential influ- 
ences for the future peace of the world. Self-governing peoples, 
democratic peoples, do not want war. They are pacific in large 
degree because of the very responsibility which self-govern- 
ment imposes, and they are receptive, therefore, to counsels of 
peace when autocratic despots are never willing to listen. With 
autocracy destroyed and democracy ascendant, America has the 
oppertunity of bringing into existence the greatest charter of 
human rights and of doing a greater service for humanity than 
any nation has ever been able to do in the history of all the 
world. 

“No league of nations can be created without America. Her 
influence is essential not alene to its creation but to its success. 
Her power, her moral influence, her unselfishness, and her ideals 
must be thrown into the balance all the time. 

“No argument should be required to show the need of a 
league to secure the future peace of the world, but if it is 
5,000,000 dead soldiers and sailors sleeping in the soil ef Europe 
and in the trackless Waters. of the vast deep, millions of maimed 
and’ wounded fighters, millions of dead and outraged women 
and children, needlessly sacrificed, and millions of civilian men 
too old to fight, but forced to die from starvation and want, cry 
out in a mighty but inarticulate chorus for the abolition of 
war. Humanity, Christianity, civilization, and every noble 
thing America has professed and fought for demand guaranties 
of future peace. The masses of men and women everywhere 
who must bear the burden of debt and toil and sacrifice for yeara 
to come to repair the senseless waste of five years of brutal and 
unnecessary war with one voice demand that the statesmen of the 
world who now have the responsibility of ameliorating the bur« 
dens of humanity shall not fail to provide a remedy. 

“Tt is for these reasons that a league of nations has been 
proposed as a part of the treaty of peace. The plan suggested 
is practical and workable. It represents undoubtedly the com- 
promise of many conflicting views and ideals which is inevitable 
where the interests involved are so extensive and intricate. 
3ut it is amazing to have achieved so nvuch at the start. If the 
plan is adopted and put into effect, resort to war will be made 
so difficult as to encourage the hope that the greatest scourge of 
humanity, with the exception of disease and. poverty, has been 
conquered at last. In the brief time at my disposal I can not 
enter upon an exhaustive analysis of the league covenant, nor 
is it my purpose to make a technical or legalistic argument. It 
is my hope to give a general outline of the plan and touch upon 
those important features of the covenant which relate directly 
te the prevention of war. 

“Thirty-two nations, representing the greatest part of the 
population of the world and the largest part in area of the soil, 
are signatories to the plin, which, in general outline, provides 
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for an assembly or congress of the nations in which each hag 
three representatives and in which each nation has one vote. 
“In addition to the assembly, a council of nine is created, in | 
which five of the great powers, namely, the United States, the 
British Empire, France, Italy, and Japan, are permanently rep- 
resented. The other four members of the council are to be se- 
lected by the assembly. The council is an executive body and 
will have in effect the general direction of the affairs of the 
league. With the exception of matters of procedure at meetings | 
of the assembly or of the council and the appointment of com- | 
mittees, effective action by the council or the assembly requires 
unanimous vote. This unanimity of action completely an- | 
nihilates the objections raised by some opponents of the league, 
that small nations are given the same voting power as large 
nations. What difference does this make so long as unanimous 
vote is essential to action? ‘This provision makes conferences 
and not legislatures of the meetings of the assembly and of the | 
council and destroys completely the argument that the United 
States will be disadvantaged because it has one vote and is | 
therefore in a minority. Where unanimous vote is essential to | 





action one vote is as potential as all the other votes. 

“The first meeting of the assembly and of the council will be 
called by the President of the United States. A permanent | 
secretariat is established, which is the administrative arm of 
the league, and all positions under or in connection with the 
league are thrown open equally to women and men. This recog- | 
nition of women is a great victory in their fight for equality of | 
opportunity and of civil and political rights everywhere. 

“The prevention of war is sought to be accomplished by | 
eliminating, as far as possible, the causes which lead to war | 
through— 

“(1) The limitation of armaments. 

“(2) Guarantees of territorial integrity and political inde- | 
pendence. 

“(3) The abolition of secret treaties. 

“(4) Compulsory conferences to discuss questions of common | 
interest that may from time to time arise and thereby to bring | 
about cooperation among the nations concerned. 

“One of the most serious causes of wars in the past has been | 
the creation of vast armaments and great standing armies, | 
which have been a constant temptation to aggression by that 
nation which was possessed of a preponderant force. So long as | 
the policy of any one power was to build up great military and 
naval establishments other powers had to enter into competition 
as a matter of self-defense. The result was that the leading 
nations of Europe have been for generations past great armed 
camps, ready to spring at each other’s throats and precipitate 
wars upon slight provocation or for causes which no impartial 
tribunal would, upon investigation, consider adequate. 

“One of the most important purposes of the league is there- 
fore the reduction of armaments upon an established scale, | 
which will put all the members of the league upon an equality 
as near as may be in the matter of organized force. Plans for 
such reductions are to be prepared by the council and submitted 
to the several governments concerned, but no plans are to be- 
come binding on any nation until adopted by it. Congress is 
not deprived of any of its prerogatives in this matter, but, on 
the contrary, retains the sole power to determine what armed 
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forces, military and naval, shall be maintained by the United | 
States. If, however, our Congress should adopt the recom- | 
mendation of the league for reduction of armaments, then no 
increase in such armaments may be made without the consent 
of the league for a period of 10 years, at the end of which 
time the plan will be subject to reconsideration and revision. | 
“In order to enforce this provision the council is to advise | 
as to how the evil effects of the private manufacture of arms | 
and ammunition can he prevented, with a view to the adop- 
tion by governments of the policy of manufacturing for them- | 
selves instead of through private interests such war materials 
as are required for their safety. All members of the league are 
to interchange full and frank advices as to their military and 
naval programs in order that each member of the league may 
know what the other is doing in respect to armaments. This is | 
the first step toward the prevention of war—the limitation of 
armaments—so that no nation will have a preponderant armed 
force and be tempted to use it to attack another in the execu- 
tion of some selfish aim or purpose. The United States is not 
disadvantaged, but advantaged, by this provision, because it is 
in line with our historic policy of limited armament and puts all 
other nations on an equality of armed strength with us. 
“Throughout all history one of the greatest incentives to 
war has been the lust of ambitious rulers to extend their powers 
and dominion over other peoples and to absorb the territory of 
other nations. After every great war the map of Europe has 
been changed and peoples have been transferred from one sov- 


|} and the lawless violence of barbarous races. 1 ; 
| The allied nations in their council must determine the lines of recon- 
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ereignty to another without regard to their feciings or interests. 
The results of the present war are not different from those of 
all other great wars, so far as changing the map of Europe is 
concerned, although the motives for such change are this time 
quite different from those which have heretofore controlled. 
We are now trying to restore to the different peoples of the 
world the territories which of right belong to them and to set 
them up once more as politically independent sovereignties with 
the added right of self-government. The magnitude of this 
task is exceeded only by its difficulties. There are so many 
races in Europe and the intermingling of populations along their 
borders has been so continuous. that there are many areas which 
can not with accuracy be ethnologically defined. There are, so 
to speak, twilight zones of populations which are neither pre- 
dominantly one nationality nor another, and therefore the new 
nations which are to be established under the peace treaty are 
in some instances given boundaries which must be tested for a 
reasonable length of time under conditions of stabilized govern- 
ment before the wisdom of such boundaries can be demon- 
strated. Moreover, some of these nations will be stronger, of 
Their peoples are unaccustomed to self- 


status for themselves. This is notably true of restored Poland 
and Czechoslovakia, which will need for some time guaranties 
against external aggression which will enable their people to 
work out their destinies without fear of aggression from their 
neighbors and under favoring conditions of peace. No less im- 


| portant are these guaranties against external aggression and of 


political independence to the larger States of Europe than to 
the smaller. Once it is firmly and clearly established that no 


| nation may commit aggressions upon its neighbors, all may 
| Settle down to peaceful pursuits and build up again the pros- 


perity and happiness of their peoples under stable and well- 


| ordered government. 


“Article 10 of the covenant, therefore, wisely provides that 
each member of the league shall respect and preserve as against 
external aggression the territorial integrity and existing po- 
litical independence of all members of the league. It must 
be borne in mind that this covenant does not permit the league 
of nations to interfere in any uprisings or disturbances within 
a State itself. The right of revolution against oppressive inter- 
nal authority remains unaffected and unimpaired, and every 


| people is left to determine for itself what its form of govern- 


ment shall be and how its internal or domestic affairs shall 
be conducted. 


“Mr. Root in his admirable essay on the first draft of the 


| league of nations said in support of article 10: 


“T think, however, that this article must be considered not merely 


| with reference to the future, but with reference to the present situa- 


tion in Europe. Indeed, this whole agreement ought to be considered 
in that double saat. The belligerent power of Germany, Austria, 
ey has been destroyed, but that will not lead to 


Asia. The vast territories of the Hohenzollerns, the Hapsburgs, and 


the Romanoffs have lost the rulers who formerly kept the population 
in order and are filled with turbulent masses without stable government, 
unaccustomed to self-control, and fighting among themselves like 
children of the dragon’s teeth. There can be no settled peace until 
these masses are reduced to order. Since the Bolsheviki have been 
allowed to consolidate the control which they established with German 
aid in Russia the situation is that Great Britain, France, Italy, and 
Belgium, with a population of less than 130,000,000, are confronted 
with the disorganized but vigorous and warlike population of Ger- 
many, German Austria, Hungary, Bulgaria, Turkey, and Russia, 
amounting approximately to 280,000,000 fast returning to barbarism 
Order must be restored. 


Their determinations must be enforced. They may make 
mistakes. Doubtless they will; but there must be decision, and decision 
must be enforced. Under these conditions the United States can not 
quit. It must go on to the performance of its duty, and the immediate 
aspect of article 10 is an agreement to do that. 

“Mr. Root suggested an amendment to this article providing 
that after the expiration of five years from the signing of the 
convention any nation might terminate its obligation under 
article 10 by giving one year’s notice in writing to the secretary 
general of the league. Snce Mr. Root’s suggestion a provision 
has been incorporated in the revised draft of the covenant 
which is even more favorable to the termination of the obliga- 
tion than Mr. Root proposed. Any member of the league may, 
under the revised draft, withdraw from the league after two 
years’ notice of its intention to do so, provided that all its 
international obligations and all its obligations under the league 
covenant shall have been fulfilled at the time of its withdrawal. 
The effect of the revised covenant, therefore, is to enable any 
nation to terminate its obligation to respect and preserve the 
territorial integrity and political independence of the other 
members of the league after two years’ notice of its intention 
to do so instead of being bound for five years, as Mr. Root 
Certainly the United States could not do less than 


struction. 
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join in this guaranty, which eliminates one of the most fruitful 
causes of war and at the same time gives the new nations «to 
be established under the peace treaty the opportunity ‘to or- 
ganize and erect stable governments, especially when we can 
relieve ourselves of this obligation at any time upon'two years’ 
notice. It is our duty to help these ‘struggling people back ‘to 
life and to help all the nations of Europe ‘to establish ordered 
government without fear of external attack. 

“The argument that this guaranty will involve us in every 
Hurepean quarrel is far-fetched ‘for the following reasons : 

“(1) We can’t be drawn into any war unless our ‘Congress 
first authorizes it. 

“(2) After all European armaments are reduceil practically 
to an ‘internal police foree basis, any war, or attempted war, 
will be a small affair, because of the small armed forees avail- 
abie. 

“(3) The control by governments of the manufacture of war 
munitions, and the destruction of great war plants like the 
Krupps, will prevent would-be belligerents from getting the 
necessary supplies of arms and ammunition. 

“(4) In case of conflict in Europe, the neatby powers would 
be called on first to provide the necessary forces first, as in case 
of conflict on the American‘Continent the United States would 
be asked to take the matter in hand. But—and I repeat it—in 
no case is the United States bound to go to war or supply an 
armed force without the authorization of the Congress. 

“Another fruitful cause of war between nations has been 
secret treaties, under which nations attempted to get advantage 
of their rivals, and under which iutrigues and private under- 
standings of all kinds have worked for: distrust, suspicion, and 
enmity. Article 18 of the revised covenant provides that 
“every convention or international engagement entered into 
henceforward by any ‘meniber of the league shall be forthwith 
registered with the secretariat and shall as soon as possible 
be published by it. No such ‘treaty or international engagement 
shail be binding until so registered.’ 

“Certainly no nation imbued with good faith toward its 
neighbors and genuinely interested in preserving the peace of 
the werld can object to this article of the covenant. When 
treaties are published, just-as are the laws of the United States 
and of the several States of the Union, so that all may read and 
understand, the selfish aims and private advantages which have 
heretofore accrued to nations and to individuals through these 
pernicious and mischievous secret treaties will become abortive. 

“If any one thing has been demonstrated by the Great War, it 
is that conference and counsel between the great nations is one 
of the most certain means of preventing international misunder- 
standings and of making war impossible. Heretofore such confer- 
ence could net be held exeept by the voluntary action of all the 
parties. In 1914, before Germany precipitated the Great War, 
an urgent effort was made by Sir Edward Grey to bring about 
a conference of the powers to eonsider the dispute between 
Austria and Serbia. Germany refused to enter that conference. 
She had determined to bring on the war in the execution of long- 
considered plans, and she knew that if she joined a.conferenee 
of the powers, where a full and frank discussion of the ‘issues 
involved would be necessary, war would be averted and her am- 
bitions would be thwarted. 

“ One of the most powerful arguments for the league of na- 
tions is the requirement that the assembly, which consists of the 
representatives of all the members of the league, and the couneil 
shall meet at stated intervals and ‘from time to time as occa- 
sion may require, at the seat of the league or at such other place 
or places as may be decided upon. This provision is mandatory. 
It provides that ‘the assembly shall meet at stated intervals 
and that the council shall meet from time to time as eccasion may 
require and at least once a year. 

“ Suppose that this league had been in existence in 1914, and 
that upon a threat of war a meeting of the assembly or of the 
council had been called. Germany would have been obliged to 
attend. A discussion of the dispute would immediately have fol- 
lowed, and there is no doubt that the terrible war would have 
been prevented; that 5,000,000 dead men would be alive to-(lay 
and 20,000,600 wounded men would 'have been spared; that the 
horrors and indescribable sufferings of the civil populations of 
all the nations coneerned would not have occurred; and that 
$200,000,000,000 of treasure would not have been wasted. 

“It is a well-known fact, and Germany has admitted it, that 
Germany expected Great Britain to keep out of the Great War 
and that if she had known that Great Britain would make com- 
mon cause with Pranee, Belgium, and Russia, she would never 
have precipitated the disastrous conflict. If even a conference of 
Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, and Russia had been 
held in 1914, Great Britain would have made this ¢lear to Ger- 
many, and the war would not have occurred, If the proposed 
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league of nations accomplishes nothing more than to make certain 
a conference of the members of the league and of the council at 
stated intervals for the purpose of discussion and conference, it 
will have a ‘potential ‘influence upon the peace of the world; it 
will promote international cooperation instead of international 
antagonisms and suspicions, which have been the characteristic 
evil of the old system of secret treaties and artificial balances of 
power so long maintained in Europe. 

“Tf, however, after limitations of armaments have been se- 
cured and :guarantees of territorial integrity and political inde- 
pendence ‘have been given ‘and secret treaties have been elimi- 
nated and conferences of the powers have been provided for, 
disputes between nations should arise and take on-such an acute 
form as to threaten war, then the league covenant makes other 
provisions which almost certainly will regult:in maintaining the 
peace of the world. What are'those provisions? 

“They are, first, for arbitration of the dispute, if it is of a 
character which the contending nations recognize as suitable for 
submission to arbitration. Mr. Root’s admirable definition of 
disputes suitable for arbitration has been inserted in the cove- 
nant, namely: “Disputes:as'to the interpretation of a treaty, as 
to any question of international law, as to the existence of any 
fact which if established would constitute‘a breach of any inter- 
national obligation, or as to the extent and nature of the repara- 
tion to be made for any such breach.’ But if the matter should 
not be considered suitable for arbitration then the contending 
nations agree that an inquiry into the merits of the dispute shall 
be conducted by the council, which shall make such recommenda- 
tions for a-settlement as it thinks just and proper, which recom- 
mendations must’ be made within six months after the submis- 
sion of the controversy. In case either of arbitration or of :in- 
quiry by the council, the parties affected agree that they will 
not go'to war until: three months after the award by the arbi- 
trators or the recommendation of the council, 

“ Without going into further details about these admirable pro- 
visions of the covenant, it is sufficient to say that they postpone 
war until there can bea complete discussion of the dispute either 
through the medium of arbitration or through the precesses of 
inquiry, and that after award by the arbitrators ora recommen- 
dation by the council which makes the inquiry, neither -party 
shall go to war until three:months thereafter. During that time, 
opportunity for mediation and conciliation is offered, and in any 
event it is provided that the parties affected ‘will not go to war 
with any party to the dispute which complies with the unani- 
mous recommendations of the council or accepts award:of the 
arbitration. 

*“Suppose any nation refuses to accept the award of the arbi- 
tration or’ the unanimous: reeommendation of the council which 
makes the inquiry and proceeds to make war against the other 
party to the dispute which has accepted the award: or‘the recom- 
mendations of the council, or suppose any nation goes to war, as 
Germany did in 1914, without notice to anybody. What then 
happens? The offending nation ‘will be deemed ‘to have ecom- 
mitted an act of war against all the other members of the league, 
and thereupon the other members of the league will (1) sever 


‘all trade or financial relations between the ‘members of ‘the 


league and the offending nation; (2) prohibit all intercourse 
between the citizens of members of the league and citizens of 
the offending State; and (3) prevent all fimancial, commercial, 
and personal intercourse between the citizens of the offending 
nation and the citizens of any other State or nation throughout 
the world, whether a member of the ‘league or not. This ‘is 
what is called an economic boyeott. It is a terrible weapon, 
which the sane representatives of no nation would defy with 
impunity. 

“Let us suppose again that Germany had been faced in July, 
1914, with this terrible economic boyeott by Great Britain, 
France, Italy, Russia, Belgium, and the United States. Is it 
eonceivable that she would have entered upon the mad career 
of war with certain defeat staring her in the ‘face at ‘the very 
outset? "No nation is strong enough to resist the eombined 
economic pressure of the greatest powers of the world and the 
moral influence and repréhension of the public opinion of the 
world. But economic pressure is not the only consequence which 
a recalcitrant nation would incur, because, if war should actually 
result, the league covenant provides that the council-shall recom- 
mend to the several Governments coneerned what effective miti- 
tary or naval forces the members of the league shall severally 
contribute to be used against the offending member. 

“T wish to: repeat, however, that the United States, as a mem- 
ber of the Jeague,: could not be forced into war ‘by ‘the recom- 
mendation. ef’ the council or by any action of the league, without 
its consent. The Congress of the United States would have to 
say whether or not such recommendation should ‘be :adopted. 
The entire subject would have to be submitted ‘to: the Congress 
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by the President for appropriate action. in aceerdance with the 
Constitution of the United States, which vests in the Congress 
the sele power to deelare war. 

“But if arbitration and inquiry fail, if mediation and con- 
ciliation prove impotent, if nine months of discussion and con- 
ference do not cool the hot passion for war, if every agency and 
influence of the league are exhausted in vain, then our oppe- 
nents say that war will happen and that the league eovenant 
therefore recognizes and sanctions war. 


conceivable. If it should happen, how eould it be said that the 
league covenant sanctions war because it undertakes to prevent 
it any more than it can be said that the State sanctions murder 
because it enacts laws to prevent that crime? In either case 
the evil is recognized to exist, and because every effort is made 
to destroy it, by no exercise of the imagination can the attempt 


be distorted into a sanction of the offense if, after all is done, | 


murder is committed or war occurs. 

“We do not abandon the Monroe doctrine by entering the 
league of nations. That policy is expressly reserved from the 
operations of the covenant. 
of any foreign colony or territory except with our consent, and 
no »mendments to the league after its adoption will be binding 
upon the United States unless accepted by it. 

“In ease of attack upon the United States we can immediately 
repel the attack and defend ourselves. 


Claim of our opponents to the contrary. The league has nothing 
to do with immigration, naturalization, or any of our internal 
or domestic affairs. We shall control these matters just as fully 
with membership in the league as without it. 

“The extent to which the world has been involved in this 
greatest of all wars makes the terms and conditions of the peace 


made in the history of the world. Never have such intricate 


problems been faced, and never before has the human mind | 


undertaken to grapple with so many of them at one time. A 
readjustment and a reconstitution of the world is in progress, 
and the terms of the peace must effect the settlement. There 
must be some constituted authority or tribunal to which appeal 
can be made for interpretation of the peace document in cases 


of dispute or uncertainty, and to which resort may be had for | 


the settlement of the innawmerable questions which will imevita- 
bly arise out of the treaty or treaties of peace. 


important service to perform. The peace can not be interpreted 


and enforced without the league of nations as the necessary in- | investments 


strumentality and authority. 
“The economic problems growing out of the war are a power- 
ful argument for a league of nations. 


this war. The greater part of these expenditures constitute 


national debts of the various belligerents and impose a burden | 
upon the masses of their people which it is difficult for them to | 


bear. For generations to come the working men and women of 
brows for the needless destruction of this war. 
of this debt will be felt by the people everywhere, because it is 
always the masses who suffer most from war. They bear she 
bulk of the burden, because they are the producers, and it is 
only by productien or the creation of wealth that war debts, 
like other debts, can be paid. Unless some means are found to 
prevent war, what hepe is there for the masses ef men and 
women in the Old World? 
and the great powers must again engage in. competition with 
each other in preparations for war, which will inevitably 
eventuate in new wars, then the people of Europe are condemned 
to unspeakable misery and poverty for the future. ‘They can 


in addition the heavy expenditures required in preparations for 
new wars. The only hope for the masses is to turn the fruits 
of their industry into productive channels. The savings of the 
future must not be wasted upon war preparations but must be 
devoted to improvement of the conditions under which men and 
women live. 

“Can we not learn a lesson from this and by a league of 
nations make it unnecessary to load upon the backs of the 


already overburdened masses an additional burden in prepara- | 


tion for future wars? Can we not leave in the pockets of the 


people the meney which will be wasted in future preparation | 


for war, thereby easing their burdens and contributing to their 
happiness and prosperity? 
we may expect from a league of nations. If statesmen of the 
world fail now to give relief to the suffering masses in Europe 
there can be no certainty of future peace. 
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It is possible, of course, | 
that war might happen in these cireumstances, but it is searcely | 


We can not be made a mandatory | 


Nothing in the league | 
covenant deprives us of that right, notwithstanding -the false | 


| nations. 
| couraged American citizens from making ventures in foreign 
| lands. 
more complex and difficult than any other peace which has. been | 





If we are to have no league of peace, | 


. : - | competitive 
not support the burdens imposed by the Great War and assume | 
| the burdens and horrors of war. 
| stroyed but is deliberately reestablished now, the same bloody 


| be repeated in the future. 


This is one of the great benefits | 
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“The terrible excesses of the Russian revolutionists are due 
to the fixed conviction in the minds of the masses of men and 
women there that the ruling classes have given them nothing 
but suffering, poverty, and war; that they have failed utterly 
to serve the people ; that statesmanship has been found wanting; 
that their misery and their poverty are due to these causes as 
well as to the fact that property has been accumulated in the 
hands of the few; and in their groping fer a new system which 
will distribute the benefits of society more equally and save 
them from the horrors of poverty and of war which they have 


| endured for centuries they are striking out blindly and desper- 
| ately in an effort to find a remedy. 
| Russia will repeat itself in Eurepe unless the combined states- 
| manship of the world is equal to the situation. 


What is happening in 


The league of 
nations will do much to lift the masses of men and women im 
the world to a higher plane of contentment and prosperity and 
give them a larger eppertunity te participate in the benefits ef 


| organized society. 


“Another phase of the problem is worthy of consideration at 
this particular time, especially by America. We are now the 
dominant financial power of the world. All nations needing 
capital for governmental use or for their internal development 
through enterprises of every character must look increasingly 
to America for the necessary assistance. The history of enter- 
prise in foreign lands is filled with injustices to foreign citizens, 
representing in many instances a denial of justice or such arbi- 
trary action as to be practically confiscatory. There has never 
been any preperly constituted agency for dealing with inter- 


national disputes arising out of these matters, and they have 


frequently led to war or have almost precipitated war between 
The lack of protection of such investments has dis- 


Such ventures, if legitimately undertaken and justly 
protected, would operate greatly to the benefit of American 
ecommerce and influence. The lack of such protection has eper- 
ated adversely alse to the best interests of those countries which 
eonstantly need capital for their development. 

“Tt seems to me that the league of nations offers the agency 
through which disputes of this character may be taken up and 
eonsidered in an orderly manner and legitimate investments in 
foreign countries given adequate protection without resert to 
force. If this can be accomplished a great ineentive will be 


| given to American enterprise in foreign countries, and those 
t : | nations which need capital will be able te command the requisite 
“ The league of nations has in this respect an essential and 


supply once it is demonstrated that threugh the league of na- 
tions a forum has been created where disputes about foreign 
may be promptly considered and disposed of. 
America’s opportunity to assist Latin America, for instance, 


| would be immensely enhanced in those cireumstances, and the 
It is estimated that | 
$200.000,000,000 have been expended by all the belligerents in | 


league of nations would be able to confer benefits of incalculable 
value upon the people of all the Central and Seuth American Re- 
publics, the people of the United States, and in fact upon the 
citizens of every other country who engage in foreign enter- 
prises. For the future of American commerce, therefore, look- 


ing at it for 2 moment from the purety materialistic standpoint, 
all of the belligerents will be paying with the sweat of their | 


The oppression | 


the league of nations would have a stimulating and protecting 
influence of the greatest possible value. Our business men and 


| bankers who are taking such a keen interest in foreign trade 
| and enterprise should not overlook the advantages of this in- 


strumentality of the league. 

“The league of nations is created net, as some people suppese, 
merely to hold Germany down. It is created to hold all of the 
allied powers, 2s well as Germany and all of the Central Powers, 
down toe a peace basis in the future. The league is made neces- 
sary not because any number of natiens seek to combine their 
power to oppress some other nations, but because the whole 
European system of balances of power, secret diplomacy, and 
armaments, as practiced heretofore, has failed 
utterly to preserve peace and to save the masses of people from 
Tf this old system is not de- 


wars which have marred European history for centuries will 
A concert of the nations for peace is 
the only remedy, and the league of nations represents the effort 
to organize the world for peace instead of for war. 

“What will happen if the league of nations is not ratified by 
the United States Senate? It is an essential part of the ma- 
chinery for peace. It can net be separated from the peace 
treaty, because the peace treaty can not be enforced without the 
league. If no league is created and a simple treaty of peace is 
attempted, there can be no stability in Europe. A continual 
ferment of turbulent populations, already overburdened by debt 
and struggling in peverty, will precipitate new wars in the near 
future, and we shall have to remobilize the army we are now 
demobilizing and do the job all over again merely to satisfy the 
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views of narrow partisans and visionless men. Why should 
the people of the United States and of the world suffer because 
these men, or any set of men, are unwilling to have any sort of 
peace unless they can write the formula? The opponents of the 
league can not Agree among themselves as to the kind of a league 
or the kind of peace that would satisfy them. They offer no 
alternative to the present plan. Theirs is a counsel of chaos and 
confusion and continuance of the present state of war. 

“The league of nations has taken a stand for social justice 
upon an international scale which will have a profound effect 
on the future of all the peoples concerned. I refer to article 23, 
which provides that the members of the league will— 

“(1) Endeavor to secure and maintain fair and humane con- 
ditions of labor for men and women, both in their own countries 
and in all countries to which their commercial and industrial 
relations extend, and for that purpose will establish and main- 
tain the necessary international organization ; 

“(2) Undertake to secure just treatment of the native inhabi- 
tants of territories under their control; 

“(3) Intrust the league with the general supervision over the 
execution of agreements with regard to the traffic in women and 
children and the traffic in opium and other dangerous drugs. 

“(4) Endeavor to take steps in matters of international con- 
cern for the prevention and control of disease. 

“ What a godsend to humanity an organized effort along these 
lines will be. All of these objects are of imperative importance. 
The prevention and control of disease is one of the most serious 
problems confronting the peoples of the world in the immediate 
future, because the insanitary conditions in Europe and Asia 
growing out of the war threaten the health of all the peoples of 
the world. 

“T was struck with the statement of Mr. Henry P. Davison, 
who has done such splendid work for the Red Cross, and who, 
just returning from Europe, says, ‘ Right now there are 275,000 
cases of typhus in a line stretching between the Baltic and the 
Black Seas, and the wave is rolling in our direction. I tell you 
the distress in the world is frightful, unspeakable. If the people 
of the United States knew the distress in middle Europe they 
couldn't sleep.’ bs 

“I know the significance of Mr. Davison’s statement, because 
as Secretary of the Treasury I was for six years the head of the 
Public Health Service of the United States, which has control 
of the quarantine stations in most of the ports and whose duty 
it is particularly to fight the spread of contagious and infectious 
diseases. International cooperation for the control of com- 
municable diseases and for their prevention is absolutely essen- 
tial to the health of the peoples of the world. And we in the 
United States are in daily jeopardy so long as there is an in- 
adequate organization in Europe and Asia to fight these dis- 
eases. Every ship that comes into our ports may be a mes- 
senger of death through some evil germ concealed in its hold 
or in the Clothing or baggage of its passengers. International 
cooperation will greatly diminish this danger and the machinery 
which the league of nations will provide is the most practicable 
plan yet suggested for making effective the measures which are 
essential to protect not alone ourselves but all the peoples of 
the world against the dangers and ravages of communicable 
diseases. 

“Is the United States unwilling to join with the other great 
powers of the world in an effort to preserve peace when it can 
withdraw from the league at any time on two years’ notice? 
If we are unwilling to use our great power as a victorious and 
civilized Nation to secure the future peace of the world as the 
chief fruit of our sacrifices, then 90,000 American boys have 
given their lives merely to restore the old system of feverish and 
secret preparations for war in Europe, for conscienceless profits 
to private makers of war materials and machinery, for the con- 
tinued imposition of grinding and impoverishing burdens on the 
suffering men and women in Europe who must pay with the 
sweat of their brow, the flower of their health, and the very 
blcod of their bodies to keep the old European system alive. 
Shall we not rather turn our eyes to the beautiful and inspiring 
picture of peace and, by joining the league of nations, get what 
our sons fought and died for—a new era of burdens lightened, 
of prosperity unfettered by the fear of war, and of a peace which 
will give the masses of the world a chance to realize at last the 
light of happiness and security?” 


unanimous consent that it be printed in the Recorp and also as 
a public document. 

Mr. SMOOT. It will be all right to have it printed in the 
REcorD or as a public document. I would not like to agree to 
have it printed in both forms, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Then I ask to have it printed asa 
public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 


it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I have here a 
discussion of river and harbor improvements by the United 
States by Rinehart John Swenson, Ph. D., department of gov- 
ernment, New York University. I present this for reference to 
the Committee on Printing, in order that the advisability of 
printing it may be considered by that committee. I ask that 
the matter be referred to the Committee on Printing for action. 
J a PRESIDENT. Without objection, that action will 

e taken. 



































WAGES OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I have a letter 
from the Secretary of Labor, sending to me, at my request, a re- 
port on the wages of seamen on American and foreign vessels 
operating in and from American ports,-by Henry D. Dielman, 
of the Investigation and Inspection Service. This report gives 
a great deal of very valuable information, especially with ref- 
erence to the effect of the so-called seamen’s act. I ask that it 
may be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator from Washington yield to me? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Will not that be printed as a part of the report 
of the Labor Department or of some branch or subdivision of 
the Labor Department? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not know; it may be; but 
it will probably be some time before it will be so printed, and I 
think the report gives information which will be very valuable 
in connection with legislation that will come up very soon. 

Mr. KING. My understanding is that the Labor Department 
is publishing such reports very frequently; that it does not 
wait until the end of the year to do so, but frequently pub- 
lishes reports of some of its subdivisions and agencies, and that 
this report will, in due course, and perhaps very soon, be pub- 
lished, so that its printing now would really be a work of 
duplication. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That may be true, but I do not 
know when this report will come out. 

Mr. KING. I should like to see the report printed, but I am 
afraid if it is ordered printed now it will be a matter of dupli- 
cation. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If it is not printed for some 
little time it will not be in form to be available. 

Mr. MOSES. I ask that the report be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing for action. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have no objection to its being 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing for consideration. 

DISPOSITION OF MEAT PACKERS’ PRODUCTS. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, a week or so ago there ap- 
peared in the newspapers a statement that some 250,000,000 
pounds of meat were to be turned back to the packers, to be dis- 
tributed as they might desire. I had intended offering a resolu- 
tion to obtain the facts in relation to the matter, but thought it 
a better plan to write to the Secretary of War. There have 
been so many inquiries concerning it that I believe it would be 
advisable to publish the letter of the Secretary of War in the 
Recorp, which, I think, is quite a satisfactory explanation of the 
situation, and shows his desire to do something in the matter 
if he can. I ask unanimous consent that the letter may be pub- 
lished in the ReEcorp. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BORAH. I am not going to object to the letter being 
printed in the Recorp, but, as it is not to be read, I want to ask 
the Senator whether or not the letter disputes the fact, which 
was published, that this meat was to be turned back? 

Mr. KENYON. It does not dispute the fact, nor does it con- 
firm the fact. It sets forth the amount of the meat, and that 
there has been a conference with the representatives of the 























































ADDRESS BY SENATOR CUMMINS, 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. On the 27th day of March last, the 
senior Senator from the State of Iowa [Mr. Cum™Mtns], who 
has now become chairman of the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, addressed the legislature of his State upon the railroad 
problem. It is a very valuable contribution to the discussion on 
that subject, and is of such particular public interest that I ask 
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packers with relation thereto. The Secretary states that, if any 
plan can be devised for placing the meat on the market, he will 
be very glad to have any suggestion helping along in that direc- 
tion. The War Department has no way to put the meat on the 
market. The letter might be read, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. BORAH. The only solution of the matter is, then, to 
send the meat back to the packers and let them determine its 
disposition. 

Mr. KENYON, I think I will ask to have the letter read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May f7, 1919. 
Hon. WILLIAM S. Kenyon, 
United States Senate. 
My Drar Senator Kenyon : I have just received your letter of May 16. 
The newspaper articles to which you refer did not carry: detailed 


statements of the facts and undoubtedly created an erroneous impres- | 


sion. The facts are that at present we have as declared surplus prod- 
ucts 12,000,000 pounds in G-pound cans, 7,330,000 pounds im 2-pound 


cans, 9,000,000 pounds in 1-pound cans, and 378,000 peunds in 12-ounce | 


cans of roast beef. There are 5,600,000 pounds in 6-pound cans, 


18,000,000 pounds in 24-ounce cans, 8,500,000 pounds in 1-pound cans, | 
are | ‘ oa . : 
| I have had some inquiries about it, the letters coming to me 
| complaining that the department did not turn over this food for 


and 4,250,000 pounds in 12-ounce cans of corned beef. There 
15,700,000 pounds in 2-pound cans, and 5,160,000 pounds in 1-pound 
cans of corned-beef hash. ‘There are 47,219,000 pounds of bacon, 
8,686,000 pounds. of which is crated and located in Chicago, Baltimore, 
and Columbus. 


The War Department, of course, has no system of retail distribution | 
are | 
We have, therefore, | 


beyend the very limited commissary stores departments, which 
provided for out of products not declared surplus. 
no way of disposing of this material directly to the consuming public 
in America. 
public in America, and the form in which it is packed would probably 
make it necessary to repack it before it could be offered for sale in 
this country and any reasonable price realized. There is a market 
for corned beef in 12 and 24 ounce tins, but the Army sizes are odd, 
and repacking would probably be necessary before this product would be 
available for general distribution. There is a very limited market in 
this country for corned-beef hash, which has until now been sold in 
small tins, largely upon individual orders, in dining cars and restau- 
rants, but no general household usc is made of this as a canned product. 
The bacon is also a specially prepared and crated product. It con- 
tains ar unusual amount of salt, and the majority of it is put up in 
sealed tins for export, and is generally prepared for overseas ship- 
ment, so that in scme particulars it differs from the preduct with which 
our people are commercially familiar. 

In order to arrive at some policy with regard to the disposal of these 
products, the director of sales called a conference in his office, at which 
a number of officers of the Army and civilian assistants in the depart- 
ment of sales were present, and representatives of several packers 
were invited to be present to give advice based upon their experience 
in dealing with the market for commodities of this kind. i 


United States through Mr. Hoover’s food commission, it was suggested 
that the best use to make of these products was to reserve them for 


foreign shipment, effecting sales of them abroad, the reasons for this | 


suggestion being, first, that the products are not prepared in normal 
marketable form for American markets; second, that the War De- 
partment is without any means of directing distribution to the con- 
suming public; third, that the War Department, under the law, is 
required to sell these products, presumptively, for the market price; 
and, fourth, that, being already prepared for foreign transportation, 
their use in that way would obviate the necessity of preparation of 
other foodstuffs in the same manner and allow the preducers to devote 
their time to the less expensive preparation of foods for home con- 
sumption. These suggestions have all been under consideration, and 
to the extent that the United States is called upon to supply food for 
foreign transportation, undoubtedly these stocks will be so used. 

In the meantime every effort is being made by the War Department 
to find ways ef permitting these stocks of food to be made accessible 
to the people of the United States, and any suggestion which is 
brought to your attention and will aid us in that will be most grate- 
fully received. We have asked for sealed proposals for a supply of 
2,400,000 pounds of bacon at present at Baltimore. 
been offered to the meat packers, meat dealers, and exporters located 
east of the tess River in carload lots of 30,000 pounds: each. 
Such bids as are received will be opened on May 26. The director of 
sales is further canvassing the ccuntry to discover whether substantial 
quantities of this food can be disposed of to institutions maintained by 


States, municipalities, or private philanthropies, which, by reason of | 


their bulk purchases, would be able to use the odd sizes in which these 
food prodacts are packed. The whole problem, however, is one of diffi- 
culty. The War Department will welcome any opportunity to make 
these foods available to the people of the country. We are, of course, 
anxious to avoid unnecessary losses and to prevent the purchase of 
these foods for speculative purposes by persens who have no desire 
to expedite their economical disposition to the consuming public. 

I am deeply grateful to you for calling to my attention your own 
interest in the matter, and if any suggestion occurs to you or is brought 
to your attention which will open up means by which we can get these 
foodstuffs to the people, I will appreciate having the suggestions brought 
to my personal attention. 

Cordially, yours, NEWTON D. BAKER, 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator from Iowa know why this 
food was not disposed of through Mr. Hoover in his efforts to 
feed Europe? 

Mr. KENYON. 

Mr. BORAH. 


I will say to the Senator that I do not. 
It seems that the Secretary ef War sug- 


gests that there are four reasons why this foed should be sent | 


to Mr. Hoover, but that it had not been sent. That was the 
thought which eecurred to me when the letter was first pre- 
sented. I read in this morning’s papers that, notwithstanding 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





Canned roast beef has never been sold to the consuming | 


; In_ view of | 
the fact that large quantities of meat are being sent abroad by the | 


This amount has. 


399 


want of food in countries where we are trying to feed them. 


| It seems to me entirely practicable to turn over these materials 


to the distribution of Mr. Hoover’s commission in Europe. I 
do not understand yet from this letter why that is not done. 
There may be a reason for it, but it is not explained, it seems 
to me, in the letter. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, from the description that 
is given in the letter by the Secretary of War of the kind of 


| food this is and of the way in which it is put up, it might be a 


good thing to feed it to the Bolsheviki. That might be a good 


| Way to get rid of them. 


Mr. BORAH. There are a good many people in Europe who, 
I take it from press reportsy speaking seriously, are actually 
starving, and we are trying to feed them. I simply can not 
understand why we should hold food in the department here and 
be worried as to how to dispose of it when it could be made 
available for the purpose of doing that which we have under- 
taken to do, and that is to feed Bolshevism out of Europe. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I understand one purpose 
the Secretary of War had was to make available to the people 
of this country these food products, if it were possible to do so. 


the use of our own people. 

Mr. BORAH. It is apparent from the description of the food 
that it will not be disposed of successfully in this country. It 
is not food which can be put upon the market; it seems to 
have been prepared or put up in such a way that no one would 


| desire to place it upon the market; and it will not come upon 


the market here. We are using now hundreds of thousands and 
millions of dollars worth of food in Europe. Why should the 


| Government retain possession of food which can be used in 
| Europe but which can not be used here? 


Why does it not 
transport it, as we are engaged in that business, and utilize it 
for the purpose of feeding starving people in Europe? 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on Tuesday next, June 3, 1919, after the routine morning busi- 
ness, I shall call up House joint resolution No. 1, proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage 
to women, and shall insist upon pressing it to a final disposition. 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I desire to give 


| notice that on Monday next, at the pleasure of the Senate, I 


shall address the Senate on the subject of the league of nations. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 


| executive session the deors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock and 
| 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 2, 


1919, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
NOMINATIONS. 
nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1919. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

A. Mitchell Palmer, of Pennsylvania, to be Attorney General 
of the United States. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS GENERAL. 

Charles B. Ames, of Oklahoma City, Okla., to be assistant to 
the Attorney General, vice George Carroll Todd, resigned. 

Frank Davis, jr., of Cleveland, Ohio, to be Assistant Attorney 
Jeneral, vice Huston Thompson, resigned. 

JUDGE oF THE Circuit Court oF HaAwari. 

Cornell S. Franklin, of Honolulu, Hawaii, to be first judge of 
the circuit court, first circuit of the Territory of Hawaii, vice 
Clarence W. Ashford, term expired. (Now serving under recess 
appointment. ) 


Erecutive 


Unrrep Srates District JUDGEs. 

Thomas G., Haight, of Newark, N. J., to be United States cir- 
cuit judge, third circuit, vice John B. McPherson, deceased. 
(Now serving under recess appointment.) 

James Clifton Wilson, of Fort Worth, Tex., to be United 
States district judge, northern district of Texas (additional posi- 
tion created by act approved Feb. 26, 1919.) (Now serving 
under recess appointment. ) ; 

Unirep STATES ATTORNEYS. 

A. €, Hindman, of Boise, Idaho, to be United States attorney, 

district of the Canal Zone, vice Charles R. Williams, resigned. 


our efforts for the last 60 or 90 days, people are still dying for | (Now serving under recess appointment.) 
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Henry Mooney, of New Orleans, La., to be United States at- 
torney, eastern district of Louisiana, vice Joseph W. Mont- 
gomery, resigned. (Now serving under recess appointment. ) 

Thomas D. Warren, of Newbern, N. C., to be United States 
attorney, eastern district of North Carolina, vice James O. Carr, 
resigned. (Now serving under recess appointment.) 

D. E. Simmons, of Houston, Tex., to be United States attorney, 
southern district of Texas, vice John E. Green, jr., resigned. 
(Now serving under recess appointment. ) 


Untrep STATES MARSHALS. 


Bruce Alexander, of Booneville, Miss., to be United States 
marshal, northern district of Mississippi, vice W. S. Vardaman, 
term expired. (Now serving under recess appointment. ) 

Floyd Loper, of Lake, Miss., to be United States marshal, 
southern district of Mississippi, vice John G. Cashman, term ex- 
pired. (Now serving under recess appointment.) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, May 29, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven we bless Thee for a beautiful world, a 
beautiful day, and the grand opportunity we possess for making 
life more beautiful for ourselves and for others. 

Enter into our souls, we beseech Thee, with all Thy trans- 
forming power. Make us great in thought, great in love, ‘great 
in all our undertakings for ail that is highest and best in life. 
Under the leadership of the Prince of Men. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

TELEGRAPH 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, I move that the reference of 
joint resolution No, 2, transferring the telephone and telegraph 
lines back to their owners, be changed from the Committee on 
Ivterstate and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. Illinois moves that the 
reference of the resolution referred to be changed from the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
the request? 

Mr. MADDEN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
five minutes be given on each side of the question to state the 
case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that five minutes be given on each side for explanation. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
this is the wire-control bill? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the question evidently 
would be raised in discussion as to which committee it should 
go to, the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce or 


- 


AND TELEPHONE LINES. 


what is the reason for 


Reserving the right to object, 
the gentleman from Illinois if 


he Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman tell us 
during the discussion, in which I presume he will participate, 
by which committee we are likely to get the speediest action? 

Mr. MADDEN. Of course I can not speak of that. 

» SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that each 
1ave five minutes? 
*, CLARK of- Missouri. 
t the time be made 10 minutes on a side. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
nt that the time be extended to 10 minutes on a side. 
objection * 


On the suggestion of Judge Moon, I 


here was no objection? 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I will take five minutes, and 
then ] vi ve minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Moor 

Some 


d f 


time in 1918 the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce reported a resolution authorizing the President to 
take the telegraph and telephone lines of the United States over 
as a war measure, for the period of the war, and until the procla- 
mation of peace. The President of the United States exercised 
the power through the Postmaster General of the United States, 
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and that control is being exercised by the Postmaster General 
now. 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads believes that 
this is a postal function and feels that inasmuch as the control 
has been under the Postmaster General and all the activities 
have been by him, the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads ought to have jurisdiction over the legislation that is 
proposed to be enacted for the return of the wires to their 
owners. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
man yield 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Did not the bill providing for 
the taking over of the telegraph and telephone companies origi- 
nate with the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is just what I said. It did. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. So that the action of Congress 
in taking over the wires was based on a report from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and not on a report 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is true. But all the precedents go to 
show that on all matters that have to do with postal affairs 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads has jurisdic- 
tion, and the committee has already given consideration to this 
question with a view to reporting a bill to return the wires to 
their owners, and I believe that committee reported a resolution 
just at the close of the last Congress, which I think would have 
been enacted had the Congress remained in session a few days 
longer. 

Mr. DENISON. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. Does my colleague from Illinois think that 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads would have 
had jurisdiction to bring in this measure in the first place? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, certainly; without doubt. It has to do 
with the communication of intelligence. You can call it inter- 
state commerce, if you will. 

Mr. DENISON. Of course, iny colleague knows that the action 
was not taken as a matter of communication of intelligence but 
as a war measure. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
telligence. 

Mr. DENISON. If the President had chosen to exercise this 
power through the Secretary of Labor, does my colleague think 
then that this matter ought to come up through the Committee 
on Labor? 

Mr. MADDEN. No;Idonot. Of course, it would have been 
silly to undertake to control it through the Secretary of Labor, 
because the Department of Labor has nothing in common with 
the operation of the telegraph and telephone lines. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads had original jurisdiction, why did not that com- 
mittte claim it in the last Congress when this bill was reported 
out and passed upon a report from our committee? 

Mr. MADDEN. It was reported from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce before anybody had notice that 
the bill was before that committee. 

Mr, BARKLEY. The CoNcressionat Recorp indicated it. 

Mr. MADDEN. It does not matter what the ConGRESSIONAL 
Recorp indicated. The Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads claim jurisdiction, and the bill really belongs to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads at this time. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. ASWELL. Does the gentleman recall that in the last ses- 
sion the House voted to take it back from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads and refer it to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce? I have a recollection of that, 

Mr. MADDEN. The House took action upon a resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have four minutes of 
time. 

On the 22d of July, 1918, the House passed a resolution turn- 
ing over to the President the control and operation of the wire 
systems. That resolution did not designate what agency or 
department of the Government should have such control. By a 
proclamation of the President on the 22d of July the operation 
and control were placed in the hands of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. As was stated by the Supreme Court of Louisiana in a 
recent decision regarding wire control, there was nothing in the 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


It was to control the communication of in- 
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resolution originally adopted which would prohibit the Presi- 
dent from turning it over to the Department of Commerce or any 
other department, so that the operation and control of the wire 
systems under the resolution are not the main thing, but are 
mere incidents. The main thing determining the jurisdiction of 
committees is the original proposition—the wire control, and 
our committee has always had control of the wire systems. We 
incorporated in the interstate commerce act years ago a pro- 
vision making the wire systems common carriers. 

We have this strange and anomalous situation, Mr. Speaker, 
in this House: A resolution, No. 21, introduced on the 19th 
of May, offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], 
providing for the return of the wire systems. On the same day 
I introduced a bill, House bill 421, having the same purpose in 
view. Those two propositions have already been referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. If you vote 
for this motion to rerefer this House joint resolution No. 2 to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, you would 
have two committees having jurisdiction of the same subject 
matter at one and the same time. It does not seem to me that 
the House should put itself in that attitude. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESCH. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
and of the House to the fact that the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce has set to-morrow as the time for be- 
ginning hearings on this matter. 

Mr. ESCH. I was about to refer to that. 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESCH. Yes. 

Mr. ASWELL. The gentleman will recollect that the House 
in the last Congress voted to turn it back to the gentleman’s 
committee. 

Mr. ESCH. That is true. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore] asked which committee would more expeditiously 
act on the proposition. I can say that we have set to-morrow 
morning at 10.30 o’clock to begin the hearings on the resolutions. 
Our committee will act as expeditiously as possible. 

Mr. TOWNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESCH. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNER. In the management of the hearings, is it the 
gentleman’s idea to take up the matters separately regarding 
the telegraph and telephone proposition? 

Mr. ESCH. I do not wish to commit myself in advance on 
that proposition, but it seems to me that under the recommenda- 
tions that we have from the department the whole subject mat- 
ter will be up for consideration. 

Mr. TOWNER. Perhaps it will be more expeditious in that 
way than in any other way. 

Mr. ESCH. I think so. 

Mr. TOWNER. If the gentleman will pardon me, there ap- 
pears now no possible reason why the telegraphs can not be 
immediately returned to the ownership and management, but 
there may be some difficulty about the telephones. It occurs 
to me that one ought not to wait on the other, and certainly I 
hope the committee will take that view of the case in regard te 
the hearings. However, I will say I have no doubt whatever 
that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has 
jurisdiction of this resolution. 

Mr. ESCH. Ina letter from the Postmaster General, directed 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], the former chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, dated 


May 22, he submits his views with reference to the legislation 
now pending, and intimates very strongly that there should not 


be an immediate return without considering the necessity of 
some additional legislation. 
of consolidation and unification of the wire system there should 
be legislation giving the Interstate Commerce Commission super- 
visory power. He also says in regard to the regulation of rates, 


fares, and charges, that that should be a matter for the Inter- | 


state Commerce Commission. So the Postmaster General in his 
letter addressed to Judge Moon would clearly indicate that 
legislation is necessary before these systems are returned, 
which clearly comes, within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. For these reasons, it 
seems to me, the motion should not prevail. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like two or three minutes. . 

Mr. ESCH. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce has explained this matter so 
thoroughly that it seems to me not much more need to be said. 
Who would think of referring a bill to repeal a section or 


LVIFTI——26 


In his letter he says that in matters | 
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paragraph in a tariff act to any other committee than the 
Committee on Ways and Means, that reported the bill contain- 
ing the section sought to be repealed. The Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce considered the whole legislative 
question involved in taking over the wires and had before it 
the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Post- 
master General, and reported the bill which was enacted into 
the law now sought to be repealed. Now it is proposed that 
the bill to repeal that law shall go to a committee that had 
nothing to do with enacting the law. It is proposed that it go 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads simply 
because the Post Oflice Department was designated by the 
President as the instrumentality through which the law should 
be executed. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is a 
legislative committee, and by a recommendation of the Post- 
master General further legislation is proposed in connection 
with this repeal measure. It clearly would be confusing mat- 
ters if we sent this bill to any other committee than the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. If the mere 
execution of a law after it has been enacted gives legislative 
jurisdiction to the committee having jurisdiction of the depart- 
mental legislation of the department designated to execute a 
law, it seems to me that all distinction between jurisdiction 
in committees of the House is obliterated. As the chairman has 
said, there are two other identical resolutions already referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the 
proper committee, and now we are asked to refer to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads the so-called Steener- 
son resolution, identical with the other two. Why not send 
one to the Navy Department? Why not send one to the War 
Department? The Navy Department has the execution or 
operation of this law with reference to the radio system. Mr. 
Chairman, I think it is useless to consume further time on this 
matter. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, in determining what com- 
mittee ought to be entitled to the resolution, we might refer to 
the rules of the House with reference to the jurisdiction of 
committees. The rules say that to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads should be referred matters pertaining 
to post offices and post roads. The telephone and telegraph sys- 
tems of the United States are not under the jurisdiction of the 
Post Office Department merely because the Postmaster General 
was designated under a proclamation of the President as 
director general. Until Congress has postalized the telegraph 
and telephone systems they are not under the Post Office De- 
partment. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has always 
had jurisdiction of them. They passed the law that puts them 
under the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
for certain purposes. And, therefore, until Congress has made 
them a part of the Postal System, the telephone and telegraph 
lines of the United States are not properly under the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; and, as 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has already 
set in motion proceedings in the form of hearings upon bills to 
turn back the telephone and telegraph systems to private owner- 
ship, and two other resolutions introduced by other Members of 
the House have been referred to that committee, the Post Office 
Committee ought not to be given jurisdiction of this resolution 
merely because it was introduced by a member of that com- 
mittee; and it strikes me it would bring about endless confu- 
sion to take this resolution away from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, where it now is and where it 
belongs, and divide up the jurisdiction between that committee 
and the Post Office Committee, which has never had jurisdic- 
tion of this legislation. 

Mr. DENISON. Inasmuch as this action was taken by Con- 
gress as a war measure, the President might very well have 
designated the Secretary of War -to have executed the law, and 
then, under the reasoning of the Post Office Committee, it would 
have to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. As a matter of fact, the President might 
have designated any independent person, who was not in any 
office at all, to be director general of the telegraph and telephone 
lines. 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, it is very well that we understand 
the facts now before we discuss the question of jurisdiction. The 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and Vost Roads 
[Mr. STEENERSON] introduced this resolution. It was referred 





to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and at a 
subsequent day it was stated that by inadvertence it had been 
so referred, that it was a misprint, that it ought to have gone 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will correct the gentleman. It 
Was never referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. The Journal Clerk made a mistake in reading the ref- 
erence on the back. 

Mr, MOON. That may be true; but however that is, it is 
utterly immaterial, There is no estoppel operating under that 
state of facts. whether it be one committee or the other, so the 
suggestion of the Speaker does not interfere with my position 
at all. 

Now, there is a reason for every rule. The rules of this House 
require that all bills and resolutions relating to the Postal Service 
shall be referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. It is said that the bill for the taking over of these tele- 
graph and telephone lines was referred to and reported by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. That may be 
true. The usurpation of jurisdiction does not give a right. It is 
also true that in the last Congress the Post Office Committee had 
this very bill and reported it to the House, and it was on the 
calendar. 

But these are side issues that amount to nothing, and the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman upon those lines a moment ago 
was altogether impertinent. Now, the reason for the rule is 
this: The transmission of intelligence is a monopoly under the 
Constitution. The carrying of letters is a monopoly of the Gov- 
ernment. The carrying of telegrams is nothing different from 
the carrying of letters. The only difference is in the instrumen- 
tality by which the intelligence is communicated. Therefore 
when you come to a question affecting the communication of 
intelligence, the department of the Government charged with 
that duty has the exclusive jurisdiction. Following that rule, 
the House established the proposition in its rules that the com- 
mittee in this House to deal with questions of that character 
should be the Post Office and Post Roads Committee. 

Now, it is not altogether an open question. The jurisdiction 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads includes the 
railway mail service, ocean mail service, pneumatic-tube service, 
and the postal telegraph. 

In 1886 a resolution relating to an inquiry as to a monopoly 
of telegraph facilities was referred to that committee. 

In 1887 the bill H. R. 10898, relating to telegraph lines, 
especially the land-grant telegraph Hnes, was referred to that 
committee. 

On January 9, 1884, the resolutions distributing the Presi- 
dent’s message referred subjects relating to postal telegraphy to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these are the decisions of this House on 
that question of jurisdiction. The question was raised as to 
the power of the Interstate Commerce Committee heretofore in 
the control of matters of this sort. It is true that the House 
decided that under the special act referred to by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin they did have jurisdiction over the cables, but 
it never has been decided, and should never be decided by men 
of ordinary common sense, that under the theory and system of 
this Government, under the power vested by the Constitution, 
and under the rules a question affecting the postal telegraphy 
of the United States in this House can go anywhere else except 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, unless the 
House in its wisdom, having the power to refer a bill anywhere 
it sees fit, should direct it arbitrarily to be sent to another 
committee. It might refer it to the Committee on Acoustics, 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, or any other com- 
mittee, as well as to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. Under the rules the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois should prevail. 

I am sorry I have not time to discuss it, but it seems to me 
that the jurisdiction is properly in the Post Office Committee, 
though, of course, you can, if you do not desire to adhere to the 
rules, send the bill to another committee. It is immaterial per- 
sonally to me what you do with it. , 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] that the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce be discharged from the further. considera- 
tion of this bill and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mappven) there were—ayes 75, noes 77. 

Mr. MOON. I suggest to the gentleman from Linois that it 
would be wel) to call for the yeas and nays on this subject. 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I do not care to take the time of the 
House. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee demand 
the yeas and nays? 

Mr. MOON. No; I simply suggested it to the gentleman from 
Illinois, who has charge of the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman from Illinois declines to 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the motion is not 
agreed to. Z 
ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpgEtx] if it is intended that the House shall be 
in session to-morrow? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; the House has agreed to a session to- 
morrow, on Memorial Day, the order of business being a reso- 
lution thanking the soldiers, sailors, and marines, and their 
relatives and those who aided in the winning of the Great War. 

Mr. DYER. Will there be any other business except the serv- 
ices to which the gentleman has referred? 

Mr. MONDELL. There will not. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, in view of the necessity of sup- 
plying certain deficiencies and in order to expedite the passage 
of the deficiency appropriation bill, with the understanding that 
the bill introduced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] 
may be disposed of in a short time, possibly not more than two 
hours, the Committee on Agriculture will yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa for the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3478) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal years, and for 
other purposes. Pending that motion, I would inquire of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes] if we can not 
agree on the time for general debate? 

- Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I told the gen- 
tleman that I thought that we would need 25 or 30 minutes, but 
so far as I am concerned I am willing to go ahead with the con- 
sideration of the bill without general debate. p 

Mr. GOOD. I want about 15 minutes in which to explain the 
bill. 

Mr. CANNON. 
on a side. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I had a request 
for time, and just told the gentleman from Iowa that I would not 
need any, because the gentleman who requested the time was 
not present. He has now come into the Chamber, and I desire 
25 minutes on this side of the House. 

Mr. GOOD. Would that be confined to the bill? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. My understanding is that, 
while it will refer to some matters that are in the bill, it will 
not be confined to the bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CALDWELL] desires to speak. 

Mr. GOOD. I have assured the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAvGEN] that we would take very little time, and he has kindly 
set the time in order that we may take this bill up. Can we 
not get along with 15 minutes on a side? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I will compromise with the 
gentleman and make it 20 minutes. 

Mr. GOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate on the bill be limited to 40 minutes, one-half 
to be controlled by the gentleman from South Carolina and one- 
half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from fowa asks unanimous 
consent that general debate upon the bill be confined to 40 
minutes, one-half to be controlled by himself and one-half by 
the gentleman from South Carolina. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 3478, with Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania in the 
chair. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the third deficiency appropriation 
bill carries $21,629,885.52. It carries $17,507,358.14 less than 
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the estimates. The bill carries on its face $5,307,379.51 less 
than the aggregate of the third deficiency bill that passed the 
House in the last Congress, but the third deficiency bill in the 
last Congress carried vast sums of money that were not shown 
on the face of the bill. In reality this bill carries $834,682,- 
674.61 less than was carried by the third deficiency appropria- 
tion bill that passed the House in the closing days of the last 
Congress. That bill carried a provision reading as follows: 

The amount of the unexpended balance of the appropriation ‘“ Gen- 
eral appropriations, Quartermaster Corps, fiscal year 1919,” required 
to be covered into the Treasury by the “second deficiency appropria- 
tion act, 1919,” is reduced from $2,996,414,707.14 to $2,167,039,412.04, 

The War Department came before the committee and asked 
for a deficiency appropriation of $829,375,295.10, and, instead 
of appropriating it, Congress simply reduced by a sort of reap- 
propriation the amount that was ordered into the Treasury by 
the enactment of the second deficiency appropriation bill. The 
items generally contained in the bill may be grouped under 
several departments, although there are a great many items of 
minor importance, many of them audited accounts or actual 
deficiencies, that I will not have time to refer to in the open- 
ing statement. 

The State Department carries in the main three items, one 
for contingent expenses of foreign missions, amounting to 
$100,000, another for contingent expenses in United States con- 
sulates of $50,000, and another item of $50,000 for the relief of 
American seamen in foreign countries, in which item there is 
an actual deficiency under the law. 

The Treasury Department has items aggregating about 
$1,000,000 in the bill, It has taken over the lease of the Navy 
Annex for $40,000, and no appropriation was made in the last 
bill for that item, There is a lease extending until 1923, and 
the rental must be provided for. There is an item for the care 
and upkeep and maintenance of the Treasury Annex of $110,448, 
another for the increased cost of envelopes of $95,000, and so 
on down through the Treasury Department. 

The bill also carries an item of about $850,000 for the pay- 
ment of claims on account of the explosion and fire at the muni- 
tion plant at Morgan, N. J. This is to pay property losses under 
the findings and report of the Secretary of War. 

The Naval Establishment contains some new items, items not 
found in the former deficiency appropriation bill. They are 
large items and aggregate about $8,000,000. I do not know 
how other members of the subcommittee and the committee 
who heard the testimony view it, but it was an astounding 
thing to me when I realized that the Secretary of the Navy, at 
the last session, had made no estimates at all to take care of 
11,000 sick seamen in the United States after the 3ist day of 
March, 1919. It was not the fault of Congress. The Navy 
Department never estimated for a dollar to buy medical sup- 
plies, to pay hospital bills, and to take care of 11,000 seamen, 
who were sick, after the 3lst of March, with the funds ex- 
hausted, without a dollar appropriated to take care of that 
work. This bill gives the Secretary of the Navy every dollar 
necessary to give the most tender and careful treatment to 
every sailor and seaman in the United States Navy who may 
be sick. [Applause.] 

The sundry civil bill which passed in the last Congress car- 
ried an item of $4,002,380 for prosecuting the work of building 
the railroad in Alaska. Had that appropriation bill passed and 
become the law, Congress would have appropriated the full 
amount which was fixed in the law authorizing the building of 
the roads, to wit, $35,000,000. The Secretary of the Interior 
feels that this work should be prosecuted at once; that to delay 
now the ordering of supplies and the organization of its men 
to prosecute the work during the rest of the year will retard 
the work and will force the men who are prosecuting that work 
to do it under conditions not so favorable as during the summer 
months, so we have incorporated in this bill an item of $1,964,351 
with which to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry on 
this work in accordance with his plans, but this in no wise in- 
creases the limit of cost. 

There are also a great many items in the bill with regard to 
the unusual expenses of United States marshals and clerks and 
the expenses .of bringing jurors to sit in cases of the United 
States. This extra work wes brought about largely by the 
enforcement of the prohibitory laws around cantonments and 
Army camps, also the enforcement of the espionage act and the 
trading-with-the-enemy act. The enforcement of these unusual 
laws, which were enacted because of the war; brought addi- 
tional work upon the courts, and therefore the committee has 
recommended the amount that was necessary to pay these offi- 
cials. The bill also carries an item of $1,067,700 for special- 
delivery fees. Under the law each postmaster is entitled to 
retain 8 cents out of every 10 cents received for a special-delivery 
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letter. These amounts have accumulated. The accounts have 
been audited, and the postmasters are entitled to it, and it is 
an actual deficiency and must be paid. Likewise another large 
item in the Post Office Department is that of providing for addi- 
tional funds to pay the increased contracts for star-route serv- 
ice. “The contracts now that are being made and adjustments 
under them bring about a condition in which the Post Office 
Department finds itself with a deficit of a million and a 
halt. 

There is appropriated for the continuance of the Employ- 
ment Service for the balance of this year $272,000. The last 
bill carried $1,800,000 for this service. Since the time that 
action was taken on that bill there have been a great many 
changes. The department itself has eliminated many of its offi- 
cers and has discharged a good many of its employees. It had 
$74,000 in cash on May 10. That sum and the money appropri- 
ated and carried in this bill will permit the Department of 
Labor to continue the work which it is now conducting until 
the Ist day of July. 

The bill also carries some new items in regard to the pay- 
ment of widows of deceased Members. Since action was taken 
on the former bill five Members of this House have passed away, 
and under the custom of the House we have appropriated $7,500, 
a year’s salary, to the widow of the deceased Member. 

There have also been added to the bill several items for the 
payment of judgments that have been certified since the former 
action on this bill. 

The committee has found that the War Department actually 
has a deficit to-day aggregating about $1,144,000,000. But we 
also discovered that the War Department had large appropria- 
tions, large balances, that it would not need. For example, in 
the Ordnance Department alone there is standing to the credit 
of that department to-day about $1,000,000,000. It is estimated 
that it will not require more than $230,000,000 of that sum to 
apply on the outstanding obligations of that department, and so 
this bill carries authorization to the Secretary of War to take 
from the appropriations for ordnance $770,000,000 to pay out- 
standing legal obligations contracted in some other division of 
the Military Establishment where there are no funds with 
which to pay it. We also found that they could take from the 
appropriation of the Quartermaster Corps $450,000,000 and trans- 
fer that sum to some of these other bureaus where there was a 
deficiency in appropriation. 

There was $45,000,000 for the Air Service which would not 
be needed, which remains as a balance, and we authorize in this 
act the Secretary of War to transfer where he has a surplus 
that will not be needed for discharge of the legal obligations for 
which the appropriations were made over to other appropria- 
tions where there is a deficiency and outstanding obligations. 
We thought it would be unwise to report out here a deficiency 
bill carrying a deficiency for $1,000,000,000 to supply these de- 
ficiencies in certain bureaus of the War Department when there 
were more than $1,000,000,000 that had already been appro- 
priated for other services which would not be used, and the 
bill simply makes the businesslike provision that the appro- 
priations which are already made may be used for the dis- 
charge of obligations already incurred within some limitations. 

The bill also contains a provision which I am frank to 
say is subject to a point of order. It is new legislation, but it 
will prohibit a practice that has been indulged in so often, 
without regard to what administration is in power—the practice 
of a bureau chief or the head of a department writing letters 
throughout the country, sending telegrams throughout the 
country, for this organization, for this man, for that company 
to write his Congressman, to wire his Congressman, in behalf 
of this or that legislation. [Applause.] The gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. Sherley, former chairman of this committee, 
during the closing days of the last Congress was greatly wor- 
ried because he had on his desk thousands upon thousands of 
telegrams that had been started right here in Washington by 
some official wiring out for people to wire Congressman Sherley 
for this appropriation and for that. Now, they use the con- 
tingent fund for that purpose, and I have no doubt that the 
telegrams sent for that purpose cost the Government more than 
$7,500. Now, it was never the intention of Congress to appro- 
priate money for this purpose, and section 5 of the bill will 
absolutely put a stop to that sort of thing. [Applause.] 

I want now to call attention to a provision which has been 
the law for some time, but a law to which a good many of 
the departments pay little attention, a law which I think should 
be strictly observed; and that is the law with regard to requir- 
ing the departments to so allot their appropriations for v: ious 
services, by the quarter or by the month, that there will not be a 
deficiency at the end of the year. Hereafter when departinents 
come before the Committee on Appropriations and ask for a de- 
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ficiency they must show that they have scrupulously observed the 
statute and have not set out at the beginning of the fiscal year to 
create an organization that will result in a deficiency and thus 
require large sums to meet the deficiency. 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. T will. 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman advise me where in the bill 
that particular reference is? 

Mr. GOOD. It is in section 5 of the bill. 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. Where the committee has authorized the 
taking of an appropriation from one bureau to be used for 
another, when there is a deficiency, does the bill direct the 
department where the money must be used? ° 

Mr. GOOD. No. The bill only directs the source from which 
it shall come. We went into that matter, and we believed that 
there were so many places where there were little appropria- 
tions: and, as the gentleman knows, a great deal of our opera- 
tion is 8,000 miles away, and it would take a good deal of time 
to get these reports in. Gen. Lord, the Chief of the Finance 
Division, could not tell us exactly the funds to which they 
would be allotted, and so we put in a provision that no part 
should be used for services in the District, and that the Secre- 
tary of War should at the next session report to Congress 
the funds to which these appropriations were diverted. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

' Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Is it intended by section 5 to prevent 
the employees or officers of the Government from communicating 
directly with their Representatives in Congress? 

Mr. GOOD. No; that is expressly reserved. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. It says “through proper official chan- 
nels.”’ 

hir. GOOD. They have, of course, the right to communicate, 
just as before, with their Members of Congress. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. The words “through official chan- 
nels” should be eliminated if that was not the intention. 

Mr. GOOD. It was not the thought of the committee to 
hamper in any degree or limit or restrict those communications 
that pass from the Members of Congress to the heads of the 
yarious executive departments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cartpwe tr]. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, the other day I listened 
with a great deal of care to the speech made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mappgen] concerning the things that he had 
seen on his recent trip to France and Germany, and particularly 
his opinions with reference to the attitude of the various govern- 
ments with which we were allied in the war and their peoples, 
and his reasons for opposing the league of nations. 

It so happened that at the close of the last Congress the Mili- 
tary Committee of the House of Representatives arranged to 
make an official visit to France and the army of occupation; 
and, being a member of that committee, I had the great pleasure 
and distinction of going with the chairman and other members 
of the committee, 13 in number, over the whole of France and 
the occupied territory of Germany and Belgium. After that 
committee had returned home I went to London, spent two days 
there, and then returned a week later. 

America might have started sooner; fortunately she did not 
arrive too late, for there is no question but that America ar- 
rived in time to turn the tide of battle. All agree that the Ameri- 
can soldier is superior to any other soldier in the world. [Ap- 
plause.] He is the biggest soldier, he is the smartest soldier, 
he carries the best guns and shoots the most rounds of am- 
munition, he has the best equipment and the highest ideals of 
any man who ever fought for any cause in the history of the 
world, and it was only natural when men of that kind and char- 
acter were matched against those of the breed of our enemy 
that victory followed. We see here on the map the territory in 
shade over which our soldiers passed. When we realize that 
at no time were they compelled to retreat, except for a few hours, 
and then immediately advanced; when we see the strategic im- 
portance of their operation we must be convinced that at least 
the final pressure that brought about a victory for America and 
her allies was applied by the American Army. 

The most cruel thing that any man can say in discussing this 
war is to say that America won the war. I would not take from 
the laurels of any man who served in our foreign army the 
smallest meed and I would not under any circumstances per- 
mit any man to cast aspersions upon their valor, their integrity, 
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or their ability, but it is cruel to say of a nation that fought for 
four years, that gave of its best blood, that made the sacrifices 
that the French and British and Belgians and Italians made, 
that America won the war, intimating by that that the sacrifices 
of those people had been in vain. 

Let us remember that when the German horde started across 
Belgium the Belgian Army went out and, almost to a man, died 
in the defense of their territory and held that horde until the 
French and British could come to the defense of their land and 
of civilization. [Applause.] And let us remember that in the 
closing days of the war, when victory was just about to come, 
that two American divisions were fighting side by side with the 
Belgian Army, and in one day the Belgians took over 6,000 
prisoners. Let us not forget those things. 

And as for the French, the stand of the noble French at 
Verdun will be sung and told in song and story for more than 
a thousand years as comparable with the valiant defense made 
by the Greeks at the Pass of Thermopyle. No man can stand 
and look at that battle field and see the great hills that have 
been shot away to the depth of 6 feet and imagine that France 
had not something to do with winning the war. They went 
there and they died there, and then others came and died, too. 
When the great cry went up, “They shall not pass,” France 
wrote into the history of the world a record that every man who 
loves liberty and independence and has regard and respect for 
his home and his women will always revere. 

I am proud of the Frenchmen and the fight they made. I 
think if you go to Ypres, as we did, and go over the territory 
between Mont Kemmel and Vimy Ridge, where the English and 
the Scotch and the Irish, where the Australians and Canadians 
were, and who in allegiance to the British flag died in the service 
of their country and in the service of demacracy, you can not 
help but marvel that it was possible for human beings to exist 
there, much less to fight there. I stood on the hill where you 
could see over a distance of at least 20 miles in every direction. 
There was not a tree, nor a house, nor a bush, nor anything 
except the débris of battle in confusion, and the whole terrain 
was as full of shell holes as the ocean is of waves. Each in- 
dentation was filled with a slimy, greasy, green ooze, from which 
pestilence was rising even then. To say that men who fought 
there and died there and those that came to fight where others 
had died had not a part in the winning of this war is to be in- 
human and cruel. 

Never again will there be a battle in which so many people 
died or in which greater sacrifices were made than around Vimy 
Ridge and Mont Kemmel. There are places there where there 
were towns, but where there was not even one single brick left, 
much less one on top of another. I saw places which they told 
me had been villages of from 1,500 to 3,000 people in which there 
was not the slightest vestige of anything that indicated that there 
had ever been a human habitation there. The only débris in 
sight was the railroad iron, the twisted rails, pieces of old tanks, 
pieces of cannon and guns, and thrown-away parts of uniforms— 
horrible and depressing beyond description. I say that it is 
cruel for anyone to say that those nations did not help to wis 
the war. The idea that we wish to convey to the American 
people is that America made a supreme effort, and the supreme 
effort of America was the balance of power, and it was the com- 
pelling force that caused the Germans’ retirement and their final 
capitulation. 

It is very easy for you to understand it if you will look at 
the map here. On July 18, 1918, the farthest German advance, 
and the one that was then being pressed, was at Chateau- 
Thierry. It was here that we read in the newspapers that the 
marines had turned the Germans back, and let us not have a 
misunderstanding about that. The marines were there. A 
machine-gun company had come in across the river. A bridge 
had been thrown up to stop the German advance, and they drove 
the Germans out of Chateau-Thierry and shot up the town. 

But the real fight that forced the German retirement from 
Chateau-Thierry was caused from the operations of the First 
and Second Divisions and a division of French troops under Gen. 
Mangin. The First Division was under Gen. Summerall and he 
stood on the battle field here and pointed out to us the hardships 
that had been overcome by the American forces, the manner in 
which the operation was carried on, and the extreme valor of the 
American soldier, which made it possible for that victory to be 
obtained. 

Now, let me see if I can explain it to you. The First Division 
and the Second Division were brought in in the neighborhood of 
Soissons. On the little map here you can see it plainly. They 
were brought in at night, and the Germans did not know they 
were there and did not expect them. In the morning following 
the night in which they moved into position, the First Division 
on the left and the Second on the right and the French division 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


in between, making a corps, just at the break of day, when 
there was. 2 considerable fog, began the advance: under a barrage 
laid down by the American and French: artillery, the like: of 
which the Germans. had never seen, and which they have since 
learned to respect, for our guns spoke im am accent the Hun 
could understand. The object of that advance was to cut the 
railroad and the highways that fed the German troops that were 
pressing on through Chateau-Thierry. At the same time pres- 
sure was started from the other side, not with the expectation 
at once of pressing through, but to keep the Germans on that 
side busy. This advance went forward on schedule to: the first 
two objectives. 

On the third objective the First Division made its. objective, 
but the French to the left found they could not come up; and it 
was necessary for us to adept new tactics which: the field officers 
there had never used before, and throw another force in to pro- 
teet their flank. The third and fourth objectives were taken. 
‘The railroad and the highway from Soissens to Chateau-Thierry 
were cut, and the German Army moved back to a new line to 
the north, thus straightening out the salient there. 

The next operation was almost of the same-character at St. 
Mihiel, shown on the map. Here the Twenty-sixth Division 
came from the left, and the First, the Forty-second, the Eighty- 
ninth, and the Eighty-second came in from. the right. Now, the 
center of that fight was Mont See, a. beautiful and wonderful hill 
rising out of the surrounding territory, and giving a point of 
observation for many miles, upon which had been built for 
many hundreds of years a beautiful village. Following the war 
of 1871, the Germans in their peace treaty of 1874 provided. that 
the French should not fortify this hill for a period of 40 years; 
and 40 years almost to a day after the signing of that peace 
treaty the Germans started their herdes into France by this 
gateway that was made by reason of the failure of the French 
to fortify that hill. But the Germans did not fortify it either. 
They were too supremely confident of their victory, and their 
lines had pressed forward until they felt that it was not neces- 
sary. Our generals in preparation of this great battle prepared 
a plan of attack, and gave it to.an American general and sent him 
to Switzerland, where he “ lost it” toa German spy. The plan of 
attack outlined was that the American forces were to go on to 
Metz by an operation to the right. 

The attack was pulled off a day ahead of time, but the Ger- 
mans knew that they were coming, having learned it from a 
prisoner; they knew what had happened at Seissons. They 
were desirous of defending Metz, and they pulled their forces 
back and went all along the line clear up into Belgium, and 
pulled the finest and best troops that they had in their long line 
and sent them hurry-scurrying to meet the expected advance 
of the Americans to the right of Metz. 

The Germans began moving troops out of the St. Mihiel 
salient, and the pressure was so great that the German line 
crumpled and many thousands of them surrendered. 

While the battle was actually in operation a thing happened 
that perhaps had never been done before, at least not since 
Jackson’s campaign in the Civil War. The:forces that were sent 
in there to be the shock troops, to take that salient, while they 
were actually in battle were pulled out and transported farther 
along the line, and began an operation that finally extended on 
to Sedan and cut off the line of communication between Germany 
and her occupied territory in France. The armistice was then 
asked for and granted. In a little while longer, with the advance 
that the Americans were then making, the whole of the German 
Army to the west of Sedan would have been cut off from its 
base of supplies and would either have been compelled to sur- 
render or else fight a war by itself and supply itself from its 
occupied territory, which was an impossibility. 

While this fighting was going on two American divisions 
were fighting with the Belgians on the northern end of the line, 
and two American divisions—the Thirtieth and the Twenty- 
seventh—were fighting with the British up on the Hindenburg 
line, 

I saw this battle field. It is marvelous that human beings were 
able to take it. It was here that Hindenburg, the greatest Ger- 
man strategist, laid the corner stone of his defense, where: he 
felt that for all time the German Empire should have its outpost. 
There were pill boxes every few hundred yards along the whole 
of the line, barbed-wire entanglements, trenches, and here, 
particularly at the great canal built by Napoleon, 3 miles of it 
underground in a tunnel, and for about 3 miles: before you 
get into the tunnel to the right, as we advanced across there 
was a great cut. The tunnel and the cut were both fortified 
with cannon and machine guns and with pill boxes, camouflaged 
so that you would not see them when you were almost standing 
upen them. Across that territory, swept by machine-gun fire 
for the distance of a mile and a half, the American Volunteer 


Army, two divisions of the National Guard, marched to victory, 
when the finest and greatest troops in the world before that 
had tried and failed:. [Applause.] 

So in that respect, if one limits the application of the phrase, 
“America won the war ”; but for pity’s sake do not be so cruel as 
to use that expression, for it is so easily misapplied and mis- 
understood. America brought the final pressure that won the 
war, but do not forget that while America was pressing here 
and doing these things of great strategic importance the whole 
of the battle line was under movement, and the armies of 
the Allies marched forward to victory, but at an enormous 
sacrifice, and in those closing days the Dnglish, the Scotch, the 
Trish, the Anzacs, and the Frenchmen died by the hundreds of 
thousands, while our deaths were only something like 72,000: 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LAZAR®O. Instead of quarreling as to who won the war, 
does not the gentleman think we had better be satisfied to quote 
the language of Admiral Schley at the Battle of Santiago—— 

Mr. CALDWELL. “ That there is henor enough in it for us 
all.” Yes; I think so. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill for amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. 

For expenses of the Alien: Property Custodian authorized by the act 
entitled “An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, 
and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, including personal 
and other services and expenses incident to the acquiring and rental of 
quarters in the District of Columbia and. elsewhere, per diem allowances 
in lieu of subsistence not exceeding $4, traveling expenses, printing and 
binding, law books, books of reference and periodicals, supplies and 
equipment, and maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-propelled 
passenger-carrying vehicles, $90,000 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. [ desire to ask the chairman whether the number of 
employees under this branch of the service has been reduced. 

Mr. GOOD. They have been reduced from 550, at the time the 
former estimate was made, to 473. This amount is necessary to 
earry on the work with that reduced force. 

Mr. WALSH. I notice in the hearings that the committee 
asked a representative of the department to lay before the 
committee the salaries paid the employees of this office. Can the 
gentleman state how many attorneys this officer has under him? 

Mr. GOOD. I can.not. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman know the salaries that 
are paid to any of them? 

Mr. GOOD. We have had no response to the inquiry that was 
made in regard to the salaries that are paid out of the funds 
of the aliens. Mr. Dreher, who represented the Alien Property 
Custodian, said that they would attempt to get that information 
for us as quickly as they could, but it invelved an examination 
of more than 27,000 separate estates. He has assured us that 
he is at work on that matter, but that it will take 10 days to 
get the information that is required. 

Mr. WALSH. The Alien Property Custodian has had $900,- 
000 appropriated, and he is asking for $90,000 to carry him to 
July 1, 1920. But he has available for the handling of these 
trust estates funds received from the sale of this alien property. 
It seemed to me that the committee or the House ought to have 
some information as to how much of this fund he has received 
from the sale of estates, how much has been diverted or used 
for the payment of salaries of attorneys. 

Mr. GOOD. The position taken by the Alien Property Cus- 
todian is this: That certain expenses connected with the prop- 
erty of aliens could be paid, but the expenses that are incurred 
in the payment of salaries of the 473 employees that are now 
employed by the department could not under the law be used 
for that purpose. They claim that they reduced the force im- 
mediately after the failure of the last deficiency bill to a point 
where they can not carry on this work with a further reduction. 
The committee saw no way but to give them the amount of the 
reduced estimate. 

Mr. WALSH. I appreciate that, but may I ask if this official 
is still taking charge of the property of aliens and advertising 
it for sale? 

Mr. GOOD. I think so. 

Mr. WALSH. And he expects to do so—— 

Mr. GOOD: Until the treaty of peace is signed and ratified. 
That is their position, 
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Mr. WALSH. With reference to this item the law provides 
that the moneys received by this official in the sale of alien 
property shall, minus the expenses, be covered into the Treasury, 
there to be held until disposed of by Congress. 

Mr. GOOD. That is correct. 

Mr. WALSH. If that is so the committee should be in posses- 
sion of information as to how much money has been covered 
into the Treasury, how much has been used for the payment of 
attorneys. This is one of the bureaus, I think, the committee 
will find on further investigation that has a considerable num- 
ber of attorneys in its employ in connection with these trust 
estates so called. That is, under the law they are held in trust 
until disposed of, and the money covered into the Treasury. I 
trust the gentleman will persist in his inquiry and get the in- 
formation he endeavored to secure when the hearing was held. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say in support of what the gentleman has said that the subcom- 
mittee requested that a statement be furnished showing the 
name of every individual employed by the Alien Property Cus- 
todian. The Alien Property Custodian is entirely willing and 
anxious to furnish such a statement. It necessarily calls for 
considerable work, but just as soon as it can be prepared he 
will submit it to the Appropriations Committee so that it will 
be available to Members of the House. 

Now, I want to make a statement in regard to what the 
chairman of the committee said in relation to the appropriations 
carried by this bill. It is true that this bill carries $5,307,379.51 
less than the bill reported by the committee of the last Con- 
gress. It should, however, be said that the appropriations thus 
made were made to take care of the departments of the Govern- 
ment from that time—February—to July 1. Manifestly a bill 
reported at this time for the purpose of carrying on the work 
of the Government in the various departments only from this 
date to July 1 should carry much less than the bill reported in 
February. Again, we must remember that this bill when intro- 
duced in the last Congress carried appropriations of many mil- 
lions for the War Risk Bureau and the Pension Bureau which 
were carried in the deficiency bill that passed a few days ago. 
Had those items been included in this bill it would be much 
larger than the previous deficiency bill. 

With reference to the statement made that it carried $800,- 
000,000 less, that is true, and the House ought to know the 
reason why. When the War Department came before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations after the armistice that committee, 
through Mr. Sherley, conducted hearings for the purpose of 
ascertaining how much could be covered into the Treasury. 
The result of those hearings was reported here in what was 
known as the third deficiency bill. The department estimated 
how much they could cover back by canceling contracts, by 
salvaging material, and reducing expenses. After that the 
Quartermaster General came before the committee and asked 
for $800,000,000 to cover extraordinary expenses reported to the 
War Department in February of this year on bills that accrued 
abroad. It became necessary for the Appropriation Committee 
in the deficiency bill to reduce by the sum of $800,000,000 the 
amount that we proposed to cover back into the Treasury, and 
the department proposed to use this $800,000,000 in settling its 
accounts. That bill failed. 

In this bill we are able to save that $800,000,000, and the 
House should know and the country should know that it is 
due to the efficiency of the War Department that, in canceling 
their contracts, salvaging material, and reducing expenses, 
they find to-day that they can turn back to the Treasury 
$800,000,000 more than they anticipated last January and 
February. [Applause on Democratic side.] By the exercise of 
good business ability, they were able to do that. The suggestion 
to use this $800,000,000 as provided in this bill came from the 
War Department, and the committee agreed to it. Not only 
is that true but the committee in this bill has given to them 
greater powers than they ever had before. In this section re- 
ferred to by the chairman, it will be found that they have the 
power to use this sum of $800,000,000 that they are recovering 
from ordnance, aircraft, and the other departments, to pay any 
expenses of the War Department; and, revolutionary as that 
may be, I know the committee is justified, because the economi- 
cal administration of the War Department in this matter justi- 
fies the placing of that trust in them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr, Chairman, 
unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. It should also be called to 
the attention of the House that with regard to the statement 
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made by the chairman of the committee that the Navy Depart- 
ment failed to estimate for a sufficient amount of money to pay 
for the care of sick and wounded seamen, while that is true, it is 
not exactly correct. The fact is that when the Navy Depart- 
ment, through its Surgeon General, came to the committee—I 
was not then a member of the deficiency subcommittee but am 
informed by the Surgeon General—he was told to submit his 
actual deficiency at that time and the Congress would take care 
of it. There was a misunderstanding, and he submitted a defi- 
ciency as of the date that he appeared before the committee, 
but regardless of whether that was a mistake or not, it is not 
correct to create the impression that the Navy Department 
would not have been able to take care of the sick and wounded 
seamen, because the House should know that the Navy, unlike 
other departments of the Government, has a peculiar system of 
accounting. It has what is known as general accounts, ad- 
vance, under which they can pay any shortage in any one de- 
partment. As to the wisdom of that, I am not prepared to say. 
I have never served on the Naval Committee, and therefore do 
not undertake at this time to approve or criticize. But. the fact 
is that the Navy could have drawn from general accounts, ad- 
vance, for every dollar that was necessary to take care of every 
wounded and sick sailor or seaman in the service of the Govern- 
ment, and if this bill were not considered at this time they 
would do it, and the Navy has the funds in that account to do 
it. Of course, in turn they would have to charge it up against 
the Surgeon General, and some time later we would have to 
make good the deficiency. There is no justification, however, 
for creating the impression that the department failed to. pro- 
vide sufficient funds to take care of the sick sailors and sea- 
men. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. I did not intend to say anything to reflect upon the ac- 
tion of the committee or of Congress. I want to say to the 
gentleman that when the estimate was made for supplies for 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery in the Navy up to March 
31, 1919, without making any estimate at all to supply defi- 
ciencies after that date, it was not made by mistake, but was 
made in pursuance to an order issued by the Secretary of the 
Navy. There was no mistake about it, and when I heard it I 
was hardly able to repress the feelings that I had for an official 
who knew there was a deficiency from the 31st of March until 
the 1st day of July and never estimated for it. I am not making 
idle statements with regard to that. I know what I am talking 
about. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
tleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
read the order? 

Mr. GOOD. Oh, I have not the order. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I know the gentleman has 
not, and I know that the gentleman will never have it. I know 
that the Surgeon General spoke to the chairman of the com- 
mittee and understood the chairman of the committee to say 
that he wanted him to report the actual deficiencies, and the 
committee would then take care of it, and the bill that was 
then reported by that deficiency subcommittee the gentleman 
from Iowa voted for on the floor and in the full committee. 

Mr. GOOD. Of course. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Without any criticism. 

Mr. GOOD. Of course. I knew absolutely nothing about it 
at the time. I knew nothing about it until the matter was 
brought to the attention of the subcommittee at this time, that 
the estimate only covered up to the 31st day of March. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am satisfied the gentle- 
man does not do himself credit. He is an exceedingly active 
man on the committee, and I am satisfied that he knew some- 
thing about it, or at least should have known something about it. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I did not know 
about it and I did not know about it until about the time we 
commenced the hearings. With regard to the amount that was 
covered in, I am not going to make a plea or a statement that 
the War Department has been so economical in its expenditures 
that it has been able to save this money. When the Committee 
on Appropriations reported out the second deficiency bill we re- 
pealed about $8,000,000,000 of contracts and authorizations and 
about $7,000,000,000 of appropriations, and the committee did a 
wise and patriotic thing when it did that. It did not attempt 
to take from a single branch of the Military or Naval Establish- 
ment a dollar that was necessary. It attempted to leave them 
more money even than would be necessary for such purposes, 
and it was discovered that the War Department, not the Con- 
gress, not the committee, had made a mistake. The gentleman 
well knows that the committee followed the advice of the War 
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Department and did not want to take, and did not take, a dolar 
more than the War Department said they should :give up. The 
War Department made a mistake. ‘They did not know and could 
not know some of the things that were transpiring on the other 
side. ‘They could not know—and I do not blame them for 
that—the state of their balances. They figured also on getting 
British ships to bring back American soldiers. They figured on 
an army of 500,000 men by July 1, whereas we will have an 
army of more than a million men on July 1, and, therefore, 
these calculations—true, the calculations of the War Depart- 
ment and of Congress—were out of joint. The only thing I am 
saying is that the other bill did provide practically for a reap- 
propriation of $829,375,000 by reducing the amount which was 
covered into the Treasury under that former act. This dees not 
do it. We simply reach out and find these balances and provide 
that they shall be used to pay for expenses, to pay for contracts 
already entered into, in bureaus where there is a deficiency. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The unexpended balances on June 30, 1919, of appropriations for ad- 
ditional and temporary employees for the Civil Service Commission 
made, respectively, in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion act for the fiscal year 1919, and the “ first deficiency appropria- 
tion act, 1919,” are reappropriated and made available under the same 
conditions for the fiscal year 1920. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Can the chairman of the committee advise me how much 
the Civil Service Commission has had from the President’s 
fund, if anything, for this purpose? 

Mr. GOOD. The Civil Service Commission asked $5,000 for 
necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners. 
There was carried in the former bill $4,000, and the President 
has since given them $10,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH. Now, I would like to ask for just what par- 
ticular traveling expenses was that expended? This commis- 
sion is provided for in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, and I would like to know what extra travel 
this commission has had to perform as the result of the war 
emergency, if it was the result of that emergency. 

Mr, GOOD. Well, out of that fund are paid the traveling ex- 
penses of the commissioners, the examiners, and persons who are 
empleyed by the Civil Service Commission to conduct examina- 
tions; and because of the war, I take it, their work was very 
largely increased, but they are not asking for any appropria- 
tion, and this bill does not carry any, as the gentleman knows, 
for that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH. I understand that it does not; but what travel- 
ing do the commissioners have to do? They are supposed to be 
here in Washington, if I understand it. 

Mr. GOOD. They do not travel very much, but their exam- 
iners do travel. They hold examinations in various centers of 
population at various times, and these examiners travel from 
place to place. 

Mr. WALSH. How much unexpended balance from this item 
was reappropriated and made available? 

Mr. GOOD. That is under the items on page 3, lines 11 to 17? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD. About $12,000. 

Mr. WALSH. Now, does the gentleman know whether any 
of the appropriations asked for are made necessary or any of 
this deficiency has been created by reason of change in the 
personnel of this commission recently ? 

Mr. GOOD. A change in the personnel of the commission? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD. No; I think not. 
ployees under the commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment at 
this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 17, page 3, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the Four- 
teenth and subsequent decennial censuses,’ approved March 3, 1919, 
so far as it relates to preference in employment to honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, sailors, and marines, be amended to read as follows: 

“* That hereafter in making appointments to clerical and other posi- 
tions in the executive branch of the Government in the District of Co- 
lumbia or elsewhere preference shall be given to honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, and widows of such, if they are qualified 
to hold such positions.’ ” 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman reserve the point of order? 

Mr. GOOD. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman will not 
make it at the proper time. I will say to the distinguished 
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chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and to the Mem- 
bers of the House that this is necessary. Recently I took up 
the matter with the representative of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion in my city concerning the appointment of a soldier who was 
seeking a position there in the zone supply office, Quartermaster’s 
Department of the Army, a soldier who had returned frem 
service. I wrote a letter to the gentleman in charge of the 
civil service there, calling his attention to the act of Congress 
to which I-have referred, that preference should be given to these 
men, and asked him to carry that in mind when he considered 
this man’s appointment. He replied to me, and said that under 
the law, as advised by the Civil Serviee Commission, he could 
not give preference ‘to this man or to any man, soldier, sailor, 
or marine, in Government employ at St. Louis unless he was dis- 
charged by reason of disability incurred in the line of duty, 
which was an ‘act of Congress passed a good many years ago. I 
took it up with the Civil Service Commission in Washington, and 
received the same information. The act of Congress of March 3, 
1919, had this provision in that law: 

Provided, That hereafter in making appointments in clerical and 
other positions in the executive departments and in independent Govern- 
ment establishments, preference shall be given to honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, and widows of such, if they are qualified 
to hold such positions. 

Now, let me direct the attention of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Goon], the chairman of the committee, to the statement 
which I wish to make. The Civil Service Commission stated 
that, notwithstanding that law which we passed as an inde- 
pendent section of the census ‘act, that it only applies to men 
employed or contemplated to be employed in the executive branch 
of the ‘Government in the city of Washington; that it does not 
apply ‘to any soldier, sailor, or marine who seeks a position in the 
Government service in St. Louis, Chicago, New York, or any 
other place, and therefore, in order that men who desire to seek 
a position in the Government service in other cities outside of 
the District of Columbia may be eligible for consideration under 
this act of Congress and to give to them the same consideration 
that we give to men seeking employment here in the District of 
Columbia, it is necessary to amend this act as I have provided. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DYER. I will. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I am not sure of what the gentleman stated. 
Did I understand the gentleman to say that the Civil Service 
Commission now holds that is their construction? 

Mr. DYER. They hold it. They told me they even sub- 
mitted it to the Attorney General of the United States, and he 
said, and advised them, that it only applied to men in the Gov- 
ernment establishments in the city of Washington. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DYER. I will. 

Mr. MADDEN. Of course the only way in which the gentle- 
man from Missouri seeks to amend is by adding the words “ or 
elsewhere ”? 

Mr. DYER. In the District of Columbia or elsewhere. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is what I mean, that he desires to add 
the words “or elsewhere” to what is already in the law. Of 
course, the construction of the law by the officers with whom 
the gentleman has conversed is entirely proper. Executive de- 
partments of the Government mean Washington only, and by 
putting in the words “ or elsewhere ” it will make it comprehend 
the whole United States, and those werds certainly ought to be 
in it. 

Mr. DYER. I think that was the intention of the Congress, 
and I hope that it may be so amended. It has been drawn with 
care and covers the point. 

Mr. RANDALL of California. The gentleman’s amendment 
covers provisions in favor of soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
hold an honorable discharge. 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. RANDALL of California. The gentleman is aware that a 
great many sailors are not being discharged, but are being put 
on the inactive list. How does the gentleman cover that situa- 
tion? In our State we have a tax law in regard to soldiers, 
sailors, and marines whe served in time of war and have an 
honorable discharge, but now the tax collectors are refusing to 
give that exemption to sailors who have not an honorable dis- 
charge. 

Mr. DYER. I think it is a matter of construction. 
we could put it in this amendment at this time. 

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. DYER. I think they would construe that to mean that 
any man Who had served and had been placed in an inactive 
status would be included in this provision with any man who 
was honorably discharged. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Regardless of the law, what is the attitude 
of the various departments of the Government for reemploying 
former cmployees who were compelled to leave and go into the 
military service? 

Mr. DYER. 1 will say to the gentleman that we had that 
matter up at the last session, and we passed a provision that 
compels Government officials to reinstate men who had honor- 
ably served in thé war with Germany. We had some trouble 
until that provision was put in by the Congress, but since that 
time I have had no complaint, and the Government officials are, 
of course, presumed to carry out the act of the Congress. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman says there was 
some trouble at that time. In all fairness to the department, 
does not the gentleman think it fair to say that the department 
had no authority under the law to turn away employees and 
take over honorably discharged soldiers? 

Mr. DYER. I think the gentleman’s statement is entirely 
proper, and that is the way I intended to state it. When these 
soldiers and sailors gave up their positions and went away, 
men and women were appointed under the civil-service law to 
take their places, but it was difficult to get them out unless a 
law was passed to that effect. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope and sincerely trust that this amend- 
ment nay be agreed to, especially, Mr, Chairman, in view of the 
great service that men have rendered in this war, and for the 
further reason that to-morrow is Decoration Day, a day set 
apart by a grateful people and a grateful Nation to honor the 
memory of those brave and heroic Americans who have made 
our country what it is. They have given us the honor and 
prestige of the greatest and most loved nation in all the world. 
On the eve of that day we are considering this matter which is 
of so great importance, because the country and the people and 
ithe Congress want this small preference given to these men. 

It says they must be qualified if they receive the appointment. 
This preference is only in case they are found qualified under 
the rules and under the law to pass these examinations. We 
have men returning from overseas, and men who have returned, 
who can hold positions in the Government service in various 
I in this country. They can perform the duties. I have 
nad men come to me who have been wounded, who have lost 

ibs, but yet who are able to do work of some kind in the Goy- 
nt service in my city, as they are doing elsewhere. Others 
have served but have mot been wounded seek positions in 
rnment service. They can do the work. And yet these men 
are witheut opportunity to secure employment in civil life in 
the Government service in the Government that they fought for, 
(hat their comrades died for, and, gentlemen, it is most unjust 
and most unfair. We are only amending the law to cover what 
Congress intended, und I sincerely hope we will be able to do it; 

ask of the distinguished chairman of the committee to 
iraw his point of order and let the committee vote upon 
ninendment, 

GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy with what 

» gentleman has said and the purpose he desires to accom- 
plish; but I know, and he knows, that a deficiency bill is not 
the place to amend laws of this kind that should be amended, 
and therefore I am compelled to make the point of order. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. DYER. Let me call the attention of the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the fact that 
it was in a deficiency appropriation bill in the last Congress, of 
which the gentlef&ian from Kentucky, Mr. Sherley, was chair- 
man, upoh which we wrote the provision of the law that says 
that the honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines in 
the present war must be restored to their positions in the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. GOOD. That was a limitation. 

Mr. DYER. A former chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House said it was in order, and the amendment was 
voted on and agreed to. We have a precedent. We had a divid- 
ing vote, and the Chair was sustained, although appealed from, 
that you can put legislation of that kind upon an appropriation 
bill, because it is only a limitation and does not provide for an 
increase in appropriation. It is thoroughly in order, In the last 
Congress, in a deficiency bill presented to this House by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, Mr. Sherley, it was written into the 
bill and is the law of the land to-day. 

Mr. GOOD. The last deficiency bill did not become a law. 
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Mr. DYER. It was the second one that I refer to. It became 
a law, and that provision was in it, offered by me upon the floor. 
A point of order was made against it. The point of order was 
debated, and the Chair ruled in favor of the provision. An ap- 
peal was taken from the decision, and the Committee of the 
Whole sustained the Chair. 

That is a precedent, Mr. Chairman, which I suggest compels 
attention, and I beg the gentleman to withdraw his point of 
order. We ought to give this matter consideration. The people 
want it, and the soldiers and sailors and marines are entitled 
to it. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, it is clearly legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expired. Does the gentleman from Iowa insist upon the 
point of order? 

Mr. GOOD. I insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the duty of the Chair to rule in ac- 
cordance with the rules, no matter how meritorious a suggestion 
may be that comes from the floor by way of an amendment. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri is so 
clearly contrary to the rule that the Chair is obliged to sustain 
the point of order. 

Mr. DYER. Will the Chair permit me to call his attention to 
a ruling of the Chair on the same proposition in the last Con- 
gress, on the second deficiency bill, when the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. GARNER] was in the chair? He is a very able and 
learned Member of this House and an expert in parliamentary 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the parlia- 
mentary clerk that that is not this proposition at all. 

Mr. DYER. The proposition went further than this, Mr. 
Chairman, if you pardon me. That proposition compels an ex- 
ecutive department to reinstate in the Government service 
these men who were honorably discharged and returned home. 
It compels them; this only says they are to be given a preference 
if they are qualified under the law for the positions. This is 
not as strong as the precedent to which I have invited the atten- 
tion of the distinguished chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is still informed that the situa- 
tion is entirely different in this case. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri is so clearly legislation upon 
an appropriation bill, contrary to the rule, that the Chair is 
obliged to adhere to his decision. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 
103, noes 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this vote the ayes are 103 and the noes 
2. The decision of the Chair is sustained. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. Did the Chair say 98 ayes or 103? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred and three. 

Mr. DYER. Then I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Distribution of card indexes: For services of assistants at salaries less 
than $1,000 per annum and for piecework and work by the hour, in- 
cluding not exceeding $500 for freight charges, expressage, traveling 
expenses connected with such distribution, and expenses of aitend- 
ance at meetings when incurred on the written authority and direction 
of the Librarian, $2,142.25. 

Mr. GOULD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order in 
order to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York reserves 
a point of order. 

Mr. GOULD. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations if this will in any way increase piece rates 
for handling the distribution of cards or salaries in any way? 

Mr. GOOD. This estimate was made on the present rates of 
pay, but on an increased demand for cards. 

Mr. GOULD. No increase of rates? 

Mr. GOOD. No increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make his point of or- 
der or withdraw it? 

Mr. GOULD. I withdraw it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For maintenance, care, and repair of automobiles, motor cycles, and 
motor trucks owned by the District of Columbia, that are not otherwise 
provided for, including such personal services in connection therewith 


not otherwise authorized, as the commissioners shall in writing specially 
order, $4,000, 
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Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
paragraph for the purpose of asking the chairman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan reserves the 
point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. MAPES. What is the purpose of this appropriation? 

Mr. GOOD. This is purely a maintenance item. It is for the 
repair and maintenance and all expenses connected with the 
care of the various automobiles, automobile trucks, and motor- 
eycles. The hearings revealed the fact that the District had 
26 automobiles, 6 trucks, and 11 motorcycles. Out of this 
appropriation, which was originally $18,500, there was an actual 
deficiency. Their funds are exhausted, and they have already 
incurred obligations with regard to the upkeep and maintenance 
of these cars and motorcycles. 

Mr. MAPES. Does the language in lines 20 and 21, reading as 
follows: 

Personal services * * * not otherwise authorized— 
mean that the work has not been authorized by law? 

Mr. GOOD. No. That is the current law. We have not 
changed in the slightest particular the current law under which 
the appropriation was made. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional cost to the various departments of the District of 
Columbia government for telephone service for the months of May and 
June, 1919, due to increased rates effective May 1, 1919, $2,300. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, if I understood correctly, this 
is the item that provides for the increased cost of telephone 
service. I would like to ask when this increase came to be ap- 
parent, when it began, and how much of an increase there is? 

Mr. GOOD. The item of $2,300 is for the increased cost of 
the telephone service in the District for the months of May and 
June. The Postmaster General, under the authority given him, 
has increased the rate, and the total annual increase over the 
present rate amounts to $13,831.40, and the amount here is for 
two months. The regular appropriation was only sufficient to 
meet the expenses for the entire fiscal year, without reference to 
any increase in the rates. 

Mr. WALSH. So that the contract which the District had 
with the telephone company has apparently gone by the boards 
since the Postmaster General has taken command,.and we are 
paying at the rate of $1,150 per month more for the telephone 
service since it has become a governmental facility in spreading 
intelligence. Is that the case? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; I think that is the case. 
in the rate of phones used by the District. 

Mr. MAPES. In that connection, have not the State authori- 
ties in several of the States secured injunctions preventing 
the companies from collecting the increased rates on the ground 
that the Government had control of the wires? 

Mr. GOOD. I know nothing about that except what I have 
seen in the newspapers. 

Mr. WALSH. I think the public-utilities commissions of sev- 
eral of the States have taken the matter into court. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. I notice one thing—that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral has increased the long-distance telephone rates 144 per 
cent, on an average, all over the United States. He has in- 
creased the local rates to subscribers here from $4 to $5, so 
that each one who has a telephone in his house now, although 
he has a contract obligating him to pay $4 a month, is com- 
pelled to pay $5. He is compelled now, if he wants a telephone 
put into his house, to pay $7, whereas prior to the Government 
control he had to pay nothing. If he wants to send a telegram, 
he must pay 20 per cent more than he ever paid before. I hope 
the House in its wisdom this morning did the right thing when 
it sent to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
the consideration of the question of the return of the telephone 
and telegraph lines, and that we will get a report back quickly, 
as a result of which we will be able to do away with these ex- 
cessive and unjust charges. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Treapway). 
man has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For dust prevention, cleaning, and snow removal, including the same 
objects specified under this head in the District of Columbia appropri- 
tion act for the fiscal year 1919, $34,000: Provided, That not to exceed 
$6,000 may be paid from this appropriation as additional compensation 
from March 5 to June 1, 1919, to laborers in the street cleaning depart- 
ment, so as to make their rate of compensation for that period equal to 
the rate paid them prior to March 5, 1919. 


Mr. WALSH. I reserve a point of order on this item, for the 
purpose of asking how many of these laborers get this additional 
compensation, and how did it happen to end on March 5, 1919? 


It is the increase 


The time of the gentle- 
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Mr. GOOD... On March 5, 1919, the commissioners found 
there would be a shortage in this fund if they continued the 
then force at the then rates of pay. They made a reduction 
in the force and they reduced the pay of those who remained 
on the force, with the statement that it was necessary to 
reduce their pay, but that the commissioners would ask Con- 
gress to appropriate money sufficient to pay them their regular 
salaries just as if there had been no deficiency in that appro- 
priation. I think they are being paid $3.10 and $2.70 and that 
their former pay was $3.58 and $3.26. They discharged about 
200 of their employees, and my recollection is that there are 
about 100 or more who will receive something under this provi- 
sion if it becomes a law. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, it is very apparent, from evidences 
which are visible to everybody, that something happened to the 
street department of the District of Columbia. ‘The streets 
have never been in such bad condition as they have been during 
the past few months. 

Does this $6,000 take 
the entire street force? 

Mr. GOOD. It takes care of the compensation that was de- 
ducted from the pay of certain laborers from the 5th of March 
on until the 1st of June. 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the reservation of the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 
to investigate conditions affecting the existing contract for the collec- 
tion and disposal of ashes in the District of Columbia during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1919, with a view to determining whether any 
adjustment should be made in the compensation paid, or to be paid, 
thereunder and to adjust the same if the facts disclose the iecessity 
for such adjustment: Provided further, That additional compensation, 
if any, paid as authorized herein shall not exceed the sum of $22,000 
for the year. And the said commissioners are further authorized, if 
in their opinion such action shall be to the best interests of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to hereafter conduct any or all of the operations 
involved in the collection and disposal of city refuse of every kind as 
municipal functions, and for that purpose to. purchase or lease the 
necessary plants, buildings, and land, to purchase or hire horses and 
horse-drawn vehicles, passenger-carrying and other motor-propelled 
vehicles, equipment, and machinery, and to employ expert and other 
personal services and labor, and to pay traveling, maintenance, inci- 
dental, and contingent expenses: Provided, That products arising from 
such operations conducted as authorized herein may be sold and the 
= arising therefrom shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the United States and the District of Columbia 
in equal parts: Provided further, That any or all operations herein 
authorized to be conducted as municipal functions may be put into effect 
as such upon the expiration of any of the existing contracts for the 
collection and disposal of city refuse or upon the failure of any of the 
present contractors to properly er the work covered by their 
contracts: Provided further, That it shall be unlawful for any em- 
ployee of the District of Columbia engaged in the removal of garbage, 
ashes, miscellaneous refuse, dead animals, or night soil, or for any em- 
ployee of a contractor doing such work for the District of Columbia, to 
accept any gift, except from his employer, in money or any other thing 
of value for any service performed in connection with the removal of 
city refuse as hereinbefore described ; and it shall be unlawful for any 
person, firm, or corporation, except such employer, to pay or offer to 
pay, any money or to make any gift to any such employee for such 
service ; that any person violating the provisions of this paragraph shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction, be fined 
in a sum of not less than $5 nor more than $40 for each such offense. 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on that 
paragraph. 

Mr. MAPES. I reserve a point of order on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is reserved by the gentle- 
man from Missouri and the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DYER. I think it is clearly subject to a point of order, 
Mr. Chairman. There is legislation all through the section. 

Mr. GOOD. This same provision was put in the last bill on 
the floor of the House. The situation, as I understand it, is this: 
The person who has the contract for the disposition of ashes 
in the District of Columbia has failed, and the work now is 
being carried on by his bondsmen. The contract was made at 
a time when labor conditions were altogether different than 
they are at present, and it was stated on the floor of the House, 
I think, when the matter came up before, that the contractor 
claims to have lost in the neighborhood of $50,000 or $60,000. 
At any rate, he is a bankrupt. He desires a much larger amount 
than the limitation fixed in the bill. The matter was thrashed 
out so thoroughly on the floor of the House and was agreed to 
so readily by the Senate that the committee did not go into it, 
because of the short time we had and because it seemed to be 
the practically unanimous judgment of the last Congress that 
this item should go in. I will say to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that I think unquestionably the item is subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. DYER. I think there is no doubt that this item is sub- 
ject to a point of order. When an attempt is made to get some- 
thing passed that really is demanded and necessery and to 
which there is no objection the Committee. on Appropriations 
make a point of order. 


are of this withheld compensation for 
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Now, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Marrs] is chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and that com- 
mittee is composed of very splendid menibers, and they are 
charged with the responsible duty of presenting ‘legislation in 
the House for the 'District.of Columbia. That is not:primarily a 
part of the duty of ‘the: Gommittee on Appropriations, and when 
they draw the line, as they have this morning, I think it is very 
preper that we should insist upon the rule. 

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DYER. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. MAPES. I think what the gentleman from Missouri ‘says 
about legislation upon appropriation ‘bills is perfectly -correct, 
and I understood it was to be the policy of ‘the Rules Com- 
mittee of the House in this'Congress not to report rules making 
in order legislation ‘upon appropriation bills. Probably there 
is no very good reason why this:proposition should not have been 
referred to the Committee onthe District of Columbia and been 
reported by that committee so as to make it in order on this 
bill under the rules of the House. At the same time,.as I under- 
stand it, the situation which this provision attempts:to remedy is 
critical, and some legislation of this kind ought to be passed. 
I arose not to make the point.of order upon this particular item, 
on account of its importance, but to suggest ‘to those who are 
interested that there are these who feel that the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia should make points of 
order against all legislation on appropriation bills relating to 
the District of Columbia. There are these also who think that 
the appropriations for the District of ‘Columbia should be re- 
ported by the Committee on the District of Columbia instead of 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations; that 
instead of the Committee on Appropriations reporting legislation 
for the District of Columbia the Committee on the District of 
Columbia should repert the apprepriations for the District. 
I merely wish to say that those in authority should bear this 
situation in mind. When there is an important proposition of 
this kind to be considered there is no particular reason why it 
should not be referred to the Committee on the District of ‘Co- 
lumbia, and if that committee should report it the legislation, 
as I understand it, would then be in order en an appropriation 
bill. 

As far as I am concerned, I withdraw my reservation of the 
point of order on this particular item. 

Mr. DYER. I believe I have the floor, Mr.:Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 
floor. 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to mé? 

Mr. DYER. I yield te the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SISSON. We adjusted ‘this ashes and ‘trash question in 
the last Congress. There is no legislation that will.enable us at 
this time to take care of the ashes. As the gentleman knows, 
the prices of everything went up, and we went \into :the ‘price of 
horse feed, and so on. The gentleman who had the old contract 
is busted, and he can not carry out the ash contract, so the Dis- 
trict Commissioners -were absolutely helpless unless ‘they should 
readvertise. To have readvertised the contract at that time 
would have eost the District of Columbia:a great deal of money. 
The commissioners could have proceeded against the bondsmen, 
but a preceeding against the bondsmen would not remove the 
ashes if the District Commissioners ‘had no ‘facilities ‘for doing 
that, and I am glad the chairman of the committee, my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. Mares], is leoking into this matter, and I 
trust that the District Committee will bring in some legislation 
taking care of this whole situation. If that conld be done, the 
Appropriation Committee would net be embarrassed by »being 
compelled to make provision from ‘time to time to take care of 
the ash eontract. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire 
to make the point of order? 

Mr. WOODYARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a 
short statement. 

Mr. DYER. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. WOQDYARD. Mr. Chairman, I am in an-embarrassing 
situation in regard to this paragraph. I know ‘very ilittle about 
it further than a few moments ago some gentlemen called me 
out in regard to a plant being erected on West Virginia Avenue. 

Mr. SISSON. This paragraph has nothing to do-with that. 

Mr. WOODYARD. In a way it has. 

Mr. SISSON. The gentleman iis referring ito ‘the ‘trash eon- 
tract. It does not affect the ash contract, which is contained in 
this paragraph. 

Mr. WOODYARD. Except in a general way, so far as the 
operation of all these plants are concerned. At ‘least, that is 
the impression that these gentlemen have. Hight or:ten of ‘them 
waited on me 20 minutes ago. I did net know that the bill 
was up. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The trash matter is altogether a 
different matter. The committee has examined that: and it will 
be referred to ‘the District Committee for legislation, 

Mr, WOODYARD. TI confess that I am not entirely familiar 
with the matter. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am familiar with the whole 
thing. This matter will save the District of ‘Columbia over 
$70,000. If it had not ‘been ‘for me, the District would have 
been put ‘to an-expense of $70,000. This man was induced ‘to go 
on, although he ‘bankrupted himself, on ‘the agreement that he 
would get at least.one-quarter.or one-third of his losses. But ‘I 
want ‘to say to the gentleman that this ‘has nothing to do with 
the trash contract. 

Mr. WOODYARD. The gentlemen are objecting to this pro- 
vision, or at least they want an amendment, and I did not 
know that the bill was up. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The same gentlemen came to see 
me, and I :told them ‘that the matter would be taken care -of 
hereafter, but could not 'be ‘taken care of on this bill. Iam 
taking up the trash matter:and expect ‘to assist them along ‘this 
line, but this is wholly foreign to the:trash:matter. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the item is subject to a point of 
order. I do not believe'that it should be made. We have simply 
followed the action of the House in ‘the last Congress. The com- 
mittee did not report the matter out originally, but it was 
adopted on the fleor of the House and :passed the Senate. The 
situation the gentleman ‘from West Virginia fears will not arise. 
The committee felt that it was urgent and that relief should be 
given, anil we followed ‘the direction of:the former House. But 
if the gentleman wants to make ithe point of order let him make 
it, so that we can go on. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, in view of ‘the statements that 
have ‘been made I will ask unanimous eonsent that this para- 
graph ibe passed over ‘that I may investigate it. I do not want 
to do any injustice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous ‘consent that the paragraph ‘be ‘temporarily passed over. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. GARD. Reserving the right to object, how long is it to 
be passed over? 

Mr. ‘DYER. Until we finish reading ‘the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. /To be brought ‘up after ithe completion .of 
the reading:of the bill. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ‘to the request of the 
gentleman ‘from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mating beach : For amount ‘required ‘to reimburse the life guards, 
clerks, laborers, and ‘help at the bathing beach peol after July 16, 1918, 
who received during the period-of their employment only 50 cents per 
day, $1,330.46. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to have the chairman of the eommittee.ex- 
plain this item as to the 50 cents a day. Who are the em- 
ployees and what were they doing that they only received 50 
cents a day? 

Mr. GOOD. 


The demand for use of the bathing beach during 
the past summer was so heavy that the funds were net sufficient 
to earry on the work. These boys act as guards of persons 


who are making use of the bathing facilities of the beach. They 
are high school boys and ‘they received about $8 a day. until 
the commissioners got to a point where they saw that the funds 
would soon be exhausted. They told the boys they would like 
to have them remain as.a patriotic»serviee and do the work for 
the ‘balance of the year and work for 50 cents a day. As I say, 
they formerly received $3. The commissioners said that if they 
would remain ‘they would come before Congress and ask for an 
appropriation, and we felt that the pledge the commissioners 
made in that respect:ought to be carried out, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Night schools: For teachers and janitors of ‘night schools, ‘including 
teachers of industrial, commercial, and trade :instruction, and teachers 
and janiters of night schools may also be ‘teachers and janitors .of 
day schools, $12,000: Provided, That payment is authorized to all 
teachers who taught in the night schools during the —— from Mareh 
8 to March 22, 1919, inclusive, at the rate of pay they were receiving 
on March 7, 1919, this payment to be in addition to the nominal sum of 
$1 which such teachers received ‘for the service rendered. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. ‘Chairman, I reserve ‘a point ‘of ‘order ‘on 
the proviso. What happened from March 8 to March 22? 

Mr. GOOD. On:-the 22d.of March the night schools were dis- 
continued and the teachers’ pay was a nominal sum. They 
agreed to work for:$1.a day, and the amount carried here is to 
pay ‘them the rate of pay that they formerly received, taking 
care: of it between ‘those two dates. 
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Mr. WALSH. And how was it that the funds ran out so that 
they could not pay them the regular rate of pay? 

Mr. GOOD. Because they did not have enough money. 

Mr. WALSH. Was not there enough money appropriated or 
was it duc to the increase in the number of teachers? 

Mr, GOOD. There was an increase in the enrollment and an 
increase in the number of teachers, 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation of 
a point of order, 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 9, line 18, strike out the word ‘ teachers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “employees.” In line 19, strike out the word 
“taught” and insert the word “ served.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For board care of all children committed to the guardianship of said 
board by the courts, incuding the same objects specified under this 
head in the District of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1919, $39,000. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I call attention to the fact that line 1, page 14, reads as 
follows: 

For board care of all children, etc. 

Should not that read “ board and care’? 

Mr. GOOD. It should be “ board and care.” 

Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting the word “ and” 
between the words “ board” and “ care,” in line 1, page 14. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 1, after the word “ board,” insert the word “ and.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. This deficiency has been increased some $4,000 
over what was in the former bill. What is the necessity for 
that? Is there an increase in the number of children? 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the amount stated here is the 
actual estimate made by the board that is in charge of these 
children. As I recall, there are about 2,000 children who are 
taken care of out of this appropriation. The number of 
children in free homes amounts to about 1,250, and the number 
in institutions and boarded by private families, as given by the 
commissioner, is 650. I think perhaps he is mistaken in that, 
because that leaves 100 unprovided for. At any rate, the com- 
mnissioner stated that he could not get along with the amount 
earried in the bill; that their funds were exhausted. The 
board for the children in some instances is back and remains 
unpaid, and they are running bills at the institution. He stated 
that it would take all of the $39,000, and they did not believe 
that would be sufficient to pay the actual care and board of 
these children. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, the $39,000 is an addition to what 
was appropriated previously in the District appropriation bill? 

Mr. GOOD. One hundred and twenty thousand dollars was 
appropriated before. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, if the gen- 
tleman will permit, the original estimate was $39,000. The com- 
mittee reported $35,000. The representatives of the board in- 
formed the committee that they were called upon to pay more 
for board than they were at that time, and this represented an 
actual deficiency. 

Mr. WALSH. These children are not those who are com- 
mitt¢d to institutions? 

Mr. GOOD. Some of them are. 

Mr. WALSH. Has the rate of board at the institution in- 
creased? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not believe there was any statement made 
in regard to that, but I suppose that board has increased in 
the institutions as it has in private homes, and, as the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes] states, the amount is 
a closely estimated deficiency and the commissioners felt there 
was.not cnough granted on the previous bill. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARD. I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee regarding this item. Sometime ago there were 
extended publications in Washington newspapers concerning 
some of these boarding contracts where the children were 
compelled to work in surroundings that were unhealthy. Can 
the gentleman tell me whether under this item we are 30w 
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} and every institution to which a child is committed. 
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discussing children who are sent out by the Board of Children’s 
Guardians into private homes where these private homes are 
paid and they then utilize the children’s services in work some- 
times improper for the children to do? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. Of the 2,000 children that are under the 
care of the board, 1,250 are in free homes, and, as I understand 
it, are not a charge on the charity of the government of the 
District. 

Mr. GARD. They are in what are called free homes? 

Mr. GOOD. Free homes, and some of these children are old 
enough to work and, of course, do work. 

Mr. GARD. Then are some sent out to homes where board 
is paid for them in private homes? 

Mr. GOOD. Some are. The small children are either taken 
care of in some of the institutions or in homes where they find 
provision for them and pay the board. 

Mr. GARD. Does the gentleman think that is a good pro- 
vision for the care of children? I am interested in that sub- 
ject and I would like to ask whether this seemingly new system, 
so far as it applies to the District of Columbia is concerned, is 
a proper one—sending them out to homes to do a lot of work 
sometimes proper and sometimes improper. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I have not 
thoroughly investigated that matter, but I understand that this 
board has its inspectors and investigating officers and they 
make an inspection ever so often with regard to every home 
I think 
it is the purpose of the board to surround these unfortunates 
with proper environment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expired. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
his time may be extended for three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARD. The gentleman recalls, does he not, v-rious ex- 
tended publications in Washington newspapers having to do 
with certain places where children were placci, oze of them 
being a bakery, I believe, where the children themselves made 
some complaint and ran away from the place and returned to 
the regular home? Of course, those are mere instances, and 
an instance is apt to arise in a thoroughly good system. What 
I am trying to get at is whether or not the gentleman and mem- 
bers of this committee think that this method of farming out 
the children and very often paying the person who has the 
child is a good system, whether the community ought not to 
take care of these unfortunate children in such a way that 
their education and physical well-being may at all times be 
eared for. 

Mr. GOOD. I think the committee did not consider that 
phase of the matter at all. All we could consider here was to 
see that the bills that have been contracted for up to the Ist 
of July are paid and the Government’s obligation discharged. 

Mr. GARD. I understand. 

Mr. GOOD. I think something might be said with regard to 
placing a child in a Christian home, where it would be sur- 
rounded by the best influences and brought up to be a useful 
citizen, and it might develop better there than in an institution 
where there might be 2,000 of these unfortunates, as we have 
in the District. 

Mr. GARD. The present situation is really to take care of 
the deficit. 

Mr. GOOD. That is all. 

Mr. GARD. And the gentleman has not investigated gen- 
erally the proposition of the care of these unfortunate children, 

Mr. GOOD. We have not. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As I understand it, that matter does 
not come within the jurisdiction of the gentleman’s committee, 
but rather of the District of Columbia Committee. 

Mr. GOOD. The Committee on Appropriations always car- 
ries an appropriation for the care of these children. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. But is not the matter of care directed 
by the District of Columbia Committee? 

Mr. GOOD. That is under a law with which the conimittee 
has nothing to do, except to provide funds to carry it out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JUDGMENTS, 


For payment of judgmerts, including costs rendered against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as set forth in IHlouse Documents No. 1788 -n!' 1822 
of the Sixty-fifth Congress. third session, and House }Poctumeont No, 12 
of the present session, $8,303.25, together with qa further sum to pay 


will the gentleman 
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the interest at not exceeding 4 per cent per annum on said judgments, | 
as provided by law, from the date the same became due until the date of 
payment. , 


Mr. WALSH. 
word. 
ments 

Mr. 
ments. 

Mr. WALSH. 
there not? 

Mr. GOOD. No; there are more than two individuals. 

Mr. WALSH. One of them is a former assessor and the other 
is a police officer. 

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman has in view the increase in the | 
item. The item carried in the previous bill was $3,729.55. Now | 
that amount has been increased to $8,308.25, and that increase | 
is to take care of three additional judgments. There are eight 
judgments all told. 

Mr. WALSH. What about these six judgments which do not 
involve the former assessor and former police officer who were 
dismissed ? 

Mr. GOOD. They were judgments regularly entered by the 
court. No appeal has been taken from them. I think in one or 
two cases there was an appeal to the court of last resort, and 
that appeal resulted unfavorably to the District, and they are 
judgments which have been certified in the regular way and 
nothing remains but their discharge by an appropriation. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I see in the concluding lines of the para- 
graph you say, “interest as provided by law from the date the 
same became due until the date of payment.” Does that mean | 
interest on the judgments from the date they are entered? 

Mr. GOOD. The language is the same as that certified by 
the commissioners. I assume it is from the date of the rendition 
of the judgment, and we have only followed the language of the 
previous act and the language of the commissioners. 

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I will yield to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. REAVIS. The date they would become due would be a 
matter of law, would it not? And whether that is the date of | 
the rendition of the judgment or the date of the adjournment of 
the term of court at which it was rendered, this appropriation 
would care for it from the time it was due as determined by | 
the law. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, of course, it would if one part of this | 
phraseology dees not limit or pertain to the other. It says, | 
“4 per cent per annum on said judgments, as provided by lav, | 
from the date the same became due until the date of payment.” | 

Mr. REAVIS. Of course, the language of the section does not 
say from the date the same became due according to law, but 
the only way the date it became due could be ascertained would | 
be by law. 

Mr. WALSH. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
This item is to provide for the payment of two judg- 


GOOD. It provides for the payment of several judg- 


There are only two individuals involved, are 


Of the entering—— 

Mr. REAVIS. Of the entering of it. 

Mr. WALSH. I so understand, and I thank the gentleman 
from Nebraska for clarifying the situation. 

Mr. REAVIS. The gentleman is entirely welcome. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn 

Mr. WALSH. No, Mr. Chairman; I was expressing my 
thanks to the gentleman from Nebraska for clearing up the 
matter about which I had some doubts. I now desire to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the committee— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman_has expired. 

Mr. WALSH (continuing). A question in reference to the 
two judgments. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. WALSH. 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WALSH. I would like to ask the gentleman with refer- 
ence to the judgments in favor of Mr. Kalbfus and Mr. Wood, 
how the committee happened to include them in this appropria- 
tion bill when they were specifically excepted from the bill 
which was reported, as I recall, at the last session of the Sixty- 
lifth Congress? 

Mr. GOOD. These judgments were rendered some three or | 
four years ago. In one case the commissioners had employed, | 
as I recall, Mr. Wood as a policeman and Mr. Kalbfus as an | 
assessor. The commissioners discharged them. They were de- 
nied the right, as I understand it, to perform the services for 
which they had been employed. They took the matter into red | 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for three 


court, brought action on their claims, and the court rendered 
judgment in each case. The amount of the judgment of Wood 
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was $1,246, with costs amounting to $22.65, and the judgment 


| in favor of Mr. Kalbfus wus $2,415, with costs amounting to 


$20.35. Those judgments were appealed, or, rather the cause 
was appealed, and the right they have to sue under the contract 
Was affirmed by the appellate court. After that the case pro- 
ceeded to trial and the judgments were rendered by the court 
and no appeal has been taken from those judgments. They are 
drawing interest at 4 per cent, and after full consideration the 
committee felt that Congress ought to respect the judgment of 
the court; that we ought not to set up our judgment as to 
whether or not those men were entitled to their pay after the 
court had determined that they had a legal claim and had ren- 
dered judgment against the District. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, here is this case of the assessor. The 
judgment was rendered May 22, 1915, by the Court of Appeals. 
The case was remanded to the lower court. The commissioners 
were directed to restore him to his former position, and he 
thereupon brought suit to recover the salary. 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. What is the cause of all this delay from 1915 
to 1919 in getting judgment and computation of costs and in- 
terest in order that the appropriation might be made? 

Mr. GOOD. Well, I really do not know, I only know—— 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I notice the commissioner who appeared 
before the committee took occasion by his way of explaining 


| this delay to call attention to the fact that they need some 
| more judges in the District of Columbia, which sentiment they 
| have been known to express upon former occasions at a less 


plausible excuse, but nothing is said in reference to reforming 


| the judicial system of the District, which I think might well 
| eliminate some of these delays. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 


| pired, 


Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out the 
last two words for the purpose of asking a question. I would 
like to ask the chairman of the committee if the item here 
of $8,303.25, on the top of page 15, is a charge against the 
National Treasury entirely, or does the District of Columbia 
pay out of its tax levy the usual one-half? 

Mr. GOOD. The United States pays one-half and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia pays one-half. 

Mr. JUUL. This is like any other item of expense in the 
city? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For additional ——— in the Department of State, $20,000: Pro- 
vided, That not more than six persons shall be employed hereunder at 


| a rate of compensation exceeding $1,800. 


Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


| word, for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
| What service these additional employees are expected to per- 


form? 

Mr: GOOD. In the State Department? 

Mr. REAVIS. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD. The State Department has been putting on addi- 
tional employees ever since the outbreak of the European war. 

Mr. REAVIS. They have all been doing that. 

Mr. GOOD. In some of the bureaus of the State Department 
there has been a reduction. This item here is an item simply to 
take care of the pay of the additional employees that were au- 
thorized under a provision of the legislative bill. After the out- 
break of the European war we carried, as I recall, one para- 
graph, and later, I think, two paragraphs, for the pay of addi- 
tional employees. They were called “ additional employees.” 
We retained the statutory roll, but tried to keep that roll intact, 
so that a comparison could be made with the force that existed 
before the war and the new force. Now, they carried, therefore, 


' a roll known as “ additional employees,” and there is an actual 


deficit in that department, and I am not sure that this appro- 
priation is sufficient to make good that deficit by a couple of 
thousand dollars. 


Mr. REAVIS. That does not answer my question. It is here 


| provided that “not more than six persons shall be employed 
| hereunder at the rate of compensation not exceeding $1,800.” 
| Now, what are these additional employees to do in the State 


Department? What service are they to perform? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REAVIS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The item does not propose 
to enable them to employ additional employees, but to continue 
those that they now have. Under the statement of the repre- 
sentative of the department they would have $13,000 in June to 
apply to the pay roil to pay the clerks now in the employ of the 
department. Now, among those clerks there are six of them 
receiving salaries which they can only continue to receive in case 
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the language is included. This does not provide additional em- 


in the department from now until July 1. 

Mr. REAVIS. In other words, these six persons are not to 
perform any particular or new service, but the appropriation is 
merely to take care of the employees that the State Department 
has added. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Under the legislative bill 
we have given a sum that would enable them to employ addi- 
tional employees, but they would have to be dismissed from the 
service unless this amount is appropriated July 1. 

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me if there is any- 
thing in the condition in Washington now that is scandalous with 
reference to wastefulness and expenditure of money it is the 
employment of unnecessary clerks down at these departments. 
I must admit that I can not understand the psychology that 
inspires the heads of the departments to hold onte employees 
when they have no earthly use fer their services. This Con- 
gress has done everything it can to rid the country of the serv- 
ice of these unnecessary people, even going to the extent of 
offering to bribe them by paying their railroad fare home if 
they would just separate themselves from the service. There 
is not a Member of Congress who is at all familiar with the 
condition in these departments that does not know that there 
are hundreds and thousands of these empleyees drawing salary 
who are giving the United States no service whatever. I be- 
lieve it would be a good deal better if the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of this House, instead of coming in and asking additional 
appropriations for extra and additional employees, would cut 
down their appropriation and send several thousand of these 
unnecessary people back to the places whence they came. 

We are raising a tremendous sum of money in this Nation by 
taxation and by bonds. If the Republican Party is to justify 
the confidence that the country recently expressed in it, we hive 
got to economize in these expenditures. [Applause.] And about 
the first place to exercise economy is te cut loose from the 
service these employees who are giving nothing in return for 
the money that is being paid to them. [Applause.] ,We have 
criticized this extravagance on the part of the Demoeratic 
Party and are appointing committees to investigate the wasteful 
methods employed. We can not expect a very cordial reception 
of such efforts if we likewise are guilty of the thing we con- 
demn, 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
tion to strike out the last word. 

I agree with much that has been said by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Reavis], and yet I think it would be unwise 
if, because we had an impression there were too many em- 
ployees in some departments, we should recklessly proceed to 
cut down an appropriation for employees in this department, 
where there is no extravagance shown in the employment of 
elerks. 

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. REAVIS. I realize very fully that the situation can not 
be met in this bill, but I have been so irritated, as all other 
Members of Congress have been, by the wastefulness going 
on in the department that I thought somebody ought to men- 
tion it. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
ment the situation is that the department asked Congress for 
$500,000 for temporary employees during the next year, and 
Congress gave them $200,000; and unless more money is appro- 
priated one-half of the employees will have to be discharged. 
It only illustrates the fact that at this time it would be exceed- 
ingly unwise not to give this appropriation to continue these 
employees until July 1. The work of the’ State Department 
has increased, and so far as my information goes there is no 
eriticism of that department having more employees than it 
needs. I do not believe it has. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE, 


Tnited States consulates: For contingent expenses of United States 
consulates, including the same objects specified under this head in the 
Diplomatic and Consular appropriation act for the fiscal year 1919, 
$50,000. 


Mr. WALSH. 
worl. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WALSH. [I notice this item is under the head of “ For- 
eign intercourse.” Supplementing in a feeble way the remarks 
of the distinguished gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reravrs], 
I should like to direct the attention of the committee to the 
fact that this appropriation apparently has been reduced from 


I want to oppose the mo- 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


” 
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| $250,000 to $50,000. 
ployees, but provides only for the salaries of the employees now | 


In this particular depart- ; 


ALS 


A gentleman from the State Department 
appeared before the committee, and apparently in their esti- 


‘Mates they wanted $917,000 for telegraphing and tabling, and 


when asked how that enormous sum could be used or had been 
used in telegraphing or cabling, he said—and I assume that 


, Some of these clerks that are to be employed or who have been 
employed at sums not exceeding $1,800 have been at work on 


this particular job: 

You will understand that it is necessary for the department and the 
mission in Paris to know what is going oh all over the world; they 
must know the political developments that are taking place; they must 
know the course of affairs in an economic and military way and every 
other way, because it is upon that information that all ef their acts are 
based. Now, when formerly we could be content with information about 
a certain few countries in the world it was a different proposition, but 
now we have added to that certain few countries practically every coun- 
try on. the globe, and everyone is figuring in this international condition 
at present. 

Mr, REAVIS. 

Mr. WALSH. Certainly. 

Mr. REAVIS. On the statement that a request was made for 
how much money? 

Mr. WALSH. Nine hundred and seventeen thousand dollars 
is the estimated expense for telegraphing alone out of the fund 
that the President has put at the disposal of this department. 

Mr. REAVIS. And in the explanation made by the representa- 
tive of the Department of State the statement was made that it 
was used in cabling all ever this world? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes, 

Mr. REAVIS. In spite of the fact that during the progress 
of this war we have been in contract with all the cable owners 
for the use of their lines absolutely free? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. He says: 

One telegram may contain three Hines and another telegram six pages. 


The CHAIRMAN. What is the nature of the communications that are 
sent? 


Mr. Carr. The communications are communications setting forth the 
exact conditions, the exact internal developments im these countries— 
what the political situation is, what the economic situation is, what is 
likely to happen, and soon. It is that information that makes it possible 
to sum up the whole world situation and really see what eught toe be 
done in a given situation. 

The CHaimmaNn. To whom are these communications sent? 

Mr. Carr. They are sent to the American mission in Paris and they 
are also. sent te the department. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what extent is this increased expense due to the 
American mission in Paris? 

Mr. Carr. Of course, a very great deal is due to the mission in Paris, 
because our delegates must have information as cemplete as that pos- 
sessed by the delegates ef other Governments; but it is also due to the 
necessity that-the department should know what is going on. 

The CHAtrMAN. In the absence of the American mission in Paris it will 
not be necessary to send these leng communications as te all the develop- 
ments in the United States? 

Mr. Carr. Oh, no; and when the treaty of peace is signed and the 
war ends there ought to be a very large deerease in the amount of 
telegraphic expense. Next year, unless all calculations go wrong, there 
ought to be an enormous decrease in the amount of this expenditure. 

I imagine that one ef the three-line telegrams that were sent 
ever there was to the effect that Congress had convened with 
beth branehes of it im controk of the party that was im the 
minority during the past months of the Sixty-fifth Congress, 
and possibly one of the 6-page or 16-page telegrams that have 
been sent was on account of various and sundry activities of 
eertain gentlemen sometimes eminent and permitted to be 
prominent in the party which reposes itself on the other side 
of the aisle. I think that the committee on both sides of the 
aisle—and I am willing to confer credit to the gentlemen on the 
subcommittee who prepared this measure—are to be congratu- 
lated that apparently they have not made available any of 
the appropriations in this bill for cables and telegrams about 
items of politics, economics, and military affairs. Some of these 
telegrams, they think, may be reimbursed, but that will be a 
comparatively small amount. The chairman then directed the 
attention of Mr. Carr, of the State Department, to the fact that 
the Seeretary of War has written a number of times that he 
was sending communications for discharges of American sol- 
diers abroad by mail, because he could get service by mail more 
promptly than he could get it by wire or cable. Of course that 
is not astonishing if the State Department was sending 16-page 
telegrams commenting on and setting forth the political situa- 
tion in the United States for the benefit and information of the 
mission in Paris and the department in France, and, as I say, 
I desire to compliment and congratulate the committee upon 
eliminating any possibility of any part of this appropriation 
being used for these extraordinary and surprising expenses. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Treasury Department Annex, Pennsylvania Avenue and Madison 
Place: For equipment of the building, including rugs and carpets, 
awnings, window shades, window ventilators, and bottle water coolers, 
$5,000, to continue available during the fiscal year 1920. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. WALSH. 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts re- 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. What is the necessity of continuing this ap- 
propriation for rugs, carpets, and bottle water coolers during 
1920? 

Mr. GOOD. Part of the annex is not completed, and will not 
be completed for some months, and the appropriation was made 
in one sum for the entire. estimate of cost for supplying this 
equipment; and inasmuch as it can not be used or put in, part 
of it, until next year, the provision was inserted that it should 
be continued available during the fiscal year 1920. 

Mr. WALSH. Which is the Arlington annex? 

Mr. GOOD. It is all one building. 
lington Hotel stood, now occupied by the War Risk Insurance. 

A wing has not been completed yet, and that is designated as 
“the annex.” 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the reservation, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 


AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The unexpended balance of the appropriation of $100,000 for addi- 
tional employees contained in the “ second deficiency appropriation act, 
1919,” is reappropriated for the fiscal year 1920. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Goop: Page 18, line 14, after the word 
“ balance,” insert “‘on June 30, 1919.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For reimbursement of certain customs laborers at the port of New 
York for expenses for meals and car fares at unusual hours, incurred 
in connection with the emergency guarding of German and Austrian 
vessels, piers, and the appraisers’ warehouse during the period from 
February to August, 1917, inclusive, $910.15. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to return for a moment to a paragraph on the preceding 
page, entitled “ Office of Auditor for the War Department,” for 
the purpose of asking a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent-to return to the preceding page for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I observe in the hear- 
ings a statement of the Auditor for the War Department to the 
effect that he has the enormous amount of $6,000,000,000 of 
unaudited claims in-his department, and the statement is some- 
what alarming to me. Does the gentleman know what that is 
for? 

Mr. GOOD. I can only say that there has been appropriated, 
as the gentleman knows, about $24,000,000,000 for the Military 
Establishment, and that the work thrown upon this department 
has been enormous. 

The auditing of the claims has been delayed because of a great 
many circumstances. Some of the auditing was done abroad. 
Some of it had to be done there, some of it had to be done here, 
and the work has been accumulating. As far as this item is 
concerned, my recollection is that there is a balance of about 
$45,000 that he has not expended this year or will not expend, 
and he carries that over for next year so as to permit him to 
eatch up with this work. Congress has been giving him an ad- 
ditional force. My recollection is that the legislative bill for 
next year carries quite an addition to that force, 

The auditing of a claim depends upon getting information 
from a great many different sources at times, and therefore they 
are held up, and there has been a great deal of complaint with 
regard to the claims of relatives of deceased soldiers. These 
matters have been held up quite a while, and the auditor has 
explained that to the committee. He feels that he is doing the 
best he can under the circumstances, and that in the near future 
he will be able to bring his accounts somewhat nearer to the 
current date. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman will find the statement 
to which I refer on page 101 of the hearings 

Mr. GOOD. About $6,000,000,000. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. From which it appears that there are 
something like $6,000,000,000 of unaudited accounts. I was not 
complaining so much of the work of the auditor, who gives a 
fairly satisfactory explanation of why he is so much behind, but 
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what caused me so much anxiety was that I was wondering if this 
$6,000,000,000 was something that we would subsequently be 
asked to provide for in addition to all these enormous amounts 
that we know are to come upon us at this session? 

Mr. GOOD. No; the gentleman will understand that in the 
War Department, as well as the Navy Department, when a check 
has been drawn by a disbursing oflicer the check is paid, and 
then the account goes to the auditor, and he audits the account. 
I think practically none of these accounts of this class that he 
has charge of are audited until after they are paid. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. This then is something for which the 
payments have been made already? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
future? 

Mr. GOOD. No. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. If the gentleman will look 
on page 106, he will find an illustration of these accounts, where 
Mr. Beatty says that an account which did not involve a very 
large sum of money might involve 20,000 people. He says: 

It may be a cantonment proposition somewhere on the cost-plus plan, 
and it might not involve so much money on any one particular project, 
but there are all of the pay rolls, and I must see that the pay rolls are 
properly signed or that a receipt by the men who worked on the job 
is given, and it might involve 20,000 people, even though the amount of 
money might not be so large. 

It was stated that the accounts coming back from the other 
side will fill three large freight cars. This office audits all those 
accounts. So far as I am concerned, I wanted him to do this 
just as rapidly as possible, and in examining the representative 
of the office in the committee I expressed the desire to know just 
how many clerks he needed in order to have his office catch up 
with his work so that there might be no unpaid claims of soldiers 
among these claims in his office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The limitation in the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1919 as to the number of delivered sheets of United States currency, 
national-banmk notes, and Federal reserve currency to be executed is in- 
creased from 123,000,000 to 129,000,000, of opium orders and special 
tax stamps required under the act of December 17, 1914, from 687,300 to 
725,000, and of checks, drafts, and miscellaneous work from 5,052,800 
to 14,452,800. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Iowa to a typographical error in line 23, on 
page 19, where there is a period instead of a comma. 

Mr. GOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk change 
the period in line 23, after the figure 7, and that he insert a 
comma instead. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. In the reading of the bill just now the words “ Federal 
reserve notes’ suggested to my mind the fear that some Mem- 
bers have, which was expressed in private conversation by them 
after they listened to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ferss] 
the other day, that the Federal Reserve Board is permitting 
an undue inflation of Federal reserve notes. There are a good 
many achievements of this country during the war of which 
we can be proud. While not the greatest achievement, I think 
it is a great achievement the way this board met the situation 
during the last few years. Instead of being alarmed over the 
volume of Federal reserve notes outstanding I think we should 
be very much gratified that the board has been able to keep 
the volume as low as it is. Instead of there being a continued 
increase of Federal reserve notes there are decreases being 
made in the volume, and I think if the Members of the House 
knew the Federal Reserve Board as I do they would not be 
fearful of their overlooking the dangers of inflation. The 
board have been aware of the effect of an increased volume of 
Federal reserve bank notes, but there are some evils that are 
greater than an inflation of the currency. The Federal Re- 
serve Board had to meet certain situations during the war, and 
I believe it is nothing but fair to them to say that, free from 
any partisan thought, they handled the problems that con- 
fronted that board during the war in such a way that I think 
when the future history of this country comes to be written 
it will be said that one of the most remarkable achievements of 
the war period of the United States was the achievement of 
the Federal Reserve Board in maintaining the financial situ- 
ation in this country as stable as it was and as it is now. 

On November 16, the nearest date after the signing of the 
armistice as to which we have exact information, there were in 
round figures $2,562,000,000 of Federal reserve notes outstand- 
ing. On April 25 there were $2,549,000,000 outstanding. That 
shows a small net reduction. 


They will not have to be paid in the 


Is there objection to the request of the 
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I want to call the attention of the Members of the House to 
the fact that in April, when the Federal reserve banks had out- 
standing notes to the sum of $2,549,000,000, they, at that time, 
held paper in their vaults, bills which they had discounted for 
member banks throughout the country, secured by Government 
war obligations, to the extent of $1,760,000,000. In other words, 
gentlemen, there is a great volume of Federal reserve notes 
outstanding that have been issued for the very necessary pur- 
pose of taking care of the war paper of the Government. Now, 
I think that the only hope you can have for a healthy deflation 
of the currency is going to come from the retirement of bills 
that the Federal reserve banks have had to rediscount for mem- 
ber banks. In other words, member banks have loaned money 
to you and me to buy Government bonds. The only way you are 
going in a substantial way to decrease that further inflation of 
the currency is by you and me saving and retiring the debt we 
owe for bonds out of our savings. When we do that we will 
remove that part of the inflation of our currency. 

Some experts estimate that that can be done in 8 or 9 months. 
I do not believe it. Some say that it will take 10 years, and 
I believe the gentleman from Ohio said that it would be 10 
years. But, to sum it up, the great bulk of the inflation of Fed- 
eral reserve notes was brought about by the war necessity and 
handling war obligations of the Government. The banks ex- 
tended the customers’ credit to buy bonds and the Federal re- 
serve banks rediscounted the bills of the member banks to secure 
the one billion seven hundred million war obligations to the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROSE. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
have one minute more, in which I may ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if he does not think that the banks themselves are respon- 
sible for the condition he refers to, for the reason that they in- 
vited the people to borrow the money to buy bonds of the Gov- 
ernment? Now, the gentleman complains that inflation is caused 
by their conduct. 

Mi. WINGO. I am very sorry that the gentleman got the 
idea that I am complaining of the banks, for I am not. The 


point I make is that the Federal Reserve System had performed | 


a wonderful service. I am not criticizing the banks, but I am 


answering the suggestion and allaying the fear that some gen- | 


tlemen had that instead of the Federal Reserve Board trying 
to cheek inflation they were increasing it. 


banks by saving and paying our debts which we have incurred 
for the purpose of buying bonds. 


credit secured by war obligations in rediscounting. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pired. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
man have one minute more that I may ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
looked into the question of what the gold reserve is in propor- 
tion to the Federal reserve notes? 

Mr. WINGO. I do not recall the exact percentage, but the 
gold reserve is ample. We are the only Nation on the face of the 
earth that is really solvent at this time, and whose finances are 
in better shape than anyone could have hoped at the beginning 
of the war. There is no question as to the satisfactory condition 
of the gold reserve. There is nothing to.be alarmed at. The 
situation is a good deal better than I two years ago thought it 
would be at this time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It is around 76 cents, probably 78 cents 
in gold reserve to every dollar of Federal reserve notes, and 
the Government has 100 cents of obligation of the banks that 
have got reserve notes and 76 of gold. 

Mr. WINGO. There is no question of solvency, it is a ques- 
tion of how we may help decrease the inflation by saving and 
paying the debts we owe for the purchase of bonds so that 
part of the currency may be retired. It, of course, will not 
do to deflate too rapidly, as the evils that would result would 
be greater than those of inflation. After all, the thing most 
desired is not so much to reduce prices but to reach a level that 
is uniform. I have no fear but that in due time, without dis- 
turbance, the processes of orderly readjustments will bring us 
to such a level. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tor the payment of the claims for damage to and loss of private 


property occasioned by the explosions and fire at the plant of T. A. 
Gillespie Co., at Morgan, N. J., which have been agreed upon by the War 


But the contrary is | 
true, and my suggestion is that you and I have got to help the | 


The way to help the banks is | 
out of our savings, to reduce the war obligations, reduce the | 


‘The time of the gentleman has again ex- | 


I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- | 


I want to ask the gentleman if he has | 
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Department and the claimants, and in amounts not exceeding those which 
are enumerated and scheduled in House Document No. 1735, parts 2 
and 3, of the Sixty-fifth Congress, third session, $852,106.49. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 
What authority of law is there for settling these claims. I 
knew there had been an investigation, but I did not recall any 
act authorizing the settlement and payment of the claims. 

Mr. GOOD. The act of November 4, 1918, carried this pro- 
vision : 

Claims occasioned by explosions and fire at plant of the T. A. Gil- 
lespie Co., Morgan, N. J.: The Secretary of War is directed to con- 
sider, ascertain, and determine the amounts due on all claims for dam- 
ages to and loss of private property occasioned by the recent explosions 
and fire at the plant of the T. A. Gillespie Co., at Morgan, N. J., and 
report the amounts so ascertained and determined to be due the claim- 
oa po Congress within two months from the date of the approval of 

In pursuance of that-:act we have already appropriated two 
hundred and sixty-eight thousand and some odd dollars. The 
former third deficiency. bill carried $714,813.58. Since that time 
the Secretary of War has certified that he has adjusted and 
settled claims to the extent of $137,292.91. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, if he has settled a lot of these claims he 
must have done it under some other provision of law than the 
paragraph that the gentleman has read, because the Secre- 
tary of War was only to consider and ascertain the amount due 
and report the amounts to Congress. There is no authority of 
law in that act for the Secretary to go up to New Jersey and 
| determine these amounts due and make settlement and then 
| come in and ask for an appropriation in a deficiency bill. 

The purpose of reporting it to Congress I assume was so 
that Congress might pass upon those claims and authorize some- 
body to settle. 

Mr. GOOD. The matter has been treated a little differently 

| from the course outlined by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WatsH]. The act of February 25, 1919, carries an 
appropriation of $268,211.26, and when the third deficiency act 
was under consideration the committee had before it the certifi- 
eate of the War Department with regard to claims aggregating 

714,813.58, and this committee had before it in addition to that 

the last certificate by the Secretary of War on February 27, 

1919, which is an additional list. The names are given, the 

| amounts claimed, and the amounts allowed by the board. The 
War Department did constitute a board to investigate these 
claims and make a report, and their report is before Congress 
and this appropriation is simply to provide the funds to pay 
the claims as allowed by the board. 

Mr. WALSH. It seems to me that in a matter involving 
some $913,124, that is, combining this appropriation with what 
has previously been paid out, there ought to be no doubt with 
reference to the authority of the department to make the pay- 
ments. The act to which the gentleman refers, the first de- 

| ficiency appropriation act, approved November 4, 1918, au- 
thorized the Secretary of War to investigate arid determine the 
| amount due. Apparently there was nothing contained in this 
authorization—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
| chusetts has expired. 
| Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes, and still further reserve the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? Z 

There was no objection. 

Mr, WALSH. There was nothing in that act, which is the 
only authority here conferred upon the officials, relating to a 
finding of the liability of the United States for these claims, and 
I do not recall that any commission has ever reported to Con- 
gress that the United States is liable for this tremendous 
damage, resulting in loss of life and widespread destruction of 
property. Apparently the liability has become admitted, inas- 
much as the Secretary has proceeded to settle some of these 
elaims; but, Mr. Chairman, if the Secretary has proceeded to 
determine the amount of these claims and has settled them, and 
has made payments, that fact is no warrant for this appropria- 
tion in the bill, unless there is specific authority of law existing 
for it. I have examined the hearings held when they were ask- 
ing for some $718,000, and I find nothing 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman making the point of 
order? 

Mr. WALSH. Iam reserving the point of order and endeavor- 
ing, by stating a few facts, to ascertain whether or not the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations can point to any specific authority or 
has seeured any specific information with reference to this item. 
It is quite a sizeable appropriation. The total of the whole 
affair will amount to $1,000,239, as I understand it from the 
hearing held on the matter, and that is a rather sizeable sum to 
be paying out upon certificates of the Secretary of War or any- 
' body else, unless Congress has heretofore authorized it by Jan- 





The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
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guage about which there can be no doubt. I leave it to gentle- 
men more learned in the law than I to say whether directing the 
Secretary of War to consider, ascertain, and determine the 
amounts due on all claims for damages covered by fire at the 
plant of the Gillespie Co. and to report the amount so ascertained 
to Congress within two months from the approval of the act, 
contains any authority for the Secretary to pay the claims and 
then come in and say that he has paid them; that here is a cer- 
tificate ; and to let him have the money in the deficiency bill, 

Mr, GOOD. They have not been paid. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Does the gentleman contend that any of 
these claims had been paid in advance of the appropriation? 
Certainly none could be, because there was no appropriation out 
of which to pay them. As I understand it, they were paid for 
after the appropriation was made. 

Mr. WALSH. Oh, well, the gentleman from Oklahoma is not 
so guileless as to believe that this department or any other 
department has refrained from spending money during the past 
several months simply because there was no appropriation made. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Does the gentleman contend that any of 
these claims have been paid in advance? 

Mr. WALSH. I certainly do, because 
made the statement. 

Mr. GOOD. Not in advance. The claims that have been 
paid are those claims for which an appropriation of $268,211.26 
Was made. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Everybody else understood it the same way 
except the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wars]. 

Mr. GOOD. When the claims were certified the appropria- 
tion was made to cover them. I want to say to the gentleman 
there are about 9,000 of these claims. They are small claims. 
The claims carried in this instance are certified here in House 
Document 1735, and they range all the way from $5 or $6 up 
to $16,000. There is one claim here for a church, just for the 
glass destroyed in it, amounting to $16,000. That amount was 
allowed by the board. At the time the original act was passed 
the Secretary of War asked a lump sum with which he could 
pay them, and it was determined that instead of giving the 
Secretary of War power to settle these claims there should be a 
report Now, there is a report to Congress, and 


the chairman has 


to Congress. 


this item was reported out upon the theory that inasmuch as | 


the Government was operating this plant at the time of the 
explosion—and the act I have referred to indicates the intention 
of the Congress to pay the claims that might be found to be 
due—the items should be reported as the claims were adjusted. 
Mr. WALSH. Does this document the gentleman has referred 
to contain any authority other than the act which the gentleman 
has read? 
Mr. GOOD. None at 


all. There is no other authority than 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has again expired. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON, 

"aLsH] will not make the point of order. I want to call his 
attention to the fact that there are many thousands of these 
‘laims. It was a terrific explosion. The Government owned the 

I have not examined the payments that are to be made 

if the appropriation is allowed, but we went into it very fully 
in the last deficiency bill before any appropriation was made. 
We had the commission before us, and I have no doubt that the 
commission was a competent one. 
ject to a point of order; but if it is, I want to express my own 
opinion to the gentleman that the point of order ought not to 
be made, because it struck me that the commission which made 
the investigation was a wonderfully thorough commission, as 
it also struck the former chairman of the committee, Mr. 
Sherley. 


if they are ever to be paid, what would the gentleman sug- | mous consent to insert in the Recorp the letter to which he 


gest in respect to their payment? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I would suggest, in reply to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois, that I think there ought to 
be no doubt under the law that there is specific authority to 
pay these claims. Furthermore, I think there should be a 
specific finding on the part of somebody that the United States 
is liable for the damage which has been caused. Why, this 
explosion only occurred October 4, 1918, and I wish to commend 
this plan of adjustment and payment of claims to some gentle- 
men who have had claims pending here before the Congress 
for, lo, these many years. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
HASTINGS] and some of these other gentlemen have claims upon 
the calendar, and they never can be reached, but here is a 
method which the gentieman and some of his colleagues might 
well follow, to insert an innocent paragraph authorizing the 
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Secretary to determine and ascertain the damages and then 
come in and get that claim through on a deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, the Secretary 
of War was authorized by law, as I recall it, to make this in- 
vestigation. He appointed a commission, and the commission 
has made the investigation. People were burned out of house 
and home and killed, and all that kind of thing, and that com- 
mission reported to the Secretary of War, and the Secretary 
of War sends it, as I understand it, to the Congress with a 
recommendation for an appropriation. From every standpoint 
it seems to me that the point of order is not well taken. Now, it 
is ready for appropriation, and I believe it ought to be appro- 
priated for, and I might state, in addition, to the gentleman, 
so far as the propriety of his point of order and the insisting 
upon it is concerned, that it would be a great mistake further 
to delay, with the many injuries which were inflicted upon that 
population—men, women, and children, mostly poor people and 
laborers—as I said, from every standpoint the appropriation 
ought to be made. Hence, if there be doubt about the authority 
to make the appropriation, after the action that has been had 
and the ascertainment of the damages by a competent and 
vigilant commission, I want to appeal to the gentleman, even if 
subject to the point of order, that in good conscience the point 
of order ought not to be made. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will not press the point of order. It is true that 
the Secretary of War is authorized to ascertain and determine 
the amount due these various persons. Now, there are about 
9,000 claimants, and I want to say to the gentleman that while 
it is true there is no real express authority to pay them, I 
rather think it was the intention of the Congress at the time 
to expedite their payment, and, as the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] explained, a board has investigated this, 
and in looking through the amounts I see that the report and 
findings of the board in many cases is much less than the 
amount claimed. It has all of the earmarks of having been 
thoroughly investigated. There are so many claims running 
through it I am afraid if we put up a big establishment, create 
a bureau or court to determine them, that the expenses of the 
court would amount to as much as the claims, and I hope the 
gentleman will not press his point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation as recom- 
mended in this bill is of considerable amount. It is a result of 
an interpretation placed upon legislation by somebody which I 
do not understand, nor do I recall anything said in support of 
the contention that it was intended by Congress when the board 
reported that there should be nothing further to do but to pay 


| the claim, but I appreciate that some two hundred and odd thou- 


| sand dollars have already been paid, and I see the justice in the 
the provisions of the law to which I have called his attention. | 


Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman [Mr. } 


claim that it would be unfair to prevent the payment of other 
claims which have been treated the same way as those which 
have been paid, and, although it is against my better judgment, 
I am going to yield to the statement of the gentleman from 
Illinois and the chairman of the committee and withdraw the 
point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Massachusetts with- 


| draws the point of order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

From appropriations of the Quartermaster Corps, $450,000,000. 

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I have had some correspondence with the zone 


. " | finance officer in regard to the payment of the bonus of $60 
I doubt if the item is sub- | 


authorized by Congress. There has been some delay in the pay- 


| ment of that sum to each of these soldiers who had been dis- 


charged at the time of the passage of the act. I wish at this 
time to ask unanimous consent, Mr, Chairman, to insert in the 


| Recorp, without reading, a letter explaining the difficulties of 


that department in regard to the payment of that sum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


refers. 
none. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
ZONE FINANCE OFFICE, 
Washington, May 28, 1919. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


Hon. WILLIAM L. IGOE, 
House of Representatives. 


My Dear Sir: I have your letter of May 24, 1919, with inclosures, 
concerning the claim of Mr. E. W. Maunder, 4344a Warne Avenue, St. 
Louis, Mo., for the bonus of $60 authorized by the revenue act of Veb- 
ruary 24, 1919. : 

By the same mail there was received your ietter of May 26, 1919. 
inclosing a letter from Mr. Maunder, in which he stated that he had 
received the check and discharge certificate. 

With reference to your inquiry concerning the apparent failure of 
this office to answer correspondence concerning bonus claims you are 
advised as follows: 





1919. 


While the provision for the payment of the bonus was under consid- 
eration by the Congress this department began its preparation for the 
payment, and as soon as it became reasonably certain that the bonus 
would be at a flat rate of $60 for officers and enlisted men alike a 
requisition was made on the Treasury Department for specially printed 
checks for use in the payment of the bonus. It was then necessary to 
devise forms of abstracts on which payments should be listed, and, 
under ‘Treasury regulations, it was necessary to secure the approval 
of the Comptroller of the Treasury before the form could be used. It 
was also necessary to secure from the Comptroller of the Treasury a 
decision covering the conditions of discharge which would warrant the 
payment of the $60 bonus. « 

mmediately after the actual passage of the act instructions were 
sent by telegram and cable to all commanding officers authorizing the 
payment of the bonus with the final pay at the time of discharge on 
and after February 26, 1919, and steps were immediately taken to 
asscmble the personnel required to establish an entirely new section of 
this office for the handling of the bonus ‘claims. Approximately one 
and one-nalf million men had been discharged from the Army between 
April 6, 1917, and February 24, 1919, the date on which the revenue 
act was approved, and consequently a force of several hundred people 
was required to perform the work. As a nucleus of this force several 
expericiiced clerks were transferred from other branches and sections 
of the office, and all the typists and clerks who could possibly be ob- 
tained by transfer or appointment were immediately employed. It was, 
of course, necessary to train the new personnel, and naturally the work 
proceeded slowly in the beginning. However, within about two months 
after the passage cf the revenue act all claims received in proper form 
had been paid. : 

During the month of April a request was made upon the stenographers 
and typists in the other branches of the office for voluntary overtime 
work after the regular hours, and for a period of about two weeks over 
500 stenograpbers and typists gave freely of their own time and without 
additional compensation in order that payment of the bonus might be 
completed at the earliest possible date. This only shows the spirit on 
the part of the personnel of the office, and is mentioned as an instance 
of the efforts which were made to expedite the payments. The time of 
every clerk and typist was employed with the one purpose of paying 
the claims as promptly as possible, and on many days over 40.000 checks 
were mailed, and in one or two instances the number exceeded 50,000 in 
one day. 

Up to date about 1,350,000 claims have been paid and from 2,000 
to 3,000 are still being received each day. Payments are now being 
made on a current basis, and the only unpaid claims in this office are 
those which are irregular in some respects or those with which no 
address was furnished, 

During the first 10 days in March over 1,000,000 claims were received, 
and it was quite impossible to pay them in the order in which they 
were received and neither was it possible to arrange all claims alphabeti- 
cally before they were listed for payment. In order that there might be 


an alphabetical index of payments for purposes of ready reference, an | 


additional carbon copy of each check was made. As the mailing address 
was written on the face of each check and the checks forwarded in 
window envelopes, the retained carbon copies are positive evidence of 
the date of mailing and the address to which mailed. 

While the payment was proceeding at the rate of from 40,000 to 50,000 
per day, it was, of course, impossible to have the carbon copies of the 
ehecks alphabetized currently, and for that reason it was equally im- 
possible to answer correspondence definitely and promptly. Therefore, 
as a matter of necessity, every effort was first made to accomplish the 
payments, and when all the accumulated claims had been paid a large 
force was set at work on alphabetizing the carbon copies of the checks 
in order that inquiries might be promptly and definitely answered. 

You may be assured that at the present time every effort is being 
made to answer all inquiries concerning unpaid claims, but it is noted 
with satisfaction that the number of such inquiries is diminishing very 
rapidly, which indicates that the claimants have in most instances re- 
ceived their checks. It is quite probable that nonreceipt of checks is 
in some instances due to the fact that discharge certificates were mis- 
sent. It is known that some discharge certificates have been sent to 
the Bureau of War Risk Insurance, Treasury Department, which, of 
course, was not concerned in the payment of these claims. However, 
any discharge certificates received by the Bureau of War Risk Insurance 
have been forwarded to this office for payment, and have been paid. 
Similarly this office received many claims from men discharged from 
the Navy or Marine Corps and forwarded the discharge certificates to 
the proper disbursing officers of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The Bureau of War Risk Insurance has been requested to circularize 
its mail and correspondence sections, calling attention to this matter, 
and it is believed that arrangements have been perfected which will 
result in having forwarded to this office any discharge certificates which 
have been, or may be, received by that bureau. 

Very respectfully, 
P. L. SMITH, 
Colonel, Quartermaster Corps, 
Zone Finance Officer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

From appropriation, Air Service, Production, $30,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to 
offer an amendment in regard to the correction of a typographi- 
cal error? 

Mr. GOOD. The bill I have before me has the word “ Pro- 
duction ” properly spelled. If the copy which the Clerk has does 
not correctly spell the word, I ask unanimous consent that the 
correction may be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will make the 
typographical correction referred to. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $1,270,000,000 : Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized to make the transfers of appropriations herein authorized : 
Provided further, That no part of the foregoing sums shall be trans- 
ferred for the payment of personal services in the District of Columbia : 
Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall transmit to Congress 
on the first day of its next regular session a statement showing the 


amounts transferred to or from any appropriation account under the 
foregoing authorization. 
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Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of asking the chair- 
man of the committee a question, which is this: In the report 
from the Committee on Appropriations, on page 2, it says: 

The previous bill carried the following provision : 

“The amount of the unexpended balance of the appropriation ‘Gen- 
eral appropriations, Quartermaster Corps, fiscal year 1919,’ required to 
be covered into the Treasury by the ‘ second deficiency appropriation act, 
1919,’ is reduced from $2,996,414,707.14 to $2,167,039,412.04.” 

Or a difference of $829,375,295.10. In place of that to which I 
have just referred the present bill carries the clause which the 
Clerk has just read, under title “ Military Establishment.” I 
would like to ask the chairman to explain just what the clause 
in the present bill means, with reference to the clause read or 
referred to in the second deficiency appropriation bill for the 
last year. 

Mr. GOOD. The sum of $7,000,000,000 of the appropriations 
which had been previously made for the Military Establishment 
were repealed by the second deficiency act, 1919; contract au- 
thorizations were also repealed. It is ascertained that in the 
repeal of $2,996,414,707.14 from the appropriation known as 
“ general appropriations, Quartermaster Corps,” they have taken 
away from that department too much money, and the Secretary 
of War, in the third deficiency bill, or rather the Director of 
Finance, War Department, asked for a new appropriation of 
$829,375,295.10. 

Now, that language was put in in that way so that it would 
not be necessary to make a direct appropriation. In other 
words, it reduced the amount covered into the Treasury, so to 
speak, by the former deficiency bill by $829,375,000. Now, that 
was not the fault of the War Department or the fault of the 
committee or of anyone else. It was simply because of the 
vastness of the problem. Congress was attempting to reach 
out and cover into the Treasury money that might be expended 
Now it is found in 
the War Department that there are deficits in certain appro- 
priations, that there are some balances in others, and that 
if the balances are transferred in the appropriations referred 
to they will take care of practically all of the deficiencies in 
those. appropriations where there is a deficiency. 

Mr. WASON. Then, as I understand it; the second deficiency 
appropriation bill, so ealled, of the Sixty-fifth Congress, on the 
face of it, appropriated about $27,000,000, but by this wording, at- 
tempting to cover into the Treasury certain appropriations that 
had before been made, they really left for the use of the depart- 
ment $829,375,295.10, which the department in charge of the 
Military Establishment could use? And that sum being avail- 
able, with about $27,000,000 appropriated in that bill, made a 
total of $855,375,295.10 for expenditure by the War Depart- 
ment during the present fiscal year instead of the sum of 
$27,000,000 plainly and specifically provided in that deficiency 


act? < 

Mr. GOOD. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, $128,558.62: 
Provided, That no part of the foregoing appropriations shall be expended 
for any purpose at any branch of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers that maintains or permits to be maintained on its 
premises a bar, canteen, or other place where beer, wine, or other intox!i- 
cating liquors are sold. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In relation to this matter of disabled soldiers, I want 
to direct the attention of the committee to an injustice, it seems 
to me, which we did in our desire to equalize everybody in 
providing for the disabled soldiers of the National Army. I was 
out at Walter Reed Hospital yesterday and saw a young man 
from my country, a first lieutenant, who had lost his arm. He 
called my attention to the fact that he was certified as being 
50 per cent disabled and was entitled, therefore, to one-half of 
the pay of a private, to wit, $15 a month. Now, he was in the 
National Army. He was a man with business which was worth 
$2,500 a year to him. He went into a training camp. He got 
to be first lieutenant, and in the Argonne Forest he lost his arm 
just at the shoulder, and now is entitled to $15 a month as com- 
pensation. 

On the other hand, a first lieutenant who is in the Regular 
Army—and this is where the injustice appears—in the same 
ward suffered the same way and is retired at three-fourths his 
pay, which amounts to about $157 a month. Very naturally the 
distinction between the man who went into the National Army 
and who suffered exactly the same disability and was given $15 
a month and the man who was put on at $157 a month is bound 
to raise considerable criticism, and properly so. In the same 
hospital there is a colonel who lost his leg. He is certified at 
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about 50 per cent disability, and he is given $15 :a month com- 
pensation, half of a private’s pay.. A-colone] in the Regular Army 
who has the same disability is retired at around $325.a menth. 
Now that is a condition that is arising everywhere, and the 
members of the committee that have charge of the legislation 
relating to that in this House are going-to be confronted with a 
pretty persistent demand from those who have been in the 
National Army to bring about some appearance of justice as 
between the men who served in the National Army and the men 
in the Regular Army. 

Now, with the privates it is practically all the same. I re- 
member the reason why that legislation was enacted in that way. 
I recall very well the enthusiasm with which we here decided 
to put everybody on an equality in this matter of compensa- 
tion; and they put a private and an officer on an equality. But 
if you do that and do not put the Regular Army officer on 
the same plane, you have done a great injustice to the man 
who went into the National Army. And under the head of dis- 
abled soldiers I desire to call the attention of this House to that 
condition. 

I find it bobbing up from my district every day, and I take it 
the balance of you will be hearing from it. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the care, maintenance, and treatment of patients in naval and in 
other than naval hospitals, $4,500,000. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
strike out the last word. 


Mr. Chairman, this morning when there was some discussion 
about this particular item the chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop], stated that the Surgeon Gen- 
eral did not request sufficient funds for the work of the Sur- 
gzeon General’s Office because of an order from Secretary Daniels 
that he should submit an estimate only for the ascertained de- 
ficiency as of that date. I'then expressed the hope that the 
chairman of the committee would place that order in the Rec- 
orp. And I want to renew that request, because the Surgeon 
General states that he never received any order of Secretary 
Daniels except the customary formal order that has been sent 
every year, asking that estimates for deficiencies be filed. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman I do not have the 
order, but I will try to get it, and if it is not forthcoming I 
will ask the Secretary to come before the committee. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I wish the gentleman 
would, because the gentleman says the Surgeon General was 
influenced by an order which the Surgeon General says ‘he 
never received. I am satisfied the gentleman is misinformed 
nnd that no such order was issued. And the fact is, that when 
the Surgeon General was before the committee, as shown by ‘the 
liearings on page 391 of the third deficiency appropriation bill, 
held by a subcommittee composed of Mr. Sherley as chairman, 
Mr. EaGan, Mr. Sisson, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. Vare, the ques- 
tion was asked of the Surgeon General by Mr. Sisson: 

This does not tnclude any future expense at all? 

Admiral Braistep. No, sir. 


a iN. This is the actual amount of money which you haye 
expended 7 


Admiral Bratstep. Yes; and the thing I want you to understand to- 
day is that I can not see how there can help being more deficiencies as 
we go along, because there is no appropriation to cover it. 


I think the record shows that the Surgeon General not only 
asked for $1,095,000 then but he specifically informed Con- 
zress that that was an ascertained deficiency as of that day, 
aud that he had no further appropriations to cover future ex- 
penditures, and therefore, I think, that the failure to appro- 
priate can not be charged solely to him, but Congress must_as- 
sume part of the burden for any misunderstanding that occurred, 
as the result of which no sufficient appropriation was made at 
that time. I say that in fairness to him, because our. own -ree- 
ords show that he informed the committee that he had no appro- 
priation to cover further expenditures. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD. The admiral also said in.a hearing before our 
connnittee, on page 135, that he took the actual deficiency at 
the time and was not estimating for the rest of the year. I had 
wsked him the gquestion— 


Bot this estimate, Admiral, did mot come in until the ist of ‘Peb- 
ruary, 1919—February 21. The Navy Department :then estimated that 
for the balance of this fiscal year you would only require’$1,000,546.57. 

Admiral Braistep. We took ‘the actual deficiency at the time and 
were not estimating for the rest of the year, while we are estimating in 
twis for the deficiency for the remainder of the year. ‘To make that 
«war, we asked for a deficiency in the second deficiency appropriation 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 


bill cf $1;000;000, which was granted; then there was an actual defi- 
ciency on “March 31 of :$1,563,981:94, which covered that period. We 
are now estimating a deficiency for the fourth quarter of $2,000,000. 

That clearly bears out the statement I made, that Admiral 
Braisted only made an estimate at the former hearings up to 
March 31. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. ; 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I ask unanimous consent, 
Mr. Chairman, that my time be extended for three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYRNBS of South Carolina. The gentleman calls at- 
tention to what Admiral Braisted stated at the hearings on this 
bill, and he accurately quotes him; but as I said this morning, 
the Surgeon General took the position that he understood from 
the chairman of the committee that he was to submit the esti- 
mates of his actual deficiency. He did so, and then he came be- 
fore the committee and made the statement, and our records 
show that he made the statement time and again, on pages 390 
and 891, that $1,095,000 covered an actual deficiency already 
existing, but did not cover the future. The statement he made 
was that he understood the chairman of the committee wanted 
the deficiency as of that date, and that Congress would take 
eare of the amount to carry the bureau to July 1, and he said 
he wanted the committee to understand— 


I can not see how there can help being more deficiencies as we go 
along, because there was no appropriation to cover it. 


The only statement I make now is that it can not be said that 
he left the committee under the impression that ‘he had money 
enough to conduct that work until July 1, when he specifically 
said he did not have a dollar. Congress ‘knew it; and if we did 
not appropriate it we are as much to blame as he was. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to ‘strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Does the gentleman move 
to have the last word? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GOOD. No; I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I-see that I ‘have been misunder- 
stvod by the gentleman from South Garolina [Mr. Byrnes]. I 
did not intend to convey 'the.idea ithat Admiral Braisted or any- 
one from the Navy ‘Department left the ‘impression that the 
department estimated for some-service that-was denied it. What 
I was complaining -about was that :at ‘the former ‘hearings the 
estimate of the Navy Department was for’the eare of hospitals 
and ‘hospital supplies:and expenses:only to March 31. 

At the time they appeared ‘before the ‘committee before there 
was an actual ascertained deficiency at the end of the first three 
quarters of $1,090,000, and ‘that is all the department asked for. 
What I was complaining of was ‘that’ there was no estimate at 
any time for the deficiencies for the fourth quarter,:and there 
Was no appropriation out of which to pay them. I think the 
gentleman will-share in that, because the law :places upon the 
administrative heads the duty of estimating for deficiencies not 
for a quarter but for the balance of the ‘fiscal year. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The gentleman«says again 
there was no estimate. The statement I «made was that 
Admiral Braisted said he understood from the chairman of the 
committee that he was to submit the actual deficiency. He did 
that, and he-went on and ‘told the committee—and the record 
shows it—that he did not have a dollar to carry on the rest 
of the work for this fiscal year, so that it is simply:a question 
as to whether he was properly informed. 

Mr.. GOOD. The gentleman knows that the chairman of the 
committee has nothing to do with the amanner -or form. of -sub- 
mitting estimates or anything with respect to them. The law 
provides -how the estimates shall be submitted, and ‘the law 
places upon the ‘heads.of the departments the duty to estimate 
all of ‘the expenses of the Government. These estimates must 
be sent to the Secretary of the Treasury and ‘transmitted to 
the Speaker of the House. The chairman of the committee has 
nothing to-do with it,:and it was the duty.of the Navy Depart- 
ment to submit those estimates; and the gentleman will :agree 
with me, I know, in the interest of .geod administration, that 
the Navy .Department.and every department of the.Government 
must estimate for the expenses of their own particular «depart- 
ment; and shen there are deficiencies they must estimate for 


‘the deficiencies to the end of the fiscal year, especially when 


the Congress .was:about to adjourn under the provisions of law, 
and ‘there was’ no Congress in session to appropriate the money 
to make good the deficiency, 


1919. 


The CHAIRMAN. Tt> pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 
The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
ORES, METALS, AND MINERALS. 


The sum of $41,500,000 of the unexpended balance of the appropria- 
tion heretofore made for carrying out the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to provide further for the national security and defense by 
encouraging the production, conserving the supply, and controlling the 
distribution of those ores, metals, and minerals which have formerly 
been largely imported, or of which there is or may be an inadequate 
supply,” approved October 5, 1918, shall be covered into the Treasury 
immediately upon the passage of this act. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WALSH. This item was in the last bill, as I understand 
it, but it carried only $40,000,000. Is that correct? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. It has been increased to $41,500,000. 

Mr. GOOD. That is the amount repealed. 

Mr. WALSH. That is the amount covered into the Treasury? 

Mr. GOOD. That is the amount covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. WALSH. That leaves $8,500,000 in the Treasury to 
operate? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Does that $8,500,000 take care of the salaries 
of the people engaged in adjusting these claims? 

Mr. GOOD. It is available for salaries, I suppose. 

Mr. WALSH. It might be interesting to know that under 
some authority, probably contained between the lines of the act 
approved March 2, 1919, the Secretary of the Interior has 
appointed a commission the membership of which embraces 
the names of one or two gentlemen who had distinguished 
careers in this body and also in the other branch of the legis- 
lative department of the Government. I notice that the Hon. 
John F. Shafroth and the Hon. Martin D. Foster have been ap- 
pointed as two members of this commission, together with 
Mr. Philip N. Moore. I notice further from the hearing that 
the appointment of the first two dates from March 6, 1919, at 
$750 per month, and that of Mr. Philip N. Moore from March 14, 
1919, at the rate of $10,000 per annum. Here, apparently, the 
present administration has set a new fashion in the appointment 
of commissions. The appointments are “ for the period required 
to examine and settle the claims.” Of course, this commission 
will act with great haste, probably equaling that of the com- 
mission appointed by the department, which settled claims for 
damages occurring in October, 1918, so that payments were made 
in the spring of 1919. 


Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to say for the information 
of the gentleman—and I know for his gratification—that I un- 
derstand this commission expects to conclude its work very 
rapidly. Their hearings are to begin June 7. They expect to 
go through the West and conduct these hearings on all of these 
claims, as I understand it, and to complete the hearings within 
about two months, and upon their return to Washington quickly 
settle all these claims; so I do not think the gentleman is war- 
ranted in his conclusion that any great delay will be incurred 
by this commission. Certainly it will take no longer to adjudi- 
cate the claims after the hearings are concluded than it will to 
conduct the hearings. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I assume that the gentleman is 
familiar with the hearings on this bill.. He knows that although 
the appointments were made very shortly after the adjournment 
of the last session of Congress, at the time those hearings were 
held before the Committee on Appropriations, on the 20th day 
of the present month, some two months and a half after their 
appointment, no claims had been paid or allowed, and there were 
about 500 claims which had been filed. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will th- gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. What is the. legislative authority for 
that salary of $10,000? 

Mr. WALSH. There is no legislative authority specifically 
fixing any salary in this act which was approved March 2, 1919. 
The gentleman will recall that that was the law which author- 
ized the Secretary of War to settle war contracts under one 
plan and the Secretary of the Interior to settle mining and min- 
eral claims under a somewhat similar plan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WALSH. _I ask for two minutes more, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended two minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. How is it possible to pay that large sal- 
ary of $10,000 without any legislative authority for it? 

Mr. WALSH. I assume that the only authority is iat it is 
an item of expense in connection with the duties of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in determining and adjusting these claims. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the law provide for a commission 
to assist him? 

Mr. WALSH. There is nothing in the law that I have found 
or can find authorizing the delegation of that duty to any new 
appointees. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Why, then, make the distinction in favor 
of a civilian as against a former Member of this body or another 
body? Why pay this distinguished civilian more than we are 
paying those who are technically and quite properly termed lame 
ducks? 

Mr. WALSH. I have no official information upon that, except 
that the gentleman knows that since 1913 the country has had 
inflicted upon it vast numbers of commissions and boards that 
have been fearfully and wonderfully constituted. 

I assume that it is to keep up that sort of a thing that they 
fixed the salaries of compensation without rhyme or reason. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to inform the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that Philip N. Moore, who is the civilian serv- 
ing on the commission, is one of the most efficient engineers in 
the United States. When I heard of his appointment I was very 
glad, indeed, because I was surprised that he would serve at all. 
I presume it would be necessary that at least there should be one 
expert on the commission. I assure the gentleman that no better 
choice could be made than that of Mr. Moore. 

Mr. WALSH. I doubt whether Mr. Moore knows anything 
more about it than the former Member of the House, Mr. Foster, 
who has been chairman of the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. In answer to the gentleman from Ohio the law provides 
in Thirty-fifth Statutes at Large, page 1027: 

Sec. 9. That hereafter no part of the public moneys, or of any ap- 
propriation heretofore or hereafter made by Congress, shall be used for 
the payment of compensation or expenses of any commission, council, 
board, or other similar body, or any members thereof, or for expenses 
in connection with any work or the results of any work or action of 
any commission, council, board, or other similar body, unless the crea- 
tion of the same shall be or shall have been authorized by law; nor 
shall there be employed by detail, hereafter or heretofore made, or other- 
wise, personal services from any executive department or other Gov- 
ernment establishment in connection with any such commission, council, 
board, or other similar body. 

I can not believe that the Secretary has in fact appointed a 
commission. I do not believe that is what has been done. I 
think the personS are serving as employees. I think the ap- 
pointees, while referred to as a board or commission, are really 
serving as employees of the department. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Would the gentleman construe that act 
as permitting the Secretary to pay one man the whole appro- 
priation? 

Mr. GOOD. I imagine it would give him the power to secure 
personal services. The act provides for the payment of. ex- 
penses incurred by the Secretary, including personal services, 
traveling, subsistence, and other expenses in the proper prosecu- 
tion of the work, both in the District of Columbia and elsewhere. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. He could pay one man $100,000, if he 
saw fit? I think that is extremely loose legislation. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman read 
the law under which the Secretary of the Interior acted, as I 
understand, in appointing these three gentlemen to act as a 
board or a commission or whatever you may choose to call it to 
take the necessary proof, adjudicate the claims, and report to 
the Secretary. You may call it a commission or call them 
merely employees; they are clearly authorized by the statute 
which the gentleman just read. 

The act did not undertake to limit the amount of salary that 
should be paid, but I take it if the record was investigated it 
would be found that the gentleman from Ohio, just as I did, 
voted for it without offering any amendment to limit the salary. 

Mr. GOOD. I do not believe under this section of the Statutes 
at Large the Secretary of the Interior would be authorized to use 
any part of the sum in payment of the salaries of commissioners, 
He would be empowered to pay for personal services. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That is what has been done. These 
gentlemen were appointed to take proof on the claims, adjudicate 
them, and report to the Secretary of the Interior. It is a differ- 
ence between tweedledum and tweedledee whether you call them 
commissioners or employees. The Secretary of the Interior 
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clearly has the right to designate and empley persons to take 
the proof, adjudicate the claims, and repert to him, because it 
is impossible for him to do it himself. 

Mr. GOOD. The point the gentleman does not get is that this 
is a commission. It was referred to by Mr. White ‘as ‘a ‘commis- 
sion. I think he spoke loosely when ‘he referred to it as a com- 
missien. And yet if they are appointed not only to do the work 
but settle the claims it would seem there was some justification 
for that designation, and if that has been done I think the Sec- 
retary's attention has never been called to the statute that pre- 
vents any appropriation being used for the payment of expenses 
or salaries of a commission. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. Does the gentleman from Iowa have any hope of -dis- 
posing of this bill before the usual adjourning time? 

Mr. GOOD. I hope to dispose of it before we rise. 

Mr. LEVER. Not before half past 5 or 6 o’clock? 

Mr. GOOD. No; I think it would take that long 'to read the 
rest of the bill. Many of the items are simply audited claims. 
I think we have passed the most of the items upon which there 
is any controversy. 

Mr. LEVER. And there will be nothing else taken up to- 
night after this bill is dispesed of? 

Mr. GOOD. At the request of the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MonpELL], when this bill is concluded I shall move to 
adjourn. 

Mr. LEVER. Before I take my seat, for the edification of the 
present occupant of the chair, I desire to observe that here is 
a lump-sum appropriation of '$108,000,000, and ‘there is no limit 
as to salaries, according te the statement of the chairman of 
the committee, even up to $100,000. Yet the Appropriation Com- 
mittee is the committee of all committees to set a model for 
other appropriation committees. 

Mr. GOOD. We had nothing te do with this, and were 
opposed to it. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. This was done by another com- 
mittee, and did not come from the Appropriation Committee. 

Mr. LEVER. Well, I have succeeded in arousing the com- 
mittee. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Not to exceed $100,000 of the appropriation for expenses < ae 
appropriation act fer the fiscal year 1920 shall be made availab o from 
and after the passage of this act for preliminary expenses in prepara- 
tion for the Fourteenth Decennial Census, including books of referen 
printing, alterations, and repairs to buildings, e strengthening o: 
floors, the purchase and installation of freight elevators, the construc- 
tion of fireproof vaults, the rental of a garage, and personal services in 
the District of Columbia; and such a of the appropriation for the 
Fourteenth Census contained in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1920 as may be necessary is hereby 
made available for the rental of card-punching. card-sorting, and card- 
tabulating machinery for use in tabulating census statistics, 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Clerk be instructed to cerrect the spelling of the word “ refer- 
ence,” in line 23, page 39. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Labor, during the remainder of the fiscal 
year 1919, to maintain the present organization established under ap- 
preptintions contained in the sundry civil appropriation act approved 

uly 1, 1918, for the furnishing of information and the rendering of 
assistance to wage earners throughout the United States during the 
ppemeet emergency, including personal services in the District of Colum- 
via and elsewhere, per diem in lieu of subsistence at not exceeding $4, 
traveling expenses, rental, and maintenance of quarters in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere, heat and light, telegraph and telephone 
service, supplies and equipment, and printing and binding, $272,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
for the purpose of eliciting some information. ‘Without any 
authorization of law or legislation as a basis therefor, the com- 
mittee is attempting to appropriate to carry on the employment 
service $272,000. The hearings upon the deficiency bill had 
during the closing hours of the last Congress disclosed the 
fact that on February 1, 1919, the director of this service had on 
hand then unexpended the sum of $1,543,400, according to his 
own testimony. In resisting an effort to appropriate $10,000,000 
for this service in the closing hours of the Congress, I called 
attention to the fact that here in the last six months of last 
year—that is, through a six months’ period—this Hmployment 
Service, without any autherization of law, without any law 
whatever authorizing it, had expended during those six months 
for salaries of officers, $1,967,962.81; for rent of offices for six 
months it had expended $229,239,11; for per diem expenses it 
had expended in six months $164,380; for traveling expenses it 
had expended $74,803.19; for furniture, et cetera, according ‘to 
the report of the director—and I do net knew what the et 
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cetera was for—but for furniture, et cetera, it had expended 
$361,495.21; for printing and stationery for six months, $172,- 
862.41; for telephones, $168,036.79; for miscellaneous, without 
any further itemizing of that, merely calling it “ miscellaneous,” 
it had expended in six months $146,498.46. I then called atten- 
tion to the fact that the director general of that bureau, accord- 
ing to his own testimony, had 513 big-salary drawers here in 
the city of Washington drawing salaries from the people's 
money of from $6,000 a year down, and that it was his intention, 
had the appropriation passed, to increase all of these salaries 
in a very substantial sum. For instance, he was going to in- 
crease his own salary from $6,000 to $7,500 a year, and so on down 
the line. I called attention to the fact that he had established ‘an 
office in that department without any authorization of law 
whatever, giving a Negro a position drawing $4,380 a year and 
calling him Director of Negro Economics in the Employment 
Service, and that he had given another a job, calling him the 
Assistant Director of Negro Economics, at $1,740 a year. 

Because I called the attention of Congress to these facts and 
because I made a point of order against the $10,000,000 appropri- 
ation, and thereby prevented him from spending this $10,000,000, 
the Director General of this Employment Service, through his 
Texas agents, immediately by wire took out of my district 
every single ‘agency that had existed there, as a punishment 
to the Representative of that district for doing what he thought 
was his duty. For instance, he had several men employed at 
Brownwood, Tex., in my district, and he took them out, took 
their positions away from them. He had several men employed 
at Abilene, my home town, and he took their positions away 
from them, shipped the furniture out, and discontinued the 
office. At Laredo, Tex., not in my district, he had four men 
employed, at salaries from $140 per month down, three of them 
Mexicans; and in Amarillo, Tex., in the northern part of the 
State, he had four men employed on big salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman’s time be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Hold on; reserving the right to object, 
does the gentleman want that time? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I want it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then why did not the gentleman make the 
request? 

Mr. BLANTON. I would rather have my good friend from 
Minnesota make it. And what has become of the service? I 
will tell you. Notwithstanding the fact that he had left 
$1,543,400 yet to expend, he took all of these agencies out, and 
what did my people do? They, through their chambers of com- 
merce, employed a man ‘at $75 who has been doing the work 
himself that four men on behalf of the Government, drawing big 
salaries, hitherto had been doing. One man at $75 a month 
has been doing the work at Brownwood. One man at $75 a 
month has been doing the work at Abilene. I want now to read 
a letter that comes from a soldier boy still ‘in ‘the service, to. show 
in what way this Employment Service has been handling the 
business of this Government. 

I read a letter which is headed “ Highty-ninth Company, First 
Regiment, Sixth Provisional Brigade, United States Marine 
Corps, Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, May 19, 1919.” 
This is a young marine who is still in the service, still doing 
service for his country in a foreign land, and he writes me con- 
cerning my criticisms of the Employment Service as follows: 

I was fortunate enough to come in close touch with almost every 
case that you mentioned, while I was employed by the Southern Dry 
Dock and Shipbuilding Co., of Orange, Tex. Time and again the em- 
plement bureaus would send us “ ship carpenters,” who, after a few 

ours’ trial proved to be ordinary “house carpenters” at the best. 
The result was that they were let out of work, and when they appealed 
to the employment representative they found out that the agent 
ceased to be interested in them as soon as our signature to a paper 
stating that they had been employed had been obtained. 

Then, again, there was the case where real skilled mechanics joined 
our force through the employment agency, who refused to line up with 
the local carpenters’ union, and these men were actually discharged on 
the pretense of poor work, whereas I was well informed that the real 
cause was their attitude toward organized labor. I was ‘myself forced 
out of a good position with another yard in Orange, caused by agitation 
of union leaders who corrupted my department, This was when I was 
in charge of the time and pay departments, After I went with the 
Southern Dry Dock Co,, where we were working on Government con- 
tracts, 1 foolishly joined the American Federation of Labor, but had 
reasons to regret it soon after, for time and again (if you remember) 
the entire town of Orange was tied up with strikes which caused 
fatal delay to essential war work. It was then that I refused to go out 
on a strike, and remained as a guard while the yard was closed down. 


Things went from bad to worse, and although I had the ‘backing of the 
directors I became weary and discouraged at the opposition which I 
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had to contend with, and again applied for enlistment in the service 
of my country at Houston, and was accepted by the United States 
Marine Corps. This was after I had been rejected by every other 
branch of the service, and also the local draft board when I offered to 
go as a supernumeral. I have the doctor's certificate yet. 

There is one more point that I wish to state. I was placed on the 
“ exemption " list by the Rmetqany Fleet Corporation, which I am led 
to believe was influenced by the labor organizations, for I can well 
remember that few, if any, of the active workers belonging to the 
union were drafted. i later waived claim to this exemption, and was 
consequently as good as let out of the union when I remained at the 
yard when the strike was in progress. 

From what I read in the papers after I enlisted last July, I saw 
where the strikes were kept up, and expect that I will meet with 
trouble when I return, but I am determined now that I can make a 
living independent of these unions, and mean to do it, if not in Orange 
in some other yeaee. for I have had a good education and plenty of 
experience in all office work, especially time and pay work. 

Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against this clause. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order 
against the clause. 

Mr. BLANTON, 
Georgia. 

Mr. UPSHAW. I simply wish to ask if it is the purpose of 
the gentleman from Texas to make the impression by this line 
of argument and the reading of this letter that it is unwhole- 
some or an unpatriotic thing for a laboring man to join a labor 
union? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do, unless the labor union purges itself of 
the inclination to disregard the law of the land, to purge itself 
of strikes and boycotts, to purge itself of the anarchy that pres 
vails and dominates the labor organizations of this country. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. GOOD. I hope the gentleman—— 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask to have five minutes; I have not taken 


I reserve it on behalf of the gentleman from 


up much time on this bill. 
Mr. GOOD. I know, but it is now 5 o’clock—— 
I intended to get 20 minutes in general 


Mr. BLANTON. 
debate. 

Mr. SEARS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection 
like—— 

Mr. SEARS. I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection to the request is withdrawn. 
The gentleman from Texas requests an extension of time of 
five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Does the 
money— 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, if the gentleman is going to make a 
speech on behalf of the labor unions of Atlanta, Ga., I prefer 
that he shall use his own time and not use up mine. [Laughter.] 
I will not yield any further. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLANTON. For a mere question I will. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Does not the gentleman agree that if money 
has a right to organize itself 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not discussing that question now; I 
am discussing—— 

Mr. UPSHAW. ‘That the laboring man thas a right to assem- 
ble his own labor with the labor of his neighbor in overalls 
in order to guarantee the same protection? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not discussing that question. I am 
discussing the fact whether or not the people’s money ought to 
be wasted and misused in maintaining here in Washington 513 
men drawing large salaries when there is no law for it. Why 
not propose a proper law? I am in favor of a proper employ- 
ment service that will do justice to all laborers alike. Why did 
not the committee bring in a bill here for a proper service? 
Why, the President of the United States asked for it, and I am 
willing to carry out his request if the proper legislation is pre- 
sented, as up to this time I have done everything asked by the 
President, but I am not going to see any more money wasted 
solely in behalf of one class of people of this Government when 
there is no law for it; but it is brought in here and tacked on as 
a rider to an appropriation bill. Our men in the service will 
receive little benefit from this expenditure. I would rather give 
it to them direct than to tet this horde of large-salary drawers 
waste it. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the chairman of the committee. 


is heard. The Chair would 


gentleman not agree that if 
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Mr. GOOD. I want to say to the gentleman that the last bill 
that passed, the third deficiency bill, carried $1,800,000—— 

Mr. BLANTON. And it carried $1;800,000 as a rider more 
than it should have carried or was authorized Ly any law. 

Mr. GOOD. I want to point out to the gentleman this, that 
there is now pending—— 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman has plenty of time, and I do 
not want him to take up all of my time. I want to say this: I 
want to say that this Employment Service, without legislation 
authorizing it, has gone beyond the power and function of its 
office and duty. The President of the United States is not per- 
sonally familiar with the manner in which this money has been 
wasted or the details of the business. He took it for granted 
that the service would be run in behalf of all the laborers of 
this land and in their common interest, and never dreamed that 
such facts exist as detailed in the letter of this young marine 
now doing service in Cuba. When the President requested us to 
provide a United States EPmpleyment Service, he intended that 
we should provide a proper one, with all appropriations safe- 
guarded through the restrictions and limitations of proper legis- 
lation. Why, if any of us should now attempt to amend the 
paragraph of this bill providing this appropriation this commit- 
tee would prevent us by making points of order. We have plenty 
of time between now and July 1 to pass a proper measure, with 
proper safeguards, restrictions, and limitations. 

It has sent these directors of Negro economics, or their agents, 
down to Denison, Tex.—not in my district, but in my State— 
to organize the colored cooks of that town into a domestic 
union, telling them that they are foolish to stay there in Deni- 
son and draw $15 and $20 and $30 a month when by unionizing 
they can demand $75 and $100 a month, like the colored em- 
ployees in Washington. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
for a question? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I wanted to ask the gentle- 
man from Texas whether he understood that this does not 
propose to establish a permanent organization of the Employ- 
ment Service, but simply provides for the carrying on of the 
existing offices only to July 1. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ainderstand. In addition to this money 
Mr. Densmore had on February 1 we are proposing by this 
rider to give $272,000 more, a waste of the people’s money on 
these pay rolls here in Washington. I make the point of 
order on it. 

Mr. GOOD. 
for a minute? 

Mr. BLANTON. If you will just let me finish. 

Mr. GOOD. I thought the gentleman had finished. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the point of 
order or make it? 

Mr. BLANTON. 
finish. 

I will go just as far as any man in Congress to carry out the 
recommendation of the President if you do it in a proper way. 
Bring in a proper measure here, that will give us a chance to 
put safeguards around it, that will give us a chance to say to 
Mr. Densmore, “ You shall spend so much for certain things 
and not spend the people’s money in the way you have been 
wasting it.” If you will do that, I will go to the blue-sky 
limit with you, and I know how to play the limit. I will play 
the limit with you if you will bring it in in a proper measure 
that will do justice to all laborers alike, but I am not going 
to stay here, even though I am a new Member, and sit pas- 
Sively by and let the people’s money be wasted by riders. 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
at the request of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GOOD. I would like to see if we can not come to an 
agreement on this matter. I personally feel that the item is 
subject to a point of order. I do not believe there is any 
legislation authorizing this provision. When the sundry civil 
bill was before the House in the last Congress, the gentleman 
from Tennessee who presided rendered an opinion that, I 
think, is absolutely sound, and I do not propose to argue for 
something that I think is unsound, so far as the law of the 
ease is concerned. But I want to point out to the gentleman 
that there is now pending in the Committee on Labor a bill 
to create this service. The committee found that we had on 
hand, on May 10, $74,000, and that it would require, to carry on 
the work until the 1st of July, $347,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. In just a minute. We deducted the cash and 
we gave them only the amount necessary to pay this very, very 


Will the gentleman yield 


Will the gentleman reserve the point of order 


I reserve it for the present. I want to 
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greatly ieduced salary roll up to the 30th of June; and now 
what I wanted to suggest to the gentleman is this: Realizing 
it is subject to a point of order, I wanted to ask the gentleman, 
in the interest of good administration, in the interest of per- 
mitting this department, if Congress does not pass a law creat- 
ing a department, to wind up its business in an orderly way. 


Mr. BLANTON. 
questions? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has Director Densmore withdrawn 
eliminated the agencies in the gentleman’s district? 

Mr. GOOD. The agencies in the district I represent have 
been taken over, I think—I have not examined it—by the local 
boards of trade, and so forth. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, the second question. 


Will the gentleman yield for two short 


and 


Mr. GOOD. I think there is an agency existing at Des 
Moines. 
Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman know how many thou- 


sands of dollars of the money of this Government Mr. Dens- 
more, the director of this Employment Service, wasted in an 
effort to get Mooney, a convicted felon, released from California 
law and justice? Does the gentleman know how much of this 
$272,000 that you propose to give him, more than the $1,543,400 
he already has, that he may yet waste in trying to get Mooney 
released from California justice? Does the gentleman know? 

Mr. GOOD. The amount is reduced now to such a low sum 
I do not believe he can waste very much, if anything. The 
amount before, as the gentleman can see, was estimated as 
$1,800,000—almost $2,000,000—and he will now only have avail- 
able, with cash on hand, $347,000. I was only appealing to the 
good judgment of the gentleman from Texas to withdraw his 
point of order so that the department can exist until time is 
given to see whether we could get legislation, or, if not, the 
department be wound up in an orderly way. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to send him and his 513 pay- 
roll drawers down to Texas and up into Iowa in order to let 
them help harvest the wheat crop and the oat crop, and thereby 
do some real service for their country. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Texas, who said he would possibly favor 
legislation if brought in by a proper committee, that by grant- 
ing the appropriation asked by the gentleman from Iowa this 
would be wound up and the committees of this House would 
have an opportunity to legislate. 

Mr. BLANTON. We have plenty of time. 
wanis to act it ean act mighty quick. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to occupy 
the floor for just a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
point of order? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


When a committee 


Yes. 
The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 


nized. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
very great personal feeling that the gentleman from Texas 


{Mr. BLantTon] has exhibited against those who are in charge 
of this bureau, I am very fearful that nothing I can say will 
induce him to withdraw his point of order. With his personal 
feeling and with the personal controversy which I have noticed 
in the newspapers has been going on between the gentleman 
from Texas and certain officials in the labor organizations, of 
course I have nothing to do, and I do not propose to say any- 
thing on that subject here. I had hoped that the gentleman 
would permit this appropriation to go through without making 
the point of order. So far as I am concerned, I am not alto- 
gether satisfied in my own mind that it is subject to a point 
of order. But I realize that after the very thorough discus- 
sion held at the last session of Congress and the decision 
which was rendered by niy colleague from Tennessee [Mr, 
GARRETT], who, I think we will all admit, is one of the very 
best parliamentarians in the House, the Chair is likely to fol- 
low the precedent set by him. 

But I want to call this fact to the attention of the gentle- 
man from Texas: He has just admitted upon the floor of this 
House that he would support legislation upon this subject be- 
cause the President of the United States has requested and 
recommended it, Now, there is, as was stated by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Goop], a bill pending before the proper 
legislative committee of this House seeking to enact legisla- 
tion upon this subject. If that bill is reported, as in all prob- 
ability it will be reported, very soon, the gentleman from Texas 
has indicated that he will give it his support. 

Now, if we deny to this organization or this activity the 
amount of money recommended by the Committee on Appro- 





priations, their organization will be dissipated and disbanded; 
they will have no organization in any of the States of this 
Union. The result will be that after the legislation is adopted 
it will be necessary, at great expense to the Government, to 
build up a new and complete organization. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas has complained because an 
order went forth, as he says, to deprive certain constituents 
of his of positions after he had taken his position here upon 
the floor of the House with reference to this appropriation. I 
want to say to the gentleman that there were several offices 
in the State of Tennessee, from which I come, which were 
discontinued after the appropriation went out of the deficiency 
bill at the last session, for the simple reason that the director 
did not have the money with which to continue those offices; 
and I dare say that, in spite of the unjust personal attack 
which the gentleman from Texas made upon the director and 
his work, he was actuated in what was done in Texas only by 
the fact that he did not have money enough to continue those 
offices. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will state to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that the State of Texas to-day can take care of every 
idle laborer in the United States and furnish labor in the 
wheat and oats fields of Texas. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Then the gentleman's State is 
very fortunate, because it is not true with respect to many of 
the other States of the Union. I want to say to the gentle- 
man that the need of service of this kind was considered so 
important in my State that, when Congress failed to make the 
appropriation last March necessary to carry on this work until 
July 1, the Legislature of the State of Tennessee appropriated 
$7,500 to supplement the fund in the State of Tennessee and 
enable this activity to continue in behalf of the honorably dis- 
charged soldiers who have been in France fighting the battles 
of our country and in the camps waiting to be sent over, and 
who are coming back here in need of the opportunity to obtain 
lucrative positions. [Applause.] The gentleman is denying to 
them the opportunity of knowing where to find lucrative posi- 
tions by making a point of order on this appropriation. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman know why his legisla- 
ture did that? I will tell him., It did that for the same reason 
that my legislature met and demanded that we support the 
$10,000,000 appropriation—because Mr. Gompers asked them to 
do it. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that we do not have legislatures of that kind in the State 
of Tennessee. The Legislature of the State of Tennessee is not 
controlled by the demands of any individual, whether it be Mr. 
Gompers or any other individual. They made the appropriation 
simply because in their judgment it was rendering an impor- 
tant service in the State of Tennessee, and they did not desire 
to see all the offices closed down and these discharged soldiers 
and sailors deprived of the opportunity of knowing where they 
can secure lucrative employment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I believe the gentleman is in error when 
he states that there is a surplus of labor in the country. I do 
not think that with a fine-toothed comb, if you will search the 
country over, you will find a man out of employment who wants 
employment. [Applause.] I know that I have appeals from all 
over the country stating that industries are running short- 
handed because they can not find laborers; and that is not only 
so in one industry but it is in every industry in the land, espe- 
cially among the farmers of this country. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman that 
I have no personal knowledge, but every day or two we see 
statements in the newspapers that there are many men unem- 
ployed in certain sections of the country. Now, granting that 
what the gentleman says is correct, that there is not a surplus 
of labor, there is undoubtedly a surplus of labor in certain sec- 
tions of this country, I dare say in many of the larger cities 
of this country or in certain particular portions of the country, 
and if that be true, then we ought to have some agency to dis- 
tribute that labor where it is needed, so that the country can 
get the benefit of it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I can also show the gentleman clippings 
which I have from the State of Mississippi, which I visited just 
a few days ago, and statements were made there from the pulpit 
by the ministers, and those statements were influenced by the 
very men whom the gentleman from Texas speaks about, state- 
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ments: that there are men looking for employment; yet at the 
same time half the mills in that country are closed down or 
running short-handed because of the scarcity of labor. It isa 
propaganda paid for by the money exacted from the taxpayers 
of this country, preached from the pulpit, printed in the news- 
papers, and the newspapers paid to print it, by money taken 
from the taxpayers, unjustly spent, instigated by the very ele- 
ment that the gentleman from Texas is talking about. It is not 
true that there is a lack of employment. There is a scarcity of 
labor all over this country, and it ean not be otherwise. More 
than a quarter of a million of our men have been killed or 
wounded. There has been no immigration to this country, there 
has been a great emigration from this country, in the past 
four years, there has been a greater demand for labor, there 
has been greater production in the country, and then gentlemen 
talk about a surplus of labor. It is folly; it is false; it is not 
true. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair reminds the gentleman that we 
are not now proceeding under the five-minute rule. The point 
of order has been made, and the Chair would like to have some 
information on the point of order. 

Mr. GOOD. The point of order is pending, and I ask for the 
regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
his point of order? 
Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. At the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been made, and 
the Chair is entitled to hear a discussion upon the point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. I should like to open that diSeussion with a 
few remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has spoken several times, 
and discussion on a point of order is within limitations to be 
fixed by the Chair. The Chair will endeavor to hold gentlemen 
discussing the point of order to the five-minute rule. 

Mr. DYER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DYER. I understand the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Goop], chairman of the committee, has in effect conceded the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa did state that, 
but then the point of order was reserved, and the whole question 
thrown open again for discussion. While the discussion was 
going on the gentleman from Texas was making up his mind, un- 
der the reservation of the point of order, whether he would make 
it or not. He has now made it, and the Chair is willing to hear 
him upon the point of order, and asks the gentleman to confine 
himself to that. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
status is as follows: The chairman of the committee, Mr. Goon, 
who is recognized as a parliamentarian in this House, has con- 
ceded that the point of order is good. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Texas this question: Does the gentleman contend that there is no 
-law for the insertion of this paragraph in the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. There is no law whatever, Mr. Chairman, 
authorizing this appropriation, and the chairman of the Ap- 
propriation Committee will not contend otherwise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Iowa to speak upon that point. The Chair assumes that the 
gentleman from Iowa does not contend that the insertion of a 
provision in an appropriation bill, after the purposes of the 


Does the gentleman from Texas insist on 


I do. 
I ask the gentleman to reserve his point 


bill have been effected, for the period of a year, gives authority | 


for the insertion of a new paragraph in another appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. GOOD. No;Ido not. If the item carried in the bill was 
subjeet to a point of order and there was no authorization for 
it, the mere fact that it was carried for one year would not make 
it permanent law. 


The CHAIRMAN. Provision is made in the paragraph for the 


maintenance of the present organization under provisions made | 


in the civil-service act approved July 1, 1918. What warrant of 
law is there for the establishment of that organization therein 
referred to? 

Mr. GOOD. None at all, except in the appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no warrant of law for it? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not think so. There are those, however, 
who contend that there is. 
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Mr. Chairman, I take it the parliamentary | 


Others eontend that there is not. | 
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— measure in the appropriation bill out of an emergency 
nd. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the statement made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that there is no 
law for the establishment of the organization provided for in 
the paragraph the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for five minutes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for five minutes out of order, 
Ts there objection? 

Mr. GOOD. Will not the 
after we complete the bill? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; I want to make it in connection with 
what has just been said. 

Mr. GOOD. And the gentleman will limit his remarks te 
five minutes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 


gentleman postpone that until 


I think five minutes will be sufficient. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to par- 
ticipate in the discussion of this appropriation bill. But I can 


| not give my own consent, feeling as I do on the great and vital 


question of the real interests of labor and capital in the United 
States of America, to allow to go absolutely unchallenged what I 
regard as a very passionate and unjustified attack by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BLANToN] on organized labor in this 


| country in his speech a few minutes ago. 


The President of the United States, in his address delivered to 


| Congress by a written message a few days ago, emphasized as 
| the matter of paramount importance for the consideration of the 
| Congress,. in this reconstruction Congress, as it has been called, 
| this very problem, and uses this language: 


The question which stands at the front of all others in every country 
amidst the present great awakening. is the question of laber; and per- 
haps I can speak of it with as great advantage while engrossed in the 
consideration of interests which affect all countries alike as I could at 
home and amidst the interests which naturally most affect my thought, 
because they are the interests of our own people. 

By the question of labor I do not mean the question of efficient indus- 
trial production, the question of how labor is to be obtained and made 
effective in the great process of sustaining populations and winning 
success amidst commercial and industrial rivalries. I mean that much 
greater and more vital question, how are the men and women who do 
the daily labor of the world to obtain progressive improvement in the 
conditions of their labor, to be made happier, and to be served better by 
the communities and the industries which their labor sustains and 
advances ? 

I will not attempt to elaborate that suggestion. 
goes on and says: 

We must see to it that our returning soldiers are assisted in every 
practicable way to find the places for which they are fitted in the daily 
work of the country. This can be done by developing and maintaining 
upon an adequate scale the admirable organization created by the De- 
partment of Labor for placing men seeking work; and it can also be 
done, in at least one very great field, by creating new opportunities for 


The President 


| individual enterprise. 


The gentlemen from Texas professes to be a friend and ad- 
mirer of the President of the United States, but here the Presi- 
dent in his appeal to the Congress of the United States places 
this question of labor and the interests ef organized labor as 
paramount for the consideration of Congress and suggests that 
instead of enlarging and increasing the antagonism between 
-apital and labor that we use of our talents here to harmonize 
these interests into a status of partnership and cooperation. 


| The President urges the retention of the Employment Bureau 
} as one of the great means to accomplish that end, and yet the 


gentleman from Texas seeks to destroy it by making captious 
and technical points of order against the appropriation. 
If the gentleman feels as he professes himself toward the 


President of the United States,-I appeal to him even at this 


late moment to-withdraw his point of order. 
Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. No; I have only five minutes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the words of the 
gentleman be taken down, when he says that I was captious. I 


| made the point of order in absolutely good faith, and I ask that 


his words be taken down when he says that I made it eaptiously 
and without reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of order? 

Mr. BLANTON. I have no chance to answer that, and if the 
gentleman proceeds in abuse, I do ask it. If he will leave the 
abuse out of his speech and confine himself to good argument, 
I have no objeetion. " 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will pro- 


Does the gentleman insist upen that point 


There is no authority in the law creating the Department of | ceed in order. 


Labor, or in any amendment to that law, that creates: this 


service or makes provision for carrying it on, except as a!I was proeeeding in 





Mr. BANKHEAD: Mr. Chairman, I submit to the Chair that 


order, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply restates the proposition. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, further, 
that I anr unwilling to let go unchallenged the statements made by 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas. [Mr. BLANTON] when 
he stated that “anarchy prevails in and dominates the labor 
organizations of this country.” I challenge and repudiate that 
accusation as wholly without foundation and as a cruel injustice 
to the hundreds of thousands of laboring men in this country 
who are affiliated with organized labor. Their loyalty and 
patriotism needs no defense at my hands. They proved it in 
the trying days of our late national peril. Organized labor 
does not stand for anarchy; on the contrary, it is the deadly 
enemy of the I. W. W. and Bolshevism, and intends to assert 
its just rights within the law and under the law. Every sensi- 
ble man, every thoughtful man in this House, every man who is’ 
anxious about the future in this country from an industrial and 
social standpoint, must recognize the truth and wisdom of the 
remarks of the President of the United States, that this is one 
of the real, paramount, and vital questions for the Congress of 
the United States in its deliberations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For refund of head tax paid on account of 81 aliens in transit 
through the United States, whose departure therefrom after the period 
prescribed by the immigration regulations was caused by interrupted 
passenger sailings to Europe incident to war conditions, $648. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want my distinguished friend from Alabama 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to ask that the gen- 
tleman confine his remarks to the item under consideration. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. To the argument here? 

Mr. GOOD. To the item under discussion. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the chairman expect me to sit here 
idly by and let my good friend from Alabama put things in the 
Recorp without any reply whatever? 

Mr. GOOD. I must insist that the gentleman confine himself 
to the paragraph under discussion. 

Mr. BLANTON. I think the gentleman will save time to let 
me speak for five minutes—not to hold me to the usual rule. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] One hundred members present, a 
quorum. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question of tellers upon the 
announcement of the Chair that a quorum is present. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of Labor is authorized to make settlement for $11.85 
from the appropriation for expenses of regulating immigration for the 
fiscal year 1919, in payment for advertising erroneously ordered with- 
ae compliance with the terms of section 3828 of the Revised 
ete es, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. When my distinguished friend from Alabama—— 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman is not speaking to his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. BLANTON. I think we ought to have a quorum present. 

Mr. GOOD. I make the point of order that that point is dila- 
tory. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The sum of $40,000,000 of the unexpended balance of the appropria- 
tions heretofore made for carrying out the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to provide housing for war needs,” 
approved May 16, 1918, shall be covered into the Treasury immediately 
upon the passage of this act. ; 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to ask the chairman of the committee as to the 
unexpended balance of this Housing Bureau appropriation. You 
converting back, I see, $40,000,000. Does the gentleman 
know whether the Housing Bureau has ceased to function? 

Mr. GOOD. No; it has not ceased to function. It has about 
$60,000,000 worth of property, including $11,000,000 of cash 
on hand, and after this item was put into the bill at $40,000,000, 
they claimed they were making some additional loans to street 
railway eompanies that had extended their lines to the houses, 
and that the statement they put in the record, which will be 
found on page 376 of the hearings, is not a recent statement. 

It is barely possible we may have taken back a little too much, 
but we thought we would leave it just as it was, because it was 
based on the financial statement they made which showed they 





Other business has transpired. 
The Chair sustains the point of order, and 


are 





only had $60,000,000 of property, including $11,000,000 of cash, 
and that the $40,000,000 had not been touched, and that would 
be covered back into the Treasury. 

Mr. ALMON. Would the gentleman kindly explain briefly the 
nature and the character of the Housing Bureau’s activities at 
this time? 

Mr. GOOD. Oh, the Housing Bureau has a great many activi- 
ties aside from the dormitories that it is conducting here in 
Washington. They are conducting restaurants, rooming houses 
and everything of that kind. 

Mr. ALMON. I mean in the way of house construction. Has 
it ceased to function in the way of the construction of houses? 

Mr. GOOD. Houses under construction have been completed 
to the extent of 98 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Charles A, Sulzer, $2,000. 


Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 44, line 11, after the sum “ $2,000,” insert “ which sum saall 
be paid to his estate.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASON. I move to strike out the last word. I would 
like to ask the chairman of the committee a question in reference 
to line 3. 

Mr. GOOD. To pay to the widow of Charles August Sulzer? 

Mr. WASON. Yes; I understand there was a contest and Mr. 
Sulzer died before the certificate of election was issued to him. 
I do not object to the payment at the proper time, if Mr. Sulzer 
would have been entitled to a seat. It seems to me at this time 
that we ought to wait and ascertain what the fact is. I am in- 
formed by the Clerk that there is a notice of a contest in his 
office. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
New Hampshire the 
unless 

Mr. WASON. I am not referring to that; that relates to a 
contest in the last session. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. WASON. I am merely making an inquiry of the chair- 


The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
amendment has been agreed to and 





man with regard to line 3. 


The point of order is well taken, and the 


Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire that had Mr. Sulzer lived until this time he would have 
been entitled to a seat in this House with all the privileges which 
a Delegate has in the House, and if he had died then he would 
have died while a Delegate in the House. He died as a Delegate- 
elect to the House, and until that contest had been decided he 
would have been a Delegate in the House, and in case of his 
death his widow would have been entitled, under the broad 
spirit which has always prevailed in this House, to this appro- 
priation. It is a mere gratuity, and the committee thought that 
we would not consider that condition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, I have been informed that the 
certificate of election was really issued prior to Mr. Sulzer’s 
death, but it was probably on account of Mr. Sulzer’s absence 
and sickness that he had not heard of the issuance of the 
certificate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


For payment of the judgment rendered by the Court of Claims in an 
Indian depredation case, certified to the Sixty-fifth Congress, third 
session, in Senate Document No. 427, $300; said judgment to be paid 
after the deductions required to be made under the provisions of section 
6 of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to provide for 
the adjustment and payment of claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions,” shall have been ascertained and duly certified by the Secretary 
of the Interior to the Secretary of the Treasury, which certification 
shall be made as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, and 
such deductions shall be made according to the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, having due regard to the educational and othér 
necessary requirements of the tribe or tribes affected; and the amounts 
paid shall be reimbursed to the United States at such times and in 
such proportions as the Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for 
the interests of the Indian Service: Provided, That said judgment shall 
not be .paid until the Attorney General shall have certified to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that there exist no grounds sufficient, in his 
opinion, to support a motion for a new trial or an appeal of said 
cause, 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 
May I ask the gentleman from Iowa about the proviso on page 
49, line 15: 


Provided, That said judgment shall not be paid until the Attorney 
General shall have certified to the Secretary of the Treasury— 


That is a rather novel situation, is it not? 


And so forth. 


1919. 


Mr. GOOD. I think the proviso is superfluous. I think lines 
19 and 20 practically cover the same thing. 

Mr. GARRETT. That “the right of appeal shall have ex- 
pired.” I was just wondering about the necessity for that. 

Mr. GOOD. I think it is superfluous because under lines 19 
and 20 it could not be paid until the right of appeal had ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GARRETT. I withdraw the reservation of the point of 
order and move to strike out the proviso beginning in line 15 
and ending with line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


u ne 49, strike out the proviso beginning in line 15 and ending in 
ne 18, 


Mr. GOOD. 

of a colon. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For Smithsonian Institution, 
Museum, $2.60. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


And put a period at the end of line 14 instead 


preservation of collections, tional 


There is « typographical error in line 4, 


page 54. The word “ National” is not complete. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


Mr. GOOD. Mr. 
correct the error. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will be corrected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Any officer or employee of the United States who, after notice and 
hearing by the superior officer vested with the power of removing him, 
is held to have violated or attempted to violate this section, shall be 
removed by such superior officer from office or employment. Any 
officer or employee of the United States who violates or attempts to 
violate this section shall also be guilty of a misdemeanor and on con- 
viction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 or by 
imprisonment for not more than one year, or both. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. In line 
5, page 63, it says “ with the power of removing him, is held 
to have violated or attempted to violate this section.” Would 
it not be better if that word “ held” were stricken out and the 
word “found” substituted? 

Mr. GOOD. I think that would be an improvement. 

Mr. WALSH. I offer an amendment to strike out the word 
“held,” in line 5, page 63, and substitute the word “ found,” 
because this is ample notice in the hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WALSH: Page 63, line 5, strike out the 
word “held” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ found.” 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I offer this because I think it is 
customary, after a hearing has been held upon alleged viola- 
tion of law, to hold, when the determination is made, that it is 
a finding. You would not say a “holding.” So if it is made to 
read “is found to have violated or attempted to violate this 
section ” it would be better. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Smiru of Idaho: Page 62, line 24, after 
the words “ United States,” insert “in the discharge of their official 
duties.” : 

Mr. GOOD. I do not see any objection to that. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment be again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that in line 2, on 
page 63, the same thing is carried—*“ which they deem necessary 
for the efficient conduct of the public business.” I thought it 
meant the same thing. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I think the amendment I offer is 
necessary in order to explain the provision. Otherwise the 
employees might be held to be violating the penal section if 
they should communicate with their Members of Congress, ex- 
cept through official channels. 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph has been read. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I know it has been read, but I am 
offering an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been passed. 


Without objection, the error referred to 


Idaho offers an 
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Mr. GARRETT. The paragraph has already been passed. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I was under the impression that the 
bill was being read by sections, not paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not raising the questivn, ex- 
cept to mention that the paragraph has been passed. 

Mr. GARRETT. And it is subject to a point of order for that 
reason. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman 
will want to insist upon that amendment. If the gentleman 
will permit—— 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Either that amendment should be 
adopted or the words “and employees” should be stricken 
out. Employees have no official function to perform in com- 
municating with Congress. ; 

Mr. GARRETT. They would have to send it through their 
superiors, or whoever it might be. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Do you want to apply military rules 
to civil employees of the Government, and provide that they 
shall have to communicate with Congressmen through their 
superior officers instead of direct? 

Mr. GARRETT. They do now. That is, in an official way. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Employees have no official function to 
perform in communicating with Congress. I think to: prohibit 
communications from employees except through official chan- 
nels is un-American. They have a constitutional right to com- 
municate with their Representatives in Congress, without their 
letters passing through the hands of their superior officers, any 
suggestions they may have to offer. With a view. of clarifying 
the language, I offered the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARRETT. If you say “in the discharge of their official 
duties,” you limit them in the matter of the discharge of their 
official duties, and then the question immediately arises as to 
whether or not, in recommending legislation through their offi- 
cials, employees are discharging their official duty. You are 
subjecting your official to all sorts of dangerous criticism, and 
perhaps worse, if you put in the words “in the discharge of his 
official duties,’ because it might be held that when he recom- 
mended legislation he was not discharging any part of his offi- 
cial duty at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. A former President of the United 
States some years ago issued an Executive order that no em- 
ployee of the Government should communicate with a Member 
of Congress concerning public business except through official 
channels, and it invited a. great deal of criticism. It was very 
unfair and humiliating to the employees of the Government, 
and after several years a law was passed permitting them to 
communicate with Members of Congress on official matters and 
abrogating the Executive order. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yicld? 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. I heard that a Federal judge had issued an 
injunction against an official of the Government of the United 
States communicating any information to Congress. I do not 
know whether that is true or not, but I understood that 
occurred. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I think this language is unfortunate, 
in that it will have the effect that I mentioned unless my 
amendment is adopted. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. I will say to the gentleman from Idaho 
that I think all communications from public employees, where 
they are using official funds, should be through official chan- 
nels. This is a limitation on the use of public funds. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I agree with the gentleman, but the 
use of these words, “ official channels,” should not apply to 
employees. , 

Mr. DENISON. No. I do not understand it that way. I take 
it that it simply prohibits employees or officials of the Govern- 
ment from using public funds in communicating to Congress. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I am in favor of that prohibition, 
but I think we should either strike out the words “and em- 
ployees,” who have no official function to perform in communi- 
eating with Congress, or else put in the explanatory words 
suggested. 

Mr. DENISON. It is sometimes hard to tell what is 
employee and what is an official. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, Mr. Chairman, 
amendment- 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for an extension of five minutes. 


an 
the gentleman’s 


The time of the gentleman from Idaho 
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‘he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Idaho asks an exten- 
sion of five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Certainly. : 

Mr. WALSH. I would like to direct the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Idaho to what seems to me to be an inconsistency in 
his amendment. His amendment would prevent Government 
officers or employees from communicating through proper official 
channels requests for legislation or appropriations which they 
deem necessary for the efficient conduct of the public business. 
It would prevent that, unless it was in the discharge of their 
official duties. Now, it might well be that an officer or employee 
might want to recommend some action for the more efficient con- 
duct of the Government’s business, and he could not do that 
unless it was in the discharge of his official duties. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. It is all right for an officer to do that, 
but an employee has no such function to perform: officially of 
that character, and it will simply have a tendency, as I re- 
marked, to dissuade the clerks from expressing their opinions 
about the conduct of public business through their individual 
Members of Congress. They frequently offer suggestions of 
great value, and they should not be prohibited from doing so. 
All Members of Congress may not be well informed. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

ir. SMITH of Idaho. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. Of course, I assume that the gentleman 
would not want the clerks or employees of the Government to 
use public funds in explaining what they want done? 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. No. I am in favor of the provision, as 
I said, exeept I suggest the insertion of these explanatory words, 
which can not do any harm, and which it seems to me will elar- 
ify the language and protect employees of the Government in 
their right te express their opinions concerning legislation and 
the conduct of the public business without securing the consent 
of some bureau officer to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Idaho. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 6. That this act hereafter may be referred to as the 
ficiency appropriation act, fiscal year 1919.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa te the fact that a reservation was made to a 
proviso on page 8. 

Mr. GOOD. It is at the bottom of page 6, extending through 
to line 18 on page 8. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] 

1 reserved a point of order. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I have talked with the gentleman 
from Iowa and the gentleman from Minnesota, who understand 
that situation, and from the information I have received I think 
it should remain in the bill. I wish to withdraw the reserva- 
tion. 

The CHATRMAN., 
reservation. 

Ir. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
» CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
rent, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mendment offered by Mr. Goon: 
‘vear,” insert “ which sum, 
is hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. GOOD. The comptroller has advised the committee that 
under the language as carried in this bill and in the former bill 
sayiment could not be made unless an appropriation was made. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to the item on page 3 in regard to the Civil Service Com- 
mission, in order that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] 
may offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to return to page 3 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I reoffer the amendment which I 
previously offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Dyer: Page 3, at the end of line 17, insert 
the following: 

“Provided, That the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the Four- 
teenth and subsequent decennial censuses,’ approved March 3; 1919, so 


“third de- 


The gentleman from Missouri withdraws 


On page 7, line 8, after the word 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
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far as it relates to preference in employment of honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, be amended to read as follows: 

“* That hereafter in making appointments to clerical and other posi- 
tions in the executive branch of the Government in the District of Co- 
lumbia or elsewhere preference shall be given to honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, and widows of such, if they are qualified 
to hold such positions.’ ” 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is the law as it 
now exists, with the exception of the words “ or elsewhere.” In 
other words, it gives the benefit of the provisions of this law to 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines to enter the Government 
service wherever there may be an opportunity outside of the 
District of Columbia, which it applies to now. I discussed it in 
detail a few moments ago. 

I prepared this in consultation with the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I think it is a very necessary amend- 
ment, and I ask for a vote. 

Mr. GARRETT. If I understand correctly, while this refers 
to the census law, it really is general in character. 

Mr. DYER. It is general legislation. 

Mr. GARRETT. In other words, that legislation which was 
passed in the census bill was general legislation. It was not 
confined to the census employees alone? 

Mr. DYER. No. 

Mr. GARRETT. But applied to all departments of the Gov- 
ernment? A 

Mr. DYER. To all departments of the Government, and it 
has been construed by the Attorney General as applying only to 
the departments in the city of Washington. My amendment is 
to make it available to all parts of the country, that is all. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. It applies that amendment 
to all departments of the Government throughout the Nation? 

Mr. DYER. Yes; wherever there is Government service, that 
is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] 
desire to be heard on this amendment? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. GOOD. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. BLANTON. I desire to perfect the gentleman’s amend- 
ment with another amendment. 

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman is entitled to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. BLANTON. After the words “of such” insert “and to 
the wives. of injured soldiers who themselves are not qualified.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. BLANTON. That was in the other law, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON to the amendment offered by Mr. 
Dyer: After the word “such” insert the following: “and to the 
wives of injured soldiers who themselves are not qualified.” 


Mr. BLANTON. So that it will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

So that the amendment as amended will read: 

“That hereafter in making appointments to clerical and other posi- 
tions in the executive branch of the Government . the District of Co- 
lumbia or elsewhere preference shall be given to honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines and widows of such and to the wives of 
injured soldiers who themselves are not qualified, if they are qualified 
to hold such positions.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Branton) there were 32 ayes and 20 noes. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the eommittee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 3478) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior 
fiseal years, and for other purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same back with sundry amendments, with the recom- 
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 


offers an 
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The SPEAKER. 
amendment? 

There was no demand for a separate vote, and the amend- 
ments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Goop, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. SHERWoopD, by unanimous consent, was given leave of ab- 

sence for two weeks, on account of sickness in his family. 
ADJOURNMENT, 


Speaker, I move that the House do now 


Is there demand for a separate vote on any 


Mr. GCOD. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 22 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 30, 1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


Mr. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by 
the Bureau of Fisheries for the Fairport (Iowa) biological 
station, fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 63) ; to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. . 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a2 communication from the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Information, submitting an estimate of appropriations 
required by the Committee on Publie Information for the ex- 
pense of closing the work of the committee (H. Doc. No. 64) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting supplemental estimates of appropriations required for the 
Military Establishment and National Guard for the fiscal year 
1920 (H. Doc. No. 65) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3850) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to donate a captured German 
cannon to the city of Holden, Mo.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill (H. R, 3851) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a Federal building at Glasgow, Mont., and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 3852) to provide a method for 
disposing of intoxicating liquors now or hereafter in possession 
of United States court officials; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3853) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of St. Joe, county of 
Dekalb, State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 3854) to repeal the daylight-sav- 
ing law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3855) to provide a division of tuberculosis 
in, and an advisory council for, the United States Public Health 
Service, and for other purposes; te the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3856) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Russellville, county of 
Logan, State of Kentucky, one German cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3857) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Glasgow, county of Barren, State of Ken- 
tucky, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3858) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Franklin, county of Simpson, State of 
Kentucky, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3859) donat- 
ing a captured German cannon or field gun and carriage to the 
county of Lamar, State of Mississippi, for decorative and patri- 
otic purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3860) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Marion, State of Mis- 
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sissippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Conmittee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Jackson, State of Mis- 
sissippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3862) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the soldiers’ home, Beauvoir, county 
of Harrison, State of Mississippi, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3863) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Hancock, State of Mis- 
sissippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Simpson, State of Mis- 
sissippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3865) donating a captured German cannon 


or field gun and carriage to the county of Lawrence, State of 


Mississippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3866) denating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of George, State of Mis- 
sissippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3867) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Stone, State of Mis- 
sissippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Jefferson Davis, State 
of Mississippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3869) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the county of Pearl River, State of 
Mississippi, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARSS: A bill (H. R. 3870) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Cloquet, Minn.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 3871) providing one cap- 
tured German cannon for the town of Brookville, county of 
Franklin, State of Indiana, as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, 
and marines of Franklin County, Ind., who participated in the 
World War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) providing one captured German can- 
non for the city of Newcastle, county of Henry, State of In- 
diana, as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
Henry County, Ind., who participated in the World War; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3873) providing one captured German can- 
non for the city of Greenfield, county of Hancock, State of In- 
diana, as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
Hancock County, Ind., who participated in the World War; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) providing one captured German can- 
non for the city of Connersville, county of Fayette, State of In- 
diana, as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
Fayette County, Ind., who participated in the World War; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) providing one captured German can- 
non for the town of Liberty, county of Union, State of Indiana, 
as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of Union 
County, Ind., who participated in the World War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) providing one captured German can- 
non for the city of Richmond, county of Wayne, State of In- 
diana, as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
Wayne County, Ind., who participated in the World War; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3877) providing one captured German can- 
non for the city of Rushville, county of Rush, State of Indiana, 
as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of Rush 
County, Ind., who participated in the World War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3878) providing one captured German can- 
non for the city of Shelbyville, county of Shelby, State of In- 
diana, as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
Shelby County, Ind., who participated in the World War; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3879) providing one captured German can- 
non for the town of Knightstown, county of Henry, State of In- 
diana, as a memorial to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
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Knightstown, Ind., who participated in the Werld War; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3880) donating 
a captured German cannon or field gun, with carriage and pro- 
jectiles, to the town of Lafollette, State of Tennessee, for deco- 
rative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3881) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city ef Downieville, Calif., two 
German cannons or fieldpieces, with their accompaniment ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Angels Camp, Calif., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cedarville, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3884) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Adin, Calif., twe German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3885) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Weaverville, Calif., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 3886) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Anderson, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3887) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dunsmuir, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3888) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lincoln, Calif.. two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Roseville, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; te the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3890) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Colfax, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3891) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Portola, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3892) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jamestown, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3893) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Corning, Calif. two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3894) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greenville, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 3895) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Markleeville, Calif., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their aceompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3896) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sutter Creek, Calif., two German cannons 
er fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. BURDICK (by request): A bill (H. R. 3897) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to convey a right of way 
to the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 3898) authorizing the grant of a right of 
way through reservation No. 13, in the District of Columbia ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3899) making an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a bridge over the Bastern Branch of the Petomac River 
in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3900) amending section 985 of the Code of 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


May 29, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3901) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a bridge from South Capitol Street to Poplar Point, 
in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3902) making appropriation for the opening 
and grading of Firth Sterling Avenue, in the District of Colum- 
bia ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 3903) to amend an act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers ana 
officers, who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico,” 
approved May 11, 1912, and for other purposes ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3904) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish in the War Department and in the Navy Department, 
respectively, a roll designated as ‘the Army and Navy medal of 
honor roll,’ and for other purposes,” approved April 27, 1916; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 3905) authorizing payment 
to certain Red Lake Indians, out of Chippewa Indian funds, for 
garden plots surrendered fer school-farm use; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3906) to enlarge and extend the post-office 
building at St. Cloud, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 3907) making an appropria- 
tion for the extension of Massachusetts Avenue in the District 
of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 3908) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the town of New Port 
Richey, Fla., one captured German cannon or fieldpiece, with 
carriage, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill (H. R. 3909) to provide for the 
erection of a Federal building at Lewistown, Mont., and appro- 
priating money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. BR. 3910) to establish a 
fish-cultural station in New Mexico; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 3911) to provide for the regis- 
tration and Americanization of aliens; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3912) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the counties of 
Walla Walla, Whitman, and Yakima, State of Washington, six 
German cannons or fieldpieces each, for distribution by the 
boards of county commissioners; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3913) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the counties of Adams, Asotin, Benton, Columbia, 
Franklin, Garfield, Grant, Kittitas, and Klickitat, State of Wash- 
ington, three German cannons or fieldpieces each, for distri- 
bution by the boards of county commissioners ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 3914) to amend the act of 
March 19, 1918, entitled “An act to save daylight and to provide 
standard time for the United States”; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H. R. 3915) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Neponset, Ill., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece and shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3916) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Ladd, Ill., one German cannon er 
fieldpiece and shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 3917) to donate one cap- 
tured cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Franklin, Tenn.:; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 3918) for the permanent ap- 
pointment as commissioned officers of certain noncommissioned 
officers who were called to active service under temporary com- 
missions as officers between the dates of April 6, 1917, and 
November 11, 1918, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOX: A bill (H. R. 3919) for the erection of a public 
building at Lufkin, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3920) to increase the limit of cost for the 
Federal building and site at Orange, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: A bill (H. R. 3921) for the purchase of a 
site and erection of a public building at Phillipsburg, N. J.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 3922) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 8 of an act entitled ‘An act for pre- 
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‘venting the manufacture, sale, or transportation of :adulterated 
or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medi- 
cines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for 
other purposes,’ ” approved March 3, 1913; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 3928) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Westerly, R. I., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 3924) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to donate one German can- 
non each to the cities of Ocala, Fernandina, Starke, Bronson, 
MacClenny, Lake City, Live Oak, Madison, Mayo, Jasper, Perry, 
Monticello, and Gainesville, all in the State of Florida; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3925) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate two German cannons to the University 
of Florida ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R.'3926) authorizing the 
donation of German cannons to the city of Dalton, Ga.; to the 
Committee ‘on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3927) authorizing the donation of German 
cannons to the city of Calhoun, Ga.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
man cannons to the city of Trenton, Ga.; 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3929) authorizing the donation of Ger- 
man cannons to the city ef Cedartown, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3930) authorizing the denation of Ger- 
man cannons to the city of Dallas, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
cannons to the city 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
cannens to the city 
tary Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
cannons to the city 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) authorizing the donation of Ger- 
man cannons to the city of Marietta, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
cannons to the city 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
cannons to the tity 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
cannons to the city of Ringgold, Ga. ; 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill .(H. R. 
cannons to the city 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
eannons to the city 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3940) authorizing the dona- 
tion of one c&nnon or fieldpiece to the city of Cusseta, Ga.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3941) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Bowdon, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3942) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Franklin, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3943) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Buena Vista, Ga.; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H R. 3944) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Hamilton, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3945) authorizing the donation of one ean- 
non or fieldpiece to the city ef Greenville, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3946) authorizing the denation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Tatbotton, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3947) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Carrollton, Ga. ; to the: Connnittee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3948) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Newnan, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


3828) authorizing the donation of Ger- 
to the Committee 


3931) authorizing the donation of German 
of Buchanan, Ga.; to the Committee on 


3982) authorizing the donation of German 
of Rome, Ga.; to the Committee on Mili- 


3933) authorizing the donation of German 
of Somerville, Ga.; to the Committee on 


3935) authorizing the donation of German 
of Chatsworth, Ga.; to the Committee on 


3936) authorizing the donation of German 
of Cartersville, Ga.; to the Committee on 


3937) authorizing the donation of German 
to the Committee on Mili- 


3938) authorizing the donation of German 
of La Fayette, Ga.; to the Committee on 


3939) authorizing the donation of German 
of Menlo, Ga.; to the Committee on Mili- 
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Also, a bill (H.-R. 3949) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpieece to the city of Lagrange, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3950) authorizing the donation of one can- 
non or fieldpiece to the city of Columbus, Ga., to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R. 3951) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to denate to the city of Chillicothe, Ohio, one 
German eannon, fieldpiece, and other trophies of war; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3952) authorizing the Secretary of War to 

donate to the city of Legan, Ohio, one German cannon, field- 
— and other trophies of war; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 3953) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city of Lancaster, Ohio, one German cannon, field- 
—_ and other trophies ef war; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3954) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of New Lexington, Ohio, one German can- 
non, fieldpiece, and other trophies of war; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3955) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Circleville, Ohio, one German cannon, 
fieldpiece, and other trephies of war; te the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 3956) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Loveland, Ohio, one 
captured German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Cemmittee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 3957) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Florence, Ala., two German cab- 
nons or fieldpieces with their accompaniments ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3958) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Moulten, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces with their accompaniments; ‘to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3959) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Athens, Ala., two German cannons or field- 
pieces with their accompaniments; to the Committee on Mill- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3960) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Decatur, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Scottsboro, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3962) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bridgeport, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Commitiee on 
Military Affatrs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3963) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hartselle, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3964) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Stevenson, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3965) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Sheffield, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3966) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Albany, Ala., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3967) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Tuscumbia, Ala., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3968) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Huntsville, Ala., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3969) to extend the provi- 
sions of the pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers and en- 
listed men of all State militia and other State organizations 
that rendered service to the Union cause during the Civil War 
for a period of 90 days or more and providing pensions for 
their widows, minor children, and dependent parents, and fer 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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gy Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 3970) to provide for the 
enlargement of the public building at Cumberland, Md.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Alsv, a bill (H. R. 3971) to increase the limit of cost and 
provide for the reconstruction of the Federal building at Hagers- 
town, Md.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Resolution (H. Res. 81) to allow the 
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Conimerce to appoint a clerk to said committee; to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. IRELAND: Resolution (H. Res. 82) authorizing the 
appointment of Mrs. Mary C. Adams as attendant for the 
ladies’ reception room of the House of Representatives during 
the Sixty-sixth Congress; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Resolution (H. Res. 83) authorizing the 
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department to appoint a clerk for said committee; to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

3y Mr. LANGLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 84) to print for the 
use of the House of Representatives copies of the speech 
of Hon. F. C. Hicxs on The American Flag; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. DYER: Resolution (H. Res. 85) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish the House the number of commissioned 
officers on duty in the District of Columbia. 

vy Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 76) to suspend 
the requirements of annual assessment work on mining claims 
during the continuation of the war in which the United States 
is now engaged and until midnight of December 31 of the year 
following that in which such war is concluded; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 77) declaring May 30 of each year to be a national 
holiday which shall be known as Memorial Day; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KAHN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 78) authorizing 
the giving of credit for service in the junior and senior divi- 
sions of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRISP: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents 
and cots for use of Confederate veterans in their State con- 
vention June 17 and 18, 1919; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 80) to 
correct an error in the wording of the appropriation of $71,000 
made in the act approved July 9, 1918, and to authorize the 
Secretary of War to pay said sum to respective parties entitled 
thereto; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Chamber of Deputies 
of Belgium relating to the league of nations; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
sy Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R, 3972) granting a pension 
to John L. Race; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEE: A bill (H. R. 3973) for the relief of the Longini 
Mexican Hat Co., of San Antonio, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3974) for the relief of Lena Garagnon; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

sy Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 3975) granting an increase of 
pension to Sidney S. Canter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 3976) granting a pension 
to Louisa Donnelly ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 3977) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Donnelly and Egan, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bil! (H. R. 3978) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas B. Leeper; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. It. 3979) granting a pension 
to Cynthia L. Anthony; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 3989) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph N. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 3981) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles R. Dunham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 3982) granting an 
increase of pension to Harry Olstot; to the Committee on Jn- 
valid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 3983) for the relief of Emma 
Pievce ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) for the relief of Thomas Bayton and 
Bertha M. Hartt; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 3985) for the relief of 
the estate of Juan Martinez y Sanchez; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 3986) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Albert C. Read and John H. 
Towers commanders in the permanent establishment of the 
Navy, and Patrick N. L. Bellinger lieutenant commander in the 
permanent establishment of the Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) to provide for the payment to Mrs. 
Mary Esther Fisher Benoit of insurance money of Alphonse V. 
Benoit, late private, Company A, One hundred and sixth Infan- 
try ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 3988) granting a pension 
to Hannah Barrett; to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3989) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 3990) granting compensa- 
tion to Charles Fortier; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce.’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3991) granting a pension to Emil J. Olsen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3992) granting a pension to Richard M. 
Van Dervort; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Charles Due- 
ber ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3994) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson B. George; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Green ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3996) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3997) granting a pension to 
Annie K. Squier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) granting a pension to W. W. Tread- 
way; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) for the payment of certain soldiers’ 
claims for back pay growing out of service in the Army of the 
United States, as reported by the Court of Claims; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4000) granting a pen- 
sion to George McFoster ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bjll (H. R. 4001) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Weinheimer; to the Committee on Pengions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4002) for the relief of Edward J. Sharp; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 4003) granting a pension to 
Catherine Hartless; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 4004) granting a pension to 
Richard McNeely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4005) granting a pension to Minerva E. 
Layman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) granting a pension to Alsinda John- 
ston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4007) granting a pension to Joseph Miley ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) granting a pension to George H. 
Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4009) granting a pension to Anna Hall Rich- 
mond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4010) granting a pension to A. S. Radford; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4011) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Payne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4012) granting a pension to Alfred Rivers; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4013) granting a pension to Hugh T. 
Roberts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4014) granting a pension to George R. 
Robinson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4015) granting a pension to John E. 
Schilling ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4016) granting a pension to Howard 
Shaver; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4017) granting a pension to Lloyd Shaver}; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) granting a pension to Michael Mulvey ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) granting a pension to Brent S. Jones; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 





£919. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) granting a pension to Mathias 
Kennedy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to Miller Kincaid ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Francis A. 
Keelan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4023) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. McGill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4024) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. McCafferty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4025) granting an increase of pension to 
John C, McKinney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4026) granting an increase of pension to 
Beckwith A. McNemar ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4027) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Linn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4028) granting an inerease of pension 
Jesse B. Jemison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4029) granting an increase of pension 
Marian A. Jaques; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4030) granting an increase of pension 
John C. Lazier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4031) granting an increase of pension 
Seymour Norman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4032) granting an increase of pension 
James A. Mahaffey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4033) granting an increase of pension 
Silas M. Starkey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4034) granting an increase of pension 
Emanual B. Silcott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4085) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin A. Reeder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4036) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph A, Roe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) granting an increase of pension 
John Right; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4038) granting an increase of pension 
Oakley Randall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W., Roper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4040) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Oldfield ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Shaver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A Dill (H. R. 4042) granting a pension to 
Otho L. Peterson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 4043) to re- 
imburse the California Shipbuilding Co. for its expenditures 
over the price named in the contract for the U. 8. lighthouse 
tender Cedar; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R. 4044) granting a pension 
to Joshua Griffith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill (H. R. 4045) for the relief of Wal- 
lace Thompson ; to-the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a'bill (H. R. 4046) authorizing the issuance of patent 
to the’ Milk River Valley Gun Club; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 4047) granting an 
increase of pension to Elijah H. Spencer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 4048) to reimburse Abbie J. 
Foster for safe destroyed by burglars; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4049) to reimburse Lieut. Col. George D. 
Graham, dental surgeon, United States.Army, for rent of quar- 
ters at Honolulu, Hawaii; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4050) to reimburse Henry H. Stevenson 
for safe destroyed by burglars ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill, (H. R, 4051) to reimburse the Farmers’ Savings 
Bank of Brandon, Iowa, for currency destroyed by fire; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4052) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4053) granting a pension to Louisa C. Cole- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4054) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah F. Henry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4055) granting a pension to John E. Root; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill CH. R. 4056) granting a 
pension to Louise B. Rice; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4057) making 
appropriation for payment of claims of John Sevier, sr., and 
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John Sevier, jr., in accordanee with report and findings of the 
Court of Claims as reported in House Documents Nos. 131 and 
1802, under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
known as the Bowman Act; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4058) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus F, Gibbs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4059) granting.a pension to James C. Clax- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 4060) granting a pension 
to Charles E. Redburn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 81) tendering 
the thanks of Congress to these associated in the achievement of 
accomplishing the first trans-Atlantic flight of an airship from 
America to Europe ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) to pay 
damages to Roberta McKenzie Osborne; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of Jugo-Slav Republican Alliance, 
relating to peace deliberations; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BEGG: Petition of Farmers’ Progressive Club of 
Republic and Greenspring, urging repeal of daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: Telegraphic petition signed by Rev. 
Benjamin Lonexe, Lakeport, N. H., on behalf of the Ministers’ 
Association of Laconia, N. H., and vicinity, in. opposition to the 
President’s recommendation removing the ban on wines and 
beer ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter of Frank P. Tilton, Whiteface, N. H., advo- 
eating universal prohibition in the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 4 

Also, telegram from the Manchester (N. H.) Buick Co., advo- 
cating the removal of the manufacturers’ war tax on automo- 
biles; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 40 residents of Rockingham County, N. H., 
advocating the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 16 residents of Rochester, N. H., advocating 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of 111 residents of Carroll County, N. H., advo- 
eating the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Hooksett Grange, of Hooksett, N. H., asking 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Potomac, IIL, 
against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition of Protestant 
churches of Clinton, Mo., for passage of a strong and effective 
bone-dry law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 11 citizens of Clinton, Mo., for strong bone- 
dry law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition with nine signers of Drexel, Cass County, Mo., 
against repeal of war prohibition and for speedy enactment of 
laws to enforce prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of master butchers of St. Louis, urg- 
ing retention of zone advances; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of 25,000 tennis players, Magnolia Tennis Club, 
Cc. C. Dyer, and George F. Stevens, all ef St. Louis, protesting 
against repeal of daylight-saving act; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. : 

Also, petition of American Brake Co., St. Louis, Mo., urging 
congressional appropriations for maintenance of railway equip- 
ment; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of J. I, Case Threshing Machine Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., asking repeal of tax law on passenger cars and. trucks; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, ; 

Also, petition of Inland Machine Works (Inc.), St. Leuis, Mo., 
asking repeal of luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Frederick Roth and W. A. Barrett, of St. 
Louis, asking for removal of tax on automobiles; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Resolution adopted at mass demonstration 
held in the Star of Israel Synagogue, Hoboken, N. J., for the 
defense of JeWs in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, 
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By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Association of Collegiate Alumnae, 
urging the continuance of United States Employment Service; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition ef sundry citizens of La Crosse, Wis., protest- 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of sundry citizens of 
the town of Earl, Ill, opposing repeal of the war-time prohibi- 
tion measure; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Jugo-Slavs of De Kalb, Ill., concerning mat- 
ters relating to controversies between Italy and the Jugo-Slavs; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of P. A. McDonald, of Boston, 
Mass., asking for legislation to delay the operation of war-time 
prohibition law beyond July 1, 1919; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the Associated Industries of Massachusetts, 
the Tratiic Club of New England, F. R. Murdy, Roxbury, Mass., 
and the Jordan Marsh Co., Boston, Mass., protesting against 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Petition of sundry citizens of 
the first congressional district of Vermont for repeal of the 
daylight-saving law: to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERSEY: Petition of George B. Daw and 51 other 
Dover, Me., urging repeal of the daylight-saving 
law: to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Delaware State Association of 
Graduate Nurses, urging relative rank for nurses in the Army ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: Resolutions passed at mass meeting at Ke- 
wanee, Ill, urging repeal of espionage laws and release of 
political prisoners; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition signed by Mr. A. L. Hulstadt and other farmers 
of Altona, Ill, urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petivion signed by John Anderson and 16 other mem- 
bers of Swedish Methodist Church of Kewanee, IIL, protesting 
against any repeal of the war-time prohibition act; to the Com- 
mittce on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KRAUS: Petition of sundry citizens of Miami 
County, Ind., in favor of the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 

» the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of the Seitz Auto Co., Balti- 
more, Md., urging repeal of tax on automobiles; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. Feikin & Son, furriers, Baltimore, Md., 
protesting against 10 per cent tax on furs; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Brigham-Hopkins Co., Baltimore, Md., oppos- 
ing Department of Labor Employment Service; to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Felippe A. Broadbent, Baltimore, Md., urging 
right of suffrage for the residents of the District of Columbia; 

© the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Also, petition of Corkran, Hill & Co. (Inc.) and Florence W. 
MacCarthy Co., Baltimore, Md., against repeal of zone advances 
on advertising pages of periodicals; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of L. W. Kennedy, W. D. Bradenkopf, John C. 
Thomas, J. Bannister Hill, jr., Morris Whitridge, Louis Levison, 
James B. Hessarg, Richard J. White, Talbot M. Jenkins, and 
T. Parkison Mitchell, all of Maryland, protesting against re- 
peal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Model Garage, Middletown, Walter Scott, 
distributor (Marmon), Baltimore, Md., protesting against tax 
on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUCE: Protests by Massachusetts Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union, Newton Methodist Episcopal Sunday School, 
Weston Methodist Episcopal Church and Sunday School, and 
the Baker Memorial Methodist Episcopal Sunday School, 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest by Jewish citizens of Marlboro, Mass., against 
massacres of women and children of Jewish faith in Poland 
and Galicia; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of many residents of Cortland 
County, N. Y., favoring the repeal of the tax on soda water 
and ice cream, which is contained in the existing revenue law; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a petition of the Azaris Literary Society, of Syracuse, 
N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Smith-Towner bill; 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of the Merchants’ Association; 
Alfred I. Marling, president chamber of commerce; Herbert 
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Appleton; Hotel Bossert; H. R. Cashoff; Miss Lullu Mont- 
gonemy ; and Miss Marjorie Whittle, all of Brooklyn, N. Y., pro- 
testing against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition from sundry citizens of Norwalk, 
Conn., in opposition to repeal of the war-time prohibition bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of West Redding, Conn., and 
Grace Methodist Sunday School, Bridgeport, Conn., opposing the 
repeal of the prohibition law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ay Mr. NEELY: Petition of workers of Marion County, 
W. Va., requesting repeal of espionage act and release of all 
prisoners held thereunder ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of majority of Jewish population of Wheeling, 
W. Va., urging responsibility for Jewish pogroms in Poland; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Resolution by the San Francisco Labor Coun- 
cil, favoring President Wilson’s fourteen points and the league 
of nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of A. L: Burt Co., New York 
City, and Oakes Manufacturing Co., Long Island City, N. Y., 
urging against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of New York Institute for the Education of the 
Blind, favoring passage of House bill 16016 to secure increased 
facilities for providing printed matter for the blind; to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Petition of Methodist Sunday 
schools of Morgan County, Ill., against repeal of prohibition 
laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, Jackson- 
ville, Ill., and Methodist Episcopal Church, Pleasant Hill, II1., 
opposing repeal of war-time prohibition law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pittsfield, Ill., favoring repeal of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Grace Methodist Church, Janesville, IIL, 
against repeal of war prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of Picker Bros., of New York City, 
protesting against the war-time prohibition bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Grass, Freedman & Co. (Inc.) and A. N. 
Leventhal & Co. (Inc.), New York, urging the repeal of 10 per 
cent tax on furs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New 
York, opposing the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Bank of Commerce, New York 
City, urging the retention of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Mr. Harold W. Stimpson, of the Ajax Rubber 
Co. (Ine.), New York City, opposing continuation of the United 
States Employment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Eastman Kodak 
Co. and its employees, protesting against the repeal of the day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petitions of citizens of the 
city of Grand Junction and county of Mesa, Colo., protesting 
against repeal of the prohibition law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of the National Reform Associa- 
tion, 209 Ninth Street, Pittsburgh, Pa., protesting against any 
legislation that would repeal or modify existing law against man- 
ufacture of wine and beer; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, papers supporting House bill 2825, granting a pension tc 
Arthur A. Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALTERS: Petition of Slovenian Republican Alli- 
ance, Johnstown, Pa., relative to the rights of the Jugo-Slavs; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WASON: Memorial of the Sullivan County (N. H.) 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union Institute, urging the en- 
actment of the prohibition amendment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Methodist Sunday School of Bethlehem, 
N. H., protesting against the lifting of the ban on light wine 
and beer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. E. Roy and 80 other residents of Walpole, 
N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Will B. Connor and 22 other residents of 
Sutton, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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Also, petition of C. P. Farrer and 38 other residents of Hen- 
niker, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. E. Bishop and two other residents of 
Lisbon, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of W. E. Stearns and 105 residents of West 
Rindge, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. T. Rossiter and 19 other residents of 
Claremont, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Robertson and 40 other residents of 
West Hopkinton, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Frank E. Cutting and 71 other residents of 
East Weare, N. H., and vicinfty, urging the repeal of the day- 
light-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of G. A. Hart and 83 other residents of East 
Jaffrey, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Dean S. Russell and 102 other residents of 
Keene, N. H., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Truland and one other resident of 
Lancaster, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Golden Rod Grange, No. 114, of Swanzey, 
N. H., requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of M. L. Ware Grange, West Rindge, N. H., 
requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Mount Prospect Grange, No. 242, of Lan- 
caster, N. H., requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 30, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. . 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Father of light and life, liberty and hope, justice and mercy, 
love and the sweet affections of the human heart, we thank Thee 
for the spirit of patriotism which moved the men of this body 
to set apart this holy day in memory of the brave soldiers who, 
in answer to the call of the colors, left home, native land, and 
all that they held dear to go to the rescue of our sister na- 
tions, who were fighting an insidious foe for liberty, right, and 
justice. 

All hail to the American soldier, who turned back the tide 
of war and brought peace to a suffering world. 

We come with praise for the living and tears for the dead, 
sympathy for the wounded and maimed, for the fathers, mothers, 
wives, and children who sacrificed their dear ones on the altar 
of liberty. -Comfort them, we beseech Thee, in Thine own way. 

Out of the twilight of the past 
We move to a diviner light, 

For nothing that is wrong can last; 
Nothing’s immortal but the right. 

May the memory of the great sacrifices the lovers of liberty 
and truth have made live on as an example to those who shall 
come after us. In the spirit of the Master.. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr, Furter of Illinois was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the 
case of Herbert A. York (H. R. 14802, 65th Cong.), without 
leaving copies, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Also, papers in the case of Thomas F. Duffy (H. R. 13534, 
65th Cong.), without leaving copies, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 


TENDERING THANKS OF CONGRESS TO THOSE WHO SERVED IN THE 
GREAT WAR. 


The SPEAKER. Under a previous order of the House, 
House joint resolution 67, tendering the thanks of Congress to 
those who served, or gave others to the service of, the country 
in the Great War, is now in order, 
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Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I present the resolution, House 
joint resolution 67, which by previous order of the House was 
made the order of the day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution 67. 


Resolved, etc., That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to 
those who served in the armed forces of the United States in the war 
against the Imperial German Government and who, through their 
patriotic sacrifice, steadfast fidelity, brilliant strategy, and courageous 
service, secured a victorious peace, gave to the world a new insight into 
the high ideals and lofty purposes of America, and left to future genera- 
— a splendid heritage of heroic achievement and noble devotion to 

uty. 


That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to those who served 
in the various auxiliary forces, whose humane and benevolent work at 
home and on the field of battle contributed so greatly to the comfort 
and support of our valiant warriors. 

That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to the mothers, 
wives, and relatives who, patriotic and uncomplaining, gave their nearest 
and their dearest in the hour of the Nation’s need, and its deep and 
heartfelt gusty is extended to those whose Kindred fell, or were 
permanently disabled in the great struggle. 

That Congress reverently expresses its profound appreciation of the 
sublime act of those who made the supreme sacrifice by giving their 
lives for their country and their country’s cause. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for the consideration of the resolution be controlled 
one-half by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] and one- 
half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that the time for debate upon the resolution shall 
be divided equally, to be controlled one-half by the. gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] and one-half by himself. Is there 
objection? ; 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to know if the gentleman has in mind any limita- 
tion upon the time that should be allotted to each Member who 
desires to speak. I apprehend there will probably be a number 
of requests. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not it in mind at this time. I have 
had requests for time varying from 5 to 15 minutes in each case, 
covering a period of about two hours and a quarter. Whether 
all of the gentlemen will be here, I do not know. Whether they 
will all desire to speak as long as they expected, I do not know. 
I assume that about two hours and a half would be consumed 
upon this side as the matter now appears. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Wyoming that the time to be allotted should be left largely to 
the control of the gentlemen who have charge of the time on 
the respective sides. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
from Missouri. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 
person? 

Mr. MONDELL. Several gentlemen have asked for as much 
as 15 minutes. That is the longest time that has been suggested 
by any one speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming that the time be equally divided, to be 
controlled one-half by himself and one-half by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Crank]. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
those who are unable to be here to-day, and those who are here 
but who are not able to participate in the debate—for we know 
that many are necessarily absent making patriotic addresses 
elsewhere—be granted the right to extend their remarks in 
the Rercorp, for the period of five legislative days, upon the 


I expect to alternate with the gentleman 


Yielding from 5 to 6 to 10 minutes to each 


| subject of the resolution and subjects appropriate to Memorial 


Day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that all Members have permission to extend their 
remarks in the Recorp upon this resolution for not exceeding 
five legislative days. Is there objection? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
would there be any objection to making that 10 days? 

Mr. MONDELL. I think it is not good practice to extend that 
privilege over any considerable period of time. Personally I 
would have no personal objection to 10 days, but I do not think 
it is good practice. I think my friend will agree with me that 
it is not. It occurs to me that whether gentlemen are here or 
not, they can prepare within five days what they desire to say 
on the subject. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I know some Members who are absent at 
this time and who probably will not be back within five days, 
who would like to avail themselves of that privilege. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. T think the gentleman ought to 
consent in this matter for 10 days, because it is a‘ very important 
matter and many Members are very busy on committees. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that if amy Member 
can not get in within five days he can secure an extension at 
some other time and insert the remarks he desires. This matter 
of allowing over 10 days or two weeks is bad. practice.. If any 
gentleman can not get in within five days; the House: will un- 
doubtedly give him the right to insert his remarks in the Recorp 
after that time. 

Mr. MONDELL. And my request,.of course, includes-the right 
to those who speak to-day to extend and revise their remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te the request of the gen- 
theman from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR TIIP DAY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Seuth Dakota [Mr. Jounson], a soldier in the recent. war, to 
uct as Speaker pro tempore for the day. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota assumed the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House, 
before I begin my remarks on the resolution I wish to say that 
it has eccurred to me that there is pessibly an unintentional 
omission in this resolution. We had hoped and expected and 
believed that it embraced all of those who had conspicuously 
served and sacrificed, but in writing the second paragraph of 
the resolution the last time a slight change was- made which 
leaves the paragraph in a form which I fear dees not with 
sufficient clearness include thanks to the members of. the 
selective-service boards; men many of them veterans of former 
wars, whe could not give their services in the field’ but who 
did render conspicuous: service at home. At the proper time 
I shall ask that, en page 1, line 13; after the word “ served,” 
there be added the words “on the service boards ” ;. or, if gen- 
tlemen prefer, “on the selective-service boards.” Then, at the 
beginning of line 14, in order more clearly to embrace the char- 
acter of this particular service, to insert, before the word 
“humane,” the word “ patriotic,” so that the paragraph. will 
read: 

That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to those who 
served on the selective-service boards and in. the varieus auxiliary 
forces whose patriotic, humane, and benevolent work at home and 
on the field of battle contributed so greatly to the comfort and sup- 
port of our valiant warriors. 

The world is slowly emerging from under the shadow of the 
greatest and most devastating war and the most widespread 
and awful attendant terrorism, murder, pestilence, and famine 
in all the history of mankind. 

At the beginning we hoped that our beloved country and its 
people would not be brought within the devouring and deso- 
lating flame of the world conflict, but the realization of that 
hope was impossible. The conflict that shook the very founda- 
tions of the world had its beginning in the clash of views on 
questions of such primary importance to all mankind that it 
was inevitable that we should become involved. - Our country 
has grown so great and powerful, its interests are so wide- 
spread, its influence so all-pervading that we can: not’ escape 
issues that involve the liberties of all mankind. 

History will never adequately record and the human mind ean 
never fully grasp the sum total of the misery and agony that 
the war and its attendant troop of horrors has brought to man- 
kind, but we may at least take consolation in the fact that 
through the black and somber pattern which the demons. of 
war have woven are shot the countless golden threads. of ideal- 
ism, loyalty, fidelity, faith, and devotion unto death which 
with the passing of the years will give the dominant tone to 
the picture as mankind, holding these virtues in grateful 
remembrance, shall seek to forget the horrors of the war. 

No tongue or pen has yet given adequate expression to the 
matchless heroism of dauntless Belgium, the invincible gal- 
lantry of France, the unconquerable spirit of Briton, the fervid 
valor of Italy. They constitute a story that. will make the his- 
tory of the days of the Great War an exhaustless mine of match- 
less inspiration to mankind through all the centuries to come. 

Aimerica’s contribution to the war wes. invaluable from. the 
beginning, for our limitless stores of food and war material 
were at all times the main reliance of the gallant Allies. Our 
entrance into the war as a fighting and effective force heralded 
the turning of the tide. Without detracting from the credit and 
the glory due the gallant nations and peoples that fought. the 
good fight from the beginning, it may be said without boasting, 
and has been said by generous spokesmen of all the Allies, that 
it was the weight of our influence, the magnitude of our prepara- 
tion, and, above all, the matchless valor of our men, that turned 


May 30, 





the seale, transformed impending defeat into glorious victory, 
and won the war. [Applause.] 

While the names. which will forever recall deathless- deeds of 
heroism lie thick upon the pages of the history of the Great War 
as the leaves of Vallombrosa, none will shine brighter or hold 
so sacred a place in our hearts: as Cantigny, Chateau-Thierry, 
the Argonne Forest, St. Mihiel, and all those fields: where the 
valor of the citizen-soldiers of America humbled the pride and 
broke the lines of the veteran legions of military autoeracy. 

Our boys are returning from overseas and from the camps and 
training fields, where they have been faithfully performing the 
duty assigned them. The forces are being demobilized, the 
citizen-seldicr is- returning home, our people are laying aside 
the tasks and duties of war and taking up the oecupations of 
peace, and it is- fitting that we shall express the Nation’s thanks 
and the Nation’s appreciation of all those who served and sacri- 
fieed, and T have suggested’ that we do so:in the following words: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 67) tendering the thanks of Congress to 

thuse who served, or gave others to the service of, the country in the 

Great War. 

Resolved, ctc., That the thanks of Congress. are hereby extended. to 
those whe served. in the armed forces of the United States in the war 
against the Imperial German Government and who, through their patri- 
otic sacrifice, steadfast fidelity, brilliant strategy, and courageous service 
secured a victorious peace, gave to the world a.new insight into the high 
ideals and lofty purposes of America, and left to future generations a 
splendid heritage of heroic achievement and noble devotion to duty. 

That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to those who served 
on the selective-service boards and in the various auxiliary forces, whose 
patriotic, humane, and benevolent. work at home and on the fleld of 
battle contributed so greatly to the comfort and support of our valiant 
warriors. 

That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to the mothers, wives, 
and relatives who, patriotic and uncomplaining, gave their nearest and 
their dearest in the hour of the Nation’s need, and its: deep and heart- 
felt sympathy is extended to those whose kindred fell or were perma- 
nently disabled in the great struggle. 

That Congress reverently expresses its profound appreciation of the 
sublime act of these who made the supreme sacrifice by giving their 
lives for their country and their country’s cause. 

Mr. Speaker, no resolution we can draw, no words we can 
command, fitly or fully express our heartfelt thanks and our 
sincere appreciation of the loyalty and devotion of our fighting 
men, those who served. and ministered unto them, or the good 
folks at home who with tearful eyes bade the boys Godspeed and 
then turned to every. goed work. which supported the men in the 
field and armed the Nation to its task. 

With reverence we express. the Nation’s appreciation of those 
who gave their lives. that the world might be a better place for 
others to live in, and in our heart of hearts we hold as the 
objects of our special care the gallant men. who have returned 
tous with. the honorable scars of. war andi those bereaved ones 
who mourn the unreturning brave. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK. of Missouri. Mr. Speaker [applause], I take it 
this resolution will pass-unanimously. I think it surely should. 

It is-eminently fitting and proper that the Conrgess in this 
public manner return the heartfelt thanks of our country to the 
men who served her so valiantly and so victoriously in the most 
stupendous war in the entire history of the human race, but 
American men, women, and. children have already demon- 
strated their gratitude and pride in. every way which human 
ingenuity could devise. We are only doing in solemn and offi- 
cial manner what the great, proud, pulsing, loving heart of 
America has expressed in enthusiastic and impromptu fashion. 
What we say will matter little, but what our soldiers did will 
never fade from human memory so. long as the world endures. 
They demonstrated American prowess: in arms to all the nations 
of the earth and raised our country’s fame to a pinnacle of ex- 
ceeding glery. 

In my Arlington speech on Decoration Day, 1918, I said: 
“America is the most peaceable Nation on the globe, but at the 
same time is the most martial. The truth of this seeming para- 
dox was proved in 1861, when at the first tap of the drum a 
whole people sprang to. arms. In April, 1861, there were not 
20,000 soldiers within the broad confines of the Republic, while 
in April, 1865, the continent trembled beneath the iron tread 
of 2,000,000 of as fine soldiers as the sun ever shone upon, some 
in blue and some in gray.” It ‘has been marvelously demon- 
strated in the World War just closed, wherein in a few months 
we accomplished the miracle of sending two millions and a half 
of armed men across the sea who turned the tide of battle on 
the red fields of France. So long as the world admires courage 
their valor will be chanted in song and celebrated in story, 
{Applause. ] 

While our soldiers in Europe were winning imperishable re- 
nown, we had 2,000,000 more in training camps in our own coun- 
try fretting their hearts away because they were not permitted 
to join their brothers in arms “over there.” Such a. colossal 
achievement has no parallel in the annals of war. [Applause.] 
In addition to the four and one-half millions actually in the 
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Army end Navy service of our country, we had enrolled 13,000,- 
000 m>re of military age in reserve. No such demonstration of 
warlike prowess was ever witnessed in any nation since God 
said “ Let there be light.” Let us fervently hope and pray that 
there will never be occasion or opportunity or necessity for a 
repetition of this astounding chapter in our history. May uni- 
versal and eternal peace be the compensation for all the blood 
and treasure spent in the awful cataclysm which befell half 
the world. 

“ Greater love hath no man than this, that a man lay down his 
life for his friends.” That is one of the most beautiful and 
philosophical sentences written by John the Disciple whom 
Jesus loved. This paraphrase of that sentence is equally true 
and philosophical: “ Greater love and higher honor hath no man 
than this, that a man lay down his life for his country, or offers 
so to do.” Therefore all honor, all glory, all love be to the brave, 
patriotic, and self-sacrificing men of America who buckled on 
their armor and went forth to fight at the call of their beloved 
country. 

There are tears for “the unreturning brave”; there are aid 
and tenderest compassion for the maimed and those whose health 
was broken in the service abroad or in home camps; there is a 
high resolve to succor the war widows and orphans in their 
sore distress; there is heartfelt gratitude to the living and the 
dead; there is sympathy unspeakable for the fathers and 
mothers whose sons lost their lives in the awful tragedy; there 
are profoundest thanks to Almighty God that He brought us 
through the bloody conflict safe and strong and hopeful for the 
future of our own country and of the whole world. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Towner]. [Applause.] 

. THE AMERICAN SOLDIER, 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, America is proud of her sol- 
diers, but not because they constitute a part of a military 
machine. The pride of Rome in her legions, the pride of France 
in the disciplined troops that followed Napoleon, the pride of 
Germany in her vast military machine has never been hers. 
The pride of America in her soldiers has ever been that they 
were citizen soldiers, called from their peaceful pursuits to 
service and sacrifice for the preservation of their liberty, the 
safety of their country, and the security of their homes. They 
served not for military. distinction, not for fame or glory, not 
for place or power, but in fulfillment of their obligations as 
citizens, because they believed that any sacrifice was better 
than the surrender of all they held dear. It is this that has 
ever lent distinction to their service. It is this that has ever 
made their supreme sacrifice so solemn and so sacred. 

Away back in the colonial days, when the Pilgrims landed on 
the rock-bound shores of New England, this service began and 
such sacrifice was made. To face the midnight attacks of their 
savage foes the Colonials became sentinel soldiers, guarding 
their first rude homes. To protect the westward migrations 
that through trackless forests, across uncharted plains, over 
snow-capped mountains, onward, ever onward toward the set- 
ting sun, moved to the occupancy of a continent, the pioneer 
became a soldier, 

And then came the Revolution, a war of colonists against a 
powerful monarchy, a war of home-loving people against armies 
trained under Wellington in the Peninsular campaign, against 
professional soldiers, veterans of a hundred battle fields. The 
American soldier then was such as Paul Revere, who rode out 
under the silent stars through Lexington to Concord carrying 
the signal for, the independence of a nation. They were men 
like those who— 

By the rude bridge that spanned the flood 
Their flag to April’s breeze unfurled, 
*Twas there the embattled farmers stood 
And fired the shot heard ’round the world. 
They were men like those who, during the terrible winter of 
Valley Forge, lived on flour mixed with water baked into cakes 
at open fires, of whom Lafayette wrote: “They were in want 
of everything; they had neither coats, hats, shirts, nor shoes,” 
who left their bloody footprints in the snow and for the better- 
ment of whose condition Washington stole away to kneel in 
agonizing prayer. They were the backwoodsmen under Fergu- 
son and Morgan and Greene, who drove Cornwallis from the 
South and made possible his final surrender at Yorktown. 
These were the soldiers that ordained freedom for a continent 


_ and builded a nation which now leads the world. 


Alike in character and purpose were the soldiers of the 
Civil War. The soldier of the Civil War was a soldier because 
he was a citizen, a husband, a father. He was simply, unaf- 
fectedly, earnestly a patriot. He loved his country because it 
sheltered his home, protected his family, guarded his fireside. 
He could say with Cicero, “ Our country is the common parent 








of us all. Dear are our ancestors, dear are our children, dear 
our relatives and friends; and all these loves are contained in 
love of country.” He had learned in his home life to be faith- 
ful and brave and true, and faithful and brave and true as he 
was at home so was he on the field of battle. No hardship 
could discourage him, no danger could dishearten him. Such 
was the soldier of the Civil War. Perhaps as never before men 
were uplifted and ennobled by devotion and sacrifice. The 
youth of the land were inspired. Their hearts were touched by 
fire. It was theirs to learn at the outset that life was a pro- 
found and passionate thing, and that death in a righteous cause 
is the supreme service man can render to his fellow men. Thus 
over and above the sordid plains of selfishness they saw the 
snowy heights of honor and of glory. 

And then came the War with Spain. It was a little war, as 
wars are measured, but in its effects on the Nation it was tre- 
mendous. It was an unselfish war. It had in it no purpose 
that was not just and high. The call to arms was a call that 
made response a noble deed. In the cause of liberty and 
humanity again America unsheathed the sword. There was a 
veritable revival of patriotism. Our country had a larger mean- 
ing. Our flag had a greater beauty. The best of our youth 
went out from shops and factories, from the cornfields of the 
North and the cotton fields of the South, college boys and cow- 
boys together in the ranks following the flag. The heroic age 
had come again. There was not in all the borders of the land 
a youth but knew there was something dearer than dollars 
and more to be desired than place or power, and by that knowl- 
edge they were uplifted and ennobled. 

Plato declared that the soldiers of Marathon and the sailors 
of Salamis became the schoolmasters of Greece. True, indeed, 
was that statement; and so the soldiers of these, our wars, have 
been our teachers—teaching us the value of liberty, the sacred- 
ness of human rights, the blessings that are ours under a 
Government of the people, by the people, and for the people. 

The American soldier of the present war was of like char- 
acter and conduct. He went into the war with a full realization 
of what it meant. He was not given to speculation as to what 
was the particular reason which justified our participation 
in the war. But he knew that we had used every honorable 
means to avoid it and that those means had failed. He knew 
that we had suffered indignities and injuries which no self- 
respecting nation could ignore. He knew that the German 
attack was not only against Belgium and France and England, 
but was against civilization itself, and that if it succeeded our 
own liberties and our own institutions would be in peril. He 
knew that the mighty power he went to fight was the most 
powerful, the most ruthless, the most savage and relentless 
that ever drew the sword. Above all he knew his country called 
him and that no patriotic American ever had or ever could 
refuse that summons. 

The American soldier passed no sleepless nights in solitude 
watching the armor he was to wear when next day he should 
receive the accolade of knighthood. He had no desire for dis- 
play, no thought of distinction, no motive but duty. He loved 
his country and he knew its history. He shared in its ideals 
and believed its principles. He believed that this Government 
of ours was the best the world possessed or had ever known. 
He felt himself a part of it. It was his—his not only to admire 
and to love, but to serve and preserve. 

And so he went across the seas to unknown dangers—to hard- 
ships, to wounds, to death—with a smile on his face and a 
prayer in his heart for the dear ones left at home. And how big 
and manly they looked as they went away. Well might the 
Red Cross nurse say as she saw them leaving the ship in France: 
“They are so big. They tower over everyone, and have great 
broad shoulders and big voices—just real, real men.” Vigorous 
and strong, alert and virile, with keen and kindly eyes, and 
wearing ever the smile that comes from a true heart and a clean 
mind, they were the very incarnation of youth, wearing its 
glamor like a shining garment. [Applause.] 

It was not strange that they excited the admiration of all 
who saw them. And how well they bore their part! It was our 
own martyr poet, Alan Seeger, who wrote his mother: 

Be sure I shall play the part well, for I was never in better health 
nor felt my manhood more keenly. 

That was ever their thought, to play well their part, and they 
entered upon their work with the keenest interest and the most 
intense desire to succeed. With a confidence that came from 
accustomed success, with an assurance that was born of a 
knowledge of their capabilities, with a purpose so vigorous that 
failure never entered into their calculations, they entered upon 
their mighty task. And yet there was nothing of bravado in 
their attitude. They knew they must be taught, they knew 
they must learn their lessons, and there never were more mod- 
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est pupils than they were, learning the lessons ef modern war- | ambitious plans, their eager desires, their earnest hepes, did the 


fare from their experienced teachers. 

And how the children loved them! I was shown with great 
pride a picture which a big stalwart farmer boy sent home to 
his family. He was marching along the street with one little 
ene on his back, another on his arm, and still another holding 
his hand. And they were all proud and happy! 

It occurs to me there is much in the striking fact that the 
soldier selected to send heme to his family this simple picture 
of himself rather than one that might show him and be dis- 
tinctive of his service as a soldier in the ranks. 

In battle there were never better, raver soldiers than our own 
home boys, most of whom had never before carried a gun or 
tired a shot. In this war herrers had been magnified to an 
unimagined degree. But they were accepted as inevitable and 
met without a murmur or a tremor. In the trenches plastered 
with mud, stealing snatches of sleep-on a board set into a wall 
of Gay; watching the shells burst, wondering where the next 
would fall; dodging the bombs from flecks of airplanes; fixing 
their masks when the oncoming waves of peison gas came down 
the line; standing for hours at a peephele, watching for the 
enemies attack; fixing bayonets and creuched for the signal 
for “ over the top”; rushing forward toward a storm of shrap- 
nel, with smoke and flame and the thunder of the guns mak- 
ing a veritable hell of the battle field—these are some of the 
things they experienced when sometimes but a few weeks from 
home. 

But they met all these with a smile and a jest. Even the 
seriously wounded sent to the hespitals kept their courage and 
good spirits. One of them wrote: 

Hospitals have become quite the rage among our best people. Almost 
all our upper classes are staying at them. For ridding yourself of 
useless appendages, finding out about yourself, your construction and 
interior decoration scheme, hospital treatment can not be beaten. 
Never attempt the vulgarity of getting up at mealtimes and thus 
betraying your base Army origin. Insist on having all your meals 
served as you recline on your cot. 

In a hospital a visitor paused at the bedside of a youth whose 
head, both arms, and chest were covered with bandages. ‘“ Hello, 
my man,” he said, “how are you feeling?” “Fine, sir, fine.” 
was the reply. “ You see I was very lucky, sir; I got a whole 
shell to myself.” 

Another, visiting a hospital after a severe battle, said: 

“Not one word of regret, not a tear, not a complaint in a 
hospital full of torn, mangled, dismembered boys, many of whom 
had not been six weeks in the front ranks.” 

And as they lived and fought and suffered, so they died. 
After the batthe of Chateau-Thierry a French writer visited 
the battle field and wrote to a Paris paper the next day: 

“These wonderful Americans fight like our own French 
poilus did the first year of the war. Their beautiful young 
bodies were lying straight out and their faces were always to- 
ward the enemy.” 

[ Applause. ] 

One of our own boys writing home said: 

“This morning I went over the battle ground; it was raining. 
I found one of our boys in the thick of a wheat field. He was 
still warm, but he was dead. He had fixed his wounds as best 
he could. He had his mother’s and sweetheart’s pictures in one 
hand and his letters from home in the other. He had died look- 
ing at them.” 

Innumerable incidents like these could be given. In the let- 
ters home sent by those who survived the stories of heroic 
bravery in the face of almost certain death, of sacrifices made 
to save a wounded comrade, of the deliberate choice of death 
rather than surrender, could be multiplied almost indefinitely. 

And now in this our day of victory we have met to honor 
those who served so well and are returned to us and to pay the 
tribute of our loving remembrance to those who will return to 
us no more, who now sleep on the hillsides of France, who have 
made for us the supreme sacrifice. 

Many of you have seen Daniel C. Frenche’s “Angel of Death 
and the Sculptor.” It is considered one of the most beautiful 
pieces of statuary yet produced by an American. In the midst 
of his work the young sculptor chiseling at the face of his 
sphinx, his form tense with the eagerness of his desire, his face 
lit up by the fire of his ambition, is suddenly interrupted. The 
angel of death touches him as with uplifted hand he aims to 
strike another blow. ‘Transfixed he stands and turns to meet 
his fate; dauntless, yet with the anguish of the hour struggling 
for the mastery; brave, yet with the awful thought of buried 
hopes, of broken plans, of blasted ambitions pictured in his sad- 
dened eye and quivering lip. 

How well that typifies those who have made the supreme 
sacrifice in this war. Not one only but thousands of brave 
young hearts whose uplifted hands were busy carving out their 


angel of death touch with his cold, inexorable hand. 

And so our hour of victery is saddened by its awful cost. 
We strive to strike a pon, but it wanes into a dirge. We 
strive to remember only the gallant array, with banners flying 
and armor bright, but we can not forget the gaps in the ranks. 
We strive to think of the hero as he leads the column “ over the 
top” to glorious victory, but our thoughts will turn, in spite 
of us, to that dear one whom the dumb turf wraps in its mantle 
of silence “ somewhere in France.” But it is said, “ No bar of 
endless night exiles the brave.” And to us now they stand 
transfigured in the halls of memory, secure from change, beau- 
tiful forevermore, and with the light of the eternal morning in 
their eyes. 

Mr. Speaker, we shall not be worthy of our position as Ameri- 
can representatives unless we shall from such remembrances 
feel a deeper love for the country for which they gave their 
lives and a greater feeling of responsibility for the trust im- 
posed on us that we may make and keep it ever worthy of their 
sacrifice. 

For the youth they gave and the blood they gave, 
For the strength that was our stay, 

For every marked or nameless grave 
On the steel-tern Flanders way, 


We who are whole of body and soul, 
We bave a debt to pay. 


For the youth they gave and the bleod they gave, 
We must render back the due ; 

lor every marked or nameless grave 
We must pay with a service true; 

Till the scales stand straight with even weight 
And the world is a world made new. 

[ Applause. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin]. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, our soldiers were drawn from the 
body of a brave and mighty people. They represented the 
vigorous and intrepid manhood of America. An Ohio boy who 
came to Camp Sheridan, in my State, was the chauffeur of a 
wealthy young man in Cleveland, but in the great army of 
demoeracy he became the captain of his fermer employer, then 
a private in the ranks. Our soldiers were the soldiers of the 
people. The story of the American soldier’s advent inte war 
and his brilliant triumph in battle reads like a thrilling romance, 
I saw him turn from the peaceful pursuits of life, bid father 
and mother good-by, don the uniform of his country, and em- 
bark upon a sea thick with deadly mines and murderous sub- 
marines. And there he stood undaunted, with the light of 
battle in his eye, proud to be the guardian of American liberty. 
[Applause.] It is well and fitting for us to pay the tribute of 
our love to the boys who met the supreme test of their day 
and staked their lives to preserve American liberty. 

Peter the Hermit, addressing the Crusaders to the Holy Land, 
said: 

Brave knights, remember the deeds of your ancestors. 

Edmund Burke said: 

They who care nothing for the deeds of their ancestors need not look 
forward to the doings of their posterity. 

Mr. Speaker, we love the records of our people. We point 
with pride to their doings in the drama of history. The courage 
displayed by the soldier in battle represents the character and 
courage of the people at home. We are not only satisfied with 
the conduct of our boys on the battle fields of France, but we 
are proud to claim them as our representatives and happy to 
have the world judge us by the record that they have made. 
[Applause.] I shall never forget the spring of. 1918, when the 
Germans were blasting and burning their way toward Paris. 
We dreaded to see the headlines in the newspapers. The Ger- 
mans were advancing and driving back the Allied Armies. The 
only doubts and misgivings that we ever had arose from the 
fear that Germany would break through the lines before our 
boys could reach the battle front in France, but when we 
learned that they were there we breathed a sigh of relief and 
looked forward with perfect confidence to the day when they 
would strike the decisive blow and it would all be over “ over 
there.” [Applause.] 

Gentlemen, in the darkest hour of the world’s history our 
boys teok our flag and crossed the sea. It became the bow of 
promise and the bow of hope to the war-worn armies of our 
Allies. They turned to the American soldier as did the Israelites 
of old to Aaron to stretch forth the healing rod and give the 
land deliverance. [Applause.] Fathers and mothers, weeping 
over their sons dead in battle, praised and hugged the flag of 
our country; their daughters, living in dread and fear of the 
brutal Hun, kissed and caressed its sacred folds. [Applause.] 
Aye, the mothers of France and their daughters kissed the rifle 
barrels of our soldiers and with tears streaming down their 
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faces said, “ You will save us; won’t you?” [Applause.] And 
our brave boys, thinking of home, mother, sister, wife, and 
sweetheart, looked into the sad and sorrowful faces of these 
heroie and long-suffering women of France and said, “ Yes; we 
will drive out the murderers or die in the attempt.” [Applause.] 

Our brave boys unfurled Old Glory against an army whose 
mighty forebears had conquered imperial Rome. They carried 
it against an army whose seasoned warriors had driven back 
for three years the mighty armies of the people of Napoleon 
and Wellington. And from their first baptism of fire to their 
victorious march toward Berlin through the gates of Sedan 
they displayed a skill and courage in battle that sent terror 
into the ranks of the enemy and won for them the love and ad- 
miration of the civilized world. [Applause.] 

The President of France said of them: 

They flung themselves into the combat with manly contempt of danger 
and smiling disregard of death. 

[Applause. ] 

Marshal Foch, of France, said: 

These American soldiers ask nothing better than to go to their death. 

[ Applause. ] 

Sir Robert Borden, premier of Canada, said: 

‘ soe American soldier brought victory out of defeat om the western 
ront. 

{Applause.} 

This is the glorious record of the American soldier. When 
Gen. Haig said to his men, “ Your backs are to the wall. There 
is nothing to do but to die,’ and when the brave French 
soldiers were worn and weary and covered over with blood 
and sweat, fighting on but falling back nearer and nearer to 
Paris, the American crusaders of liberty—the marvel and 
miracle of the age—were hurrying to the battle front in France. 
[Applause.] 

The record of their service is radiant with heroie achieve- 
ments. And at Chateau-Thierry the night before that mighty 
drive Germany had marshaled the pick and flower of her army 
in front of the American line. Here stood the hitherto vic- 
torious Prussian Guard. They had rested for this occasion and 
were now in the pink of condition, all dressed in new uniferms 
to be worn in the march upon Paris. Germany had driven back 
the army of Belgium, of France, and of Great Britain, and now 
she desired to add one more star of glory to her crown before 
she ended the war in victory and she determined to break 
through the American line and defeat the American Army. Ah, 
that awful night before the mighty drive. The President of 
France was making ready to move the seat of government from 
Paris; men and women and children were fleeing panic- 
stricken from the city. The mighty drive was imminent. The 
world was on tiptoe. Our boys, brave, undaunted, and deter- 
mined, were ready and waiting for the morrow. [Applause.] 

In the dead of the night our officers went up and down the 
line and said to our heroic soldiers, “ Boys, you must hold them 
to-morrow.” And our boys answered back, “ We'll hold ’em.” 
Realizing that Germany would make the most stupendous effort 
of all to break through at that point, just before day our 
officers eame down the line again and said to our boys, “ You 
must hold ’em, boys. They must not pass.” And our brave boys 
answered back, “We'll hold ’em. They shall not pass.” [Ap- 
plause,] These were the words of the brave soldiers of the 
Rainbow Division and the brave American marines coming from 
every State in the American Union. [Applause.] 

The great day dawned. The mighty drive was en. Germany 
was bombarding Paris across a distance of 75 mileg with the 
biggest gun in the world. Her aeroplanes were dropping bombs 
on the city. German artillery was thundering on the western 
front. Bulletins from the scene of battle were going into Paris. 
The first bulletin to Paris read about like this: “ Germans ad- 
vancing, French fighting bravely but falling back. Americans 
holding.” Second bulletin: “‘Germans advancing, French still 
fighting bravely. Americans counterattacking.” [Appiause.] 
Third bulletin: “Germans still advancing. French fighting 
heroically. Germans in full retreat, losses heavy, as Americans 
advance.” [Applause.] Next bulletin: “ There are no Germans 
south of the Marne save the wounded and the dead.” [Ap- 
plause.] America had struck the decisive blow and had saved 
the liberty of the world. [Applause.] 

Brave soldiers, God forbid that we shall ever prove recreant 
in our obligations to you for you? heroic service to your coun- 
try and to the world. [Applause.] These men, Mr. Speaker, 
fought in the greatest war of all history. No soldier before 
them ever rendered service of such far-reaching importance. 
They stood not only between us and the overthrow of our 
Government and the loss of our liberty, but they saved the 
civilization of the world. [Applause.] They rendered a serv- 
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ice to mankind that will live until the sun grows cold and the 
leaves of the judgment book unfold. [Applause.] And where 
are they, the Hapsburgs and Hohenzollerns? Gone. They all 
are gone, Autocracy has fallen. The sword of the Kaiser has 
perished. Democracy is triumphant and God’s cause is march- 
ing on. [Applause.] All hail to our brave boys who fought 
for and saved civilization and liberty. [Applause.] All hail to 
the living American soldier, and all hail to their brave comrades 
who sleep in France where the poppies grow! [Applause.] 
Sleep on, brave soldiers; sleep in the mellow moonlight of our 
own proud memories. You have achieved the last supreme 
adventure, and you died in the noblest cause that ever engaged 
the services of a soldier. [Applause.] Sleep on until the glad 
reunion time with your brave comrades who survive; sleep 
till the light of eternity’s morning shall break beyond the 
mnystic mountains. Your names are preserved in the Vathalla 
of American fame and written in the Lamb’s book of life. 
[Loud applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Morcan]. [Applause.] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I heartily approve the resolu- 
tions offered by the gentleman from Wyoming, proposing a vote 
of thanks to the men who served in our Army and Navy in the 
Great World War. 

It is altogether appropriate that the Congress of the United 
States on this sacred Memorial Day should suspend its ordinary 
business and pass a resolution in recognition of the service these 
men rendered their country and humanity. 

Our soldiers, seamen, and marines are clearly entitled to the 
profoundest thanks we can express. They richly deserve the 
highest praise we can bestow. They are eminently worthy the 
deepest gratitude we can feel. 

They performed a service to their country under circumstances 
and conditions which commands our highest admiration. Their 
service was rendered in a great crisis—in a time of need, in an 
hour of danger, when all we had was at stake. In this critical 
juncture these men donned the uniform of their country, 
marched forth at the call of duty, guided their-country safely 
through the perils which beset it, and carried the flag to 
victory. 

It was a hazardous service which these men performed. It 
endangered their health, exposed their bodies to wounds and 
mutilation and placed their lives in jeopardy. In performing 
this service 71,000 died of disease, 230,000 were wounded, and 
50,000 were killed in action. But on and on they went, never re- 
treating, always going forward, ever advancing until the German 
Army surrendered. 

This service required personal sacrifice on the part of our 
soldiers. They left their homes, bid good-by to friends, rela- 
tives, fathers, mothers, brothers, sisters, and sweethearts. They 
closed their business establishments, relinquished positions, gave 
up employment, left institutions of learning, and lost opportuni- 
ties of every kind and character. Congress can not by any vote 
of thanks, nor can the American people by any expression of 
appreciation, compensate these men for the sacrifices they have 
made. But these brave men will, nevertheless, appreciate our 
kind words. So let this vote of thanks be recorded, and let us all 
in the future years avail ourselves of every opportunity, by word 
and by deed, to encourage, to cheer, and to honor these mea, who 
in an hour of public danger and at such great personal sacrifice 
rendered such signal service to their country. 

Furthermore, in rendering this service these men displayed 
extraordinary courage, splendid bravery, and sublime heroism. 
Above all, it was an unselfish service, freely given for others. 
So we honor our soldiers, seamen, and marines of the Great 
World War. We salute them as heroes, patriots, and bene- 
factors! 

ALL WERE HEROES. 


The vote of thanks which Congress expresses to-day extends 
to all the soldiers, seamen, and marines who served in our Army 
and Navy in the Great World War. We make no distinction 
between the men who were called overseas and those who were 
in training camps at home. They all manifested the same mag- 
nificent spirit, the same willingness to make, if necessary, the 
supreme sacrifice in the service of the country. But it was the 
fate, or shall I say the privilege, of some to be called abroad 
and to participate in those great battles which added so much 
te the glory of our country. These men fought with skill, in- 
itiative, dash, courage, and bravery never surpassed. They 
met every requirement. They failed in no particular. They 
demonstrated that the American soldier is the best on earth. 
They added honor, renown, and glory to their country. They 
earned the eternal gratitude of all mankind. They turned baek 
the tide of German barbarism and saved Christian civilization. 
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Through their unselfish, heroic, and noble deeds the torch of 
liberty and freedom will burn throughout ages to come with in- 
creased light and luster. 

THE FUTURE. 

We know not what the future may bring forth. May peace 
ever reign in this beloved country. May war clouds never again 
rise above our national horizon. But, whatever may come, let 
us never cease to honor the soldiers of this Republic. Any 
nation that neglects the men who have served in its army and 
navy and who have fought its battles thereby exhibits an in- 
gratitude unworthy a great, generous, patriotic people. 

The influence of the deeds which our soldiers perform will 
not end to-day, to-morrow, next week, or next year. It will go 
on and on forever. The country which they saved will remain 
the home of millions of the happiest people on earth. The flag 
which they followed and for which they fought will continue to 
be the emblem of liberty and freedom and a light to the people 
of every nation on earth. Through the service which these 
men—our soldiers, seamen, and marines—performed the Union 
will live, our free institutions will endure, the Stars and 
Stripes siill wave, and the good which these brave men did will 
abide with our people, and among all the nations of the world, 
until time shall be no nrore. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. [Applause.] 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, this is the greatest Memorial 
Day our country has ever known. For more than half a century 
this day has been sacred in our annals. Annually we have paid 
homage to the brave men of the Rebellion. For the past 20 
years we have added to their number the departed of the Spanish 
War, and to-day grouped with all those heroes, whose number 
of dead is increased as the years roll by, we add the nearly 
80,000 of our citizens who have made the supreme sacrifice 
during the World War. 

It is fitting that the resolution under which these exercises 
are being held does not refer solely to those who lie buried in 
foreign soil. Honor is due, and will be gladly paid, to the sur- 
vivors of all three wars for whom this day is set aside. 

The resolution rightly ‘includes those not actually in the 
armed forces, together with the mothers, wives, and relatives 
who sacrificed so much that victory might be attained. It is 
therefore very apparent that since the establishment of Memorial 
Day this one is the greatest and most important. 

We will never disassociate Memorial Day from its original 
object, but we can very rightly add to it the honors due heroes 
of later periods in our country’s history. It is very proper to 
act on the pending resolution, and Congress is the only place 
where the official thanks of the American people can be re- 
corded to the 4,000,000 Americans engaged in this most recent 
struggle between the nations. It was through congressional ac- 
tion they were called upon to perform their patriotic duty, and 
it must therefore be through our action that they shall receive 
due recognition of their services. I join most heartily with 
my colleagues in this body in voicing my approval of the pend- 
ing resolution. 

RECORD OF TWENTY-SIXTH DIVISION, 

Let me make special reference to some of the organizations 
in which Massachusetts was particularly interested, and a few 
individual men of whom there should be permanent mention in 
the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp. Together with all other sections of 
the country we take pride in the local organizations. I desire 
to incorporate in my remarks a brief summary of the statistics 
of the Twenty-sixth Division, taken from the official program of 
the parade held in Boston last month. 

The Yankee Division was organized in Boston August 22, 
1917, from units of the National Guard troops of the New Eng- 
land States and a quota of National Army troops at Camp 
Devens, Mass. It was trained at various places in Massachu- 
setts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island. It sailed from Hoboken, 
N. J., September 7, 1917, and landed at St. Nazaire, France, on 
September 21, 1917. For four months the division was in the 
training area and furnished details for various lines of work, 
making preparations for the large body of troops which began 
to arrive soon after January 1, 1918. 

The division took part in eight different campaigns, receiving 
its baptism of fire in the Chemin des Dames sector and using 
the first rolling barrage of fire ever fired by American artillery ; 
in the Toul sector, being engaged with the enemy at Bois Brule 
(Apremont) April 10, 12-13; Seipcheprey, April 20, 21; Humbert 
Plantation, May 27; Richecourt, May 30; Xivray-Marvoisin, 
June 16; in the Pas Fini sector, where the Twenty-sixth relieved 
the Second Division, the line running through the famous Bois 
de Belleau and the villages of Vaux and Bouresches, with the 
town of Chateau-Thierry a short distance to the southeast; 
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later in the Aisne-Marne offensive, the division repeated its at- 
tacks during the week of July 18-25 and netted a total distance 
of advance of 174 kilometers, freeing the towns of Torcy, Givry, 
Belleau, Epieds, Trugny, and Etrepilly; the Rupt sector, occu- 
pied prior to the St. Mihiel offensive; in the St. Mihiel offensive, 
attacking by a night march in order to occupy Vigneulles, thus 
effecting a junction between the American attacks on the west 
and south of the St. Mihiel salient; in the Troyon section, 
freeing the villages of Thillot, St. Maurice, Vigneulles, Vieville, 
and Hannonville, all of which held a civilian population that 
had suffered for four years under German occupation; the 
last action being in the Meuse-Argonne offensive, where the 
division was for 26 days continually exposed to severe artillery 
and machine-gun fire, finishing with a month on the famous 
Verdun front, which was a month of suffering and of glory. 

Either the division as a whole or portions of it were cited 
or commended 19 different times in American and French 
orders. 

It is extremely gratifying to me that the first of these cita- 
tions for any former National Guard organization was given, 
on April 26, 1918, to the One hundred and fourth Infantry, 
which contained four companies from my district. 

The division captured 3,148 prisoners and its total casualties 
were 11,955. 

It may be further noted that the first American to capture a 
German prisoner was Sergt. John Letzing, of Company E, One 
hundred and fourth Infantry, Twenty-sixth Division, who re- 
ceived the war cross. 

AWARD OF CONGRESSIONAL MEDALS OF HONOR. 

It is particularly fitting to refer to the award of the congres- 
sional medal of honor to two privates of the Twenty-sixth Divi- 
sion, and I herewith insert the verbatim copy of General Orders, 
No. 20: . 

The medal of honor was awarded to two privates of the 
Twenty-sixth Division in the following terms: 

HEADQUARTERS TWENTY-SIXTH DIVISION, 
AMERICAN EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 


France, March 8, 1919. 
General Orders, No. 2. 

The division commander is pleased to announce the award by the 
President, in the name of the Congress, of the medal of honor to the 
following-named enlisted men for acis of gallantry and intrepidity, 
above and beyond the call of duty, a in action against the 
enemy while members of this command : 

Pyt. (First Class) George Dilboy (deceased), Company H, One hundred 
and third Infantry. (Medal awarded Dec. 5, 1918.) 

For conspicuous gallantry and intrepidity above and beyond the call 
of duty in action with the enemy on July 18, 1918, near Belleau, 
France. 

After his platoon had gained its objective along a railroad embank- 
ment, Pvt. Dilboy, accompanying his platoon leader to reconnoiter 
the ground beyond, was suddenly fired upon by an enemy machine gun 
from 100 yards. From a standing position on the railroad track, fully 
exposed to view, he opened fire at once, but failing to silence the gun, 
rushed forward with his bayonet fixed through a wheat field toward 
the gun emplacement, falling within 25 yards of the gun with his 
right leg nearly severed above the knee and with several bullet holes 
in his body. With undaunted courage, he continued to fire into the 
emplacement from a prone position, killing two of the enemy and dis- 
persing the rest of the crew. 

Pvt. (First Class) Michael J. Perkins (deceased), Company D, One 
hundred and first Infantry. (Medal awarded Feb. 20, 1919.) 

For conspicuous gallantry and intrepidity above and beyond the call 
of Aaty in action with the enemy at Belleau Bois, France, October 27, 
1918. ‘ 

Pyt. Perkins voluntarily and alone crawled to a German “ pill box” 
machine-gun emplacement from which grenades were being thrown at 
his platoon. Awaiting his opportunity, when the door was again 
opened and another grenade thrown, he threw a bomb inside, bursting 
the door open, and then drawing his trench knife, rushed into the em- 
placement. In a hand to hand struggle he killed or wounded several 
of the occupants and captured about 25 prisoners, at the same time 
silencing seven machine guns. 

(Signed) Hiarry C. HALg, 


Major General Commanding. 
FINAL REVIEW AND PARADE. 

With thousands of other citizens of New England, it was my 
privilege to witness the final review and parade of the Twenty- 
sixth Division at Camp Devens on April 22 and at Boston on 
April 25. With these two events the brilliant history of the 
Twenty-sixth Division as an organization was brought to a 
close, but the memory of their achievements will be their richest 
legacy to all future generations. 

I watched those two parades with mingled feelings of glad- 
ness and of sorrow. Gladness that New England’s sons had 
so nobly acquitted themselves; sorrow that there lay buried 
in foreign soil so many of their comrades. 

The most impressive event at Camp Devens was witnessing 
an elderly man as he was escorted across the field and pre- 
sented to the commanding officer. All others were in uniform, 
he alone being dressed in civilian garb. Why this distinction? 


This elderly man was the father of Michael J. Perkins, and the 
commanding officer pinned on his breast the congressional medal 
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of honor which had been awarded his son on February 20, but 
which the father received for his son who lay buried “Over 
There.” 

The distinguishing feature of the Boston parade was the 
passing of the wounded soldiers in at least 500 automobiles, 
followed by a large white flag, with a golden star, having be- 
neath it the significant figures 1,730, the number of men of the 
division who had willingly made the supreme sacrifice and 
whom the division had left behind on its return to this country. 

The division returned to Camp Devens and was at once de- 
mobilized. Thus ended the glorious service and splendid 
record of this division, it having the proud distinction of being 
the first National Guard organization to be sent overseas as well 
as rivaling in brilliancy of record any other National Guard 
or National Army organization. 

Mr. Speaker, you readily can see my purpose has not been 
to render flowery praises to the Twenty-sixth Division but sim- 
ply to make their achievements part of our record in consider- 
ation of the pending resolution. 

New England also furnished another complete division, known 
as the Seventy-sixth. This division was only for q short period 
under fire but, like the Twenty-sixth, acquitted itself valiantly. 

Our men were, of course, scattered throughout many different 
organizations and in all places were found ready and willing 
to do their entire duty. 

TRIBUTE TO COLLEGE MEN AND WOMEN. 


New England abounds in educational institutions and I think 
we can do no less than make special mention of the gallantry 
and great achievements of the college men and women in the 
war. Almost at the breaking out of the war the training 
camp was substituted for the classroom. Every college can 
to-day be proud of the record of its undergraduate students. 

We have frequently read of the work done by the Smith Col- 
lege girls, young ladies selected particularly as physically able 
to endure the hardships of war service and splendidly equipped 
and supported by their college mates at home. 


WHITTLESEY AND “ THE LOST BATTALION,” 


I desire to incorporate as a part of the permanent record 
the services of one of the men from my district who proved 
himself an especial hero of the war. Lieut. Col. Charles W. 
Whittlesey, much better known as “ Go-to-Hell Whittlesey,” be- 
fore entering college resided with his parents, Mr. and Mrs. 
Frank R. Whittlesey, in Pittsfield, Mass. He graduated from 
Williams College and later became a practicing attorney in New 
York City. From there he entered the first Plattsburg train- 
ing camp. He was commissioned a captain and was later 
assigned to the Seventy-seventh Division. 

The special feat that he performed in holding out against 
strong German forces, which surrounded his battalion in the 
‘Argonne Forest, made him the idol of the United States when 
the cables bore the early reports of the wonderful experience 
of this section of the Three hundred and eighth Infantry. His 
reply to the demand to surrender was in three well-known 
words. 

Perhaps the story is most concisely told in the following ex- 
tract from an editorial which I give herewith: 

The bit of profanity in the story not even the most pious American 
wwould have deleted. To the “lost battalion ”—it was trapped in a 
hollow in the Argonne Forest—came a message, typewritten in the best 
German headquarters style: 

“Americans, you are surrounded on all sides. 
of humanity. You will be well treated !” 

Maj. Se the American commander, had no typewriter, and 
-his reply was verbal. The Germans understood it. There has probably 
;never been a terser response to an enemy sure of his prey and demanding 
capitulation. Whittlesey’s profanity pleased his men so much that 
‘their cheers rolled over to the German lines. 

s * But the battalion, with its rations exhausted, was provi- 
dentially found at last and restored to the Seventy-seventh Division by 
‘its American brothers in arms. ‘The beleaguered men would not be 
‘starved out; they would not be shelled or sniped out; they hung on 
with waning strength but stout hearts, their ammunition running so 
;short that orders were given to fire only point blank at an advancing 
;German. Day after day passed without relief. At last it came when 
|hope of rescue had been given up. * * * ‘The glory of their heroic 
'resistance can never fade. 

So to-day Massachusetts joins hands with her sister States 
tin extending its hearty thanks to her and their valiant sons. 
{From the days of the Revolution, Massachusetts has always 
‘been prominent in the martial affairs of the Nation. This war 
was no exception. The valor of her sons was tested and found 
true in war’s crucible. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UrpsHaw]. [Applause.] 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
the inspiration of such an hour as this is all-compelling. Vital 
and patriotic as are the demands of routine legislation to which 
we address ourselves every day, it seems, after all, that it would 


Surrender in the name 





almost profane the holy impact of this Memorial Day if the 
wheels of necessary legislation were to grind steadily on with- 
out our pausing as the grateful lawmakers of a grateful Nation 
to lay our tribute of love, and maybe of tears, at the feet of 
the living and the graves of the dead who offered their all for 
the safety of America and the freedom of the world. 

Frankly, I am yet just a bit under that feeling of repression 
which any brand-new Member of Congress feels when he has 
any measure of commendable modesty in his soul, and under 
this feeling of restraint I first declined when I was invited by 
his honor, our beloved minority leader, to have some part in 
the patriotic utterance of this hour. But I soon “ moved to re- 
consider ” when I thought of the fact that a declination in favor 
of the older Members might mark me as recreant to the first 
eall of duty; and if I know my heart I came here, as Henry 
Grady used to say, “ with a sense of consecration,” determined, 
in the language of the country-schoo! patron, to “sign for a 
full scholar” as a Member of the Sixty-sixth Congress. And 
to be right honest about it, Mr. Speaker, I plead guilty to the 
soft impeachment of loving to make a speech when I have 
something to say. I came by it naturally. My father, who 
was a teacher as well as a farmer, was a cross between a 
Frenchman, an Englishman, and an Irishman, and my mother 
was a full-blooded woman, and I just had to talk when I reached 
this mundane sphere. ~ 

Ever since that hour at high noon on the 4th of March, when 
I was born a Member of this historic body, I have felt that I 
would love for my first speech in this House to be an earnest 
plea for an all-embracing Americanism. No one who was pres- 
ent can ever forget that hour. When the swing and the sweep 
of the patriotic war songs were yet upon the audience, when 
we had sung “America ” and “ The Star-Spangled Banner” with 
a zest and a spirit it seemed I had never heard before, when 
that mighty audience had been electrified beyond the power of 
words by that wonderful voice in the gallery that rang out 
like a silver bell above the chorus of thousands— 

Turn the dark clouds inside out 
Till the boys come home— 

and then when somebody devoutedly called for a serious note, 
and Uncle Joe CanNnon—God bless him—sent the request that 
was a sermon from his honored gray hairs for us to sing “ God 
be with you ‘till we meet again,” and tears, crystal with the 
light of the skies, flashed answer in a thousand eyes, with many 
Congressmen not ashamed of this tender evidence of reverence 
and love, I was gripped and swayed and “made over” by a 
scene that will make me a better American forevermore. I saw 
Republicans and Democrats, who but an hour before had been 
glaring at each other, scolding at each other across party lines, 
now merged into one great American brotherhood of God-fearing 
patriotism that would have made the spirits of Washington and 
Lafayette; of Abraham Lincoln, the typical American; and 
Henry W. Grady, who died, as John Temple Graves eloquently 
said, “literally loving a nation into peace,” I tell you, my col- 
leagues, it was enough to make these enthroned and immortal 
spirits, “who rule us from their urns,” foregather yonder in 
the citadel of the eternities and lift new voice of praise and 
thanksgiving to the God of Nations! [Applause.] 

And I came away from the holy impulses of that high and 
ardent hour, determined that I would never make a bitter, 
narrow, partisan speech on the floor of this House. And while I 
am a Democrat, without apology, and know why I am what I am, 
and while I expect to stand uncringingly for the fundamentals 
of my political faith, I here and now declare, what every other 
patriot in this House must surely feel, that the cardinal plank 
of my congressional creed will be an unselfish stand for 100 per 
cent Americanism and an emancipated humanity. 

I indorse with all heartiness what I heard a great and good 
man say the other day—that he believed that the supremest need 
of this reconstruction Congress was a party armistice at least 
for the period of reconstruction legislation, a season when 
that intrepid spirit of fellowship that made young Democrats 
and young Republicans, scions of the bravest American sires, 
charge side by side up Vimy Ridge and up through the Argonne 
Forest against a common foe, may have opportunity here to do 
its perfect work as we build together for the future of America 
and the safety of all mankind. [Applause.] 

That was a high day in American fellowship, a new era, if 
you will, in the prophecy of upward-reaching humanity, when 
William Howard Taft, a former Republican President, and 
Woodrow Wilson, the present Democratic President, walked 
arm in arm on the platform in New York and blended their 
honest hearts and mighty voices in behalf of peace for a war- 
stricken, sorrowing world. What a splendid picture, if war is 
ever splendid, when the legions of liberty became the legions 
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of God as they fought side by side for the overthrow of selfish 
nutocracy in order that the nuptials of Peace and Liberty might 
be celebrated in the Temple of Happiness among the children 
of men. And how muci: more splendid, surely the Prince of 
Peace must see, when the emancipated, enlightened nations of 
earth shall Clasp their hands in a sacred covenant that swords 
shall be beaten into plowshares and spears into pruning hooks, 
while the hungry heart of a forward-looking humanity shall 
climb daily upward in subjective and objective development— 
Upward toward the better through God's restless tide of years. 


Inasmuch as many honest but mistaken Americans in both 
parties have forgotten the issues involved long enough, and the 
path by which peace was won long enough, to call for America’s 
President to stay away from the peace table during the most 
eventful crisis in the history of mankind, I find myself greatly 
inclined to ask these gentlemen, in all good fellowship, if they 
have forgotten who is the Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy of this Republic? And I would like to know if it is not 
the right and the duty of the Commander in Chief of the Army 
and Navy to go where the Army and Navy have already gone 
for the glory of the American flag and the battling legions of 
eternal right? [Applause.] 

And I believe, too, that we face the challenge of a new national 
vigilance for the proper guardianship ef that red-blooded Amer- 
icanism which we champion to-day. Because I believe with 
Emerson that America is God’s best national effort in behalf of 
the human race; because I believe that these American ideals 
should be kept pure and inviolate for all that they may mean 
to this Nation and humanity. I believe that in the reconstruc- 
tion guardianship of the fruits of our victory no friend of Prus- 
sian autocracy and no sympathizer with a godless and flagless 
Bolshevism should be allowed to set foot on American soil for 
a thousand years. This is not a narrow policy; this is simply 
a2 sane application of the doctrine of “safety first.” And for 
the sake of this “safety first’ I believe that the 10,000,000 
aliens in this country who have been content to seek their for- 
tunes under the protecting egis of the American flag, but who 
have refused to be assimilated by American ideals, should be 
dug up to the very last man and made to kiss the American flag 
that protects them or go back to the lands from which they came. 
{[ Applause. ] 

Thoughtful men are everywhere agreed that despite our 
baptism of sorrow, in which so many stars of service have been 
turned into stars of gold, America and Americans emerge from 
their part in the greatest war of history infinitely richer in our 
subjective life and infinitely stronger in the affections of mankind 
than if we had stood aloof while freedom shrieked and democ- 
racy wept and died. We have had the birth of a new patriotism. 
Time was when we looked upon the Stars and Stripes as a beau- 
tifully decorated flag, fit only to be given to the breezes on the 
Fourth of July; but now, since this flag has been dipped in 
human tears, drenched in human sorrow, and consecrated 
afresh by American blood, we look at our flag with a new devo- 
tion—often through “a mellow mist of tears *—as the insignia 
of a Nation’s hopes and the emblem, thank God, of freedom 
everywhere. We have had the birth of a new national sol- 
idarity. It can never again be “ North” and “ South,” as it 
used to be. Four boys in khaki stood on the sidewalk one 
night as I came down from my office in Atlanta. Throughout 
the war I have made it a rule, as many of you have done, to 
shake hands with soldiers on every side, and say to them, “I 
could not go to the front and fight, my boy, but I can give a hand- 
shake, wrapped up in a God bless you, to the boy who went or 
was ready to go for me. I shake hands with you for your 
mother and your country and hope you will be a soldier of the 
cross as we!l as a soldier of the flag.” 

And may I turn aside to say just here, Mr. Speaker, that I 
know but one thing more beautiful in all the world than the 
American flag; that is the American boy in uniform, who was 
willing to die to keep that flag floating over your home and 
mine. [Applause.] And I believe that the man who was 
“ready and rearing to go” is just as much a hero in spirit as 
the man who went over the top. 

But back to my boys on the sidewalk. “ Where are you 
from?” I asked of one. “Georgia,” was the reply. “And 
you?” I asked of the second. “Georgia,” came the answer. 
“And you?” I asked of No. 3. And with a voice as sharp 
as a knife blade he answered, “ New York State.” And the 
samme answer came from No. 4. And then I put my arms 
around them all as near as I could and said: “This is one of 
the beautiful compensations that the war has brought—the 
sons of those that followed Robert E. Lee and Stonewall Jack- 
son and the sons of those that followed Grant and Sherman 
fighting side by side for one common flag and fraternizing to- 
gether in a happy quartette of beautiful faith and friendship.” 
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This, Mr. Speaker, is the new Nation that we have to-day. 
And the last capstone in the temple of our new national fellow- 
ship will be laid in wonder and in joy—the wonder of the on- 
looking world and the joy of the children of all the gallant 
soldiers of the sixties who fought and fell on either side—when 
this Government shall declare that there shall be no longer any 
lines of cleavage between the loyal sons of “ Uncle Sam ”—that 
the same pension benefits shall be shared alike by the Blue and 
the Gray—for the fast-thinning lines of the soldiers of the 
South, “ grizzled, grand, and gray,’ have marched in unmur- 
muring loyalty for half a hundred years to the Treasury of the 
Nation and helped to pay the pensions of their victorious 
brothers—yea, and have proven the limit of their unfailing 
Americanism by giving their sons and their grandsons through 
two victorious wars on the altar, thank God, of our common flag. 
[Applause. ] 

And we have brought out of the war another great blessing 
in the birth of a new. world vision and fellowship, for we have 
learned that America can no more “ draw her immaculate robes 
aside”’ and live apart from the rest of the world than China 
could build .a wall around herself and live without national 
stagnation and international death. 

But if I were called on to pack within one sentence humanity’s 
greatest victory as the result of this war I would declare that it 
is a new discovery of the value of humanity itself. Through 
the weary centuries human life has been a chattel. A star- 
chamber session of kings and kinglets—a flip of a coin or a 
turn of the thumb—and nations, without warrant, without in- 
clination, and without consultation, have been thrown at each 
other’s throats before the rising of another sun. That day, 
thank God, is forever passed. And it is America’s proud boast 
and her priceless heritage that she has helped to. decree that 
never again shall small and helpless nations be changed over- 
night on the checkerboard of kings. But I believe, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen of the House, that the greatest compensation that 
has come to America’s inner life has been the birth of a new 
unselfishness and a new spiritual power. ‘“ Others,” “ others,” 
“ others ’—this is the new word in the American vocabulary. It 
has been written anew on the lintels of the American heart and 
on the burnished ceiling of the American sky. [Applause.] 

The sweetest story that has come to me among all the won- 
derful stories of faith and heroism that the war has furnished 
was brought by a wounded soldier fresh from France. He told 
my friend, Dr. W. I’. Powell, pastor of the First Baptist Church, 
of Asheville, of how a brave American boy had told him and his 
companions on the deck of the ship and around the camp fire 
in France of his last day with his mother in America—how they 
went together to church and sat together at the Lord’s table. 
Together they heard the minister say, again and again, “ This 
is my body broken for you.” And then that brave American 
mother said as her first-born went away: “It is breaking my 
heart for you to go, my son, but it would break it worse, far 
worse, for you not to want to go. If you must die in freedom’s 
cause, remember that your sacrifice is well pleasing to your 
Master, whose sacrificial death you commemorated to-day.” 
Over the top the brave boy went, and was shot to pieces in no 
man’s land, and was carried bleeding and dying to the emer- 
gency hospital, where Red Cross nurses and doctors supplied 
by your unselfish love bent over him with tender ministries to 
the very gates of death. And when one of the doctors came 
into the death chamber he smiled through his tears and said: 
“You can’t tell me—I know that that Christian soldier saw 
his Savior face to face before he died. And casting his eyes on 
His broken and bleeding form he smiled like the dawn of the 
heaven into which he was going, and said, ‘Lord Jesus, this is 
my body broken for you.’” 

Ah, men and women of America, rejoicing to-day in our 
blood-bought freedom, let us determine as individual units in 
our great new-born national fellowship, in our measureless 
mission to the sons and daughters of men, that if our soldiers 
were ready to break their bodies for us and for humanity let 
us be ready to break our purses and all our selfish ideals in 
order that America may be kept clean for them—for those who 
stagger back to.us maimed or blind, reaching out their hands 
for encouragement from the Nation for which they offered their 
all. We have learned that if it required a sober soldier to 
fight well it will require a sober citizen to live well, and this 
is America’s new mission to the peoples who have been set 
free. It was a high note, Mr. Speaker, in the address of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] when he declared that 
the cost of this war—this colossal task thrust upon an unpre- 
pared and pacific Nation—is all forgotten in -the glory of the 
victory that has been won; and to the sacred guardianship of 
the fruits of that victory we pledge again on this National 
Memorial Day “ our lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honor.” 
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This, Mr. Speaker, will be our most fitting, our most grate- 
ful, memorial of our heroic sons whose deathless valor we 
commemorate to-day! [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. [Applause.] 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I have been deeply stirred by 
most eloquent remarks made by my colleagues on this Memorial 
Day. I know you will pardon me if to my mind there comes this 
thought—that the best way to honor the dead soldier is to pro- 
tect the living, to take care of those who have been left to us, 
and those who are dependent upon the soldiers who died. The 
pay envelope of the soldier will be much more useful to his 
family if it has in it some of the coin of the realm and it is not 
filled entirely with glory. It is a beautiful thing and a due 
and proper thing to place flowers upon the graves of our dead, 
but it is up to the Congress of the United States in the next 
few weeks to provide flour and bacon and bread for the living. 
I trust it will not be improper to suggest on this sacred day 
the high duty that lies at the door of this Chamber to equalize 
and make just laws for those soldiers who have come back, to 
bring those back home who ought to be home, to hurry the con- 
firmation of the treaty of peace, that American soldiers may be 
brought back to American shores. In my city there are 600 
women who have sons or husbands in Siberia. You can do no 
greater honor to the men who died for this country than to 
bring back those boys from the country to which they were not 
sent by order of the Congress of the United States. 

One of my friends, Lieut. Alfred M. Barlow, who has just left 
* the gallery, decorated by medals of honor for bravery, who lost 
a leg; under our present laws, although he was a farmer and 
can never work at it again—under the law of compensation fixed 
by Congress he will enjoy the magnificent income of $7.50 per 
month. He was a volunteer soldier. If a man in the Regular 
Army, of the same rank, met with the same misfortune he would 
draw fifteen times that amount for life. Let us correct some of 
these things; let us pledge ourselves on this Decoration Day to 
satisfy the mothers of the boys who are buried over there. I know 
I realize: the heroic desire to those who wish to educate the 
mothers that it is heroic to leavé their sons’ remains over there; 
but, Mr. Speaker, human nature is the same the world over. 
The mother’s love wants her son’s remains brought back. It lies 
at the door of this Chamber to see to it that it is done, and that 
the son of the poorest mother shall have the same chance, and 
the same opportunity, and the same honor, of being brought back 
by his Government as the son of those more prosperous in life. 

There are 10,000 questions pressing upon us now; and may I 
not ask in this one minute that is given to me that we pledge 
ourselves within the splendid thought of my colleague who has 
just taken his seat and forget partisanship, forget everything 
but the actual debt that we owe to the loved and to the dead, and 
that the highest honor we can pay to the soldiers who made the 
sacrifice is to deal justly and fairly with the old Grand Army of 
the Republic, fhe Spanish War veterans, and the soldiers of this 
war who are left living with us? [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp]. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker. I am an American, proud of my 
country, its past, its present, and its future, for I believe it is 
now and is destined to continue to be the greatest force for good 
among all the Governments of the world. To-day we call from 
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reverence for the American soldier, living and dead, who has 
given of his service in order that liberty and justice might be 
preserved to his fellow men. 

This is Memorial Day, in which the beautiful custom of deco- 
rating with flowers the graves of our soldier heroes is observed. 

From the Southland, after the Civil War, over grave of friend 
and erstwhile foe, first came this expression of: floral tribute 
and rapidly did spread until now there is not a village, hamlet, 
or countryside which does not participate in the celebration of 
this national holiday. This year Memorial Day has a much 
greater significance than ever before, for not only are the great 
transports on sea hurrying to bring home to their loved ones 
the young men who marched in battle array in lands across the 
sea in order that our great governmental institutions might be 
preserved for us through all time and the sacred rights of 
American citizens be so firmly established that no monarch 
could question them even with the backing of powerful military 
forces, and in order that the very spirit of military oppres- 
. sion be crushed, lest in the end it crush us, a great free people, 
but also because overseas are sleeping in soil which should be 
ceded American territory the bodies of thousands of American 
boys who can never return to us in life, but whose services will 
be cherished throughout all America so long as its history shall 
endure. 
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By these our national life has been made rich and its richness 
in loyalty, unselfishness, and sacrifice acknowledged by the na- 
tions of the world. Wherever our flag flies to-day there are 
rejoicings and tears, but always appreciation for the gallant 
American man at arms who has never fought a fight in which 
he did not believe he was in the right. This for man and nation 
is the final accomplishment. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. FuLrer}. 

Mr. FULLER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it is quite superfluous 
for me to say that I cordially indorse the sentiments expressed 
in these resolutions. I think we are all agreed that the thanks 
of Congress and of the country are justly due to those who car- 
ried our flag to victory across the sea, and to all those at home, 
here or elsewhere, who aided in achieving the great victory over 
autocratic power and the rule of force. It is to be hoped that 
never again can the peace of the world be overthrown or 
ruthlessly assailed by an outlaw nation, 

It is quite appropriate that to-day, in these exercises, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who now occupies the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Hon. Royat C. JoHNson, should preside over this 
meeting, for he affords a striking example of the patriotic 
young men of America who gladly offered all for the honor 
and glory of the American flag. He gave up his seat in Con- 
gress to go out and take his chance as a private soldier and 
won deserved promotion from the ranks by reason of his 
splendid service, and we are all glad to-day that his constituents 
at home in his absence recognized his service and returned 
him to his seat in Congress. All honor to such as he; all 
honor to the young heroes of to-day whom we are endeavor- 
ing to decorate with flowers—of oratory. [Applause.] 

I feel that there is little that I can say that will add anything 
to what is embodied in these resolutions and what has already 
been said more eloquently than I could hope to say it in favor 
of the unanimous adoption of the resolutions ; but I am reminded 
that to-day is Memorial Day, a day sacred to all soldiers, living 
and dead, of every war, and wherever they may be, or wherever 
they may sleep in sacred ground. I just noticed sitting in front 
of me a little while ago the kindly face of our much-loved 
Chaplain of the House, who served as a private soldier in the 
great Civil War from 1861 to 1865. I thought I saw, from his 
expression, that his.mind reverted, as mine did, back to those 
days of the Civil War, when, in answer to the call of Father 
Abraham, the young men of the North rallied to the support of 
the flag and gladly volunteered to risk their all for the preserva- 
tion of the Union under the Constitution. I know our Chaplain 
was thinking that this was Memorial Day, given over orginally, 
after the close of the Civil War, to decorating the graves of the 
Union soldiers who fell in defense of the fiag. He was thinking 
of his comrades of the days gone by who had crossed over to the 
other shore and who had pitched their tents on the shores of 
that land from which none ever return. 

Memorial Day was first established by proclamation of the 
then commander of the Grand Army of tlie Republic in 1868, the 
gallant soldier and statesman, John A. Logan, who called upon 
his comrades to assemble that year and each succeeding year 
for the purpose of decorating with the choicest flowers of spring- 
time the graves of those who had given up their lives that the 
Republic might live. 

It is now more than 50 years since the close of that great war 
that established for all time the doctrine that the United States 
is a Nation, one and indivisible, and able to maintain itself as 
a great independent Nation among the nations of the earth 
under the Constitution established by the forefathers. While 
I fully agree to the well-deserved thanks of the Congress and the 
people to the young heroes of the recent war, and while I agree 
that nothing we can say or do is too good for them, yet I would 
not forget, and we must not forget, what we owe to the old heroes 
of the Civil War, who are facing to-day the sunset of life, but 
who in the years agone, before most of the Members of this House 
were born, carried the flag of this country to victory on many 
a hard-fought battle ground and saved and perpetuated this 
American Union. What does Decoration Day mean to us? 

WHAT DOES IT MEAN TO you? 


What does it mean, this marching past 
Of a few old men who are bent and grave? 

You have heard of the host that was proud and vast 
And = see the banners that brightly wave ; 
You have heard men glibly extol the erp 

Who endeared the Gray and honored the Blue; 
You have heard of the cause that was lost and won, 
But what is the lesson you teach your son, 

And what is the meaning of this to you? 


What does it mean, this trudging by 
Of a few old men who will cease ere long 

To march to the graves where their comrades lie 
Or to hear the cheers of the careless throng? 
But what is the lesson your son has learned, 

And what is the meaning of this to you? 








They offered all that the brave may give, 

Where the selfish prey and the timid pause ; 
Dearer to them than the right to live 

Was the right to die in their country’s cause! 

The crowd is granting them its applause, 
Thinking that thas they receive their due ; 

They have given much and have not complained, 

But what is the lesson your son has gained, 
And what is the meaning to you? 

What is the meaning to us of this Memorial Day that is being 
celebrated to-day in every city, tewn, and hamlet over the length 
and breadth of the land, and wherever the soldiers of the Re- 
public may lie, sleeping their last long sleep, either in the soil 
of the land for which they died, or across the sea where they 
fought and died in the cause of humanity; for more than 50,000 
of our brave young men, the flower of the land, are sleeping to- 
day beneath the sod of a foreign land, where they made the su- 
preme sacrifice? The meaning to me is just this, that, in the 
language of Abraham Lincoln, “ government of the people, by the 
people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.” [Ap- 
plause.] And, Mr. Speaker, I would add to that, for the purpose 
of making it more explicit so far as we in this country are con- 
cerned, so that it would read: Government of the people of the 
United States, government for the people of the United States, 
and government by the people of the United States, shall not 
perish from the earth. [Applause.] 

This is our country, established upon the doctrine that the 
people themselves are sovereign and have the absolute and 
undisputed right to dictate the form of their own government 
and.to maintain the same without foreign interference, holding 
friendly relations with the peoples of all the earth, but enter- 
ing into no entangling alliances with foreign powers, whose 
governments and interests are not the same as ours. I have no 
Utopian dreams of a great international government that shall 
control and dictate the affairs of this American Republic. I 
would not, if I could have my way, give my consent under any 
circumstances whatever to delegating to a coterie of self-elected 
men sitting around a table in some gilded palace across the 
Atlantic any single sovereign right that belongs exclusively to 
the people of the United States. The independence of this 
country was achieved by our forefathers through years of sacri- 
fice and war. It was maintained at the cost of the blood and 
treasure of our people in the Civil War. I would not yield that 
independence, no matter what it might cost to maintain it in 
the future. I am an American first and all the time, and I 
believe in the American people and in their right to self- 
government without the aid or consent of any other nation on 
earth ; and I believe that the will and the wishes of the Ameri- 
can people should in the future, as in the past, control the 
destinies of this Nation. 

Fifty-four years ago this month, after the close of the great 
Civil War, this city witnessed the createst parade that has ever 
passed down historic Pennsylvania Avenue, when our victorious 
soldiers of the Armies of the Tennessee and of Georgia, 200,000 
strong, marched down the Avenue in the great review before 
President Johnson and Gen. Grant and other famous men of 
the Nation. The victory had been won; the Unien had been 
maintained; rebellion had been crushed; but in the flush of 
victory there was grief profound that so many of the comrades 
of the marchers had made the supreme sacrifice and yielded up 
their lives on the battle fields of the South and that the great 
emancipator, Abraham Lincoln, had passed over to the other 
shore only a little while before that historic and victorious 
parade. On that occasion a great banner was hung across the 
front of this Capitol Building, and en it was this inscription: 

The only national debt we can never pay is the debt we owe the 
victorious Union soldiers. 

To-day I repeat that the only national debt we can never pay 
is the debt we owe to the gallant soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of past wars, as well as to those of the recent World War, the 
young herves who have added new luster to the American flag, 
and who on foreign soil have carried that flag to victory and 
gloriously upheld American ideals. I most sincerely hope that 
there may never be another World War or another occasion 
when the young men of this land may be called upon to offer 
up their lives in the cause of humanity or in defense of our 
liberties and our institutions. We must not forget that we have 
certain duties to perform here at home, and one of these duties 
that devolves upon us, the representatives of the American 
people, is to see now and for all time to come that no man who 
risked his life and his all for the cause of his country shall ever 
suffer want. [Applause.] In the words of Abraham Lincoln, 


we should keep constantly in mind our duty “to care for him 
who shall have borne the battle, and for his widow and his 
orphan.” We can not pay this debt to the heroes of this war or 


of any war all at once; it will extend, of necessity, through 
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years of time, and so long as the last one of the country’s de- 
fenders remains alive. But it is a duty that we should ever 
have in mind, and we should give particular thought and care 
now, not alone to our returning heroes of the late war, but also 
to the veterans of the Spanish War and their widows and or- 
phans, and to the old heroes of the Civil War in their declining 
years, and to the widows of those who have passed away. This 
is a sacred duty devolving upon Congress, and I believe that it 
will be faithfully met. 

We are glad to honor the young men who are now returning 
from across the sea to reenter the ordinary civil pursuits which 
they left when they answered their country’s call. Out in my 
own State of Illinois this has been a memorable week, for the 
Prairie Division has just returned, covered with honor and 
glory from its service in France, and the people are extending 
to them a heartfelt and cordial weicome. They have served 
their country with honor and distinction, and the people of that 
State welcome them home with open arms, tinged, however, with 
sadness for some who bear the scars and wounds of battle and 
for others who went away in the flush and strength of man- 
hood but who will return no more. 

Another event of note occurred in my own home town this 
week, when the surviving members of the old Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry held their annual reunion. 
These reunions have been held every year on the date when that 
regiment was mustered into the service, May 24. A few years 
ago there were usually several hundred survivors 6f that regi- 
ment at their annual reunion. This week there were only 21 
of all that number alive and able to be present. And so every- 
where the ranks of that grand army of the Union are being 
depleted year by year, and it will be but a few years before 
the last one will have fought his last battle and gone to join 
his comrades on the golden shores of the New Jerusalem. Their 
places will be filled by the survivors of the late war, who, fol- 
lowing the example of their sires, will no doubt by their future 
course win in civil life as they have in their country’s service 
the plaudits and approval of all, and I trust that they will see 
to it that the liberty and independence of this great country 
shall be perpetuated and continue forever and forever. 

I wish here to express more specifically than do the pending 
resolutions my own appreciation—and I know every Member of 
this House will feel the same way—of the splendid cooperation 
of the women of America in their voluntary service in promoting 
the comfert and well-being of our soldiers, sailors, and marines 
during the late war; to the Red Cross nurses and workers, to 
all those who gave their time and their services, freely and 
patriotically, they are deserving of all praise. The good they 
accomplished was beyond price, and they, one and all, who so 
served, justly deserve the special thanks of the Nation. 

And now in closing I wish to say one werd more for the old 
veterans of the Civil War and for the widows of those who have 
fought the last battle and passed over to the great beyond. 
They are all, or very nearly all, past the allotted age of man. 
Many of them are dependent upon the pensions granted by a 
grateful Government for the services rendered in the country’s 
time of need. In many cases the pensions now granted are not 
sufficient to furnish them with the ordinary necessities of life. 
This country is great and rich and powerful. It should do 
full justice to these old men and women. Their numbers are 
growing less every day that passes. I favor, and I hope Congress 
will favor, a minimum pension of $50 per mopth to every surviv- 
ing veteran of that war, and of $30 per month to every widow of 
a Civil War veteran. That would about close the chapter as to 
Civil War pensions, and I hope this Congress will take such action. 

But my time has expired, and I think perhaps I have suggested 
quite enough for the time being, and will only say in closing 
that to-day we have for our heroic soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of all wars but one sentiment: 

Cheers for the living, 
Tears-for the dead! 
[Applause. ] 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr..McKzrown]. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker ahd gentlemen of the House, 
a nation without its heroes or a nation without traditions will 
be a nation without history and without ideals. It is as a dream 
when we think back but a few months ago, after the declara- 
tion of war, when the Congress was called upon to pass the 
selective-draft law, when, after the great drawing had taken 
place here in Washington, we saw America’s young manhood 
answering the call of their country. They went with the deter- 
mination to accomplish the purpose for which they had been 
selected. They went without fear of the results. I stood and 
watched them as they gathered at the stations. There were 
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heart-rending scenes. I saw the wife cling to the parting hus- 
band. I saw little children kissing the father good-by. I 
saw them as they loaded onto the train and I saw it as it sped 
away from the station. I saw the waving of hands, and in 
many instances it was a fond farewell; it was the last wave of 
the hand. We heard them in this Capital as they came troop- 
ing through, with the enthusiasm of youth. We heard them 
yelling their hurrahs as they went through this city by the 
thousands, trainload after trainload. Members of this House 
heard them through the midnight hours, in the morning’s dawn, 
as they were rushing to the seaboard to take passage across the 
sea. We saw them at the ports of embarkation as they marched 
down and went aboard the transports, and to thousands of them 
it was a strange experience. Coming from the far interior of 
this great Republic, it was the first time many of them had 
ever looked upon the briny waters of the Atlantic Ocean. 
was a new experience to them as they went aboard ship for the 
first time, and I imagine there were heart throbs experienced as 
they looked out upon the ocean, as they passed out of the harbor, 
and looked perhaps for the last time upon the Statue of Liberty 
in the harbor of New York. The hearts of the American fathers 
and mothers went with them through their perilous journey, 
and watched as the days went by to see if they had arrived 


safely across, and the anxious fathers and mothers of the} 


country waited for the card which came back to say that they 
had landed safely in France. © 

To-day the mothers and fathers of the boys who sleep in France 
have a peculiar lonely feeling. Theirs is that feeling that can be 
only felt by the father and mother who have given up their 
offspring forever. This morning’s sun shed its beams upon 
60,000 lonely homes in America and thousands upon thousands 
of our Allies. There never was in the minds of the American 
people any doubt as to the outcome of the conflict. There was 
never any doubt as to what was to be the final outcome of this 
war. It did not make Americans tremble to see the reports of 
the onward advance of the Huns. America had fought before 
under great disadvantages and had fought under great trials 
and difficulties, but never since this Republic has been founded 
has it been the lot of these God-fearing people to go down into 
defeat. It has been given to us to hear above the battle roar 
the scream of the American eagle proclaiming victory. 

No poor word of mine uttered here can do any good to the 
soldiers who have “gone west.” No poor words of mine in 
eulogy can do the living soldier any good. The only way for 
American Congressmen to show their real true appreciation of 
the American soldier who has won this war is to walk up like 
men and vote for legislation that will do them substantial good. 
We have had enough of words already. [Applause.] The 
fathers and mothers of these soldiers made great sacrifices, and 
as was said by the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HEFLIN], we must look to the kind of men their fathers were to 
know the kind of men and soldiers they are. One of the things 
that has touched me deeply since this war has closed has been 
the fact that two sons of two distinguished Americans met in St. 
Louis to organize a great legion—the son of that illustrious man, 
Theodore Roosevelt, one of America’s greatest citizens, and the 
son of our beloved minority leader, ex-Speaker CHamp CLARK. 
These two men have joined together to uplift the American 
soldier and to bring his cause to the attention of the American 
people. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some little rivalry or 


envy now since the war is over as to who played the most im- | 
At present in the | 


portant part. Time will efface all of that. 
Army there is rivalry as to who should have this position or 


that position, and there are bitter feelings here and yonder in | 
individual cases, but time will efface it all, for the time will come | 


in this country when the proudest boast of its citizex ship will be 
uttered in the words ‘‘ My father was a ‘member of th2 A. E. F.” 

It will be the proud boast of the young men of America in the 
the future. Gentlemen, let me say that no monument that can 
be carved by the sculptor of Parian marble, no image that can 
be wrought by the cunning hand of genius, will be suflicient to 
record and perpetuate the memory of these men. They do not 
need it. They have already erected in the hearts of the Ameri- 
can people—not alone America, but in the hearts of all well 
and right thinking people in the world—a monument to their 
bravery, to their dauntless courage, to their self-sacrifice, that 
will live on and on and will live when time shall be no more 
and their long sleep is ended when the trump shall call us to 
the judgment bar. [Applause.] 

In the great drama of the war the illustrious sons of Okla- 
homa played their parts with such marked courage and bravery 
as to not only reflect great credit upon the new Commonwealth 
but won the admiration of the brave men of the world. 

The greater portion of the Oklahoma troops were in the 
Thirty-sixth and Ninetieth Divisions. Both divisions saw heavy 
fighting, and both suffered many casualties, 
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These divisions are returning to America, and the anxious 
fathers and mothers of Oklahoma and Texas are counting the 
hours until their returning sons will cross their thresholds and 
be at home again. The parents and loved ones of those who 
were left sleeping in the soil of France are bravely choking 
their sobs of anguish and checking their tears. of sorrow. 

To these latter our hearts go out in this hour of their bereave- 
ment, but in it all and through it all we can see a brighter side. 
I can hear the persuasive voice of Henry Clay saying: 

They were fighting a great moral battle for the benefit not only of 
their country but of all mankind. The eyes of the whole world were 
| fixed upon them. 

And the overpowering eloquence of Daniel Webster declaring: 

They consecrated their work to the spirit of national independence, 
and that they wished that the light of peace might rest upon it forever. 
They went, as Americans, to mark a spot which must forever be dear to 
them and their posterity. 

In my dreams I can see them dressed in glorious garments, 
wearing garlands on their brows. I can see them listening to 
the songs of the birds amid beautiful trees. I can see them 
lying down on beds of roses listening to the music of falling 
waters, and in the harmony of human voices I hear these words, 
“ Blessed are they who die for their country.” 

Mr. Speaker, among the 70 men who were awarded the con- 
gressional honors out of the 2,000,000 American soldiers in 
France, 3 of these were awarded to Oklahoma men. 

They were Samuel M. Sampler, of Mangum, Okla.; Lieut. 
George P. Hays, of Okarche, Okla.; and Corpl. Harold L. 
Turner, of Seminole, Okla. It is with great pride that I men- 
tion the name of Corpl. Turner, because he is one of Seminole 
County’s boys who fought along with her other sons in Com- 
pany F, of the One hundred and forty-second Infantry. Many 
of his companions lie buried near St. Ettienne, alongside the 
heroic sons of Lincoln County. It is there that the gallant 
Harrison and brave Matheny fell leading their men to victory 
in the face of tremendous odds. 

Their mute and silent resting places are marked by little 
wooden crosses, typifying that Christian civilization for the 
| preservation of which they died. 

In the words of Annette Kohn, let me conclude: 
“In Flanders fields, where poppies biow,”’ 
In France, where beauteous roses grow, 
There let them rest—forever sleep— 
While we eternal vigil keep 
With our hearts’ love, with our souls’ praycr, 
For all our fallen “‘ over there.”’ 
The morning sun will guild with light, 
The stars keep holy watch at night, 
The winter spread soft pall of snow, 
The summer flowers about them grow, 
The birds sing their sweet springtime call— 
God’s love and mercy guard them all. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop]. ; 
| Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, throughout the length and breadth of this land to-day 
every where— 





We will scatter flowers of kind remembrance 
Over the graves of our heroic dead, 

-And burnish bright on memory’s tablet 
The cause for which their blood was shed. 

This beautiful memorial observance was initiated at the close 
of the late Civil War for the purpose of decorating the graves 
and revering the memory of those who fell in that conflict and 
has grown in popularity with the passing years and has been 
extended in scope until all those who have fallen or died in all 
the wars in which our country has participated are likewise 
honored and revered upon this sacred day. Throughout this 
eastern country, in hamlet and in city cemeteries as well, 
wherever rests the remains of a Revolutionary soldier or a 
soldier of the War of 1812, notwithstanding the fact that all 
of their comrades and relatives, too, have passed beyond, some 
one places a laurel wreath in token of a loving memory. Like- 
wise in far-away Mexico, where our blood was shed for the 
benefit of a greater America and the extension of our civilization 
upon this continent, there, too, is reverence paid by some gentle 
and loving hand. Likewise to those who fell in the Civil War, 
whether they sleep amid the northern pines or rest beneath the 
greensward of the southern valley, some loving hand pays a 
tribute there this day. And so with those who fell in the War 
with Spain and in our various Indian wars. Now a new and 
greater significance is added to this sacred day, but what a 
mockery it will be in the years to come unless some affirmative 
action is taken by this Congress to see to it that those who rest 
in the far-away land of I'rance are brought back for their final 
rest here at home. One of the sacred promises which was 
made by this Government, that was made upon this floor and 
upon the floor of the other body, was that when this war was 
over and when this world strife should cease that the remains 
of those boys who fell in-action should be brought back to their 
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several homes. I know it has been stated by many that this 
should not be done; that it will be a gruesome and unpleasant 
task; but even if this be true, it should not prevent our fulfill- 
ment of promise and duty. 

Many will agree with Theodore Roosevelt and his good wife 
when they said, “Let the tree remain where it falls”; but 
there are thousands and thousands of mothers in this country 
who can not subscribe to such a sentiment as that, and our 
promise so sacredly made then should be as sacredly carried 
out now. [Applause.] By reason of a law enacted by France 
years and years ago it is absolutely impossible to take and 
exhume a body of any of our soldiers who were buried in 
France and bring them out of that country, and unless that 
law is changed those boys who are btried on French soil will 
have to remain over there. Diligent endeavor has been made 
by those in authority in our Government to see if some modifi- 
‘cation or repeal of this unreasonable law may be had, but up 
to this time the French authorities have remained like adamant 
and refused absolutely to change it by either repeal or modifi- 
eation. I can not believe that that country, for which this coun- 
try gave so much, will much longer persist in the observance 
of this law. I appeal to the mothers of France, I appeal to the 
fathers of France, I appeal to all those in authority there to 
remember that upon this side of the sea there are hearts that 
are aching like those that are aching upon that side. To-day 
throughout that country those who are living can go to the 
little green. spots that sepulcher their loved ones and in a 
measure appease their anguish. The fathers and mothers in 
America who so freely gave their sons are entitled to have 
that same holy privilege, and I think there is nothing that we 
can do that would add more to our respect for the living and 
the dead than to pledge ourselves to-day to the fathers and 
mothers of this country that we will see to it that their boys 
are brought back, and, if necessary, that some affirmative 
action is taken by the Congress of the United States to direct 
_the attention of France to the duty that she owes, not only to 
herself but to this country and the world, to remove the obstacle 
that now stands in the way. I was coming up the Avenue 
the other day and I met a funeral cortege. I supposed from 
the appearance of the troop of Cavalry that was with it and 
from the coffin draped with the Stars and Stripes that they were 
carrying with military honors some soldier boy of ours to his 
last resting place. I soon discovered, however, that it was 
a soldier son of Italy killed in an accident in Ohio. His re- 
Jmains rested at Arlington until the war was over and oppor- 
tunity could be afforded to have his remains taken back to the 
land that gave him birth. They should be just as respectful 
of our desires and our rights over there and see to it that the 
remains of the boys who did so much for them and the world 
are brought back to this country of ours, so that when these 
observances occur in the years to come that those who gave 
them may go to their several resting places and pay the hom- 
age that their glorious deeds and sacrifice has entitled each 
and all of them to receive. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes].- [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, in previous 
years this day was not very generally observed in the South. In 
the Southern States another day is set apart for memorial exer- 
cises, when the loyal women of the South decorate the graves of 
the heroes of the Confederacy and decorate also the graves of 
those Union soldiers whose bodies were not removed from the 
South to national cemeteries. On the day I left my home in Aiken, 
S. C., I noticed in the Baptist churchyard the graves of Union 
soldiers covered with flowers, placed there on the day previous 
by the Daughters of the Confederacy. And, my friends, I am 
told by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa, Judge Townrer, 
that it was such action on the part of the women of the South a 
few years after the war that gave to Gen. Logan the inspiration 
to initiate the movement to have this day, May 30, set apart as 
the Memorial Day for the Nation. But while there has hereto- 
fore been no general observance of this day in the South, I 
know that this year it has a new significance for the people of 
that section, for during the past year the sons of the South in 
common with the sons of the North have paid the supreme sac- 
rifice in the service of the United States Government. To-day 
the thoughts of the American people are across the sea at the 
cemeteries of Romagne, Thiacourt, and Le Cartelet, where sleep 
the sons of Amcrica who died that we might live, and the hearts 
of the American people are with those on this side of the sea 
who grieve for loved ones who will never return. 

Out of this cruel war this good will come, that this Nation 
will be united as never before, united not only by constitutional 
provisions, but united by the tie that binds—by the blood of our 
boys shed in a common cause. Evidence of this reunited spirit 
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I have seen in the county where I reside, whose people have 
followed the fortunes of the Pennsylvania troops trained in 
the adjacent city of Augusta, Ga., at Camp Hancock, with an 
interest second only to the interest evinced in the troops of our 
own State, and at Spartanburg, 8. C., where the people have 
ever shown an affectionate interest in the welfare of the New 
York division, which was trained at Camp Wadsworth, near 
Spartanburg. 

To-day the people of the South join the propie of all other 
sections in paying tribute to the American soliter, wherever he 
hails from, the living and the dead. But, my friends, while pay- 
ing tribute to the American soldier it is only natuial “hat refer- 
ence has been made by Members to the achievements of the 
soldiers from their respective States. 

On this day our thoughts naturally revert to home, te those 
people whose lives form so intimate a part of our own lives 
and who to-day either rejoice at the safe return of some leved 
one or grieve that he will never return. To-day the LKighty- 
first Division, composed of South Carolinians, is on the sea. & 
share the joy of those who anticipate an early reunion with 
loved ones serving in that division, and my heart goes out in 
sympathy to those who know that though their sons left home 
with that division they will not return, that their bodies rest 
in the cemetery at Romagne, in the Argonne Forest, where this 
division in the closing days of the war won imperishable glory 
for itself and for American arms. 

The sons of South Carolina went with another division, the 
Thirtieth, composed of National Guard troops of Tennessee, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina, and as long as bravery 
and gallantry excite the admiration of men and women, so 
long will song and story tell of the achievements of that divi- 
sion. In the fortunes of war to this division was assigned the 
duty of attacking the Hindenburg line in the early fall of 
1918. Brigaded with the veteran troops of Australia they 
went into that most sanguinary conflict with an enthusiasm 
and courage that won the admiration and the plaudits of the 
English Army. With machine gun and cannon in front of 
them, with death-dealing aircraft above them, and exploding 
mines beneath them, into battle they went. And the spirit of 
Lee hovered over them and the life of Jackson inspired them 
as they threw themselves into the conflict and smashed for the 
first time the presumably impregnable Hindenburg line. 

Mr. Speaker, I recently wrote to the War Department and 
asked for a list of the soldiers to whom there had been awarded 
the congressional medal of honor. This is the highest honor 
that can be bestowed upon an American soldier. I hold that 
list in my hand and it shows that while we had in France at 
the time of the signing of the armistice 2,000,000 men, only 70 
were awarded the congressional medal of honor. This list 
gives not only the name but the organization and home address 
of our heroes, and I know that my colleagues will pardon my 
expression of joy when I state that it shows that out of the 
70 medals awarded the American Army 6 were awarded to 
sons of South Carolina, who served in the One hundred and 
eighteenth Infantry, Thirtieth Division, a greater number than 
was awarded to any other regiment in the service of the Gov- 
ernment. [Applause.] 

The names of those six men I shall read to the House: 

James C. Dozier, first lieutenant, Company G, One hundred 
and eighteenth Infantry; home address, 524 Asnafrel Street, 
Rock Hill, 8. C. 

Richmond H. Hilton, sergeant, Company M, One hundred and 
eighteenth Infantry ; home address, Westville, S. C. 

Gary Evans Foster, sergeant, Company F, One hundred and 
eighteenth Infantry; home address, Inman, S. C. 

John ©. Villapigue, corporal, Company M, One hundred and 
eighteenth Infantry; home address, 1517 Lyttleton Streét, 
Camden, 8. C. 

James D. Heriot (deceased), corporal, Company I, One hun- 
dred and eighteenth Infantry ; home address, R. F. D. 1, Provi- 
dence, S. C. 

Thomas Lee Hall, sergeant, Company G, One hundred and 
eighteenth Infantry ; home address, R. F. D. 4, Fort Mill, 8. C. 

My friends, I do not recite these facts to disparage the 
achievements of other divisions or organizations of the Army. 
There is glory enough for all, and the success of any unit of the 
Army is the success of the American people. But I recite these 
facts that they may be recorded in the CoNGRESSIONAL Rrcorp 
and that the House and the country may know that these sons 
of South Carolina, carrying into battle that flag against which 
their fathers fought half a century ago, by their sacrifice demon- 
strated their devotion to this reunited country, and by their gal- 
lantry and bravery won the undying admiration of the people of 
South Carolina and, I hope, of the people of America. [Ap- 
plause.] 
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Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Sweet]. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, with- 
out disparagement to the soldiers of other countries, I do not 
believe that I am going too far when I say that the war just 


closed has demonstrated that the American soldier is without a | 


peer in the annals of warfare. 

When the Lusitania was sunk and American lives were lost 
the question naturally arose, Will the people of this country 
resent with foree this unwarranted .attack upon innocent babes, 
defenseless women, and noncombatant men of neutral nations? 
When American rights were being vielated and disregarded by 
aruthless submarine warfare ; when the institutions ef our time 


and the civilization of our age were confronted by an armed | 


monster whose armies were endeavoring to overrun all Exrope 
and subjugate its people; when terrorism seemed to grip the 


souls of the strongest men; when the Ameriean Congress on | 


April 6, 1917, declared war against the Imperial German Gov- 
ernment the question trembled on the lips of every lover of 


democracy and liberty, Will the great Republic defend itself? | 


Will it stand true to its traditions and protect the rights of its 
citizens on land and sea? 


be aroused from a lethargy of profound indifference to take part 
in.a war 3,000 miles away and build a fighting machine that would 


be the equal of or superior to the greatest fighting machine the | 


- world has ever seen? In short, can-a government of the people, 


by the people, and for the people meet this the supremest test of | 


the ages? What is the answer? 
Uncle Sam, like a mighty giant, awoke as from .a troubled 
dream, rubbed his drowsy eyes for a moment, straightened to 


full height, and girded his loins for the contest, while the fires 
of righteous indignation raged within his bosom and shook con- 


vulsively his majestic frame. Sublime manifestations of an un- 
conquered and unconquerable spirit! Indifference vanished, 


debating ceased, unity of thought and purpose beeame the watch- | 


word of the hour. The time fer action was at hand. 
The people of the United States—the children of liberty, the 


disciples of Washington and Lincoln—marshaled their hosts | 


and resources. When the Nation demanded soldiers we behold 
them coming from every Middlesex village and farm; from the 
workshop, the counter, and the bar; from the hovel.on the hill- 


side and the mansion on the square; from the cotton fields of | 


the South, the great prairies of the West, and from New Eng- 
land’s historic hills. 
of sea infested with submarines. 
gory fields of that great war. 


We behold them upon the 


Forest. ‘“ We are with them in the trenches running red with 
blood, in the whirlwind of the charge, where men become iron 
with nerves of steel.” We will never know what they suffered 
and endured; we will never fully realize the privations that 


they underwent and the perils that they encountered until vic- | 


tory came. 

We committed the flag of the Republic to their care and keep- 
ing, on foreign soil, and all that it represents—the flag that had 
never known defeat. They brought it back to us in honor, with- 
out a stain upon its folds, and in a blaze of glory. 
They demonstrated that a free people can and will defend them- 
selves when the principles of their institutions are jeopardized 
and the rights of the citizens are unjustly assailed. They settled 
the greatest question of all time in faver of the stability and per- 
petuity of free institutions. It is now an established fact that 


a nation conceived in liberty and dedicated to the proposition | 


that all men are created equal can and will maintain itself 
against all enemies, foreign and domestic. . 

When the war began the American soldier was an unknown 
quantity in Europe. When the war was over an admiring world 
paid homage to his daring, his perseverance, his initiative, and 
his courage. Before the war they said he would not fight. 
After the war they said there was nothing he could not fight. 


They said we could not transport an army across 3,000 miles of | 


sea. We did. They said we could not feed 1,000,000 men in 
Europe. We fed 2,000,000 men in Burope, and a part of the 
time the armies of those associated with us. They said our 


soldiers could not stand up against the trained soldiers of Ger- | 


many. We answered that challenge by annihilating the Prus- 
sian Guards, the flower of the German Army. [Applause.] 
When we entered the war the monarchies of Germany and 
Austria-Hungary were in the ascendancy. When tne war closed 
the thrones of Europe were tottering to their fall and their 
rulers were fugitives from justice, fleeing in disguise and dis- 
grace from the wrath and scorn of ‘their own subjects and ‘the 
hate and execration of an infuriated and outraged world. 
Instead of monarchies we behold the formation of republics, 


Can the people of a republic habitu- | 
ated to the avocations of peace and ‘the teachings of Christianity | 


We behold them as they cross 3,000 miles | 


We are with them at Chateau- | 
Thierry, Vaux, Belleau Wood, St. Mihiel, and the Argonne | 


[Applause.] | 
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Instead of the downtrodden and oppressed we behold faces 
beaming with the hope of better days to come. 

Instead of militarism we behold men returning to the avoca- 
tions of peace. We behold the spirit of freedom, with its gentle 
and impartial hand, marking out the nations of the world. 

We behold the principles of government for which Washington 
| and Lineoln contended triumphant among the sons of men. [Ap- 


plause.] 

The American soldier! He has honored us; may we honor 
| him. We must never forget those who fought in this Great War. 
The tumult and the shouting dies— 

The captains and the kings. depart— 
Still stands thine ancient sacrifice, 

An humble and a contrite heart. 
Lord God of Hosts be with us yet, 
Lest we forget—lest we forget. 

[Applause, ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I intended to yield 10 
| Minutes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Lea], but it 
seems he is not here. I suppose he is coming later. I now yield 
| 10 minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Taytor}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado 
is recognized. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, as I listen to the 
splendid addresses here to-day, exceptionally eloquent and 
| patriotic, there recurs in my mind the immortai address of our 
martyred President, Abraham Lincoln, on the battle field of 
Gettysburg: 

The world will little know, nor long remember, what we say here. 

But as leng as the human race endures upon this planet hu- 
| manity will gratefully remember what our American boys did 
| during this war. |[Applause.] 
| his is the greatest Memorial Day in all the history of our 
; country, and it is exceptionally fitting for ‘the Congress of the 
| United States to hold this memorial service on this Memorial 
| Day. Personally, I have felt for many months that we were a 
little derelict in not holding ‘these exercises sooner. I intreduced 

a resolution last September (H. Gon. Res. &2) providing fer a 
memorial session of this kind by both the Senate and House; 
| but there seemed to be no suitable opportunity te consider it 
during that session or during the short session last winter. 

You may all know that the English Government for hundreds 
of years has at the close of every war held a memorial session of 
the British Parliament. During this war they decided that 
owing to the sublime courage of her sons, the frightful -casual- 
ties, and the barbarous nature of the enemies’ atrocities it was 
appropriate to hold memorial services earlier and not wait for 
the close of the war. So, on the 29th of October, 1917, the Brit- 
ish Parliament held a memorial session to express the Empire’s 
| gratitude and commemorate the distinguished serviees and herv- 
| ism of the British Army and Navy. 

The little party of 10 Congressmen, of which I was one, who 
were the first to visit the western front, in October and Novem- 
| ber, 1917, were honored by being given reserved seats on the floor 

of Parliament to listen to those memorial exercises, and we 
| heard that marvelously eloquent memorial address of Premier 
David Lloyd-George, which will go down in history as one of 
the greatest addresses ever delivered in the world. It was in 
that speech that he paid that magnificent tribute to the aviators 
| as “the cavalry of the clouds.” I have here a cepy of the Par- 
| liamentary Debates of the House of Commons of that date, 
which is similar to our ConGREssioNAL Recorp, and, strange to 
| say, that address might fittingly be slightly paraphrased and 
delivered in our exercises here to-day. He referred to and com 
pared this war with the various other wars of the world. He 
referred to our own Civil War. He complimented the campaigns 
| of Stonewall Jackson and other officers and campaigns of our 
| Civil War, and then showed how really insignificant, relatively 
| speaking, all the wars in history had been, both in numbers en- 
| gaged, character of warfare, and results, as compared with thia. 
| war and the fiendish barbarity that our boys and those of our 
| Allies have had to endure; and, as he said then, it seems that 
when we consider the kind of hardships and the terrific condi- 
| tions which our men had to face it is almost unbelievable that so 
few of the survivors became insane. To see, or even read about, 
what our boys have gone through, days and nights in mud and 
water, engulfing quagmires and morasses, under a constant hail- 
sterm of terrific machine-gun fire and ceaseless thunderbolts 
from powerful artillery, it is a marvel that the delicate and 
sensitive mechanism of the human nerve and mind could endure 
them without derangement. 

But, my colleagues, it is not by words only that we should 
display our appreciation of our sons at this time and in this 
Congress ; it is the deeds that will hereafter count. We will in 
the future be judged by what we do, not by what we say. I 
sincerely hope this Congress and the membership of this House 
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will have patriotism enough and will be nonpartisan enough, be 
big enough Americans, to rise to the occasion and demonstrate 
to the world that we are worthy to represent such splendid 
young men as the millions we put into this war; that we are 
worthy to represent the greatest Nation on the face of the 
earth: that in this legislative restoration, readjustment, and 
reconstruction period we will measure up to the traditions of 
our splendid country; and that the boys may always have the 
feeling that we at home were worthy of the sacrifices which 
they made. That is what will count in the future. It is what 
we in Congress do during the next year or two in showing our 
appreciation, our ability, our patriotism, our courage, and our 
determination to measure up to what we ought to be and do 
that will count. The glorious dead of our country’s wars sleep 
with their duty done; ours lie yet before us. 

I earnestly hope that this Congress will not attempt to 
traffic in the blood of these boys by trying to make partisan 
capital out of them. That is the only danger I see on the 
horizon. I do hope that we will legislate as a great American 
patriotic legislative body should. 

There is one disquieting thought that comes to my mind—I 
do not know whether it occurs to others or not—but when I 
think of the period which President Lincoln went through dur- 
ing our Civil War and reflect upon the way he was misrepre- 
sented and mistreated and the contemptuous disrespect that 
was accorded to him during that time and realize the honor 
that has been paid to him by the entire civilized world ever 
since, with all due respect, I can not help feeling mindful of a 
not very dissimilar condition existing in some places at the 
present time. And when I see in the leading morning daily 
paper of this city—the Washington Post—this morning the 
President’s splendid message cabled by him yesterday from 
Paris to the American people published in small type in the 
central part of an inside page, with an insignificant heading 
and mixed among unimportant articles, I can not help feeling 
that possibly history may repeat itself and that hereafter the 
President of the United States may be accorded a great deal 
more consideration, distinction, and honor by the world than he 
is now being accorded by some people and some partisan 
papers in the superb and heroic work that he is doing for our 
Republic, for the human race, and for human liberty on this 
earth. 

I have always had a supreme contempt for narrow, vindic- 
tive, and disloyal partisanship, and I am going to here venture 
the prophecy that no man will make a creditable historic name 
for himself by traducing the splendid efforts or the name of 
the first citizen of the civilized world to-day. 

As no one else has referred to it, I am going to read to the 
House and into the Recorp the President’s brief cable message 
to the American people, as follows: 

My fellow countrymen, Memorial Day this year wears an added sig- 
nificance, and I wish, if only by a message, to take part with you in its 
observation and in expressing the sentiments which it inevitably sug- 
gests. In observing the day we commemorate not only the reunion of 
our own country but also the liberation of the world from one of the 
most serious dangers to which free government and the free life of men 
were ever exposed. 

We have buried the gallant and now immortal men who died in this 
great war of liberation with a new sense of consecration. Our thoughts 
and purposes now are consecrated to the maintenance of the liberty 
of the world and of the union of its people in a single comradeship of 
liberty and of right. It was for this that our men conscientiously 
offered their lives. They came to the field of battle with the high spirit 
and pure heart of crusaders. We must never forget the duty that their 
sacrifice has laid upon us of fulfilling their hopes and their purposes 


to the utmost. This, it seems to me, is the impressive lesson and in- 
spiring mandate of the day. 


Wooprow WILSON, 

[ Applause. ] 

And I trust the speech which the President is delivering to-day 
at the graves of our fallen heroes in France will also be inserted 
in the Recorp to-morrow. No human eloquence can ever do 
justice to their fame or describe the debt which humanity owes 
to the more than 50,000 of our bravest and best that are to-day 
sleeping under the soil of France. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel that I may again refer to President Lin- 
coln’s Gettysburg address, and say that it is for us, inspired by 
the illustrious example of our heroic boys, to carry on the noble 
work that they began and show ourselves worthy of the confi- 
dence that they and our Nation have imposed in us. [Applause.] 

We Members of the United States Congress have reposed in 
us a sacred trust, a trust for our heroes that are living and for 
those who have made the supreme sacrifice; a trust for our 
country and for human liberty; a trust for all humanity and 
for oll time. Upon us has descended an unparalleled and un- 
matched opportunity. We are temporarily to a certain extent 
the legatees of the world and the executors of Providence. It 
is lily earnest prayer that the Members of the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress will honor themselves and our country by loyally working 
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together for the freedom and happiness of the human race and 
the permanent peace of the world—the ideals for which our 
sons and comrades fell. [Applause.] 

Inasmuch as reference has been made here to the services of 
a number of individual States, permit me say that the State of 
Colorado, which I have for many years had the honor to repre- 
sent in part, contains less than 1 per cent of the population of 
the United States, yet out of the first 40 congressional medals 
that were awarded for heroic services during this war our young 
State received 5—12} per cent. [Applause.] So that on behalf 
of our Colorado boys I am supremely proud to say that the Cen- 
tennial State will in all future history be accorded a proud 
place for the loyal service her sons have rendered to our country 
during this World War. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. ANpDREWws]. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, we honor ourselves to-day by honoring the memory 
of our fallen soldiers, sailors, and marines. It is very fitting, 
indeed, that we pause in the midst of our regular work to engage 
in exercises of this character. I congratulate the majority 
leader upon the resolution presented, and I assure him that it 
will be to me a very great pleasure to vote for its adoption. 

As a few of us mingle here to-day in these exercises no doubt 
our minds go back to our homes, as we think of our neighbors 
and friends engaged in similar exercises paying their tributes 
of respect to the men and the women—the women, mark you, as’ 
well as the men—for the glorious victory that has been won for 
the civilization of the world. I recognize our fallen heroes as 
my personal benefactors. I recognize them as the benefactors 
of my country and of modern civilization. In this great war we 
have come in contact with boys and girls, men and women 
throughout the Nation, whose hearts have been turned with 
earnestness and devotion to the accomplishment of a great task. 
Note, if you please, the marvelous transformation of the thoughts 
and feelings of the American people in regard to the war. For 
nearly three years that war was a foreign question. Many of 
our people’ were proally and some were pro-German. They de- 
bated it among themselves as*a purely foreign question; but 
when the time came for our country to take its place in the 
great contest the American people with rare exceptions turned 
away from the thought that life’s greatest achievement was to 
keep out of the war, and directed their attention to the win- 
ning of the war for the American flag and the civilization of the 
world. [Applause.] 

Let your thoughts, if you please, drop into the lives.of the boys 
and the girls as well as the men and the women of the Nation. 
When the call came for American soldiers and sailors and ma- 
rines to enter the contest, our young men faced a serious duty. 
Almost intuitively they seemed to catch the measure of their re- 
sponsibility. That vision gave them a broader view of life. 
They saw the world in a new light. They realized that the 
interests of their own Nation and possibly the nations of the 
world rested upon them, and that their deeds would determine 
for all time the question of intellectual, civil, and religious 
freedom. As the boys went to the war and to the front, and as 
the call of the Government went out to the people of the country 
for war workers in the departments in Washington, thousands 
and thousands of American girls came hither promptly and 
eagerly to help in that work. 

It was not the amount of their annual compensation that 
prompted in most instances. Those girls felt that their coun- 
try had made a call to them, as it had made to their brothers, 
their relatives, and their sweethearts, and they said, “ We will 
volunteer for the war to help carry on the work at home.” As 
I have met them in large numbers here in Washington and else- 
where in the States, I have found the expression in their words 
and in their countenances and deeds that they realize that by 
helping in this war work they were coming just that much 
nearer to the boys. That sentiment on the part of self-sacrific- 
ing boys and girls alike helped the American Government to 
round out this great contest with unparalleled victory for liberty 
throughout the world. 

But what principle was involved here? What measure of 
power did they have at command? Whence did they receive it? 
The underlying principle in it all for our Government and the 
governments of the world goes back to the teachings of George 
Washington and Alexander Hamilton, national sovereignty for 
the American Union. When this doctrine was challenged by 
hostile guns in the sixties Abraham Lincoln and the boys in 
blue carried it to victory, and to-day by virtue of that triumph 
we have 48 States, more than 100,000,000 of people, and almost 
countless billions of wealth behind the Government of the 
United States that enabled us to. win this victory, destroy 
monarchy, and preserve representative government throughout 
the world. Whenever President Wilson wields the power of 
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the American Government in guiding the Army and Navy and 
that great civic force in the lines of diplomacy he is wielding a 
pewer transmitted to him by Abraham Lineoln and the boys: in 
blue; and, thank God, we have one country, one Union, one 
Constitution, and one flag: waving overall: [Applause.] 

In all this broad field of activity and thought I hope we can 
see the uniforms of the men of' the Revolutionary period, of the 
period’ of the Civil War, and the uniforms of the men of this 
great war drawing the hearts of the American people together, 
so that the Southland and the Northland, the Eastland and the 
Westland make an American land, “one and inseparable” for- 
ever; and to that high achievement we dedicate our thoughts, 
our deeds; and our lives, to do justice to the men whose uniform 
graces: our gathering to-day, and to whom this and subsequent 
Congresses shall carry in faitttful devotion those reeognitions 
that their brilliant service merits and'our duty demands. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Our country must be thoroughly Americanized. But what 
transforming and unifying power’can possibly bring all of these 
divergent opinions,. characters, customs, religions, and politics 
into a unity of purpose and action to build one nation out of 
the nations of the world? Mrs. Andrews and I observed an 
incident in Boston in 1908: that answered this question in part. 
One Sunday afternoon we attended an open-air concert on the 
Boston Common. Some twelve or fifteen thousand people were 
present. About three-fourths of them seemed to have been bern 
under foreign flags. Whole families were there together, happy, 
cheerful, and well dressed.. They enjoyed the program and 
cheered heartily at times. Just.as they were dispersing the band 
began unexpectedly to play the Star-Spangled Banner. In- 
stantly hats were removed and the whole audience stood like 
an army. at attention until the music ceased. Then they cheered 
and cheered to the echo. The newcomers seemed to be the most 
enthusiastic.. Why? Why? Why? Because they had a keen 
realization of the splendid opportunities they have here as com- 
pared with the meager earnings in their native countries. They 
know what this flag means for them and their children. That 
spirit made the colonists one and enabled them to build one 
nation out of the nations of the world. 

This is not only the unifying power, but it is also the saving 
power of the American Republic. It goes a long distance in the 
solution of the vexed question of immigration and also in the 
thorough Americanization of the citizenship of our country. 
Thus it is not necessary to teach the doeetrine of hate on the 
part of any man toward the land of his birth or the flag under 
which he was born: Do you recall the old homestead on which 
you played with your brothers and sisters in the days of your 
childhood? Do you remember about wading the brook yonder, 
and does your body now feel the thrill from the water? Did you 
gather flowers and bring them to mother and receive the priceless 
benediction of her smiles? Did you go out into the woods and 
sit under the trees and listen to the songs of the birds? Forget 
the old homestead? No, no, no! Never, never, never! 

How dear to this heart. are the scenes of my childhood, 
When fond recollection presents them to view— 

The orchard, the meadow, the deep-tangled: wildwood, 
And every lov’d spot which my infancy. knew. 

But regardless of the land of our birth; we must insist most 
emphatically upon the doctrine of unwavering loyalty on the 
part of every American citizen to the Government and flag of 
the United States of America. 

My country, our country, the country of all the world, and 
as the struggling millions:of the earth see our flag how can tliey 
refrain from saying: with us: 

My country, ’tis of thee, 
Sweet land of liberty; 

Of thee I sing: , 
Land where my fathers died, 
Land of the pilgrims’ pride, 
From every mountain side 

Let freedom ring— 

Now, henceforth, and forever. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10: minutes to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr, Hasrmes]. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker; I heartily favor thisreselution 
and commend the Congress for considering it on Memorial Day. 
I am sure that every Member will be glad to give it his support: 

After the adjournment of Congress last March, in company 
with other Members of Congress, I went to Europe. I had voted 
for the resolution declaring that a state of war existed with 
Germany and all the laws and appropriations necessary to carry. 
it on, and to that extent I felt my: responsibility. 

Everybody now recognizes the fact that war with Germany 
was unavoidable. After the sinking of the Lusitania, on May 7, 
1915, upon which there were 115 American citizens: who went to 
a watery grave, we tried to adjust our differences through diplo- 
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matie channels. Germany reluctantly agreed to observe tle 
rules of international law. She discontinued the killing of our 
citizens in her submarine warfare until January 31, 1917, when 
we’ were notified that the next day it would be renewed. Ship 
after ship to the number of 1,276 merchant vessels were sunk, 
of which 425 were under neutral flags. Fifteen of them were 
flying the-flag of the United States, and a total of 226 American 
lives were sacrificed. Not only were our international rights 
violated on the sea, but intrigues were sought to be entered into 
with Mexico and Japan, to:-embroil us in wars with our sister 
Republic to the south and our ally in the Orient. Germany 
promised as a reward a part of the States of Texas, New Mexico, 
and Arizona. In addition innumerable acts of sabotage were 
committed, in which bridges, machinery, and manufacturing 
plants: were destroyed throughout the United States. Many 
millions of dollars were expended in this country in propaganda 
work, through the press; public speakers, and secret agents, in an 
effort to create sentiment favorable to Germany and to prevent 
our Nation entering the war. There was no other course for a 
self-respecting nation to pursue, except to pass the resolution 
approved April 6, 1917. 

The Germans had been preparing for war for 25 years and 
thought they were destined to rule the world. Hence the open- 
ing of the war had been prearranged. The German Emperor 
was conveniently away from his country sailing around Norway. 
The Russian ambassador was temporarily absent from Vienna, 
and President Poincaire was away from France. They were 
unaware of the treachery being practiced: The time was opper- 
tune for Germany to strike. Germany did not believe that Eng- 
land would enter the war, or that if she did that she would enter 
it in time to save France. Germany expected to overrun France 
and conquer that nation within 30 days. With her navy in- 
creased by adding the French battleships and Russian fighting 
ships, she expected to successfully match England in a second 
war. With that concluded, her third war was to be with the 
United States, and if successful she planned to dominate the 
entire civilized world. 

We were anxious to see what had been aceomplished in France 
and to visualize as far as possible the expenditures of the vast 
sums of money appropriated by our Government. We wished to 
gain first-hand knowledge for ourselves, as best we could, re- 
garding how the money was used. We wanted to assist our 
soldiers in every way possible in getting them speedily returned 
liome. They felt that the object for which they had been sent 
across the sea had been attained, and they desired to return to 
their homes and civil pursuits. We impressed this as earnestly 
as we could upon every general we met in France and upen 
every American official who had anything to do with bringing 
the American troops back to the United States. We took the 
matter up with the Secretary of the Navy, who accompanied us 
across the Atlantic; Gen: Helmick, whom we met at Brest; Gen. 
Reed; at Le Mans; Gen. Harbord, at Tours; Gen. Pershing, at 
Chaumont; and President Wilson, in Paris: Two hundred and 
ninety-seven thousand soldiers were returned to the United 
States in April and 320,000 in May, leaving about 630,000 to be 
brought back, of whom it is expeeted 330,000 will be returned in 
June and'the remainder in July and August. 

We also wished to study the lessons of the war and the things 
that would be of assistance to us in the enactment of reconstruc- 
tion legislation. We were particularly desirous of making in- 
quity as te what legislation, if any, would be necessary to dis- 
pese of the vast amount of property which we had in France; 
what legislation is needed to aid our soldiers to return to civil 
pursuits; what beneficial legislation should be enacted for the 
direct benefit of the soldiers; what legislation the other countries 
had enacted ; and such other information as would be helpful in 
the enactment of laws for the return or control of public utilities. 

Then; of course, we went to view the battle fields of Europe, 
hallowed by the blood: of our brave boys, who died for the cause 
of humanity and the ideals of our country. 

With these: general purposes-in view, we left New York and 
the lights of western civilization on March 15, 1919, on board the 
S. S. Leviathan, which was formerly the S. S. Vaterland, 
built by the Germans. It is the largest ship afloat, being 954 
feet long, which is longer than the Capitol Building of our Na- 
tion. It had only made ‘one round trip across the oeean and was 
on this side of the Atlantic when war broke out in 1914, where 
she was interned. 

We landed at Brest on March 23, where we were met by Gen. 
Helmick and by Gen. Butler, in charge of Camp Pontanezen. 
Brest is located upon the extreme western point of France and 
lies south of the western coast of England. It has a harbor 
where the largest ships may enter, and has been utilized by us 
as an embarkation point. The condition of the camp had been 
severely criticized, but when we reached there we found it in 
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as good shape as the weather would permit. It. rained 335 
days last year at that point. At the present time all the tents 
are floored and ditched about. They have stoves in them and 
are connected one with another by board walks. It was rain- 
ing when we reached there and it was raining the next day when 
we left. It was raining when we returned there several weeks 
later. It is our belief that under the splendid management of 
Gen. Butler this camp is in as good condition as the rainy 
climate will permit. 

Through the courtesy of Army officials we went by automo- 
biles over the western part of France, visiting Rennes and the 
replacement camp at Le Mans, where we met Gen. Reed. We 
went to Tours then. It is the headquarters of the service of 
supply and is in charge of Gen. Harbord, whom we met and 
with whom we discussed at length the movement of supplies 
and the handling of soldiers to and from the embarkation port. 
From there we went to Gievres, the base of supplies. It is 
under the control of Col. C. J. Symonds, a very efficient officer. 
He courteously showed us over the entire camp, an immense 
space built up with warehouses. We stopped for the night at 
Orleans, which is a beautiful city. Joan of Are delivered it 
with her army on May 8, 1429, from the English. She was later 
tried and convicted, through treachery and jealousy, and exe- 
cuted by the English. 

After seeing Paris for a few days we left by automobile for 
the American battle front, which carried us through Belleau 
Wood and Chateau-Thierry. We passed through Rheims, where 
the great cathedral was destroyed, and remained overnight at 
Chalons, where Attila, at the head of the Huns, was defeated 
in 450 A. D., resulting in the saving of Paris. Our trip then 
took us over the battle front known as the Argonne Forest, the 
most difficult battle in which our troops were engaged. We 
crossed Hill 304 and Dead Man’s Hill, places familiar to Amer- 
ican soldiers. We ate lunch at Verdun, on the Meuse River. 
This place is strongly fortified with forts on the hills, by outer 
walls, and by moats. It has a citadel in which ten or fifteen 
thousand soldiers may be housed. It is also protected by the 
Meuse River. Verdun was besieged by the Germans for four 
years, but did not fall. 

We spent an afternoon upon the St. Mihiel salient, remaining 
overnight at the Moraign farmhouse, not far from Metz. We 
went through the border manufacturing city of Longwy, which 
the Germans entered in the early part of the war, and which 
was held by them when the armistice was signed. Then we 
went through Luxembourg, which is a beautiful country, about 
the size of the average county in the United States. Our jour- 
ney took us through Treves (Trier), an ancient, historic, forti- 
fied city, and then through Bernkastel, on the Moselle River, 
where we had lunch with Gen. Martin. This is a fine section of 
country, largely devoted to the raising of grapes. We crossed 
over the divide into the Rhine Valley and entered Coblenz, 
which is the headquarters of the American army of occupa- 
tion. Gen. Dickman was in command at that time and had 
240,000 American soldiers in the occupied area. All the ex- 
pense of keeping this army is being paid by Germany, including 
the monthly salaries of our soldiers and officers. Coblenz is on 
the west side of the Rhine and is strongly fortified, with a fort 
upon a commanding point on the east side. It is also located 
in the bend of the river, which is a natural defense. 

We visited the city of Cologne, about 75 miles up the river, 
and on our way took luncheon at Bonn, which is the site of 
one of the great German universities. We went to this occu- 
pied section because we were anxious to see and interview as 
many of our troops as possible, and also to learn as much about 
conditions in Germany as we could. This stretch of country had 
not been touched by the war and, of course, was in a fine state 
of preservation. The farms are being cultivated, and from all 
outward appearances the people were well clothed and fed. 
Upon inquiry, however, we were told that food prices were ex- 
ceptionally high, and that the poor back in the interior were 
in a distressful condition and unable to get fats and other nour- 
ishing foods. 

On our return trip we went through Bar-le-Duc, which is a 
railroad center, and through which much of our supplies were 
shipped. At Chaumont, the headquarters of Gen. Pershing, we 
discussed with him at length and with members of his staff 
conditions in France and everything connected with the war— 
the various battles in which our soldiers were engaged, his diffi- 
culties, and his triumphs. He is a fearless soldier, a fine gen- 
tleman, 2 man of great capacity, and an excellent executive, as 
well as a splendid military officer. In response to our sugges- 
tions, he indicated that our soldiers would be returned to the 
Unite:| States as early as conditions would permit and as soon 
as ships could be secured, 
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We returned to Paris by the way of Troys, Tonnerre, and 
Frogny, where we saw four or five hundred Oklahoma boys be- 
longing to the Thirty-sixth Division, who were billeted in that 
vicinity. They were all well cared for, well clothed, and. well 
fed, with ruddy complexions. They appeared to be in the very 
best of health. We were proud of these manly men, the mili- 
tary representatives of the greatest and grandest Republic be- 
neath the stars. I am glad to say to the fathers and mothers 
of America that we saw nothing to criticize in the conduct of 
any of them, and we were glad that they were from our State 
and Nation. 

After remaining a few days in Paris, where we called upon the 
American ambassador and President Wilson, and spent a few 
days visiting the libraries, museums, Government buildings, the 
grave of Lafayette, and other places of public interest, includ- 
ing Versailles, a suburb of Paris, where the peace delegates are 
now in session, and where the treaty with Great Britain ending 
the Revolutionary War was signed, we started up to the north- 
ern front, held by the French, English, and Belgians, Our route 
earried us through Arras and Lens, a city of about 25,000, in 
which there is not a single house standing intact. We went over 
Vimy Ridge, upon which there is no sign of human life. The 
wreck and devastation is complete. For miles in that immediate 
vicinity we passed ruined cities and towns with not a single 
house standing. The entire country was covered with shell 
holes, and not a human being lived there. We saw only soldiers 
here and there guarding property. 

Going north through Lille we passed east through Ath and 
Tournai to Brussels, in Belgium, which is a beautiful city, with 
approximately 800,000 people. It was occupied by the Germans 
in the early part of the war and was not attacked by the Bel- 
gians, because they wanted to save their capital. It was not 
wrecked to a very great extent. We had an audience with King 
Albert, who is very much beloved by the Belgian people, as is 
also his splendid wife. He is very intelligent and soldierly, being 
more than 6 feet tall. He enjoys the confidence of his people to 
an unlimited extent. j 

We spent one afternoon upon the historic battle field of 
Waterloo and saw where Napoleon, the idol of France, fought 
against the combined armies of the Old World and lost. Instead 
of gratifying his ambition to dominate Europe, he died in exile 
six years later in St. Helena. 

From Brussels we went to Louvain, a university city. The 
university and great cathedral were destroyed here in the war. 
Our route took us to Charleroi, 50 or 60 miles south, where there 
were some great steel factories. The machinery was removed 
from these factories and the plants destroyed. This was purely 
an act of vandalism, and was committed, so it is claimed, in order 
that the Germans might not have Belgian competition after the 
war was over. 

We visited Dinant, on the Moselle River. It is a small city, 
where the people were terrorized and abused. A number of them 
were lined up against a wall and shot, in order that the re- 
mainder of the population might be terrorized into submission. 
We were shown one wall where 116 men had been shot. Some 
survived, and we saw their wounds. 

We went to Antwerp next. It is to be a port of embarkation 
for our army of occupation. This city was not hurt. We took 
luncheon with Cardinal Mercier, who is known as the “ grand old 
man” of Belgium, at Malines. Though he was often threatened 
by the Germans, perhaps he did as much, if not more, than any 
other man to strengthen the people in their resistance to the foe. 

We were entertained by the Belgian Parliament at Brussels 
and were accorded every courtesy. The people are very grateful 
to the United States for our substantial assistance in sending 
them food and clothing and for the part we took in the war. 

We left Brussels, going through Ghent, where the treaty of 
peace between the United States and Great Britain was signed 
in 1814. We remained overnight at Bruges, which was the sub- 
marine base of the Germans. Following the canal to its mouth 
brought us to Zeebrugge, where on April 24, 1918, the British, 
by one of the most daring acts in ell history, entered the harbor 
around a strongly fortified island, under artillery and machine- 
gun fire, and sank four cruisers with the greatest precision. 
This prevented the further dispatch of submarines from this 
port and closed the base. Of the 4,000 men who volunteered for 
this task, 800 were killed. The wonder is how any escaped. 

We followed the coast around by the way of Ostend and 
crossed the Yser Canal, where the dikes were opened by the 
Belgians to check the advance of the Germans. Here the Bel- 
gian King, having been forced to the extreme western border of 
his country, issued his famous order that any Belgian soldier 
who retreated farther would be a traitor to his country. He 
maintained headquarters at Furnes, which the Belgians held, 
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with a narrow strip of their own country, throughout the, war. 
To the south lays the Ypres sector, where the battle raged with 
great fury. It presents a picture of devastation impossible to 
exaggerate. All the cities and towns in it were destroyed. The 
trenches and wire entanglements remained intact. The hills 
were cleared of trees by artillery fire, and the ground is thickly 
covered with large shell holes, 

We passed down over the fronts held by the British and 
French to Paris, and all over this battle area, both to the north 
of Paris and the east of Paris, everything of value is com- 
pletely destroyed. No one can pass over this battle ground 
without having the greatest admiration for the bravery and 
bulldog tenacity of our British ally, whose troops made such 
enormous sacrifices of life on this bloody field. It must be re- 
membered that they came into the war unselfishly to assist 
Belgium, whose neutrality England was under treaty obliga- 
tions to protect. Like others, they fought for heroic ideals, 
that right and not might should rule for the cause of humanity 
and for the ideals that we all cherish. The Ypres sector, Vimy 
Ridge, Lens, Cambrai, and the northern front will stand as en- 
during monuments to their bravery and heroism. 

To make a study of the peoples of western Europe, to get a 
glimpse of their mode of living, and to form a more correct esti- 
mate of them, we made some hurried side trips to historic Rome, 
Naples, Mount Vesuvius, the ruins of Pompeii, and Genoa, the 
home of Christopher Columbus, which is preserved in the heart 
of the city. We spent a day in the city of Geneva, Switzerland, 
renowned for its cleanliness and beauty. It is to be the seat of 
the league of nations in the event one is formed. We spent a 
week visiting England, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales, including 
London, with its innumerable places of historic interest ; Oxford, 
the seat of the great university; Stratford-on-Avon, Shake- 
speare’s home; Edinburgh; Glasgow ; Belfast ; and Dublin in our 
itinerary. 

Each one of us was disappointed in seeing their primitive farm- 
ing methods, their very general use of cattle as work animals, 
their antiquated farming machinery, their inadequate railroad 
facilities, and their insanitary surroundings. Almost everything 
was done with a view of protection in the event of war, and 
for this purpose they built splendid roads, to permit rapid com- 
munication, cities and towns on hillside and mountain peaks in 
order to defend them easily, and protected themselves in the 
lowlands by walls and moats. Even their great cathedrals were 
built for the purpose of protecting the inhabitants in case of 
attack. Their museums everywhere are full of art treasures. 
Most of them are statues representing great heroes, or paintings 
of great battles and victories won. 

There are many beneficial lessons that our trip suggested, 
but I want to emphasize three. 

The first is the splendid roads throughout western Europe, 
with stone bridges and culverts, some of them constructed 2,000 
years ago. They are kept in fine shape and, in fact, road build- 
ing is one of their principal industries. 

The second is that nothing is done for temporary use in Eu- 
rope. Every building is carefully erected for permanent use. 

The third is that absolutely nothing is wasted, but everything 
is saved and preserved. 

Three outstanding features of this war stagger the imagina- 
tion. They are difficult to describe in language, and are there- 
fore incapable of full appreciation. 

The first is the magnitude of the task accomplished, after the 
declaration of war on April 6, 1917, and before the date of the 
armistice, November 11, 1918, in a little over 19 months. There 
was no Army to speak of—about 200,000 troops all told, officers 
and men. Legislation had to be thought out, recommended, and 
enacted, and money had to be appropriated to pay the expenses 
before an army could be raised. Clothing, munitions, and sup- 
plies of all kinds had to be made and concentrated at supply 
depots, so as to be available for use. Camps had to be con- 
structed to house the men drawn from their homes. Machinery 
had to be made and plants enlarged to manufacture artillery 
and many necessary supplies. Regulations had to be formulated, 
promulgated, and administered for 110,000,000 people unused to 
military discipline in order to raise the vast army which would 
turn the scale in favor of the Allies. We must have transporta- 
tion facilities on land and sea, to gather raw material, concen- 
trate it at factories, provide fuel, and gather the men from every 
township throughout our vast country, as well as to carry to them 
the supplies necessary for their use and equipment. After being 
trained the men were transported to seaports, where we encoun- 
tered a ship shortage. Ships were needed to bridge an ocean 
more than 3,000 miles wide. We rented, built, and comman- 
deered every available bottom. _We landed through ports in 
France and Great Britain 300,000 men per month with the 
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immense stores of supplies and munitions needed by our brave 
men, without which they would have been helpless and useless. 
On November 11, 1918, we had in the Army and Navy approxi- 
mately 5,000,000 under arms. More than 2,000,000 of them were 
on the bloody fields across the sea. Food, clothing, and all neces- 
sary munitions and supplies followed them. Docks on foreign 
soil had to be built, where our troops could be landed, and ware- 
houses were constructed near the ports for the supplies. Ware- 
houses had to be built also at concentration points in France. 
At Giveres we built warehouses covering 6 square miles. If 
placed end to end they would have formed a line 20 miles long. 
Everything was stored here but heavy artillery. Railroads and 
dirt roads had to be built, and equipment had to be added. 
Everything had to be enormously enlarged so that supplies and 
equipment as needed might be at the right place promptly, and 
they were there. 

The second is the rapidity with which we accomplished things. 
When our Government recognized that a state of war existed, we 
pledged all the resources of this Nation to achieve a victorious 
result. While other nations moved with apparent deliberation, 
we acted promptly. We had never known defeat, and we were 
not going to suffer any stain on our victorious flag. [Applause.] 
We legislated in financial terms of billions. We concentrated 
men in armies of millions, and we threw both men and muni- 
tions into the battle front in such numbers and quantity as to 
cheer the hearts of our Allies and break the morale of the enemy. 
Germany figured that by the use of the submarine she would 
cripple England at sea, cut off supplies of food and munitions, 
and even if America entered the war she would have conquered 
Europe before we could transport our forces across in sufficient 
numbers to be effective. 

The third is the courage and daring displayed by our soldiers 
on the field of battle. We are not a military Nation, but love 
peace. When our Government was established it was founded 
on certain ideals. No nation can violate our cherished rights 
on land or sea with impunity. Germany misinterpreted our love 
for peace into an abject surrender of our international rights. 
There is no question of the unity of our people when attacked 
by a foreign foe. The splendid support given our Government by 
all classes of citizens in every township and school district 
throughout the United States challenged the admiration of the 
world. [Applause.}] The flower of our country obeyed the 
bugle call. Fathers and mothers, wives and sisters bade their 
loved ones farewell as they marched forth to duty, perhaps to 
death. Patriotic men and women, whether on the platform or 
in the pulpit or in the editorial chair, inspired our citizens upon 
all occasions to do their full duty and loyally and aggressively 
support the cause of this Nation. Bonds were purchased and 
money was subscribed to meet all financial requirements. Hav- 
ing tried to avoid war, knowing that our cause was just, cheered 
and sustained by the American people everywhere, our Army 
went into the war determined upon aggressive action and a vic- 
torious result. 

When we reached France we found our Allies hard pressed by 
a well-trained, brutal foe bent upon overrunning and conquering 
Europe and the domination of the world. Our men were 
quickly trained in the new methods of warfare and hurriedly 
thrown into the battle line, first among the British and French 
troops, where they could be used to the best advantage and 
strengthen the weaker points. Appreciating the necessity of 
unity of action among the allied armies, Gen. Foch was agreed 
upon as commander of them. He is a great strategist. They 
were fighting on French soil. Their capital, Paris, was immedi- 
ately at stake, and I think no one ever doubts the wisdom of 
placing this grand old warrior of France in supreme command. 

Our boys had been in line in defensive trench fighting until 
in April when the Twenty-sixth Division went into action in the 
Toul sector near Seicheprey, where they thrilled our Allies by 
their daring, inspired confidence in them, and served notice on 
our enemy that we were ready to meet them on the field of battle. 

The First Division attacked the German line on May 28 and 
captured the town of Cantigny in the Montdidier sector and 
held it under heavy artillery counterattacks. The enemy was 
again, in a great offensive, seriously threatening Paris on the 
Marne near Chateau-Thierry. Our troops in divisions, com- 
manded by our own officers, were hurried to the relief of that 
point, so necessary to be held at all hazards. Paris was almost 
in sight of the enemy. Their long-range guns were dropping 
shells upon the terror-stricken people within her walls. Many 
had fled to distant cities. The fall of the French capital was 
imminent, and I remember with what breathless interest we 
watched the fighting in July, 1918, in the Chateau-Thierry sector. 
The French had withstood with grand heroism the terrible on- 
slaughts of a foe superior in numbers, equipment, and prepa- 
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‘ation for four years, and must soon yield if not strengthened. Roads had te be built over which to move our heavier guns, but 


can better describe the desperateness of the situation, | 


of the French soldier and his leve for the capital of 

loved country, than the inqui iry of the French officer of 

eral col 

the American troops for support or die there. 

2u Wood our soldiers attacked and counterat- 

emy with such fierceness and daring as to capture 

1c ee 1 of Vaux. For a number of days the battle raged 

the entire line until the Germans were routed and driven 

d Soissons and Paris was saved. Who knows but what the 

ation of 2 thousand years was saved. [Applause.] We 

wrote a new record in the military annals of our country. We 

captured more than 7,000 prisoners and many pieces of artil- 

lery. We did far more. We established confidence in ourselves. 

Our Allies recognized that we could be depended upon, and we 

measurably destroyed the confidence of the Germans that they 
could win. 

I have been 211 ever this ground hallowed by the bleod of our 
boys who fell in defense of this country. The thick, almost 
impenetrable weod known as Belleau Weod was literally shot 
Trees more than a foot in diameter were shot to 
pieces, and they appeared as if a cyclone had gone over them. 
In addition, the ground was pounded with shells, and great holes 
pock-marked the surface on every hand. No human being could 
survive such an artillery fire. The little town of Lucy on the 
hill near-by was cempletely destroyed. Not a single house was 
left standing. There was not a single person there, save a soldier 
or two guarding the ruins. We stepped at a little cemetery near 
there on tep of the hill, where, with uncovered heads, we bowed 
in silent reverence and contemplation in henor of 78 Americans 
whe sieep beneath the lilies of France. They died gallantly on 
foreign soil to upheld the emblem of their country. 1 thought 
that a grateful Natien would held them in affectionate re- 
membrance and generously care for any dependents left 
behina. 

Hardly had the Chateau-Thierry German offensive been 
checked, and the enemy driven back to a safe distance, than 
our troops were withdrawn and coneentrated for a drive on 
the St. Mihiel salient, which was planned and executed by the 
conm:iuder of our forces, that brave soldier and excellent officer, 
Gen. Pershing. This was to be the first distinct American 
offensive, and was to put to the test not only our readiness to 
fight but our ability to command and to plan. More than 600,000 
troops, addition to a few French troops, took part in this 
The drive was skillfully planned. Our forces were 
moved and placed in position with such rapidity and secrecy 
that the veteran German officers and soldiers were surprised 
when, with clocklike precision, at break of day on the merning 
of September 12, under an artillery barrage that consumed 
1,000,000 shells, we attacked with such dash and fury that we 
wiped out the an resting on the Meuse River—in fact, cross- 
ing it at one point and threatening Verdun, a strongly fortified 
city u at the Germans had almost surrounded and besieged for 
four years. We captured 13,751 prisoners, 445 guns, and much 
material. The brilliancy of this attack and the necessity for 
it can be better appreciated with a knowledge of the topography 
of the country. It lays between the Meuse and Moselle Rivers. 
The i Verdun and enabled us to shell Metz and 
grently interfere with the concentration of supplies there. The 
Oklahoma and Texas troops in the Ninetieth Division, under 
Gen. Hunter Liggett, took part in this drive 
credit of the first distinctive American victory 
this battle field and an officer explained the Army maneuvers, 
us we passed through the city of St. Mihiel 
court, Vileay, Villers, Hattenchatel, Billy, Thillot, Vigneulles, 
and others, and as we gazed on Mont Sec, which was pounded 

red of all timber by artillery fire, I could better appre- 
ciate the splendid courage of America’s brave sons, including 
those from my own State, in marching to victory through a 
itable rain of shot and shell and machine-gun fire up and 
the Woevre Valley to a sweeping, glorious, 

| Applause, ] 

\rgonne salient was to the west and north of the Meuse 
tween that and the Aire River. 
and hilly; in fact, mountainous. It is covered with heavy 

limber and the Germans were intrenched in dugouts and strongly 
fortified. They thought the position impregnable. 
given to a wide area. Se impertant was it that the Crown Prince 


himself had his headquarters at Montfaucon. The attack was 
planned with 
precision. 


along 
beyol 


civiliz 


to pieces. 


offensive. 


ae olf i 
drive reileved 


and clea 


cal 


Across hills and ravines, through thick, heavy 


mnanding our American supporting divisions, if he | 


| our tngineers met every emergency. Everyone who visits France 
| and surveys this battle area, when he considers the mountainous, 
wooded country, the German intrenchinents, and the faverable 
locations for their. heavy artillery, stands and silently wonders 


| how such a successful drive could be made and carried out with 


| such precision. 
| the current of history. 


| officers and men yield one strongly 
| other. 
| treated in safety before Montfaucon was captured. 


This drive ended the war and perhaps changed 
[Applause.] The Crown Prince from a 
high eminence in a strongly fortified building on the point at 
Montfaucon, where through a periscope he viewed the location of 
troops and their maneuvers for milesearound, s saw his trusted 
fortified position after an- 
and Batlnecourt fall and re- 
Each day, 
with renewed determination to quickly end the war, our divisions 


He witnessed Malconcourt 


| added new luster to our flag as the treops scaled mountain 


| armistice of November 11, 
| ditional surrender. 
| Oklahoma in the 


| dividual acts of heroism will be recited over 
| days lengthen into years 


peaks, dislodged machine guns, captured prisoners, and rolled 
in waves down the valley upon the enemy below. This is one of 
the most memorable battles of all history, and the names of the 
towns and villages captured and occupied during this sanguinary 
struggle, lasting from September 26 through the entire month of 
October and into November, 1918, will become household words 
as this decisive drive is studied and successful result appreci- 
ated. [Applause.] None were too strongly fortified or manned. 
They all fell alike before our artillery barrage and infantry at- 
tack. Apremont, Fleville, Montfaueon, Malarcourt, Brieulles, 
Clery, Aucheville, Villers, and Stenay among many others will 
remain on the pages of history. 

We had to win. We could not afford to fail. 
result at this time of the year, with the rainy seasen begin- 
ning, meant the discontinuance ‘of offensive hostilities, digging 
into trenches for the winter, and giving the Germans an opper- 
tunity te reinforce their demoralized forces and to bring up 
reserves, munitions, and equipment. It meant a prolongation 
of tlhe war into the following year and the consequent great 
sacrifice of human lives. This successful offensive brought the 
1918, which was in effect an uncen- 

In this supreme struggle the brave sons of 
Ninetieth Division were in the thick of the 
battle and far to the front when the hour of 11 on the 1ith 
day of the eleventh month tolled out a cessation of hostilities, 
while the Thirty-sixth Division, also an Oklahoma and Texas 
division, in the Champagne were in action near Suippes and 
Chalons, adding new laurels te our State and Nation and rapidly 
pursuing the retreating Huns up the Aisne. Their valor and in- 
and over as the 
and as long as bravery and love of 
country and devotion to ideals are admired by patriotic men 
and fair women of our beloved country. [Applause.] 

As they displayed deeds of heroism on the field of battle and 


An indecisive 


conducted themselves so as to add new glory to their Nation, I 
| am sure these same qualities will follow our brave boys back 


into civil life as they again take up their duties of citizenship 


|} and with renewed vigor and an enlarged vision assume their 


| places in civil life. 
| to victory, 
| their old, cherished uniform. 
| doubt. 
and share the | 


When I visited | 


and towns of Thai- | 
| after the Civil War, and the 


They can be depended upon to measure up 
to our fondest expectations. As they bore the flag unstained 
they will in the future conduct themselves as becomes 
American soldier. They will see that no stains besmirch 
Their opportunity is great, and 
themselves of it I have not the slightest 


an 


that they will avail 
[Applause. ] 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WATSON]. 
Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
tion of the Grand Army of the Republic 


the associa- 
was organized soon 
“arly Memorial Days were cele- 


| brated by long lines of soldiers marching in the streets of cities, 


| boroughs, villages, and hamlets, 


triumphant | 
| band their posts because of the few surviving veterans. 


Much of this battle area is | 


each post conducting exercises 
in commemoration of dead comrades. Not leng sinee, I 
tended a reunion of the veterans residing in my county. The 
oceasion was the assembling of very few members, as time 
had thinned their ranks. A resolution was adopted to dis- 
For 
‘21ups also will soon be dis- 
At the time of their inceptions, the two associations 


at- 


the same reason the Confederate 
solved. 


| were antagonistic, but since, good fellowship toward each other 


The name is | 


has developed a united interest for the growth, prosperity, and 
continuity of one Government, one country, and one Republic. 


| Their descendants, but yesterday, fought side by side to preserve 


great care and carried out with almost mathemati- | 


woods, over shell-torn, spongy soil, braving every danger known | 


to modern warfare, our gallant boys in khaki charged, capturing 
machine guns, heavy artillery, and about 10,000 prisoners. 


our rights and inherited privileges; fought for a greater Amer- 
ica, not greater in the acquisition of territory, but a renaissance 
of a higher social and political standard for the peoples of the 
world. The War of Nations, long prophesied, has been waged 
and ended. New conceptions and hopes spring from the results 
of wars. Premature ideas of governmental policies, and a period 
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plan is based on a true and solid foundation. 


to conquer the Republic over the seas. 
insane man. 


crown themselves emperors. 
power over many nations; he desired to be triumphant over all, 
but he could not rule the world. He died the victim of excessive 
indulgence. Czesar had the same ambition for conquest, but he 


poleon, the grestest general of all history, did not reach his 
goal, and died in exile on the island of St. Helena. The Kaiser 
hoped to win where others had failed. The American troops, 
however, proved an impenetrable wall, the strength of which 
he did not know. His remaining days will be of agonizing 
terror and mental torture. No one man can rule the world. 
This must be the conclusion, if we read carefully the pages of 
history. 

We pause to pay the highest tribute to the American soldiers 
and sailors to whom we owe victory and peace. Here in the 
halls of Congress appropriations are made to build battleships 
and engines of war, but it was the heroes of our Army and Navy 
and the fifty thousand and more, now under the sod of France 
who won the battles for our Republic and liberty. Never did a 
people make nobler sacrifices and show greater heroism than 
the fathers and mothers of America. [Applause.] 

Congress proposed the construction of aeroplanes, but it was 
the American champion, who met his single adversary in 
the clouds 16,000 feet above the earth and conquered him, 
thereby winning the supremacy of the air. No war ever re- 
vealed more courageous deeds, than were performed by our 
soldiers and sailors. [Applause.] On the field, in the air, and 
under the sea they acquitted themselves with the highest honors 
for bravery, valor, and fortitude. They won the war for the 
world’s progress; they won it for more perfect attainments. 
Civilization moves onward, extending her growth into the dark 
future only to enlighten it as time deveiops the necessity of a 
greater knowledge to satisfy the new thoughts and new ideas 
continually evolving from the intellect and the divine power of 
the human mind. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
shall avail myself of the privilege extended to Members to 
extend their remarks on this subject. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my observation that the genius of America 
is what was evidenced in France by the American soldier in 
winning this war. Personally I observed and kept in touch with 
matters preceding the declaration of war. Then, as the matters 
progressed I also kept in touch with the general situation, until 
it finally culminated in the declaration of war by this country 
against the German Imperial Government, and from that on, 
pending and during the legislation that made it possible to ac- 
complish what the American Army and Navy accomplished, it 
was my privilege as an American Representative for the State 
of California to participate and favor that legislation. 

I observed, as far as it was in one’s power, what the people 
were doing in this country in the way of preparing for the war 
and the work done in various cantonments and training camps. 
I observed on every side what the father and the mother and the 
sister and the son were doing who were not able to enter the 
actual service in the Army and the Navy. 

I also observed the work that was being done by the Red 
Cross, the Young Men’s Christian Association, the Knights of 
Columbus, the Young Women’s Christian Association, the Sal- 
vation Army, the Jewish Welfare Board, and others who were 
assisting in this wonderful work. 

I want to say row that too much credit can not be given to 
all those who were unable to enter the service, but who assisted 
in making American genius a part and the mainspring of our 
soldiers’ and sailors’ lives. Not being content with what I 
could see here, as soon as opportunity presented itself, in com- 
pany with other Members of the House, I crossed the ocean, and 
for two months observed, as far as one could, the obstacles 
against which our soldiers fought. I observed the battle fields 
where our soldiers were, where the French fought, and where 
the English fought. I went over the German battle fields as 
well. We visited and had the pleasure of seeing American sol- 
diers in the occupation of Coblentz and the territory on the 
Rhine. It was for the purpose of seeing our boys over there just 











































































































































































































of unrest will shadow for a time the building up of our indus- 
tries, and our commercial relations with foreign countries. The 
industrial period, however, must wait until the reconstruction 


When the German Emperor challenged the “American people 
as a Nation, he did not place his ear close enough to hear 
clearly the voice of the American sentiment. He had a longing 
He was not big enough, 
his allies were not strong enough; his ambition, the dream of an 










Men of the past have attempted to conquer the world and 
Alexander the Great extended his 










fell at the zenith of his power by the assassin’s poniard. Na- 
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fresh from the battle fields, for the purpose of seeing the char- 
acter of the country and the kind of hardships they had to en- 
dure, the disadvantages they were up against, that we went, as 
well as to observe the kind of work that had been done by these 
organizations that I have named. Language fails when giving 
credit to the general of our Army, to his subordinates, and to 
the soldiers who participated in the conflict. We can not be too 
high in our praise of those who were unable to go because of 
circumstances, because their time had not come to be at the 
front, but who were engaged in preparing for those who were 
there, in assembling the material, providing the munitions, and 
seeing that the soldiers were thoroughly and well equipped, that 
the conditions of our soldiers were looked after and provided 
for; and their work has been wonderful, and credit to the high- 
est should be extended to them. 

This resolution recognizes and gives all credit, as it should— 
to the mother who stayed at home, to the soldier son who bared 
his breast to the German gun. The pen of the best writer will 
never be able to describe to the people at home the conditions 
under which our boys faced the German Army and the terrible 
obstacles they encountered in making the success they did. At 
the risk of repetition, I say that it was the American spirit, the 
ideal of home and country, which is instilled into every Ameri- 
can boy from the cradle up, that made him face unflinchingly 
the German cannon and machine gun, the German dugouts and 
the pill boxes, that forced the Germans into the open and ad- 
vanced until they drove them back, that won the day. It is 
that American spirit which caused them willingly to lay down 
their lives for that which they believed to be right. In any 
resolutions we pass we will not be able to repay those who made 
the supreme sacrifice. It was known that some must advance. 
It was necessary that those in the front line must lay down 
their lives, and they did it, and did it willingly ; and the wonder- 
ful thing about it all is that there were so few cases, if any, of 
desertion. All of the soldiers whom I met regretted that they 
were not at the front. No one turned back. That was the dis- 
position of them all, and it is well that we should celebrate this 
day not only as Memorial Day for those who have gone, but as 
a recognition, as far as we can make it, of those American sol- 
diers who participated in this terrible World War. This reso- 
lution voices the sentiment of the Members of this House unani- 
mously, and I know that it voices the sentiment of the American 
people. I heartily approve of and shall vote for the resolutions. 
At a later day I shall speak upon the war and our participation 
more in detail. [Applause.] : 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. FAIRFIELD]. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Speaker, memorial institutions to the 
thoughtful man appeal very strongly. They have their origin 
in the birth of a religion, in the birth ofa nation, or in a crisis 
in either. We have as a heritage in our own civilization memo- 
rial institutions of the birth of the Christian religion, memorial 
institutions of our country that originated in its birth or in 
events that saved it in a great crisis. To-day we honor the 
boys who gave themselves to the saving of the civilization of 
the world. Too fulsome eulogy can not be paid to these men. 
Once in the history of the world a tragedy so great, so terrible, 
came upon civilization that no language is extravagant when 
applied to it. 

With you to-day I have been thinking, not only from our en- 
trance into the war but from 1914, when out from a clear sky, 
without warning, there came the thunderbolt of all Europe en- 
gaged in a mighty struggle. 

We had been so long intoxicated with our own idealism that 
we had begun to believe that never again could there be a war 
on earth. We so little understood conditions in Europe that we 
did not know the war was inevitable. There were eddies in this 
country apparently running counter to it, but the gulf current 
of human events was bearing us on irresistibly to the maelstrom 
of war. You and I are too near to measure its causes or to com- 
prehend its vastness; too near to begin to understand its final 
results; but we are not too near to measure the circumstances 
that obtained in this country in 1914; we are not too near to 
understand with what self-concern we thanked God that we were 
8,000 miles away ; that we thanked God that we were not in war 
and should not be—notwithstanding that Belgium was ravaged, 
that France was being undone, that savage modes of warfare 
were going on, that children in schools and hospitals were being 
bombed, for did not you and I assent to the proposition that we 
should be neutral, even in that, and we disseminated that thought 
to the farthest reaches of the rural population, and the men and 
the women of the country treasured it in their hearts as being 
adequate protection. 

We can not deceive the soldier boys as to what ultimately 
thrust us into this war. We can not deceive the French, we 
can not deceive the English, we can not deceive the Germans 
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Let us net try to deceive ourselves. We were thrust into this 
war to defend our own sovereignty on the sea after it had not 
enly been violated but when there was a threat of continued 
violation. These boys who volunteered and who were drafted 
had rend with breathless interest all the magazines and daily 
papers. Carefully they had seanned and noted every kind of 
fighting and outrage, and the blood of the humble boy was 
chilled. This war had to be feught out first in the mind and 
henrt of the American people before a single soldier was sent 
I talked. recently with a man returning who 
had been on the Verdun front and who had continued in the 
army of eccupation. He said to me that it was not so bad 
over there as it was in the anticipation of what might come. 
This may not be quite true, but it is of the quality of mind and 
heart of the generous American soldier. 

Those boys in the country and the boys in the towns and in the 
cities had been as free as air. For the first time they were 
subject to military discipline and felt the shock of the camp, 
the shock of the denial of their personal liberty, the sheck of the 
hard discipline in the camp service, the shock of the transporta- 
tion overseas. You who have been upon the sea in the darkness 
of the night when the waves roll, when the stars refuse to shine, 
can imagine what must have been in the heart and mind of those 
bors, to many of whom the voyage itself was dreadful; what 
must have been in the mind and heart when those boys knew 
that nny time up from the subterranean caverns of the ocean a 
monster submarine might come. The human suffering, the 
agony of it all, makes it the most tragic experience of the human 
race. Circumstances such as these were around the boys, and 
yet they had been reared in an atmosphere so brave, so true, 
with ideals so high that this great people of ours turned from a 
pacific to a militant attitude. Ne people could have been thus 
turned save a self-respecting, educated, self-governing people 
who knew the principles of national righteousness and had them 
incarnated in mind and heart. 

These boys are no longer beys. They have aged into men in 
two short years. The tragic experiences through which they 
have gone, whether here or abroad, whether in thought only or 
in both thought and deed, have put a stamp upon them that shall 
tell their own generation about it and transmit it to generations 
yet unborn. We shall have for another 50 years among us men 
who bear in their bodies the marks of their sacrifices for their 
country. It has ever been thus. For. 50 years after the Revo- 
Jutien there were in every hamlet the heroes of Concerd and Lex- 
ingion, and Bunker Hill and Saratega, and Brandywine, of Val- 
ley Forge, and Trenton, and Yorktewn. This personal heritage 
Was ours from the sea in the War of 1812, while the homes in the 
West learned the story of our secom! war for independence from 
those who fought at Lundys Lane and New Orleans. The Mexi- 
War gave us another band in whose hearts the fires of 
patrietism burned. 

There lingers yet a remnant from that host that from ’61 to 
‘65 cuve all they had and offered all they hoped to be on the 
altar of their country. They fought to preserve the Union. We 
now know they fought to save civilization itself. Liberty, not 
here, but everywhere, hung in the balance in the fateful 
vears when the sad-faced Lincoln sat in the White House. The 
tremendous issues were cleariy defined by him in that immortal 
nidsdress at Getty Henr him as he sets it forth in imperish- 
form : 
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score and seven years igo our fathers brought forth on this 


tion that all men are created equal. 
Now we iged in a great Civil War, testing whether that Nation 
er any nation so conceived and vo dedicated can long endure. 
‘mmant only of the “ boys in blue” remain, but they have 
long enough to see their sons shoulder te shoulder with 
sons of these who wore the gray go “over the tep” on 
ody of France. They have lived to see men honor 
laz from the South and North and East and West by pay- 
the last great price in its defense. To-day we honor the 
ier that saved the Union—that liberty might not die out. 
The Spanish-American veteran came strong and true to the 
country’s call. I can make no distinction between soldiers in 
any of the wars. They are all the soldiers of my country. 
Some have suffered more, and the hearts of all, citizens and 
soldiers alike, go out to them in grateful recognition of the 
priceless value of their sacrifice. The soldiers of this Great 
are home and coming home. Theirs has been a rare serv- 
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War 
ice. There is deep gratitude in -the hearts of our people for 
what they have done. We welcome them te-day formally by 
this resolution. This is well; but the love-lit eyes of the dear 
ones at home is the welcome that counts most. They are tired 
of war. They want only to be at home now with those they 
love. To us who represent thenr is given the task of protecting 
in wise laws ‘the institutions for which they fought. 
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We know the causes which led us into the war. We declared 
war because our own rights were invaded. That is clear. 
However, we must not think any worthy solution of the peace 
of the world is impossible. “ Fondly do we hope, earnestly do 
we pray ” that Somehow reason and conscience and the thought 
of Hin: who holds the sparrow in the hollow of His hand may 
at last control this war-stricken world. This is no party ques- 
tion. It must not be made one. The first draft has been modi- 
fied. ‘There may be other changes. They may be necessary. 
Wisdom is not with anyone who blindly opposes ner who as 
blindly upholds any form of the league of nations that is pro- 
posed. Rather is it with those who study earnestly and hon- 
estly to know the nature of the proposed covenant and to show 
forth the effects that in all probability will follow if the league 
is adopted. 

The future is doubly secure. The soldiers of the World War 
see with clear vision. Their love of country has become a deep 
and abiding passion. American to the core, they will not be 
willing that our heritage of more than a hundred and forty years 
of priceless liberty and abundant opportunity for the struggling 
masses of the world shall be lost to their children or children’s 
children. Altars of patriotism will be erected in 4,000,000 
homes. So clear, so definite, so marked in their thought is the 
condition of the people of Europe contrasted with the happiness 
of the people of this great Republic that these soldiers will turn 
with ever-increasing love and confidence to the wisdom of the 
fathers. They will study our confession of faith, the Declara- 
tion of Independence, and the Constitution of the United States 
as never before. The events of cur history will have a deeper 
meaning. They understand now that things do not happen. 
Wisdom and strength and honesty in leadership is neces- 
sary. Wise and just principles must be incarnate in that leader- 
ship. Such leadership and such principles gave us the Republic 
and have thus far preserved it. Washington and Lineoin still 
live in the hearts of the American soldier as the fullest expres- 
sion of Americanism. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from California |Mr. Lea]. [Applause.] 

Mr. LEA of California. Mr. Speaker, from the very begin- 
ning of the war it was recognized that there was but one termai- 
nation that could be contemplated by the American people, and 
that was victory. It was freely recognized that whatever the 
price may be of victory America was going te pay that price. 
We have paid that price financially and in the blood ef our sol- 
diers. To-day victory is ours. 

To-day all over this land the people of America will gather to 
express their appreciation and admiration of the soldiers who 
fought beneath our flag and nowhere will the patriotie voice of 
America be lifted in begrudging the financial cost the war las in- 
volved. We have poured out money unstintedly, greater than 
ever before contemplated in the financial eircles of the world, 
and yet it is true to-day that the total expense of this war only 
equals the earning capacity of the American people for seven 
months. Even while the war was being fought the American 
people earned its total cost twe and a half times. Here and 
there may be a voice of depreciation, but the 19 months during 
which America was at war are the greatest months in the history 
of this country, in the history of the world. Regardless of what- 
ever any whining American may say, that will be the judgment 
of civilization, it will be the history of America. And so to-day 
we do not turn backward, but the inspiring call of America is, 
Forward face, advance to meet the problems and opportunity of 
to-morrow. 

Now, we seek feebly to express our appreciation of this Nation, 
but nowhere in the world are there lips that can adequately ex- 
press the gratitude of this great Nation for its soldiers living 
and dead. 

Our soldiers are going te return te us. Mest of them are going 
to return in good health and strength. What do we owe to 
them? We owe to them everlasting gratitude. Some people 
would treat them as if they were dependents, as if they should 
become wards of this country. I do not believe that should be 
the attitude. 

The true soldier of America is not returning in health and 
strength as a hero seeking alms. All he asks is a fair oppor- 
tunity im this best of lands to work out his own salvation. He 
finds abundant compensation for his services in the fact that he 
fought and that he played a manly part in preserving the integ- 
rity of the future of this country, the land of his home and the 
land of his hope. He represents the virile, self-reliant manhoed 
of America. 

The Nation will be generous in advancing their interests, 
but after all is said and done we have nothing better to give 
our returning soldiers than the Republic of their fathers, a 
Government of liberty, of law and order, where the rights and 
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liberties of minorities should be secure, where ownership of 
private property is respected and encouraged, where the sacred- 
ness of the old-fashioned home is still our hope and anchor, 
a Government of equal rights before the law and opportunity 
for all. 

The mother of the returning soldier is fully compensated in 
the happy hour of his safe return. Her prayers have been 
answered. She is compensated for the sleepless nights, the dis- 
turbed dreams, and all the days of anxious waiting. 

The war has given us back our wounded and maimed soldiers. 
They return to civilian life handicapped by having paid their 
price for victory. We have attempted te provide for them as 
no nation has ever provided before. We will go with them to 
the end of the journey. We seek to restore their health. We 
seek by vocational education to broaden the opportunities that 
yet remain to them and to equip them to fight their own battle 
in civilian life. More than that, we give them financial com- 
pensation to the end of the disability. When we have done all 
this we have not fully paid our obligation. The obligation is 
not paid unless the appreciation of the Nation shall go with 
them as long as they bear their scars and their maimed limbs. 
We are not worthy of them unless we appreciate them long 
after they shall wear those badges of their loyalty no more. 

The war shall not give back our dead. Our opportunity to 
compensate them is past. Our Government has attempted 
partly to meet her obligation to them by preparing imsurance 
for their survivors. A chaplain in the war tells me that the 
knowledge that a soldier had insurance, which he never doubted 
would be paid, has been a consoling thought to many American 
boys dying on the fields of France. When the end approached 
and the mind wandered away from the din of battle and dwelt 
upon the loved ones at home the thought that they would be 
eared for furnished a gleam of contentment in the mind of the 
dying soldier. 

But we have not compensated him. We know no compensa- 
tion for the mother that gave her son who never returned. For 
her the world holds no compensation. There is no reward for 
the vacant chair, for the lips that can no longer speak the love 
of a father, husband, or son, for the arm that can no longer 
foster or defend. Yet their loved ones are not without consola- 
tion. For 40 centuries the world has believed, and perhaps for 
40 centuries will yet believe, there is no nobler death to. die 
than upon the battle field, fighting for country. 

The soldier dead of America have left to their Nation the 
proud heritage of a noble sacrifice. They fought in an Army 
that never retreated; they died in the righteous cause of their 
country. Their memory will live in the gratitude of their 
countrymen as long as Americans are worthy of that name. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Camprett]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I shall only take 
the time of the House to repeat what I said this morning at an 
earlier hour to the surviving soldiers of three wars of this 
Republic: 

No generation in the history of civilization has produced 
greater results than the generation that preserved the Union 
and saved the Republic of the United States. That was an 
event of so great importance to all mankind that it can not be 
computed. Then, too, the developments and improvements that 
followed the war mark the greatest material and secial prog- 
ress in any period in human history. Our population multi- 
plied to more than a hundred million; new inventions and dis- 
coveries were made that have created new opportunities to 
reward the pursuit of happiness in our own land and through- 
out the world. The hand sickle and the flail, the stagecoach 
and the freight wagon, the spinning wheel and the loom, the 
crane and the Dutch oven, were the simple implements used in 
providing the necessities of life when you old boys were young 
boys. These crude implements of industry have been sent to 
the antique shop by the reaper, the thrasher, the tractor, by 
the limited express and the fast freight, by the coal, gas, and 
electric ranges in our kitchens which take the place of the 
Dutch oven on the hearth. 

We have shops with a million forges and factories with more 
than a million spindles. We have instant communication with 
every quarter of the globe, and fly in a few hours across con- 
tinents and over seas. The span of your lives has seen this 
marvelous evolution in material progress. Your day and gener- 
ation performed the miracle of this great change. 

I congratulate you on the important fact that this develop- 
ment and progress were the result of individual initiative and 
individual industry and without the patronage of government. 
You enjeyed the hope of reward of individual excellence and 
accomplishment. You supported the Government and only 


asked that the Government make you secure in your life, liberty, 


and the pursuit of your happiness. Government bureaus did 
not assume to instruct you as to your going in and your coming 
out. Government agents did not stand over you or shadow 
you at every turn. Liberty of action and the hope of reward 
for individual effort were the inspiration of your day and 
generation. 

I have reminded you of our country’s progress and prosperity 
through individual accomplishment, achieved through the hope 
of individual reward, so I might urge you as patriots and 
patriarchs to warn your sons and grandsons of the danger of 
paternalism, socialism, Bolshevism, and all other “isms” that 
deny the hope of individual reward for individual effort and 
achievement. Evidences are multiplying in Russia and through- 
out the world that that government is best that only assumes 
to guarantee life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness and 
leaves the rest to the aspirations, the initiative, and the indus- 
try of the individual. 

You were soldiers and are the sires and grandsires of soldiers. 
Your blood has made glorious every field on which it has been 
engaged, at Fort Donaldson, at Shiloh, at Gettysburg, at San 
Juan, at Manila Bay, at Marilao, at St. Mihiel, Chateau-Thierry, 
at Argonne Forest. Truly you can exclaim, “ Mine eyes have 
seen the glory.” 

All that has passed in our country’s history is an inspira- 
tion and a hope for a future full of promise that all the guar- 
anties of a great Government will be secured to the people of 
the Republic of the United States while they hold fast to that 
which is good—a government of the people, for the people, and 
by the people of the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Pratt]. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Speaker, I have no carefully prepared decla- 
mation in praise of our soldiers and had not intended to say any- 
thing to-day at all until I heard my friend, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. TreapwayY], speak of the Twenty-sixth Divi- 
sion and its gallant work. Then it occurred to me that some 
one should say a word or two, at least, with regard to the 
Twenty-seventh Division and perhaps the Seventy-seventh and 
other divisions which represented the State of New York. 

First, let me say that I do not believe anybody in this House 
was more profoundly interested in this war than I was from the 
beginning. I am sure some besides myself will recall the big 
map we had in the Speaker’s lobby there in August and Sep- 
tember, 1914, when the Germans were speeding on toward Paris 
and when it seemed that nothing could stem the tide of their 
onrush. At length they were held at the Marne by the French 
and driven back to the Aisne; and we remember the anxious 
days when we saw the little pins on the map stand still. We 
thought every day for several weeks that the Germans were 
going to be driven back from the Aisne and out of France into 
their own borders. That hope in the course of the fall was 
shown: to be false. Both sides dug in, and the line was stabilized, 
as they say, and the fluctuations for a long time were very slight, 
so that finally the map was taken down, as the War College men 
who came here to move the pins found there was no moving to 
do, and we had to study the war in some other way. 

It seemed to me probable almost frem the first that we would 
get into the war if it lasted more than a year or two, and I 
recall talking with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Dr. 
Tempe, who is one of the most profound students of history in 
the House of Representatives, about our chances of getting into 
the war, along in September or October, 1914, and he agreed 
that if the war lasted long enough the United States was almost 
certain to be drawn in, just as we were drawn into the eartier 
world war in the days of Napoleon. I could net understand in 
1915 and 1916 how anybody could claim to be keeping us out 
of a war which everything seemed to show we were being 
drawn into. If this was a war for demecracy in 1917 it was 
equally a war for democracy in 1914, 1915, and 1916. The de- 
struction of the Lusitania in May, 1915, and other outrages com- 
mitted upon our people on the ocean made it perfectly clear, it 
seemed to me, that the nation which had started out so ruth- 
lessly on a career of world conquest was not only willing te 
trample over the rights of neutrals in general, but had an abso- 
lute contempt for the people of the United States, and thought 
they could not fight and would not fight; that they were honey- 
combed with pacifism and pro-Germanism and wholly given over 
to pleasure seeking and money making. Finally we did get into 
the fight, tardily, without preparation, but in time to give them 
a rude awakening. We slowly got our great Nation in motion, 
and I believe it is true that the valor of the American spirit and 
the dash of our men won the war. : 

But, true as this is, we must not seek to detract from the 
credit of our allies, who had borne the brunt of war so long 
before we began. Our men won because they were fresh and 
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eager to fight. They went on the field of battle without the 
discouraging knowledge of the loss of brothers and cousins and 
dear friends, such as the English and French had had to suffer. 
They probably did not even realize how vital to success their 
presence was in the spring and summer of 1918. They had no 
idea of losing. They knew the great American people were be- 
hind them with tremendous resources, and when they were 
given a chance they went ahead. The hardest thing for them 
was to stand still and drill and prepare themselves in the 
camps. And I think that has always been so in American life. 

A good deal has been said about the harshness of the court- 
martial system, and with truth I think, but it is not new ex- 
actly. I recall distinctly an old fellow who is still living up 
in my district, who fought in the Civil War, and remember ask- 
ing him one day, “ Charlie, what did you do in the Civil War?” 
He replied, “ I fit and bled and died for my country in the guard- 
house.” He was a good deal of a wag, a harum-scarum fellow in 
his younger days, and, while I know he did his share of fighting 
when there was fighting on hand, there was some truth in his 
statement about the guardhouse. An army has to have disci- 
pline. It can not have it unless the men obey orders. It is 
hard for American boys to learn those things. They have been 
accustomed to independence at home and to acting entirely on 
their own initiative, and that is why discipline comes hard to 
them. But when it comes to actual fighting, when the time 
comes after sufficient training when they are ordered to go 
forward, they show what they are made of, and then they 
naturally win if victory is at all possible. 

I am sorry to see some evidences of what may be called propa- 
ganda against the officers of the American Army. I think it is 
true that the Regular Army conducted the military policy of the 
country in this war, and I believe it was well conducted. I be- 
lieve that is one thing that was well conducted in the war and 
is least open to fair criticism. Mistakes were made, but not 
nearly so many mistakes as were made in the Civil War or any 
of our earlier wars. In the North we raised volunteer reci- 
ments in the Civil War. 
the North. Companies and regiments were organized in the 
North in local districts, and officers were appointed from among 
jocal men, and in many cases generals were appointed from 
civil life, often with very little knowledge of technical military 
affairs. When those regiments finally went into battle what 
enormous losses they had. Many of the. officers of those regi- 
ments became able leaders, but it is also true that many did not. 
We hear much of the successes and not much of the failures. 

In this war the higher officers were taken, as a rule, from the 
Regular Army. I know that there has been a good deal of heart- 
burning about that, but criticism of this policy can not properly 
be made, it seems to me, by anybody who understands war. 
Generally speaking, they were doing their work well, so far as 
the training of the men and the larger matters of strategy and 
tactics were concerned. Whether these Regular officers, when 
they got into actual action in going over the top, were better 
leaders than officers chosen from the militia or from the train- 
ing camps I do not know. I have heard it said that when they 
got in motion natural leadership rather than training came to 
the front. Probably that is true, but natural leadership and 
training were often combined. Genius is after all about three- 
quarters industry and training in any line of endeavor. Some- 
body has to do the previous studying and planning, and the 
success that is won by the rush of final action does not come 
wholly through the courage and dash of the men. 

Now, I wish to say a word in regard to the Twenty-seventh 
Division, of New York. I went to New York to take such part as 
I could in the tremendous demonstration of welcome given to 
that division on the 25th of March. It was an inspiring sight. 
When the great city of New York starts out to honor its sol- 
diers, it gives them right royal welcome. Such a tremendous 
outpouring of people I have never seen before, and I am sure it 
must have been an inspiration even to the veterans who were 
tired from the marching. It was my pleasure afterwards to hear 
Gen. O’Ryan tell about the fighting of the Twenty-seventh, and 
how they broke the Hindenburg line, and I have since then 
talked with a good many of the men from the division. Three 
companies of it came from my district, and they are worthy of 
all the honor that has been given them. The men of the 
Seventy-seventh also fought splendidly, and in fact we are 
all inclined to think the division in which our friends fought 
was the best division. I am sure that while we can not say 
too much in praise of the valor of the men in the ranks who 
fought in the great battles of this war, we must also give full 
credit to their officers; and we must consider that as a rule 
they did not have the same advantages for popularity as the old 
Civil War officers had of having coine from the same localities 
asthe men. [Applause.] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from New York has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LANK¥orp]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, as surely as the works of 
God are eternal, and as surely as God shapes and controls the 
destiny of nations, so surely are the works of him who serves 
his country, in a great cause, everlasting. He can never die. 

Our patriots of the past are not dead, although they have 
passed off this stage of action. They still live in the hearts of 
their countrymen and in the very life of the great Nation which 
they helped to build. 

Washington still lives, wherever the air of freedom is 
breathed; Lincoln still lives, wherever love of country is ad- 
mired ; and Lee still lives, wherever chivalry, true manhood, and 
Christian character are respected. 

The deeds of valor, of sacrifice, and of service of our noble 
men and women in this Great War shall last as long as the sun 
in yonder sky shall shine. The people of this country who have 
contributed in any way to winning this war can never, never 
die. They shall ever live in the everlasting, ever-increasing 
glorious achievements of the greatest Nation on earth; in 
a world-wide democracy; in a league of nations worked out 
in accordance with God’s great plan, and in an everlasting 
peace. God made our Nation great and full of the love of free- 
dom, and sent our armies into the conflict when they were 
needed to save the day for civilization and freedom. He raised 
up a great generation and a great people, and raised up great 
men to lead us in the mighty conflict, and we won. America was 
destined to shape the destiny of the world. 

The Omnipotent has always prepared a people equal to the 
task to be performed, and He has always prepared a leader when 
He needed a leader. Just as surely as He sent Christ to die for 


The time of the gentleman 


ae eee ee ene | the sins of men; just as surely as He prepared Moses to lead the 
The South had a better policy than | 


Israelites out of Kgypt; just as surely as He prepared Washing- 
ton to free the Colonies from bondage, so surely did he prepare 
Woodrow Wilson to lead our Nation in these perilous times. 
[Applause.] To-day Woodrow Wilson, with the liberty-loving 
peoples of the earth gathered about him, standing on the top of 
the highest mountain peak of the world’s history, is delivering 
to the nations of the world the commandments once delivered to 
man on Sinai, and is preaching “ Peace on earth, and good will 
toward men.” ‘“ Woodrow Wilson, with the wisdom of Solo- 
man and the patience of Job; with the meekness of Moses and 
the vision of Isaiah; with the talent of David and the judgment 
of Paul; with the courage of Peter and the gentleness of John; 
with the statesmanship of Washington, the patriotism of Lin- 
coln, and the leadership of Lee—such a man meeting such an 
hour could only come from the Master Mind, who always sends 
a Savior in the fullness of time.” 

A great people with great leaders constituting a great Nation 
has been raised up with a great destiny. Their duty has been 
performed. Their glory is immortal. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, GALLAGHER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
is recognized for 10 minutes, 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, it was not 
my intention when I came into the House to-day to speak to the 
pending resolution, and I would not now but for my desire to 
call attention to one or two facts that seem to have been over- 
looked in the very beautiful tributes that we have listened to 
to-day to the armed forces of the United States, and to call atten- 
tion to the unjust and unfair statement made regarding our 
alien population. 

We all glory in the growth and in the mighty power of this 
Republic. It is a great country, as the world has discovered. It 
has been made great and it has progressed because we have 
drawn upon the best blood of the peoples of the world, and the 
development of the country, the ingenuity of our people, and the 
way we do things is the cause of wonder everywhere. We are 
naturally proud of the achievements of our Army abroad. They 
rendered a service to our country not only on the field of battle, 
but one that will no doubt hereafter make our flag respected 
wherever it proudly floats. We glory in men who sacrificed 
their lives in the mighty struggle for justice and for right. 
As the President said, “The purposes of the United States in 
this war are known to the whole world-—to every people to 
whom the truth has been permitted to come.”. We did not 
enter this war for any selfish purpose of our own, but to 
“bring peace and safety to all nations and make the world 
itself at last free.” All praise to the New World Army; they 
fought bravely against poisoned gas and in the trenches, and 
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they won, although not given much credit abroad; and what they 
want as they return is an opportunity that helps a man to be @ 
man, [Applause.] 

But there is also praise and glory due to those soldiers who 
were compelled to remain here, where they rendered valuable 
and loyal service. It was not alone the fact that we were 
winning battles in France that brought about the armistice so 
soon, but it was because of the preparation that we were mak- 
ing in this country to win the war, that the enemy knew about, 
that hastened the Central Powers to ask for peace. The work 
of all kinds that was done in this country, the privations en- 
dured by the people everywhere to back up the efforts of our 
Army abroad, and the courageous and splendid work of the 
Navy are among the reasons why we achieved the success we 
did upon the blood-stained fields of France. 

We should remember and not overlook the fact in speaking 
of our growth, advancement, and power that the people who 
came from other shores anxious for liberty and freedom, and 
who made their homes here, helped us to develop this country 
and make it what it is. They are also entitled to some of the 
credit for the progress we have made. But the course we have 
pursued for upward of a hundred years of weleoming immigra- 
tion to the United States some are now attempting to change, 
and they would shut the door against the people who want to 
come here and share in our prosperity. I am against any such 
legislation. I can remember when it was the policy of this 
Government to welcome the oppressed of every land to our 
shores. ‘ 

In the days when I went to school we used to sing in the 
morning, at the opening of the exercises: 

America, sweet qonates Geen, for every race a home; 
We love the land of liberty and all who hither come. 

But that is not to be the policy from new on if some people 
have their way, nor will such a song be popular. It was stated 
here this afternoon—and I was somewhat surprised at the 
assertion—that 10,000,000 aliens in this country refused to fight 
during this war. I do not know where the gentleman who 
made the unjust statement got his figures, but I do know 
something of the alien population of this country ; he evidently 
does not. The section of the country from which the gentleman 
who made that assertion comes has very few aliens in it, and 
few aliens ever cared to make their home in that neighbor- 
hoed. 

I represent a district made up largely of foreigners and the 
children of foreigners, with very few Americans in it. Does 
anybody believe that we did not furnish our quota for the 
Army? Does anybody believe that they did not willingly volun- 
teer for the Army and Navy in that district without waiting to 
be drafted? Hundreds who were entitled to exemption waived 
their rights and went in under the draft. They showed their 
courage and they showed their Americanism, and they went to 
the front like any other soldier of the Republic. Aliens by the 
thousands in this country were anxious to enlist, but were de- 
prived of an opportunity because they were subjects of countries 
with which we were at war. Not only in this war, but in every 
war we have ever had, the foreign-born residents of America 
have taken a part. Why, in the Civil War my oldest brother 
at 16 years of age was in the Army of the Potomac for nearly 
four years. Regiments of Irish soldiers were in the Civil War, 
as were those of other nationalities, and in every other war we 
have ever had, and we find monuments in this city to Lafayette, 
Kosciusko, Pulaski, Von Steuben, Barry, and Sheridan; and 
reading history you can find Irish names as plentiful among 
the Revolutionary heroes as you can find them upon the mem- 
bership roll of this House to-day. They fought in that glorious 
struggle for liberty, believing that this country would remain 
what it has always been, the hope of the oppressed everywhere. 
Foreign names! Look at the casualty lists sent over from 
France, as published in the daily papers; foreign names one 
after another. But aliens by the thousands are new waiting 
for an opportunity to leave the country because of certain re- 
strictive legislation and because they believe in personal liberty. 
It is unfair to stand up here and say, without the facts, that 
10,000,000 aliens refused to enter the Army of the United States. 
The Council] of National Defense, the State councils, and the 
draft boards, the women who knitted and those who sewed, 
those who nursed the sick and wounded and cared for our 
troops in the trenches and on the battle fields, ali contributed to 
our success, as did the labor forces of the country, and are all 
entitled to share in the glory achieved, and there is glory 
enough for all. We fought a great fight because we fought 
for the things we believe to be right, and our flag was am ita- 
spiration on the battle line to the worn and struggling armies of 


eur Allies and urged them on with renewed courage to strike 
the blow that brought victory to our cause. 

Let me finish with a verse of a poem by D. F. McCarthy in 
his great tribute to our glorieus flag: 

Here’s our love to you, flag of the free, 
And flag of the tried and true. 

Here’s our love to your streaming stripes 
And your stars in a field of blue; 

Here’s our love to your silken folds 
Wherever they wave on high, 

For you are the flag of a land 
For which it were sweet for a man to die. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, much has been said, much will be said, in praise of the 
valorous deeds of the American soldiers in the Great War which 
was recently brought to a victorious and righteous conclusion. 
However, too much ean not be said im their praise. Their 
heroism, their self-sacrifice, their patriotism, will live im song 
and story and history forever. These young heroes will forever 
be enshrined in the hearts of their countrymen. Their deeds 
of valor and heroism will forever inspire the youth of the land. 
So far as language is concerned we can but enlarge upen the 
beautifully worded resolutien offered by the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpDELL]. However, I trust that this Congress 
will speedily enact legislation which will recognize and reward 
the heroism and sacrifices of these soldiers in a substantial and 
beneficial way. 

I wish to lay a garland of pure white lilies at the feet of the 
mothers and wives and sisters and daughters of the heroes of 
this war, whe, inspired by patriotism and love, devotedly teiled 
and suffered and prayed for their country and their loved ones, 
and many of whom are now wearing, or are entitled to wear, 
the golden star. And we should not forget those hundreds of 
thousands of soldiers who were held in the various camps in 
this country, who were subjected to the hard, tedious, monoto- 
nous grind of military training, but who, much to their regret 
and disappointment, were denied the privilege of engaging in a 
spectacular manner in this Great War and deprived of an eppor- 
tunity to inscribe their names wpon the scroll of fame. They 
should be remembered. They are entitled to their share of 
praise, and I say this in all sincerity, netwithstanding the fact 
that I have a son, even now but 18 years of age, who recently 
returned from overseas after having rendered active service on 
the Metz and Argonne-Meuse fronts. 

However, it is inevitable that these who crossed the seas, 
those who were offered and who seized the opportunity of deing 
their part in that larger way, will be more acclaimed than 
those who were not so fortunate. 

No army ever went to battle with a higher, a more unselfish, 
and more patriotic purpose than did the American soldiers—not 
for self-aggrandizement, not for territory, but in behalf not enly 
of our own country but of the downtrodden people of all the 
world. It was exceedingly meet that the greatest Republic 
in all the tide of time should enlist in this war for democracy 
and liberty, and I think that no more beautiful sentiment was 
expressed during the war than that by Gen. Pershing, who, 
reverently standing with bowed head at the tomb of Lafayette, 
said, “‘ Lafayette, we are here.” And we were there, and we 
continued to go in increasing numbers, and with renewed en- 
thusiasm as time went on. We did not arrive an hour too soon, 
but we did arrive in time, turned the tide of battle, and mate- 
rially helped to win the great victory. I shall not take time 
to recount specifically any of the deeds of valor and of courage 
displayed by the American soldiers, except to state that it 
was a souree of pride to me the other day that the entire mem- 
bership of this House rose en masse and greeted a returned 
soldier who resides in my own State, and who is generally 
acclaimed as the greatest individual hero of the World War, 
Sergt. Alvin C. York. [Applause.] I was proud of him and 
his superb courage and marvelous achievements. However, 
there are innumerable other heroes from my State and from 
every State in the American Union. There is glory enough 
for them all, both officers and men, as well as for the countless 
hosts who remained at home and toiled to the best of their 
ability in various spheres and capacities. In fact, with few 
exceptions, the American people almost man to man and woman 
to woman enlisted wholeheartedly in the great war against 
despotism and militarism. 

I wish to state, in conclusion, that these Workd War veterans 
are returning to our shores with broadened vision, with quick- 
ened step; with heightened impulse, with increased matriotism— 
better citizens, truer Americans than ever—and these return- 
ing heroes will in the future direct the energies, control the 
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policies, and shape the destinies of this great Nation. [Ap- 
plause. } 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, as there are no other gentle- 
men who desire to speak, I offer the amendment which I called 
to the attention of the House at the beginning of these exer- 
cises, and ask that it be now read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wyoming 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 13, after the word “served,” insert “on the selective- 
service boards and,” and at the end of line 13 insert the word “ patri- 
otic,” so that it will read: 

“That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to those who 
served on the selective-service boards and in the various auxiliary forces, 
whose humane and. benevolent work at home and on the field of battle 
contributed so greatly to the comfort and support of our valiant war- 
riors. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this amend- 
ment is definitely and clearly to recognize the services of the 
selective-service boards, sometimes known as draft boards. 

Mr. WELLING. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. WELLING. The inclusion of the selective-service boards 
is, of course, very proper, but they neither assisted materially 
in the “ comfort” or the “ support” of our soldiers, referred to 
in line 1, page 2. It seems to me, in order to complete the 
thought that the gentleman has in mind, the word “ organiza- 
tion ” ought to be inserted before the word “ comfort,” in line 1, 
page 2, so that it would read: 

That the thanks of Congress are hereby extended to those who served 
on the selective-service boards and in the various auxiliary forces, whose 
patriotic, humane, and benevolent work at home and on the field of battle 
contributed so greatly to the organization, comfort, and support of our 
valiant warriors. 

Because these selective-service boards were engaged chiefly, 
it seems to me, in the organization of those forces. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. If the gentleman will yield, would 
not the word “ mobilization” be better than “ organization ”? 

Mr. WELLING. I have no desire, Mr. Speaker, to encumber 
the resolution 

Mr. MONDELL. I fully realize that, and I thank the gentle- 
man for the suggestion. I was just thinking for a moment and 
running it over in my mind. We went very thoroughly and very 
carefully into this, and I will admit that the amendment that I 
offered, which it was necessary to offer because of my good- 
natured agreement, to the change of a single word, involves 
possibly a little further change—— 

Mr. WELLING. The word “ organization’ seems to me best 
suited to complete the thought. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think possibly the word “ organization,” 
of the two that have been suggested, is, perhaps, the better, and 
I have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WELLING to the amendment offered by Mr. 
MOoONDELL: On page 2, line 1, before the word “comfort,” insert the 
word “ organization.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask unani- 
mous consent for the modification of the amendment? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 
ment as modified. 

The question was taken, and the amendment as modified was 
adopted. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

The question was taken, and the resolution as amended was 
unanimously agreed to. 


Clerk will report the 


Is there objection? [After a 
The question is on the amend- 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. MONDELL. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 36 

inutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, May 31, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon, 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the acting pres!- 
dent of the Civil Service Commission, requesting permission to 
destroy certain useless papers in the files of the commission (H. 
Doc. No, 66), was taken from the Speaker's table, referred to 
the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: : 

By Mr. FREAR;: A bill (H. R. 4061) to provide departmental 
budget and tax revenue estimates, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4062) to appro- 
priate $500,000 to aid the Andrew Jackson Memorial Association 
in the erection of a monument at Nashville, Tenn., to commemo- 
rate the life, character, and services of Andrew Jackson; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4063) to amend section 162 of the act 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the judiciary,” approved March 38, 1911; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4064) to provide for the reduction of mile- 
age to actual transportation expenses of Representatives and 
Senators; to the Committee on Mileage. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4065) to locate, map, and mark field of battle 
fought near Nashville, Tenn., December 15 and 16, 1864; to con- 
struct driveways, etc., and make an appropriation for same; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4066) to establish a fish hatchery and bio- 
logical station in the sixth congressional district of the State 
of Tennessee; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4067) to relieve Congress from the adjudi- 
cation of private claims against the Government; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4068) to authorize the appointment of Phil- 
ippine constabulary and Philippine scout officers to the grades 
of captain and first and second lieutenants in the Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4069) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Las Animas, Bent 
County, in the State of Colorado, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Pueblo, Pueblo County, in the State of 
Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4071) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Saguache, Saguache County, in the State of 
Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4072) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Trinidad, Las Animas County, in the 
State of Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4073) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Eads, Kiowa County, in the State of Colo- 
rado, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4074) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Springfield, Baca County, in the State of 
Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4075) authorizing the Secretary of War te 
donate to the town of Rocky Ford, Otero County, in the State 
of Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4076) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Golden, Jefferson County, in the State of 
Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4077) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Florence, Fremont County, in the State 
of Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4078) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lamar, Prowers County, in the State of 
Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece;'to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4079) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Walsemburg, Huerfano County, in the 
State of Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4080) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Polk, State of Arkansas, 
to be placed in the courthouse grounds in the city of Mena, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece with carriage and suitabls 
number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Miller, State of Arkansas, to be placed 
in the courthouse grounds in the city of Texarkana, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece with carriage and suitable number 
of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4082) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the southern district of the county of Logan, State of 
Arkansas, to be placed in the courthouse grounds in the city of 
Booneville, one German cannon or fieldpiece with carriage and 
suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4083) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Crawford, State of Arkansas, to be 
placed in the courthouse grounds in the city of Van Buren, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece with carriage and suitable number 
of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Howard, State of Arkansas, to be placed 
in the courthouse grounds in the city of Nashville, one German 
eannon or fieldpiece with carriage and suitable number of 
shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the northern district of the county of Logan, State 
of Arkansas, to be placed in the courthouse grounds in the 
city of Paris, one German cannon or fieldpiece with carriage and 
suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4086) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Scott, State of Arkansas, to be placed 
in the courthouse grounds in the city of Waldron, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage and suitable number of 
shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Little River, State of Arkansas, to be 
placed in the courthouse grounds in the city of Ashdown, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage and suitable number 
of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Montgomery, State of Arkansas, 
to be placed in the courthouse grounds in the town of Mount 
Ida, one German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage and suit- 
able number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4089) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Fort Smith district of the county of Sebas- 
tian, State of Arkansas, to be placed in the courthouse grounds 
in the city of Fort Smith, one German cannon or fieldpiece, with 
carriage and suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4090) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Greenwood district of the county of Sebastian, 
State of Arkansas, to be placed in the courthouse grounds in 
the town of Greenwood, one German cannon or fieldpiece, with 
carriage and suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4091) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Pike, State of Arkansas, to be placed 
in the courthouse grounds in the town of Murfreesboro, one 
German eannon or fieldpiece, with carriage and suitable num- 
ber of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4092) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Sevier, State of Arkansas, to be 
placed in the courthouse grounds in the city of De Queen, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage and suitable number 
of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 4093) to amend an act ap- 


proved March 26, 1908, entitled “An act to provide for the repay- | 


ment of certain commissions, excess payments, and purchase 
moneys paid under the public-land laws”; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4094) to pro- 
vide employment and rural homes for those who have served 
with the military and naval forces through the reclamation of 
lands to be known as the “national soldier farm act”; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 4095) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to provide military instruction in the acade- 
mies, colleges, and public high schools,.furnish military equip- 
ment to same, and to detail officers as military instructors 
therein; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4096) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to grant the use of land and camp equipment to the 
United States Training Corps for Women and to detail Army 
officers for service at recreational camps; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4097) granting an honorable 
discharge to certain enlisted men of the Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4098) prescribing the rates of pay of the 
Navy and Coast Guard enlisted personnel; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4099) providing for the granting of honor- 
able discharge to certain members of the Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 4100) to amend 
paragraph 220, Schedule G, of the tariff act of October 3, 1913; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4101) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Pomona, Calif.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4102) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Long Beach, Calif.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 4103) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Newcastle, Va., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4104) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Staunton, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4105) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Palmyra, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4106) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Buchanan, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4107) for the erection of a monument to 
the memory of Gen. George Rogers Clark; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4108) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Staunton, Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4109) for the control and regulation of the 
water of Niagara River above the Falls, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4110) for the control and regulation of the 
use of boundary waters of the United States for power pur- 
poses, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. : 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4111) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Russellville, Ark., two 
captured German cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4112) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Clarksville, Ark., two cap- 
tured German cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages, for deco- 
rative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 4113) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Alexandria, La., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4114) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to cities and towns in Louisiana German cannon or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 4115) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Lima, County of Allen, 
State of Ohio, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4116) to donate two captured cannons or 


fieldpieces to the city of Wapakoneta, Auglaize County, Ohio; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) to donate one captured cannon or 
fieldpiece to the village of Tippecanoe, Miami County, Ohio; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Anna, Shelby County, Ohio, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4119) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Bradford, Miami County, Ohio, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4120) to donate a captured cannon or gun 
to the village of Yorkshire, Darke County, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4121) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the memorial commission of Fort Amanda, Allen 
County, Ohio, four German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 4122) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a new post-office building at 
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Andover, ‘Mass. ; to the Cemmittee on Publie Buildings and 
Greunds. 

iy Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 4123) to pretect citizens 
of the United States against lynching in default of protection by 
the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4124) to establish marketing 


departments in agricultural colleges in the several States of the 


United States; te the Committee eon Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4125) appropriating $350,000 fer the con- 
struction of dredge boats fer dredging on the Arkansas River; 
te the Committee en Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. BR. 4126) apprepriating $850,000 for the con- | 


struction of dredge beats for dredging on the Arkansas River; 
to the Cemmittee on Rivers and Harbers. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4127) te previde fer the improvement of 
navigation on the Arkansas River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbers. 

Alse, a bin (H. R. 4128) providing for a survey of Arkansas 
River, Ark., with a view to making same navigable; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4129) for the erection of a publie building | 
at Conway, Ark.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and | 


Grounds., 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4130) fer the erection of a public building 
at Moerrillten, Ark.; to the Conunittee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Also, a bill (HL R. 4131) for the erection of a publie building at | 


Conway, 
Grounds. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 4132) for the purchase of a 
erection of a public building at Little Reck, Ark.; 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 4133) for the purchase of a 
erection thereon of a public building at Merriliton, 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4134) for the purchase of a 
erection of a public building at Little Rock, Ark.; 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FREAR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) 


Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


site and the 
to the Com- 


site and the 
Ark. ; to. the 


site and the 
te the Sem- 


to provide a 


jeint budget committee compesed of the Ways and Means Com- | 


mittee of the Heuse and the Finance Committee of the Senate; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. KAHN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) to provide 


for the payment of travel pay upen discharge to men of the | 


Recular Army enlisted prior te April 2, 1917; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 85) relating to the induction 
of registrants who applied and who were accepted for induction 
and assigned to edueational institutions for special and tech- 
nical training under the provisions of the act appreved August 
31, 1918, but whese induction, without fault ef their own, was 
not completed ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. PARK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) authorizing | 
the Secretary of War to lean tents and other material te the 


Albany Chamber ef Commerce, of Albany, Ga., and the South 


Georgia Association of the Woodmen of the World, for the annual | 


log rolling and encampment of the Georgia Woedmen of the 
World, to be held in Albany, Ga. ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. MASON: Resolution (H. Res. 86) to investigate pay- | 


ment of interest and principal on Russian bonds; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolution (H. Res. 87) to allow the 
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the State De- 
partment te appoint a clerk to said committee; to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. IRELAND: Resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the 
Doorkeeper to appeint an additional page; to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

sy Mr. JACOWAY: Resolution (H. Res. 89) requesting the 
Secretary of Agriculture to report to the House the buildings 
eceupied by the Department of Agriculture, the amount of floor 
space, the number of employees in each, and other imformatien ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. IRELAND: Resolution (H. Res. 90) authorizing the 
payment of charwomen necessarily employed under direction 
of the Superintendent of the Capitol Building; to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under elause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4735) granting an in- 
erease of pension to George W. West; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 
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| By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 4136) granting an increase 
of pension to George M. Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, 

| By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4137) to compen- 
| sate the Nashville Trust Co., of Nashville, Tenn., trustee under 
| the will of BE. W. Cole, deceased, for damages to a building situ- 
ated on the corner of Union Street and Fourth Avenue north, 
| in Nashville, Yenn., and known as the Cole Building, as the 
result of a blast in improving the channel of the Cumberland 
River by a United States Government boat on Monday, August 
18, 1912 ; to the Committee ou Claims. 

Also, a bill (@. R. 4138): for the relief of Kinney, McLaughlin 
& Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (FE. RB. 4189) granting a pension to Sarah E. Brady, 
widow of Nathaniel E. Brady ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4140) granting a pension to Misa Thompson ; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4141) granting a pension to. Harry Wynn; 
| to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4142) granting an inerease of pension to 
Henry 8S. Robert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (TE. R. 4748) granting an increase of pension to 
| Louis Sickenberger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (FE. R. 4144) granting an increase of pension to 

Sarah Jane Lush; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Sidney E. Collins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 4146) to authorize the 
| President of the United States to appoint William H. Armstrong 
| a captain in the Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry of the United 
| States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H.R, 4147) granting a pension to 

Luther M. Southhall; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 4148) granting am increase of pension to 
Braden E. Fox; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bil! (H. R. 4149) granting a pension te Harriet FE. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions, 
| By Mr. FRELAND: A bill (H. R. 4150) for the relief of 
| Charles S. Fries; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H.R. 4151) for the relief of John 
| P. Willard ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4152) for the relief of J. C. Hendricks, 
| administrator of the estate of Samuel Heuston, deceased ; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (AH. R. 4153) for the relief ef Marion H. Hender- 
| son; to the Committee on Claims. 
|  Adse, a bill (H. R. 4154) for the relief of James A. Frey; to 
the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 41455) for the relief of the heirs of N. N. 
| Barmere, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4156) for the relief of John Davis; to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4157) for the relief of Elizabeth Granger 
and Mary Granger, daughters of Dan B. Granger, deceased; to 
| the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4158) for the relief of the Grand Lodge of 
Free and Accepted Masons of Arkansas; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Wiley J. Davis, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4160) for the relief of Leander Mason and 
others, heirs of Thomas M. Mason, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4161) for the relief of W. M. Middleton; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) for the relief of Finis M. Williams; 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4168). for the relief of John Davis; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of John W. Fein; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4165) for the relief of Edgar Shinn; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4166) for the relief of James Shook ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4167) for the relief ef Gillum Smith; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4168) for the relief of Patrick O'Kane; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 4169) for the relief of Mrs. Herbert Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4170) for the relief of William D. Kirkland ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4171) for the relief of J. C. Hill; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4172) for the relief of H. L. McFarlin; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4173) for the relief of the estate of William 
A. Crawford and the heirs of Henry H. Beavers; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4174) for the relief of the estate of Jere- 
miah Cockrell, late of White Oak, Fairfield County, S. C.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4175) for the relief of the heirs of Lovick 
Lambeth, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4176) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Pennington ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4177) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Sleeker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4178) for the relief of the estate of George 
Byerly, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4179) for the relief of the heirs of Augusta 
W. Diehl, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4180) for the relief of the heirs of Simon 
Kirkpatrick ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) for the relief of the heirs of Peter 
Goodman ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4182) for the relief of Stephen W. Bates; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4183) for the relief of Eli G. Collier; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4184) for the relief of C. V. Hinkle; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4185) for the relief of James A. Frey; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4186) for the relief of R. W. Harris; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4187) for the relief of Marion H. Hender- 
son; to the Committee on Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4188) for the relief of George W. Beavers; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4189) granting an increase of pension to 
William Douglass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4190) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Lee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4191) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson D. Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Plank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4193) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Burton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4194) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Simmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4195) granting an increase of pension to 
William Douglass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4196) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Power; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4197) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin G. Woodworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4199) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ballou; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4200) granting a pension to Edward Rey- 
nolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4201) granting a pension to William A. 
Pollard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4202) granting a pension to Frank Thomp- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4203) granting a pension to Rebecca E. 
Skaggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) granting a pension to Edward Rey- 
nolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4205) granting a pension to Frank W. 
Godsey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4206) granting a pension to Sam Rags- 
dale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4207) granting a pension to Kate Chance; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4208) granting a pension to George W. 
Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4209) granting a pension to George W. 
Johnston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4210) granting a pension to Mrs. A. M. 
Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 4211) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Isaac Rake; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 4212) granting a pension 
to Mary M. Canton; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 4213) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Matthew M. Eshelman; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4214) granting a pension to Rita Shafges; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4215) granting a pension to Harriet J. 
Houghtaling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to Marion W. 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4217) to reimburse Jason J. Green; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 4218) granting an increase of 
pension to Nancy J. Lotz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Thurman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Frank 
Barber ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 4221) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry M. Gifford; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (1. R. 4222) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry H. Shell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4223) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah J. Favorite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4224) granting a pension to 
Mary Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4225) granting 
an increase of pension to Charlotte C. Brandau; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petitions of the Welsh Pres- 
byterian Synod of Northeast Pennsylvania; convention of Dis- 
trict Superintendents of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Colum- 
bus, Ohio, southern Indiana, and Kentucky; and sundry resi- 
dents of Hasbrouck Heights, N. J., earnestly protesting against 
the repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of the Shoe Retailers’ Association 
of San Francisco, earnestly requesting Congress to repeal tax 
on shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, 
N. Y., protesting against luxury tax on soda, soft drinks, and 
ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of Jordan Marsh Co., Boston, 
Mass., opposing repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. . 

Also (by request), petition of over 2,000 Armenians of Detroit 
citizenry urging American mandatory over united independent 
Armenia; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
protesting against luxury taxes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also (by request), petition of mass meeting of Jewish citizens 
of Niagara Falls, N. Y., protesting against outrages in Poland; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr.. BROWNING: Memorial adopted by membership of 
Wiley Methodist Episcopal Church, Camden, N. J., protesting 
against repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of membership of Broadway Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Salem, N. J., protesting against repeal of war-time pro- 
hibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Camden County, N. J., protesting 
against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: Resolutions of Sacramento 
(Calif.) Boat Club, protesting against tax on small motor, sail, 
and row boats; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of special post- 
office. clerks at Providence, R. I., relative to salaries; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: Petition of 85 citizens of the 
city of Indianapolis, Ind., urging the enactment of legislation 
providing for the permanent Government ownership of all rail- 
ways, telegraph, and telephone facilities; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Rev. Augustus S. Buchanan, pastor of the 
Home Presbyterian Church, and 66 other citizens of the city of 
Indianapolis, Ind., in remonstrance against the repeal of war- 
time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


legislation restricting immigration into the United States from 


ralization. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of J. D. Williams (Inc.), 
Brooklyn, and Max Green & Co., manufacturing furriers, oppos- 
ing tax on furs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


appropriation for Department of Labor Employment Service ; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of R. E. Swett, Richmond Hill; P. Martin, 
Brooklyn; A. E. Payson, New York; C. S. Hammond & Co., New 
York; the White Co., Cleveland, Ohio; W. Bianchi & Co.; H. C. 
Stieglitz, Brooklyn; Carter, Macy.& Co. (Inc.) ; Globe & Rutgers 
Fire Insurance Co.; Freck, Loeser & Co., Brooklyn; Grevatt 
3res. {Inc.) ; members of the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., 
srooklyn; H. R. Lathrop & Co. (Inc.); Standard Mail Order 
Xe.; the Baker & Taylor Co.; M. J. Whittall; M. B. Snevily, 
president Oil Seeds Co.; Thomas P. Graham; F. G. Robertson; 
Fred W. Cohen; Metal & Thermit Corporation; George W. 
Baker; E. W. Durkee; Fred Fear & Co.; Campbell, Metzger & 
Jacobson; Columbia Graphophone Co.; and P. W. Lambert & 
So., all of New York State; H. Jacquin & Co., A. V. Wahlberg, 
8S. Williams, M. Phillips, M. McClure, E. Leap, Daniel Currle, A. 
Van Kilch, P. J. Dinan, Edward M. Hanley, V. W. Knutsen, Leo 
D. Fox, J. Megrez, Mack Wolf, Elbert Butts, J. A. Guillaume, 
H. T. Kramer, Philippe Lambert, G. Megroz, and Leo C. Lutke, 
all of New York, protesting against the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of Chamber of 
Commerce and citizens of Long Beach, Calif., against repeal of 
daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Southern California Wholesale Grocers’ As- 
seciation and 40 manufacturers of southern California, against 
restriction of power of Interstate Commerce Commission relat- 
ing to long and short haul rates; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of New Century Club, of Pasadena; First 
Friends Church, ef Long Beach; Bible Institute of Christian 
Workers, Los Angeles; Memorial Baptist Sunday School, South 
Pasadena; State convention of California Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union in session at Santa Ana; Methodist Congre- 
gation Sunday School und Epworth League, of La Verne; Lake 
Avenue Congregational Church and Sunday School, Pasadena; 
Covina Methodist Church, Covina; Interchurch Committee, La 
Verne; Long Beach Quoit Club and Ladies’ Good Luck Club, 
Long Beach, all of California, against repeal of war prohibition ; 
to the Committee on Agriculhure. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Placer-Nevada Counties’ Chris- 
tian Endeavor Union, urging the adoption of the league of na- 
tions plan, submitted by Una G. Price, president, Grass Valley, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of board of trustees of the city of Glendale, 
Calif,, urging the enactment of proper legislation reverting to 
private ownership the telephone lines and systems which were 
taken over by the Government during the war; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of United States Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States of America, against the repeal of the daylight- 
saving system; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Protestant Ministers’ Association of San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., against the lifting of the ban on beer and wine; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Bonham & Gillette, Red Bluff, Calif., asking 
the removal of the excise tax on automobiles, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition or memorial of Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Dunsmuir, Calif., against the lifting of the ban on beer and 
wine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Gazelle, Calif., protesting 
against the lifting of the ban on beer and wine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, telegram by Eugene 8S. Elkus, president; G. W. Brain- 
ard, secretary, Board of Trade, San Francisco, Calif., relative 










































































































































































































































































Also, petition of Henry Dilger and 65 other citizens of the 
city of Indianapolis, Ind., urging upen Congress the enactment 
of legislation providing for the national ownership and Govern- 
ment operation of all railreads within the United States and 
its possessions necessary for the furnishing of transportation 
to the people of the United States, including all lands, terminals, 
and equipment required or desirable for successful operation ; 











Also, resolution of the Order of Railway Conductors of Amer- 
ica, Monument Division, No. 598, praying for the enactment of 







foreign countries; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 


Also, petition of National Association of Manufacturers, with 
reference to the United States Employment Service, epposing 
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to the effort being made to deprive the Interstate Commerce 
Commission of its present power to authorize departures from 
jong and short haul clause; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Pacific coast section of National Electric 
Light Association, protesting against the establishment of a 
standard of ethics by the Bureau of Standards, by H. F. Jack- 
son, president, Sierra & San Francisco Power Co., San Fran- 
cisco, Calif; to the Committee on Interstate and Fereign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of St. Helena Chamber of Commerce, urging 
the repeal of the war-time prohibition measure; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. C. Hunter et al., of Bismarck, Mo., pro- 
testing against the repeal of the war-time prohibition act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWHET: Petition of citizens of Wright County, Iowa, 
relative to the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Resolutions adopted by the 
faculty council of University of North Dakota; Forestry State 
Normal School, Bottineau ; faculty of State Normal School, Val- 
ley City; and the Study Club of Fargo, N. Dak., favoring a 
league of nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Commercial Club of Bottineau, N. Dak., fa- 


| voring bill 15400 for the creation of a Department of Education; 


to the Committee on Education, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satourpay, May 31, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee our Father in Heaven for the splendid demon- 
strations on the floor of this House yesterday and throughout 
the length and breadth of our land in memory of the American 
soldier, living and dead, who fought for his country and for 
humanity in all the wars of the past. 

Teach us, we pray Thee, the value of patriotism, not only 
in war but in peace, that right and truth and justice may live 
and make the world pure and strong and a safe place for the 
home, industry, and our religious convictions. To the glory 
and honor of Thy holy name, in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Duprt, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Widow Emma Golden (H. R. 12263, 
2d sess., 65th Cong.), no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, by direction of 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, I ask unani- 
mous consent for permission to that committee to sit during the 
sessions of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
JoHNSON], chairman of the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, asks unanimous consent that that committee 
have permission to sit during the sessions of Congress. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


LATE REPRESENTATIVE JOHN L, BURNETT. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to place in the Recorp a brief resolution of the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization on the death of 
its late chairman, the Hon. Joun L. Burnett, who was also a 
Member of this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unani- 
mous consent to insert in the Recorp a brief resolution of the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization on ‘the death of 
the Hon. Joun L. Burnert, late chairman of that committee. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following is the resolution referred to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization of 
the House of Representatives of the United States of America has 
learned with deep regret of the death of Hon. JoHN L. Burnett, late 
chairman of this committee. 

Appreciating his sterling worth and honoring him for his loyal and 
whole honxted service to the people of the United States, the members of 
this committee desire to extend to his widow and his family their sin- 
cere expressions of sympathy: It is therefore 
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Ordered, That the clerk be directed to enter a copy of these resolu- 
tions on the committee minutes, to present a copy to the House of. Rep- 
reseutatives for the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, and to transmit copies to 
Mrs. John L. Burnett and Mr. P. W. Burnett, of Gadsden, Ala. 

FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 


MESSAGE 


(H. R. 1200) making appropriations for certain expenses inci- | 


dent to the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and for 
other purposes, in which the coneurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested. 
PRESIDENT WILSON’S MEMORIAL DAY ADDRESS. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Myr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 


sent to have printed in the Recorp the Memorial Day speech | 
made by the President of the United States in France yesterday. | 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


mous eonsent to priut in the Recorp the speech delivered yester- | 
Is there objection? ; 


day by the President of the United States. 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


B. FP. ESTOPINAL. 

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask for consideration of the 
privileged resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, offers a privileged resolution, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 56. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of 
the Ilouse to B. F. Estopinal, clerk to the late Hon. Albert Isstopinal, 
a Representative in Congress from Louisiana at the time of his death, 
April 28, 1919, the sum of $166.66, being an amount equal to one month’s 
salary of a clerk of a Representative in Congress. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion. 
Tne resolution was agreed to. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR MILEAGE, STATIONERY, ETC. 


Mr. GOOD. 


immediate consideration of the same. 
The SPEAKER. 
the bill for the information of the House? 
Mr. GOOD. 


pages, as reported by the House, with two amendments. 


propriated for in the legislative bill for the regular session of 
Congress available for this special session of Congress. The 


Senate adopted the suggestion that was made on the floor of the | 


se » gentleman fr Texas [Mr. Garner], and struck | ° ; 
House by the gentleman from Texas [ Ganver}, and struc | fore, Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 


out that provision, and made a direct appropriation for the mile- 


age of this session, thereby obviating the necessity of making a | 


new appropriation for the same purpose for the next regular 
session. 
Senators and the regular allowance for pages and other em- 
ployees in the Senate. 
to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, asks unanimous 


eousent that there be taken from the Spenker’s table the bili 
1200, with Senate amendments thereto, and that the 


eR, 
same be immediately considered. 

Mr. LONGWORTH., 
saged over? 

Mr. GOOD. It is. 
The SPEAKER. 
pause.] The Chair 

Calendar. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that -the 
bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of the 
Whole. 


Is there objection? 
Is that the bill that has just been mes- 


Is there objection to the request? 
hears none. This bill is’ on the Union 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered in the House as in the Com- | 
[After a pause.] | 


mittee of the Whole. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Aun act (H. R. 1200) making spomustations for certain expenses inci- | 
' to answer to their names: 


Andrews, Mad, 
| Babka 


dent to the first session of the 8 
poses. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


xty-sixth Congress, and for other pur- 
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The question is on agreeing to the resolu- | 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take | 
from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 1200 and ask for the , = 1 1% { 
| tion, and I believe that it is a suggestion that should be followed 
Will the gentleman state the character of | ; s we . 
| dously important, I would not object; but in view of the state- 
The Senate has passed the bill with regard to | 
mileage and stationery allowance, and with provision for the | 
That | 
bill as it passed the House made the mileage that had been ap- | 


They have also added the stationery allowance for ! 


If this consent is given. I expe re | ee , ao 
= s given. I expect to move | that motion is not in order at this time. 


oop}, | 


= 


REREFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, FT ask unanimous consent to have 4 
bill transferred from the Committee cn Public Buildings and 
Grounds to the Committee on Military Affairs. It is a bill, Mr. 
Speaker, that has only one purpose, and that is to increase the 
pay of officers in the Army. The reference was clearly a mis- 
take, and it should go to the Military Connnittee. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, F will say to my colleaguc from 
Missouri [Mr. CLark] that I ask unanimous consent to have re- 
referred a bill that was introduced by me for inereasing the pay 
of oflicers in the Army. It was referred incorrectly to the Cen:- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I ask that it go to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, which has sele jurisdiction of 
the subject. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. GARNER. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
ject—— 

Mr. GARNER. Has the gentleman consulted the chairman of 
each one of these committees? 

Mr. DYER. I have censulted the chairman of the Committes 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and he, of course, says it 
should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘The same bill 
was presented in the House in the last Congress and went to fie 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, GARNER. That meets with the approval of each one of 
these committees? 

Mr. DYER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say that it should have 
gone to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I gave netice the other day 
that it seemed to me that it would be conducive to the orderly 
dispatch of business if gentlemen in position of seme responsi- 
bility on this side, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Crarx }, responsible on his side, were informed in advance im re- 
gard to these requests. T think that was a reasonable sugzes- 


Is there objection? 
Reserving the right to objeet, Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the rizht to eb- 


for the protection of the House. If this matter were tremen- 
ment I made the other day, I feel that at this time I must object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming objects. 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, if it were a matter of any great im- 
portance, I would have consuited the distinguished leader of the 
House; but it is a very simple matter, involving nothing except 


| that a little bill, which has nothing on earth to do with the Com- 


mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, but is a purely military 
matter, should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. There- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] 
moves that the bill be rereferred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the peint of order that 
Other business has in- 
tervened, and the gentleman has not stated that.he has author- 
ity from his committee for making the motion. 

Mr. DYER. That is not necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri was in order, of course, immediately after the approval of 
the Journal; but other business has intervened, and an appro- 
priation bill has been taken up, and the Chair thinks that the 


| point of order is well taken. 
{After a | 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I make the peint of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. Obviously there 
is not. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

A eall of the House was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will 
eall the roll. 

The Clerk called the rell, and the following Members failed 


Browning 
Brumbaugh 
Burdick 
Burke 
Butler 
Caldwell 


Cole 
Cooper 
Copier 
Costello 
Crowther 
Cullen 


Campbell, Kans. 
Carew 

Casey 
Chindblom 
Cleary 

Coady 


Bacharach 
Benson 
Bowers 
Brooks, Pa. 
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Curry, Cal. 
Dale 
Davey 
Dempsey 
Dewalt 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Eagan 
Edmonds 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fisher 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Focht 
Fuller, Mass. 
Gallivan 
Ganly 
Garland 
Glynn 
Goldfogle 


Goodwin, Ark. 


Graham, Pa. 


Greene, Mass. 


Griest 
Griffin 
Hamill 
Hicks 
Hill 
Holland 


The SPEAKER. 


Howard 
Huddleston 
Hulings 
Humphreys 
Husted 
Hutchinson 
James 


Johuston, N. Y. 


Jones, Pa. 
Kearns 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kettner 
Kleczka 
Kreider 
LaGuardia 
Larsen 
Lee, Ga. 
Lesher 
Linthicum 
Little 
Lonergan 
Luce 
Lufkin 
Luhring 
McClintic 
McFadden 
McGlennon 
McKiniry 
McKinley 
McLane 
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McPherson 
MacGregor 
Maher 


Michener 
Mooney 
Morin 
Murphy 
Neely 
Newton, Minn. 
Newton, Mo. 
O'Connell 
Olney 
Osborne 
Padgett 
Paige 
Pell 
Peters 
Phelan 
Porter 
Pou 

uin 

adcliffe 
Ragsdale 
Rainey, J. W. 
Ramsey 
Reed, W. Va. 
Riordan 


Robinson, N. C. 


Rowan 
Rowe 


Sabath 
Sanford _ 
Saunders, Va, 
Schall 

Scully 
Sherwood 
Shreve 

Siegel 

Slem 

Smal 

Smith, N. Y. 
Snyder 

Steele 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stevenson 
Sullivan 
Temple 
‘Thompson, Ohio 
‘Tilson 
Upshaw 

Vare 

Venable 
Voigt 

Ward 
Watson, Pa. 
Welty 
Wilson, Pa. 
Winslow 
Zihlman 


Two hundred and seventy-eight Members 
have responded to their names. A quorum is present. The 
Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves that 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. The 
question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPEAL OF LUXURY TAXES. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means has a very urgent measure that it is 
desirous of bringing up in the House immediately. In view of 
that fact I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2021) to repeal 
section 904 of the revenue act of 1918, approved February 24, 
1919. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. 
ported? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks that the 
bill be reported. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2021) to repeal section 904 of the revenuc act of 1918, ap- 
proved February 24, 1919. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 904 of the revenue act of 1918, ap- 
proved February 24, 1919, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. That is sufficient. It is notifica- 
tion that this bill relates to the luxury tax? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. SNELL rose. 

The SPEAKER. 
New York rise? 

Mr. SNELL.. To ask a question of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Michigan how long the consideration of this bill will take, 
and whether it is the intention to proceed with the Agricultural 
appropriation bill when this bill is finished this afternoon? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know what the procedure will be 
after the passage of this bill, but I think it will take but a very 
short time to pass this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think anybody can prophesy about 
that until we find out what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey] that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 2021. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH] will take the chair. [Applause.] 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2021) to repeal section 904 of the revenue 
act of 1918, approved February 24, 1919, with Mr. WaAtsuH in 
the chair. 

Mr. WALSH took the chair amid general applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of H. R. 2021, which the Clerk will report 
by title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


Mr. Speaker, may we have it re- 


For what purpose does the gentleman from 


Mr. CANNON, 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the 
report be read. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred H. R. 
2021, to repeal section 904 of the revenue act of 1918, approved Feb- 
ruary 24, 1919, having had the same under consideration, report it back 
to the Mouse’ without amendment and recommend that the bill do 
pass. 

On February 28, 1919, the Committee on Ways and Means favorably 
reported a resolution to repeal section 904 of the revenue act approved 
February 24, 1919, and the following is quoted from the report sub- 
mitted by Mr. KircwIn at that time: 

“The purpose of section 904 was to encourage thrift and economy 
and to prevent extravagance, as well as to provide revenue. It was un- 
derstood that these consumption taxes were levied as war taxes only. 
This was a proper tax in time of war, but your committee believes that 
in time of peace it can not justify the placing of the burden (1) on the 
retailers of the country of keeping the necessary additional accounting 
system to collect the tax from the taxable sales in order to properly re- 
turn the tax collected to the Government; or (2) such a heavy tax upon 
the consumer. 

“Your committee is unanimous in recommending the passage of tiis 
resolution. 

“Section 904 of the revenue act of 1918 reads as follows: 

“* € SEc. 904. (a) That on and after May 1, 1919, there shall be 
levied, assessed, collected, and paid a tax equivalent to 10 per cent of 
so much of the amount paid for any of the following articles as is in 
excess of the price hereinafter specified as to each such article, when 
such article is sold by or for a dealer or his estate on or after such date 
for consumption or use— 

“*(1) Carpets and rugs, including fiber, except imported and Amer- 
ican rugs made principally of wool, on the amount in excess of $5 per 
square yard; 

*“*(2) Picture frames, on the amount in excess of $10 cach; 

***¢3) Trunks, on the amount in excess of $50 each; 

“*(4) Valises, traveling bags, suit cases, hatboxes used by travelers, 
and fitted toilet cases, on the amount in excess of $25 each; 

“*(5) Purses, pose oors. shopping and hand bags, on the amount 
in excess of $7.50 each; 

“*(6) Portable lighting fixtures, including lamps of all kinds and 
lamp shades, on the amount in excess of $25 each; 
$4 i) Umbrellas, parasols, and sun shades, on the amount in excess of 

each; . 

““*(8) Fans, on the amount in excess of $1 cach; 

***(9) House or smoking coats or jackets, and bath or lounging robes, 
on the amount in excess of $7.50 each ; 

““*(10) Men’s waistcoats, sold separately from suits, on the amount 
in excess of $5 each; 

““*(11) Women’s and misses’ hats, bonnets, and hoods, on the amount 
in excess of $15 each; 

“*(12) Men’s and boys’ hats, on the amount in excess of $5 each; 

“*(13) Men’s and boys’ caps, on the amount in excess of $2 each; 

“**(14) Men’s, women’s, misses’, and boys’ boots, shoes, pumps, and 
slippers, not including shoes or appliances made to order for any person 
310 ng a oe or deformed foot or ankle, on the amount in excess of 

per pair; 

“*(15) Men’s and boys’ neckties and neckwear, on the amount tn 
excess of $2 each; 

“*(16) Men’s and boys’ silk stockings or hose, on the amount in 
excess of $1 per pair; 

“*(17) Women’s and misses’ silk stockings or hose, on the amount in 
excess of $2 per pair; 

“*(18) Men’s shirts, on the amount in excess of $3 each; 

“*(19) Men’s, women’s, misses’, and boys’ pajamas, nightgowns, aud 
underwear, on the amount in excess of $5 cach ; and 

***(20) Kimonos, petticoats, and waists, on the amount in excess of 
$15 each. 

“*(b) The tax imposed by this section shall not apply (1) to any 
article enumerated in paragraphs (2) to (8), both inclusive, of subdi- 
vision (a), if such article is made of, or ornamented, mounted, or fitted 
with, precious metals or imitations thercof or ivory, or (2) to any 
article made of fur on the hide or pelt or of which ony such fur is the 
component material of chief value, or to (3) any article enumerated in 
subdivision (17) or (18) of section 900. 

“*(c) The taxes imposed by this section shali be paid b 
chaser to the vendor at the time of the sale and shall be collected, re- 
turned, and paid to the United States by such vendor in the same manner 
as provided in section 502.’ ” 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this matter 
of the repeal of section 904 of the new revenue act was consid- 
ered by the conference committee at the time the revenue Dill 
was before that committee last winter. The conference com- 
mittee had no jurisdiction over this section to strike it out, 
both Houses having agreed to it; but by unanimous vote of the 
members of the conference committee it was agreed that a 
special bill would be introduced looking to the repeal of this 
particular section. Bills were introduced in the House for the 
repeal of this section of the law at the last session of Congress, 
but owing to the lateness in the session they failed to pass. The 
Committee on Ways and Means therefore at a meeting last 
week took up the consideration of the repeal of several of the 
sections of the new revenue law which relates to consumption 
or so-called luxury taxes. The consideration of the matter of 
the repeal of other sections or parts of sections of the bill was 
deferred, awaiting further information from the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue and the Secretary of the Treasury. There- 
fore the committee, by unanimous vote, all members being pres- 
ent, ordered a favorable report of this bill for the repeal of 
section 904. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 


Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the report 


the pur- 
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Mr. CANDLER. This is the same identical bill that was 
passed by the House just before the adjournment of the last ses- 
sion of Congress, but failed to pass in the Senate? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. This bill, if enacted into law, will 
repeal, according to estimates made by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, an amount of revenue estimated to be $85,000,000. My 
candid opinion is that the tax provided for in section 904 would 
yield more than $100,000,000. I think it will go above the 
estimate. 

A bill has been introduced also—introduced by myself—look- 
ing to the repeal of section 630 of the new revenue law, which 
relates to the tax on soft drinks and ice cream. According to 
the estimates, if that section of the law is repealed, it will re- 
peal $21,000,000 of taxes in addition to those accounted for by 
this section. 

Many requests have come from every quarter requesting the 
repel of other sections of the so-called luxury or consumption 
taxes. Among others is a request from the dealers of the 
country for the repeal on the tax on automobiles. If that provi- 
sion of the law is repealed, it will cancel some $90,000,000 or 
$100,000,000 more of these taxes. 

The total amount of taxes that will be collected during the 
coming fiscal year, as estimated by the Treasury Department 
under the so-called luxury or consumption taxes, is in round 
numbers $350,000,000. Therefore this bill, as I have said, will 
repeal from $85,000,000 to $100,000,000 of those taxes. 

I do ‘not know that I care to make any further statement 
unless some gentleman wishes some information, which I will 
be glad to give if possible. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The estimate made at the last session 
of Congress certainly was that the automobile tax would raise 
$125,000,000. 

Mr. FORDNBY. Yes; but that estimate is reduced by the 
Treasury Department now to $90,000,000. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That has been reduced, has it? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. But I will say to the gentleman that 
it is my opinion that it will yield far more than $90,000,000, 
because at the time those estimates were made there were not as 
many automobiles being made as are pow being made. I made 
an inquiry recently of several of the principal automobile deal- 
ers about the delivery of a car, some of the kind in quite common 
use, and I found that it is almost impossible now to get the 
delivery of an automobile short of two or three months, if it 
were ordered now. There is a very great demand in the country 
for automobiles. The factories are running full blast, as fully as 
they can find labor anyway, and therefore I believe the amount 
of the tax to be collected by the Government on automobiles, if 
this provision of the law is not repealed, will far exceed $100,- 
000,000 this coming year. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to inquire whether or 
not this bill will repeal the so-called luxury tax on jewelry? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; jewelry is not included in this section of 
the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have received a great many let- 
ters from merchants asking for the repeal of this tax. I see that 
it is paid wholly by the consumer, but I do not reeall receiving a 
letter from a consumer asking that this tax be repealed. I 
should like to inquire whether consumers are asking for the 
repeal of this tax. , 

Mr. FORDNEY. The information that has come to me comes 
largely from dealers, although I have had,many requests from 
consumers, 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The statement that the gentleman has 
made would indicate that the automobile business has not suf- 
fered very severely by reason of this tax, 

Mr. FORDNEY. No. I saw a bill for the sale of an automo- 
bile the other day to the purchaser, and it was made out giving 
the price of the automobile and some extras, for extra tires, that 
in addition thereto the Government tax, stating the exact 
amount, and then giving the total to be paid by the purchaser of 
the automobile. Therefore I believe that in all cases the tax is 
added to the price which the purchaser or consumer pays, and 
the purchaser or consumer pays it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Did the committee consider the question of 
fixing a specific date ahead upon which this law should take 
effect? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No. 
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Mr. GARRETT.- I have seen the statement—I do not know 
how accurate it is—that unless something of that sort be done a 
eonsiderable expense and a great deal of annoyance will be 
caused to the Government on account of having to return taxes 
that will be collected between the date of the passage of this act 
and the time of notifying them to stop taxing. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will say that I had some talk with Gov- 
ernment officials about that. It was their opinion, and it is my 
opinion, that if the bill takes effect immediately on its passage 
every merchant in the country will report the amount of taxes 
collected from the date that the law took effect and the date of 
its repeal, and therefore there will be no burden on the Govern- 
ment to separate the taxes from the nontaxing period. 

Mr. GARRETT. The point I understood that was made was 
that there would be a great many who would not have notice 
of the passage of the act and would continue to collect the tax, 
and hence it would be necessary for the Government to return 
all that might be collected after the signing of the act. 

Mr. FORDNEY. It might be well to fix a special date; but 
I hardly think so. I think the Government would give notice 
through the press, so that everybody collecting the tax would 
know immediately. If the bill passes the House, as I believe it 
will, and then immediately is passed by the Senate without 
amendment, it will be notice to the country that the signing of 
the bill by the President, wherever he may be found, will be the 
date of the cancellation of these taxes. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the gentleman think it good policy at this 
time to repeal a tax which is going to yield $100,000,000, and a 
luxury tax at that? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me say to the gentleman, in answer to 
his question, I have been and am now opposed to putting upon 
the people a consumption tax. I have opposed it and did when 
I do 
not believe in consumption taxes so long as we can raise the 
necessary money to meet the running expenses of the Govern- 
ment in some other way less burdensome to the people. The 
consumption tax in every instance must and will be paid by the 
consumer. Now, there is a possibility of raising the necessary 
funds to carry on the running expenses of the Government by 
collecting money in some other way that would be less burden- 
some on the poor people. 

Mr. PLATT. The gentleman will not contend that this is 
burdensome on the poor people. 

Mr. FORDNEY. It is very burdensome on the poor people, 
because boots and shoes are worn by the poor as well as the 
rich, and the price that the poor man pays for a pair of shoes 
to-day is far in excess of the limitation set out in the law. Not 
only that, but in many other articles of wearing apparel. Prices 
are high to-day, whatever the cause may be. Conditions all over 
the world are abnormal as to the cost of living and everything 
that pertains to food and clothing. There are many articles cov- 
ered by this section of the law used by the poor people. I believe 
the tax would be less burdensome to the people of this country 
if imposed on people that have large incomes instead of upon 
those whose incomes are meager. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the gentleman mean to say that the poor 
man pays more than $10 for a-pair of shoes? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not pay that. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Iam a poor man, and I pay more than $10 
for shoes. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not necessary; the gentleman can 
shoes cheaper if he wants to. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If I wanted to buy a pair of stogies L prob- 
ably could buy them for less than $10, but such a pair as the 
gentleman wears and I wear costs more than that. 

Mr. PLATT. I get a pair for $7. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I pay more than $10 for shoes. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. Is it not a fact that practically all sections of 
the country are in favor of the repeal of this law? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I speak for myself; I have received but a 
single letter asking the Ways and Means Committee not to re- 
peal this section of the law. 

Mr. DYER. The committee was unanimously in favor of the 
repeal of the section? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. Has the gentleman’s committee given considera- 
tion to the repealing of the taxes on other matters? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; the committee did take up and discuss 
the repeal of other sections of the law, but deferred action, wait- 
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ing to receive information from the Treasury Department; as 
requested by them. 

Now, let me say further to the gentleman. I want to say to 
the gentleman that in reporting this section of the law and as 
to these taxes imposed by the various sections of the law this 
must be borne in mind: No matter who is responsible for it, 
what the cause or occasion may be, this situation faces the 
Congress of the United States. The expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the coming fiscal year are going to be in excess of the 
revenue collected by the Government somewhere from one to 
two billion dollars. 

The question is, Where are we 
duty devolves upon .Congress to 
expenditures already contracted for and expenditures that can 
not be relieved before the end of the next fiscal year. The 
Army and the Navy are still costing us a large sum of money. 
I do not see any good reason why our soldiers who are in this 
country should not be more promptly discharged. Every man 
now held by the Government in the Army and the Navy in this 
country in excess of the ordinary size of the Army and the 
Navy in normal times is a burden upon the taxpayer, and a 
great burden. The taxes are millions of dollars per day, 
caused by the slowness of the Army and Navy Departments in 
discharging men from the service who ought to be discharged. 
That is my opinion, at least. I may be wrong about that; but 
those expenses are going on from day to day, and they are 
enormous, and where in the world we are going to get from 
six to eight billion dollars of taxes this coming year is a quan- 
dary. It is a matter of very serious consideration for the 
Congress of the United States, and in repealing any of the exist- 
ing laws we must bear in mind the question of where we are 
going to get the money in lieu of those taxes that we are 
repealing. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. FORDNEY. 

Mr. CANNON. 
any tax. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Up to $10; no. 

Mr. CANNON. If they cost $12, there will be a 10 per cent 
tax? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Twenty cents on a $12 shoe. 

Mr. CANNON. If a woman's dress costs $200—and it is my 
experience that that is not a high price for a woman who goes 
in fashionable society—she has to pay how much tax? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know; my wife has not had a new 
dress since the Democratic Party came into power. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Most of us do know. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man from Illinois yield for just a moment for an explanation? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to call to the at- 

ntion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], in an- 
swer to the gentleman from [llinois [Mr. CANNon], the fact 
that women’s dresses are not in this bill at all. Women’s 
dresses are not taxed; neither is men’s clothing. Those two 
things were taken out by amendment in the Senate one mid- 
night when everybody appeared to be asleep. So they go scot 
free. They are not in this repealer at all, because, owing to the 
parliamentary status due to the fact that women’s clothing and 
men’s clothing were taken out, the bill was in such shape in 
conference that it had to be reported out in that way or else 
the whole bill would have been defeated. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us take trunks, for instance. 
up to $50 does not pay any tax. 
mentioned here in this bill. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. If the trunk cost $60, the purchaser would 
have to pay how much? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Ten per cent on all prices paid above $50. 

Mr. CANNON. How many men in the House have constitu- 
ents who buy trunks costing over $50? 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. We all have them. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; the gentleman is from Chicago; but 
how many of his constituents, how many of his laboring men? 
How many of the farmers of the country buy such trunks? How 
many of the people who are producing things? 

Mr. FORDNEY. All wardrobe trunks pay a higher price 
than that. . 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; that is where you travel with a ward- 
robe trunk, and have your silk dresses and your spike-tail coats 
hung up on hooks. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I may say to the gentleman that I do not 
own a wardrobe trunk, but I thought perhaps he does. 

Mr, CANNON. Ob, no; I do not; I am one of the poor 
feliows. 
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Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Oh, no! 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, the gentleman says “ Oh, no! ”—— 

Mr. FORDNEY. I am joking. 

Mr. CANNON. So am I. [Laughter.] But seriously I do 
not believe that 5 per cent of the people of the United States 
pay One single cent on these articles mentioned. [Applause.] I 
Cg five minutes after a while in the consideration of this 

ill, 

Mr. JEFFERIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. I would like to inquire where they expect 
to raise this revenue amounting to $100,000,000 if not raised on 
these articles in the manner provided. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know just from what source it will 
come, except it will come from the people in some manner. 
Taxes must be raised; the money must be collected somewhere 
from the people. I would say, however, that we must not be 
frightened over the amount of taxes that we are paying because 
of this Great War.* Let me say to the gentleman that I picked 
up a Chicago Tribune the other day, and to my great surprise 
I saw that the English budget, which is the English Govern- 
ment’s expenditures for this fiscal year, which begins the 1st 
day of April and ends on the 31st day of March—their taxes will 
amount to $7,500,000,000. 

Mr. BLAND of Indiana... Taxes or appropriations? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Taxes. Their budget represents the amount 
of money they must pay this year, collected in taxes, not from 
the sale of bonds. It must be remembered that the population 
of Great Britain—that is, England, Ireland, Scotland, and 
Wales—is about 45,000,000, while we have a population of 
more than 100,000,000. Their public debt is almost identical 
with our public debt. When our Government has disposed of 
the Government bonds and certificates of indebtedness already 
authorized, together with those that have been disposed of, our 
public debt will amount to $37,500,000,000 and*is almost identi- 
eal with that of Great Britain. Great Britain holds obligations 
of her Allies in an amount equal in round numbers to that 
held by our Government from our Allies, namely, $9,000,000,- 
000. So that England’s public debt and budget are identical 
with that of ours this coming fiscal year, with less than one- 
half of the population that we have to pay the bill. Therefore, 
her taxes must be double the tax imposed upon our people now. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. Can the gentleman give any information as 
to the percentage of the people of the United States who are 
paying any portion of this so-called luxury tax on these differ- 
ent articles? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; I could not, because, in the first place, 
the Treasury Department did not have that number; that is 
where that information must come from, for the reason that 
these luxury taxes are not yet far enough advanced. They 
were only put into effect on the 1st day of May, if I am correct, 
and it is now too early for the Government to find out how 
much these taxes are going to be and who pays it and what 
class of people pay it, so I have not that information. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. Did the gentleman’s committee have any 
information as to the cost of collecting this tax? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No, sir; we have not. We have no informa- 
tion from the Treasury Department as to the amount. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman has given the popu- 
lation of the United Kingdom. I would like to inquire whether 
or not the English budget is not spread over Australia, Canada, 
South Africa 

Mr. FORDNEY. No, sir; it is not; it applies only to Great 
Britain. Canada has an independent government of its own, 
as has also the Union of South Africa. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will. 

Mr. BEGG. Does the gentleman have any data showing how 
much will be saved in the collection of this tax and in seeing 
that the law is administered if it is repealed? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; that would be coupled with the question 
asked by the gentleman from Nebraska as to how much it 
would cost to collect it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield first to the gentleman from [llinois 
[Mr. DENISON]. 

Mr. DENISON. I understood the gentleman from Michigan 
to state awhile ago that the public debt of the United States 
was $37,000,000,000. Is that correct? 

Mr. FORDNEY. The amount of the outstanding obligations 
of the Government, together with the authorizations, is $37,500,- 
000,000. 
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Mr. DENISON. And in that connection Mr. KitcHin, the 
former chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, stated 
at the last session that when all the war debts were paid the 
public debt of the United States, exclusive of what we had 
loaned other Governments, would be $20,000,000,000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Well, it must be understood—perhaps I 
should have gone further and stated that at the present time 
we hold in round numbers, it is a little above or below, $9,000,- 
000,000 of the obligations of our Allies in this war, which are to 
be deducted from those figures which I have just given. 

Mr. DENISON. According to the statement of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Krrcnrn] in the House here in an- 
swer to an interrogatory I put to him, he stated that the total 
indebtedness of the United States Government after we had 
paid all the debts of this war, including the amount of foreign 
bonds we held, would be about $29,000,000,000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. That is, exclusive of the obligations held 
by this Government, it is $29,000,000,000. Now, let me say to 
the gentleman in the payment of our obligations for the next 
12 months, beginning the 1st of July, the interest on our 
public debt is going to be somewhere between $1,000,000,000 
and a billion and a quarter dollars. That is the interest upon 
our public debt. So far the interest from the obligation of 
the Allies that our Government holds has been promptly paid 
by the Governments borrowing that money, but it must be borne 
in mind that so far we have loaned them the money to pay, but 
that will be changed; we can not keep that up forever, and we 
expect in the future that they furnish the money to pay both 
interest and principal. 

Mr. DENISON. And I think they should. 
tleman yield for one more question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DENISON. I was somewhat impressed by the question 
put by the gentleman from Nebraska as to where we will get 
the $100,000,000 we are losing in repealing this section, and I 
want to ask the chairman if he can tell the House what part 
of this $100,000,000 of revenue will be realized under sub- 
section 20 of section 904, which puts a tax on kimonos, petti- 
coats, and waists, on the amount in excess of $15 each? 

Mr. FORDNEY.: I might be more familiar with it than the 
gentleman from Illinois, because he is a bachelor, but I must 
confess I am not thoroughly posted as to just how much we 
would get from the sale of kimonos. There are no. figures on 
the subject. The gentleman ought to be better posted. 

Mr. DENISON. Did the gentleman’s committee consider how 
much of this $100,000,000 revenue which would be lost would 
be lost by that particular item of the bill? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; there is no way of giving the informa- 
tion correctly, and I will say seriously, because these taxes 
have only been in effect a few days and the Government has no 
real statistics other than the estimates made at the time the 
bill was drawn last year, and where that information was 
obtained I do not know, but a Mr. McCoy, of the Treasury De- 
partment, who furnished these statistics and estimates on all 
former revenue bills which have been enacted since this 
war, is the gentleman who furnished those statistics and it was 
found that he was conservatively correct in all his estimates. 
I have stated, and I believe now, that his estimates are con- 
servative, because under the act of 1917 for last year and 
under the act of 1916 it was estimated we would raise about 
$3,600,000,000 of internal-revenue taxes from the provisions of 
the law. More money than that sum had been raised and when 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue came before the com- 
mittee, together with the Secretary of the Treasury, both 
stated that if we would give the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue a sum of money, of about $7,000,000, to pay expert 
accountants to review the tax returns that had come in they 
would collect—and that estimate was taken from those reports 
that had already been reviewed up to that time—they would 
collect another billion dollars, and therefore that law would 
yield more than $5,000,000,000 on an estimate of $3,600,000,000, 

Therefore, it would seenr that the estimates provided in the 
same way by the same gentleman, as set out in this law, are 
conservative and below the amount that will be collected. 

Mr. DENISON. I was going to state, Mr. Chairman, that I 
am in sympathy with the repeal of most of the items of this 
section, but it does seem to me that a tax on kimonos and petti- 
eoats and waists in excess of $15 is so clearly a luxury tax, 
if I understand what those mean 

Mr. FORDNEY. ‘The gentleman does not claim that a petti- 
coat is a luxury? 

Mr. DENISON. I do not know much about those items, but 
I think that is a luxury. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. FORDNEY. I will. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I merely wanted to say that while it 
is utterly impossible to give any figures as to how much the col- 
lection of these taxes is going to cost, my information is that it 
was necessary to organize a bureau in the department for the 
sole purpose of collecting this tax, and it is thought it would 
be extremely expensive to collect it. My guess is—and, of 
course, it is a guess—that our net loss of revenue from the re- 
peal of section 904 would not cost anything like $8,000,000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think the gentleman is correct in that 
statement, although it is absolutely impossible to know at this 
time just how much money it is going to cost the Government 
to collect those taxes. But it is estimated, as the gentleman 
Says, that it will cost a large sum of money. 

Mr. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will. 

Mr. TINCHER. Have the committee under consideration 
any proposition for the repeal of section 907 of the revenue 
act? 

Mr. FORDNEY. May I ask the gentleman what that section 
covers? I have not the bill before me. 

Mr. TINCHER. It covers tooth paste, liniment, and every- 
thing that has to be handled in the ordinary drug stores. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not believe there was any specific bill 
introduced and sent to the committee for the repeal of that sec- 
tion of the law, but the whole proposition of the consumption 
and luxury tax was discussed by the committee briefly and 
brushed aside for further information, with the exception of 
this section which we are now offering to repeal. : 

Mr. TINCHER. Will there be in the hearings of the Treas- 
ury Department an endeavor to find out whether you can save 
a good part of this by repealing section 907, thus releasing from 
the Treasury of the United States a number of accountants that 
it will take to collect under 907? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know how 
amount to. 

Mr. HOCH. Is the proposition for the repeal of this par- 
ticular section based upon the injustice of this tax or primarily 
on the difficulty and impracticability of collecting the tax? 

Mr. FORDNEY. There are several reasons. First of all, 
when this bill passed the House providing for the so-called con- 
sumption and luxury taxes it was at that time thought advisable 
and necessary to collect by the provisions of this bill $8,000,- 
000,000. But the gentleman will remember that between the 
time this bill passed the House and the time it was taken up 
for consideration in the Senate the armistice was signed and 
the Secretary of the Treasury went before the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate and recommended a reduction of from 
$8,000,000,000 to $6,000,000,000 for the taxable year of 1918 
and a reduction to $4,000,000,000 for this year. Therefore it was 
thought not necessary to carry all those provisions; that we 
would not need the amount of money that bill would raise. But 
it now transpires we are going to need a great deal more money 
than it was thought six or eight months ago we would need 
this coming fiscal year. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I understood from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] that there was no tax upon 
tailor-made clothes. I would like to know if the revenue bill 
provides for any tax? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Answering the gentleman, it is my recollec- 
tion, without going back and reading the specific provision in 
the law, that there is a tax, no matter where those clothes are 
made. If the value of those goods are above a certain sum, 
there will be a tax. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
me again? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I make the assertion, and I 
am quite sure the gentleman will verify it when he stops to 
think, that men’s and boys’ clothing and women’s dresses were 
in the original law, as reported to the House and passed by the 
House, but were stricken out in the Senate, and they are not 
in this bill or in this repealer. I understand that there is ab- 
solutely no tax whatever upon men’s clothing and boys’ clothing 
or women’s dresses. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is as I understood the gentle- 
man when he mentioned the subject. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Possibly the gentleman is right. 

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield. 

Mr. FREAR. I simply desire to state to the gentleman that 
I believe there are members of the committee who would never 
vote for the repeal of this law if it is to be grounded upon the 
fact that these items affect the poor people. It must be 
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grounded upon the fact that it is impossible er very difficult to 
make the collection, because we can not go before the eountry, 
in my judgment, and justify exempting shoes of $10, valises of 
$25, and trunks of $50. It was based prior to this time, and 
this time also, I take it, on the diffieulty of making the eollec- 
tien, not only on the part of the retailer in keeping the account, 
but on the part of the Treasury Department. So if it is to be 
based, as has been suggested here, on the statement that it is 
going to help the poer man, I do net think we ean go before 
the country on that issue at all, and I do not believe the chair- 
man wishes to be so anderstood. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. To suggest to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] that in making that statement he 
is reflecting upon the intelligence of another bedy, one of whose 
Members at a late hour in the evening made one of the greatest 
speeches ever made in favor of this bill, in faver of the poor 
women who wore calico dresses, and the poor workmen who 
would have to pay $25 for a suit of clothes, and succeeded in that 
argument in knocking out the taxes that had gotten in this bill 
against women’s dresses and Parisian gowns, and things of that 
sort, and against tailor-made clothes of gentlemen who ean 
afford to go out to evening parties. 

I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will look up the Rrecorp 
ind examine the speeches that were made by an eloquent gentle- 
man in the ether body, when appealing at 12 o'clock midnight 
to those whe were in the galleries, who asked that justice be done 
to those unfortunate poor who would have to buy dresses for 
women and clething for men. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield to the gentieman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FREAR. I have never found it necessary to be governed 
by the judgment of those in the other body in my reasoning, nor 
have I found it necessary or advisable even to be governed in my 
judgment by those in this body on a question of public economy. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will 
always form opinions of his own on these matters. 

Mr. FREAR. Lam trying to do so now. I believe that there 
are many Members of this House who are acting upon. this ques- 
tion of repealing these features of the bill solely because of the 
difficulty in making collections both on the part of the retailer 
and on the part of the Treasury Department, and they can not 
justify it because it is going to be a relief to the poor people, 
judging from these items. All that we-have to do is to read 
them to make sure of that. 

Mr. PORDNEY. I received a letter this morning from a man 
appealing te me to bring about the repeal of these so-called 
consumption taxes en the ground that he is receiving to-day 
from the Government—he is a Gevernment employee—S65 a 
month, and he states that it affects the value of about everything 
that comes into his house, and on a salary of $65 a month this 
law is collecting from him a tax that he feels unable to pay. 

Now, you can spread this tax over the poor or the rich as 
you may, but there are many items in this bill that are used 
by all the common people of the country on which the tax is 
being repealed. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I vield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. Reverting to the source of revenue, what propor- 
tion of the revenue will be raised by the war excess-profits tax? 
It is from $2,000,000,000 to $3,000,000,000, is it not? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes: something over $3,000,000,000 now. 

Mr. FESS. I would like to have the gentleman’s judgment 
as to whether that source will be very much after the war is 
over? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, I would say tothe gentleman this—and 
I am glad he brought up that question, because it permits me 
to make a brief statement on the provisions of this law, which 
in my opinion ought to be changed ; I do not know whether this 
would be a popular move or net, but I do know that it would be 
a very beneficial move to the labor of this country and to the 
capital of the country if the present excess-profit tax imposed 
upon the corporations should be transferred to the stockholders 
instead of the corporations. If the gentleman will permit me, 
a corporation is only the trustee of property belonging to the 
stockholder. It owns nothing. The stockholder owns all that 
property. The corporation is only acting for the stockholder. 
I do know this, that there are industries to-day, corporations 
that after they have earned a sufficient or reasonable income 
upen their capital invested are loath to go any further in mak- 
ing any large profits, because of being brought out of the lower 
paragraph of the income-tax law or the excess-profit tax law. 
The taxes upon further profits are very heavy, and that corpora- 
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tion, after it has earned a reasonable income upon the capital 
invested, does not care to break its neck, so to speak, in making 
more money and paying out $4 out of $5 to the Government on 
all money earned above a certain sum. That was the case with 
the taxes for the year 1918, now reduced. I believe that if that 
excess-profit tax should be removed or transferred, as I have 
said, from the corporation to the stockholders, the corporation 
weuld be given a free hand to run at its fullest capacity, produc- 
ing more cheaply than under any other circumstances, and when 
the money is once paid to the stockholder, the Government 
should collect from the stockholder a sum equivalent to that 
which would be collected from the corporation. 

I am not advoeating less taxes on the stockholder or the cor- 
poration, because I know that we must collect a large sum of 
money there, but what I want is the privilege extended to the 
corporation to run the whole year round at its fullest capacity 
and to make all the money it can, and by so doing give full 
scope to its productive ability. But when that money is once 
earned, it should go to the stockholders; and if not distributed 
to the stockholders during the taxable year, then some equitable 
plan should be adopted to tax that money in the hands of the 
corporation as if it had been distributed to the stockholders, 
but giving the corporation a freer hand for the greater expan- 
sien of business, 

Now, another thing: In the law there is provided a certain 
income from the sale of real estate and other property. The 
Treasury Department, through the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, has adopted a plan of collecting income taxes. It is 
a regulation, not a law, in my opinion, and it is this: If a party 
were selling some real estate to-day under the usual terms of 
deferred payments, say, one-fourth down on the purchase of 
the property or the signing of the contract and the balance in 
one, two, or three years—which is very common in the sale 
of real estate—if notes are given, the Treasury Department 
treats that as a completed or closed contract, and the parties 
selling the property must pay a tax on not only the cash re- 
eeived but the full value on the sale. Now, on the other hand, 
if notes are not given and the amount that would be provided 
for in the notes is provided for in the contract to be paid in 
one, two, or three years, the Treasury Department does not con- 
sider that a completed contract er completed sale and only 
considers as income the amount of cash received, and the de- 
ferred payments then are considered income in the year in 
which it is paid. 

Now, that is a ruling of the Treasury Department through 
the commissioner's office, and it is wrong. I know of many 
instances where centraets have been made for the sale of prop- 
erty and notes given for deferred payments that never will be 
paid. I know a specific instance; I have one myself, in a sale 
which I made in 1912. I did not report income because the cash 
payment was very small. I took notes for long-tiniée payments, 
payable every 90 days. In the meantime a storm came along 
and blew down much of the timber covered by that contract. 
The corporation to whom I seld is financially irresponsible ex- 
cept for the security of the property which I sold, and now 
to-day I must lose a large sum of money on that contract upon 
which I am called upon to pay a tax, and I never did and never 
will get that money. 

You will pardon me for referring to a personal matter, but 
I know of other such instances. A note should not be considered 
income until the money is received for that note. Neither 
should a stock dividend be considered as income until the 
money has been received for that stock, and since this law has 
been enacted the Federal court in the district court for the 
southern district of the State of New York has held that the 
stock dividend is not income until it has been converted into 
money. 

I believe that is a just and equitable decision of the court; 
but the Federal Government has appealed that case, and it 
will go finally to the Supreme Court of the United States if it 
is not there now. These things are rulings on the law, not pro- 
visions of the law, and I believe there are many other pro- 
visions of the law that work an injustice upon the people of 
the country. , 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. My concern in the reduction of this amount of 
$100,000,000 is with reference to the future, because if the excess- 
profit tax continues, as I presume jt will, whether rightly or not, 
after the war is over I can not see that there will be such a great 
amount collected under that tax. It seems to me that that was 
very largely penal, and when people talked about profiteering in 
the war the i:.nswer was, “ Let the profit be made, amd the Gov- 
ernment will take it in the form of a tax.” That will not. go on 
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after the war, and if the receipts from the excess-profit tax are 
materially reduced what are we going to look to as 2 source of 
revenue? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I believe it will be businesslike to do two 
things: First, to prunc most industriously everyone of the ap- 
propriations for the maintenance of this Government. [Ap- 
plause.] We ought to curtail wherever we can without crippling 
the Government. Secondly, then we must look around for the 
necessary money to meet our ordinary expenses. The obligation 
is upon the Government, and the people are the Government, and 
therefore we must raise the money in some way. We must raise 
it in the most equitable and just manner. 

Let me correct a statement that I made just a minute ago. 
When I stated that a stock dividend was not income, I did not 
mean that. I had reference to the note or obligation in a con- 
tract for the sale of real estate. The law did provide that a 
stock dividend should be considered income. 

Mr. FESS. I understand the gentleman has no trepidation 
about our ability to pay the expenses incurred for the war 
without injury to the public? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No;.I have no fear whatever about our 
ability to pay our debts. I have not the exact figures before 
ine, but I have them in mind, and they are very nearly correct. 
It is stated that the public debt of Great Britain to-day is, in 
round numbers, $800 per capita, and that the per capita debt 
of France is $900 for every man, woman, and child in France, 
and the public debt of Germany to-day is equal to 50 per cent 
of the total value of all property in Germany. That does not 
include the obligations that would be placed upon Germany by 
the Allies now considering that matter at Paris. 

Mr. CARTER. How much is the public debt of the United 
States? 

Mr. FORDNEY. ‘The estimate is that che wealth of the 
United States is $300,000,000,000, and exclusive of the obliga- 
tions of our allies that we hold the per capita debt of the 
United States to-day is only $300, one-third that of France, 
about one-half that of Great Britain, and far below that of 
Germany, because Germany’s wealth before the war was only 
$80,000,000,000 as against $300,000,000,000 for the people of the 
United States. 


Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman permit a further inter- 
ruption? 
Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 


Mr. FESS. I had felt that these luxury taxes were conducive 
to saving as against extravagance. I was rather inclined to 
oppose the repeal for that reason. I also thought, in reading it 
over pretty carefully, that a man of my standing could get 
through without paying any luxury tax at all. I do not see any 
article in here that would hit me, and I think I would represent 
the average fellow. I thought the tax was in the interest of 
frugality as against extravagance at a time when we are trying 
to save money, and we need all the revenue we can get. I was 
questioning the wisdom of the repeal, although there is a tre- 
imendous clamor for it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman was present, as I was, in 
this Hall two weeks ago last Saturday night, when the Republi- 
can Party in conference, or in caucus, as you may call it, passed 
a resolution recommending the repeal of the so-called consump- 
tion taxes. This is one of the sections. The Democrats on the 
Ways and Means Committee have joined with the Republican 
Members of the House in a unanimous report for the repeal of 
section 904, and this is a partial compliance with the resolu- 
tions passed by the Republican Party two weeks ago. There- 
fore, whether or not there are some people who would pay the 
tax who could well afford to pay it, who are caught under sec- 
tion 904, I do not want to argue that; but this action is in line 
with the resolutions passed by our party in conference two 
weeks ago, it is in line with the agreement of the conferees in 
the last session of Congress, and the bill for the repeal was 
passed in the House without a dissenting vote at that time, but 
failed to pass in the Senate because of the lateness in the session. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will ask for 20 minutes more time, solely 
for the purpose of answering questions, if anyone wishes to ask 
me any. I do not think I will use all that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended 20 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
GREEN ]. ; 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As one member of the committee on 
Ways and Means I wish to add one word to what the gentleman 
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from Michigan has said, with which I am in entire accord. 


It 
is true, as the gentleman stated, that the committee unani- 


mously agreed to report this bill. Perhaps the members were 
influenced by a different reason, but I think there were few 
and possibly no members of the committee who objected to this 
tax in the abstract. The objection to the tax arose from the 
manner in which it worked out, more than from the nature of 
the tax itself; from the expense of collecting it and from the 
fact that it was generally believed that some persons succeeded 
in evading it, and because in many cases the cost of keeping 
track of it on the part of the merchant was more than the tax 
amounted to. 

Then, there was another thing that influenced some—espe- 
cially myself—and that is that over in the other body, spoken 
of by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, they proceeded for 
some reason, thought good by themselves, to take out the tax 
on men’s and women’s clothing, which made the whole section 
look unfair and unjustifiable in comparison. Influenced by 
these matters, it became not, as the gentleman from Michigan 
said, a party matter at all, because at the last session a bill 
was passed for its repeal, went through the House without op- 
position, and was presented by the Democratic floor leader, and 
both Democrats and Republicans voted for it. That was an- 
other reason that influenced members of the committee—that 
there was an implied pledge or understanding that these taxes 
would be repealed at this session. So I think, as a whole, it is 
not the nature of the taxes themselves that influenced the com- 
mittee so much as these other matters. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not think this matter ought to be determined 
on what was done heretofore or upon the fact as to whether 
Democrats or Republicans voted for it. What is its purpose by 
taking taxes off of those who will not feel them and placing them 
on those who are not able to pay them? I do not understand 
that a suit of clothes is not necessary in and of itself, but the 
price of it ceases to be a necessity whenever you put it beyond 
that which is necessary to pay for the purpose for which we 
wear clothes—to keep us warm and comfortable. I understand 
that on a suit of clothes costing over $50 the excess over $50 
is taxed. ; 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me say again to the 
gentleman that men’s clothing is not taxed at all. If any 
dealer in this city or elsewhere taxes a gentleman who comes 
in and buys a suit of clothes he is liable to go to jail for one year 
and pay a fine of $1,000 for misrepresentation of the facts. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not care whether it is a suit of clothes or a 
trunk costing $50. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me say again that when 
the bill came into the House from the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee it carried two provisions—that men’s clothing in excess 
of $50 per suit should pay a tax, that women’s clothing in excess 
of $50 for a dress should pay a tax. If a woman wanted to buy 
a dress and pay $49.99 for it, she paid no tax. If she wanted to 
buy a $5,000 dress, she would be taxed on everything above $50. 
If a workingman or a rich man paid $49.95 for his suit of clothes, 
he paid no tax under our bill. If he bought a suit costing $150 or 
$200 from a fancy tailor, he paid a tax on all in excess of $50. 

When that bill got to the other side, to the unmentionable 
body, 2 Member of that other body, in an outburst of eloquence 
that swept those in the gallery off their feet and almost brought 
tears into their eyes, pleaded in behalf of the poor workingman 
who would be taxed by this bill, having in mind the working- 
man who would pay over $50 for a suit and the good, dear lady 
who takes $5,000 of American money, goes to Paris, and buys a 
Parisian gown, and insisted that there should be no tax on 
women’s dresses. We provided that she could buy a dress with- 
out paying a tax if she did not pay more than $50. We thought 
that we took care of the poor in this bill. 

Mr. SIMS. The luxury part is not in the amount paid, as 
fixed by the Ways and Means Committee, but in the amount over 
what is considered to be necessary for the necessary uses of a 
garment. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not think that 
a $5,000 gown is necessary for any lady, does he? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Well, there are some ladies 
down in Tennessee—— 

Mr. FORDNEY. The more handsome the lady, the more hand- 
some she makes the gown look. 

Mr. SIMS. The more handsome the lady, the less she needs 
a gown costing over $50. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Now, let me say to the gentleman, to recom- 
pense the Government for taxes lost by the repeal of section 904, 
since the war several great industries have sprung up in this 
country that could not survive against the strong and unfair 
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competition that we had prior te war conditions. One is potash. 
If you gentlemen of the House wish very valuable data on that 
subject, you will read the annual report ef the Alien Property 
Custodian, the Hon. A. Mitchell Palmer, now Attorney General. 
In his annual report, beginning on page 25, he there-describes the 
unfair and ruinous competition in the chemical industry in this 
country carried on by the Germans prior to the war. He ex- 
plains it there more fully than I have time to explain it now. 
He showed in one particular instance where there were five 
industries established in this country in the chemical industry ; 
they ran along, but afterwards competition became so keen that 
the price of the article produced was cut down so low that three 
out of the five were obliged to. suspend operations. 

When the war came on the two that had survived, it transpires, 
were branches of a parent company in Germany. Since that time 
the Gevernment has taken them over under the enemy alien 
property act, 

Since the war broke out people have invested in this country 
some- $50,000,000 in the production of potash. 

Mr. SIMS. What has that to do with women’s underclothes? 

Mr. FORDNEY. It has a lot to do. 

Mr. SIMS. Ido not see how that comes-in, 

Mr. FORDNEY. How could you raise cotton without potash, 
and women’s underclothes are made of cotton. 

Mr. SIMS. Not those that cost more than $50. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Now, that is the reason why Republicans 
und Democrats should read this statement of Mr. Palmer. 

Mr. SIMS. Of course the Republicans: are not in favor of 
taxing luxuries. We all know that, but this is one time we be- 
lieve they would stand for the Democratic pelicy of putting 
heavy taxes on luxuries and light ones on necessaries. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, $50,000,000 has beem invested 
in that industry, and the Geological Survey reports that in a 
certain lake in California there is raw material in sight to sup- 
ply our wants at the present consumption for the next 80 years, 
and another lake in Nebraska quite equal to that of California. 
Potash is produced in 12 States in the Union from. various 
sources. That industry will be put out of business unless we 
give them some protection, and the Ways and Means Committee 
will in a few days repert what we might call a separate or shot- 
gun bill for the purpose of protecting that industry. 

The gentleman from Ohio |Mr. LoxcworrH] has introduced a 
hill to protect the dyestuffs industry, one of the most important 
in the land. We have all the raw material necessary to make all 
of the dyestuffs for the whole world. All that is necessary is for 
our Government te pretect that industry in this country against 
the cheaper made article and the ruinous competition from Ger- 
muny that existed before the war and will exist again the minute 
this war is over. 

Another is laberatory glass, and. I could go on and detail sev- 
eral of them. We will present to the House separate bills for 


the protection and relief of those industries, and we are going 


to ask our good Democratic friends to help us protect then: from 
ruination, from competition from Germany the minute the peace 
treaty is signed, and I. know you will do it. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemar 
yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. REED of New York. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Smarts] said that, of course, the Republicans are in favor 
of the repeal of luxury taxes. I just want to quote from the 
President’s message to the end that the Democrats may see there 
are some Demecratic reasons for the repeal. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. If the gentleman can find anything 
really condensed in that message he will do more than. I can. 

Mr. REED of New York. In that message the President 
said: 

Many of the minor taxes provided for in the revenue legislation of 
1917 and 1918, thengh no doubt made necessary by the pressing. neces- 
sities of the war time, can hardly find sufficient justification under the 
easier circumstances of peace, and can now happily be got rid of. 
Among these, I hope you will agree, are the excises upon various manu- 
iacturers and the taxes upor retail sales. They are unequal in the 
incidence on different industries and on different individuals. Their 
collection is difficult and expensive: Those which are levied upon arti- 
cles sold at retail are largely evaded by the readjustment of retail 
prices 

Mr. STMS. 
that. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I have in my possession 42 propositions on 
which the President has taken 89 positions. That makes three 
more. [Laughter.] He might change his mind again before he 
sets over here. 

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. REAVIS. It has been stated by members of the com- 
littee on the fleor that one of the nretives actuating the com- 
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mittee in seeking a repeal of this section is the fact that an- 
other body has taken the tax off men’s clothing in excess of $50, 
and also women’s clothing. Is there any other reason why we 
should repeal this. tax, and because another body takes out two 
things that should be taxed, is there any reason why we should 
retaliate andi take out all of the rest? 

Mr. FORDNEY. That is net the reason. 

Mr: RBAVIS. What is the real reason? 

Mr: FORDNEY. The real reason is that it is a consumption 
tax, and beeause of the items contained in that seetion 904 be- 
ing composed of articles of common use by all of the people: It 
was thought advisable, by beth Demoerats and Republicans,. to 
strike it out, and here we are. 

Mr. REAVIS. The statement is made-in the report that the 
reason is the difficulty of collecting the tax and the burden that 
is imposed upon the retailer. What information has the com- 
mittee on that point? 

Mr. FORDNEY. We have no reliable information, because 
the law has been in effeet only a short time, and there is no 
reliable ipformation obtainable, except the general information 
that we know that it is going to be very expensive to collect 
this tax. 

Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. PFORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. I want to take the gentleman out of this 
political turmoil and ask him a question about that thing he 
was discussing when first interrupted. As I understood the 
gentleman’s policy, it is that the excess-profits tax should not 
be assessable until after distribution of dividends? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr, CARTRR. Let us have the gentlerfan’s position on that. 

Mr. FORDNEY. My idea—and I do not know whether: this 
be agreeable, for it is only a personal idea; I do not know what 
my party or the gentleman’s party might think of it—is that 
it would be a great benefit to the industries. of the country to 
permit them. to run full blast, if we would put the tax upon the 
individual stockholder and net the corporation. If the cor- 
peration fails to distribute the money, it should be taxed as 
if it were distributed. T am not trying to get away from any 
of the taxes at all. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. 
yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. i 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. As I understand the chairman: of 
the committee, you expect to lose by the repeal ef this. seetion 
$100,000,000 of taxes, and you know of no place now from 
which. you can get that cameunt? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, yes; we do. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. What is the method, then? 

Mr. PFORDNEY. By an import duty, and we propose to 
bring in. a bill of that kind as soon us we can. It will take 
several months to prepare it, but we ware going to bring: it in. 

Mr. HVANS of Nebraska. Will thet bili bring in a sufficient 
amount of revenue to cover the deficit which the gentleman 
has stated here will exist? 

Mr. FORDNEY. We have: no bill prepared. We have not 
had time. The gentleman will remember last year it took 
the Committee on: Ways and Means 20: weeks to prepare the 
present so-called new revenue: bill. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Has there ever been a tariff bill 
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Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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| prepared that would: bring in that amount of revenue on im- 


ports 

Mr. FORDNEY. One hundred million dollars? 

Mr: EVANS of Nebraska. Ne: the amount that the gentle- 
man stated would be a deficit. I think the gentleman stated 


| $6,000,000,000. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, no; but I will say this, however, that 
if the rates of duty had been. in effect last year whic’) are pro- 
vided for im the Payne tariff law, which had the lowest ad 
valorem rates that we hrd: had for half a century down to 
1913, on the amount of goods imported last year we would 
have collected more than a billion dollars of impert duties. 
We collected: $170,000;000. Our import duties to-day are lower 
than those of “hina, lower than any country in the world that 
has any tariff law. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. 
other question? 

Mr: FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Have not the requests which have 
come for the repeal of this section come largely from the 
large department stores, and not from the small merchants? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I could not say that was just correct ;. they 
came from many sources. 

Mr.. SMITH of Illinois. 

Mr: FORDNBEY. I will. 


Will the gentleman yield for an- 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. SMITH of Tlineis. Was it the unanimous report of the 
committee—both Democrats and Republicans alike—that this 
section of the bill sheuld be repealed? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Y¥es, sir; both at this session of Congress 
and at the last session. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Then, this does not savor of any- 
thing like a party division, so to speak? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Was it the unanimous opinion of 
the committee that one of the principal reasons for this repeal 
was the excessive cost for the benefits derived under the bill? 

Mr. FORDNEY. ‘This is one of the consumption-tax provi- 
sions of the law; and I believe that nearly every man on the 
committee was opposed to consumption taxes then and is now. 
This section being one of the most obnoxious, they thought it 
ought to be repealed. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinvis. 
to state—— 

Mr. FORDNEY. One of the most burdensome, I will say. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Whether or not it was considered 
and whether that was one of the reasons why this section was 
recommended for repeal—the excessive cost of collection? 

Mr. FORDNBY. Oh, that was part of it; but this is a con- 
sumption tax, my friend, and that is one of the reasons. 

Mr. LONGWORTH and Mr. LAGUARDIA rose. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I thank the gentleman, but I think I 
will take the floor myself later. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is this repeal proposed as a _ beneficial 
measure? Are people unduly taxed now, or what is the purpose 
of it? 

Mr. FORDNEY. To relieve the taxpayer from paying taxes, 
the consumers of the country who purchase these articles. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then why do the committee stop on one 
section, 904——— 

Mr. FORDNEY. This is the largest luxury-tax or consump- 
tion-tax provision of the law; all of them amount to $350,000,- 
000. Now, this repeals about $100,000,000 of that, so it is the 
largest item in the law. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How 
cream soda amount to? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Twenty-one million dollars on soft drinks 
and ice cream combined ; $12,000,000 on soft drinks and $9,000,000 
on ice eream. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman knows we had a tax on 
soft drinks in the previous bill. The ice-cream soda tax was put 
on this alone. Is not that correct? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I introduced a bill, my friend—it was not 
in the 1917 law—for the repeal of section 630, which is the soft- 
drink and ice-cream provision of the law. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Has that bill been reported? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has again expired. The gentleman from North Carolina is 
recognized for one hour. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the Republican 
members of the Ways and Means Committee in reporting a bill 
which was unanimously reported by the Democratic and Repub- 
lican members of the Ways and Means Committee last session 
and unanimously passed by a Democratic House, both Republi- 
cans and Demccrats voting for it. I was amused a moment ago 
when in answer to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Frss] the gen- 
tleman from Michigan reminded him of the fact that all Repub- 
licans in the last Congress just before we adjourned and all 
Democrats voted for this identical bill which the gentleman from 
Michigan, as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, has 
reported out, and wondered why now the gentleman from Ohio 
and other gentlemen on that side, who then voted for it, should 
question the righteousness of this bill or intimate that they were 
not going to vote for it. He could not understand it. Well, the 
gentleman from Michigan need not wonder. The explanation is 
easy. The Republicans of the House simply had more confidence 
in the Democratic Ways and Means Committee of the last Con- 
gress than they have in the present Republican Ways and Means 
Committee. [Laughter.] When the Democrats reported out, 
with the approval of every Republican member of the committee, 
this identical bill, every Republican and every Demoérat in the 
House on February -28, just before Congress adjourned, includ- 
ing the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] and 
others who now question its wisdom, voted for it. It passed the 
House unanimously and was only defeated in the Senate by the 
filibuster of three Republican Senators. It is therefore natural 
that the present distinguished chairman of the committee should 
express surprise that gentlemen on the Republican side ques- 
tion very much the justice and wisdom of this bill reported out 
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by him. Why, fellow Republicans, this bill is all right. 
{Laughter.]. You said it was all right the last session, just a 
few months ago. The distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] says he thinks he is going to vote against this 
bill. ‘Why, the gentleman stood right within 5 feet of the then 
chairman of the committee while it was being thoroughly ex- 
plained, and voted for it. Now, I would like to know why this 
change unless I have given the exact explanation and reason for 
it. It is just simply a question of lack of confidence on their 
part in the Republican Ways and Means Committee; that is all. 
[Laughter. ] 

Gentlemen, let us get the facts concerning this bill and its his- 
tory. From the foundation of this Government until last year, 
when the Ways and Means Committee, both Republicans and 
Democrats together, was writing the biggest revenue measure 
that was ever presented to any legislative body on earth or any 
people were ever called on to pay, no such a tax as is involved in 
this bill was ever inserted in any revenue bill. Such a tax is a 
revenue innovation. Some eall it a luxury tax. It should be 
ealled a price-luxury tax. The articles taxed are necessities. 
They only become a luxury aecording to the statute when the 
price of them exceeds a certain arbitrarily fixed price. The 
Ways and Means Committee put that tax provision in the orig- 
inal revenue bill at the earnest recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the administration, not so much to get reve- 
nue with which to prosecute the war, although we needed every 
eent we could get then, but for the purpose of encouraging thrift 
and economy among the people during the war—to discourage 
extravagance. The Secretary recommended a rate of 20 per 
cent instead of 10 per cent. 

This provision, whose repeal by the pending bill is asked, 
passed the House together with what was then paragraph 1 of 
the section. That included clothing, suits of clothes, overcoats, 
coat suits, cloaks, dresses, underwear, and so forth. It passed 
the House unanimously during the war, as its repeal passed 
unanimously after the war was ended. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Would it interrupt the gentleman if ft 
should read one sentence from the letter of the Seeretary of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. KITCHIN. 
read it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It says: 

This tax is recommended not only to raise additional revenue,but for 
the equally important purpose of discouraging waste and consumption 
and unnecessary production, 

The necessity has now been entirely removed. 

Mr. KITCHIN. As I say, we passed this bill during the war. 
Before it got out of the Senate Finance Committee the war ended. 
The armistice was signed. Then, with the sanction of the Ways 
and Means Committee, Republicans and Democrats, I notified 
the Finance Committee of the Senate, Senator Stmmons, Sena- 
tor Lopcr, and others, that it would be satisfactory to our com- 
mittee if they would strike out all this section 904. It was in- 
tended to exist for and during the war. Everything taxed in 
that section is a necessity of life and not originally a luxury. 
The bill fixed an arbitrary price above which that necessity 
should become a luxury and be subject to a tax and below which 
that same article should remain a necessity. . 

The Senate Finance Committee, after maturely considering 
it and its whole history, Republicans and Democrats, unani- 
mously struck it out of the bill which they reported to the 
Senate. The Senate on the last day of the consideration of the 
bill restored the whole provision, including the tax on clothing, 
suits, overcoats, cloaks, dresses, and so forth. Before the vote 
was taken on the entire bill, in the hurry and flurry of that 
day’s discussion, the paragraph containing the taxing of such 
wearing apparel articles was stricken out, but the provision 
taxing the articles now included in section 904, which this bill 
proposes to repeal, was left in. Though fine, high-priced clothes, 
suits, overcoats, cloaks, dresses, some reaching into hundreds of 
dollars each, was made exempt from the tax, a tax of 10 per 
eent on shoes, hats, caps, hosiery, and many other such articles 
of necessity was levied. The conference committee met the bill 
just in that shape. 

The House conferees would have been willing to have stricken 
the entire section out for certain reasons I will give you. They 
knew there was a discrimination in favor of one class of wear- 
ing apparel and necessities against another. They felt that if 
one was taxed, the other should be; if one was exempt, the other 
should be: The conferees on the part of the House and Senate 
had no jurisdiction to strike out the entire section 904, as it 
appears in the law. Why? Because there was no disagreement 
between the House and the Senate with respect to the tax on 
articles covered by section 904. Both bodies passed the bill 
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with such a tax in it. For the benefit of the new Members I 
will say that conferees have jurisdiction only on matters of 
disagreement between the two Houses. 

The only way to harmonize the tax was to put back the tax 
on clothes, overcoats, dresses, and so forth. The Senate con- 
ferees would never agree to that. The conferees felt that the 
entire seciion should go out of the bill; but, as I said, they 
had no jurisdiction or authority to strike out the tax now in 
section 904, as boih Houses had passed such a tax. So it be- 
came law. The conferees were all agreed that the only way we 
could harmonize it, and the only fair and just thing under the 
circumstances, taking into account the history of these so-called 
luxury taxes and the discrimination contained in the section, 
was to introduce and pass a bill, immediately after the revenue 
bill was signed by the President, to repeal section 904. 

A statement as to this agreement and understanding of the 
conferees was made in the, House and Senate. It went out 
through the country and everybody understood it. Not one 
objection to its repeal was heard from any source. It seemed 
that the whole people, when the matter and the facts connected 
with it were fresh in their minds, approved the proposed repeal. 
Accordingly, immediately after the revenue bill was signed by 
the President the Ways and Means Committee met and unani- 
mously reported out a bill for the repeal of section 904, a bill 
identical in all respects, word for word, with the pending bill. 
On February 28, 1919, after explanation to a full House, the 
repeal bill, just like this one, was unanimously passed by the 
House. It went to the Senate. The Finance Committee of the 
Senate unanimously favored the repeal, but on account of the 
filibuster in the Senate was unable to reach a vote on it in the 
Senate. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the conferees had not come 
to that arrangement and understanding, is it not a fact that, 
owing to the parliamentary situation that then prevailed at the 
close of the session of Congress, this revenue bill would possibly 
have been thrown back on the Senate for further discussion, and 
probably would have failed, and the Government could not have 
secured the money nor could the machinery have been put in 
motion to collect these war taxes at this time? That is the fact, 
is it not, and that is one of the reasons why this understanding 
was reached? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Now, let us see whether this is a wise and just tax now that 
the war is over. It is easy for one of a demagogic trend of 
mind to picture an opposing demagogue on the stump in his 
district arousing the prejudices of the people, especially the 
prejudices of the poorer people, against one who voted for the 
repeal of any kind of a tax supposed to be aimed at the “ rich 
folks.” In fear and trembling he imagines how his demagogic 
opponent will make the welkin ring by holding him up as an 
enemy of the “ poor folks” because he voted to take the tax off 
silk petticoats, silk stockings, fine bonnets, $5.10 hats, $3.05 
shirts, and $2.07 caps. He underrates the intelligence and sense 
of fairness of the people. No man, rich or poor, intelligent or 
ignorant, can see any good reason why a Member of Congress 
should be willing to let a $100 suit of clothes, a $200 overcoat, 
a $500 cloak, or a $1,000 Parisian gown go absolutely tax free 
while perfectly willing to put a 10 per cent tax on a hat costing 
over $5 or a cap costing over $2 or a shirt costing over $3, or 
on many other articles of necessity. Suppose I make clothing. 
My friend over there from New Hampshire [Mr. Burrovens] 
mimakes shoes. I have a clothing industry. He has a shoe in- 
dustry. Shoes are just as much of a necessity to the people of 
the country as clothing. Both are absolute necessities. 

Is it right to say to the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
“We are going to handicap your industry by putting a 10 per 
cent tax on your products when it reaches the consumer, while 
we propose to let Kircuin’s products go free of any tax,” 
though both industries are similarly situated, having same capi- 
tal, and producing articles of living necessity? I could give illus- 
tration after illustration of the discriminations of this tax as 
it now exists in section 904. 

Until the revenue bill of last Congress neither party, from 


the foundation of the Government, ever incorporated in a reyv-.- 


enue bill or ever suggested, even during the Civil War, that this 
kind of a tax should be levied, making a necessity of life a lux- 
ury if sold over a certain arbitrarily fixed price. The Govern- 
ment of France levied such a tax during the war. I will ask 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutz] if the Government 
of Great Britain finally adopted such a tax? I know it was 
being discussed in Parliament at one time. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. The French Government was the 
only Government that finally enacted this law. The revenue 
was somewhat disappointing on account of the difficulty of col- 
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lecting, and the dissatisfaction was very great. After several 
months of consideration of a bill of that kind the British Par- 
liament abandoned the matter, so I am informed. 

Mr. KITCHIN. That is my understanding. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Frear] a moment ago 
made a very important suggestion. regarding the repeal of this 
tax. He said one of the important reasons why we repealed 
the section last session and propose to repeal it now is on ac- 
count of the difficulties of its administration and collection. 
This is true. While the Secretary of the Treasury, last Con- 
gress, when the war was on, strongly recommended such a tax 
in the interest of frugality and economy as well as revenue, 
those in the department who had to do with the administration 
of the revenue laws pointed out very clearly the many diffi- 
culties which would be incurred in the administration of such 
a tax provision and of the many commissions of frauds it 
involved. This is different from any other section of the bill. 
It will be almost impossible for the Government in its admin- 
istration to safeguard itself and protect the honest dealer 
against a competing dishonest dealer. 

There are only three kinds of retail taxes—that is, taxes col- 
lected from the consumers when the articles are sold—con- 
tained in the revenue act. These are the so-called patent or 
proprietary medicine tax, the soft-drink tax, and the tax in 
section 904, now under consideration. The patent-medicine tax 
is only 1 cent on every 25 cents or fraction thereof. The soft- 
drink tax is 1 cent on each 10 cents or fraction thereof. There 
are 20 people engaged in the sale of the articles in section 904 
to 1 engaged in the sale of patent medicines or soft drinks, and 
the sales of articles under this section will amount to hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars more than either of the other two 
classes. . 

The Government can not protect itself or the honest dealer 
by issuing of stamps or tickets to be delivered canceled to the 
purchaser at the time of sale as it can do in case of sale of 
patent medicines or soft drinks. In both of such cases the unit 
of each sale is so small that the use of stamps or check tickets is 
practicable, but it is impractical in case of sales under section 
904. How can we keep up with the accounts and keep track 
of the more than one million dealers in articles coming under 
this section and see whether every month, when they make re- 
turns of the sales and the tax, they have or have not pocketed 
Government money or evaded the tax? How can one tell 
whether or not they have noted and returned each taxable sale? 
And then if we lose all of the taxes on pills and tablets and 
other patent medicines and half of the taxes on soft drinks we 
will lose very little as compared with the amount that we would 
lose under this section unless it was possible for the Govern- 
ment to effectively administer the provisions and collect sub- 
stantially all the tax. And this the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
fears can not satisfactorily be done. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; and the gentleman will notice 
also that in the same store there will be a dozen different ar- 
ticles, each paying a different rate, upon which a different 
amount must be paid and a different return made. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; that is true, which shows how very 
difficult and costly will be the administration of the provision. 

The price of soft drinks, including ice cream, will either be 
5 cents, 10 cents, 15 cents, 20 cents, or 25 cents a drink and the 
tax on each unit of sale or article will never, except in rarest 
cases, exceed 8 cents, and on pills or tabletsand patent medicine 
the tax on any one sale will not in one case out of a hundred 
amount to over 4 cents. So the tax in each sale will be a small 
amount. In such cases the Government can easily protect itself 
by stamps or tickets to be canceled when the article is sold and 
the cost of collecting is small. It will get the tax in advance, 
and the tax being small, the dealer will be able to purchase such 
stamps or tickets and hold them for sales. But in sales of 
articles in section 904, how can the Government reasonably pro- 
tect itself? How can it calculate whether the tax is going to be 
$1, $5, $10, or $20 on each unit of sale? Sale of stamps or 
tickets in this case would be impracticable and would involve 
too much outlay on the part of the dealer. It seems there is 
no reasonable way in which the Government is going to protect 
itself or the honest dealer against the rival dishonest dealer in 
the enforcement of this provision. The Bureau of Internal 
Revenue agrees with your committee in this matter and recom- 
mends the repeal of this section. 

Mr. BAER. I was thinking that the same rule might apply 
to notes in banks. They do not know what size notes you are 
going to give, but if you fix up a note they put on any amount 
of stamps. I think the same rule would apply to this. 
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Mr. KITCHIN. No; the gentleman can understand the dif- 
ference between the illustration I gave and the case that he 
gives. In the first place there are just so many banks in the 
United States. They are infinitesimally few as compared with 
the number of dealers coming under section 904. They are in 
certain places. The Government knows every one. The banks 
keep accurate account of each note taken. They are always of 
record. Of course, the farmers’ friend from North Dakota did 
net know that. [Laughter.] They do not do it in a hap- 
hazard way. Then, there is a Government inspector, called 
bank examiner, who goes around four or five times a year and 
examines these notes, the amount of each of them, the makers, 
and so forth. Then the bank officers have to swear four or 
five times a year as to the amount of notes they hold. The 
Government can find out exactly, to a cent, the amount of notes 
outstanding at any one time in any bank. Both the bank exam- 
iner and the agent of the Bureau of Internal Revenue can at 
any time inspect the notes and see whether the proper amount 
of stamps has been attached to them. And then, too, the bank 
would refuse to take one’s note unless preperly stamped. I 
have «dwelt on this for the benefit and information of the farmers’ 
friend from North Dakota, 

The Government, in a practical way, uses the stamp methed, 
as in case of notes, as a protection of the revenue or as a pro- 
tection to the honest dealer. It might cost the Government 
almost as much as it gets out of the tax to properly administer 
the law so as to be fair to the retailer and fair to the Govern- 
ment itself. If the Government can not collect substantially 
every dollar of tax that is due from a dishonest dealer, then it is 
going to be a great hardship on the honest dealer who turns in 
every dollar he receives and collects from his customers every 
dollar of tax due. It will work in favor of the dishonest com- 
petitor who pockets the tax collected or, to undersell his honest 
competitor, fails to charge to the purchaser the tax. 

These are some of the considerations that led the committee 
to believe, on the whole, that this tax in its present shape and 
at the present time is an unwise tax and that it ought to be 
repealed. Some gentleman says, “ Where can you get it from?” 
In the first place, let me tell you that, while technically the 
Treasury Department made estimates of the amount that they 
would collect from this source, yet practically it never consid- 
ered it a part of the revenue bill, for the reason that the Treas- 
ury Department knew of the understanding of the House and 
Senate conferees with respect to this section; it knew that, in 
pursuance of that agreement, immediately after the President 
signed the revenue act, the Ways and Means Committee re- 
ported unanimously a bill to repeal section 904, and the House 
unanimously passed it, and the Senate Finance Committee, 
composed of Republicans and Democrats, unanimously approved 
the repeal. It therefore presumed that section 904 was going 
to be repealed. The estimates of revenue from this section is 
a pure guess. It may be $85,000,000. It may be more. It may 
not be half that amount. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Does the gentleman from North 
Carolina know of any authority under existing law whereby 
the Treasury Department or the Internal Revenue Department 
can require a storekeeper to keep his accounts in a certain way, 
so as to record each sale, and whereby the inspector or the 
revenue collector can tell the amount of any particular sale? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I know of no law requiring that. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Tlimois. I do not understand that by this 
act you can compel a man to keep any record of his sales, and 
therefore you can not tell whether he has robbed the Govern- 
ment or whether he has not. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The Government might require him to 
keep his books in a certain way. . 

Mr. KITCHIN. I doubt whether it would require him te keep 
a record of every sale, regardless of whether it was a taxable 
sale or not, but the Government can require him, under its 
regulations, to keep an itemized account of every one of the 
sales on which this 10 per cent so-called luxury tax applies; but 
unless it could make him keep a record also of the sale of 
articles whose price was under the luxury price there would 
be no way to check him up. If he was required to keep a record 
of every such sale, it would be an undue and most expensive 
hardship. 

Gentlemen, let me say that there should be no demagoguery in 
this thing. In some parts of the.country they may think a 
man who buys a shirt that costs more than two or three dollars 
is indulging in a luxury. The poorest outdoor laborer in the 
cold regions of our country can not buy a shirt for less than $5. 
They must have woolen shirts. Instead of $3, such a shirt, 
which three-fourths of the outdoor laboring people in the North 
and Northwest must have during the winter months, can not 
be bought for less than $4 or $5, and when you put a tax on all 


over $38 you are taxing the laboring man of the North and 
Northwest 10 per cent on every dollar he pays above $3. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is there any reason for taking off 
this tax that would not equally apply to taking off the tax on 
ice cream? , 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, certainly. Ice cream, whether the 
same quantity in ene place costs 10 cents and in another 40 
cents, is not an article of necessity but purely a luxury. Every 
article in this section is a necessity for the poor and rich alike, 
whether it costs $1 or $10. The soft-drink and ice-cream tax is 
very small per unit of sale. The Government can, as I have 
tried to show, easily administer the tax provision as to them, 
and safeguard in the most practical way the collection of the 
tax, and at the same time protect the honest dealer, while it 
can not satisfactorily do so in case of the tax under considera- 
tien, as those charged with the administration of the law have 
pointed out. 

We should remember, too, that articles which are absolute 
necessaries of life by this arbitrary scale of price fall into the 
luxury class in these abnormal times, while in normal times 
they would fall much below the luxury price fixed by this 
section. 

A hat that you could buy for $3 three or four years ago, in 
normal times, now costs $6. A hat that you could buy for $5 
three or four years ago you can not buy now for less than $10. 
A pair of shoes that cost $5 before the war you now have to pay 
$10 or $12 for. Such hats and shoes are not a luxury, but they 
become so according to the arbitrary price standard fixed by 
the section, because of the present abnormally high cost of such 
articles. 

_ An article of higher cost may he a necessity to one person as 
much as one of lower cost may be to another. Take a suit of 
clothes. Here is a man, a splendid gentleman, just as good and 
as much of a gentleman as anyone, who, in normal times, wears 
a suit of clothes costing from $15 to $25. He deems that suffi- 
cient for him, according te his business associations and sur- 
roundings, and he is content. Here is another man no better, but 
with different business associations and surroundings, who pays 
$50 or $60 for a suit. That is just as much a necessity for him 
as the suit costing $15 to $25 is to the other man. : 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not seriously mean to 
say that ice cream is not a necessity, taking into consideration 
the climate and conditions and the needs of children? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why does not the gentleman come right out 
and say that when prohibition goes into effect in New York, ice 
cream, as well as soft drinks, will become a necessity. Is that 
what the gentleman means? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Not exactly; I am very serious in this. 

Under the conditions and the surroundings we have in New 
York City, I say ice cream is a necessity for the proper care and 
nourishment of children. 

Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman wants me to express an 
opinion, although I am not an expert 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is an expert on raising 
children. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am not a physician, and do not know much 
about the Public Health Service, but I would say that if the 
children can not afferd to pay the small tax on ice cream, I 
would suggest that if they would take a glass of pure milk, cost- 
ing a good deal less, put in a little ice, it would be much more 
refreshing and more wholesome, and in every way serve their 
health much better than ice cream, the make-up of which is, in 
many cases, very doubtful. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. REAVIS. The gentleman stated that a $20 suit purchased 
by one individual was no more of a necessity or less a luxury 
than a $50 suit purchased by another individual. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Both are necessities to each individual ; I did 
not say luxuries. 

Mr. REAVIS. Is not the presumption justifiable that the man 
who buys a $50 suit can better afford to pay the tax than the man 
who buys a $20 suit? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think there is no doubt about that. I sup- 
pose a man who is worth a million dollars is better able to pay 
a tax of $200 on a $60 suit of clothes than a poor man to pay 
any tax upon his, but the financial ability to pay taxes is not 
the real basis of the tax under consideration. If it was we 
would provide that the man who paid $60 for a suit of clothes 
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and was worth a million dollars should pay, say, $100 tax, and 
the man worth $500,000 should pay $50, and a man worth $100,- 
000 should pay $10, and so on. The income tax, with its high 
gradations, catches the man of financial ability. 

Mr. REAVIS. Was not the committee, in the first instance, 
actuated by the knowledge that if a man insisted on paying $25 
for a grip, or $10 for a pair of shoes, he ought to be compelled 
to pay a tax because of his ability to pay the tax on the article 
above that price? Was it not founded on his ability to pay? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Of course, that entered somewhat into it, but 
one of the principal ideas was to discourage men who were not 
so able financially from being extravagant in their purchases. 
If, however, they, rich or poor, insisted on such purchases they 
would pay the tax. One of the main purposes of the section 
was to promote economy and frugality among the people during 
the war. 

Mr. REAVIS. You relieved them from the tax? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. This bill repeals such a tax, for the 
reasons I have given. 

Mr. REAVIS. Does not the same motive that inspired the 
committee to put the tax on these things, miscalled luxuries, 
still prevail? 

Mr. KITCHIN. 
degree. 

Mr. REAVIS. It differs only in degree? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I believe I can make the matter very plain, so 
that the gentleman will not be willing to carry out to its 
legitimate conclusions his own theory. We all admit that these 
are necessities. 

Mr. REAVIS. The article itself. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. Now, a house to shelter a man’s wife 
and children is a necessity. There is no man in the United 
States who can not take $5,000 and build a house sufficiently 
good to protect his wife and children, to let them live com- 
fortably, shelter them from the storms, the wind, and the sun- 
shine. The house may not be as fine as some others, but it will 
provide that sort of protection. That is a necessity. Take the 
man who has the $5,000 house and the man who has a $20,000 
house or a $50,000 house. Would the gentleman be in favor of 
fixing an arbitrary price and saying that every man who buys 
or builds a house to shelter himself, his wife, and children at 


I do not think to anything like the same 


a c@st or price over $5,000, or even $10,000, should pay 10 per: 


cent upon the excess? 

Mr. REAVIS. If the gentleman is asking me the question, 
I would not, because temperamentally I am opposed to a con- 
sumption tax, but I have listened carefully to the gentleman 
and to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry] for some 
reason why this should be now repealed. The only reason yet 
given is that the committee agree upon it. That is not per- 
suasive with me. Another reason is that you are discriminating 
against the shoe man in favor of the clothing man. That dis- 
crimination against the shoe man can be secured by putting 
the clothing man in instead of relieving the shoe man. 

Mr. KITCHIN. How about the collection of it, the extreme 
difficulty, which the department points out, of its administra- 
tion, and the ease with which a dishonest competitor can take 
advantage of an honest competitor? 

Mr. REAVIS. Oh, that prevails with every consumption tax 
in the bill. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Was the gentleman here when I explained 
the difference between a consumption tax on soft drinks, patent 
medicines, and so forth, in which cases the Government could 
protect itself by a stamp or ticket in advance, and the difficulty 
of collectipg a tax of this kind and guarding the Government 
and an honest dealer against a dishonest dealer? 

Mr. REAVIS. I heard the gentleman’s explanation, and, 
with all due regard for the gentleman, I do not accept it. 

Mr. BAER. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I want to say to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Reavis] that I regard him as one of the most bril- 
liant, most able men in this House, one whose mind can com- 
prehend any proposition as quickly as anyone; and after Mr. 
ForpNey’s full explanation, clear as a bell, and after my full 
explanation, as clear as two bells [laughter], how in the 
world his mind to-day fails to grasp the sound reasons for the 
repeal I can not understand, unless he got no sleep last night. 
[Lauchter. ] 

Mr. LGNGWORTH. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me see if the gentleman and I are 
not in agreement upon the real bedrock proposition involved 
here. I conversed with the gentleman from North Carolina at 
great length about it when it was first suggested. The prime 
object of this tax was not to raise revenue, but it was to dis- 
courage the sale of high-priced articles—not only discourage the 
srile, but the production of them. So that it would leave the 
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manufacturers who were producing high-priced clothes an op- 
portunity to go to the production of lower-priced necessaries ; 
so that this tax was a tax to penalize not only the sale but the 
production of the articles described. The gentleman from North 
Carolina and I agreed that it was an unprecedented tax, a tax 
which so far as we knew was never in existence in any country, 
except in France as a war tax, but was justifiable because we 
were at war. We wanted to stop people from even producing 
such articles as I described in this section, and was only justi- 
fiable in that way as a war tax. Now that the armistice has 
been signed, we not only do not want to discourage production 
but we want to encourage it. That is the reason why this law 
should be repealed. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman has clearly stated many of the 
reasons why the tax was put in the bill and why it should now 
be repealed. If gentlemen will think a moment they will realize 
that other articles could be included in a tax of this kind almost 
without end and the same reasons as gentlemen give for oppos- 
ing this repeal could be applied to justify the tax on them. 
Take chairs, for instance. A man can sit on a chair that cost 
$2 or $3 just as well as he can in a chair that cost $50. Take 
davenports, beds, furniture of all kinds, blankets, and hundreds 
of other things. You can go into every class of articles, though 
necessaries, and put them into this class of so-called luxuries by 
fixing an arbitrary price above which they should become 
luxuries and be subject to a tax. 

Let me bring to your attention another consideration. This 
section, if unrepealed, will unjustly cause the retail merchants 
of this country to lose millions and millions of dollars. This 
did not become a law until February 24. When the revenue act, 
which included this section, became a law, under the circum- 
stances I have explained the dealers and the people generally 
understood that this section would be repealed. When the act 
was passed the merchants had on hand many millions of dollars 
of stock bought long before such a tax was suggested, much less 
enacted, and with no idea that the price to their customers 
would be increased by such a tax. The purchase of these mil- 
lions of goods was made on the basis of a certain profit, that 
they could dispose of them to customers at a certain price. 
After they got these goods on the shelves this section was 
enacted. This would of necessity compel them to charge a 
higher price to the customer or consumer, who by the provision 
is to pay directly the tax. 

You will see at once that millions of dollars of these goods would 
never be bought. A person would go to buy a bonnet or hat 
or stockings or shoes, and so forth, and after the price was stated 
the merchant would have to say, “In addition to the price you 
have to pay 10 per cent tax” on such and such excess. In many 
cases the reply would be, “I will not buy if I have to pay 
the tax,” or the customer would ask for the article below the 
luxury price and not subject to the tax. There is no doubt 
that millions of dollars’ worth of goods would be left on hand, a 
loss of millions to the dealers, who purchased or contracted 
to purchase long before they knew of such a tax. Many women, 
perhaps, through the influence of “ frugality ” societies, weuld 
refrain from buying articles in the so-called luxury class for 
fear of being regarded as extravagant or as belonging to the 
luxury class. Retailers, as we know, must contract six or seven 
months in advance of the season for which they buy. Before 
this law was ever put upon the statute books millions and mil- 
lions of dollars were contracted for to sell at a certain price 
retail. In these contracts the tax was not considered, as there 
was no law providing for such a tax, and if contracted since 
the revenue act was passed, or after the conferees had agreed 
on it, the dealers had every reason to believe this tax would 
be repealed. As I said, necessarily many millions of goods 
will be left on hand by reason of the tax if it is not repealed, 
to the great loss of the innocent retailers. If such a tax was 
put on the manufacturer of the articles and applied to articles 
hereafter manufactured, then the manufacturer and the re- 
tailer could protect themselves from loss of the goods already 
manufactured or purchased. 

It is possible that the Government may have to resort in 
the future to a tax somewhat similar to this, but it should be 
levied in a way to safeguard the Government in the revenue 
and protect the honest dealer against a competing dishonest 
dealer. 

Mr. BURROUGHS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will. 

Mr. BURROUGHS. I was very much interested in what the 
gentleman was saying, but I labor under a good deal of the 
same apprehension or misapprehension which the gentleman 
from Nebraska has expressed. 

What troubles me about this thing is, while the taxes on 
these particular articles expressed in this bill are repealed, 
that the tax should be left on things which seem to be equally 
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deserving of repeal. Take, for instance, the matter of fur 
coats. I come from a northern climate, where a fur coat is 
a necessity. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Is the fur coat troubling the gentleman? It 
has troubled me. As the gentleman says, in his northern 
climate and in the Northwest fur coats are a necessity for rich 
and poor alike. The tax on them should be repealed. It was 
practically understood at the last session, when the repeal of 
this section was passed by the House, that the Senate would 
amend the repealing bill by including the tax on articles made 
of fur and that'the House would concur. This will probably be 
the course pursued at this session if this bill passes the House. 
It so happens that the tax on fur coats and other articles of 
fur is in another section with articles of several different 
classes. Properly it should have been in the section under con- 
sideration. The committee thought it best to confine the repeal 
to section 904. The Senate, no doubt, will amend by adding fur 
coats and other articles of fur worn by the people, and the 
House, or its conferees, will agree to it, as was the understand- 
ing last session. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Was that understood? 

Mr. KITCHIN. That was the tentative understanding of 
the members of the Ways and Means Committee and Finance 
Committee. 

Mr. BURROUGHS. I was in favor of the repeal of these—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. The other articles taxed in the act are real 
luxuries, regardless of the price. Take the question of smok- 
ing. It makes no difference whether a cigarette costs a quarter 
of a cent or 5 cents each, it is a luxury. It makes no difference 
whether a cigar costs 5 cents, 10 cents, or a dollar, it is a 
luxury. It makes no difference whatever whether it costs 10 
or 25 cents or a dollar a pound, candy, for instance, is purely 
a luxury. So are practically all the other articles taxed in 
the bill. I ask pardon for consuming so much time. I had no 
idea of taking over 5 or 10 minutes. 

In conclusion, permit me to give you geritlemen over to my 
left some advice—— ” 

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Do not interrupt me while I am starting out 
in my advice to you gentlemen. I noticed the other day when 
the Committee on Agriculture had up its appropriation bill in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
that on several propositions, which the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, after thorough study and investigation into all details, 
had recommended and reported, and which the Committee on 
Agriculture, Republicans and Democrats, of the last Congress 
had, after mature consideration, reported favorably, the Re- 
publican Members present, except the members of the Committee 
on Agriculture itself, led by the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Moore], voted almost to a man to strike out. After 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] and the other gentle- 
men here who voted with him had made up the majority mem- 
bership of the Committee on Agriculture, composed of as in- 
telligent, able, and.patriotic Republicans as can be found, and 
had them nominated and elected by the House as worthy of 
our and the country’s trust and confidence, we had the spectacle 
on this floor of the gentleman from Pennsylvania combining to- 
gether practically every Republican present in an effort to vote 
to discredit this committee of their own creation and repudiate 
its first official effort and act. Fortunately for the committee 
and the agricultural interests of the country there were enough 
Democrats here to vote with the committee to save in its sub- 
stantial entirety the bill. 

Mr. BAER. I would like to ask the gentleman if that was 
not a Democratic bill, and that this Republican committee did 
not have any hearings on it at all? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Here are the facts: The committee last 
Congress had extensive hearings, all published. At the hear- 
ings and in the consideration of the bill in the committee were 
the present chairman and many other Republican members of 
present committee. The bill, just like the pending bill, was 
reported favorably by the unanimous vote of Democrats and 
Republicans after the fullest consideration. The pending bill, 
being the identical bill which was reported and passed last 
session, was, after full consideration by the present committee, 
Republicans and Democrats, at this session again reported 
favorably by a unanimous vote. Mr. Lever, a Democrat, was 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture last Congress, and 
a majority of the committee were Democrats. Mr. HavuGeEn, a 
Republican, is the chairman of the committee this Congress, 
and a majority of the committee are Republicans. All, Demo- 
crats and Republicans, in both Congresses reported the bill by 
unanimous vote. By your votes you attempted to repudiate the 
Republicans on the committee last session and the Republicans 
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on it this session. I saw that effort made five times. I saw the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], who had more 
power in creating this committee than any other man, five times 
ask the Republicans of the House to discredit and repudiate 
this committee of his own creation, and five times did I see 
practically every Republican present stand up and respond to 
his demand. This does not look good. Mr. Moore and the 
Republicans who followed him should kick these gentlemen 
off the committee and put others in their places, if they are 
either in patriotism, in integrity, or in ability unworthy. I am 
glad to say that the House is in entire disagreement with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and the Republicans 
who followed him with respect to the membership of this 
committee. 

Now comes the Ways and Means Committee this morning 
and reports a bill, a Ways and Means Committee the majority 
membership of which was created by the Republican caucus, 
and under the influence of the bad example set by Mr. Moorr of 
Pennsylvania and his followers in respect to the Agricultural 
bill many Republicans indicate and assert that they intend 
to repudiate the first official effort and act of their own Ways 
and Means Committee. They propose to discredit, as far as 
possible, the Republican membership of that committee. All 
right, go ahead. I remind you again that you yourselves” 
voted for and the House unanimously voted for this very bill a 
few months ago. - Now, then, shall we understand that you 
confess that you have made a mistake in electing the Re- 
publican membership of the Ways and Means Committee, and 
that really the Democrats of the last session, when you voted 
for the bill, had a betfer committee, a committee more worthy 
of your trust and confidence? Do you want to stand here at 
this session and repudiate your own committee while you in- 
dorsed our Democratic committee? [Laughter.] 

I think Mr. ForpNEy’s committee is right in reporting this 
bill out favorably, and I hope every Republican and Democrat 
will vote for it. [Applause.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven minutes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I offer to yield to the gentleman from Tea- 
nessee [Mr. Hutt] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GARRETT]. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
pursue the line of argument now? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I have finished my argument. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina and to the committee that I do not propose 
to talk upon this immediate matter. I intended to talk upon a 
feature of the revenue bill, and it might be more desirable to 
the committee to have this, which is right in line upon this 
section, concluded before I say what little I have to say. I 
am perfectly ready to go ahead now if it is desired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Moore] is recognized. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, before he begins, if he will be willing to yield to me 
10 minutes of his time in order to avoid asking recognition in 
my own behalf? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And I think the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GREEN] also would like a little time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. With pleasure. I hope the 
gentleman will interrupt me if I overstep the time, so that I can 
keep the promise. I will gladly yield. 

Mr. Chairman, having sat side by side with the gentleman 
from North Carolina for many moons, I have every faith in his 
patriotism, but on public occasions, when there is an opportunity 
for brilliant oratory, I am impelled to say that his partisanship 
sometimes overtops his patriotism. Here to-day is a proposi- 
tion which, as I view it, is nonpartisan. I would not inject parti- 
sanship into it, but I find, owing to the speeches that have been 
made upon the other side and the suggestions that have come 
from the gentleman from North Carolina, it is necessary to cover 
the situation, even though one or two partisan references may be 
made. 

If the gentleman will recall the elections recently held, by 
which a Democratic Congress was turned out and a Republican 
Congress was put in, after the President of the United States 
had made an earnest appeal to the people to elect a Democratic 
Congress, since he had not faith in a Republican Congress, he 
will probably find a reason for the expressions that come up 
from the new Members on the Republican side. These gentle- 
men have been sent here because of a lack of faith in the admin- 
istration and in the Democratic leadership here. I do not 
wonder that new Members on the Republican side ask questions 
about these bills. They have seen enough in the last few days 
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to lead them to believe that the Democrats while in power were 
capable of putting over a good many things that were in the 
interest of the Democratic Party, more so perhaps than they were 
in the interest of the country. 

I have a distinct recollection with reference to the Agricul- 
tural bill. When it came up here under Democratic auspices 
from year to year it was raised in the aggregate of appropria- 
tions from time to time until it provided ultimately for upward 
of 18,000 employees, mostly Democratic officeholders, who were 
sent broadcast over the country to talk to the farmers, and 
who occasionally did what a Congressman used to do in the old 
days when he was a candidate, left just “a few kind words for 
the administration” before he departed from the mission on 
which he had been sent. It is mighty helpful if 18,000 repre- 
sentatives of the Department of Agriculture, coming from the 
colleges and theoretical institutions, going broadcast among 
the farmers in all the States, and particularly in the Middle 
West, after teaching a few lessons on making cottage cheese and 
the preparation of apple butter, should say, “ Don’t you think 
President Wilson is right on the league of nations?” or “ Don’t 
you think our splendid President should be backed up by your 
votes?” 
~ 1 do not wonder, if men have been put into the Department 
of Agriculture or any other department for this purpose, that 
Members of Congress, coming here for the first time and observ- 
ing that a Democratic hold-over bill is being expedited in its 
passage through the House, not because the Republicans had 
any particular choice in the matter but because it had to be 
passed speedily to save the face of the Democratic adminis- 
tration, I do not wonder that some of them have been asking, 
“Why were not hearings had upon the subject?” And I do not 
wonder that they failed to know that this bill had had hear- 
ings up to the tune of 1,000 or 1,200 pages at the last session of 
Congress under a Democratic administration. They were not 
aware how the bill had been turned over to us. This bill, as 
we all know, must be passed before the 30th day of June next 
or the functions of the Department of Agriculture will cease 
and whatever benefit the farmers get from it will not operate, 
unless a Republican Congress passes a resolution, in accordance 
with Democratic practice, extending the appropriations of the 
preceding year—a war year, by the way—into peace times. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to my friend from 
Iowa, the new chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, who 
is proceeding under great difliculties in the conduct of a Demo- 
cratic bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Not at all. May I ask the gentleman if the 
bill under consideration at the present time has any resemblance 
to a Democratic bill such as that which was passed in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. It has a Close resem- 
blance to the bill passed through the House when the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. KircuHin] was chairman of the com- 
mittee and when the Democratic Party was in complete control 
of the House and of the committee and when he had the approval 
of a majority of the House. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In what respect has there been a change since 
the last Democratic Congress? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How is it a Democratic bill? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am referring to the Agri- 
cultural bill now. It is a Democratic bill, passed under Demo- 
cratic auspices in the last Congress, and is re-presented because 
there has been no real opportunity to prepare a proper bill since 
the Democrats passed it, and we are in a situation where, if 
the bill does not pass speedily, the functions of the Department 
of Agriculture will cease. So that it is a matter of prime neces- 
sity to get the bil) through. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; I 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. LEVER. I do net recall that the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania offered any amendment to the bill as it passed the 
House at the last session, except that he offered a provision for 
the extermination and eradication of mosquitoes. |Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is usually ac- 
curate, but in this instance he falls short of the mark, because 
while that was a standing motion for three or four sessions of 
Oengress previously, and whiie it met with a heartless rebuff 
from the gentleman from South Carolina always and ever, al- 
though his section of the country is sometimes as afflicted by 
the pest as any other section of which I spoke, yet that ques- 
tien did not arise at the last session of Congress and no such 
amendment was offered by me. 

Now, I-want the new Members to observe that the present 
agricultural bill contains no provision for the extermination or 
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eradication of the mosquito, which the gentleman from South 
Carolina seems to have preferred to preserve rather than ex- 
terminate. I hope, however, that under a Republican ad- 
ministration we may be able to put the mosquito out of busi- 
ness, even in the gentleman’s territory. [Laughter.] So that, 
to resume, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KitrcHtn] 
was answered to a certain extent by the action of the people 
of the United States when they went to the polls last November 
and practically said, “Get out, ye Democratic Congress; we 
want Republicans on guard.” Hence, we are here, picking a 
few flaws in the kind of legislation that was thrust upon us 
when we were in the minority and when the steam roller was 
pushed over us from the White House, all the way down the 
line. 

Who was it—who was it that induced Republicans to support 
the war revenue bill? Did I vote for the great tax bill in 
committee or upon this floor because I wanted to tax the peo- 
ple? No. And yet I voted for that bill. 

Why did I vote for that bill, even for this so-called luxury 
provision? I voted for it because under the administration of 
the President, the Commander in Chief of our Army and Navy, 
the country was brought to such a financial pass that it was 
absolutely necessary almost to tax the shirts on the backs of 
working men in order to raise the revenue necessary to permit 
the President to run the Government, and those taxes included 
the $100,000,000 we voted to him, much of which he has been 
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How much money did he want? Well, gentlenren, up to the 
beginning of this present fiscal year, which ends June 30 next, 
we had appropriated and spent, including loans to our Allies, 
$12,000,000,000—$12 per minute for every minute that has 
elapsed from the time Jesus Christ was born down to the pres- 
ent moment. That is what we spent up to the end of June, 1918. 
Then stepped into the Congress of the United States, before he 
undertook his voluntary mission abroad, the President of the 
United States, and mounting that rostrum yonder, said that the 
necessities of the Government were great, that vast sums of 
money would be needed, and that taxes would have to be levied 
upon the peopic, but that the people would not complain. Oh, 
go and get the address of the President, the Commander in 
Chief of our Army and Navy, and read there his words to the 


| effect that the people would gladly—I think I am using the 
| exact word—the people would “ gladly ” bear the burden of the 


taxes that we should levy upon them, and that it was our duty 
to do so. 

Previously he had suggested that we should go so far as to 
levy taxes upon stationary engines, upon gasoline ahd oil; but 
political conditions that are ever present in the mind of the 
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KiTcHIN] prevailed in the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
when it came to taxing the oil—kerosene—that went into the 
farmer’s lamp, “Nu, no”; the committee could not see it as 
the President saw it, and the suggestion of the President was 
heard no more. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania voted for 
the appropriation? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Which appropriation? 

Mr. GARNER. The appropriations that we made in the war. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. And all the taxes, too? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. All the taxes imposed during 
the war. 

Mr. GARNER. I think the gentleman admits that he voted 
for all the appropriations and all the taxes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; I have already said so. 
I would not have done it except under the compulsion of war 
and the direction of the President of the United States, the 
Commander in Chief of our Army and Navy, who said that 
unless we levied these taxes, which he said the people would be 
glad to pay, failure in the war stared us in the face. 

Mr. GARNER. Probably the President would not have sug- 
gested the appropriations or the taxes either if it had not 
been for the war. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Texas if it is not true that, when the President was es- 
corted in here, and from his high place yonder made his ad- 
dress to Congress, he said that for the fiscal year 1919, now 
about to close, he would need $24,000,000,000? Am I right? Is 
that what the President said? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes; and did not the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania vote for every appropriation necessary to make up the 
$24,000 ,000,000? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. I am coming to that. 
I am not denying anything with respect to that. 
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Mr. GARNER. The gentleman seems to be criticizing the 
President of the United States because the appropriations were 
necessary and the taxes were necessary, and he excuses him- 
self for voting for them on the ground that it was a necessity. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will wait a 
minute—though I did not intend to go into all the details this 
afternoon—1I intended to suggest that although I had con- 
fidence in the President of the United States and voted all the 
money he asked, I have not had complete confidence in the man- 
ner in which it has all been spent, and I am inclined to think 
there has been a great extravagance, which I have not ap- 
proved. There were cantonments, some of them in the gentle- 
man’s own State. There were large Army contracts. There 
was waste in aviation—$640,000,000 gone up in one lump-sum 
appropriation for the construction of airplanes. There were 
1,500 or 2,000 young American aviators waiting in France for 
American aeroplanes in which to attack the enemy, but not a 
single combat plane was produced for the $640,000,000. That 
money was spent, and there was no satisfactory return for it. 
And even though the President was forced to investigate it 
and did appoint an investigator and finally appointed the dis- 
tinguished ex-justice of the Supreme Court, Mr. Hughes, who 
found that certain people ought to be court-martialed, yet those 
gentlemen are still walking abroad, applauded by their superiors 
in the War Department, are guests at banquets where songs 
are sung in their honor, the chief of them being whitewashed 
by the Secretary of War, who tells the public that aeroplanes 
tingle from the ends of their fingers. Yet our appropriation of 
$640,000,000 went glimmering, and we never had a single combat 
plane in France, where for a time approximately 2,000 young 
Americans, trained for the purpose and waiting to serve, never 
had the honor of fighting in an American machine. Those are 
some of the reasons why I think it is fair to criticize the ap- 
propriations which, because of our confidence in the President 
of the United States, we voted for, though we taxed the people 
heavily to do it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
$640,000,000 had been expended for aeroplanes? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Six hundred and forty million 
dollars in one lump-sum appropriation, and not a question asked, 
because the President said that amount was needed. We were 
told we must keep our mouths shut in Congress, thoug: we were 
taxing the people almost to an industrial death, because if we 
asked how this money was going to be spent we might be “ giving 
information and comfort to the enemy.” 

Mr. MADDEN. In order that the gentleman may get the cor- 
rect figures into the. Recorp, I should like to say that the total 
amount of money expended for aeroplane activities was a little 
over $1,800,000,000. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Why, of course, after they 
wasted the $640,000,000 they came in and asked for $800,000,000 
more, and we were still told, ““Ask me no questions. Give us the 
money.” And the administration appointed men to high places 
to see that the money was honestly expended. If the gentleman 
from Illinois is correct, the extravagance has gone way beyond 
$640,000,000—the expenditures up into the billions. That is the 
reason I say to my friend from Texas, who is always able in 
defending the Democratic Party and the administration, that we 
have a right to criticize the manner in which the administration 
has conducted itself, though we are respectful to the Commander 
in Chief, 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman knew that $640,000,000 had 
been spent without a single combat plane being constructed, and 
still voted for additional appropriations for the Aviation Service, 
did he not? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Still having confidence in the 
President of the United States and reluctantly reposing some 
confidence in those whom he appointed to administer the funds. 

Mr. BAER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of.Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. BAER. I think it would be well for you to explain the 
amendment that you had to these appropriation bills, which 
would have provided for a committee to supervise the expendi- 
tures. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I had not intended to say 
anything about that, because it might be charged that that was 
partisan, and yet I think it was not. Two amendments were 
offered to those revenue bills, by way of motions to recommit, 
asking for the appointment of a committee on expenditures to 
cooperate with the Commander in Chief—to cooperate, not to 
interfere—with the President of the United States and the 
heads of departments, in seeing that these moneys were prop- 
erly and efficiently spent; and those amendments were de- 
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feated, because word came from the White House—the Presi- 
dent then being an inmate of the White House [laughter]—be- 
cause word came from the White House that to impose such a 
restriction upon the revenue bill would so embarrass and tie 
the hands of the President as to make him practically ridicu- 
lous before the nations of the world. Yet no less a nmran than 
Abraham Lincoln, whose memory is still dear to some of us, 
though sometimes there is danger of an eclipse—in the time of 
Abraham Lincoln Congress passed a resolution providing for 
the appointment of such a committee, and it visited the White 
House occasionally, which, I regret to say, our leading Demo- 
crats did not often do while the European war was on. [Laugh- 
ter.] And they cooperated with the President, the immortal 
Lincoln, and from him they received much more encouragement, 
I am sure, than even my distinguished and eloquent friend from 
Texas [Mr. EAGLE], who now rises to put a question to me, ever 
received from the hands of the President whom he has loyally 
supported. 

Mr. BLANTON. There are 18 gentlemen from the State of 
Texas. Which one does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The distinguished gentleman 
from Texas to whom I have just referred. I said in the days 
of Lincoln Congressmen visited the President, and were received 
sometimes for purposes of consultation. I yield now to the 
gentleman from Texas. ; 

Mr. EAGLE. If my good friend from Pennsylvania wants to 
have a row with me, whether I want it or not, I should like to 
say that I think fully as many members of the Democratic 
Party during the Civil War visited the White House when dear 
old Uncle Abraham was there as did the Republicans during 
the war that tested the life of the Nation when Woodrow was 
up there. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Texas 
may have a more intimate knowledge of the events of 1861 to 
1864 than I, but I am sure from everything I have read that 
President Lincoln welcomed Members of Congress and was ex- 
tremely patient with them. And while he might have differed 
with some of them—the leader of the party, Thad Stevens, was 
that kind of a man who would force himself into the presi- 
dential office, whether invited or not—the immortal Lincoln 
conferred with the people’s representatives even as our Presi- 
dent, abroad now, confers with Clemenceau and Lloyd-George, 
the representatatives of their Governments, about matters here, 
there, and elsewhere. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman now yield to the more 
obscure gentleman from Texas? 7 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman from 
Texas who began the controversy has not concluded; but having 
been compelled to rule favorably to the gentleman from Texas 

[Mr. BLanton] the other day I yield again. 

Mr. BLANTON. [I think my good friend from Philadelphia, 
in which the most of this money was spent, ought to tell us how 
many prominent Republicans had anything to do with the ex- 
penditure of the money which he claims to have been wasted. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I can not*count them on the 
fingers of my two hands. 

Mr. BLANTON. And in whom the President had confidence 
then, but I can not say that he has now. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want the gentleman to get 
this all in—whatever the gentleman knows about Philadelphia 
Republicans who have been unfair to the President of the 
United States should be put in the Recorp. 

Mr. BLANTON. I did not mean Pennsylvania, but all over 
the country. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has heard of 
the cantonments in Texas, of which there has been much com- 
plaint, and of expensive Army camps which should be invest!- 
gated. , 

Mr. BLANTON. I think there ought to be an investigation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman confirms my 
statement that they should be investigated. There should be 
an investigation of cantonments in Texas, of course; and I 
am willing that the investigation should be extended to Penn- 
sylvania, New York, or any other State. If there has been cor- 
ruption, if there has been crookedness, if there has been profiteer- 
ing, if there has been deviltry in Texas, the State from which the 
gentleman [Mr. BLANTON] comes, or any State, the Democratic 
Party is as much interested in it as the Republican Party. When 
it comes to the ordinary morals taught in the Sunday schools 
the gentlemen on the Democratic side are as well brought up 
as Republicans; they want no corruption or profiteering or 
crookedness under the guise of patriotism. I have sat by the 
side of the gentleman from North Carolina for some time; he 
does not swear; he does not drink; he has no bad habits except 
to smoke lamp lighters, which he meanufactures himself. 
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i this kind. His tribute to Hog Island is more 
‘ I could possibly make it, and I think is justified 





At least I hope so. 







































































If we proceed in this spirit, Democrats and Republicans alike, 
e may catch the creok, if there is one. We may punish him, 
nd for the sake of American honor may purge ourselves of some 
of the charges that have been bruited about in the newspapers 
id lsewhere, 
Mr. WINGO, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
ok MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
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. uy sometiies, having started something, the President 
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[Laughter.] I have every confidence that he would be as de- 

lighted to have the matter of waste and extravagance investi- 

gated in Texas as in Llinois or New Jersey or elsewhere. I yield 

fric from Texas. 

EAGLE. I had not asked to interrupt the gentleman, 

hope when he gets the investigation he will be very ther- 

euch with it, and he will find me voting with him to see if any- 
thing wrong wis don ve at the Hog Island shipyard. 

RE Pennsylvania. I know the gentleman from 

n oat to know that Hog Island is in his mind, 

hen the committee comes to examine it closely 


fault to find with that great work of 
has been done, I will stand with 
of the culprits who profiteered on the 


ir. WINGO. And for these reasons the ge onan has given | 
e thinks this bill ought to pa (he L1ughter. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylv: es; I th ox k the bill ought to 
pass, anc entleman has suggested 
{ I before doing so, since the 
re 1all speak .of 

no r riends on both 
s} of Congress, that 
they propaganda. If there is one 
] ‘ rth where the propagandist gets in his work it is in 
the Cr greas.af the United States, and if there is one man above 
r t hom “- > prop agandist will go and upon whom he 

| work his wiles, it is a new Member of Cougress. 

J ord to ouw new brethren. if there is an old pension 
i 1 j stench to high heaven, that has eu floating 

the « itol for 50 years, it is likely to be hen some 

i f Congress arrives. It is not that the old soldier 
wronged, but it is that somebody who has had that old 

bi iow thinks that bec: » the new Membei been saying 
fri of the old soldier he can unload that bill on him, 

I i ters it is very much the same way. When we are 

mey—and I thank God that we never had to raise 

‘il ( taxation during my experience here under a 
le ica vdininistration—the same condition of affairs re- 
SU Professing Renesateeres taiking loudly about what they 
“ deing for the country, about their love for the flag 

th interested parties will come before the constituted 

( ee of Congress and say, Yes: you have got to raise 

S y, but do not put it on that; that hits me. Do not 

put this; that touches my profits.” When you cone to take 
s , as in this case, you will find the fellow next door 
ling in with his appeal, saying, * Take mine down, too; the 
ris over, Why tax me?” One reason I am not quite in accord 
with tl partisan si ious of the gentleman from North 
Caroli [Mr. Kircmin] when he indicates that we have fol- 
0 indjy in these two or three bills the action of the 
De in supporting them is that propaganda has been 
getting its work. My experience of more than six years 
ub a Democratic administration here has shown that one of 
the highest propagandists this country has ever known is the 
gentleman who guides the destiny of this Nation. He starts 
things. Pe then say the President said this er the Presi- 
dent said that, and they are influenced by what they read of his 


finds that the masses of people are against what he starts and 
then sometimes comes another address, indicating another change, 
because, with ear to the ground, our distinguished Commander 
in Chief has heard what the people have been saying. We 
have something like that before us now in this tax-repeal 
agitation. 

Why are you hearing from your constituents all over the 
land about this revenue bill? Who is it who started the fleod 
of telegrams that have been coming upon you during the last 
two or three weeks? Who is it that started the writing of 
letters from taxpayers in your district urging you to take the 
tax off this and the tax off that? Strangely enough it is 
chiefly the same high official of this Nation, who, according to 
the admission of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], in- 


who i used the guise of patriotism to make money sisted that the necessities of war required $24,000,000,000 up to 

s were fighting and dying abroad. I would be the end ef June next, including $8;000,000,000 of taxes. It was 

ul ishing them in the great States of New York | he who demanded that we levy these taxes on the people. It 

an ia as I would if it occurred in any other State. was his Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. McAdoo, whe came be- 
None of the things that I have observed during | fore the Committee on Ways and Means, 


and in a leng and 


learned address to the committee stated that he and the Presi- 


m ware and witnessed at Hog Island the mar- dent agreed that it would be absolutely necessary to raise 
velous energy, concentrated intelligence, and wenderful achieve- | $8,000,000,000 of these twenty-four billions by a direct levy 
ments of American organization, American labor, in that upon the people. 
matchless work, contribuiing so largely to win the war. I hope Gentlemen on the other side would endeavor to place the 
when the investigation shall be made, if ever it is made, on the | responsibility for:these bills upon tLe Republican Party. I 
published charges that wrongs were done in connection with | indicated the other day that this whole business had been 
that business, that it may turn out that nothing wrong was done | dumped upon those who were coming into power. I repeat 
in connection with the Hog Island shipyard. | that the Democrats and the administration have endeavored 
r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I can not let and are endeavoring to unload the greatest burden of all his- 
his opportunity go by without saying that I have always found ! tory upon the Republican Party, which has come into power in 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Eacre] fair and statesmanlike | this House in recent months. 


It was not of our choosing. To 
voted when the President asked for money to give 
him money. We differed as to these bills and questioned them 
as they went in. There were many things in them to which 
we did not agree, but there stood the mandate of the man whom 
| the people had chosen President of the United States, and 
there was his Secretary of the Treasury in daily contact with 
the Committee on Ways and Means, demanding that we hasten 
the passage of the bill that would carry $8,000,000,000 against 
the people in order that twenty-four billions might be in hand 
before the end of June next. 

When we followed instructions the people began to complain 


be sure, we 








| and those in power responsible for the estimates began to 
| renege. There is no use mincing words about this. When the 
| House bill got to the Senate, those in control at the Treasury 

es to yield. As to the luxury tax, they said, “ Take that 





down.” ‘The Secretary, before the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, instead of standing up for the $8,000,000,000 by taxes, 
began to talk about borrowing the money from the people, 
although we had been borrowing to the limit. Then they cut 
that bill down so that it would appear that they were not 
taxing the people $8,060,000,000, as the President and his See- 
retary of the Treasury had indicated and directed. They cut it 
down by $2,000,000,000, making it possible under that bill to 
collect only billions for the current year and $4,000,000,000 
for the fiscal year 1920. The people had not taken kindly to 
the President’s appeal for the election of Democrats because 
he could not trust Republicans. Yes, although they had appro- 
priated the money as originally estimated, they reduced the 
1919 taxes to $6,000,000,000 and the 1920 to $4,000,000,000. 
Oh, yes, the Democrats were constructive. They believed 
their President was constructive when he incurred the expenses 
and he w still constructive when he reduced the taxes. You 
can be against a ship subsidy and have no American merchant 
marine, but you can be constructive if you are willing to take 
the money for ships directly from the pockets of the people. 

Republicans generally avoided that kind of constructive legis- 
— The President was against a good many other Republi- 

‘an propositions—against a tariff upon imports, for instance— 
was not in favor of levying a tax upon the foreigner who 
sends goods into the United States to compete with us. Rather 
should we tax our people on what they produced to raise money 
for the war. It is easy to do big and daring things if you can 
tax the people to get the money to do it. Yes; you can be con- 
structive with the money wrung from the people by taxation, 
but the Republican Party never indulged much in that kind of 
construction. 


SiX 


as 
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Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will. 
Mr. PLATT. Do I understand the purport of the gentleman’s 


argument is that this bill is one unloaded on the Republicans 
by the Demecrats? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; it was unloaded on us, 
but there was nothing else for the Democrats to do. They had 
reached the limit. The President said we would have to have 
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$24,000,000,000 in 1919. The Secretary of the Treasury said we 
must have $8,000,000,000 of taxes, and’ the Ways and Means 
Committee, under the direction ef the gentleman from: North 
Carolina, with Republican support, yes, went forward in good 
faith to raise that $8,000,000,000. Then they did not face the 
people with such a heavy tax burden, and it was cut over in the 
Senate to six, and then it was-cut to four. As: I told you-a day 
or two ago, my friends on the Republiean side, we have got to 
meet $10,000,000,000 appropriations next year, and if we have 
only $4;,000,000,000 in sight under the tax bill the Democrats left 
on our hands, and $1,000,000,000 miseeHaneous, we may have 
to make up a deficiency of anywhere from $5,000,000,000 to 
$6,000,000,000. That is our responsibility, and it was dumped 
on us while the peeple were led to believe the tax burden was to 
be steadily lowered. 

Mr. GARRIETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. GARRETT. TI understood the gentleman to say, in an- 
swer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pratt], that this 
particular bill was one of the bills dumped upen his party by 
the Democrats. I should like to ask the gentleman how that 
happened. We assumed the responsibility of passing it through 
the House. It only failed in the Senate by a filibuster of three 
Republican Senators. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
raised that question of a filibuster. I have heard it used here 
several times. It must be a rich morsel in the mouths of our 
friends upon the other side. It does net seem to worry even 
our new Members on this side; but if there was a filibuster 
over there, or if there were long speeehes over there, it might 
have been intended to prevent the President of the United 


I am glad the gentleman 


States from getting another $5,000,000 to spend “over there”. 


without taking us into his contidence. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] It might have been to save billions of dollars. in 
eertain large appropriation bills that this Congress intends to 
cut down, and which I may say the administration of the Re- 
publican Party will report minus certain very large and’ very 
attractive and very juicy appropriations and lump-sum appro- 
priations for stocking-up purposes which the Senate did net want 
to pass. 

Mr. GARRETT. Then the gentleman 
pursued over there? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I say, if it was to save enor- 
mous sums of money, I do not blame a few Senators for making 
2. few speeches. If the President had not been so late in com- 
ing home to help the Congress of the United States do the busi- 
ness that he was elected to perform, and if he had not been so 
infernally anxious to get back again, we would not have been 
in the perplexing situation we are to-day. It was the President 
of the United States who controled that whole situation. He 
could have called this Congress in session March 5 and have 
remained here until the appropriation bills were: passed; but 
instead of that he preferred to go over there and make speeches 
challenging the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. GARRETT. My friend, then,.indorses- the course which 
was pursued? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, not necessarily. I say I 
am glad they made a few speeches over there, because they 
brought out very interesting facts that the people wanted to 
know. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. We learned only yesterday 
that out of $100,000,000 which we gave the President of the 
United States, he had allowed the Czecho-Slovae nation 
$5,000,000, and if it had not been for some little inkling from 
the other side, not. in a covenant openly arrived at, that he gave 
up $5,000,000, we would never have known anything about it. I 
want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he, during his long 
and very useful career in this House, has been called in confer- 
ence by the President of the United States more than half a 
dozen times since that gentleman has occupied the White House? 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, I do not know that I remember the 
times. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Well, I will say that the Presi- 
dent would be a wiser man to-day if he had called into consulta- 
tion occasionally the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee. 
{Applause.]. I am not flattering the gentleman from Tennessee 
when I make that statement. 

Mr. GARRETT. _ The gentleman is very kind. But pursuing 
the line of thought of a moment ago, let me say to the gentleman 
if'at the proper time it be desired to discuss what the President 
of the United States has done with the funds whieh were given 
to him by the Congress without any strings attached to: titem,; 
of course we should be ready to discuss that. Mr. McKinley 


indorses the course 
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was given $50,000,000. There was never a suggestion of making 
an inquiry as to what he had done with that fund. Why? Be- 
cause at the time it was given: to him it was stated that no in- 
vestigation and no question would ever be made of it. Do I 
understand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, by the sug- 
gestion as to investigating the President’s fund, means to im- 
pugn: the integrity of his use of that fund? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will say to the gentleman 
that I have heard of $100,000 given to Mr: Baruch to be spent 
for purposes not clearly explained. There has been a suggestion 
that many governments have been generous and kind to the 
President of the United States, and that it is the custom of 
potentates when they travel abroad or visit another's country 
to leave some token of their regard. Congress might not approve 
the expenditure of money in this way if called upon to do so 
specifically. 

I question whether the people of the United States know all 
these things. I question whether even the newspapers have 
commented upon the simple statement made in the old Congress 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop], that the President 
granted out of the $100,000,000 fund $5,000,000: for the incorpo- 
ration of a company in the State of Connecticut to do business 
in Russia. We can not understand why one Vance MeCormick, 
Democratic national chairman at that time, should be conneeted 
with that enterprise. We do not know much about it, but we 
should know. It seems to me that the people generally would be 
better satisfied if the President, in whom we have shown confi- 
dence during the war, should tell the Congress of the United 
States something about these things. I de not want to embarrass 
him while he is over there. But I wish he was home. [I believe 
it would be better for the people of the United States if he were 
back here now. When we are trying to get information about 
money we authorize- him to spend, you can net blame us if be- 
cause he remains away we ask that Congress be permitted to 
perform the business the Constitution requires of it. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman. yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. . I will. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 
as to the disposition of the $50,000,000: placed in the hands of 
President McKinley that it was: distributed among the heads of 
the various. departments in this Government, and the record is 
there to show what became of it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman, after he was in 
Congress. before, and before he arrived this time, having been an 
auditor, knows whereof he speaks and does henor to the name- 
of a great man. This country reveres the name of William 
McKinley. There was never a breath of suspicion against any 
expenditure made by him. But the trouble with the President 
is that from the beginning of his career in Washington, though 
in the first utterance he made to the public he said that his 
doors were: to be open, they have been clesed to Congress and 
to his own party. Even his leaders have not consulted him. 
He has dene the most daring: thing in the history of the world, 
leaving the Congress, leaving the people, and leaving the covn- 
try for an indefinite period, attending as much to the business 
of the people of the world as he does to that of the United 
States, and at the cost of the United States. If our cost, accord- 
ing to the statement of the gentleman from Michigan who spoke 
here this morning, is true, is to be as great as that ef England, 
we may well inquire about our trade routes. We talk about 
shipping and trade, but where is it? We have heard that at 
least one of our great Allies has not given up a single trade 
route: nor lost one eunce of its foreign business sinee this. war 
began. What about ours? Ours, it seems, is but to yield and 
to pay. We are to go on doling out millions, to be raised by 
taxation and to be taken from the people by loans, to do what? 
To encourage our love of humanity? To prove that the black 
man and the white man and the yellow man and the brown man 
ean sleep in the same bed? That sounds like buncombe of the 
first class. The millennium is not here. 

The nations supposed to be at peace on the other side are 
still struggling with each other. Judging from our mails each 
day, the battles of Europe seem to be transferred to the United 
States. We are expected to take up their quarrels here: We 
turn down little bridge bills on account of economy, a river 
here and a canal there, because you say it costs money, and 
yet we vote billions upon billions to lend to peeple on the other 
side to rebuild their roads, to build their bridges; and! you appeal- 
ing to Congress for yours. The President says our humanitarian 
effort is to go on until the last drop of American blood is shed 
and until the last doHar is: spent. I do not believe in his time 
or in yours or mine we are going to see the realization of any 
such dream. 

In my judgment, gentlemen, we are dealing with practical 
questions, and it is almost time, whether some folks like it or 
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not, that this Congress show its mettle and stand by its preroga- 
tives. 

You say we swallowed your Agricultural bill. We have not 
yet. We may have to swallow it. The President, having failed 
to call Congress in session until we were driven into a corner 
where we could not help ourselves, has put the majority to a 
great disadvantage. He still lingers on the other side, and it 
will take the ship so many days to go and so many days to 
return bearing the bill as we shall pass it in order to obtain his 
signature. He has got us handicapped going and he has us 
handicapped coming. We have got to get the bill to him, and 
he will have to get it back before the 30th of June. And I sus- 
pect some of the wise gentlemen on the other side knew full 
well the difficulty that the Republicans would be under in 
endeavoring to razee the bills they dumped on them and concern- 
ing which they endeavor to lay the blame upon the gentlemen 
over there who talk a little longer when they get the floor than 
we do at this end of the Capitol. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield. 

Mr. LEVER. I think this is a very interesting performance, 
in view of the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
complaining that we have not time in which to consider these 
bills. And yet the Recorp ought to show that he has spent 
nearly an hour in consideration of a bill and has not discussed 
the bill two minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
15 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to assure my friend 
from South Carolina that I am as anxious to get back to the 
consideration of the Agricultural appropriation bill as he is, 
and probably a little more, but of course we like a full attend- 
ance when we take up the consideration of the Agricultural bill, 
in order that we can point out the varied Democratic imperfec- 
tions in that measure. [Laughter.] 

The President put up this $24,000,000,000 demand to us in 
the House. We had a joint session of both branches of Con- 
gress here, and he told us what he needed. Before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means we were told that $8,000,000,000 
must be raised by taxes. I will not go over that story again. 
But step by step they began to fall back. There was too much 
complaint arising from the people, and evidently the Democratic 
leaders thought among themselves, “ We will wait until the 
Republicans get in and unload it on them.” 

Now it is done. Our distinguished citizen on “the other 
side”’ says he does not keep in very close touch with this side. 
But he knows pretty well how to start a propaganda. I am 
going to read a message that the President did not deliver here 
owing to the fact that by reason of a prior engagement he was 
detained in Paris. In his message—and this is the first message 
of the kind the President ever sent to the Congress of the 
United States, the May 20 message, sent here by cable, and I 
think it must have been a very expensive message, although the 
wires temporarily are Government controlled—and I wish the 
ventleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kitcnin] would give 


How much more time have I, 


ear 

Mr. KITCHIN. Two 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

I hesitate— 

Says the President— 
to venture any opinion or press any recommendation with regard to 
domestic legislation while absent from the United States and out of 
daily contact with intimate sources of information and counsel. 

In other words, he means to say: I have been unable to see 
my friend from Texas, Mr. GARNer, or my good friend from 
North Carolina, Mr. Kircorx—I have been unable to mingle 
with the other leading gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
who could have given me valuable information—and being here 
alone, with nobody but Col. House to consult me 

I hesitate to express any opinion or press any recommendation with 
regard to domestic legislation while absent from the United States. 

{Laughter and applause.] 

Now, the President was modest about that, and we must give 
him credit for his modesty. 
Mr. HARDY of Texas. 

yield for a question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; and I should have said 
that he would have been wiser to have called in also the gen- 
tieman from Texas [Mr. Harpy], but he says here that he had 
no chance to discuss questions with his intimate sources of infor- 
mation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Is the gentleman discussing the bill 
before the House or is he taking a ramble and a crack at all 
creation? The latter, I presume. [Laughter.] 


Two ears 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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The gentleman from Pennsylvania has | 
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May 31, 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No; I am dealing with the bill 
right now. The President, you understand, put the whole re- 
sponsibility upon Congress. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GARNER], and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
KITCHIN], and other faithful Members on the Democratic side 
called in their friends and said, ‘‘ This must be done or we lose 
the war.” Things like oil, which Democratic farmers use, were 
prudently omitted. I am not going into those matters very 
minutely. But after it was all done here comes the President— 
that is, by cable—after an absence of nearly six months, after 
he has imposed this great obligation upon us, after Republican 
and Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means alike, in good faith, had attempted to raise the money 
required; after the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
KiTcHIN], the gentleman from Texas | Mr. GARNEn], the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. OLprretp], and other members of 
that committee had stood right up to the rack and forced taxes 
right back upon their constituents, believing they were per- 
forming a patriotic duty—along comes the President’s cabled 
message—— 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. How does the gentleman account for the fact 
that we were able to induce the gentleman himself, notwith- 
standing all his astuteness, and his colleagues on the Republi- 
can side of the Committee on Ways and Means, to join in all 
these measures? 

Mr MOORE of Pennsylvania. I had faith in the President 
of the United States and I believed that he needed the money 
that he asked for, and that it would be honestly expended. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman admits that he did all these 
things that he has been complaining about for the last hour 
because he had confidence in the President. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I had faith in the President 
and voted him the money. 

Mr. GARNER. I understand the sum and substance of the 
gentleman’s excuse which he gives is that he had confidence in 
the President. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would not have voted for any 
of these bills if 1 had not had an abiding faith in the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. MADDEN. Faith is a matter that begins where reason 
ends. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I was greatly disappointed in 
the position he took with regard to the Panama Canal tolls. 
But that was before the war. The President said he wanted the 
money to win the war, and on that statement, as in the case of 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. Green] and my friend from Ohio 
{Mr. Lonewortn] and my friend from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey], 
I voted for those measures. 

But after we had put this thing over, after the Democratic 
Senate had tried to save the face of the Democratic Party by 
making changes in the bill so that the people would not rise in 
rebellion; the President’s latest message—his cabled message— 
arrived, and what did he say? 

Many of the minor taxes provided for in the revenue legislation of 
1917 and 1918, though no doubt made necessary by the pressing neces- 
sities of the war time, can hardly find suflicient justification under the 
easier circumstances of peace, and can now happily be got rid of. 
Among these, I hope you will agree, are the excises upon various manu- 
facturers and the taxes upon retail sales. 

Here was a new expression of the President, for whom we 
undertook to raise the $8,000,000,000 in taxes. Had he changed 
his mind about that $24,000,000,000? We had certainly spent 
it, or most of it. Why should it not be paid? Certainly the 
taxpayers who read that cheerful message would look to Con- 
gress for relief. The President did not say that the expenses 
are still on. He did not say that we do not have still to make 
enormous appropriations. He simply said, in effect: “ Boys, 
I told you to put these taxes on; but seeing that the people do 


| not want them, I advise you to take them off.” 


And so there comes a flood of telegrams from every corner 
of the United States saying, “‘ The President says taxes are too 
high. The President says take the taxes off.” My friends, 
that is an evidence of the manner in which a presidential mind 
that does not keep in close touch with the Democratic leaders 
“an yet sense the popular will, even though far removed from 
home. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman admits that he followed the 
President when the President advised us to put these taxes on. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I followed the President when 
the President made his war demands. 

Mr. LEVER. And when the President advises us to take 
these taxes off he follows him again, which ought to be conclu- 
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sive that the President is right usually—that the gentleman 
still has faith in him. 

Mr. MOORE of Pemnsylvania. It ought to be known in South 
Carolina that the President forced us to inmppose these taxes. 
And now the President wants us to take them off, though the 
obligations still remain. 

Now, getting down to this luxury tax, so called [laughter], 
the statement of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
KiTcHin] with regard te the parliamentary situation is exactly 
correct. The country was given the promise at the close of the 
last session, through beth Houses, that this so-called luxury 
tax—which is paragraph 904, and which should be very care- 
fully read, so as not to confuse it with other paragraphs of the 
bill—should be repealed. Good faith demands it. There is no 
other way, from my point of view. The conferees in the last 
session got into a tangle because of a situation that arose in the 
Senate, and they agreed to report back to their Houses, and 


both Houses practically agreed that that section, section 904, | 


should come out. 
The country was so advised and the people have been expect- 
ing it. Why? Not so much because of the administrative ex- 


pense down here, but because of the damnable annoyance to | 
every small dealer throughout the length and breadth of this | 
I called up the Treasury Department a little while ago to | 


land. 
find out just what the trouble was about this luxury tax, and it 
was explained that a small shopkeeper, a country grocer who is 


charged with the collection of this tax, is obliged to keep extra | 
clerks and extra books and go to a great deal of trouble to figure | is a different rate, and perhaps different classes of a particular 
It is | 


out the tax on certain lines of sales, amounting to so much. 
such an unreliable tax as the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Kircurn] referred to. You can not put stamps on it. 
ean not keep a check on it. 
integrity of the dealer, and sometimes there is a gross imposi- 
tion on the purchaser. It is a confusing and perplexing tax, 
that ought to be repealed. You may say that ice cream ought to 
go in; but bear in mind one thing, that presents a serious ques- 
tion for legislators. We have passed a prohibitory law. We 
have denied to ourselves the right to collect $1,000,000,000 in 
taxes that we formerly derived from the sale of liquors. That 
is gone, and in consequence of its going ice cream and soft drinks 
have a rushing trade. Though we put the profit in their hands, 
we are asked to relieve them of taxes. Gentlemen ought to think 
twice, whether this is a matter of a little child eating an ice- 
cream cone on the sidewalk, as some gentlemen seem to think it 
is, or whether it is a matter of helping the profiteer. Have you 
bought any candy lately? Have you bought «ny ice cream lately? 
Have you bought any of those things that sometimes you can do 
without? If you have, you have observed that the price is 
almost twice as high as it was before. You have been told time 
and again that the war has practically closed; yet these gentle- 
men say the poor little child is paying this tax, and they want to 
be relieved of it, after the business has been put in their hands, 
by the legislation which took liquor out of the purview of taxa- 
tion. There we have a loss of $1,000,000,000, and no place to 
raise the money. We can not raise it out of the churches. We 
have got to have some substance out of which to raise the nearly 
$10,000,000,000 that must be raised for administrative purposes 
next year. 

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. REAVIS. The gentleman spoke of the intolerable irrita- 
tion caused to small shopkeepers in the collection of this tax. 
I asked the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry] if that has 
furnished one of the reasons for the repeal of this section. He 
said that the tax had been in force such a short time that they 
had no information on it. What is the gentleman's information? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. My information is that cer- 
tain small shopkeepers had to have new clerks, new books of 
accounts, and must do extra figuring to find out whether the 
amounts sold are taxable. We knew that this tax was going 
to be a nuisance when we put it on, but we put it on only 
because we were told that the French were obliged to adopt it 
and that the British Parliament was contemplating it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. GREEN of lowa. Mr. Chairman, I shall only oceupy the 
attention of the House a few minutes and then yield to my friend 
and colleague on the committee, Mr. LonewortH. What I in- 
tend to say will relate to the bill solely, for I do not care to dis- 
cuss any other matters at this time, and I hope to give some 
reasons for the passage of the bill in a few minutes. 

In the first place, I want to say that I have sat under the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircnr] as 
chairman of the committee for a good many years. He was very 


You | in keeping accounts with reference to this tax, it has been 


It depends very largely upon the | 
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informing to-day, and gave excellent reasons for the support of 
this bill. He was also entertaining, as he often is, and one of 

| the best things about his wit is that it never leaves any sting. 

| While I was in accord with him in the most he had to say, I 

; can not follow him entirely. He made a statement that he 
thought the Republicans on this side showed less confidence in 
the new committee than they did in the Democratic committee 
when it originated and reported the bill which was passed at 
the last session. 

Unfortunately the gentleman got the matter turned right 
around. This bill was originally a Democratic bill and was 
passed by a Democratic House. The Republicans also, every 
one of them, voted for it, so far as they expressed themselves 
at all. But while the Members of the old Congress who voted 
for it may have some difficulty in explaining why they changed 
their vote at this time, I.am not at all surprised that the new 
Members view the bill somewhat with suspicion, knowing its 
Democratic origin, and the fact that many mistakes and 
blunders were foisted upon us by the last administration. 

Let us consider this bill and see why these taxes ought to be 
repealed. They have been called “ luxury taxes.” In fact, the 
articles taxed are necessities, and if there is any luxury about 
them it is in their cost above a specified suin. 

Let me call attention to the fact that this particular section 


| which is repealed by this bill is the only one in which a certain 


kind of accounts is to be kept, an account in which the merchant 
may have a dozen different kinds of articles, upon each of which 


article upon which there may be a different rate. 
So notwithstanding it has been said that there is no difficulty 


found to be an extremely onerous burden. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iewa. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill imposes a 10 per cent rate on every- 
thing; what is the difficulty? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman misunderstood me. A 
dealer has to make a computation on every article. The tax 
is different on each article because the price is different, and a 
separate computation has to be made on each one. He can not 
meke it in the way that he can in other sections of the revenue 
law—by simply lumping his sales. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That is the nub of the whole 
thing. Take a lady’s purse, with the tax on a price above $7.50. 
She pays 10 per cent on all that it costs above $7.50. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
The purchaser pays a tax of 10 per cent on $1.25. If the cus- 
tomer has it charged she must pay cash for the 10 per cent on 
the $1.25. That is the way it runs out. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is correct. 
possible to make a charge account of the tax. It must be paid 
in cash. This makes it difficult to carry on a credit business 
in these articles. That is the way it works out. On caps the 
tax is an uncertain amount, depending on the price, on hats it 
varies according to the price, on shoes above such a price the 
tax is a different amount, and so on it goes all down along the 
line. The merchant has to make a calculation on every single 
article and upon different classes of the same article. The re- 
sult has been that the merchant has frequently been obliged 
to have another clerk and must charge the expense to his cus- 
tomers by adding it to the articles pro rata. Gentlemen think 
it is easy to impose taxes so it will be fair, but this is a kind 
of tax that can not be imposed so that it will be fair. There 
is always difficulty in impesing a tax equitably, and there is 
more difficulty in a tax of this kind. There are all sorts of 
luxuries that are not taxed at all in this section. There is 
just as much reason why they should be taxed as the ones 
enumerated in this section. There are some articles we know 
ought to be taxed, if these are to be taxed. Such are women’s 
dresses priced above a certain amount and men’s clothing cost- 
ing a certain amount. Yet a woman may pay $5,000 for a dress 
or a2 man $200 for a suit of clothes without paying any tax 
at all. Some gentlemen say that that does not make any differ- 
ence to them, they care nothing about that, but the Committee 
on Ways and Means was more or less influenced by the in- 
equities in this schedule after it came back to us from the 
Senate. I did net vote for this tax when it was first presented 
with the same theory that was advanced by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in support of it, viz, that it was going to keep 
down the purchase of Inxuries. I did not believe it would, and 
I do not believe it has to any great extent, although it probably 
has interfered with some sales. 

I voted for it at that time because we were in the throes of 
war and it was absolutely necessary that we should have all 


. 
Suppose the price is $8.25. 


It is im- 











the money which could be raised, either from taxes or bonds or 
in any other way; and, as far as I could see at that time, if we 
kept on with the war expenditures at the rate they were being 
created by the administration for another year we would be 
absolutely bankrupt, in spite of anything we could do. That is 
the reason I voted for it in the first instance. 

Then this bill went over to the other body, which they say 
we can not mention here. In the course of its travels it came 
back very sadly butchered up, with very important parts of it 
left out. Members said that they would not vote for the bill in 
that form, but the answer was made to them at that time that 
they should not pay any attention to this; that we were going 
to repeal the luxury taxes; and so the word went out to the 
whole country, the pledge of the whole Congress at that time, 
that these luxury taxes named in this section were going to be 
repealed. In pursuance of that announcement, which every- 
body understood and upon which a large number of Members 
based their votes at that time, this bill, in practically the same 
form in which it is now 

Mr. LONGWORTH. In exactly the same form. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. My friend from Ohio corrects me—in 
exactly the same form—was brought before this House at the 
last session and, without one solitary dissenting voice, every- 
body said these taxes should be taken out under the circum- 
stances. They were not fairly apportioned; they were not in 
the form they ought to have been levied; they did not equalize 
burdens among the people or among business men. I could 
stand here, if I had the time, and show you the faults and diffi- 
culties inherent in the tax which made us extremely reluctant 
to pass it originally. I think there was not a member of the 
committee that was satisfied with it when it was introduced, 
and we were still less satisfied with it when it came back from 
the Senate as a part of the revenue bill; but we had to pass 
the bill before March 4 or the consequences would be very 
serious. 

Then the repealing measure came up here, and under these 
circumstances this House unanimously passed this same bill, 
and now again the matter comes before the House, and Mem- 
bers say, “ Why should people spend their money in that kind 
of way? Why should anyone buy things he does not need?” 
Are we going to tax everyone in this country who purchases 
things he does not need and might get along without? If we 
are, we will have to go into a very wide circle and take in ten 
times as many articles and matters as we have considered in 
this section, which we now seek to repeal. The fact of the 
matter is that this whole section was illogical from the beginning, 
It was not necessary in time of peace, and its only justification 
could be that it was passed in time of war, in time of stress, 
in time of peril, when we had to have the money. Now, in 
pursuance of the pledge heretofore given, we have brought in 
this bill for repeal, and we think it ought to pass. 

I know we need the money, but we ought to collect it in a 
way that would be more equitable than the provisions of this sec- 
tion which is sought to repeal; but some will say, “ Why not 
amend the section?” I will tell you why. Because there are 
not three gentlemen in the House that could agree as to just what 
articles are luxuries and at just what point these necessities 
which are included in this section became luxuries by reason of 
the price fixed upon them. ‘There is not a gentleman present 
who is not the possessor of some article which is not a neces- 
sity and yet is not taxed; yet this section which we now propose 
to repeal contains nothing but necessities, and in many cases 
necessities, pure and simple, are taxed. As the gentleman from 
Washington well says, “ Why should the loggers and lumber- 
jacks of my State, who are compelled to wear flannel shirts, pay 
a tax on that article, which is an absolute necessity to them?” 
Why should a man whose work compels him to wear a pair of 
high boots pay a tax on those boots because they cost over $10? 
A hat costing more than $5 at present is a luxury under the law, 
but a matter of economy if the wearer has it cleaned and uses it 
other seasons. While I never had a pair of $10 shoes in my 
life, many gentlemen claim to me that it pays in the long run 
to buy the more expensive article in this line. 

I think there is no question but that, as prices now run, if 
one has the money—which I have not—to buy a carpet above 
the price specified in this list, it will last enough longer to make 
ah economy, instead of a luxury; but be that as it may, why 
should carpets, which are used most largely by people of mod- 
erate means, be taxed, while imported rugs, which I have seen 
sold in this city at prices running up into the thousands of 
dollars, be entirely free from the tax? As to an umbrella, how 
are you going to get a good one for less than $4? I do not buy 
any that costs that much, because I lose them, and a $2 one is 
just as good to lose as a $4 one. Why should a smoking jacket 
or lounging robe be taxed’? It saves the use of another coat and 
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is very much more comfortable. This particular tax is a tax 
on the privilege of making oneself comfortable. To be sure, we 
could go in our shirt sleeves; but some of us last winter could 
not get our apartments well enough heated for that purpose. 
I will admit that any man who wears silk hose ought tv be taxed, 
but can we not allow the ladies the privilege of wearing silk hose 
without paying the tax? Under the law that now stands, they 
will have to pay or go without. There is one redeeming feature: 
They will have to pay in advance for them, and can not get the 
amount charged to their husbands, under this law. A valise 
or suitcase that costs in excess of $25 looks pretty high until 
you visit some of these places where they carry a really good 
article, and, in accordance with the spirit of the times, have 
doubled or tripled the prewar prices. I never had such an 
article myself, but if I wanted to get one that would last, I 
would have to pay it. Of course, fans ought to be taxed. I sup- 
pose the gentlemen will claim that there ought to be a tax on 
the privilege of keeping cool, unless you are willing to carry a 
palm leaf. I never had such articles as pajamas, so I am quite 
willing that people that do wear such articles should be taxed, 
and I know all my farmer friends will join with me in this, but 
those who wear them insist there is no more reason for them 
to be taxed than a nightshirt. 

The fact is that when we go over this schedule we find that 
it is full of inequalities, which, in some instances, verge on 
absurdities. 

It is claimed that this schedule will produce ninety to one 
hundred million dollars’ revenue. I have never believed it 
would produce one-half that amount, and if there is as much 
difficulty in collecting it as the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
claims, the net receipts from it will be almost nothing. I shall 
have to say, however, that there is no way of determining just 
how much additional expense is caused to the department by 
reason of these provisions, as those who have to enforce it are 
also used in enforcing other provisions. It can, however, be seen 
ata glance that there is no way of simplifying this tax. 

We can not provide that it shall be paid by means of stamps 
or through tickets or by a‘tax on gross sales, nor is it practical 
to put it upon the manufacturer. Consequentiy the process of 
keeping a record of the amount due by the party who sells the 
articles, and the work of the Treasury Department in seeing 
that he does keep a proper record and make a proper return 
becomes very burdensome to both. 

Then the tax discriminates between different kinds of busi- 
ness. The man who has a hat and cap store is at a loss to 
understand why his business should be taxed, when next to him 
is a high-class grocery store, containing all kinds of luxuries, 
and catering to those to whom expenses are no object, with no 
element of necessity connected with it, and yet no tax is paid. 
He feels that he is treated unjustly when a dealer in women’s 
dresses returns no tax. If luxuries are to be taxed, he wonders 
why, if necessities become luxuries by reason of the price, that 
there is no tax upon houses that cost around a million dollars— 
and we have plenty of them in New York and Washington. 
Naturally he thinks it would be better to put a tax on a man 
that keeps extensive grounds for his own recreation, as this 
seems to him to be purely a luxury. In fact, as he looks about 
him he observes that there is no tax where money is wasted 
most, and that the tax is only imposed on these articles which 
are in themselves necessities, with every person differing as to 
the point where they cease to be necessities and become lux- 
uries. 

These reasons are presented as forming good grounds for the 
repeal of this luxury tax; but this bill, in fact, is not a Ways 
and Means Committee bill. It is the bill of the conference of 
the Republican Members of the House, which directed the Ways 
and Means Committee to introduce it. The committee does not, 
therefore, feel that the principal responsibility of this bill rests 
upon it, nor, if the bill is voted down, will it feel that one of its 
own measures has been defeated. On the contrary, its conclu- 
sion will be that the Republican Members have either become 
stampeded by the cry that this is a Democratic bill or there 
is so little unity among the Republicans that they are unable to 
take a definite position and adhere to it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, this debate has taken a 
very wide range. We have discussed the President of the United 
States, and we have discussed potash and lumber and various 
other matters. I want, as the saying is, to get down to brass 


tacks, and to show, if I can, that every man here, on whichever 
side of the aisle he happens to sit, is amply justified in voting 
for this bill. Perhaps I can best illustrate the reason why it 
was originally adopted by reading from the recommendation 
sent by the Treasury Department to the Committee on Ways 
and Means with reference to the imposition of all these luxury 
taxes, and to show that this, in the opinion of the Treasury 
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Department and of the Committee on Ways and Means, is a tax 
which stands absolutely by itself, both as to method and as to 
substance. Having given reasons and suggestions for putting 
taxes on certain luxuries, this report goes on as follows: 


It is believed, however, that the rates here suggested could be im- 
posed without seriously injuring the producer or so reducing consump- 
tion as to impair the revenue. The rates, in short, are not beyond the 
maximum point of -yield. 


That covers every possible form of luxury tax except the taxes 
provided by section 904, which taxes stand by themselves, as will 
be illustrated by the next paragraph, which I shall read to you: 

The retail sales tax, however— 

This tax— 
raises a different set of considerations. That tax is recommended not 
only to raise additional revenue but for the equally important purpose 
of discouraging wasteful consumption and unnecessary production. 

Mark that particularly. The object of this tax never was so 
much to raise revenue, although it was expected to raise a sub- 
stantial amount, as to prevent wasteful expenditure and pro- 
duction of these articles, which, after reaching a certain price, 
are not necessaries at all. 

For instance, it was undesirable in time of war for women to 
be buying expensive dresses; it was undesirable for men to be 
buying expensive suits of clothes or shoes or what not, because 
by the unnecessary expenditure they thereby deprived them- 
selves of a certain power to buy freely of Liberty bonds and other- 
wise contribute to the war cost. What was the other reason? 
To prevent unnecessary production; to prevent people from 
manufacturing at all these articles which were not real necessi- 
ties. Take, for example, this beautiful suit of clothes which I 
have on to-day. I do not remember how much I paid for it. It 
was bought a long time ago—long before the war. I am not so 
much up to fashion as the gentleman who has just addressed us. 
As I recollect, it cost me about $65. Now, what is the use, in 
time of war, in expending as much as $65 on a suit of clothes? 
Moreover, why should men engaged in the manufacturing of ex- 
pensive clothes and other similar luxuries produce articles of 
that sort when their productive capacity could be better em- 
ployed in producing articles of absolute necessity for war pur- 
poses? So it was deemed at that time advisable to prevent, or 
at least discourage, the production of such things as these and 
other high-priced articles which were not necessary. This was 
a war tax—a war tax pure and simple. It was imposed largely 
to prevent not only wasteful expenditure but the production of 
such articles as were not necessary for war purposes. But 
to-day, gentlemen, that necessity has absolutely ceased. It isa 
wise thing to encourage production to-day of all sorts of articles, 
whether necessities or not. It gives people employment. Itisa 
wise thing, also, to encourage expenditure, so as to diffuse money 
among the people of the United States. I will proceed a little 
further with this reading: 


It would be superfluous, at this stage of the war, to dwell upon the 
fact that waste and extravagance are akin to treason. 


This was to prevent waste and extravagance in time of war. | 


To-day the necessity for that has ceased. 

We pay lip homage to this truth, but we neglect its practice. We 
are not cutting our personal budgets sufficiently to make the excess of 
national production over national consumption equal to the needs of 
the Government. The retail sales tax distinctively labels the taxed 
article as luxurious and serves notice that the Government’s ban is 
upon it. 

In other words, the Government was trying to put a ban upon 
the purchase and the production of the articles described in 
section 904. 

The really needy consumer— 

Mark this— 

The really needy consumer is amply protected by exempting from the 
tax those classes of articles which the poor actually buy or need to buy. 
Other articles must be taxed vigorously if the tax is not to be inter- 
preted as legitimatizing extravagance. 

In other words, I do not for a moment rest the necessity 
for the repeal of this section on the proposition that it will bene- 
fit the poor taxpayer. I have no means of knowing how many 
persons, what percentage of our population, is taxed under 
this section at all. I imagine it is insigpificant; that it is an 
insignificant percentage. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit, 
I think the gentleman is a little in error in his language. For 
instance, in the Pacific Northwest, where our’ great logging 
industry goes on, every logger pays more than $10 for his boots, 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I assume that is true of a good many 
cases, that the poor man pays the tax under this section, but I 
do not rest my contention on that proposition. I rest it mainly 
on two grounds: First, that the expense and the trouble of col- 
lecting it is almost infinite. They have had to organize a new 
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bureau in the Internal Revenue Department whose only func- 
tion is to administer the taxes under this section. I do not for 
a moment agree with the chairman of this committee in his esti 
mate that the net return from this section will amount to any- 
thing like $85,000,000 or $100,000,000. I think that when the 
expenses of this have been paid it will be found that a com- 
paratively small net revenue will come to this Government from 
this tax. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. I would like to inquire if the gentleman can 
give any information as to the number of employees the Revenue 
Department has found it necessary to employ to look after this 
tax and the cost thereof? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not give the gentleman that in- 
formation. I do not know accurately. I do know that they 
have had to form a bureau for the purpose. Of course, it has 
been very difficult to say how many men will be necessary, be- 
cause the tax has only been in operation for about a month. I 
think it went into effect, as I recall, on the 1st of May, less 
than a month ago, so it is entirely impossible to judge, but I 
have been informed at the departments and by revenue officials 
that they are only beginning to realize the enormous number of 
employees that it will be necessary to have all over the country 
even to pretend to stop the evasion of thislaw. Now, I think, this 
argument can be legitimately made in the interest of the poor tax- 
payer. I have no doubt the fact would develop if this law was 
enforced some considerable time, in view of the fact every re- 
tailer of this country will have to add to his cost of selling both 
by the additional accounting in the case of these particular 
goods and by the employment of a number of additional clerks 
to make these returns, that he will take it out of the customer 
on other articles. 

He will take it out on articles of absolute necessity, and will 
be forced to do it in order to pay the additional cost of keeping 
proper books and employing additional clerks. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I understand the gentleman to say that the 
tax on the better-quality and higher-priced articles—for in- 
stance, shoes—was intended as a ban upon production of a better 
quality of shoes, for instance? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. P 

Mr. HAUGEN. Is the country now to understand that the 
2-cent tax on a 15-cent plate of ice cream is a ban upon ice 
eream? . 

Mr. LONGWORTH. No. At the very outset of my remarks 
I said this section 904 was intended to be an entirely different 
proposition than any other tax; was intended as a ban, whereas 
the tax on ice cream and soda water was intended to be only 
such as the traffic would bear. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Where is the distinction? One is a revenue 
and the other is a ban? 

| Mr. LONGWORTH. Did the gentleman catch my reading of 

| the Treasury recommendation? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; I did not. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I commend it to the attention of the 

| gentleman, because it is the very foundation of this whole argu- 
ment. Let me say this, that the purpose of the tax referred to by 
the gentleman is only to get revenue, while this is mainly for the 
purpose of discouraging the sale and production of the article. 

Mr. HAUGEN. As an illustration, one who buys a pair of 
silk stockings at $3 pays a 10-cent tax, and the school children 
buying five plates of ice cream pay 10 cents. The revenue is the 
same and the tax is the same. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. But the object of putting the tax on was 
entirely different. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But the intention was the same. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The intention of putting the tax on ice 
cream and other drinks was to get revenue only, and so the tax 
was placed low enough that it would not discourage the busi- 
ness. I introduced a bill on the first day of the session, and so 
far as I know, no one else has, to repeal section 630, which is 
the tax on ice cream and soda water. [Applause.] I intend 
to press that bill for early passage, and I believe the Ways and 
Means Committee will take that bill up, together with other con- 
sumption taxes, and we will bring in a comprehensive bill before 
long and repeal these unjust consumption taxes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman inform the House why 
this great Committee on Ways and Means should report a Demo- 
cratic bill word for word instead of the bill introduced by the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say to the gentleman that I do 
not call this a Democratic bill. I supported it as a war measure. 
I saw no politics in it then, and I do not see any now. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It was brought in by a Democratic Congress. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It was brought in by a Democratie Con- 
gress, and I voted for it, as did the gentleman. Let me repeat 


’ 





= 


that it was the exact bill that was passed unanimously by this 
Congress in the closing days of the session. 

Mr. REAVIS. Let me say to the gentleman that we have 
2n agricultural bill befere the House that is infected with the 
same virus. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. As to the bill 
referred to the gentleman is mistaken. The bill went to the 
Senate, and the bill reported by the Agricultural Committee 
cut $5,000,000 out of it. That is the difference. Here you have 
the bill word for word. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. In connection with what the gentleman 
said in reference to the effect of these taxes on the poor man, 
does not the gentleman recognize where we levy taxes of this 
kind on a large number of articles that inevitably, while it is 
ealled a tax on luxuries that we have been reaching for in this 
particular case, we reach absolute necessities? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Absolutely. The name “luxury tax” 
in this section is a misnomer. Every article deseribed is a neees- 
sity needed in the daily life of the people, and they are only 
regarded as luxuries after they get beyond a certain price. 
This tax has never existed in this country in time of peace and 
never ought to, for it is a tax to prevent production, and to-day 
we ought to encourage production and give employment to the 
people of this country. 

Mr. REAVIS. If this section was a penalty rather than a 
revenue measure, why was it not made prohibitive? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Well, that question arose in other in- 
stanees. The gentleman will recall that an amendment was 
offered by myself in committee, and the committee adopted it, 
to put a prohibitive tax on platinum. 

There is another and almost similar instance in principle. 
We should have a prohibitive tax on platinum used in jewelry 
in time of war. But the moment the armistice was signed the 
necessity for that tax ceased, just as it has in this case. 

Now, in regard to this bill, gentlemen, there seems to be some 
little misunderstanding. This exact bill was reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Ways and Means, and I do not 
care whether you want to call it a Demoeratie bill or a Republi- 
ean bill. The Committee on Ways and Means had no politics 
im the last session of Congress, and it ought not to have politics 
en such matters as this now. [Applause.] The bill was re- 
ported and passed after a few minutes of debate without a word 
of protest. It went over to the Senate, and the only reason why 
it did not pass the Senate was the fact that they undertook 
over there to load it up with amendments. 

They put on an amendment taking off the tax on furs, and 
they even went to the extent of putting on an amendment to 
that bill, which was in the form of a resolution, conveying felici- 
tations to the President of the United States and hoping for his 
safe return to this country—hardly a germane amendment to 
such a measure as this. But anether reason, in my judgment, 
emphasizing the necessity of passing this bill now is that it 
was mutilated in the Senate in cutting out men’s and women's 
clothing. There is no justification for taxing a man on a $10 
pair of shoes and not taxing him on a $50 suit of clothes. That 
is another reason why we should repeal the whole business. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I yield, of course, to the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. FORDNEY. In answering the question asked by a gentle- 
man as to whether or not this is a Democratic bill, I want to say 
that I introduced this bill, and I copied word for word the bill 
introduced at the last session by the gentleman from Ohio anda 
one introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore]. Now, if it is a Democratic bill, it was a Democratic 
bill when intreduced then by Republican Members. Word for 
word, this is a copy of the bill introdiuced by those gentlemen. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I recall the fact that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and I introduced those bills exactly at 12 
o’cleck on the opening day. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyjvania. And is it not a matter of good 
faith, considering the action of both Houses and the notice given 
te the public and the general understanding? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Entirely so, I will say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Would the gentleman say there was no longer 
ay reason fer the practice of thrift ameng the American 
people? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would not say there is no reason for 
the practice of reasonable thrift. I certainly do net believe it 
is wise now to limit the production ef any article in this country, 
because the production of a valuable suit of clothes or a pair or 
boots encourages American labor, and I want to see American 
labor encouraged. 
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Mr. PLATT. The tax was increased from 10 to 20 per cent, 
was it not? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not know whether 10 per cent would 
discourage it to any great extent or 20 per cent, but 

Mr. PLATT. Nearly all the complaints, as I understand, come 
from wholesalers and manufacturers, und not from consumers, 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think it is certaim that the repeal of 
this tax will be of direct benefit to the peer people of this coun- 
try, net directly, because they are not subject to the tax, but, 
as I have explained before, because inevitably they will have 
to pay higher prices for other articles in order that retailers 
may be able to pay the additional expense that the payment of 
this tax will cause them, I think there is no question about 
that. So that from that standpoint; from the standpoint just 
stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]; from 
the standpoint of view that this is not a proper tax in time of 
peace, because we ought not in time of peace to attempt to limit 
either large expenditures or production; from the standpoint, 
too, that it was the unanimous act of this House before and 
would now be the law except for the faet that the Senate under- 
took to add certain amendments to it, this bill ought to pass 
unanimously. IE hope that amendments will not be offered, but 
that it will be permitted to pass at once, and every man here, 
on either side of this House, can amply justify his vote upon it. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Is it the proposition of the committee, 
of which the gentleman is a member, to give consideration to 
the other luxury taxes? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Unquestionably. As the zentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Forpnry] said this morning, a number of these 
bills have been introduced, and they have been referred to the 
Treasury Department for report. 

Mr: McCULLOCH.. I am interested te knew why this par- 
ticular bill was made a special order. Dees it not leave a wrong 
impression. on the country to make this bilk a special order in 
preference to the others? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Ef tried to show precisely the contrary of 
what the gentleman suggests: In the first plaee, it is a system 
of taxation entirely by itself. In the second place, it was ad- 
mitted by this House unanimously that such taxes as this, which 
are unexampled in our history, which have no example anywhere 
except in France as a pure war tax, eught not to continue for a 
moment when this. country was net actually in war. The opin- 
ion of the House on the subject was unanimous, and F really am 
surprised that so much question has been made about it- to-day. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Will the gentleman yield for a further 
question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I yield. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Will Members be able: to say to their con- 
stituents that the members of the Ways and Means Committee 
will take up soon the question of repealing these other luxury 
taxes, or will it take a long time? 

Mr. FORDNEY rose. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. 
to answer that question. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I stated this morning, and I will restate 
now for the benefit of those who were net present, that there are 
bills and requests before the Ways and Means Committee to 
repeal the automobile tax, the tax upon furs, the tax upon jew- 
elry, and the tax upon soft drinks and ice cream, candy, and 
various articles that are covered by other sections of the law. 
The committee wish and intend to take up the consideration of 
those requests at as early a date as possible. We were re- 
quested, however, not to act upon those matters until we received 
some further information from the Seeretary of the Treasury 
and from. the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and for that 
reason passed those other matters. over until some other time, 
when the committee can meet and consider them. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Does the gentleman think it will take a 
long time to do that? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; I do not think it will take a long time. 

Mr. SIMS. Why not wait and put them all together. This 
can be recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. FORDNEY. That is the gentleman’s view ; but the repeal 
of this section 904 will repeal a tax of $100,000,000 in a total of 
$850,000;000 consumption taxes, and! it is a pretty good step for- 
ward toward doing the thing that our party two weeks ago in 
conference agreed to do and directed this committee to set to 
work to do. We have done this work as quickly as possible, and 
will get to the others as quickly as we get the necessary informa- 
tion. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has expressed a hope that 
no one will introduce an amendment. Inasmuch as I have an 
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amendment in my hand, I want to know why a proposition to 
repeal section 630 along with 904 would embarrass or hamper 
the passage of this bill, inasmuch as everybody who has spoken 
to-day on this bill seems to be in accord that section 630 ought 
to be repealed and will be repealed. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will give the gentleman the positive 
assurance, so far as I am concerned, having originally intro- 
duced that bill, that I will press it for passage, but I do not 
think it ought to be tacked onto this bill, even if it could be 
done in a parliamentary way, which I am convinced it can not. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Since the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LaGuarp1a] has pressed the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. LonewortH] to make this statement, the gentleman 
from Ohio might fairly ask the gentleman from New York what 
he proposes as a substitute for the $21,000,000 that would be 
taken away from the revenue of the country? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. We might repeal war-time prohibition for 
one thing. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Having lost a billion dollars 
in taxes by prohibition, I will ask the gentleman where we can 
make up that billion dollars? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Do not let us make it up by imposing a 
tax on the innocent little children down in the tenements who 
want to eat ice cream in the summer. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would the gentleman put it on 
the dealer in soda water, who has the cream of the business, 
now that the liquor dealers have been put out of business? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I do not care where you put it as long as 
the burden does not fall on the innocent little children who 
need to eat ice cream as a necessity in hot weather. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is the gentleman thinking 
about the little children or is he thinking about the dealers who 
are going to double the price for selling it to the little children? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I do not know about that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman know 
that ice cream costs more now than formerly, and a great deal 
more of it is sold now than formerly? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Can the gentleman give the House any in- 
formation as to the present condition of the Treasury, the num- 
ber of outstanding bonds, and so forth? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not offhand. I have not seen a 
recent statement, particularly as to the outstanding Treasury 
certificates. I am prepared to admit, though, if I get the import 
of the gentleman’s question, that it is not such as would justify 
the destruction of present sources of revenue except after 
thorough investigation and deliberation. I will say this to the 
gentleman from New York, that I should feel it my duty on this 
occasion to make a point of order against his amendment, even 
though I am as anxious to have it eventually passed as he. I 
think a number of these consumption taxes should be either 
repealed or amended. I will give the gentleman another instance 
where the tax falls heavily on the small boy—10 per cent tax 
on sporting goods. To my mind it is utterly indefensible that 
baseball bats, baseball gloves, and things of that sort should be 
- taxed 10 per cent which has to be paid by the American boys, 
while American ladies who buy expensive jewelry only pay 5 
per cent. All these questions are to be taken: up and given 
careful attention by the Ways and Means Committee. But you 
must always keep in mind that no matter how wise it may be to 
abolish eventually consumption taxes, in view of the present 
condition of the revenues we have to go fairly slow and know 
just where we are going. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield?, 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Everyone must admire due caution and look to 
the Treasury, but here is one single item where we take eighty- 
five to one hundred millions off the taxes of those who can pay 
it and let the buyers and consumers who pay other consumption 
taxes wait while the committee deliberates. Why should they 
not all go together? Why not refer the bill back to the com- 
mittee and let the committee bring in a bill dealing with all of 
them? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to remember that he voted to make this the only tax to 
be repealed in the closing days of last session. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not think the gentleman knows how I voted 
on it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman did not vote against it. 

Mr. SIMS. I never heard of it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman is so attentive to mat- 
ters of legislation that I am grieved and surprised to know that 
such a piece of important legislation could be passed in the last 
session without the disti:.guished chairman of the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee knowing about it. 
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Mr. SIMS. I was giving attention to another and more im- 
portant piece of legislation. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If any other gentleman had intimated or 
insinuated that the gentleman had allowed anything to get by 
him, I would have repelled the charge with indignation. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee was recognized. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield long 
enough for me to make an inquiry of the gentleman in charge of 
this bill? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. Does the committee intend to take up any other 
bill to-day? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I want to finish this bill. I do not think 
that there will be any other bill taken up to-night. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that we have 
pending before the House legislation of greater importance than 
that under consideration to come on immediately after its 
passage. I yielded to the gentleman from Michigan with the 
understanding that this bill would most likely be passed. in at 
least two hours. The gentleman said he would take 15 minutes 
in discussing the bill. It is now nearly 5 o’clock and five hours 
have been consumed in general debate. 

We have the Agricultural bill pending of more than 90 pages, 
earrying about $32,000,000, which will have to be passed or 
the Republicans will have to stand guilty of that for which we 
have charged the Democrats in the past—incompetency. [Ap- 
plause.] If we are going to transact business. and demonstrate 
our competency, let us do it. We have been here for five 
hours, and, so far as I have observed, not more than 10 min- 
utes has been devoted to the discussion of the merits of the 
bill. We have a bill carrying $32,000,000 for the benefit or 
6,000,000 farmers and 6,000,000 laborers tilling the soil and a 
hundred million consumers of this country, with a shortage of 
food production and a great necessity for this legislation. Are 
we going to fritter away the time reducing the tax on silk stock- 
ings and cutting down the revenue that gives us $100,000,000 and 
putting nothing in the place of it? Gentlemen, I suggest an 
agreement as to the closing of general debate so that this matter 
may be closed to-day. [Applause.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I will yield the gentleman from 
Michigan a minute. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to delay 
any other legislation. I am ready and willing to vote on this 
bill now, and I stated so when I first spoke. I only occupied 
four or five minutes in explaining the bill, and from that time 
on I was answering questions. As to what legislation may fol- 
low after we pass this bill I do not know, but I am anxious to 
close debate now. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I will yield a minute to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. LEVER. I desire to call attention to the fact that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], who has spent three 
days fighting the Agricultural appropriation bill, took a whole 
hour, and it looked to me almost as if it was a deliberate fili- 
buster against the Agricultural appropriation bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee yield me a minute? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the rather gra- 
tuitous statement suddenly injected by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Lever] should be answered to this extent, 
that the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore], while it may have lasted an hour, was due to the fact 
that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Krrcenrn] had 
assailed the gentleman from Pennsylvania and others for at 
least one hour previously. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I agree entirely with 
the very pointed remarks of the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. 
HAUGEN], and I must say that I was in the act of making a 
similar statement when the gentleman from Iowa arose and 
made it much more forcibly than I could have done. I think it 
unfortunate that with the innumerable problems confronting 
the House and Congress which we have at this time a certain 
limited number of gentlemen persist in their efforts constantly 
to play politics. I was both sorry and disappointed to hear my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. I admire him very 
much personally. He is affable, genial, and exceedingly ver- 
satile. He is just as versatile when speaking in the field of fact 
as in the field of fancy or in the field of fiction. It depends 
altogether upon the direction in which my distinguished friend 
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gets headed as to what he may discuss during the hour when he 
happens to have the floor. The highest compliment, however, 
speaking in entire frankness, that I can truthfully pay. to his 
remarks delivered a few moments ago is to say that he made a 
very poor speech. 

We have pending here some extremely difficult. problems 
vitally affecting the welfare of every class of citizenship, ac- 
cording to whether they are revenue problems or strictly finan- 
cial problems of legislation relating to our educational and indus- 
trial or other conditions. Yet with these great questions press- 
ing hourly upon us, questions involving not only our reconstruc- 
tion situation but questions which ramify into world conditions, 
we find gentlemen whom the country sometimes mistakes for real 
leaders unconcernedly rising in their places and diverting the 
entire time and attention of the House with long-winded politi- 
cal harangues, speeches utterly filled with sophistry and bun- 
combe, statements not seriously intended to. be accepted as 
accurate. [Applause on Democratic side.] I hope that until 
Congress works out and solves at least a few of these great 
legislative problems which are confronting us some of our 
friends may be able to content themselves by suppressing this 
political claptrap to which we have been exposed in a measure 
from time to time. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Not just now. I want to discuss 
this tax question if I can get to it. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Exactly, and that is what I was going 
to ask the gentleman to do. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I came in here to-day expecting, 
as did some other gentlemen, that we would hear some very 
interesting discussions of the principles of taxation as they 
relate to this problem,-and I wish to say that during the past 
two years J have never thought of politics while we Democratic 
and Republican colleagues have been working together on the 
Ways and Means Committee, each member having equal voice 
and equal rights to offer amendments, to discuss questions, to 
vote on them, and never was I in any separate conference with 
the Democrats as to any policies of the committee. Every act 
of that committee was decided on in full committee and, as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH] truthfully said, every- 
thing coming out of that committee relating to taxes was the 
joint product alike of the Democratic and Republican member- 
ship upon it. I must say that I get a little weary when some 
gentlemen persist in interrupting the real business of the House 
by attempting to play what some people would say was cheap 
politics—raising the question of politics in every conceivable 
little way—was this a Democratic bill, was it introduced by a 
Republican or a Democrat? My Ged! We have more problems 
to solve than our entire joint wisdom can possibly solve, and I 
say it is discouraging, when many of us on both sides have 
been earnestly striving jointly te work out some of these prob- 
lems, to be constantly interrupted by gentlemen whose chief mis- 
sion seems to be to play politics. In my opinion, unless some 
of that is supressed during the next 18 months, the country 
will not be subjected to amy greater menace from the I. W. W. 
and the anarchists than it will from these professional poli- 
ticians. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Soe far as the conduct of the war was concerned, every loyal 
citizen of this country was equaily patriotic and to the fullest 
measure performed his part. 

But I do not think it is fair for some gentlemen to insist. that 
they shall have a little more than their share of credit for the 
commendable things which were done in the prosecution of the 
war and shirk entirely their part of the responsibility for the 
litle things that did net happen to go exactly right. Now, if 
gentlemen insist on a full share of such credit they must be 
frank enough and manly enough to admit, as it was admitted 
during the deliberations of this House since April, 1917, their 
proportionate share of responsibility for legislation which might 
have in some respects proven irritating to this or that individual 
over the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] When 
the time comes, so far as the Democratic Party is concerned, it 
was right and sound and wise in so many big things for which 
it was responsible it can well afford to admit any little mistakes 
that may have been made here and there by individuals in the 
course of the prosecution of the war; but in any event, so far as 
I am conecrned and so far as I know, the disposition of Demo- 
erats is to welcome the closest scrutiny, notwithstanding the ex- 
pressed intention of selecting a lot of partisan investigating 
committees to cover their work all over with partisanship, which 
announced intention has been written up by the newspapers for 
months—— 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the subject under consideration? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. General debate. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can not interrupt the gen- 
tleman by a parliamentary inquiry unless he yields. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I was about to say, so far as the 
Democratic Party is concerned, it will welcome the closest scru- 
tiny of every act connected with its part of the conduct of the 
war. It will freely give credit to any and every citizen for what 
he did, but I warn my friends who have polities alone on their 
mind in connection with these investigations that they. are very 
liable to overplay that policy before they have proceeded far. 
[Applause on the Democratie side.]) Mr. Chairman, this Nation 
will be ready at the conclusion of the war to compare points 
with every other Government engaged in the World War with 
respect to the conduct of those nations in the prosecution of the 
war. This Nation stands head and shoulders above any other 
nation, Allies or enemy, with respect to the soundness of the 
financing of the war, with respect to the soundness of the tax 
levy, With respect to the time and manner of raising the armies 
and the navies, with respect to the rapidity with which our 
armies and our nmunitions and our supplies were rushed to the 
front lines in Europe, with respect to the losses, and with re- 
spect to the glory in proportion to the part we took and the 
time and expense incurred. [Applause.] These facts will come 
out; they will reveal what I say more clearly to the average 
citizen as we get further away from the war. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I regret I was diverted to this extent 
by this injection of politics, and I want to say in connection 
with this revenue measure now pending that, so far as I am 
concerned, I have never felt any politics and have never acted 
any politics when in conference with my colleagues on the 
committee in working and framing internal-tax statutes. There 
is no politics, essentially no politics, in our internal-tax laws. 
We have our well-defined differences as to customhouse legisla- 
tion, but if my colleagues will permit, I as one Member am 
ready and shall be glad to continue during the next two years 
that close and nonpolitical cooperation in the working out of 
our problems related to internal taxation. Now, my genial 
friend from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], when asked by some new 
Member whether we could raise at the customhouse a sufficient 
amount of money to make up whatever deficiency might arise 
from the repeal of this statute referred to in the pending bill, 
and the repeal of such other tax provisions as might be effected 
later and keeping in mind, too, the estimated receipts and ex- 
penditures for next year, he hesitated very mucli in making 
what I considered a definite answer. I wish to express as my 
individual opinion that the sooner this House acts upon the 
view that the customhouse does not afford a boundless and 
practically untapped field of revenue to be drawn on without 
limit whenever we need it—the sooner, I say, the House realizes 
that fact and takes up the study of the far broader field of 
internal taxation to which we inevitably must look for the chief 
portion of our revenue in the future, the better it will be for 
the House and for the country. Every sane and intelligent per- 
son must know that only some hundreds of millions can be 
gotten from the customhouse at the most, and such person 
knows equally well that we must raise, for a few years at least, 
a minimum of $3,000,000,000 and upward. 

Now, on this resolution now pending. I think that during the 
war the Committee on Ways and Means carefully followed all 
the investigations it could make as to the most desirable meth- 
ods of taxation that might be adopted in this country even for 
temporary war purposes. In so doing it carefully followed the 
fiscal policies of each of the other important commercial coun- 
tries at war, England, France, Canada, Australia, Italy, and 
even the enemy countries, although no lesson of value was to 
be learned from the latter. We found many kinds of taxes 
that were being utilized. Many of them were not intended as 
permanent peace taxes, because they were either unsound in 
theory or utterly unfeasible in their administration. 

Some gentleman has referred to his antipathy to a consump- 
tion tax. I am frank to say that from my individual viewpoint 
the best test of a tax in this country—in other words, the nearest 
approximation to justice in taxation—is ability to pay. No tax 
absolutely approximates exactness in its application or in the 
justness of its operations, but ability to pay more nearly approxi- 
mates that, in my opinion, than any other test that can be 
applied. 

Now, while European countries were searching in every place 
for new revenue, for new taxes, we found none of them had 
adopted this so-called luxury-tax provision except France. 
France adopted it for the equally twofold purpose of raising rev- 
enue and discouraging useless or extravagant individual ex- 
penditures. They estimated the tax yield at $120,000,000 for the 
first year. They thought it was feasible of administration. 
They have been very much disappointed in each respect. The 
theory of the tax is sound. Since the war began I have been 
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advocating the working out of a schedule of luxury taxes that 
could be retained as a permanent peace tax until our war ex- 
penditures, or at least the chief portion of our war debt, shall 
be paid. So, I repeat, the theory of this tax is absolutely sound. 
England in her stress for revenue undertook to model after the 
French “ luxury ” tax. The House of Commons appointed a very 
able commission to investigate, hold hearings, confer with busi- 
ness people, and draft a bill. That commission worked for many 
weeks. They called in the manufacturers, the wholesalers, the 
retailers. They called in the heads of each industry affected, 
and that was most of them. The: had accountants, expert statis- 
ticians, experienced administrative officers from the internal- 
revenue department. They found this proposed schedule was 
absolutely filled with perplexities, many of them unforeseen, 
with the result that almost as fast as they could iron out one 
they would come in contact with two or three more. I mean in 
relation to putting the law into practical and efficient operation 
and making it apply to the intricate business conditions of the 
country. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman had something consid- 
erable to do with the framing of this particular tax, and did he 
and the subcommittee engaged upon it not find just this same 
difficulty in getting it so worked out fairly that it would operate 
without undue perplexity and without imposing too large bur- 
dens in various directions? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. There is on file, I think, in our 
committee room now, a report of that subcommittee supporting 
the theory of this tax, the soundness of it, and calling attention 
to the many difficulties involved in working out the adminis- 
trative side and in making a practical application of it to our 
great variety of complicated business conditions in this country. 
And we further stated that if it was expeeted to secure a 
feasible measure on this subject, perhaps many weeks’ time 
would be required or, at least, should be used, in working out 
this schedule. That time was not permitted under the circum- 
stances and in the hurry. It came to the House in the defective 
form that it was found in the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Yes, 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman has referred to the adminis- 
trative side of the question. In what respect does it differ 
from the collection of the 2 cents on the plate of ice cream? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I am coming to that right now. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Is not the expense just as great in collecting 
2 cents on ice cream as a dollar on something else? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I am coming to the administrative 
features now. I may say that the leader in the House: of Com- 
mons week after week arose and answered inquiries by stating 
that lie still intended to put through and in operation what was 
technically called a luxury sehedule, but after working on it 
for months in the manner I have stated they found the difficulty 
of administration was so complicated that they decided that 
they would simply increase some of the income-tax rates and 
get far more revenue with measurably less expense and com- 
plaint than they would by undertaking te adopt and admin- 
ister this new schedule. 

Now, it is very easy to lay a tax on the manufacture of these 
articles, or on the wholesalen or on the retailer himself, but this, 
mind you, was intended te be a tax on the expenditure of indi- 
viduals. It was not a tax on the manufacture of them or on 
the distribution by the jobber or on the sale by the retailer. It 
was intended to pass beyond each and all of them and fasten 
itself on the purchaser, while the Treasury regulations weuld 
compel the retailer to collect this tax and turn it over to the 
Government. 

If it were only possible to levy the tax before it got to: this 
advanced stage, the administration of it would be very different, 
and so would the tax. But here are between 40 and 50: classes of 
articles; there are estimated to be some 2,000,000 persons, firms, 
and corporations in the United States engaged in the business of 
retailing more or less of these articles. Mest of those persons— 
all of them, in fact—would have in some stages:of the year some 
of these articles. Their clerks, their salesmen, would be required 
to Know the law, and the rates applicable to-each of these articles 
when it passed a given price. 

Now, as to the practical difficulty of that, of course, in the 
larger stores one or more clerks who are experts. in this law, 
and with no other assignment, would be required to devote their 
entire time to looking after this tax proposition. Of course, the 
merchants realize that it would cost them many millions to em- 
ploy clerical assistance for no other purpose than to run down as 
many of these sales as they are able while they were being made 
every minute throughout the day, and they would rather pay 
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almost twice this amount, perhaps, in the form of some other tax, 
and the point E make and the suggestion I make is that, in view 
of the utter lack of time to practically work out this schedule 
before it came into the House in the bill last year, and in view 
of its considerable emaseulation by the Senate, without in any 
sense abandoning my original views as to the soundness of this 
class of taxation, the committee should undertake to re-form, re- 
write, or overhaul this provision and find, if possible, some other 
form—and [I still think it possible—far more convenient and 
less expensive by which this class of expenditures can be reached 
for a substantial tax. I repeat, my suggestion is that, instead of 
abandoning this matter entirely and dismissing this tax and 
dismissing the revenue as well, we should undertake by some tax 
method equally sound as this in theory and far more feasible of 
administration, to find a suitable ameunt of revenue until the 
chief portions of our war expenditures have been taken care of. 

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to consume more than a 
few minutes. I now yield 10 minutes to the.gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. 'THosras] and reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gen- 
tleman from IHinois [Mr. CAnNon] desires some time. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I believe the gentleman from Illinois 
desires to speak, and I ask unanimous consenr that at the con- 
elusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky he be 
given some time. 

Mr. THOMAS. 


Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a brief 
statement? I want to ascertain if we ean come to an agree- 
ment as to the end of general debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I will wait. That will do just as well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I have been out of commission 
for quite a time, and am still to a great extent out of commis- 
sion, yet I feel impelled, since so many gentlemen have preceded 
me in favor of this bill, to submit a few remarks in opposition to 
its passage. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpxey] is an 
able man, and, by the way, I can truthfully say that I believe all 
the members of the Ways and Means Committee are able men 
and gentlemen and absolutely honest in their convictions. I 
believe the committee in asking for the repeal of this section of 
the revenue law is doing that which it believes is proper and for 
the best interests of the country, regardless of political condi- 
tions. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney] gave this 
bill a new name. He has rechristened it. Heretofore this tax 
has been known as a luxury tax. That name, I presume for the 
purposes of the repeal, would not sound well to the country, so 
he renames it a consumption tax. The idea seems to be to lead 
the country to believe that the eommittee is not asking the 
repeal of a tax en luxuries, but is demanding the repeal of a tax 
on the consumer. All taxes, by whatever name they may be 
TI challenge the committee to 
name any kind of tax that is net a tax on the consumer. The 
committee can not do so, and it is useless to attempt to defend 
the repeal of a tax on luxuries by calling it a tax en consump- 
tion. All taxes, it makes no differenee by what name they may 
be called, are in the final analysis taxes on the consumer and 
consumption taxes. 

Section 904 of the revenue act of 1918, propesed to be repealed, 
is as follows: 


Src. 904. (a) That on and after May 1, 1919, there shall be levied, 
assessed, collected, and paid a tax equivalent to 10 per cent ef so much 
of the amount paid for any of the following articles as is in excess of 
the price hereinafter specified as to each such article, when such article 
is sold by or for a denler er his estate on or after such date for con- 
sumption or use— peek ie : : 

(1) Carpets and rugs, inciuding fiber, except imported and American 
rugs made: principally of wool, en the amount in excess of $5 per 
square yard ; 

(2) Picture frames, on the amount in excess of $10 each ; 

(3) Trunks, on the amount in excess of $50 each ; : 

(4) Valises, traveling bags, suit cases, hatboxes used by travelers, 
and fitted toilet cases, on the amount in excess of $25 each ; 

(5) Purses, pocketbooks, shopping and hand bags, on the amount in 
excess of $7.50 each ; r 

(6) Portable lighting fixtures, including lamps of all kinds. and lamp 
shades, on the amount in excess of $25 each ; 

(7) Umbrellas, parasols, and sun shades, on the amount in excess of 

4 each; 
f (8) Fans, on the amount in excess of $1 each ; 

(9) House or smoking coats vr jackets, and bath or lounging robes, 
on the amount in excess of $7.50 each; 

(10) Men’s waistcoats, sold separately from suits, on the amount in 
excess of $5 each ; : 

(11) Women’s and misses’ hats, bonnets, and hoods, on the amount 
in excess of $15 each; 

(12) Men’s and boys’ hats, on the amount in excess of $5 each; 

(13) Men’s and boys’ caps, on the amount in excess of $2 each; 

(14) Men’s, women’s, misses’, and boys’ beots, shoes, pumps, and 
slippers, not including shoes or appliances made to order for any per- 
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son having a crippled or deformed foot or ankle, on the amount in 
excess of $10 per pair; 

(15) Men’s and boys’ neckties and neckwear, on the amount in ex- 
cess of $2 each; 

(16) Men's and bcys’ silk stockings or-hose, on the amount in excess 
of $1 per pair; 

(17) Women’s and'misses’ silk stockings or hose, on the amount in 
excess of $2 per pair; 

(18) Men’s shirts, on the amount in excess of $3 each; 

(19) Men’s, women’s, misses’, and boys’ pajamas, nightgowns, and 
underwear, on the amount in excess of $5 each; and 

(20) Kimonos, petticoats, and waists, on the amount in excess of 
$15 each. 

The Ways and Means Committee, a Damon and Pythias com- 
mittee so far a& this bill is concerned, in its report asking that 
this law be repealed uses the following language: 

The purpose of section 904— 

The section the committee asks to be repealed— 
was to encourage thrift and economy and to prevent extravagance as 
well as to provide revenue. 

Therefore, according to the statement of the committee, it pro- 
poses to repeal a law whose main purpose is to encourage thrift 
and economy, to prevent extravagance, and provide revenue. 

If the law is repealed, therefore, the converse of this propo- 
sition will become true, and we will have a law that will dis- 
courage thrift and economy, will encourage extravagance, and 
reduce the revenue. There is no escape from the cold logic of 
this proposition. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNEy] admits if this 
law is repealed the Treasury will lose $100,000,000 in revenue, 
but proposes to let these luxuries go untaxed and raise the reve- 
nue lost by the repeal of this section of the revenue law by means 
of an import tax; that is, by a tariff law, which is peculiarly a 
consumption tax and bears heaviest on the poorer classes. In 
a word, he proposes by this bill to relieve the rich, those who 
are able to buy, of this tax on luxuries and supply the deficiency 
of $100,000,000 by laying the burden on the poor by means of 
tariff taxes. 

I wondered while the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNEY] 
was asserting the deficit of $100,000,000 of revenue that will re- 
sult from the repeal of this section will be supplied by increased 
tariff taxes what had become of my distinguished friend, Mr. 
Kitcuin, of North Carolina, a gentleman for whom I have the 
highest regard. I wondered if that knightly warrior, who for 
sO many years has so gallantly stood a faithful sentinel, gun 
in hand, on the watchtower of low tariff, had at last lowered the 
flag of the people and surrendered before the assaults of the 
legions of high protection. 

I invite gentlemen to read the section of the law to be repealed, 
and then I ask them how they expect to go among their con- 
stituents and justify themselves before the tribunal of justice 
und fair taxation for a vote to repeal this law. 

This bill provides among other things that the charming, 
fantastic, beautiful, and scantily clad sweet young creatures 
who daily promenade F Street in this city, and like thorough- 
fares in other cities, and whom all the younger Members of this 
House love, and all the older Members, such as Uncle JoE CANNON 
and myself, admire, shall pay a tax of 10 per cent on the excess 
of all over $10 on a pair of shoes and a like tax on the excess 
of all over $15 on silk skirts. Why should they not pay this tax 
on such luxuries? No man has, and no man can present, a valid 
reason Why they should not pay the tax. All of us like to look 
at beautiful shoes and silken hose and hear the music of the 
swish and rustle of silken skirts, but that is not a valid reason 
why such luxuries should not bear their part of the burden of 
taxation to pay the cost of the recent horrible, disastrcus war. 
[ Applause. ] 

My good friend Mr. Kircuin, of North Carolina, wants this 
law repealed so the workingmen of this country will be enabled 
to buy shoes that cost over $10, and trunks that cost over $50, 
and carpets that cost over $5 per square yard, and suitcases 
that cost over $25, and pocketbooks that cost over $7.50 without 
paying a tax on the excess over those prices. Workingmen, as 
a rule, do not pay such prices for such articles. In the first 
place, they do not have the money to waste in that manner, and 
if they did they prefer to put it in homes rather than use it in 
wasteful extravagance. Where one workingman will pay $10 
for a pair of shoes a thousand will pay a less price, and so with 
all the other articles enumerated in this section. 

I never paid $10 for a pair of shoes in my life, and when I 
pay more I ought to pay a tax, and am willing to pay it. Nine 
dollars is the most I ever paid for a pair of shoes, and that was 
$4 too much. [Laughter.] 

If a man pays over $50 for a trunk, he ought to pay a tax, 
and a big one at that. Most people in this country when they 
travel can carry their personal belongings in a cheaper trunk 
than a $50 trunk, and many of them in a suitcase or an old- 
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fashioned carpetbag. Those who dance should be made to pay 
the fiddler, and those who insist on paying extravagant prices 
for articles of luxury ought to be compelled to pay the taxes. I 
have no trouble in carrying my personal effects in a cheaper 
trunk or a carpetbag. [Laughter.] I do not need a $50 trunk 
to carry my things around in. 

People who buy articles at extravagant prices have, or ought 
to have, the money to pay for them, The trouble in this country 
is there are too many patriots, so-called, of the wrong kind. 
They are heartily in favor of taxation to pay the cost of war, 
but are in favor of some one else paying the taxes. They want 
some one else to do the fighting, while they do the hurrahing. 
I notice that the excess over $7.50 on smoking jackets is taxed 
10 per cent. A man who will wear a smoking jacket should 
pay a big tax on the entire cost. A smoking jacket is merely 
a fad and not a comfort or necessity. I have never yet heard 
of a2 man wearing a chewing jacket, and fully as many men chew 
as smoke. A smoking jacket is a useless thing anyway, though 
I presume some men imagine they look quite handsome and cute 
and distinguished in one of about the stripes, checks, and colors 
of a shirt that a colored dude would wear to a Negro picnic in 
Georgia. A man with a smoking jacket on usually goes into 
what he calls a den and lights a 5-cent cigar, for which maybe 
he paid 50 cents and thought he was getting a great bargain 
because he paid a high price. He puffs away and believes he 
is getting a fine smoke, but he is not, because he does not know 
what a good smoke is. 

If a man wants a good, comfortable, soul-satisfying smoke 
he should get a Kentucky or Missouri corncob pipe and some 
natural-leaf hillside tobacco and go out into the country to a 
log farmhouse and sit in the front yard under an old oak tree, 
in his shirt sleeves, with his shirt unfastened in front and his 
suspenders down, close by an old well of cool water with a 
sweep and an old, moss-covered bucket. There he can get the 
right kind of smoke, such as the denizens of crowded, profiteer- 
ing cities never dreamed of in their philosophy, while with half- 
closed eyes he. watches the curling, fragrant smoke drift away 
and mingle with the lazy, fleeting clouds while he dreams of 
home and heaven. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. K1rcHIn] correctly, he stated one reason for the 
repeal of this tax is that it is so much trouble to collect. All 
taxes are troublesome and costly to collect, and if that is a 
valid reason why this tax on luxuries should be repealed, the 
same reason applies with equal force to all taxes and no taxes 
whatever should be levied and collected. I have never observed 
that many persons are anxious to pay taxes. He gives as an- 
other reason why this law should be repealed that some dealers 
are dishonest and make false reports, and therefore because 
the dishonest escape by perjury the honest also should not pay 
the tax. This statement is a thinly veiled and glittering 
sophistry. It is just as reasonable, just as logical, to say that 
if two persons are arrested for the same kind of crime and 
both are equally guilty and a jury acquits one the other should 
be discharged without trial because the one equally guilty had 
escaped punishment. 

This Congress should pass laws to compel those who have 
plenty of money and are able to pay extravagant prices for 
luxuries to bear their part of the burden of taxation the war 
has entailed. I never paid more than $2.50 for a shirt in my 
life, and that price shirt is good enough for any man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
more, 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. How much time have I remaining, 
Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am much obliged to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Hutt]. 

Mr. Chairman, it is all moonshine about workingmen buying 
$10 shoes and $3 shirts. Some may occasionally pay such prices 
for a Sunday shirt or shoes, but it is not a habit with them to 
pay such prices. Those and higher prices are prices the rich— 
people with money—pay, and I am in favor of making the peo- 
ple able and willing to pay extravagant prices pay their toll of 
taxes. 

If this bill is passed by and by it will be like the daylight- 
saving bill. That bill passed by a large majority, but it seems 
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difficult to find a Member of this House now who will admit he 
voted for it. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who voted to repeal this luxury 
tax will make trouble for themselves at home. Their constitu- 
ency will not approve of it and some of you when some bright 
man gets after you in your district about this bill, will think 
the day of political judgment has come. And it will, too, and 
you will be weighed in the balance and found wanting, [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. BAER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. BAER. [If this provision is left in the law does the gentle- 
man believe that 98 per cent of the people in this country will 
ever pay the tax on any of these things? 

Mr. THOMAS. I think so. The gentleman from Michigan 
EMr. ForpNEy] made the statement on the floor of this House 
a few minutes since that through this provision of the revenue 
law sought to be repealed $100,000,000 in taxes would be lest. 
If this law, which levies only a tax of 10 per cent on the ex- 
cess above the prices named in the law, produces a revenue of 
$100,000,000 there must of necessity have been many millions of 
dollars’ worth purchased at excess prices above the provisions of 
the law and it is fair to presume that such purchases were 
made by the rich, by people with money to pay extragavant 
prices, which must have embraced more than 2 per cent of the 
population. If only 2 per cent of the population as the gentle- 
man from North Dakota [Mr. Barr] seems to believe will ever 
pay any of this tax then the other 98 per cent will escape the 
tax and that will be because the 98 per cent will not purchase 
the articles at prices for more than enumerated in section 904, 
and the burden will fall on the 2 per cent who are able to pay 
extravagant prices for luxuries. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hurt] and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] kave mentioned some- 
what of politics in discussing this bill. I am not generally 
greatly interested in politics unless there is a real political 
subject under discussion or I am engaged in a campaign and 
then I try to hold up my end of the log. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] severely 
censures the President because he believes that $24,000,000,000 
were appropriated on his advice. Mr. Moore must have thought 
the advice good, as he voted for most, if not all, of these appro- 
priations. However, the gentleman almost immediately back 
tracked and censured the President for not now being in Wash- 
ington to give him and other Members of Congress more good 
advice about how to vote on other appropriations and other mat- 
ters of vital interest to the country. I think the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] is “a gentleman of anagosity 
and general understanding throughout the neighborhood,” but 
it seems to me his logic does not “ coreander” on this proposi- 
tion. [Applause and laughter.] 

The President has had many and grievous burdens to bear 
and has without doubt acted as he believes for the best interests 
of the Republic regardless of political considerations, and he 
should at least be given credit for a conscientious discharge of 
public duty. Even if mistakes have been made, this administra- 
tion will go down as one of the greatest in human history. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hut] deprecates, prop- 
erly, the induction of politics into bills such as the one now under 
consideration, and some other gentlemen have, if I mistake not, 
spoken of politicians in this House. Why, gentlemen, there are 
no politicians in this House. All the Members are statesmen. 
That proposition is easy of demonstration. A statesman is a 
man who holds an office, and_a politician is merely a fellow who 
is trying his best to obtain an office, and if he fails to obtain 
office and become a statesman he then becomes a disappointed 
political reformer, finds everything wrong, and endeavors with 
his voice to overturn all existing orders of things, and in fact 
seeks to turn the material and moral universe upside down. I 
am like Uncle Joz CANNoN; I do not have an abiding faith in 
political reformers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against this bill. It seeks to repeal 
a luxury tax, pure and simple. I shall demand the yeas and 
nays, so the House may be put on record, and gentlemen who 
desire to dodge the issue had best be looking around for pairs. 
[Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the war, which I hope has ended, was the most 
criminal and gigantic in all recorded human history and the 
most destructive of human life and property. The sons of this 
Republic performed a valorous part in that momentous conflict. 
In a single year we spent $19,000,000,000 to equip armies to 
carry the starry flag beyond the seas. Nineteen billion dollars 
is an amount whose magnitude the minds of men are helpless to 
grasp. A billion dollars in $1 bills laid end to end and side by 
side, 60 feet wide, would girdle the earth, 25,000 miles around. 
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Bonds have been issued and enormous taxes have been levied. 
The people have bought the bonds and paid the taxes without 
complaint, except from the criminal profiteers. The public debt 
is now $47,000,000,000, ahd taxes will have to be levied on all 
kinds of property to pay even the interest on this enormous 
sum, and it would be folly, to say the least, to repeal a law tax- 
ing luxuries and lose $100,000,000 in revenues with this condi- 
tion of the public debt, and more money yet to be appropriated tu 
pay the expenses of the war. 

I have gladly and cheerfully supported all measures that I 
believed necessary to carry the war to a successful termination 
and all measures necessary for the maintenance and comfort of 
our soldiers in the field. 

America sent her sons across a wide waste of wild waters to 
fight for alien people, and they bravely and heroically main- 
tained the valor of the great Republic. When the last of them 
shall have returned to home and friends, which I hope will be 
in the near future, my vote shall be only for appropriations, 
unless in case of some dire necessity, which stop at the water’s 
edge. A jug of mescal and a barrel of beans will start a revolu- 
tion in Mexico at any time, and there are people in Europe who 
will never stop fighting as lonig as we feed them. 

Some of the people our soldier boys fought for seem disin- 
clined to give them any credit for winning the war. That is 
criminal ingratitude. It is said that Thermopyle had its mes- 
senger of defeat but that the Alamo had none. The American 
private soldier, the loved doughboy, had no messenger of defeat, 
because he was never defeated and is undefeatable. 


The words of his fate came hissing 
rom the pit of the war each day ; 
Killed or wounded or missing— 
Plain private—what more to say? 
Our soldier boys never turned their backs toe the fee, but died 
upon the field of honor amid the joys of conquest and smile! in 
death. The red trenches and tented fields of France—Chateau- 
Thierry, Belleau Wood, St. Mihiel, and the Argonne—will! for- 
ever stand before America’s vision imperishable monuments of 
lofty patriotism and martial courage. The lone vigil is ended, 
the tumult has ceased, and thousands of our soldiers and marines 
wre sleeping “ the sleep that knows no waking.” The death toll 
is staid, the draping of the willow hangs above them, and the 
grass green from the soil of carnage ” waves over their graves, 
but their valor and loyalty and devotion to duty will be en- 
shrined forever in the hearts of their countrymen. [Applause.] 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I shall net detain the com- 
mittee very leng. We are going to need more money than we 
will be able to get for the coming fiscal year without borrowing 
heavily. 

I am not going to criticize as to the expenditures. We are 
all responsible for them. We all voted for the declaration of 
war. We all were for it, and we would be for it again-if any 
nation in the world blew up eur ships on the world’s highway. 
That is what put us into the war. We did not go into the war 
for the purpose of protecting democracy in the Balkan States 
or on the Congo or anywhere else on earth outside of the 
United States. We kept out of the war under the leadership 
of our President, and we only went into the war to achieve 
victory when we were driven in. Our policy, as amended by our 
President, was that the world was to have peace without victory. 

You may say that is criticizing and I will drop it right there. 
When Germany blew up our ships on the world’s highway both 
sides of this House closed up like a vise and war was de- 
clared. 

Now we have got to pay the piper. Our Allies whom we have 
financed will not pay during this or the coming generation 
the money they owe us. If they pay us the interest we will be 
wonderfully fortunate. Russia will probably never pay. tou- 
mania had something, and so did other countries. I am not 
criticizing the advances at all, but I just want to say that you 
must look at the things we are asked to do. Take the wounded 
soldiers with a leg off, with an arm off, and the proposition 
for educational vocation. That is all right, I am glad of it, but 
there are many that you can not restore, and when you do re- 
store them you have to pay them more than $7.50 a month if 
they have one leg off. We have got to have at this session of 
Congress enormous pension legislation. We have paid a $220,- 
000,000 pension bill for soldiers before this war, and the pensions 
will not decrease. I do not know how much it is to be, but I 
believe that when the pension legislation that ought to be en- 
acted, and will be enacted, in addition to the legislation already 
enacted, all put together, will be not less than $500,000,000 to 
$700,000,000 a year. 
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Then here comes the Secretary of the Interior with another 
alleged compensation scheme, which, if it is entered upon, will 
cost within the next 20 years $5,000,000,000 to $6,000,000,000. 

This bill picks out that one paragraph of the revenue law 
and seeks to repeal it, thereby taking off annually $100,000,000 
in taxes. Then there is the other paragraph that we all want 
to take off, the tax upon soda water and ice cream that the chil- 
dren have to pay, 1 cent for every drink. I think that ought 
to go off, although I am not so clear about this tax being re- 
pealed. [Applause.] Let me ask you gentlemen a question. 
Do you get any letters from the automobile people and all the 
people who are paying taxes? I get them by the hundred. 
Although they do not say so in so many words, yet the tenor of 
their complaint is, let the boil go upon somebody else’s nose. 
When the question is asked, Who’s nose? the reply is made, 
Oh, let these plutocrats who made money from excess profits 
pay the tax. Why, good heavens, we have been taking a very 
large share of those earnings. The war is not over, and the 
expense of the war between this and the conclusion of the treaty 
of peace and its ratification ought to be less and less day by day 
and month by month, and if you are going to depend upon the 
excess profits and war profits you are not going to have so much, 
for you will collect less and less by the hundreds and hundreds 
of millions of dollars this year under this bill and next year 
and next year. I am perfectly willing to take from him who 
hath and put it in the National Treasury. Many mickles make 
a muckle, and it is up to us, either by indirect taxation or direct 
taxation—call it consumption tax, or a tariff tax on imports, or 
as you choose—it is up to us to get the money. We have to 
have it. 

Do you know what I would do if I had the power? I would 
not pass this bill repealing this particular clause at this time. 
[Applause.] Some gentleman says that we are committed to it. 
Not at all. I am not bound to do it, and you are not bound 
to it. It is a mere question of what is the best thing to do. 
Why would I not do it? I do not want to send a bill across 
to the Senate with this clause only repealed. I would like to 
have something put into its place when it is repealed that will 
make up the hundred million dollars we lose, if you can find 
anything to put in its place. When we come to the soda water 
on which the children have to pay a cent on every drink they 
buy, you will find that it is a very expensive tax to collect. 
The chairman of the Ways and Means tells us that that clause 
brings in $20,000,000. I do not know that I shall do it, but I 
have been thinking that I would move to substitute that clause 
for repeal instead of this clause which this bill repeals, al- 
though the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lonawortn] thinks such 
an amendment would not be in order. I do not know whether 
the Senate would pass either or both of them, but we will have 
to run up against probably two or three revenue bills. Both 
sides of the House have got to cooperate in raising the money. 
The war was not merely a protection to us in this country, 
but it involved us in an expense that is as high as the skies, 
That is a question for both sides of the House, for we will re- 
quire ali of the money that we can collect at the customhouse, 
whether it is four or. five hundred millions of dollars. I fancy 
it would be a difficult thing to pass a revenue bill whereby 
we could collect at the customhouses more than five or six 
hundred millions of dollars in taxes. I have not given this 
close attention, but I am just roughly guessing at it. 

If the amendment that I speak of should be ruled out of 
order; that is, to strike out the section this bill provides for 
and to insert in its place the soda-water section, well and good, 
but that is the way I should like to see it passed. If that is 
not out of order, then I should be glad to have somebody else 
or if somebody else does not offer the amendment I shall to 
the pending bill to take in section 630. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman, I desire now to 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my colleague 
that it was not my purpose really to actually discuss this bill. 
I did seek time earlier in the day, but I did not know that it 
was to take up so much time, with the idea of presenting 
another section of the revenue act; but in view of the fact that 
I do not desire to discuss this and it is so late in the day, I shall 
not ask for time. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr, Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
is the time of this debate controlled? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no agreement as to time or as 
to who should control the time, but gentlemen having been 
recognized for an hour, not having consumed the hour have 
reserved the balance of their time. 

Mr. RUCKER. I should like to have two or three minutes to 
pay my respects to this bil. 


How 
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Mr. FORDNEY. Everybody is anxious to go home, and what 
I wanted to do was to close this debate as quickly as we can and 
then move that the committee rise, 

Mr. CANNON. If we adjourn now, the bill will be subject to 
amendment under the five-minute rule after general debate 
ceases, 

Mr. FORDNEY. Can not we come to some agreement when 
general debate shall close? 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr Chairman, I want to talk to my friends on the 
Republican side of the House, not that the others do not need 
it, but the Republicans have the power. 

Now, what was the first thing in the way of taxation or in 
reduction of taxation that you gentlemen who have the power 
do as soon as you are called here in extra session? It is to 
relieve the rich people of this country from the existing tax 
burden of $85,000,000 to $100,000,000 per annum without 
placing the loss anywhere else, so far as this bill goes, but 
with the promise to hunt around and put it somewhere else 
some time or other in the remote future. The chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpnry], inti- 
mated in his reply to my inquiries that he would put it on pot- 
ash and dyestuffs by increase of tariff duties. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. No; I have only five minutes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman voted for that in the 
last session. 

Mr. SIMS. I say I did not, and I will show it by the Recorp. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I did not intimate that. 

Mr. SIMS. You referred to that when I asked you. You 
spoke of potash and dyestuffs. That was a very poor reply. 
The facts are that if you vote for this bill you will vote to take 
taxes off of those who are abundantly able to pay them and 
not hurt them at all. If you do not do anything else you will 
reduce the ability of the Government to pay its bills. 

The Ways and Means Committee has been increased to 
Increase it more, put it up to 30, and let those 5 extra mem- 
bers become a subcommittee to find somewhere to raise the 
amount of this loss before you take it off of anybody. When 
you go home you will have to answer why you began your work 
in the extra session of this Congress by removing the taxes from 
those who can pay and by so doing increase the taxes on those 
who are unable to pay. 

I will ask my friend the gentleman from Michigan, whose 
anecdotes and stories have entertained me for 20 years, to be 
bold enough to withdraw the bill and recommit it to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and let it prepare another bill 
taking the taxes off of, at least, some of the poor people who 
will have to pay and put other taxes on such things as the 
rich will have to pay exclusively. Because when people are 
able to buy those things that these taxes will reach they will 
not be poor or distressed or needy. Now, put the burden where 
it belongs. No matter who voted for this bill or did not, or 
what caucus agreed to the bill or what caucus did not. Put 
some relief of the poor in to sweeten it and to make it more 
tolerable for those who may vote for the bill. As the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says, every time you get a glass 
of soda water you pay 1 cent for the privilege of paying for 
the soda water. Why not put this tax somewhere else now 
instead of leaving it to promises as to what the Ways and 
Means Committee will do hereafter? If you do not do better 
hereafter than you are doing now, you ought to resign from the 
comumnittee. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Practically all of these ob- 
noxious taxes to which the gentleman refers were put in the 
bill on the recommendation of the Treasury Department under 
the administration of President Wilson. 

Mr. SIMS. Why do you not put in something regardless now? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am willing to follow the 
President in war, but I think I will break away a little on mat- 
ters of taxation. 

Mr. SIMS. Is this your first breakaway? [Laughter.] The 
gentleman is breaking away in a style not to be admired by 
taking burdens from the wealthy, who will not be deprived of 
anything they will need, and putting the burdens on those who 
will have to do without something they do need in order to 
pay it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman please, the 
President in his message to Congress recommended this be 
repealed. I read it into the Recorp. 

Mr. SIMS. Then you should hasten to hold meetings of the 
committee and cut it out. 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
man and the President in line. 

Mr. SIMS. You are trying to get away from the merits of 
this legislation, or rather its lack of merits. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WatsH, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 2021) to re- 
peal section 904 of the revenue act of 1918, approved February 
24, 1919, and had come te no resolution thereon. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported the bill (H. R. 4226) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that 
just as soon as possible—Monday morning, if it can be done— 
I would like to take up the bill. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on the 
bill. 


I wanted to keep the gentle- 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock 
the House adjourned until Monday, June 2, 1919, at 12 
noon. 


p. m.) 
o'clock 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting 
draft of joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
permit Sefior Julio Mira y Bolivar, a citizen of Cuba, to receive 
instruction at the United States Military Academy at West 
Point (S. Doc. No. 16) ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting 
copy of a resolution adopted by the National Assembly of 
Panama, asking the Senate of the United States not to change 
the name of the canal from Panama to Roosevelt (H. Doc. No. 
67) ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4226) making ap- 
propriations to provide for the expenses for the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, 
and.for other purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 4227) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to Peabody Memorial Library, in the 
town of Jonesport, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 4228) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the town of Peterboro, N. H., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4229) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Gonzales, Tex., two 
pieces of artillery of large caliber captured or obtained from the 
enemy during or at the close of the war with Germany; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLASSON: A bill (H. R. 4230) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Oconto Falls, Wis., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODALL: A bill (H. R. 4231) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Gorham, Me., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 4232) for the erection of 
an addition to and completion of the public building in the city 
of El Paso, State of Texas, and appropriating money therefor ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr..WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4233) donating a 
captured cannon or field gun and carriage to the city of Dyer, 
Ind.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JEFFERIS: A bill (H. R. 4234) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Fort Calhoun, Nebr., 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A489 


one captured German cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage and 
ammunition for same; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4235) to amend an act 
entitled “‘An act to provide for vocational rehabilitation and 
return to civil employment of disabled persons discharged from 
the military or naval forces of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 27, 1918; to the Committee on Eduea- 
tion. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 4236) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to Fort Meigs, Wood County, Ohio, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 4237) providing for an increase 
of salary for the United States attorney for the eastern district 
of Louisiana; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

3y Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4238S) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Fort Madison, 
Towa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4239) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4240) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Keokuk, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Burlington, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Columbus Junction, Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4243) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Keosauqua, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4244) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wapello, Iowa, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4245) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Washington, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4246) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Grandview, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4247) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Fairfield, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4248) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Donnellson, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4249) for the 
acquisition of a site and erection of a building at Jefferson, 
Iowa ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4250) for the acquisition of a site and cree- 
tion of a building at Algona, Iowa; to the Committee on Publie 

3uildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (7. R. 4251) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to donate to the Florida State 
College for Women, at Tallahassee, Fla., two German cannons; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate one German cannon each to the cities of 
Tallahassee, Quincy, Crawfordsville, Bristol, Apalachicola, 
Blountstown, Milton, Marianna, Bonifay, Vernon, Panama City, 
De Funiak Springs, Crestview, and Pensacola, all in the State 
of Florida; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4253) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Idaho Springs, 
Clear Creek County, in the State of Colorado, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4254) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of La Junta, in the State of Colorado, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4255) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Chenoa, IIl., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Roanoke, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4257) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bureka, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill CH. R. 4258) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
ie to the city of Normal, Ill, one German cannon or field- 
; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4259) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city ef Le Roy, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4260) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Mount Pulaski, I., one German cannon 
or ficldpiece ; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alse, a bill (TT. R. 4261) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the town of Forrest, ILL, one German cannon or field- 

e; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4262) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
to the town of Chatsworth, DL, one German cannon or 
iece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4268) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
te to the town of Piper City, Lil, one German cannon or field- 
»: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


don: 


pic 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4264) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate 
piece ; 

Also, 
donate to the city of Paxton, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Als 
donaie to the city of Washburn, UL, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (EL R. 4267) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fairbury, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

iso, a bill (H. R. 4268) authorizing the Secretary of War te 


to the city of Atlanta, IL, one German cannon or field- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


donate to the town of Gibson City, IlL, one German cannon or | 


iece ; to the Commiitee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (BH. R. 4269) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 


fiel 


don 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill CH. R. 4270) authorizing the Secre- 
tary 
Ge 


Afi 


in cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 


donate to the county o* Valley, State of Montana, one German 
cannon: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4272) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


donate to the county of Dawsen, Mont., one German cannon; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 
Aliso, a bill (H. R. 4273) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
dona te 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4274) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
e to the county of Phillips, Mont., one German cannon; to 


dol a 
the 
A su 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

.a bili (H. R. 4275) autherizing the Seeretary of War to 
doi at 
tee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 4276) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4277) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Fergus, Mont., one German cannon; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4278) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Hill, Mont., one German cannon; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4279) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
the county of Custer, Mont., one German cannon; to | 


donnie te 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4280) to 
provide 
building thereon at Seward, in the State of Nebraska: to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4281) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Geneva, in the 
of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4282) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at David City, in 
the State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4283) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Prestonsburg, Ky., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ¥ 


state 
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a bill (H. R. 4265) authorizing the Secretary gf War to | 


ie to the city of Lexington, IL, one German cannon or field- | 


f War to donate te some counties of the State of Montana | 


to the county of Cascade, Mont., one German cannon; | 


e to the county of Park, Mont., one German cannon; to the | 
te to the county of Yellowstone, Mont., one German cannon; | 


| authorize the establishment of a 
| xnece in the Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 1914, 


for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public | 


May 31, 


Also, a bill (H. R, 4284) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Whitesburg, Ky., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4285) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hazard, Ky., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4286) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Pikeville, Ky., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4287) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Inez, Ky., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Comunittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4288) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of MeKee, Ky., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4289) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Booneville, Ky., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HE. R, 4290) authorizing the Secretary ef War to 
donate to the city of Paintsville, Ky.. one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a Dill (HL. R. 4291) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


| donate to the city of Hindman, Ky., one German cannon or 
| fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
a bill (O. R. 4266) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


By Mr. KINKATD: A bill CH. R. 4292) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of O'Neill, Nebr., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4298) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Fort McPherson Cemetery, McPherson County, Nebr., 


}one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4294) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Seottsbluff. Nebr., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affaizs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4295) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


} . > . - ‘ 
| donate to the city of Callaway, Nebr., one German cannon or 


fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Also, a bill (Tf. R. 4296) authorizing the Secretary of War 


| to donate to the city of Broken Bow, Nebr., one German cannon 
8. or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (I. R. 4271) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


Also, a bill (Tf. R. 4297) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Gering, Nebr., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (HL. R. 4298) granting additional 
compensation, according to length of service, to the officers and 
enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4299) to require the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish certain data to the adju- 
tants general of the several States; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) to revive the right of action under the 


| act of March 12, 1868 (12 Stat. L., 820) ; to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) to relieve Congress from the adjudi- 
eation of private claims against the Government; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
Bureau of War Risk Insur- 


and an act in amendment thereto approved October 6, 1917; to 
the Committee on Interstate and loreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. IR. 4803) to increase the rate of pension allowed 
to Army nurses; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4804) pro- 
viding for the investigation of certain lands in the State of 
Washington with a view to their reclamation; to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 4805) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a national employment system and for cooperation 


| with the States in the promotion of such system and to regulate 
| the expenditures of moneys that shall be appropriated for such 


purposes ; to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr, FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 4306) to provide for the pur- 


| chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 


Walters, State of Oklahoma ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H, R. 4807) to authorize the Su- 
preme Court to prescribe forms and rules, and generally to regu- 
late pleading, procedure, and practice on the common-law side 
of the Federal courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4808) to donate 
one cannon to the city of Columbus, Nebr.; to the Coramittee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 48309) to donate one cannon to the city of 
Fremont, Nebr.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4310) to donate one cannon or fieldpiece to 
the city of Norfolk, Nebr. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 4311) to authorize the 
addition of certain lands to the Caribou National Forest; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4312) for the completion of the Fort Hall 
irrigation project in the State of Idaho; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ; 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R, 4813) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to furnish a German cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage and shells, to the city of Aledo, Ill.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PLATT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) authorizing 
national banks to subscribe to the united war work campaign; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MASON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 88) to repeal 
sections S00 and 906 of the war-revenue act of 1918, approved 
February 24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 89) extend- 
ing for a total period of one year the grace period for the pay- 
ment of premiums on military and naval insurance policies in 
the case of any honorably discharged officer or member of the 
enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps; to the 
Sommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 90) 
authorizing the Joint Committee on the Library to provide for 
the restoration and completion of the historical frieze in the 
Rotunda of the Capitol; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BLANTON: Resolution (H. Res. 91) providing for an 
audit of the accounts of the United States Employment Service; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CRAGO: Memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the establishment of a system of na- 
tional highways; to the Committee on Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4314) granting a pension 
to Malinda A. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 4315) granting an increase of 
pension to David Alleut; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4316) granting a 
pension to Nancy Cochran; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4317) granting a pension to Julia Davis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4318) granting a pension to Mary J. Titus; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) granting a pension to Zelpha I. 
Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Laura <A. 
Ooley ; to the Committee ‘on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4321) granting a pension to Maria A. Stru- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4322) granting a pension to Eva L. Little; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4323) granting a pension to Alice Jones; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) granting a pension to Nancy Bastin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4325) granting a pension to Edgar P. 
Killion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) granting a pension to John Queen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4327) granting a pension to Fred Hauk; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4328) granting a pension to Seth Cor- 
nelius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4829) granting a pension to G. C. Craw- 
shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4830) granting a pension to Samuel Ash; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4331) granting a pension to William Alli- 
gee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4832) granting a pension to John I. Amy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 4333) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon F. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4334) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Richardson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4335) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Lampkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4336) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Roark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4337) granting a pension to Adeline Bom- 
gardner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4338) granting an increase of pension to 
Burnetta Dayton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4339) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza C. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4340) granting an increase of pension 
Capt. James W. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4341) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Back; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) granting an increase of pension 
Leander Sawyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4843) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Snoddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4344) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Rusie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) granting an increase of pension 
James A. Padgett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4346) granting an increase of pension 
B. L. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4347) granting an increase of pension 
William Norman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) granting an increase of pension 
Obadiah McGuire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4349) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Kirk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4350) granting an increase of. pension t 
E. L. Gilley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of pension 
William Schooley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) granting an increase of pension 
Marion Southern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4353) granting an increase of pension 
Asa Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 4354) granting an increase of pension 
Mathias Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4355) granting an increase of pension 
Francis H. Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4356) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Wilkie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLASSON: A bill (H. R. 4857) granting a pension to 
Amanda Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 4358) for the relief of Gust 
Mihleder, formerly a second lieutenant of Infantry, United 
States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4359) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Beck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4360) granting a pension to Harry W. 
Conn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 4361) granting a pension to 
Charles Brubaker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 4362) granting an in 
crease of pension to Alfred Ashton; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIE of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4363) granting 
a pension to Martha Thornton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4364) granting 
an honorable discharge to Robert Henry McNeal; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 4365) granting an increase 
of pension to Levi W. Easton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 4366) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George H. Webb, alias 
George Hinman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4367) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to award 4 medal of honor to Maj. B. F. D. Fitch for con- 
spicuous bravery rendered on the man-of-war Varuna on April 
24, 1862; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 4368) granting a pension to Henry Fields; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4369) granting a pension to Lee Begley; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4370) for the relief of James Clay Colson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4871) to correct the military record of 
Sylvester B. Miller; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4372) to correct the military record. of 
William Andover; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRISH: A bill (H. R. 4373) granting a pension to 
Robert O. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill (H. R. 4374) granting to the trustees 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bowdoin, Mont., for the 
benefit of the Methodist Episcopal Church, at Bowdoin, Mont., 
lots 12 and 13, in block 21, town site of Bowdoin, State of Mon- 
tana; to the Cemmittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 4575) granting an increase 
of pension to Jesse Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 4376) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph H. Woolaston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4377) to correct the military 

record of Jesse L. Meeks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Dr. Hyman 
Cohen and friends of Jewish people, Chicago, Ill., relating to 
persecutions and massacres of Jews in European countries; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hudson County, N. J., against any 
repeal or weakening of the war-time prohibition law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Jewish faith in the 
city of Kankakee, Ill., to stop outraging and massacre of Jew- 
ish people in Eurepean countries; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Danville, Il., and citizens 
of Ridge Farm, Vermilion County, Ill., against repeal of war- 
time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ty Mr. CAREW: Petition of Edward Flash, jr., president of 
New York Produce Exchange, and Alfred E. Marling, president 
of Chamber of Commerce, New York, protesting against repeal 
of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Missouri House of Representatives, 
relating to laws for National Army and National Guard; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Nelson Cunliff, commissioner of parks and 
recreation, St. Louis, Mo., against repeal of daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of St. Louis Label Works, asking that zone rates 
be retained as they stand; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of John Schmall, director department of public 
welfare, St. Louis, relating to the disposition of beer, wine, 
and whiskies stored in warehouses; to the Committee on 
Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Bauer Importing Co., Liquor Dealers’ Benev- 
olent Association, and William A. Bruckheiser, urging repeal 
of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of St. Louis Screw Co., Pilley Packing & Flue 
Brush Manufacturing Co., Standard Heel & Counter Co., Rawl- 
ings Manufacturing Co., Whitelaw Bros. Chemical Co., all of 
St. Louis, Mo., against repeal of zone advances on advertising 
pages of periodicals; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. E. Berg, St. Louis, Mo., asking removal of 
war tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hess & Culbertson Jewelry Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., asking repeal of tax on jewelry; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Evens & Howard Fire Brick Co., Curtis 
Manufacturing Co., and Bemis Bros. Bag Co., all of St. Louis, 
Mo., against Department of Labor Employment Service; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of St. Louis jewelers and State retail jewelers, 
with national jewelers, urging repeal of tax on jewelry; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Equal Suffrage League of St. Louis, Mo., 
expressing appreciation of vote in favor of the Susan B. 
Anthony amendment May 21, 1919; to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Also, petition of Fred Warner; A. E. Van Tyne; St. Louis 
Tennis Association; W. H. Stevens, president of Agricultural 
Insurance Co.; A. H. Wilkes, superintendent of Metropolitan 
Life; Charles A. Shafer, superintendent of Metropolitan Life 
Insurance Co.; Louis Gollin; James Byrne; 8S. Peterfreund; 
J. S. Carr, cashier of Chippewa Bank, of St. Louis, against 
repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of the Franklin Motor 
Car Co., of Chicago, opposing repeal of the postal zone law; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads. 

Also, petition of T. J. Nertvey, of Ottawa, Il., asking post- 
ponement of date at which sales of alcoholic liquors now on hand 
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shall be prohibited; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traftic. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Mr. L. Waldo Smith and 720 
others protesting against the 10 per cent tax levied on sporting 
goods; to the Committee on Ways and Means. E 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of J. D. Piggott, War- 
saw, Ill., and C, A, Wegehenke, Hamilton, IL, for the repeal of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition and memorial of the Christian, Methodist 
Episcopal, and Union churches, the three Protestant churches 
of the city of La Harpe, IIL, and on behalf of a majority of 
the citizens of said city of La Harpe, Il, requesting the rejec- 
tion of the President’s recommendation to exclude wine and 
beer from the war-time prohibition act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Lawrence V. Smith and 18 other residents 
and citizens of Alexis, Ill., and Norwood, IIL, protesting against 
a modification of the war-time prohibiton act to permit the 
manufacture and sale of beer and wine, as recommended by 
the President ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of sundry citizens of Little York, IL, pro- 
testing against the modification of the war-time prohibition act 
to permit the, manufacture and sale of beer and wine, as recom- 
mended by the President; to the Committee on the Judicary. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of Edward M. Van 
Cleve, principal of New York Institute for Education of the 
Blind, relating to H. R. 16016; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Petition of Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Fenton, Mich., protesting against repeal 
of war-time prohibition law; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of First Methodist Church, of Oxford, Mich., 
protesting against repeal of war-time prohibition law; to the 
Sommittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal churches of Lansing, 
Mich., protesting against removal of ban on sale of beer and 
wine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. KIESS: Petition from Messiah Lutheran Church, of 
South Williamsport, Pa., urging constitutional amendment 
against polygamy in the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition from citizens of Coudersport, Pa., praying for 
the repeal of the so-called luxury tax on automobiles and their 
accessories ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from Newberry Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Newberry Station ; Mulberry Street Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Williamsport ; East Main Street Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Lock Haven; other citizens of Williamsport; Trinity Metho- 
dist Episcopal. Church, of Lock Haven; and Renovo District, 
Clinton County, Sabbath School Association, Renovo, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, protesting against the repeal of war- 
time prohibition legislation ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from citizens of Potter County, Pa., protesting 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition legislation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from citizens of Williamsport, Pa., protesting 
against any repeal of the war-time prohibition legislation; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Charles Wade; P. D. Ruark; 
Edward Hooper; H. T. Jacobs; Robert H. Anderson; John W. 
Tracy; N. B. Reeside; Richard Harvey; Harriet Hinkley ; 
Walter Harvey; R. C. Schaeffter, superintendent Metropolitan 
Life Insurance Co.; George W. Bahlke; Richard T. Barden, 
president Baltimore Association Credit Men ; Edward W. Bartol, 
superintendent Metropolitan Life Insurance Co.; Albert G. 
Schumacher; Mary K. Hinkley; Charles F. Reimer; J. K. 
Voshell; J. Engel & Co.; J. Appleton Wilson; Arthur E. Hun- 
gerford; Rev. Frank Hays Staples, viecr 8S‘. Paul’s Guild 
House; J. J. Prissman; George C. Howell; A. Il. Homberg; 
H. D. Walsh; 176 persons of Baltimore, Md., protesting against 
the repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Alice J. Reilley and the H. M. Rowe Co., 
Baltimore, Md., against daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Maryland Car Wheel Works, Baltimore, 
asking for appropriations for railroad equipments; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petitions of Glison’s Garage, Cumberland, Md., and Blair 
Motor Car Co., Baltimore, Md., against tax on automobiles; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Saline County, Nebr., for repeal of the daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of Mr. Charles H. Brown and other 
residents of the village of Jordan, N. Y., protesting against the 
daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of Summerfield Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Bridgeport, Conn., opposing repeal of war-time 
prohibition bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petition of the Herron Hill United Pres- 
byterian Church, of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging the retention of war- 
time prohibition on beer and light wines; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Kaye & Ienstein (Inc.), fur- 
riers, of New York, against 10 per cent tax on furs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William Bartheman, jeweler, of New York, 
protesting against sections 900 to 907 of revenue act; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAIGH: Petitions of Associated Industries of Massa- 
chusetts, Frederic C. Hood, president, and from Clinton Cham- 
ber of Commerce; C. A. Juekett, Fitchburg; Otter River Board 
Co.; C. A. Hubbell, president T. R. Almond Machine Co., Gard- 
ner; John A. Dunn Chair Co., Gardner; John C. Stevens, Clinton, 
and Edward E. Ousey, Gardner, superintendents of Metropolitan 
Life Insurance Co.; M. P. Chace, Webster; Webster Chamber of 
Commerce; Isaac Jackson, Princeton; Fitchburg Mutual Fire 
Insurance Co., by L. R. Welch, president, and all employees, al] 
in the State of Massachusetts, protesting against repeal of the 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of W. S. Hatch and 80 citizens of 
Belfast and Waldo, in State of Maine, requesting repeal of day 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. P. Taylor and 13 other citizens of Burn- 
ham, Me., and Ernest E. Bowen and 10 other citizens of Walde 
County, Me., for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on. Agriculture. 

Also, petition of members of Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Ellsworth, Me., protesting against repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of Ed Anthony and others, of 
Fredericktown, Mo., favoring retention of war-time prohibition ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of Samuel McConnell, James §S. 
Neuman, and M. B. Snevily, protesting against the repeal of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 59 citizens of New York, favoring daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Southern Association of College Women, held 
at Columbus, Miss., urging the establishment of a perma- 
nent school board service division; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. ROUSE: Telegram from Newport Civic and Indus- 
trial Association, Newport, Ky., protesting against repeal of 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Newport Civic and Industrial Association, 
Newport, Ky., favoring daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, telegram from E. T. Gale, Covington, Ky., against 
repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agrieul- 
ture. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of the executive 
committee of the Monroe County (N. Y.) Farm Bureau, rep- 
resenting 2,000 farmers of Monroe County, urging the repeal 
of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCHALL: Petition of William E. Dunn and others, 
of Minneapolis, Minn., providing for the Government ownership 
of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of employees of the International 
Heater Co., of Utica, N. Y., against the repeal of the daylight- 
saving act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VAILE: Petition by representatives of the colleges 
and universities of Colorado and others, asking that provision 
be made for the continuance of the Women’s Division of the 
United States Employment Service and submitting a review of 
the work of that office ; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WASON: Memorial of Berlin Chamber of Commerce, 
William E. Mathews, managing secretary, urging the retention of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: Petition containing GOT names of 
residents of Porter County, Ind., asking that laws be enacted to 
enforce war-time and national prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we worship Thee. Thou art the author of our 
liberty. Thy name alone guarantees the perpetuation of our 
free institutions. Thy thought revealed to us through Thy 
Word is the guide to the future prosperity and happiness of 
this great people. We pray Thee to give us hearts responsive 
to the divine will to work out God’s plan for this people, that 
this Nation may be in God’s hands as an evangel of brotherhood 
and justice and peace among the nations of the earth. For 
Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Curtis and by 
unanimous consent, the further rending was dispensed. with 
and the Journal was approved. 

THE PANAMA CANAL (H. DOC. NO. 67). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting, at the 
request of the chargé d'affaires ad interim of the Republic of 
Panama, 2 copy of a note from the Panaman chargé d'affaires, 
together with a resolution (No. 25) passed by the National 
Assembly of Panama on February 27 last, asking the Senate 
of the United States not to change the name of the canal from 
Panama to Roosevelt, which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals and 
ordered to be printed. 


ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS (S. DOC. NO. 21). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting supplemental esti- 
mates of appropriations in the sum of $16,800 required by the 
Navy Department for additional employees, fiscal year 1920, 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 3478. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, 
and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 67. Joint resolution tendering the thanks of Con- 
gress to those who served, or gave others to the service of, the 
country in the Great War. 

The message also announced that the House agrees to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1200) making 
appropriations for certain expenses incident to the first session 
of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1200) making appro- 
priations for certain expenses incident to the first session of the 
Sixty-sixth Congress, and for other purposes, and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice President. 


MEMORIAL DAY ADDRESS BY THE PRESIDENT IN FRANCE (S. 
NO. 20). 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, out of order I ask unanimous 
consent that the address of the President at Suresnes Cemetery, 
in France, on Memorial Day be printed in the Recorp and also 
as a public document. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection at all to its being printed 
either as a public document or in the Recorp, and I would like 
to have the Senator suggest one or the other. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I should like to have it printed 
Recorp for the purpose of preserving it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I would also like to ask separately that it 
be printed as a public document. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that there is virtually 
an agreement between the two Houses that such printing shall 
be in one form or the other. If it is printed. in the Reconrb, it 
‘an be sent out exactly the same as if printed as a public docu- 
ment, and there is only that much more expense attached to it 
when printed in both forms. I dislike to object to the request, 
but I ask the Senator if he will not consent to simply allow it 
to be printed in the Recorp, 
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Mr. PITTMAN. I realize that the agreement or understand- 
ing with regard to having matter printed either as a public 
document or in the Recorp is a very good plan, but it seems to 
me that this should be made an exception. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is the address of the President of the United 
States, and I shall not object; but really I think it is wrong. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I want to know before we 
proceed very much further on this question of distributing 
literature upon the league of nations what the rule is going to 
be. If there is going to be a print of this material both in the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcorpD and as a Senate document, I have no 
objection to it at all. I do not want to make any exception, 
but I want to know that that rule is going to be permitted to 
stand with reference to other addresses, because while this is 
the address of the President of the United States the subject is 
one upon which there is a very wide difference of views. It is 
the subject in which I am interested and not individuals. I 
object for the reason that I want to have the question settled 
here and now. I am not objecting to the printing, but I am 
giving notice that I shall insist that it shall be regarded as a 
precedent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
not settle. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I have already given notice that 
I intend to object to the publication of speeches as public docu- 
ments without their reference to the Committee on Printing. 

sut I realize, Mr. President, that the address of the President 

of the United States may be some exception, as being of more 
general interest to the people, and I did not feel it to be my 
duty to object to the printing of the address as a public docu- 
ment. I also understand that the remarks of the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. BoraH] apply to Members of this body. The gen- 
eral publication of matter relating to the league of nations or 
anything else offered here on the floor and emanating from 
others than the President of the United States or Members of 
this body will meet my objection if I am on the floor. 

Mr. BORAH. I have no objection at all to the address being 
printed as a Senate document or in the Recorp, but I want it 
distinctly understood that it establishes the prececent and it 
will not be proper for anyone to object hereafter to printing 
in the same way any other important speech upon the same 
subject. 

Mr. PITTMAN rose. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, I wish to express the hope that the Senator 
from Idaho will not attach any condition whatever to the 
printing of the President’s speech in whatever form it is re- 
quested. It is true that *he rule ought to be so understood 
that both sides of this question shall have equal access to the 
public Recorp and the Public Printing Office. All should be 
shut out or all should be admitted that is worthy of a place. 
But I think when you come to an address of the President, in 
view of his position we ought not to place any limitation at all. 
I tlrink we had better let the address be printed in both forms. 
It will not cost very much. If this practice is always indulged 
with reference to the President, it will not cost a great deal 
of money. I hope the Senator will withdraw any objection 
whatever. 

Mr. BORAH. I have only stated, what I do not propose to 
withdraw, and that is that if this custom is established it must 
apply to everyone who wishes to have a document of importance 
upon this important subject published. I have no desire to dis- 
criminate against the President, but I do not intend that there 
shall be any discrimination against the league of nations, for I 
intend that literature upon both sides shall have equal oppor- 
tunity whether it comes from the President of the United 
States or anyone else. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not imagine that 
the Senator from Idaho can call upon the Chair to rule upon 
a precedent that the Chair does not make. 

Mr. BORAH. I have not asked the Chair to rule. 
simpiy said 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I know; but you are stating a 
proposition here that you say you are going to make a prece- 
dent. The Chair says that unless the precedent is made 
either by the Chair or by the vote of the Senate it is not a 
precedent. The mere objection of the Senator from Idaho does 
not constitute a precedent. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President. if the Senator from Idaho 
will permit me, it seems to me to be only a question of fairness 
to have the President's address printed as a public decument. 
There will be a limited number printed for general distribution, 
whether it is printed as a public document or in the Recorp. I 
de not think there ought to be any general understanding about 
the matter. This comes from the President. Some addresses 


That is a matter the Chair can 


I have 
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in opposition to the league have been brought in here and or- 
dered printed as public documents at the request of Senators. 
Some of these addresses we would like to have as public docu- 
ments, because we do not desire to carry the Recorp around 
with us. I think the address of the President ought to be 
printed as a public document. Senators would like to have it 
in that form to keep in their desks and put among their papers. 
If other addresses come in which Senators want to have printed 
as public documents, consent will be given, but to agree now 
to print everything as a public document that is brought in 
here, it seems to me, is exacting too much. It is for the con- 
venience of Senators to have such addresses in the form of 2 
public document. 

Mr. BORAH. I am not asking the Senate to make any 
promises. I am making my statement for the Recorp, and I 
propose, if I can, to see that this is a precedent and is adhered 
to as a precedent hereafter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair only interfered for the 
purpose of making the position of the Chair clear, namely, that 
the Chair can not enforce this as a precedent. It will have 
to be enforced by the Senate if it is enforced at all. 

The President’s address is as follows: 

{From the Washington Daily Post, May 31, 1919.] 


LEAGUB OF NATIONS A COVENANT THAT MILLIONS WHO DIED IN War 
SHALL Not HAVE DIED IN VAIN, PRESIDENT DECLARES IN H1IS TRIBUTE 
TO THE FALLEN—WaARNS THOSE WHO ARE SEEKING A RETURN TO AN 
OLDER OrDER THAT THEY CAN Nor Succesrp BECAUSE “‘ THE PEOPLE 
ARB IN THE SappLp”’—LooKs Forward TO TIME WHEN PRESENT 
OPPONENTS OF LEAGUE WILL Be AS ASHAMED AS THEY WHO Re- 
GRETTED UNION OF States AFTER CIvIL War ARE Now—FeEELs His 
PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY. 


PRESIDENT WILSON’S WARNING. 

“TI look for the time when every man who now puts his counsel 
against the united service of mankind under the league of na- 
tions will be just as ashamed of it as he is now who regretted 
the union of the States. 

“ You are aware, as I am aware, that the airs of an older day 
are beginning to stir again; that the standards of an old order 
are trying to assert themselves again. There is here and there 
an attempt to insert into the counsel of statesmen the old reckon- 
ing of selfishness and bargaining, and national advantage, which 
were the roots of this war, and any man who counsels these 
things advocates a renewal of the sacrifice which these men hare 
made; for if this is not the final battle for right there will be 
another that will be final. Let these gentlemen who suppose that 
it is possible for them to accomplish this return to an order of 
which we are ashamed and that we are ready to forget realize 
they can not accomplish it. The peoples of the world are awake, 
and the peoples of the world are in the saddle. 

tk t% * of cS * * 


“7 was told that there would be opposition, and I found union 
of action. I found the statesmen acith whom I was about to 
deal united in the idea that we must have a league of nations; 
that we could not merely make a peace settlement, and then leave 
it to make itself effectual; but that we must conceive some com- 
mon organizatic: by which we should give our common faith 
that this peace would be maintained, and the conclusions at 
which we had arrived should be made as secure as the united 
counsels of all the great nations that fought against Germany 
could make them. We have listened to the challenge, and that 
is the proof that there shall never be a war like this again.”— 
From President ‘Vilson’s Memorial Day address in France. 


The text of President Wilson’s Memorial Day address yester- 
day at Suresnes Cemetery, near Paris, follows: 

“Mr. Ambassador, ladies and gentlemen, fellow countrymen, 
no one with a heart in his breast, no American, no lover of hu- 
manity, can stand in the presence of these graves without the 
most profound emotion. These men who lie here are men of 
unique breed. Their like has not been seen since the far days of 
crusades. Never before have men crossed the seas to a foreign 
land to fight for a cause of humanity which they did not pretend 
was particularly their own, but knew was the cause of humanity 
and of mankind. And when they came they found comrades for 
their courage and their devotion. They found armies of liberty 
already in the field—men who, though they had gone through 
three years of fiery trial, seemed only to be just discovering, not 
for a moment losing, the high temper of the great affair, men 
seasoned in the bloody service of liberty. Joining hands with 
these, the men of America gave that greatest of all gifts—the 
gift of life and the gift of spirit. 

THEIR COURAGE AND aRpor. 


“It will always be a treasured memory on the part of those 
who knew and loved these men that the testimony of everybody 
who saw them in the field of action was their unflinching 
courage, their ardor to the point of audacity, their full con- 
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sciousness of the high cause they had come to serve, and their 
eonstant vision of the issue. It is delightful to learn from those 
who saw these men fight and saw them waiting in the trenches 
for the summons to the fight that they had a thought of the 
spirit as well as a physical might, and those of us who know 
and love America know that they were discovering to the whole 
world the true spirit and devotion to their motherland. It was 
Amerien who came in the person of these men and who will 
forever be grateful that she was so represented. 
SLEEPING WITH KINDRED SPIRITS. 

“And it is the more delightful to entertain these thoughts be- 
cause we know that these men, though buried in a foreign land, 
are not buried in an alien soil. They are at home, sleeping with 
the spirits of those who thought the same thoughts and enter- 
tained the same aspirations. The noble women of Suresnes have 
given evidence of the loving sense with which they received these 
dead as their own, for they have cared for their graves, they 
have made it their interest, their loving interest, to see that 
there was no hour of neglect, and that constantly through all 
the months that have gone by the mothers at home should know 
that there were mothers here who remembered and honored their 
dead. 

“You have just heard in the beautiful letter from M. Clemen- 
ceau what I believe to be the real message of France to us on a 
day like this, a message of genuine comradeship, a message of 
genuine sympathy, and I have no doubt that if our British com- 
rades were here they would speak in the same spirit and in the 
same language. For the beauty of this war is that it has 
brought a new partnership and a new comradeship and a new 
understanding into the field of the effort of the Nation. 

LESSON TAUGHT BY THE DBAD. 


“ But it would be no profit to us to eulogize these illustrious 
dead if we did not take to heart the lesson which they have 
taught us. They are dead; they have done their utmost to show 
their devotion to a great cause, and they have left us to see to it 
that that cause shall not be betrayed, whether in war or peace. 
It is our privilege and our high duty to consecrate ourselves 
afresh on a day like this to the objects for which they fought. 
It is not necessary that I should rehearse to you what these 
objects were. These men did not come across the sea merely to 
defeat Germany and her asseciated powers in the war. They 
came to defeat forever the things for which the Central Powers 
stood, the sort of power they meant to assert in the world, the 
arrogant, selfish domination which they meant to establish, and 
they came, moreover, to see to it that there should never be a 
war like this again. It is for us, particularly for us who are 
civilized, to use our proper weapons of counsel and agreement to 
see to it that there never is such a war again. The nation that 
should now fling out of this common concord of counsel would 
betray the human race. 

“So it is our duty to take and maintain the safeguards which 
will see to it that the mothers of America and the mothers of 
France and England and Italy and Belgium and all other suffer- 
ing nations should never be called upon for this sacrifice again. 
This ean be done. It must be done, and it will be done. The 
things that these men left us, though they did not in their coun- 
sels conceive it, is the great instrument which we have just 
erected in the league of nations. The league of nations is the 
eovenant of governments that these men shall not have died in 
vain. fF like to think that the dust of those sons of America 
who were privileged to be buried in their mother country will 
mingle with the dust of the men who fought for the preservation 
of the Union, and that, as those men gave their lives in order 
that America might be united, these men have given their lives 
in order that the world might be united. Those men gave their 
lives in order to secure the freedom of mankind, and I look 
forward to an age when it will be just as impossible to regret 
the results of their labor as it is now impossible to regret the 
result of the labor of those men who fought for the union of the 
States. I look for the time when every man who now puts his 
counsel against the united service of mankind under the league 
of nations will be just as ashamed of it as he is who regretted 
the union of the States, 


OLD STANDARDS SURGING FORTH. 


“ You are aware, as I am aware, that the airs of an older day 
are beginning to stir again, that the standards of an old order 
are trying to assert themselves again. There is here and there 
an attempt to insert into the counsel of statesmen the old 
reckoning of selfishness and bargaining, and national advantage, 
which were the roots of this war, and any man who counsels 
these things advocates a renewal of the sacrifice which these 
men have made; for if this is not the final battle for right there 
will be another that will be final. Let these gentlemen who sup- 
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pose that it is possible for them to accomplish this return to an 
order of which we are ashamed and that we are ready to forget, 
realize they can not accomplish it. The peoples of the world are 
awake and the peoples of the world are in the saddle. Private 
counsels of statesmen can not now and can not hereafter deter- 
mine the destinies of nations. If we are not the servants of the 
opinion of mankind, we are of all men the littlest, the most con- 
temptible, the least gifted with vision. If we do not know cour- 
age, we can not accomplish our purpose, and this age is an age 
which looks forward, net backward ; which rejects the standard 
of national selfishness that once governed the counsels of na- 
tions and demands that they shall give way to a new order of 
things in which only the questions will be, ‘Is it right?’ ‘Is it 
just?’ ‘Is it in the interest of mankind?’ 

STATESMEN UNITED FOR LEAGUE. 


“ This is a challenge that no previous generation ever dared to 
give ear to. So many things have happened so fast in the last 
four years that I do not think many of us realize what it is 
that has happened. Think how impossible it would have been 
to get a bedy of responsible statesmen seriously to entertain 
the idea of the organization of a league of nations four years 
ago! And think of the change that has taken place! I was 
told before I came to France that there would be confusion of 
counsels about this thing, and I found unity of counsel. I was 
told that there would be opposition, and I found unipn of action. 
I found the statesmen with whom I was about to deal united 
in the idea that we must have a league of nations; that we 
could not merely make a peace settlement and then leave it to 
make itself effectual, but that we must conceive some common 
organization by which we should give our common faith that 
this peace would be maintained and the conclusions at which we 
had arrived should be made as secure as the united counsels of 
all the great nations that fought against Germany could make 
them. We have listened to the challenge and that is the proof 
that there shall never be a war like this again. 

“Ladies and gentlemen, we all believe, I hope, that the spirits 
of these men are not buried with their bones. Their spirits live. 
I hope—I beltieve—that their spirits are present with us at this 
hour. I hope that I feel the compulsion of their presence. I 
hope that I realize the significance of their presence. Think, 
soldiers, of those comrades of yours who are gone. If they 
were here, what would they say? They would not remember 
what you are talking about to-day. They would remember 
America which they left with their high hope and purpose. 
They would remember the terrible field of battle. They would 
remember what they constantly recalled in times of danger, 
what they had come for, and how worth while it was to give 
their lives for it. And they would say, ‘ Forget all the little 
cireumstances of the day. Be ashamed of the jealousies that 
divide you. We command you in the name of those who, like 
ourselves, have died to bring the counsels of men together, and 
we remind you what America said she was born for. She was 
bern, she said, to show mankind the way to liberty. She was 
born to make this great gift a common gift. She was born to 
show men the way of experience by which they might realize 
this gift and maintain it, and we abjure you in the name of all 
the great traditions of America to make yourselves soldiers 
now once for all in this common cause, where we need wear 
no uniform except the uniform of the heart, clothing ourselves 
with the principles of right, and saying to men everywhere, 
“ You are our brothers and we invite you into the comradeship 
of liberty and of peace.”’ Let us go away hearing these un- 
spoken mandates of our dead comrades. 

HIS PERSONAL CONSBCRATION. 

“Tf F may speak a personal word, I beg you to realize the 
compulsion that I myself feel that I am under. By the Consti- 
tution of our great country I was the Commander in Chief of 
these men. I advised the Congress to. declare that a state of 
war existed. I sent these lads ever here to die. Shall I—can 
I—ever speak a word of counsel which is inconsistent with the 
assurances I gave them when they came over? It is incon- 
ceivable. There is something better, if possible, that a man 
ean give than his life, and that is his living spirit to a service 
that is not easy, to resist counsels that are hard to resist, te 
stand against purposes that are difficult to stand against, aud 
to say, ‘Here I stand, consecrated in spirit of the men who . 
were once my comrades, and who are now gone, and who left 
me under eternal bonds of fidelity.’ ” 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a telegram embodying a 
resolution adopted at a mass meeting of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., relative to massacres in Poland, Rumania, and elsewhere, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. WARREN. I have a brief telegram, signed by two dis- 
tinguished citizens ef my State, who have large interests in 
Mexico. One is an ex-governor of Wyoming and the other a 
capitalist, of the same State. I ask that the Secretary may read 
it. It is only a matter of three or four lines. , 

There being Lo objection, the Secretary read as follows: 

CASPER, Wr0., May 30, 1919. 


Hon. Francis EF. WARREN, 


United States Senatc, Washington, D. C.: 

Have urgent messages from our representatives in Mexico to request 
your influence to stop movement of Mexican troops over American soil, 
as many Americans held by Villa would be in danger. 

B. B. Brooks. 
Cc. B. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. WARREN presented petitions of the Jugo-Slav Republi- 
can Alliance No. 79, of Rock Springs; of the Slavonic Working- 
men’s Benefit Union, of Diamondville; and of Bratska Ljubezen 
No. 134, of Superior, all in the State of Wyoming, praying for 
the independence of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair 
dealing in connection with peace deliberations, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GRONNA. It is not my purpose to burden the Recorp 
unduly with resolutions, but I have received a great many reso- 
lutions from the organization known as the Knights of Colum- 
bus. I present only two. T ask that one of them be read, and 
that both be printed in the REcorp. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the first one being read, and the 
second was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


At a meeting of the Knights of Columbus of Williston Council, No. 
1798, the following resolutions were passed : 
“Whereas President Wilson has stated, ‘ No peace can last or ought to 
ast which does not recognize and accept the principle that govern- 
I ts derive all their just powers from the consent of the gov- 
erned, and that national aspirations must be respected. Peoples 
can now be dominated and governed only by their own consent. 
Self-detcrmination is not a mere farce’: Now, therefore, be it 


“ Resolved, That in keeping with these words of truth we hold that 
he right cf Ireland to self-determination can not be denied. And be 
it further 

* Resolved, That President Wilson be asked to use his great influence 
at the peace conference to the end that the pass of Ireland be per- 
mitted to determine for themselves the form of government under which 
they wish to live. And further 

“ Resolved, That Williston Council, No. 1798, of the Knights of Co- 
lumbus respectfully petitions the Members of Congress from North 
Dakota to bring these resolutions to the attention of the Congress of 
the United States of America, to the end that such action be taken.” 

Dated at Williston, N. Dak, 

Rev. E. P. O’NBILL, 


Chairman, 
TuoMAs B. HocGan, 
THomaAs M. Cooney, 
Committee. 
lutions adopted by Grand Forks Council, No. 1260, Knights of Co- 
us, Grand Forks, N. Dak., in the matter of Irish representation 
nt the peace conference. 
‘reas the Irish nation is one of the oldest organized nations ; and 
eas the English nation has subjugated the Irish nation by force of 
erms and without color of right or provocation; and 
‘hereas the wrongs and cruelties perpetrated by the German nation 
upon the helpless people of Belgium pales in insignificance before 
those perpetrated by the English nation upon the people of Ireland; 
and 
Whereas the Irish nation has never recognized the right of the English 
ition to rule over her destinies; and 
Whereas the lapse of time can never ripen a crime into a claim of right, 
and especially as in this case where the wrongs and cruelties are being 
continued at the present time; and 
Whereas the will of the majority of all the people of any nation should 
be the supreme law of that nation; and 
Whereas a larger proportion of the Irish people are standing to-day for 
Irish independence than have ever stood in any nation for any 
ause at any time; and 
Whereas the men of Irish birth and Irish descent have given the full 
measure of their devotion to every land in the recent battle for the 
rights of humanity, and have been conspicuous in their defense of the 
rigets of America not only in this World War but in all her wars; 
anc 
Whereas the Chief Executive of our Nation has declared for the rights 
of small nations in the matter of self-determination ; and 
Whereas there is no longer need for the claim that the subjugation of 
Ireland is necessary for the security of England ; and 
Whereas its boundaries are well defined and not in conflict with those of 
any other nation; and 
Whereas the Irish nation has selected three delegates to the world’s 
peace conference in Paris; and 
Whereas earn law is the order of England in Ireland at the present 
time; anc 
Whereas the delegates selected_by the Irish people are confined in Eng- 
lish prisons without trial: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Knights of Columbus, 500 in number, of the city of 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., and Grand Forks, Minn., That we petition 
the Congress of the United States of America to use its influence to 
have the principles of democracy and self-determination applied not onl 
to Belgium, Poland, and other small nations which are being consid. 
ered, but also to Ireland; and be it further 
Resolved, That we petition Congress to use its influence with the Eng- 
lish Government to cither release its Irish political prisoners or bring 
them to a speedy and just trial, that the world may judge her by her 
acts; and be it further 
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Resolved, That we petition President Wilson, that he use his best 
influence in having the principles of self-determination, which he so 
strongly advocates in behalf of other nations applied to Ireland, and 
that representatives of the Irish nation may be heard in the present 
peace conference. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Howarp J. MANLEY, 
Grand Knight. 

Mr. GRONNA. I submit sundry resolutions with reference 
to war-time prohibition. I ask that one of them may be printed 
in the REcorp. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and one was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

Mort, N. Dak., May 25, 1919. 
Hon. A. J. GRronna, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: The following resolution was presented and read at the 
regular session of the Chilton Methodist Episcopal Sunday School May 
25, 1919, and was adopted by a unanimous vote of all present. The 
resolution is sent to you as a protest in the matter mentioned, and we 
request that you, as our representative, do all in your power to keep 
the war-time prohibitory law in full effect. 

Respectfully, 
I’. W. Gress, Pastor. 


We, the members and officers of Chilton Methodist ——_ Sunday 
School, make our most vigorous protest against the repealing of the 
war-time prohibitory law relative to the sale of intoxicating drinks. 
We urgently plead with you to do all in your power, as our representa- 
tive, to prevent the répeal of said law, to the contrary notwithstanding 
our honorable President, Woodrow Wilson,: requesting repeal of samc. 

Respectfully submitted. 

WILLIAM L. ZigcGAHM, Superintendent. 
GLapys SToNE, Secretary. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber 
of Commerce of Minot, N. Dak., relative to the unification of 
the freight and passenger service of the Soo Line and Great 
Northern Railway at that city, and favoring the discontinuation 
of such service, which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chilton Methodist Epis- 
copal Sunday School, of Mott, N. Dak., and a memorial of the 
Methodist Episcopal Sunday School of Mott, N. Dak., remon- 
strating against the repeal of nations! prohibition, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KENYON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fort 
Madison, Iowa, praying that Congress intervene to prevent the 
massacre of Jews in Poland and Roumania, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PHELAN presented a resolution adopted by the Imperial 
County Farm Bureau, of El Centro, Calif., favoring the plan 
of the Secretary of the Interior for the reclamation of lands and 
the settlement thereon of discharged soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McLEAN presented memorials of the congregation of the 
Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bridgeport; of the Grace 
Methodist Episcopal Sunday School, of Bridgeport; and of sun- 
dry citizens of Norwalk, all in the State of Connecticut, remon- 
strating against the repeal of national prohibition, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of the Naugatuck Valley Associa- 
tion of Churches and Ministers, of Middlebury, Conn., praying 
for the ratification of the proposed league of nations treaty, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Branch, Connecticut 
State Board of Agriculture, of Woodstock, Conn., praying for the 
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial from 
the Board of Trade, Chamber of Commerce, and Manufacturers’ 
Association, all of Derby, in the State of Connecticut, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Reno, Pocahontas, and Vandalia, all in the State of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against the modification of war-time prohibition 
permitting the manufacture and sale of wine and beer, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

LEAGUE TO ENFORCE PEACE, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a circular letter of May 10, 1919, 
on the letterhead of the League to Enforce Peace, Lllinois 
Branck. I wish to have it printed at length. I call attention 
particularly to the effort of this branch of the league to procure 
Memorial Day speeches, asking that the Grand Army Post pass 
resolutions for the league of nations and advise their representa- 
tives of their action. I have received various resolutions, but 
not a single resolution from any Grand Army Post in my State 
in response to this circular letter, which I think is a prostitu- 
tion of Memorial Day to improper purposes. 
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There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 


in the Recorp, as follows: 
LEAGUE TO ENFORCE PHACE, 
CuHIcaco, ILL., May 10, 1919. 
ComMMANDER GRAND Army Post. 


Dear ComMpPaTRIOT: Knowing that your organization is among those 
that have permanent and personal interest in preserving peace, we are 
writing to urge you to give the projected league of nations your care- 
ful study and your valuable support. 

In particular, = may soon be desirous to procure for Memorial 
Day a speaker who will be worthy of the occasion. Would you like 
to have us help you? You can do added patriotic service, we feel 
sure,-if you secure one who will give a rousing, educational speech 
on the league of nations. We have more to commemorate this year 
than ever before; the graves of our heroes are not all in Illinois. Can 
there be any doubt that we are committed to some form of interna- 
tionalism? And internationalism organized under a league of nations 
to aid in preserving peace is, in a sense, the cause for which our sons 
and brothers have died. 

The memoriai of May 30 could be nothing more fitting than a dis- 
cussion of the new world order, purchased with so much suffering. If 
you can not secure a league of nations oration for the day, will you 
not at least pass resolutions similar in thought and purpose to the 
form inclosed We shall be very much interested to hear from you 
and to help you with speakers or literature on the league, or in any 
other way possible. We have eloquent, forceful speakers who will 
come for their necessary traveling expenses. 

We shall be pleased to have your personal opinion by filling out the 
inezores oes and returning the same to us. Let us hear from you by 
early mail. 

Holding ourselves in readiness to assist you in any way possible, we 
are, very truly, yours, 

Tuomas F. HOLGATE, 


Chairman, 
By J. E. Bancs, 
Ezecutive Secretary. 


DEVELOPMENT OF WATER POWER. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, about a week ago 
I called attention to the bill (S. 220) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of dams across navigable 
water,” approved June 21, 1906, as amended by the act ap- 
proved June 23, 1910, and to provide for the improvement and 
development of waterways tor the uses of interstate and foreign 
commerce, introduced by myself, which had been referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce instead of, as I thought, to a 
joint committee of the Committee on Public Lands and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The Senate ordered the withdrawal of the 
bill from the Committee on Interstate Commerce and that it be 
referred to the joint committee suggested. A motion to recon- 
sider that order was enteréd. I ask that that motion be taken 
up for action now. 

Mr. SMOOT. I really did not hear what the Senator said, 
there was so much confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I asked for the consideration of 
the motion to reconsider the order by which the bill introduced 
by myself, relating to power sites on the public domain and 
dams in navigable streams, was referred to a committee to be 
composed of members of the Committee on Public Lands and 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SMOOT. I remember the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopcr] entered the order on May 23. Would not 
the Senator just as leave let it go over until the Senator from 
Massachusetts can be in the Chamber? He is out of the Cham- 
ber now on very important business. He may be back this 
afternoon, and he may not. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. He will be here this evening. 

Mr. SMOOT. He will be back this evening, I am informed. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have waited patiently for a 
week for the consideration of the matter. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator from Massachusetts will be 
here at the next session of the Senate, which I understand will 
be to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
sidered by the Senate. ' 

Mr. SMOOT. I asked the Senator from Montana to defer the 
motion until the Senator from Massachusetts can be here. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The colloquy is not audible on this side. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. In view of the absence of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, I will accede to fhe request of the 
Senator from Utah and let the motion go over, but I give notice 
that I shall ask for its consideration to-morrow morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Just at this point the Chair would 
like the attention of the Committee on Rules with reference to 
this very subject. 

The other day the Chair ruled that a motion to discharge a 
committee was in order at the time of calling for reports of com- 
mittees, but in accordance with the precedents of the Senate was 
not debatable until the hour of 1 o’clock. The ruling of the 
Chair, without any rule or without any precedent, was based on 
the theory that the object of reports of committees is to get a 
bill to the calendar, and that the object of a motion to discharge 
a comiittece is also to get a bill to the calendar, and therefore 
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it was in order at that time to move to discharge a committee. 
But it will be seen that it leads to confusion, and the Chair 
respectfully requests of the Committee on Rules that there be 
an amendment to this effect, that at that time a motion to dis- 
charge a committee may be made if it is not to be debated, but 
if it is to be debated it goes to the period of time when resolu- 
tions coming over from a preceding day are in order, when it 
will be clearly debatable. 
LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, I offer some material on 
the subject of the league of nations and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Printing for consideration and publication 
as a Senate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The matter will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing for action. 


RATIFICATION OF TREATIES. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I ask to have referred to the 
Committee on Printing a compilation relating to foreign prac- 
tices in the ratification of treaties, and also extracts from the 
Executive Journal of the Senate with reference to proceedings 
in the case of amended and rejected treaties by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The matter will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing for consideration. 


SITES FOR MILITARY HOSPITALS (S. DOC. NO. 22). 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, at the last session of Congress 
there was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds a resolution relating to an investigation of and the se- 
lection of sites for military hospitals. The subcomittee having 
the matter in charge prepared a report, which in the closing 
hours of the session was submitted to the committee, the com- 
mittee adopting the report of the subcommittee. That report 
did not get before the Senate at the last session. I desire now 
to present it, in order that it may be printed for such use as the 
Senate may desire. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be received and 
printed. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1252) for the appointment of William R. Leonard as 
captain in the United States Army; and 

A bill (S. 1253) donating captured cannon, cannon balls, war 
relics, ete., to certain cities in Texas; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1254) to amend section 4414, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, to classify and provide salaries for clerks in 
the Steamboat-Inspection Service; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

A bill (S. 1255) authorizing the Texas Co. to bring suit 
against the United States (with accompanying papers) ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 1257) to amend an act approved June 22, 1910, en- 
titled “An act to provide for agricultural entries on coal lands ” ; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1258) to prohibit experiments upon living dogs in 
the District of Columbia or in any of the Territorial or insular 
possessions of the United States, and providing a penalty for 
the violation thereof; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

A bill (S. 1259) to authorize the addition of certain lands to 
the Nez Perce National Forest; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill (S. 1260) for the relief of Elijah Stroud ; 

A bill (S. 1261) donating captured cannon to the city of Rath- 
drum, Idaho; 

A bill (S. 1262) donating captured German cannon to the 
board of county commissioners, Twin Falls County, Idaho; 

\ bill (S. 1263) donating captured German cannon to the 
University of Idaho; and 

A bill (S. 1264) for the relief of Washington Kellogg; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1265) granting a pension to Thebold W. Gehrmann; 

A bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Aaron L. Kelly; and 

A bill (S. 1267) granting an increase of pension to David 
Ham; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 1268) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his dis- 
cretion, to deliver to each of the several county seats and incor- 
porated towns in the State of Georgia captured German cannon, 
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cannon balls or shells, and gun carriages, condemned United 
States cannen, cannon balls and shells, or gun carriages; to the 
Comittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (5. 1269) te promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, 
gas, and sodium on the public domain; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1270) granting an increase of pension to Jasper M. 
Sweeney (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Felix Clark (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Georg 
Moir; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1278) to prohibit intoxicating liquors and prostitu- 
tion within the Canal Zone, and cor other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals. 

A bill (S. 1274) making it unnecessary to secure permits from 
the United States Shipping Board for the construction ef ships 
in American shipyards for foreign account; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1275) awarding a medal of honor to George Murphy, 
late private, United States Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1276) granting permission to Capt. Dorr F. Tozier 
to accept a gift from the King of Great Britain; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 1277) for the relief of the heirs of Ko-mo-dal-kiah, 
Moses agreement allottee No. 33; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1278) for the relief of Fanny A. Crocker ; and 

A bill (S. 1279) for the relief of the heirs of Ari Cantrell; to 
the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 1280) for the relief of J. G. Seupelt ; 

A bill (S. 1281) authorizing the issuance of patent to the 
heirs of James Longmire; 

A bill (S. 1282) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue patent for certain land to Estella McReynolds ; 

A bill (S. 1283) for the relief of George L. Neff; and 

A bill (S. 1284) for the relief of Henry States; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1285) for the relief of Ira M. Krutz; 

A bill (S. 1286) for the relief of the Pacifie Creosoting Co. ; 

A bill (S. 1287) forthe relief of the M. A. Phelps Lumber Co. ; 

A bill (S. 1288) for the relief of W. H. Presleigh ; 

A bill (S. 1289) for the relief of Simon M. Presten; 

A bill (S. 1290) for the relief of Matilda Elizabeth West; 

A bill (S. 1291) for the relief of Mary Wait; 

A bill (S. 1292) for the relief of Caroline M. Killough; 

A bill (S. 1293) for the relief of the estate of Frederick 
Heisinger ; 

A bill (S. 1294) for the relief of Nellie Harrington ; 

A bill (S. 1295) for the relief of William H. Hare; 

A bill (S. 1296) for the relief of the heirs of L. A. Davis; 

A bill (S. 1297) for the relief of the heirs of Joshua Curtis, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1298) for the relief of the Alaska Steamship Co.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 1299) to confer on the Court of Claims jurisdiction 
te determine the respective rights of and differences between 
t&: Fort Berthold Indians and the Government of the United 
States: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Sy Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1300) to authorize the sale of certain lands at or 
near Minidoka, Idaho, for railroad purposes; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

3y Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1301) to establish the international exposition of 
the United States of America; to the Committee on Industrial 
Expositions. 

A bill (S. 1302) for the relief of John H. Rheinlander; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1303) donating captured cannons and unloaded 
projectiles to the city of Blue Rapids, Kans.; to the Committee 
on Military -Affairs. 

3y Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 1304) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his dis- 
cretion, to deliver to each of the several county seats in the 
State of Colorado captured German cannon, cannon balls or 
shells, and gun carriages, condemned United States cannon, 
cannon balls and shelis, or gun carriages; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 1305) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Monte Vista, Colo.; and 
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A bill (S. 1306) te provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Delta, Delta County, Colo.; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (8. 1307) granting to the State of Colorado publie 
lands to aid in the construction and maintenance of public 
reads; to promote the study of forestry ; to promote the study 
and development of horticulture; and to promote vocational edu- 
cation in the State of Colorado; and 

A bill (8. 1308) limiting the creation or extension of forest 
reserves in Colorado; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY (for Mr. TownsenpD): 

A bill (8S. 1309) to establish a national highway system; to 
create a Federal highway commission; to encourage efficient 
and economical highway transportation, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1310) providing one German cannon or fieldpiece for 
the village of Concord, Mich. ; 

A bill (8. 1311) providing one German cannon or fieldpiece for 
the town of Allen, Mich.; and 

A bill (8. 1312) providing two German cannon or fieldpieces 
for the town of Trenton, Mich.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: 

A bill (S. 1313) for the relief of Francis Nicholson; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 1314) to donate a gun or howitzer to W. I. Brown 
Post, No. 31, Grand Army of the Republic, of Penacock, N. H.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (8S. 1315) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Gorham, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1316) granting a pension to Lizzie EB. Hinds (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (8. 1317) to establish a national park, to be known as 
the Mississippi Valley National Park, near Prairie du Chien, 
Wis., and McGregor, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD (for Mr. BANKHEAD) : 

A bill (S. 1818) to create a Federal power commission and to 
define its powers and duties, to provide for the development of 
water power, for the use of lands of the United States in relation 
thereto, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1819) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mar- 
cellus M. Crocker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: 

A bill (8S. 1320) to donate war trophies to the city of Mankato, 
in the State of Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. 1821) to donate war trophies to the city of Glencoe, 
in the State of Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. 1322) to donate war trophies to the city of Little 
Falls, in the State of Minnesota ; 

‘ A bill (S. 1323) to denate war trophies to the city of Fairmont, 
in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (S. 1324) to donate war trophies to the city of Le Sueur, 
in the State of Minnesota ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 42) authorizing national banks 
to subscribe to the united war work campaign; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 


AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE-COM MERCE ACT. 


Mr. POMERENE. I introduce a bill to further amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

The bill (S. 1256) to further amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 1s amended, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. POMERENE. I have a-very brief memorandum explain- 
ing the provisions of the bill. It is only a matter of about two 
or three pages, and I ask that it be inserted in the Recorp. I 
think it will be of assistance to Senators who are interested in 
the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM. 


The commission’s current print of the act to regulate commerce 
as amended, revised to June 1, 1918, contains paragraphs placed in 
section 1, presumably for convenience, which were not enacted as 
amendments to that act and form no part of section 1. These are: 

(1) The first whole paragraph on page 8, which is part of section 38 
of “An act to provide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1917 (39 Stat., 964) ; and 
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(2) The first whole paragraph on page 14, which is the text of “An 
act to define the rights and privileges of the trustees of municipally 
owned interstate railways and ow the act to regulate com- 
merce with reference thereto,” approved February 17, 1917 (39 Stat., 
922). 

The print also contains paragraphs inserted in their present places 
in section 1 which were enacted as additions to that section without 
indication of where they were to be placed. These are: 

(3) The five complete paragraphs on page 9 and the first two para- 
graphs on page 10, constituting the Esch car service act, so called, 
entified “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate com- 
merce,’ as amended in respect of car service, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 29, 1917 (40 Stat., 101) ; and 

(4) The remaining matter on page 10, all on page 11, and the first 
seven lines on page 12, constituting the priority act, so called, tem- 
porary in its nature and entitled “An act to amend the act to regulate 
commerce as amended, and for other purposes,” approved August 10, 
1917 (40 Stat., 272). 

Both of these latter acts provide that section 1 of the act to regulate 
commerce, etc., be further amended ‘‘by adding thereto the follow- 
ing”; and in the absence of other provisions as to place the amend- 
ments thus made might successively be appended to the text of sec- 
tion 1 as it existed at the time of amendment. 

Section 1 of the accompanying text ignores the placing, in fact, made 
in the commission print and proposes amendment of the first three 
paragraphs of the existing section 1 of the act to regulate commerce, 
meaning thereby : 

(a) The paragraph on page 7 and ending with line 5, page 8, of the 
current print. 

(b) The paragraph beginning on line 18, page 8, and ending with 
line 2, page 9, thus omitting that listed above under (1). 

(c) The any aph beginning on line 8 and ending on line 23, page 12, 
thus omitting those listed above under (3) and (4). Section 2 of the 
accompanying text proposes amendment of the paragraphs of the Esch 
ear service act listed above under (3). This text retains the term 
“car service ” used in the existing act, but enlarges its meaning. 

In the attached text carats (/) indicate the omission of matter 
contained in the existing act, and interrupted underlining indicates 
the suggested new matter, except in the case of the proposed section 
20 (a), the substance of which has not been enacted by Congress. The 
text is, in the main, that of the a section 20 (a) in the Rayburn 
bill which passed the House in 1914. 


EQUAL SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask 
that it may be read. I will say that the resolution was reported 
favorably by the Judiciary Committee at the last session, but 
it was not reached on the calendar for consideration. I there- 
fore reintroduce it, and should like to have it read and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 41), proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, was read the first time 
by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That Article V of the Constitution of the United 
States is hereby amended to read as follows, to wit: 


“ARTICLE V. 


“The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it 
necessary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or on the ap- 
plication of the legislatures of two-thirds of the several States shall 
call-a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes as part of this Constitution when 
ratified within six years from the date of their proposal by the legisla- 
tures of three-fourths of the several States, or by conventions in three- 
fourths thereof, or by the electors in three-fourths thereof, as the mode 
of ratification may be proposed by the Congress: Provided, That no 
State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in 
the Senate.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, if the Senate will pardon 
me for a minute, I want to state that the resolution just read 
proposes to change the present constitutional provision in two 
respects only. It fixes a limit of six years within which a 
proposed amendment to the Constitution must be acted upon 
by the States in order to be valid, and it provides that in addi- 
tion to the methods provided by the Constitution at present— 
to wit, the submission to legislatures or to conventions—if Con- 
gress desires to do so, it may submit the amendment to the 
electors of the States themselves. , 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I am a member of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and was a member of the subcommittee which 
considered and favorably reported this proposed constitutional 
amendment during the Sixty-fifth Congress. 

In my judgment, no proposed constitutional amendment could 
be placed before the country which is more vital, and which 
deals with the life of the Republic more directly, than the 
amendment to the Federal Constitution now proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE]. When we reflect 
that there are to-day pending before the States four proposed 
amendments, two of which were proposed in 1789, and that 
many publicists and constitutional lawyers now disagree as to 
how many States are now necessary for their ratification; 
when we reflect that in 1810 another amendment was proposed, 
and is stiil pending, and that the ablest constitutional lawyers 
to-day do not know whether or not that amendment has been 
ratified; when we reflect that the Corwin amendment, sub- 
mitted March 3, 1861, ratified by three States, and left sus- 
pended there, it must appeal, at least to all lawyers, that it is 
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our duty to say that there shall come a time when a particular 
submission by Congress shall no longer be in force and effect, 
and that a submission shall expire unless ratified by the required 
number of States within 10 or 14 or 20 years. 

But, Mr. President, there is even a graver and a more vital 
reform in the proposed constitutional amendment than the time 
limit. Under the present situation 4,000 men pass upon our 
fundamental law, and fix upon the people what shall be the 
policy of this Republic. If we are to democratize the Republic 
and make this a democracy within a Republic, constitutional 
amendments should not be ratified by’ the legislatures, but should 
be ratified by the votes of people at a referendum, to the 
end that the people may know what sort of a government they 
are living under, and what sort of a government it is proposed 
that they shall live under, and to the’ further end that the 
people may directly say whether they desire the amendment. 

I congratulate my friend from Connecticut upon having se- 
cured a favorable report in the last Congress. I hope the 
Judiciary Committee will report it favorably and that it will 
go through this Congress, for it is idle to talk about true 
liberty when we reflect that this Congress, composed of about 
431 men, plus the 3,500 members of the various State legisla- 
tures, can fix upon the people and fix upon the coming genera- 
tions what their fundamental law is. The people are the source 
of power, and their votes should pass directly upon such grave 
matters. 

I repeat, there is no reform more vital, more necessary, more 
prudent, and more constructive than the very amendment which 
has just been introduced. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $4,226.14 for the completion of the construction of a 
bridge across the San Juan River at Shiprock, N. Mex., on the 
Navajo Indian Reservation, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MOSES submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $65,792.53 to be paid to Walston H. Brown, sole surviving 
partner of the firm of Brown, Howard & Co., and $26,400.30 to 
be paid to the Philadelphia & Reading Coal & Iron Co., as found 
due by the Court of Claims, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the third deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to acquire and complete immediately the 
hospital at Broadview, Cook County, Ill., as authorized by the 
act approved March 38, 1919, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the third deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSDELL submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $39,000 for the investigation, improvement, encourage- 
ment, and determination of the adaptability to different soils 
and climatic conditions of pecans, almonds, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $500,000 for the investigation and eradication of the 
European corn borer, intended to be proposed by him to the 
Agricultural appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$75,000 for continuing the eradication of the sweet potato weevil, 
intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultural appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Washington submitted an amendment propos- 
ing that no limitation contained in section 7 of the legislative 
appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1920 shall deprive me- 
chanics, laborers, or workmen employed at the arsenals or navy 
yards of the $240 increase provided therein, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the third deficiency appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) preposing 
an amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suf- 
frage to women, which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 
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COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. McLEAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 53), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resoived, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and to 
administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cest not to exceed 
$1 per printed page, to report such hearing as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be pending before said committee; that the 
committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate; and 
that expenses contracted hereunder shall be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. GRONNA submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 54), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
sixth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
eaths, and to empley a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per 
printed page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate, 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WADSWORTH submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 55), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and 
to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WADSWORTH submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 57), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 

*trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress to employ such counsel and expert assistants as may be necessary ; 
te send for persens, books, and papers; to administer oaths; and to 
employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, 
te report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any 
subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
Senate. 

PROTECTION OF MIGRATORY BIRDS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD (for Mr. BANKHEAD) submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution (S. Res. 56), which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game: 
Whereas under the terms of the convention between the United States 

and Great Britain for the protection of migratory birds between the 

United States and Canada proclaimed December 8, 1916, the migratory 

bird treaty act approved July 3, 1918, and the migratory bird treaty 

act regulations effective July 31, 1918, the migratory wild-bird life 
is adequately protected in the United States and Canada; and 
Whereas great numbers and many species of the migratory birds pro- 
tected in the course of their annual migration pass through and from 
the United States and temporarily sojourn in the countries of Mexico, 

Central and South America, where no semblance of protection is 

afforded them: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
requested to propose conventions or treaties with the Republics of 

exico and of Central and South America for the protection of birds 
that in the course of their annual migration pass through or from the 
(United States and temporarily sojourn in the countries of Mexico, Cen- 
tral and Seuth America. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, on the 5th of Feb- 
ruary, 1919, I made some remarks in the Senate critcizing the 
inefliciency of the War Department in the work of supplying 
munitions of war, and so forth, for the proper equipment of our 
Army. 

Maj. Gen. Henry G. Sharpe, formerly Quartermaster General 
of the Army, has written me that he thinks certain of my state- 
ments reflected unjustly upon himself in his conduct of the 
Quartermaster General’s Department, and he has urged that his 
views might appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

To this end I request that three letters from Gen. Sharpe to 
myself, dated, respectively, February 26, 1919, May 13, 1919, 
and May 19, 1919, may be inserted in the Recorpb, as suggested 
by him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS SOUTHEASTERN DEPARTMENT, 
Charleston, 8. C., February 26, 1919. 

My Dear SENATOR FRELINGHUYSEN : I received your letter of the 21st 
instant and have deferred replying until the receipt of the official copy of 
your speech, which was received to-day. 

In your letter you ask me to “ point out directly wherein I have in 
any way criticized you, unless you consider that the statement of facts 
in the speech is a criticism.” 
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Page 5 of your.speeh gives the paragraphs which prompted my letter 


to you: 

“The preliminary investigations made by the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs in December, 1917, demonstrated unmistakably that 
three chiefs of bureaus had each failed as an effective administrator of 
his bureau.” 

I maintain, and a perusal of the testimony will substantiate the claim, 
that the evidence does not justify that assertion, so far as the Quarter- 
mater’s Department is concerned, but will show that I obeyed my orders. 

2. That the investigation was not conducted on lines to ascertain 
if the chief of that department had been assisted or hampered in his 
efforts to organize the department; and if hampered in his efforts to 
effectively organize, a bureau chief could not justly be blamed for 
failure. Furthermore, the office of the Quartermaster General was care- 
fully organized after consultation with one of the best firms of efficiency 
experts in New York which makes a specialty of such work, and was, 
after consultation with those experts, arranged to efficiently handle the 
work devolved upon it by law and to meet the requirements of the law 
then in force. he many changes made in the organization were all 
based upon the authority now known as the Overman law, but it must 
be remembered that that law was not in effect at the time of the in- 
vestigation. The office had, however, a complete plan for expanding 
under the existing law to transact the greatly increased business conse- 
quent to entry upon war, and this plan was put into operation prior to 
the declaration of war, and was said to be the best, most practical, and 
comprehensive of any that had been suggested. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs was not informed of this, as matters relating to the 
clerical force was assigned to another committee, but it is important in 
connection with your statement concerning administration. 

Continuing, you stated: ‘ Yet all of these were advanced to the grade 
of major general for the emergency.” 

That is not a correct statement. The facts are that I was appointed 
Quartermaster Genetal, with the rank of major general, on September 
12, 1916, and on October 6, 1917, the other bureau chiefs were, by act 
of Congress, given the rank of major general, the rank to be a perma- 
nent one for the chief of each corps while holding the office, not merely 
for the emergency. 

Continuing, you added: “ Two of them being subsequently given per- 
—— rank as major general of the line, reaping a high reward, and 
‘or what? 

I was not consulted and knew nothing of the intention to appoint me 
a major general of the line of the Army until I received notification 
from the War Department that the President. had nominated me as 
such and asking if I accepted the appointment. 

I have never asked for promotion nor permitted anyone to use influ- 
ence to obtain my advancement, for I would be unwilling to hold office 
if under obligations to anyone for same. These statements can be sub- 
stantiated by all who know me. 

In my letter to you of February 13 I wrote: ‘The President in a 
personal autograph letter to me stated that it gave him a great deal 
of pleasure to show his confidence in me by conferring the promotion 
which I had earned.” 

Special legislation was secured from Congress to enable the appoint- 
ment to be made, and those urging the legislation, and who were 
familiar with the facts, would not have sought or secured the same if 
they agreed with your statement as to the demonstrations made by the 
preliminary investigations conducted by the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

It is my recollection that you and nearly every other member of 
the committee who attended the hearings stated to me of your own 
initiative that you were “not after me, but after the Council ‘of 
National Defense,’ and you may recall that I stated then, and also 
in my testimony, that I thought, under the circumstances, the council 
had done well. 

Then you add, “ These officers had seen long service, with honorable 
careers; further investigation may absolve them from blame,” which 
appears to indicate that you are doubtful that your facts are correctly 
established. 

Was any evidence of failure of effective administration shown in the 
investigation in matters relating to pay, transportation, construction 
of training camps and cantonments (for you must remember that at 
that time the Cantonment Division was a part of the Quartermaster 
General’s office, and he had to submit and explain the estimates) ; the 
supply of animals, harness, wagons (to procure the necessary wood, to 
build which it was necessary to have a force of men to cut the trees 
and to have the wood seasoned in kilns built specially for the purpose) ; 
the supply of automobiles and motor trucks, the latter subject involv- 
ing the development of the Standard truck, which all qualified to 
speak of have declared to be one of the important achievements of the 
war; and attention is invited to the fact that the present organization 
of the Motor Transport Corps follows practically the lines which effort 
was made to accomplish, and is now administered by the very officers 
who were charged with those duties while in the Quartermaster Corps; 
the establishment of the Quartermaster’s Training School at Jackson- 
ville, which provided the officers and personnel to be sent abroad 
(several thousand officers and over 70,000 men passed through that 
school) ; the organization of the Remount Service, together. with the 
establishment of (at that time) 22 remount depots; the organization of 
the ice-plant companies erected abroad ; the Graves Registration Service 
units for abroad; the mechanical shop truck units; the immense Quar- 
termaster’s mechanical repair shops, which made possible the work of 
salvage and reclamation of the enormous amount of matériel in France 
(there are three of these shops in this country—at Baltimore, Atlanta, 
and San Antonio; a visit to one would show the immense plant in- 
stalled) ; the stevedore regiments; the labor companies; the motor- 
truck companies; the motor-car companies; the wagon companies ; 
the pack-train companies; the motor supply companies; the supply 
companies; over 100 bakery companies, with their personnel and com- 

lete equipment, which companies preduced the bread so weil received 
pn France; the establishment of 27 schools for bakers and cooks, which 
provided the bakers needed in this country and in France, Russia, and 
Italy, as well as the mess sergeants and trained cooks for the new 
organizations created in the National Army and made it possible to 
handle the drafts, subsequent to the first, by using the personnel then 
in the service ; and the arrangements for providing cooks and supplying 
hot meals to the first draft upon reporting at the cantonments ? 

The foregoing organizations and activities were hardly touched upon 
in the preliminary investigation, but reports from those who have been 
abroad show that they were in successful operation over there, and the 
records of the War Department will show that the foundations for them 
were laid here in this country, and it is a fact that many of these 
foundations were planned in the office of the Quartermaster General, 
based upon study of the war in France, many months before eur country 
declared war; and a further fact that all the foundations referred to 
were constructed within six months after we entered the war, founda- 
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tions upon which all the building has been erected, and that the officers 
of the Quartermaster Department are entitled to the credit of preparing 
those foundations, 

More faithful, loyal, devoted, and unselfish service, rendered under 
trying conditions, can not be found. It is for these officers I appeal to 
your sense of fairness and justice, for I am convinced that after reading 
the above you will realize that you did not state the facts concerning 
the matters I have referred to. 

Yours, very truly, 
Henry G. SHaRP®, 
Major General, United States Army, 
Formerly Quartermaster General. 
Senator Josern 8S, FReLINGHUYSEN, 
* Washington, D. 0. 


HeADQUARTERS SOUTHEASTERN DEPARTMENT, 
Charleston, 8. C., May 13, 1919. 
My Dear Senator: Referring te your letter of March 5,.in which 
you acknowledge receipt of my letter of February 26, and also to the 
statement that you made to me when I met you here in Charleston, I 
feel quite sure that you have no intention of being unfair, and therefore 
I am inclosing another copy of my letter and asking if you will not be 
good enough to have the same inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
so that my reply to you can be given somewhat the same publicity that 
your speech was given, although, of course, the same publicity can not 
be given it as your speech, because that was printed and distributed as 
a public document. 
further, may I ask that you kindly send me a copy of the Recorp in 
which you make the publication? I am troubling you in this manner 
because I am not furnished a copy of the Recorp, 
Yours, sincerely, 
Henry G. SHARPE. 


Senator Joserir 8S. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


HIBADQUARTERS SOUTITEASTERN DEPARTMENT, 
Charleston, 8. C., May 19, 1929. 


My Dear Senator: Replying to yours of May 16, I assume, of course, 
that you intend to be fair and not deny any opportunity to present a 
statement setting forth the facts from the opposite side the views which 
you have expressed. . 

I am only asking that you, therefore, will request permission to 
publish my reply to you in the Recorp. I know that such course has 
always been adopted in the Senate, and I am asking new only that you 
request authority to publish. I would say frankly that if later on you 
see that you would like to correct your statements that that can be 
done later, and would be deeply appreciated by me. I am only asking 
that you publish my letter to you. 

Yours, sincerely, 
Henry G. SHARPR. 

Senator Joseru S. FRELINGHUYSEN, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF IRELAND AT PARIS. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is a resolution on the 
table I offered, coming over from Thursday last. I ask that 
Senate resolution 48, urging an American peace commission to 
secure a hearing for the representatives of the Irish republic 
be taken from the table and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that action will 
be taken. 


HOUSE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


H. R. 3478. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1919, 
and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes, was read twiee 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

H. J. Res. 67. Joint resolution tendering the thanks of Con- 
gress to those who served, or gave others to the service of, the 
country in the Great War was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS: 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning 
business 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, was the Presi- 
dent of the Senate abeut to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, the resolution that has beem debated? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Chair understands that the 
unfinished business is the resolution of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. That comes down at 2 o’clocek. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then, ih pursuance of the 
notice that was given at the last session of the Senate, I should 
like to present some remarks on the league of nations. 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not think there is anything on the cal- 
endar to proceed with under Rule VIII, consequently it would 
seem to me desirable to take up the unfinished business. I un- 
derstand from my conversation with the Senator from California 
that he will not press his resolution to a vote to-day, but will 
consent to have it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes; but I do not want it to 
lose its place on the calendar; and I ask, therefore, in accord- 
ance with what has been suggested by the Senator from Virginia, 
that by unanimous consent it be laid before the Senate now, and 
then-—— 

Mr. SWANSON. It muy go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It may go over until to-morrow. 
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Mr. SWANSON. Without losing its place. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. But remaining the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. SWANSON. There is no objection to that course. It 
may remain the unfinished business until disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair wishes the Committee 
on Rules would get rid of the order for Calendar Monday or 
provide for its enforcement, or do something with it. The Chair 
does not know what to do about it. 

Mr. SWANSON. I think the Senator from California sub- 
mitted a request for unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness be now laid before the Senate, and that it retain its place 
as the unfinished business, but that it be not disposed of to-day, 
going over until to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is correct, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid before 
the Senate. Is there any objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the Chair lays the unfinished business before the Senate. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 12, submitted by Mr. 
Jouwnson of California on May 20, 1919, as follows: 

Whereas the peace treaty _has been completed and has been delivered to 
the representatives of Germany; and 
Whereas a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the 

United States, and our people are entitled te know its full contents, 

and to waat, if any, engugements they may have been committed ; and 
Whereas it is reported in the press that the entire treaty has been 


cabled to the State Department and is now in the possession of the 
State Department : Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
forthwith to transmit to the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace 
completed at the Paris conference and delivered to the representatives 
ef Germany. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I am con- 
strained to. ask, in the first instance, the courtesy of my col- 
leagues that I may not be interrupted during the course of the 
remarks that I shall address to the league of nations, because I 
wish, if I can, to maintain their continuity; and because, toe, 
with interruptions my remarks might reach interminable length. 

I have been unable te discuss within any reasonable limits 
all of the questions that are presented by this league. I have 
been unable in what I shall present to-day to take up such 
important propositions. as the amendment relating to with- 
drawal, which constitutes no amendment at all, er the systen 
relating to mandatories or various other provisions of this 
document; and I have been unable, too, to present at all the 
interrelated matters of the league and the treaty. I have at- 
tempted to discuss the outstanding, plain propositions which 
seem to me to present a case upon which any of us who are 
opposed to this document may with absolute confidence go te 
our people and go to all of the people of the United States; 
and in speaking upon this instrument I want te insist that ne 
man who is a Member of this body, upon whom in the final 
analysis rests the obligation to decide the future destiny of his 
country, shall be deterred from speaking in frank and in open 
fashion by any fear of personal consequences or political ex- 
pediency, by any threat from any person, no matter who that 
person may be; but that Senaters ef the United States, con- 
scious that upen them rests this great and this solemn duty, 
shall speak in absolute fearlessness and with the utmost frank- 
ness and characterize the acts and the facts that are pertinent te 
the issue just exactly as their judgments and their consciences 
may require. This is a time for plain speaking. The man whe 
blinks the facts now does a distinet disservice to his country. 

Mr. President, the covenant of the league of nations transcends 
in importance perhaps any document which has ever been pre- 
sented to this country. It not only violently wrenches the Nation 
from its traditional policy, deals with its economic resources, em- 
barks it upon a precarious and 2 perilous departure, but comman- 
deers, apparently, for all time its blood and its bene. For every 
sentence of such a momentous decument there should be sound 
reason, and for every clause, rational and logical explanation 
and demonstration. Indeed, the President himself, after the 
completion in seerecy of the doeument, cabled in triumph its 
adoption with the statement that there was “ good and sufficient 
reason for every portion of it.” And yet to this day neither 
the President has shown us reasons for a single article or clause, 
nor has any one of the Americans presumably interested in its 
composition disclosed to the American people anything at all in 
respect to this document. We are eempelled, therefore, from 
the words of the instrument itself, often ambiguous and obscure, 
to determine what this document, born in seerecy, denied expe- 
sition, and presented to us with a eynical indifference to our 
right of knowledge, may mean, and what some of its particular 
provisions pertend to the Republic. 

The circumstances surrounding its creation are anything but 
reassuring. It was to be the apotheosis of idealism; it was to 
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represent the triumph of right, the overpowering direction of 
the conscience of mankind; it was to sound the knell for all 
time of selfish national ambition and aggression, of the tyranny 
of the strong over the weak; it was to realize the hopes, and the 
aspirations, and the prayers of peoples; it would throttle forever 
the cunning, greed, and avarice of diplomacy, and curb the 
grasping selfishness of power. The phrases in which its virtues 
were sung were almost as high-sounding and alluring and en- 
ticing as the phrases of a century ago, in which the world was 
to enter upon a new era under the Quadruple and the Holy 
Alliance. And long before we saw a line of this secret docu- 
ment a tremendous propaganda, financed with hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, obtained from clubs and organizations enthusi- 
astic indorsements. Our people were taught to chant “ promote 
peace and prevent war.” The formula “promote peace and 
prevent war” swept over all the land, and its necessary corol- 
lary, before there was any league of nations at all, was the in- 
dorsement of the fantastic thing which feared the light in its 
creation and has denied to those most affected by it the slightest 
knowledge of the circumstances, events, and details of its com- 
position. I received, just as other Senators did, innumerable 
resolutions before any one of us had the slightest conception of 
what the league of nations was, and, the resolutions, in like 
tenor, have continued from that time to the present. Before 
._publication of it various trainloads of distinguished gentlemen 
were going about the country holding meetings and conventions 
in different localities advocating an undisclosed document deal- 
ing with the future of the Republic. 

Of course, when the document ultimately was given publicity, 
those who had in advance so hysterically and enthusiastically 
embraced it continued their advocacy. And while most of them 
erudgingly admitted what the President denied, that it required 
amendment, nevertheless, whether it had been amended or not, 
whether the most treasured policies of the Republic had been 
touched or destroyed, would not have altered the hectic hysteria 
of the league of nations men. That they have created a tre- 
mendous sentiment in this country by the repetition of their 
formula, “ Promote peace and prevent war,” is perhaps so, 
They rush upon the platform and demand of their auditors, 
“Don’t you want to prevent war?” and there is immediate 
unanimity in the response, “ Of course we want to prevent war.” 
Thereupon the advocates say, “Inasmuch as you are against 
war and desire to prevent it, you must favor the league of na- 
tions.” And the ordinary man, accepting the statement, sub- 
scribes to the resolutions to “ promote peace and prevent war.” 
There is another group, too, among them some very excellent 
peeple, who have hysterically embraced this document. They 
are those who conscientiously abhor war and are in general 
opposed to it. They found themselves during the last two years 
suppressed and repressed by espionage bills and by the mass 
consciousness aroused in the Nation in favor of the war. To 
voice their sentiments then meant jail, and they were compelled 
either by a regard for the wishes of their fellows or by personal 
fear to suppress expression of what had been their lifelong 
thought. With the league of nations and its formula, “ Promote 
peace and prevent war,” these people found once more the possi- 
bility of expression, and the two years of suppression under the 
law but made them perhaps more earnest and more vociferous in 
their newly acquired right to speak upon one subject. There are 
many other circumstances which contributed to the first hys- 
teria and perhaps to the present sentiment in favor of this 
league. The awful tragedy of the world, the sorrow, the grief, 
and the anguish of those whose dear ones had made the su- 
preme sacrifice, the fearful waste and welter, of necessity 
turned the thoughts of all men and of all women to a preven- 
tion of another werld tragedy and cataclysm. Those of us who 
have spent a part of our lives in humanitarian endeavor were 
resolved after the experience of this great conflict to take, as 
far as human agency could, some forward step to preclude an- 
other. To all of these people—and I number myself among 
them—the idea of a league or confederation or union of the 
nations of the earth in behalf of the right, for the protection of 
the weak against the strong, to preclude the successful culmina- 
tion of national cunning and cupidity, and to prevent future 
conflicts of God's creatures possessed a charm and an allure- 
ment, a hope and an inspiration, which we would have gone far 
to realize and consummate. The various phases of our disillu- 
sionment I will not dwell upon. Each milestone of the peace 
conference successively marks them. The beautiful phrases of 
altruism and idealism are found, as often has been the case in 
the last few years, but mere words. They were never trans- 
lated into deeds. And, ultimately, with the presentation of the 
covenant came the shattering of all our fond hopes. 

Of all the singular and astonishing intellectual distortions in- 
duced by the advocacy of the league of nations, not the least re- 


markable is the reproach to patriotism and the denunciation of 
those who think first of our Republic. It is rare, indeed, that 
any speech is made in favor of the league which does not bit- 
terly condemn Americans who think of their own country first. 
We who would protect and preserve our own Nation, who 
loyally and patriotically would hesitate to involve its sons and 
its future generations in perpetual and continuous warfare, are 
designated as “ little,” “ selfish,” and “ provincial” Americans— 
even men without international human sympathy and bereft of 
world vision. For the first time in our history the jealous guard- 
ing of our own, the love of our traditiofs and our institutions, 
the passion for our land and our liberty, have become grievous 
sins. We are told that our past affords no precedents; that 
our history contains no lessons; that all of those who have passed 
before, whose names we revere, spoke but empty words, and 
that their counsels give no guide. This strange, psychological 
phenomenon, apparently accompanying war, is an unnatural dis- 
tortion of human intelligence which time alone will heal. May 
it be cured before the injury it threatens is done to the Nation. 

There is yet another contributing cause to the present hysteria. 
We have learned in the last two years a new thing in our 
national life—national propaganda. We have been picking our 
pockets to poison our minds. Millions upon millions of dollars 
we have spent from the Public Treasury, and from taxation 
wrung from an overburdened people, to publish, not only in 
America but throughout the world, panegyrics upon those in 
power. The propaganda has been devoted, not as you would 
imagine it would be devoted in a country boasting of its democ- 
racy, for dissemination of the truth, but the propaganda, paid 
for by the people themselves, has been devoted to deceiving the 
people and to glorifying those who by a people's grace have 
been raised to high position. The heavy hand of a war-time 
Government has been held upon the press until in the East the 
liberty of the press has passed into history; upon the people 
themselves the clutch has been maintained so that only that 
which. the administration desired spoken should be expressed. 
National propaganda, for the first time in our history suppress- 
ing current events, has manufactured public opinion, and that 
opinion has been made but the echo of what the national propa- 
ganda has decreed. This deadening and perverting mind process 
has had its evil effects and has been one of the powerful agencies 
for preventing people from knowing the facts or the possibilities 
of the league of nations. ‘ 

I wish that I could adequately picture the situation at Paris 
in the peace conference. The great British Empire is there rep- 
resented not alone by the ablest and most brilliant officials of 
the home Government but by the most astute and talented states- 
men of England, all for Britain, and all with an eye single to 
Britain’s power and greatness. For France, her grand old 
premier and her most famous citizens stand there ever alive to 
France's interest, demanding France’s rights, and fighting for 
France’s aggrandizement. Italy, from her various parties, has 
sent her best, skilled and learned in statecraft, Italians all, for 
Italy and Italy’s future. Japan’s cunning and illustrious sons 
fight Japan’s battles for Japan’s expansion and Japan’s increase 
in territory and wealth. Every small nation on earth and 
every one that hopes to be a small nation have sent of their very 
best and very highest, each intent upon his own nation, its 
progress and its happiness, its future and its prosperity. There 
is just one nation unrepresented, perhaps included in a nebulous 
vision of internationalism, but not otherwise, and that is the 
United States of America. The position originally assumed by 
our country of idealism and altruism struck a responsive chord 
in the generous hearts of Americans, but, unfortunately, we have 
seen our idealism abandoned, our altruism forgotten. We have 
observed with astonishment and indignation our country inex- 
tricably bound in the sordid, cunning, secret, and crafty designs 
of European and Asiatic_governments. We would wish, if we 
could not stem the tide of greed and avarice, selfishness and sor- 
didness, and stop the secret plotting and plunder, at least, to be 
no part of it; to be ourselves again, with our ideals, untarnished, 
to be just Americans, 

We fought a righteous war and won. With our might and our 
treasure we determined to destroy a ruthless militarism, and 
it is done. In the peace we would make it impossible for this 
monster ever again to threaten the world. 

The victory for the United States means neither territory nor 
reparations. It should mean the triumph of our loud-trumpeted 
ideals for civilization, for the rights of small nations, for self- 
determination, for democracy. It means for England, France, 
Italy, and Japan huge territories, vast numbers of people, im- 
mense national gain. The burden must be borne of protecting 
and safeguarding these enormous allied gains. The question is, 
and the league of nations squarely presents it, Who shall bear 
the burden? Shall the burden rest upon the gainers, those who 
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made « meek of self-determination, of the rights of weak people, 
of al! our high-sounding idealism, er shall the burden, at the 
comiuind of one who was party to the mockery, be thrust upon 
the only nonprofiting Nation, the United States? The sole rea- 
son, whispered in fear or ominously hissed to create fear in the 
rest of us, why the United States should become the world’s 
guaranter and underwrite the rape of China and the partition 
of hundreds of thousands of square miles of territory and the 


. transfer of millions of human beings to Engtand, Franee, Italy, 


and Japan, is that by doing so the possibility of future wars 
will be minimized, and there may be a greater sense of security 
in the possession by England, Franee, Italy, and Japan of 
their newly acquired peoples and territories. 

But this argument in its last analysis means that United 
States power and treasure and blood will do for England, France, 
Italy, end Japan what otherwise they would be compelled to do 
for themselves. It means not the end of discontent or the cessa- 
tion of war, for peoples held in cruel subjection like the Koreans 
or Chinese will ever be striving for their liberty and the self- 
determination for which we talked so much and did so little. It 
means that the great democracy of the world—our country— 
must not only continue a party to ‘the denial of these people’s 
rights whenever they are asserted, but te our diplomatic denial 
we will add denial economically and by force of arms, too. 

On the lith day of November, America, as no nation on earth 
ever hid been before, was respected, revered, and- beloved. Affer 
six months of meddling and muddling in European and Asiatic 
controversies nud contests over territory, the end of the peace 
conference finds Ttaly detesting us, France secretly despising us; 
England using us, and Japan bluffing us. They are all willing 
and anxious that we should have our league of nations, and 
willing and anxious because of the same spirit which has ruled 
them in the peace conference. The one going solvent concern 
nationally is abeut to enter into partnership with certain 
national bankrupts. We give of our assets, both moral and ma- 
terial, and assume a part of their liabilities. We de not need 
them as partners. They require us. They yield to ws nothing; 
they can yield to us nothing. We give to them everything. We 
can protect our berders for centuries to come, just as we have 
in the century past. The Lord has given us our geographical ise- 
lation, and the Lord has denied just that thing to the different 
races of Europe. And, while our internationalists in bebalf of 
the league of nations prate of the fact that we can not remain 
longer isolated, they forget that the geography of the situation 
remains immutable, Isolation otherwise, except to refrain from 
European entanglements or to indulge in European controver- 
sies and wars, has never existed, and, of course, never will exist. 
But when distinguished gentlemen say that we can no longer 
remain in a position of splendid isolation and play our own part 
in the world, they forget all the events of the past century. We 
are in constant touch with all the world. We can, whenever we 
think it in consonance with humanity, go wherever we will and 
do whntever duty demands. Our position has been, and ought 
to be, the commending one in all the world. And it is uwmneces- 
sary, in order that we preserve this position and maintain our- 
selves, in order that we may succor the weak or reseue human- 
ity, to tie ourselves irrevoeably to the bankrupt nations of the 
earth or to enter into a confederation for the protection of their 
boundaries and the preservation of their territories. 

We have been told by the President that we must now by this 
league of nations make the supreme sacrifice and throw in our 
fortunes with the rest of the world. Why? The very query 
evokes from league enthusiasts immediate and angry retort, 
and, while they will not enlighten us, they hint darkly at our 
motives and deny even our good faith. Oceasionally we hear 
that we bave at last entered upon a world career, that we have 
become a part of world politics, and that we ean not now either 
withdraw from the course into whieh the war drew us or desert 
the world which so needs us. In the language of a famous 
editor of the West, “All of this is partiy true,” but it by no 
means establishes that we must surrender our cherished posi- 
tion or our loved ideals by becoming a party to the sordid quar- 
rels und the diplomatic duplicity of Europe and Asia. The 
United States will play her proud part in the world in the future 
as she has done in the past—a part prouder because based upon 
American principles and American ideals. It did not require 
secret treaties and stealthy bartering of unwifling peoples to 
make our Nation play her part in the war; it dees net require 
the guaranty of seeret treaties and bargaining and bartering 
of unwilling peoples to have the Nation play its world part after 
the war. Throwing in our fortune with the fortunes of the 
rest of the world means, with our altruistic brethren, throwing 
our fortunes to the rest of the world, that the rest of the worte 
may do with our donation as it sees fit. Gladly will we do 
what duty commands and humanity and elvilization may re- 
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quire, but that duty can be better done, our obligations to hu- 
manity and civilization better fulfilled, in the high position of 
the world’s greatest democracy than in the subordinate position 
of the least consequential of «a quintuple alliance, or as one of 
many bound irrevoeably to the guaranty of the many’s power 
and territories. 

TITE UNAMERICAN ARTICLE 10 OF THE COVENANT. 

Organizations to prevent war are as old as civilization. I 
wish that every American would fake the time to read the 
history of the muny attempts which have been made, but one of 
which in reality reached a riper stage than mere negotiation. 
I will not, therefore, deal with the earlier attempts to prevent 
by unity of action futyre wars, but, because this present covenant 
bears such a sinister resemblance to the one definite project 
succeeding the Napoleonic world wars, I turn at once to the 
Quadruple and the Hoty Alliance. The world in 1814-15 was 
quite as weary of war as the world to-day. There were then 
some altruistic and idealistic statesmen, possibly, just as, possi- 
bly, there are some to-day. And there were very, very many 
statesmen who saw alone the aggerandizement of their own 
nations, just as to-day there are very, very many such states- 
men. It was May 30, 1814, that the treaty of Paris was signed 
and the boundaries of the various nations settled. It was then 
“the big four ”’—Russia, Prussia, Austria, and England—who 
remade the map of Europe, just as now it is another “ big four” 
engaged in that task. ; 

The original treaty of Paris was incomplete, so the congress 
of Vienna was called, where it was hoped that international 
authority might be established by which questions perilous to 
the world’s peace could be decided. The time was quite as 
propitious as the present. On November 20. 1815, “the big 
four” completed their Quadruple Alliance. By article 6 of this 
alliance it was provided that in order “to consolidate the inti- 
mate relations which unite the four sovereigns for the world’s 
happiness” it was necessary to hold periodic meetings either of 
monarchs or of ministers to concert measures “ for the repose 
and prosperity of the peoples.” The feur great powers then 
were to constitute an international court for the settlement of 
wit questions which threatened the existing order as fixed by the 
treaties concluded at Vienna and Paris. On September 28, 
1815, Alexander I, the Czar ef Russia, who was as prolific in 
idenlistic speeches and nebulous altruistic generalities as some 
of our modern statesmen, proclaimed the Holy Allianee, and 
asked the other powers to joim. Nearly every State in Europe 
became a member of this Holy Alliance. Great Britain in- 
dorsed it by «a letter from the regent. The Holy Alliance 
agreed— 

Te take for their sele guide the precepts of that holy religion, namely, 
the precepts of justice, Christian charity, and peace, as being the only 
means of consolidatigg human institutions and remedying their im- 
perfections. The monarchs engage to regard themselves toward their 
subjects and armies as fathers of families, and to lead them in the same 
spirit of fraternity with which they are animated and protect general 
peace and justice. 

The sete principle of force, it was agreed, should be that of 
doing each other reciprocal service. Indeed, the language of the 
Holy Alliance, and even of the proclamations and the speeches 
preceding it, are quite as ethereal and celestial as the language 
which has been applied to the league of nations. At Aix-la- 
Chapelte, November 15, 1818, the “ big five’’—France having 
now been admitted—agreed that— 


Neither in their mutual relations ner in these which bind them te 
their interests ever to depart from the principle of intimate union 
which has hitherto presided over all their common relations and in- 
terest—2 union rendered more strong and indisseluble by the bord of 
Christian fraternity which the severeigns have formed among them- 
selves. And that this union, which is the more real and durable, in- 
asmuch as it depends on no separate interest or temporary combination, 
can only have for its object the maintenance of general peace founded 
on « religious respect for engagements ecntained in the treaties and 
for the whole of the rights resulting therefrom. 

The protocol provided as well for particular meetings of the 
sovereigns themselves, or their ministers or plenipetentiaries, 
to trent of their own interests and the interests of other States 
of Europe. Observe now our league of nations. Its preamble 
is— 

In order to promote international cooperation and to achieve inter- 
national peace and security by the acceptance of obligations net to 
resort to war— 


And so forth— 


and by the maintenance of fustice and a scrupulous respect for all 
treaty obligations in the dealing of erganized peoples with one 
another. 

A preamble of like character with that of the Quadruple 
Allianee, net as lofty in purpose er of such broad Christianity as 
the Holy Allianee, but with the same underlying principle in 
reference to existing treaties. 
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revolution was ended in Italy and freedom for the moment died. 
In 1822 Ferdinand VII of Spain, the most worthless of rulers, 
was expelled by his people, who adopted a constitution and en- 
deavored to have a government founded upon liberty. The great 
powers under the formula and definition of Metternich sent a 
hundred thousand French troops into Spain, who whipped the 
ill-disciplined people and restored the dissolute monarch. And 
all this was done under a clause not a tithe as strong as that 
under which we are asked to bind ourselves in the league of 
nations. 

After the powers had restored absolutism in Spain and again 
set up worthless Ferdinand upon the throne, they deemed it 
advisable to restore to Spain her American colonies, which had 
successfully revolted. England protested strongly against this 
course, but under the league of nations, as it then existed to 
preserve existing treaties, the great powers made ready to give 
back to Spain by force of arms the American colonies of Spain, 
which had revolted and become free. And then they were 
stopped, and stopped forever by an American message, the Mon- 
roe doctrine. It was America, an American President, who 
ended for all time the infamous Metternich doctrine, which had 
grown out of the nineteenth century league of nations designed 
to “ promote peace and prevent war,” and to guarantee existing 
treaties. Now, to-day this American doctrine having played its 
important role is delivered into the custody of the sanmre sinister 
spirit which it exorcised from the world a century ago. 

In the construction of article 10 it will require neither astute 
lawyer nor cunning diplomat to apply external aggression to 
any form of internal revolution, which it was feared might 
be communicated to neighboring States. It was exactly upon 
this theory that internal revolution was held by Metternich and 
his associates to be within the jurisdiction of the Quadruple 
Alliance of a century ago under its obligation to preserve 
treaties. At the conference of Troppeau, in 1820, the assembled 
powers solemnly declared: 

The powers have exercised an incontestable right in commonly con- 
certing measures of safety against the States in which an overturn of 
the government effected by revolt can only be considered as a dangerous 
example which must have for a result an attitude hostile against all 
constitutions and legitimate governments, The exercise of this right of 
necessity becomes stil] more urgent when those in that situation sought 
to communicate to neighboring States the evil in which they themselves 
were plunged and to propagate revolt and confusion among them, 
There is in this attitude and this conduct an evident rupture of the 
pact which guarantees to all the governments of Europe besides the in- 
violability of their territory the enjoyment of peaceful relations which 
exclude all reciprocal encroachment on their rights. 

How often of late have we heard language conveying the 
same thought from those who are advocating the league of 
rations. If any people with a perfect case for freedom should 
rebel, the advocates of the league of nations would enthusiasti- 
eally rush in, because this is exactly the design of the league of 
nations. To-morrow it may be Ireland, aided in small part from 
the outside, demanding that of which we have made a mock- 
ery—self-determination. Under our guaranty we must prevent 
it. And parenthetically, Mr. President, I may remark that 
Ireland, it seems to me, is in the position of a litigant with 
a perfect case who can get no hearing. In a year hence 
stricken and cruelly despoiled Korea, or possibly even passive, 
humble, robbed, and weak China. And, whether it woul! be 
the one or the other subject peoples rebelling, the purpose of the 
league of nations, under article 10, is to use the great wealth, 
power, and blood of the great democracy of the carth to retain 
revolting peoples, without regard to the righteousness of their 
cause, Within the governments and the powers from: which they 
would be free. I wish that- there were time to insert in full 
the various pronunciamentos of the allies in the last century, 
when, under the pretense of preserving peace with the sword, 
they destroyed freedom. If their various proclamations were 
recited to-day, and no indication given of the time of their 
issuance and the specific matters to which they relate, they 
would readily be ascribed to modern utterances of the advocates 
of the league of nations, and would be taken as a part of the dis- 
cussions at Paris. At Laibach, in 1821, the proclamation of the 
allied monarchs said of themselves: 

In the future, as in the past, they will always have the purpose of 

preserving the independence and rights of each State as they are recog- 
nized and defined by existing treaties. 
“It was under this clause that the incipient revolutions in 
Italy against discredited and disreputable monarchs, all inter- 
nal and domestic in character, were cruelly destroyed by the 
force of the great powers. 

In the light of historical precedent and with the solemn de- 
termination faithfully to observe every international obligation 
Wwe may assume, read and analyze this remarkable document. 
It goes far beyond that which the world, with the exception of 
one power, in the last century construed as requiring the guar- 


There was no such provision in any of the engagements of the 
European countries in the Quadruple or Holy Alliance, or in 
the subsequent congresses, at Troppau, 1820; Laibach, 1821; 
or Verona, 1822, as that specifically set forth in article 10 of the 
present covenant. And, inasmuch as article 10 is perhaps the 
most astonishing thing ever attempted to be fastened upon a 
world, and certainly the most outrageous ever attempted upon 
America, I quote it: 

Art. 10. Territorial integrity: The members of the league under- 
take to respect and preserve as against external aggression the terr!i- 
torial integrity and existing political independence of all members of 
the league. In case of any such aggression, or in case of any threat 
er danger of such aggression, the council shall advise upon the means 
by which this obligation shall be fulfilled. 

A century ago we had the Quadruple Alliance, and subse- 
quently one made with France in addition, for the maintenance 
of existing treaties and the preservation of the peace of the 
world. To-day we have a league composed substantially of five 
nations pledged to the maintenance of existing treaties, and in 
addition pledged to the preservation as against external aggres- 
sion of the territorial integrity and existing political independ- 
ence of its members. The league of nations comes to us after 
its principal members have been gorged with territory, with 
their boundaries and their limits increased beyond the wildest 
dreams, and with other immense tracts of the world’s surface 
yet to be distributed among them. After these extraordinary 
accessions of territory, when each of the four nations possesses 
lands far greater than ever before, the one going solvent national 
concern on earth undertakes by article 10 to guarantee forever 
these extraordinary territorial limits. It is answered by the ad- 
vocates of the league that we guarantee these boundaries only 
against external aggression. But this was the very question 
that arose in the Quadruple Alliance a century ago. Castle- 
reagh, England’s representative, then recognized the possibilities 
of the future, and as the historian, Philips, remarks— 

It was but a short step from interfering with the external relations of 
a State to interfering with those of its internal relations which might 
be supposed to exercise an external effect ; and from the first the British 
Government had realized the danger to national liberties involved in 
any such claim. 

Great Britain’s attitude then was justified by subsequent 
events. It seems unspeakable that America, with the story 
before it of what was undertaken a century ago, under a provi- 
sion merely guaranteeing treaties, should now enter into engage- 
ments by which she puts her mighty power in the hands of 
foreign diplomats whose spirit has not changed by the passing 
of a century for the maintenance for all time of their territories. 
It is obvious why the British statesmanship just subsequent to 
the Napoleonic wars and the British statesmanship of to-day are 
quite at variance. To-day, with the tremendous accessions of 
lands by England, she can very well insist upon the guaranty of 
boundaries. 

A hundred years ago the guaranty rested most onerously 
upon England, the guaranty not alone to preserve boundaries 
fixed by treaties, but what was read into the particular provision 
then—to destroy internal revolution which might have an ex- 
ternal effect. To-day the guaranty, infinitely stronger than in 
the treaties succeeding the Napoleonic wars, rests upon the 
United States, and that guaranty once given by our Nation 
must in the good faith upon which we pride ourselves be carried 
out to the limit. Now, what happened in the guaranty of pres- 
ervation of existing treaties made just after the Napoleonic 
wa the sort of guaranty immeasurably strengthened to 
which we bind ourselves? Metternich feared revolution just 
as the four bankrupt nations with which we have allied our- 
selves fear it, and he evolved from the engagement of the Allies 
to respect existing treaties his famous doctrine of intervention. 
England saw herself thus trapped, and the possibility of having 
her soldiers sent into every country in Europe, and perhaps 
abroad, to quell internal disturbances, and would not ultimately 
subscribe to the doctrine enunciated and agreed to by other 
nations. That doctrine, which became the law of the alliance, 
was that internal revolution might constitute or result in ex- 
ternal injury or aggression, and therefore was not only within 
the jurisdiction of the alliance but that, under its terms, it be- 
came the bounden duty of the members to quell every internal 
disturbance and destroy every possible revolution. Under Met- 
ternich’s leadership, the Congress of Troppau was held. England 
and France declined to engage in Metternich’s enterprises. 
Revolution had broken out in south Italy. The people were 
striving for freedom. They forced their king to proclaim a con- 
stitution and asked a liberal government. Under the terms of 
the Quadruple Alliance for the protection of treaties an Austrian 
expedition invaded Naples, defeated the people, and put back 
upon the throne with absolute power the recalcitrant sovereign 
Ferdinand. In Piedmont in 1821 the story was repeated, and 
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antee of nations to preserve inviolate against any attack, ex- 
ternal or internal, territorial limits and existing governments, 
In its preamble the league of nations provides: 

The high contracting parties, in order to promote international co- 
operation, to achieve international peace and security * * * b 
the maintenance of justice and a scrupulous respect for all treaty 
obligations in the dealings of organized peoples with one another, agree 
to this covenant. 

And then, in article 10, the members of the league for them- 
selves “ undertake to respect,” and, far beyond undertaking to 
respect, they agree to “ preserve,” as against external aggres- 
sion, the territorial integrity and existing political independ- 
ence of all members of the league. And if this were not enough 
to involve us in any dispute or controversy, external or internal, 
which might affect the territorial integrity and existing po- 
litical independence of members of the league, article 10 takes 
cognizance not only of any such external aggression but spe- 
cifically takes cognizance, too, of any threat or danger of such 
aggression. It does not need precedent or the construction 
put upon the maintenance of existing treaties by the quadruple 
alliance to enable us to understand that “danger” of such 
aggression may be any kind of revolution, rebellion, internal 
or external controversy, or difficulty of any character. It is 
unthinkable that any American wrote article 10. It is unthink- 
able that any American can subscribe to article 10. Those 
who penned this provision knew exactly what they meant and 
exactly what they intended. With scrupulous care the pro- 
vision was designed to preserve for all time existing govern- 
ments and the territorial integrity of existing governments. 
How best could this guaranty, in the light of world events and 
in the kaleidoscopic changes of the past few years, be accom- 
plished? The shrewd nationalist of Europe or the able diplomat 
of the Orient, taking unto his country the immense new terri- 
tories acquired by the peace, at once would realize that the 
only substantial guaranty in the world of the stability of his 
country and of the preservation of its enormous gains in terri- 
tory and people, would be the great, free, giant democracy, the 
United States. And this league of nations is written around 
the one central idea that the great democracy of the United 
States shall guarantee, maintain, and preserve the British 
Empire’s boundaries, with its seething millions of discontented 
peoples; the increased territories of France; the vastly ex- 
tended boundaries of Italy, throbbing with revolution; and the 
rape of China by Japan. 

American fathers and American mothers want peace, and 
they want a league of nations which will give them peace. Ask 
any American mother in Kansas or Illinois or California if she 
is for peace. She will say “ Yes” with all her heart. Ask her 
if she is willing that her son and her grandsons shall go to the 
Balkans, to China, to Korea, to Siberia, to Arabia, to the Dal- 
matian coast, to Poland to compel peace. She will answer just 
as promptly “ No.” 

This league of nations, with the men who really wrote it, 
was meant to obtain peace only in so far as peace maintained 
forever inviolate their territories and their subject peoples; and 
it was meant that this kind of peace should be obtained by the 
exercise of the power and the force of the United States. 

How can any man of liberal views agree to article 10? When 
I speak of men of liberal views I mean those whose hearts 
throb in unison with humanity; those who believe government’s 
obligation is first to men and women and children. The section 
freezes the world into immutability. It arrogates to those of 
us who are here to-day a knowledge superior to that of all 
those who shall come hereafter. It makes the present genera- 
tion decide the fate of all future generations. It takes no heed 
of new world events, of ever-changing advances and progress. 
It assumes to-day to be the end, and that the men of to-day 
may write the history of to-morrow. It assumes to put the 
world in a strait-jacket, wherein there can be no movement for 
betterment or progress or humanity. But beyond and above all 
this, the maintenance of the static condition can be accom- 
plished by the blood of just one nation, and that is.ours. . Are 
ye ready, Americans, to pledge your sons and your sons’ sons 
to maintain and preserve for all time the present governments 
of the little nations we are setting up in Europe and the present 
governments and boundaries of the British and the Japanese 
Empires? 

THE MONROB DOCTRINE. 

When the President returned from Europe with the original 
draft of the league of nations, a study of the draft disclosed that 
the Monroe doctrine had been deliberately scrapped. A very 
ominous statement was first made by the President that the 
covenant would not be amended, and all of those who cheer- 
fully had accepted the covenant before ever they had seen it 
united in a universal cry that amendment was unnecessary. 
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They all agreed, of course, that the Monroe doctrine was not 
mentioned, but they said it was unnecessary to mention the 


Monroe doctrine, because the covenant extended the doctrine | 


to the world, as well as to the American Hemisphere. The 
fact is they gave little heed to the Monroe doctrine and cared 
less about it. The country, however, soon gave unmistakable 
evidence that it was unwilling to abandon this traditional policy 
of the Republic. At first the endeavor was made to soothe the 
people with bland, urbane, and specious arguments about the 
extension of the Monroe doctrine to the world, but this was so 
obviously specious and so plainly in violation of the very es- 
sence of the doctrine that the explanation failed to satisfy. 
The Monroe doctrine being peculiarly a doctrine of our own, 
designed and adapted for our self-defense and preservation, 
could not in the very nature of things be applicable to the 
world, and a league of nations which took it from its proper 
sphere of necessity destroyed it. The advocates of the league 
of nations knowing this fact, and being unable to convince our 
people that a world-wide application, without mention of the 
doctrine or reservation concerning it, preserved it, finally con- 
cluded to amend the covenant in some sort of fashion to over- 
come the widespread American objection. And what an amend- 
ment was presented: 

ArT. 21. Nothing in_ this covenant shall be deemed to affect the 
validity of international engagements such as treaties of arbitration or 
regional understandings like the Monroe doctrine for securing the main- 
tenance of peace. 

If an American, with the purpose in view of protecting the 
Monroe doctrine, wrote this article, his affection for it was 
tepid, and his allegiance feeble. If the purpose of the man who 
wrote this so-called protection of the Monroe doctrine was to 
place that doctrine specifically within the jurisdiction of the 
league of nations, he succeeded admirably. The amendment) 
in fact, is “a fraud, « delusion, and a snare.” It does not pro- 
tect the Monroe doctrine. It could not have been written with 
any other purpose than the destruction of the Monroe doctrine. 
It is silly to contend that men who wanted to protect the Monroe 
doctrine and preserve it could not have said so in simple lan- 
guage. It was unnecessary to describe it, as it is not a “ treaty 
of arbitration ” or a “regional understanding.” It was a mis- 
nomer, as any American knows, and it is neither of these things 
“for securing the maintenance of peace.” The amendment was 
written either by an American who had no sympathy with the 
Monroe doctrine or by some one, not American, who was per- 
fectly competent to write ambiguous phrases which will place 
the Monroe doctrine for all time under the league of nations. 

What is meant by the language, “ Nothing in this covenant 
shall be deemed to affect the validity of regional understandings 
like the Monroe doctrine for securing the maintenance of 
peace”? The language certainly does not mean what the Na- 
tion demanded—that the Monroe doctrine should be excepted 
from the league of nations, should be preserved by the United 
States for America, and that it should be administered by the 
United States and the United States alone. The amendment 
simply says “The validity of regional understandings for se- 
curing the maintenance of peace” shall not be affected. In 


other words, if the Monroe doctrine is to be administered, it | 


will be within the jurisdiction of the league of nations to ad- 
minister it. The amendment of the Monroe doctrine is like 
nearly everything that has come to us concerning the league 
of nations. It is pretended that it does one thing when it 
is intended it shall do another. It is not frank, nor fair, 
nor open, nor honest. Where plain language might express, 
without equivocation or ambiguity or evasion, the plain 
language is not employed. If there had been a real de- 
sire upon the part of the peace conference or the 
American delegates there to safeguard the Monroe doc- 
trine and to remove it from the league of nations, leaving it 
for administration by the United States alone, this would have 
been done. But, instead of doing this, ambiguous and inaccu- 
rate phraseology is employed, the very purpose of which, ap- 
parently, is to deliver finally this great American policy into 
the power of European nations. When the amendment was an- 
nounced at Paris, the semiofficial announcement of the cove- 
nant stated: 

Concerning the Monroe doctrine, article 21 makes it clear that the 
covenant is not intended to abrogate or weaken any other agreements 
so long as they are consistent with its own terms for the assurance 


of peace. And in so far as the Monroe doctrine tends to the same end, 
whatever validity it possesses can not be affected by the covenant. 


It is obvious that the amendment, therefore, was intended to 
subject the doctrine to the interpretation of other powers, and 
the instant this is done the doctrine is destroyed. The amend- 
ment is not an amendment safeguarding the Monroe doctrine, 
but is an attempted amendment to the doctrine itself. 
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The construction of the Monroe doetrine amendment by the 
Brit ish has been given in the commentaries issued to their peo- 
ple by the British delegates. Unfortunately, the commentary 
of our only American delegate w hen he presented the amended 
covenant was, “Article 21 is new.” In this, as in all matters 
affecting the vital interests of the Republic, Americans must 
content themselves with the absolute secrecy of their repre- 
sentative and his refusal to enlighten them. The British, per- | 
haps feeling a sense of some responsibility to their people, have 
in 2 series of commentaries endeavored to expound the various 
provision the league. Their interpretation of the Monroe 
doctrine amendment is thus stated: 

i kes it clear 

‘nm any other agreements, 

its ow n terms into which members of the league may have entered 

vy hereafter enter for the assurance of peace. Such agreements 

\" inelude ial treaties for compulsory arbitration and military 
conventions tha t are genuinely defensive. 

The Monroe doctrine 
category. They ‘have shown themselves in history 
ments of national ambition but guarantics of peacc. 
Monroe doctrine is well known. It was procliimed in 1823 to prevent 
America from bec ming a theater fer intrigues of Nuropean absolutism. 
At first a principle of American foreign policy, it has become 
national | ende rstanding, 
y that the covenant should recognize that fact. 
is consistent with the spirit of the covenant; and, 
ind , ples of the league, as expressed in article 10, represent 
the extension to the whole world of the principles of the doctrine ; 
whil hould any dispute as to the meaning ef the latter ever arise be- 
we the American and European powers, the league is there to 


} 
sett 


s of 


to be not 


Unit ates to si 
I ssen 


he princi 


This declaration of the British is pregnant with meaning. It 
holds the treaties now existing, such as that between Japan and 
England, substantially an offensive and defensive alliance, and 
any hich may hereafter be entered into, will continue in full 
force and effect, notwithstanding the league of nations; and, 
what is no less important, that should any dispute arise concern- 
ing the Monroe doctrine, the league will settle that dispute. 
Americans it has repeatedly been declared by league advocates 
that the amendment fully protected the Monroe doctrine and 
leit t 
to the Cates States. To the British public it is solemnly and 
officiz!ly announced that the amendment does no such thing, but 


brings = Monroe doctrine in case of dispute to the les gue OE 1} deaaittemain CO vaniics 
| intrigue it was 
will be submitted to the tender mercies of 


where it 
England, Japan, France, and Italy. 
trine will never be mentioned unless a “ dispute” should arise 
between the United States and foreign powers. To say that 
then. the only time when we need it, it must be submitted to for- 
eign powers for decision and determination, 
sence of the doctrine and remove it frem the very sphere from 
which it derives its vitality—America. 

The British interpretation of this amendment is given added 
importance and controlling 
various members of the league. The United States, the richest 
and most powerful Nation on earth, has one vote. 
has six. Not only 
her 
fars 
tection 


nations, 
Of course, the Monroe doc- 


has Britain written the league, safeguarded 


igh 
and preservation, but she has in the 
herself a preponderance of voting power to guard ag 
future contingency. 
triumph of American idealism, England has the following votes: 
1, the British a 2, Canada; 3, Australia; 4, South Afriea ; 
5, New Zealand ; 6, India. 

in not aie more votes—for, apparently, 
added 
small 
had but 
|, and we hastened to assent. 
votes, the United States one, 
the English interpretation of 
Monroe dectrine will receive 
eration, 


ought to be fully appreciated by our people. 


And so, 
we may be perfectly certain that 
the amendment relating to the 
eareful and courteous consid- 


mans 


QUBSTIONS LIKE IMMIGRATION, 


‘late the advocates of the league have been advancing some | 


us reasons for our acceptance of it. Many of them now 
t that the league is so fragile, so weak, of so little com- 

force that “it will do no harm” to accept it, and then 
in look for improvement in the future. But if there are 

it the germs which will ripen into evils, it ought not 
accepted upon any such theory. And this document has 
Wi it not only the germs of world evil, but, what is in- 
linitely worse possibly, the germs of our own destruction. The 
ot fundamental question which every American father and 
r should answer is: Shall Ainerican boys police the world? 
American bleod uphold, maintain, and preserve Old World 
nents and the territorial integrity of the nations which 
have mensely increased their boundaries? Once we adopt this 


gre 
mot le 
Shall 


goveri 


The moderation of the Eng lish states- | and China, just so will she do with her secret treaties and what 
as they chose, votes for any part of the Empire, great or | she 
England | 
to ask and the request was granted; Japan but to de- | 


with England six | 
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that the covenant is not intended to abro- | 
so long as they are consistent | 


and similar understandings are put in the same 
instru- | 
The origin of the | WP 

fair 
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league we are bound indefinitely to send American troops into 
Europe, Asia, an Africa, to sacrifice American blood in quarrels 
which never have concerned us and never can concern us, and to 
do all this at the behest and command of foreign nations. It is 
no answer to say that we may refuse, because no honest man will 
enter into an agreement with the mental reservation that he will 
break it, and no decent nation will solemnly sign a guarantee 
upon the assumption it will violate its plighted word. I iterate 
and reiterate we pledge ourselves by this document to place our 
sons and our sons’ sons under European or Asiatic command 
in European and Asiatic disputes, controversies, and wars. 
The advocate of the league of nations who denies this is either 
woefully ignorant or, what is worse, endeavors to deceive his 
people. 

Another “Half a loaf is 
better than none.” But half a loaf poisoned is worse than none 
at all, and this half loaf, as some of its protagonists describe 
it that has been given us, is poisoned in its very creation by 
wrong, injustice, duplicity, and broken faith. It was neither 
nor just nor humane, when the world wanted peace, to 


common expression at present is, 


on ate. | delay that peace until the territorial acquisitions, like those of 


and it is not illegitimate for the people of the | 


Japan, should be for all.time guaranteed. When the peoples 


| of every country, staggering under the terrible effeets of war, 


| who have been kept abroad, 


were longing and praying for its end by the treaty, were beg- 
ging and pleading that they might resume as best they could 
their normal lives, it was the worst sort of duplicity to inter- 
twine and intermingle with the treaty of peace a document for 
the maintenance of existing governments and newly acquired 
boundaries. Some day some one must answer to the soldiers 
to those who will be sent abroad, 
to the mothers and the fathers at heme, for seven months of 


| intermeddling that an English document guaranteeing the Brit- 
; ish and Japanese Empires and the Kingdom of Italy might be 


To | fastened upon the American people. 


The sordid bargaining, selfish interest, and secret diplom: icy 


; Which produced the league of nations is best illustrated in the 


he determination of its applicability and its administration | 


decision of the peace conference relating to China and Japan. 
At one time during the deliberations the President issued a 


| statement concerning Italy’s demands, in substance denouncing 


| stand on secret treaties, 
| Clear 


is to deny the es- | 


secret treaties. During all these wretched months of secret 
the one clear note which struck a responsive 
chord with many of us. Some of us immediately indorsed his 
assuming, of course, that when he took 
that stand in the doubtful case of Italy he would take it in the 
and unambiguous case of Japan. But, hardly had his 
words ceased to ring in denunciation of secret treaties when 
he accepted, without demur or objection, the worst of all the 
secret treaties presented, that between England, France, and 


| Italy on the one hand and Japan upon the other. 


force by the voting strength of the | 


‘ugmented territories for all time, and with true British | 
tedness commandeered our wealth and men for her pro- | 
same spirit given | 
ainst any | 


In this league, heralded by its sponsors as a | of the oriental character can understand the fate of China and 





Great Retinitis | become a party to them. 
on | over, we join in the crime against China. 


it is true, when 
but in the settlement of the peace we have 
Of our own choice, after the war is 
Tt is concerning the 
secret treaties in their relation to the league that I speak. In 
disposing of Chinese territory we were dealing not with an 
enemy but with an ally. We were despoiling not Germany, our 
enemy, but China, our friend. And we who know something 


We were not a party to the secret treaties, 
they were made, 


how Japan bided her time at the pence conference until the 
exact moment for success came, and then demanded and sue- 
cessfully demanded. Just as Japan did with her secret treaties 


ealls race discrimination. When the time seems. to her 
propitious—and it will not be long—she will bring to the league 
of nations our yet unsettled dispute over our alien land law and 
her pending controversy respecting immigration and her asser- 
tion of race discrimination by us. And when this is done the 


| league will take charge of these momentous questions and will 


decide them. 
vance for an instant at the jurisdiction of the league. 
The preamble recites its purpose: 


To promote international cooperation and to secure international 
peace and security by the acceptance of obligations not to resort to war, 
by the prescription of open, just, and honorable relations between na- 
tions, by the firm establishment of the understandings of international 
law as the actual rule of conduct among governments, and by the main- 
tenance of justice and a scrupulous respect for all treaty obligations in 
the dealings of organized people with one another. 


The council of the league may deal— 


| with any matter within the — ef action of the league or affecting 
4.) 


the peace of the world. (Art. 
The assembly may deal— 


With any matter within the — of action of the league or affecting 
the peace of the world. (Art. 3.) 

Any war or threat of war, whether immediately affecting any of the 
members of the league or not, is hereby declared a matter of coneern to 
the whole league, and the league shall take any action that may be 
deemed wise and effectual to safeguard the peace of nations. (Art. 11.) 
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It is also declared to be the fundamental right of each member of 
the league to bring to the attention of the assembly or of the council 
any circumstance whatever affecting international relations which 
threatens to disturb either the peace or the good understanding between 
nations upon which peace depends. (Art. 11.) 

The members of the league agree that if there should arise between 
them any dispute likely to lead to a — they will submit the matter 


either to arbitration or to inquiry by the council. (Art. 12.) 

If there should arise between members of the league any dispute 
likely to lead to a rupture which is not submitted to arbitration as above 
the members of the league agree that they will submit the matter to the 
council. (Art. 15.) 

From the quotations made it is, of course, obvious that any 
question likely to lead to a rupture is a matter clearly within 
the jurisdiction of the league and may be passed upon by it. 
With the Japanese question as it affects the Pacific coast I am 
reasonably familiar. I recall in 1913, while I was governor of 
California, the law pending before our legislature for the pro- 
tection of our agricultural lands. I remember vividly when we 
were doing that which was clearly our right to do, the matter 
became of such international importance that the President sent 
to California the Secretary of State, who, there for a week en- 
deavored to convince our legislature that it should not pass its 
alien land law. This law scrupulously observed existing 
treaties, was not discriminatory in character, and was designed 
solely as a measure of protection for the fairest lands in all this 
Nation, and the law was designed to do for California what 
Japanese law was already doing for Japan. My correspondence 
upon the subject was illuminating, not only upon the position 
which then was taken by the administration, but that which 
was assumed by the Japanese. It is sufficient for me to say that 
the controversy soon became of more than local importance and 
assumed international proportions. If the league of nations 
had been in existence then the question would have been taken 
from the people of the State of California, who alone were 
entitled to deal with it, and would have been decided not by 
those whose right it was to decide and who were most inter- 
ested, but by foreign nations. Of course, under the provisions 
of the league which I have cited, any such problem as our 
alien land law would at once become a subject for the league’s 
determination, and any such question as immigration would like- 
wise be within the league’s jurisdiction. It is asserted, how- 
ever, that the following amendment to article 15 of the league— 

If the dispute between the parties is claimed by one of them and is 
found by the council to arise out of a matter which by international law 
is solely within the domestic jurisdiction of that party, the council shall 
so report and shall make no recommendation as to its settlement— 
would make it impossible for the league to act upon immigration 
and kindred problems. I deny that this is so. It has never been 
determined by international law that immigration problems are 
solely within the jurisdiction of one party, nor has international 
law ever definitely decided that what the Japanese term as 
“race discrimination ” is solely a problem of domestic jurisdic- 
tion. On the one hand, it is asserted by the Japanese that 
alien land laws, resttiction of immigration, and the like, are 
discriminatory in character, and hence international. On our 
part, we might assert the reverse. In any event, the matter 
would come before the council for decision, and we are thus 
in the position of submitting to the council or the league prob- 
lems of the gravest moment to us. 

Remember that there is in existence an offensive and defensive 
alliance between Japan and Great Britain, and that when the 
question of Shantung recently was up Britain very frankly said 
this treaty alliance still existed. As a Californian, I am not 
ready to submit any race problems we may have to the juris- 
diction of the council of the league of nations or to the league 
itself. 

I am unwilling that either body should pass upon possibly the 
gravest question that confronts us. I will not leave to foreign 
powers whether it is a domestic or an international problem. 
That is for us, and for us alone, to decide. You gentlemen from 
the South would resent the suggestion that a race problem of 
yours should be decided by nations bound to the race affected by 
secret treaties. You ought to be in full sympathy with me when 
I decline, so far as I am able, to submit to a determination of 
any sort, jurisdictional or otherwise, by foreign nations joined 
together by secret treaties, the great problem which confronts us. 

Moreover, the peculiar phraseology employed leaves doubtful 
the intention of the particular reservation. The dispute must be 
found to arise “ out of a matter which,by international law is 
solely within the domestic jurisdiction” of one of the parties. 
No domestic question has ever been determined by international 
law. If the matter is one purely domestic, international law 
does not and could not deal with it at all. The language em- 
ployed in the asserted exception of domestic questions is like 
the language employed in so many instances in the covenant, 
loose, inapt, and apparently intentionally uncertain and ambigu- 
ous. And yet, if it be claimed that this particular amendment 








excludes the consideration of purely domestic questions, what 

will be said of the very next sentence in article 15? Immedi- 

ately after the amendment occurs: 

The council may in any case under this article refer the dispute to 
he assembly. The dispute shall be so referred at the request of either 
party to the dispute provites such request be made within 14 days 
after the submission of the dispute to the council. 

Thus, even though you assert an exception of domestic ques- 
tions is embraced in article 15, yet, nevertheless, the council 
may refer the very excepted case to the assembly, and it is the 
right of either party to require such reference to the assembly. 
When you recall that the assembly at Paris voted 11 for the 
Japanese’ position and 6 against, our California land law and 
immigration question would, upon reference to the league as- 
sembly, receive short shrift. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Senator from California asked 
not to be interrupted, but I am going to ask if he can give the 
names of the nations as they cast their votes. He gave the 
numbers merely. I desire to know if he knows how the re- 
spective nations voted? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No; I am unable to answer 
that. 

Mr. REED. I have been hunting that information, but have 
been unable to find it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I can not state it. I have only 
the numerical results, 

But for another reason it is absolutely clear that questions 
like immigration, those arising from the alien land law of Cali- 
fornia and similar matters, will be within the jurisdiction of the 
league and will be determinable under the very language of the 
covenant. We have observed that any war or “ threat of war” 
is a matter of concern to the league, and that if there should 
arise between members of the league any dispute likely to lead 
to a rupture the league will take cognizance of the dispute and 
jurisdiction of the matter. A question of immigration might in 
the first instance, where a single individual or a number sought 
admission to the nation, be held as purely a domestic concern; 
but if the country offended presented to the league that this 
question, originally of domestic concern, threatened peace and 
constituted “a dispute likely to lead to a rupture,” the very 
purposes for which the league is formed, according to its advo- 
cates, would of necessity require the “threat of war” or the 
“dispute likely to lead to a rupture” to be brought before the 
league and there determined. The important question then be- 
comes whether or not the matter constitutes a “ threat of war” 
or “a dispute likely to lead to a rupture,” and to say that the 
league, because the initial argument arose over a domestic 
question, would not take jurisdiction and cognizance of the 
impending threat of war and the possibility of rupture of 
friendly relations of nations would be to deny to the league 
exactly what its advocates contend it possesses and to take 
from it any possibility of prevention of war. When a domestic 
question ripens into a threat of war it comes within the league. 
Any question, domestic or otherwise, under the covenant which 
threatens war or’constitutes a dispute likely to lead to a rupture, 
of necessity, if the league is to have the slightest vitality, must 
come within the league and be decided by it. It seems, there- 
fore, first, that under the amendment domestic questions are not 
excepted; and, secondly, that any questicn, domestic or other- 
wise, which disturbs the peace or is likely to lead to a rupture 
between friendly nations shall be decided by the league. Cali- 
fornians, therefore, if they are interested in Japanese immigra- 
tion, if they believe in the California alien land law; Americans, 
if they are jealous of their right to determine who shall come 
to our shores and under what circumstances, and who insist 
Americans must alone decide their domestic problems dealing 
with other nationals, can not support the present league of 
nations. 

WE COMMIT A WRONG BY THE PEACE TREATY, AS IN THE CASE OF CHINA, 
AND THEN, BY THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS, UNDERWRITE THE WRONG FOR 
ALL TIMB, 

Within the limits of argument here I can show only briefly 
that the league of nations, a part of the peace conference, is 
tainted and poisoned at its source with exactly the same 
duplicity and wrong which have ever characterized Old World 
diplomacy. Open covenants openly arrived at are now a by- 
word and a joke. Their mention brings but a cynical smile. 
Utterances of the President concerning self-determination, the 
protection of the weak from the strong, against special cove- 
nants, understandings, or alliances were no less fervid than 
his statements regarding open covenants. I do not quote them 
humorously, I beg you to believe. I quote them in all serious- 
ness, and then you may take them and set them side by side with 
what has transpired at Paris. They are too tragic, in my opin- 
ion, to be at ail humorous, 
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June 8, 1918, the President said: 


It will be our wish and purpese that the processes of 
they are begun, shall be absolutely open, and that ons 
and permit henceforth no secret understandings of any d. 
ef conquest and aggrandizement is gone b 
covenants entered into in the interest o 
likely at some unlooked-for moment to upset the peace of the world. 


May 26, 1917, he cabled Russia : 


Ne peopie must be forced under sovereignty under which it does not 
wish toe live. No territory must change hands except for the purpose of 
securing these who imhabit it a fair chance ef life and liberty. No 
indemnities must be insisted on except these that constitute payments 
for manifest wrongs done. No readjustments of power must be made 
except such as will tend te secure the future peace of the world and 
the futere welfare and happiness of its peopics. ? 

September 27, 1918, this: 

Special alliances and economic rivairies and hostilities have been the 
prolific source in the modern werld of the plans and passiens that pro- 
duce war. It would be an insincere as well as an imsecure peace that 
did net exclude them in definite and binding terms. 

The second of his four factors ef world peace, July 4, 1918, 
was; 


ace, when 
Hi involve 
The day 


; so is also the day of secret 
particular governments an@ 


Il. The settlement of every question, whether of territory, of sover- 

ignty, of economic arrangement, or of political relationship, upon the 
of the f acceptance of that settlement by the people immedi- 
‘oncerned, and not upen the basis ef the material interest or ad- 
e of any other nation or people which may desire a different 
,ent for the sake of its own exterior influence or mastery. 

September 27, 1918: 

Seeond, no special or separate interest of any single nation or any 
group ef Bations can be made the basis ef any part of the settlement 
which is net censistent with the cemmen interest of all. 

Third, there can be ne league or alliances or special covenants and 
understandings within the general and common family of the league of 
nations. 

Instanees of like utterances might be multiplied. 
ene more, of February 11, 1918: 

Peeples are net to be handed about frem one sovereignty to another 
by imternational cenfcrernce or an understanding between rivals and 
antagonists. National aspiratiens must be respected ; peapies may now 
be dominated and governed only by their own consent. Self-determina- 
tien is net a mere phrase. Ft is an imperative principle of action, which 
statesmen will henceforth ignore at their peril. We can not have gen- 
eral peace fer the asking or by the mere arrangement of a peace con- 
ference. It can not be pieced together out of the individual under- 
stuadings of the powerful States. 

Read these utterances in the light of the Shantung decision. 
Time permits me to discuss but one instance, perhaps the most 
giaring. . 

To the Japanese Empire, with only 60,000,000 of people, we 
turned over shamefully and unjustly and cruelly 40,000,000 of 
Chinese. To the autoeracy of the Orient we delivered 40,000,000 
republicans of China. We made the Orient “ safe for democracy ” 
by dismembering its only democracy and handing the parts to the 
strongest autocracy onearth. The blackest page in all our history 
was written when our name was signed to the treaty delivering 
Shantung to Japan. It makes a mockery of our pretensions, 
and if the Senate permits it to stand it stamps us forever with 
its infamy. The delivery of China’s fairest province unto Japan 
with its 40,000,000 people violated not only every word that had 
been speken by us concerning the peace but it violated every 
principle of fairness, justice, and honer. Its justification by the 
thick and thin administration papers—and I presume as well 
by those very geod people who advocate this league without 
knowing anything abeut ft—is that the leagne of nations may 
ultimately right the wreng. But remember that with Shantung 
given to Japan, its people transferred to the Japanese Empire, 
under the league of nations, we—we, mind you, the 96 men sit- 
ting in the Senate—guarantee for all time by this league of 
nations, if we adopt it, Japan’s territorial integrity and political 
imdependence. We have not only committed the crime, in the 
first instance, but we have guaranteed the crime for all time. 
We give by the peace treaty Shantung to Japan and by the 
league of nations, part of the same document, we guarantee 
Shantung te Japan, and guarantee it with our treasure and eur 
bleod. 


1 
We 


E add just 


first rob China and enslave 40,000,000; and at the very 
time of the wreng we underwrite the rebbery and guarantee by 
our arms and money it shall never be righted. This is the league 
of nations. 

There is another experience that recently we have had with 
the peace conference. 

In April dispatches eame to this country that some sort of 
secret engagement had been entered into by the President with 
France and England. The story was repeatedly published. 
April 25 this statement was given out by Mr. Tumulty, the Presi- 
dent's seeretary, at the White House: 

In view of the fact that certain newspa of wide circulation 
threughout the country had intimated that President had entered 
imto secret alliance or treaty with some of the great powers, [I coe 
this information to the President and am. to-day in reeeipt of a e- 
gram from him giving a positive and unqualified denial to this story. 
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Within a very few days thereafter the French Government 
Officially published that there had been an agreement between 
France and England and the United States for the protection of 
France. After this official publication by the French Govern- 
ment, and notwithstanding the original denial, the following 
telegram from the President was published by Secretary Tum- 
ulty on May 10: 


Happily there: is no mystery or privacy about what FE have promised | 
the Government here— 


The President cabled— 

I have promised to propose to the Senate a supplement in which we shall | 
agree, subject to the oagrens of the council of the league of nations, to 
come immediately to the assistance of France in case of unprovoked | 
attack by Germany, thus merely hastening the action to which we | 
should be bound by the covenant of the league of nations. 

“Happily there is neither mystery ner privacy” about the 
decument, except in the United States of America. Nobody | 
here has seen it. Nobody knows what it contains. [Et is im-| 
possible to comment upon it, and it is a singular fact that an 
engagement of this: sort has been entered into by the United 
States, apparently the first ef its kind in our history. When 
you remember that England frankly says her treaties are yet in 
existence, her offensive and defensive allianee with Japan yet 
controlling, and then you observe the United States of America 
making some sort ef engagement, the knowledge of which for 
the present we are denied, you may have, unless you willfully 
blind yourselves, some conception of what the league of na- 
tions is intended to do, 

Do you realize the full meaning of the alliance with France? 
In his explanation the President has given us his first and only 
eonstruction of the league. He says that an alliance now to 
eome immediately to the assistance of France in case of unpro- 
voked attack by Germany is “ merely hastening the action to 
which we should be bound by the covenant of the league of na- 
tions.” By the league of nations, then, as understood by the 
President, the armed force of the United States must proteet 
France in ease of attack. By the league of nations, then, the 
armed force of the United States must proteet any country a 
member of the league when attacked. If under the covenant we 
are thus. committed to France, we are in like manner committed 
by it to Jugo-Slavia, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Italy, Japan, 
England, and the Hedjaz of Arabia. The President by his one 
utteranee in. explanation of the covenant has made clear what 
the document itself plainly says, but what its advocates have 
occasionally denied, that under article 10 the United States is 
bound to send its troops and employ its power and treasure at 
the behest of every nation on earth. This is the definite obliga- 
tion we assume ; iis is the so-called league of nations. 

It is not a league of nations to prevent war. It is a league 
of armed nations in a gigantic war trust. In its very creation it 
has been stripped of every idealistic purpose it ever had. It 
eontains within itself the germs of many. wars, and worse than 
that it rivets, as in the Shantung decision, the chains of tyranny 
upon millions of people and cements for all time unjust and 
wicked annexations. It is a great world economic trust, wherein 
a few men sitting in secret may control the economic destinies 
of peoples. It is not a league of peoples, nor does it anywhere 
concern itself with peoples whose past wrongs and future rights 
were so eloquently portrayed by the President. It is a trust 
of ex g present power. It will never prevent war; it will 
sanct power in a new; a terrible, and sinister sense. 

If the professions which have been uttered respecting peoples 
were sincere, if self-determination were honestly intended, if 
war were sought to be prevented rather than territorial gains 
safeguarded, this covenant would at some point have touched 
and recognized peoples. Instead of coming closer to those most 
concerned, the men and women for whom governments should 
exist, the league goes a step further from them. The repre- 
sentatives of ruling powers sit far away in secret. Not even 
is the Congress a part, nor does it have the right of knowledge 
or any check except that which our fundamental law may inter- 
pose—a frail and uncertain barrier in these days of Constitu- 
tion scoffers. The President will appoint as America’s member 
at the league his personal representative, when he himself does 
not attend. The attitude of the gentlemen on the other side 
of this Chamber is that he may do with us as he wills, and 
presumably his representative may do likewise, and a gentle 
inquiry as to what issintended for our people is treated as 
treasonable, but above all as partisan. There is control neither 
by Congress nor the people. Geneva in seeret will render its 
decrees and the only province of our people will be their exe- 
eution. ‘There is to be a plebiscite or referendum in Schleswig, 
the Saar Valley, and other places in due time. If those who 
wrote this document really wanted to prevent war, they would 
have permitted the men and women who must bear the burdens 
ef war to determine by their votes whether or not there should 
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be war. Of course, unless all the nations of the world agreed, 
this eould not be done. It would manifestly be unjust fer one 
nation te be compelled to resort to a referendum as to war while 
its antagonist, without 2 vete, proceeded to aggression. But 
here in a league are, or ultimately will be, all the nations of the 
earth. If every nation agreed te a referendum to its people 
before a declaration of war, peoples instead of rulers, hmmanity 
instead of power, would decide whether wars should be fought, 
and only in the rarest instances would there ever be war, and 
then enly in the clearest cases. Such wars would be peopile’s wars. 
Upon what. theory do the gentlemen at Paris prate of self- 
determination, the rights of peoples, recognize the referendum 
in matters. of intimate concern to peoples in small and isolated 
communities and deny the right when the decision means the 
very life of human beings? The answer is this is not a league to 
promote peace, but to protect power. Those who advocate it 
dare not amend it so that the issue of war shall be made by the 
men and women who must fight and die for it. 

In a word, Mr. President, this league means that American 
boys shall police the world; that all the tottering nations of the 
earth shall be upheld by our blood and our bone; that Europe, 
Asia, and Africa may draw upon us in their every dispute and 
quarrel; that our Nation will be at the mercy of European and 
Japanese diplomats who never had and never will have any 
sympathy with our aspirations or our ideals; that we with our 
glorious past shall guarantee the territorial integrity of every 
country on earth and the bondage of every suffering people in 
anguish begging for freedom; that we destroy our Monroe doe- 
trine and submit controversies on the American Hemisphere to 
determination by fereign powers. It means that I must aban- 
don the lessons of my youth, which until this moment have been 
the creed of my manhood, of American ideals, American prin- 
ciples, and American patriotism; that I must deny the Ameri- 
canism I taught my children, and that under God’s blessing I 
hope to teach my grandehildren. It means the halting and 
betrayal of. New World liberalism, the triumph of cynical Old 
World diplomacy, the humiliation and end of American idealism, 

Certain partisan gentlemen, Mr. President, have of late been 
making the issue partisanly. For one, I make the issue with 
them. It is not one political party or the other. The issue is 
the Republic, the Republic that, Washington gave us, that Lin- 
celn sayed for us, whose traditions and ideals have been so glori- 
ously upheld by our valiant sons abroad. The issue is America. 
And I am an American. [Applause on the floor and in the 
galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING 
rapped for order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

Mr, CURTIS. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


OFFICER (Mr. Carrer in the chair). 


Ashurst Harris 

Ball Harrison 
Borah Henderson 
Brandegee Johnson, Calif. 
Capper Jones, N. Mex. 
Chamberlain Jones, Wash. 
Cummins Kellogg 
Curtis Kendrick 
Kenyon 

King 

Kirby 

La Follette 
Lenroot 
McCormick 
McCumber Ransdell Watson 

Hale McKellar Reed Wolcott 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the‘abscnce of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe}. He is attending the 
funeral of the late Robert Bacon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to announce that my colleague, 
the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Banxkueap], is detained 
from the Chamber on account of illness. 

Mr. KIRBY. I desire to announce the absence of the senior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropryson] on official business. 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Satrrx], is detained by illness. 

Mr. KING. I wish to announce that the junior Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. Smirn}], the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Gore}, and the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] are 
necessarily detained from the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-four Senators have an 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. SMOOT. [I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 


McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 


Sheppard 
Shermun 
Smith, Md. 
Sniooet 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 


Fall 
Fernald 
Fletcher 
France 
Gay 
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Mr. SWANSON. What is the request, Mr. President? 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. SWANSON. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is se ordered. 


VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION. 


Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 18) to 
provide for the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of per- 
sons disabled in industry or otherwise and their return to civil 
employment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. [Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Education and Labor with amendments. 

Mr. KENYON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be read for 
amendment. 

Mr. KING. 
read. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator from Utah object to dis- 
pensing with the formal reading of the bill and its being read 
for amendment, as is the usual practice? The bill im that case 
will be read in full. 

Mr. KING. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Edueation and 
Labor was, in section 1, page 1, line 4, after the word “in,” to 
strike out the word “ oecupations” and te insert the word “ in- 
dustry,” so as to read: 

That in order to provide for the promotion of vocational rehabilita- 
tion of persons disabled in industry or otherwise. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, on page 1, line 
5, after the word “ otherwise,” to insert “and who are without 
sufficient means to provide for their own rehabilitation.” 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, some of us have had no oppor- 
tunity to examine this bill. It is a very important bill and, as 
I understand, goes into the States and provides that individuals 
who may be injured in private employment shall become charges 
upon the Federal Government. I repeat, I have had ne oppor- 
tunity to read the bill, but the request I was about te submit 
was that the amendments be not agreed to, that attention be 
called to them, but that action upen the amendments be de- 
ferred until there can be an opportunity afforded Senators to 
familiarize themselves with this important measure. 

Mr. KENYON. That is perfectly agreeable. I will say to the 
Senator from Utah that the amendments are quite unimportant ; 
they do not touch on the real merits of the bill but relate only 
to its method of administration. However, I am perfectly 
willing that the course suggested shall be pursued. I shail 
undertake to explain the bill very fully as soon as the reading 
is finished, and I very much hope the Senator will then ask any 
questions he may be inclined to ask in regard to it. 

Mr. KING. I should like to ask the Senator from Tow. 
whether it is his purpose to press this bill to a vote to-day? 

Mr. KENYON. I should like to have a vote on it to-day. I do 
not think anyone will be opposed to it when he understands it. 
The bill was reported out of the committee at the last session 
but failed im the closing days for reasens which the Senator 
knows. It has been again unanimously reported this session 
from the committee. 

Mr. KING. I hope the Senator will not ask for a vote upon 
this measure to-day, for, as I have stated, none of us has had 
an opportunity to examine the bill, except members of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. KENYON. I will proceed after the reading of the bill 
has been concluded to explain it as I understand it, and to invite 
any questions but shall not ask for a vote on the bill to-day. I 
shall, however, do so in the immediate future. 

The reading of the bill was. resumed at lime 7, page 1, the 
entire clause reading as follows: 

That in order to prorite for the promotion of vocational rehabilita- 
tion of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and their return to civil 


employment there is hereby appropriated for the use of the States, sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act, for the purpose of ceeperating with 
them in the maintenance of vocational rehabilitation of such disabled 
persons, and in returning yocationally rehabilitated persons to civil em- 
siemens for the fiscal year ending June 36, 1929, the sum of $500,000; 
© the fiscal year ena, Page - 30, 1920, the sum of $750,000: for the 

> 


1921, and annually thereafter, the sum of 


I object to that. I should like to hear the bill 


fiscal year ending June 
$1,000,000. 
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Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, the dates just read in the bill 
are erroneous. The first date should be June 30, 1920; the sec- 
ond date should be June 30, 1921; and the third date should be 
June 30, 1922. I will move those amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to making 
the amendments suggested by the Senator from Iowa at the 
present time? 

Mr. KENYON, 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears none, and the 
amendments will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. KENYON. Have the amendments which I have sug- 
gested been agreed to, I will ask the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 


Said sums shall be allotted to the’ States in the proportion which 
their population bears to the total population in the United States, 
rot including ‘Territories, outlying possessions, and the District of 
Columbia, according to the last preceding United States census: Pro- 
vided, That the allotment of funds to any State shall not be less than 
a minimum of $5,000 for any fiscal year. And there is hereby appro- 
priated the following sums, or so much thereof as may be n . 
which shall be used for the purpose of providing the minimum allot- 
ment to the States provided for in this section, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1919, the sum of $66,000; for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1920, the sum of $46,000; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, 
und annually thereafter, the sum of $34,000, 


Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, the same error appears in 
those dates. I move to amend by changing the date “ 1919,” in 
line 15, on page 2, to “1920”; by changing the date “ 1920,” in 
line 16, to “1921”; and by changing the date ‘‘ 1921,” in line 17, 
to “Zia.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Education and 
Labor was, in section 2, on page 4, line 25, after the word “ ap- 
propriations,” to insert “In any State the legislature of which 
does not meet in 1919 or 1920 if the governor of that State shall 
accept the provisions of this act, such State shall be entitled to 
the benefits of this act until the legislature of such State meets 
in due course and has been in session 60 days,”’ so as to read: 


All moneys expended under the provisions of this act from cogeconie- 
tions provided by section 1 shall be upon the condition (1) that for each 
dollar of Federal money expended there shall. be expended in the State 
under the supervision and control of the State board at least an equal 
amount for the same purpose: Provided, That no portion of the appro- 
priation made by this act shall be used by any institution for handi- 
capped persons except for the special training of such individuals en- 
titled to the benefits of this act as shall be determined by the Federal 
board; (2) that the State board shall annually submit to the Federal 
board for approval plans showing (a) the kinds of vocational rehabili- 
tation and schemes of placement for which it is proposed the appropria- 
tion shall be used; (b) the plan of administration and supervision ; (c) 
courses of study; (d) methods of instruction; (e) qualification of teach- 
ers, supervisors, directors, and other necessary administrative officers or 
employees; (f) plans for the training of teachers, supervisors, and direc- 
tors; (3) that the State board shall make an annual report to the 
Federal board on or before September 1 of each year on the work done 
in the State and on the receipts and expenditures of money under the 
orovisions of this act; (4) that no portion of any moneys appropriated 
»y_ this act for the benefit of the States shall be applied, directly or 
indirectly, to the purchase, preservation, erection, or repair of any build- 
ing or buildings or equipment, or for the purchase or rental of any 
lands; (5) that all courses for vocational rehabilitation given under the 
supervision and control of the State board and all courses for vocational 
rehabilitation maintained shall be available, under such rules and regu- 
lations as the Federal board shall prescribe, to any civil employee of 
the United States disabled while in the performance of his duty. 

Sec. 2. That in order to secure the benefits of the appropriations 
provided by section 1 any State shall, through the legislative authority 
thereof, (1) accept the provisions of this act; (2) empower and direct 
the board designated or created as the State board for vocational educa- 
tion to cooperate in the administration of the provisions of the voca- 
tional education act, approved tpg Rd 1917, to cooperate as herein 
provided with the Federal Bodrd for Vocational Education in the ad- 
ministration of the provisions of this act; (3) in those States where a 
State workmen’s compensation board, or other State board, department, 
or agency exists, charged with the administration of the State work- 
men’s compensation or liability laws, the legislature shall provide that a 
plan of cooperation be formulated between such State board, department, 
or agenoy, and the State board charged with the administration of this 
act, such plan to be effective when approved by the governor of the 
State: (4) provide for the supervision and support of the courses of 
vocational rehabilitation to be ye by the State board in carrying 
out the provisions of this act; (5) a as custodian for said appro- 
priations its State treasurer, who shall receive and provide for the proper 
custody and disbursement of all money paid to the State from said <4 
propriations. In any State the legislature of which does not meet in 
1919 or 1920, if the governor of that State shall accept the provisions 
of this act, such State shall be entitled to the benefits of this act until 
the legislature of such State meets in due course and bas been in 
session 60 days. 


Mr. SPENCER. 
Iowa a question? 
Mr. KENYON. 
Mr. SPENCER. 


I think there can be no objection to the 


Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 


T yield. 
The Legislature of Missouri met in 1919 and 


has adjourned. Under the proposed committee amendment 
which has just been read it would be impossible for Missouri 
to avail herself of the provisions of this measure. 

Mr. KENYON. 


Does the legislature meet in 1920? 
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Mr. SPENCER. It does not. If we should change the first 


line on page 5 so that it would read “the legislature of which 


does not meet between the date of the passage of this act and 
December 31, 1920,” that would cover every other State as well 


as Missouri. 


Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, we could change “1919” to 
1920” and “1920” to “1921.” That would take care of every 
State, would it not? 

Mr. SPENCER. That would not take care of the matter for the 
year 1920, because the legislature does not meet until 1921, and 
it would be impossible for Missouri to avail herself of it in 1920. 

Mr. KENYON. I will suggest later, I will say to the Senator, 
an amendment to the amendment suggested by the committee. I 
will ask that the amendment be passed over for the present. 

Mr. SPENCER. Very well. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, may I be permitted to say in this 
connection that Vermont stands as does Missouri? We have 
had our session of the legislature for 1919, and it will not con- 
vene again, unless in special session, until 1921. 

Mr. KENYON. We will cover that by a change in the pro- 
posed amendment. I ask that it be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Education and 
Labor was, in section 3, page 5, line 11, after the word “ act,” 
to strike out “ and,” and in line 13, after the word “employment,” 
to insert “ and to cooperate, for the purpose of carrying out the 
provisions of this act, with such public and private agencies as it 
may deem advisable,” so as to make the section read: 


Src. 3. That the Federal Board for Vocational Education shall have 
power to cooperate with State boards in carrying out the purposes and 
provisions of this act, and is hereby authorized to make and establish 
such rules and regulations as may be necsanary or appropriate to carry 
into effect the provisions of this act; to provide for the vocational re- 
habilitation of disabled persons and their return to civil employment 
and to cooperate, for the pee of carrying out the provisions of this 
act, with such public an rivate agencies as it may deem advisable. 
It shall be the duty of said board (1) to examine plans submitted by 
the State boards and approve the same if believed to be feasible and 
found to be in conformity with the provisions and purposes of this act; 
(2) to ascertain annually whether the several States are using or are 
prepared to use the money received by them in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this act; (3) to certify on or before the 1st day of January 
of each year to the Secretary of the Treasury each State which has ac- 
cepted the provisions of this act and complied therewith, together with 
the amount which each State is entitled to receive under the provisions 
of this act; (4) to deduct from the next ac ges 2 allotment to any 
State whenever any portion of the fund annually allotted has not been 
expended for the purpose provided for in this act a sum equal to such 
unexpended portion; (5) to withhold the allotment of moneys to any 
State whenever it shall be determined that moneys allotted are not being 
expended for the purposes and conditions of this act; (6) to require the 
replacement by withholding subsequent allotments of any portion of the 
moneys received by the custodian of any State under this act that by any 
action or contingency is diminished or lost: Provided, That if any allot- 
ment is withheld from any State, the State board of such State may 
appeal to the Congress of the United States, and if the Congress shail 
not direct such sum to be paid, it shall be covered into the Treasury. 


The reading of the bill was concluded, as follows: 


Sec. 4, That the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the certification of 
the Federal board as provided in this act, shall pay quarterly to the 
custodian of each State appointed as herein provided the moneys to 
which it is entitled under the provisions of this act. The money so re- 
ceived by the custodian for any State shall be paid out on the requisi- 
tion of the State board as reimbursement for services already rendered 
or expenditures already incurred and approved by said State board. 
The Federal Board for Vocational Education shall make an annual 
report to the Congress on or before December 1 on the administration 
of this act and shall include in such report the reports made by the 
State boards on the administration of this act by each State and the 
expenditure of the money allotted to each State. 

Sec. 5. That there is hereby appropriated to the Federal Board for 
Vocational Education the sum of $200,000 annually for the purpose of 
making studies, investigations, and reports regarding the vocational 
rehabilitation of disabled persons and their placements in suitable or 
gainful occupations, and for the administrative expenses of said board 
incident to performing the duties imposed by this act, including 
salaries of such assistants, experts, clerks, and other employees, in the 
District of Columbia or elsewhere as the board may deem necessary, 
actual traveling and other necessary expenses incurred by the members 
of the board and by its employees, under its orders, including attend- 
ance at meetings of educational associations and other organizations, 
rent and equipment of offices in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, 
purchase of books of reference, law books, and periodicals, stationery, 
typewriters and exchange thereof, miscellaneous supplies, postage on 
foreign mail, printing and binding to be done at the Government Print- 
ing Office, and all other necessary expenses. 

Sec. 6. That the Federal Board for Vocational Education is hereby 
authorized and empowered to receive such gifts and donations from 
either public or private sources as may be offered unconditionally. All 
moneys received as gifts or donations shall be paid into the Treasury 
of the United States, and shall constitute a permanent fund, to be 
called the “ Special fund for vocational rehabilitation of disabled per- 
sons,” to be used under the direction of the said board to defray the 
expenses of providing and maintaining courses of vocational rehabilita- 
tion in special cases including the payment of necessary expenses of 
persons undergoing training. A full report of all gifts and donations 
offered and accepted, together with the names of the donors and the 
respective amounts contributed by each, and all disbursements there- 
from shall be submitted annually to Congress by said board, 
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Mr. SPENCER. I move an amendment to the committee 
amendment on line 1, page 5—— 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, will the ‘Senator allow me to 
offer an amendment which comes from the committee? 

Mr. SPENCER. Certainly. 

Mr. KENYON. On page 7, eat the conclusion -of section 5, I 
move to insert the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment willbe stated. 

The Secretary. On page 7, line 24, after the word “‘ex- 
penses,”, it is proposed ‘to insert: 

A full report shall be submitted annually to Congress showing all the 
‘expense ‘incurred under this section and specifying the names qf the 
parties and ‘the amounts expended by them for any traveling and other 
expenses, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
table and be printed. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an in- 
quiry? This bill has just been reported and I have had no 
opportunity to examine its provisions or even read it. Is there 
any limitation ‘upon ‘the number of employees, the compensation 
to be ‘paid ‘them, or the :amount to ‘be paid in the aggregate for 
salaries -and compensation? 

Mr. KENYON. As to salaries :paid ‘by the board there is not. 

Mr. KING. And there is no Jimitation ‘upen ‘the number of 
employees that the board may secure and the number of persons 
they may send into the various States to execute the terms of 
this bill? 

Mr. KENYON. ft is exactly the same :as the present law 
with ‘reference ‘to vocational education. There was an appro- 
priation in ‘that ‘instance of $200,000 to cover ‘the work of the 
beard. There is no limit placed in the law upon the ‘number 
of «employees or the salaries, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. KING. But,.as I understand, this bill provides an addi- 
tional $200,000. 

Mr. KENYON. It dees. 

Mr. KING. So that would give to this board $400,000 an- 
nually for ‘the compensation of employees? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; and the work of ‘the board, which is 
extensive. I will say to the Senator that a motion will be made 
to cut down that appropriation, as I understand. 

Mr. KING. It seems to me, if the Senator will pardon me, 
that he or some other member of the committee ought ‘to pre- 
pare am amendment which would limit the compensation to be 
paid the board ‘and ‘all Federal employees serving under them— 
an amendment, perhaps, which would classify the employees 
and provide the compensation to ‘be paid ‘to those serving in 
each class, because I think the policy whiich has been ‘pursued, 
at least for a number of years, of making lump-sum appropria- 
‘tions and fixing no limit to the number of employees or the 
gmount to be:paid them is not only unwise ‘but -pesitively vicious, 
and is unfair'to those employees of the United States whose com- 
pensation is fixed by law. The application -of this unjust policy 
has resulted in thousands of new empleyees receiving much 
larger ‘salaries than tens of thousands of persons doing just as 
amportant work who have ‘been in the service of ithe Government 
for many years. 

Mr. KENYON. I agree with the Senator in regard to the 
dump-sum ‘appropriations. I do net know ‘that it is’ feasible 
in.a matter of this kind to fix the salaries. If it can be done, I 
shall be very glad to see it done. Some men are dear at $1,000 
a year, while others might be cheap at $10,000 a year. Ht is a 
pretty difficult thing to do, but 

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, if 
this bill is going over ~without a ‘vote until ‘to-morrow, I should 
like to suggest to the Senator that he consider the advisability 
of adopting some amendment providing that no salary shall be 
paid to any employee of the board exceeding ‘a certain amount. 
I have made some investigation of late in connection with some 
of the salaries ‘being paid to-day in ‘bureaus which have ‘been 
created, and they range all ‘the way from $5,000 up ‘to $15,000 a 
year, ‘the latter sum being twice as much as a Senator of the 
United States is paid; and I know that ‘the men who are holding 
the places could not command any such salaries as those in any 
other walk of life. They are being paid these amounts to-day 
by the Government of ‘the United ‘States; and I think we ought 
to limit ‘the amount of salary that can be paid to:any employee 
of ‘this board. 

Mr. KENYON. I agree with the ‘Senator, and we will do that. 
Mr. POMEPRENE. Mr. President 
Mr. KENYON. Just a moment, Mr. President. The Senntor 


The amendment will lie on the 








from Missouri [Mr. Srencer] started ‘to offer an amendment 
and I interrupted him. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
upon? 

Mr. KENYON, 


Tt has not been acted ‘upon. 
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Mr. SPENCER. May the Secretary read the amendment 
which I send to the desk? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out, in line 1 of page 
5, the words “in 1919 or” and to insert in lieu thereof “between 
the date of the passage of this act and December 31.” - 

Mr. KENYON. I think that will improve the committee 
amendment, Mr. President. If there be no objection, I shall be 
glad to have it adopted. 

The. amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENYON. Now, Mr, President, I should like to explain 
this bill for a few mements; and I am very anxious to have 
questions, so that it may be thoroughly understood. 

Mr, POMERENE and Mr. LENROOT addressed the Chair. 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. I was not quite clear, from the reading of 
this bill, whether or not this werk will be under the control of 
the same board that will have control of the crippled or disabled 
soldiers. 

Mr. KENYON. Bxactly the same oard ; and the same board 
that has charge of vocational education, and the same machinery 
that is now set up all over the country. It is merely extending 
that work to men hurt in industry and otherwise. 

Mr. POMPRENE. I am glad to know that, ‘because I did not 
see any reason why there should be a duplication. 

Mr. KENYON. No; there is no duplication. 

Mr. LENROOT and Mr. PAGE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. KENYON. I yield*to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator with refer- 
ence ‘to the proviso on page 6: 

That if any allotment is withheld from any State, the State board of 
such State may appeal to the Congress of the United States, and if the 
Congress shall not direct such sum to be paid it shall be covered into the 
Treasury. 

I should like to ask the Senator the purpose of that proviso, 
and what it means. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, may I answer that question? 

Mr. KENYON. T shall be very glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. PAGE. That follows almost identically the language of 
the general bill for vocational education. We provide that the 
States shall formulate a method of handling this fund. If they 
fail to handle it according to law, or according to the judgment 
of the board that passes upon these matters, the fund is with- 
held and is paid back into the Treasury ; but a proviso is made 
that the matter may be taken up by a board appointed by Con- 
gress and reheard. 

Mr. LENROOT. That was the point I was getting at. It 
seems to me that under the language of this proviso, while it 
contemplates ‘that the money shall be covered back into the 
Treasury if Congress dees not direct it to be paid, the money 
never would find its way to the Treasury, because there is no 
time limitation within which Congress may act. If the appeal 
is made, it hangs the money up there for all time. 

Mr. KENYON. Of course, that is true; it keeps it from the 
State. 

Mr. LENROOT. It keeps it from the Federal Treasury as 
well. We segregate it. There certainty should ‘be a limitation. 

Mr. KENYON. It probably never gets out of the Federal 
Treasury. 

Mr. LENROOT. If it never gets out of the Federal Treasury, 
I see no reason at all for the proviso. 

Mr. PAGE. It may get out of the Federal Treasury upon 
application of the State from which the fund is withheld. If 
the State has not properly managed the expenditure of this 
fund, the money is covered into the Treasury, and it remains 
there until the State by some initiative on its part sees fit to 
bring up the matter and have it adjusted by Congress, 

Mr. LENROOT. How does it get out of the Treasury unless 
it is paid over? And, then, if it never gets out, how and why is 
it to be returned? 

Mr. KENYON. It may be that the Janguage should be 
changed and a limit of time placed as to when Congress shall 
act. 

Mr. LENROOT. That is the onky point. 

Mr. KENYON. There can be no objection to that. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to say in regard to this matter that if 
the Senator will read the bill carefully he will find that in 
very many of its provisions it follows identically the language 
of the vocational education bill, and there was not a single pre- 
vision ‘in that bill that was not thoroughly thrashed out. I 
think that if the Senator will fully examine that matter he 
will find that ‘the safeguards which he suggests have been 
earefully previded for. 

Mr. LENRGOT. I should just like to say that if the money 
never gets out of ‘the Treasury there is no necessity for this 
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language. If the money does get out of the Treasury, it ought 
not to be held up for all time to come through mere failure of 
Congress to act. 

Mr. PAGE. No; it is a failure on the part of the State. 

Mr. LENROOT. But suppose they do appeal, but Congress 
akes no action? 

Mr. PAGE. Congress is bound to take action if they appeal. 

Mr. LENROOT. Oh, no; the Senator certainly does not mean 
that. There have been many appeals made to Congress—proper 
appeals—upon which Congress has never taken any action. 

Mr. PAGE. But there is a provision made in this bill or in 
the old vocational-education bill that I think fully takes care 
of the very suggestion that the Senator has offered. 

Mr. LENROOT. If it was in the old bill, it ought to be in 
this. 

Mr. KENYON. If it does not take care of that matter, it can 
be remedied very easily. 

Mr. PAGE. Yes; but I think it has been done in this bill, 
because I have taken especial pains in looking over this bill tu 
recall the bill for vocational education, and I find that in almost 
every respect they run glong parallel lines. That bill was 
handled with a great deal of care, and pretty much every 
feature that could be thrashed out was properly attended to. 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator will at once see that if an 
appeal is made to Congress and Congress does not act, it holds 
this money in the air. 

Mr. PAGE. The presumption is that the State, if any money 
has been withheld from it, will ask that it be returned. I do 
not think there has ever been any trouble so far about the with- 
holding of funds. ; 

Mr. KENYON. We will certainly have a provision here that 
will get it out of the air if it is in the air. Public money does 
not stay in the air very long, or the Treasury either. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the view of the Senator 
from Iowa? Of course, the object of the bill is to have the States 
meet dollar for dollar. The State of New Jersey has been appro- 
priating for two or three years a certain sum for this purpose, 
rehabilitation. How retroactive can this be? 

Mr. KENYON. It is not retroactive at all. 

Mr. EDGE. But if the money was appropriated at the last 
session of the legislature, so as to be available during the cur- 
rent year, then it would come under the scope of this bill, 
would it not? 

Mr. KENYON. 
State law? 

Mr. EDGE. The ist of July; from July next. 

Mr. KENYON. That would depend upon when this bill is 
assed. 

Mr. EDGE. Yes; it would. This bill, however, specifies that 
t is to apply to the year 1919, so, then, why would it not? 

Mr. KENYON. The fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. PAGE. That has been changed to 1920 now. 

Mr. EDGE. In other words, Mr. President, as to the States 
that have been rather enterprising and are already doing this 
work, it does not seem to be any more than correct and proper 
that they should participate in the benefits of the bill. We 
have already appropriated one hundred and some thousand dol- 
lars in the State of New Jersey for this specific purpose; and 
if the bill does not contemplate an appropriation during the 
current year—I can well understand that it would not go back 
beyond that—it would seem to me that it should be amended so 
that it does. 

Mr. KENYON. Of course, the current fiscal year is nearly 
over. This bill will not come into play until the next fiscal 
year, ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. EDGE. That is coincident with the fiscal year of New 
Jersey. 

Mr. KENYON. 
New Jersey. 

Mr. EDGE. And it would apply to the appropriations made 
by the last legislature? 

Mr. KENYON. I think so; yes. 

Now, Mr. President, I realize that the Senate has done per- 
haps all the work it wants to do for the day. It generally 
seems to be true that where we listen to one speech on a hot 
day, that is about all the work the Senate can do. This, how- 
ever, is a bill of very great importance, and, if the Senators are 
interested in it, I think it will be helpful if we can have a free 
discussion here and perfect frankness in asking and answering 
questions; and, while I do not guarantee that they can all be 
answered, we can discuss it pro and con. 

The purpose of this bill is to take care, by vocational train- 
ing, of men hurt in industry, and I want to be perfectly frank 
and say that the bill even goes beyond that. It will provide 
vocational training for men hurt, whether in industry or other- 
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wise, if the hurt amounts to disability. I want to be perfectly 
frank in saying that it would go to this extent: If a “bum” 
fell off of a railroad train where he was beating his way and 
lost his arm, under this bill he could have vocational training. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. K1ne] smiles at that, and it does 
seem pretty radical, but I will try and convince him of its 
justice. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Perhaps the appropriation of Federal money for 
the purpose of caring for the “bum”—using the Senator’s 
word—might be justified upon the theory that he is to be re- 
garded as a part of interstate commerce, or at least an inevitable 
concomitant of the same. 

But, as I am advised, there are plans on foot, and this bill is 
a part of this general plan, to relieve, in part at least, the States 
of their duty of providing for the education of those within their 
borders. 

There is a campaign being conducted in the country to secure 
Federal appropriations for the purpose of educating the chil- 
dren of the land; this plan contemplates the establishment of a 
department of education, the creation of hundreds and thou- 
sands of new positions, and the assumption by the United States 
of responsibilities that the Constitution clearly imposes upon 
the States. 

This bill seems to be symptomatic of the general plan. The 
States are supposed to be mere appendages to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, not sovereignties possessing sovereign powers and 
charged with sovereign responsibilities. The theory seems to 
be that the Federal Government should increase the taxes laid 
upon the people of the States, collect under drastic revenue laws 
millions from the people, and then permit to filter back to them 
such portion as is not wasted or consumed by myriads of em- 
ployees and oppressive bureaucratic administration methods. 

The people of the States are being taxed to put money into 
the Federal Treasury only to have it returned—for local and 
State purposes—less a large part of the same, which, as I have 
said, is lost in the process of transferring it from the pockets 
of the people to the Federal Treasury and from the Treasury 
back to the people. 

I am now speaking generally and not specifically with refer- 
ence to the bill before us. 

However, this bill, if I understand its terms, will result in 
taking money from the people by Federal taxation in order 
that Federal functionaries may return it to the people for ex- 
penditure for local purposes. 

If the United States can collect taxes to furnish vocational 
education to the injured or sick, it would seem that there is 
scarcely any limit to its power. It would be authorized in 
this view to take over the entire educational system of the 
States. Where would the limit be placed upon the authority of 
the Federal Government? And if there be no limit, then our 
Republic is at an end. 

If the Federal Government is subject to no limitations, if it 
may assume control of the domestic and internal affairs of the 
States, then the States will soon cease to function and will 
suffer complete atrophy. 

My experience is that many of the measures presented in 
Congress, which call for appropriations, an increase in the per- 
sonnel of bureaus and departments, the creation of new bureaus 
or departments, the extension of the activities of the United 
States into the States, and the assertion of authority within 
the States and in relation to the domestic concerns of the peo- 
ple, are prepared and urged by Federal employees. 

There are too many who are too eager to increase their au- 
thority and enlarge the field of their activities. 

I believe the policy should be to strengthen, not weaken, the 
States; to develop and maintain a feeling among the people 
in favor of local self-government—a resolute, abiding faith in 
their capacity to govern themselves and to work out the prob- 
lems, intricate and difficult though they may be, that must come 
to a strong and virile people. 

Let us preach the gospel of self-reliance—the faith that 
burned in the hearts of the pioneers who laid the foundations 
of the mighty Commonwealths composing this Union. Let us 
not chloroform the States by Federal decoctions or render the 
people anemic and bloodless by transferring from their shoul- 
ders to the Federal Government the burdens, duties, and re- 
sponsibilities which rest upon them, and the faithful perform- 
ance of which makes them a mighty people. 

Mr. KENYON. Of course, the Senator has not studied this 
bill or he would not make that statement. We are not trying 
to take over education in the States. It is entirely Federal 
stimulation, while the work is really carried on by the States. 
I believe the Senator from Utah is probably the only person in 
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this Chamber who is opposed to this kind of legislation, and 
before we get through with this bill I am sure he is going to 
stand up here and be for it, because it is a great humane 
measure, and it is not hurting the Constitution or infringing 
upon it at all, not nearly as much as many things the Senator 
from Utah has been voting for in the last few months. 

We have established the principle of Federal stimulation of 
education in the vocational education bill. If Senators will 
study what has been done in this country under that bill, they 
will know that it was one of the wisest pieces of legislation that 
.we have ever passed. Over 165,000 persons are now availing 
themselves of the privileges of that law, and the Board of 
Vocational Training believes there will be double that number 
in this year. That was merely a proposition of stimulation. 
Congress did not take over education in the States. Congress 
merely matched, dollar for dollar, what the States might do in 
the way of vocational training, and every State in the Union has 
gone ahead with its educational board, called that in most 
cases, but in some cases a vocational training board for coopera- 
tion with Congress in that great measure. Now, that machinery 
is in existence to-day all over this country. This does not re- 
quire the setting up of any new machinery. 

We have gone ahead, too, as to the boys hurt in the war. 
Nobody has objected to giving them a chance for vocational 
training, and this board got into touch with something like 
53,000 boys in France who had been injured. They have studied 
their cases. The registration has run up to something like 
90,000, but out of those there are about 12,000 cases with which 
this board are undertaking to go ahead. They actually now 
have in training something like 3,200 soldiers. There are 4,000 
who can not be trained because of some question that has 
arisen between the War Risk Insurance Bureau and the Board 
of Vocational Training as to the construction of the act. That 
will be ironed out, I think, in another bill that will be presented 
here in a few days. 

Nobody raises his voice against that work for the soldiers. 
It is a splendid thing. We go a step further now and say that 
that great work—making a man who is injured and may become 
a burden on society a part of the potential force of society— 
shall be extended through the application of the same principle, 
stimulation to the States, on plans made by them and approved 
by this board before any money can be certified to the States, 
so as to give a chance to every man injured in occupation to 
enter into some line of work by which he can make a living and 
cease to be a burden upon society, but be a potential benefit. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from fowa 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Will not the Senator say, by way of an- 
ticipation, if his committee does not contemplate or if he does 
not contemplate legislation looking to a general Federal subsidy 
of all education? 

Mr. KENYON. Whether the committee contemplates that? 

Mr. McCORMICK. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. I could not speak for the committee. There 
is a bill now introduced, as the Senator knows, along that line. 
There have been no hearings on that bill as yet. There were 
some at the last session. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The measure before the Senate would be 
a small enterprise by comparison with the other, would it not? 

Mr. KENYON. Absolutely. 

It is hard to get at the statistics of men injured in industry 
in this country, but it is safe to say that to-day in this Nation 
there are in the neighborhood of 200,000 men permanently crip- 
pled in occupation. I use that term instead of “industry” be- 
cause “industry” probably would not include farming opera- 
tions, and the accidents in farming operations are very heavy. 
Investigation has shown that in Austria the accidents on farms 
are equal to the accidents in industry. That is not true in 
this country; but it is perfectly safe to say that 15,000 men in 
this country yearly are injured in such a way that their power 
to labor is impaired more than 50 per cent. Of course, there 
are hundreds of thousands of men injured in small way, re- 
sulting in a week’s to a month’s loss of time; but I speak now 
of those who lose an arm or a leg or eyes or are injured in 
some functional respect that retards their work to a measurable 
degree. There are 15,000 of those men a year. Not all of 
them, of course, will want vocational training, but a large num- 
ber will, and it is the purpose of this bill to give them the 
chance. 

As I said to the Senator from Utah, the bill goes even fur- 
ther, and covers the case to which I referred of a man “ bum- 
ming” his way on a freight train. He falls off, his arm is cut 
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off, and he is thrown on the scrap heap. Why? If you can 
take that man to an agency and teach him some useful occupa- 
tion, you not only save the man but you do a great thing for 
society. You take him off the scrap heap and have him earn 
his own way in the world. 

So we have gone far in this bill. There is no question about 
that. At the inception of it it was not the unanimous thought of 
the committee that we should go that far. Everyone, I think, 
was in favor of taking the men in industry or the men in occu- 
pation and putting them under the act; but when you came to 
take the drunken man, run over by an automobile on the street 
and losing his legs, or something of that kind, the committee 
hesitated. That is a fair question of division for men to differ 
about and debate about. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Does this bill limit the aid which is granted to 
those who have received injuries as the result of accidents or 
does it extend to those whose ability to earn a living has been 
impaired by reason of some organic disease or some progressive 
ailment? 

Mr. KENYON. Any disability. That will cover sickness; 
that will cover an occupational disease that makes it impgssible 
for the man to earn a living. 

Mr. KING. Then, as I understand, if a person, say, 50 or 60 
years of age should become deaf or, through heart disease or 
some other ailment, should be prevented from pursuing his usual 
vocation, this board would take charge of that man and try to 
give him vocational training in something else in which possibly 
he might succeed and might be enabled to earn a livelihood? 

Mr. KENYON. Why not? 

Mr. KING. I am merely asking whether it would go that far. 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; if the man is disabled in occupation and 
is without sufficient means to provide for his own rehabilita- 
tion, and the State board are of the opinion, under plans that 
have been approved by the Federal board, that they can teach 
that man, even though he be 70 years of age. You can learn 
something after you are 70 years of age. We have Senators 
here far beyond that age. 

If he can become a useful, working member of society, I say 
yes; I say they could take charge of such a man, and why not? 

Mr. KING. The Senator assumes, of course, that the States 
are unwilling to discharge a duty which rests upon them, and 
would not make appropriations to take care of those who might 
need care and aid. 

Mr. KENYON. No; I do not assume that at all. Men who 
ean not make a living and who have nothing become a burden 
upon society in one way or the other. Somebody has to take care 
of them. Whether it be the State or whether it be the Nation, 
it eventually comes out of the people who pay the taxes. This 
merely stimulates the State to do that work. 

The States do not all do that work now. Here are workmen’s 
compensation acts. You would assume that every State in the 
Union would look after that matter for itself. It is true that 
there are 38 States of the Union that have their compensation 
acts. There are 10 States that have no compensation acts. 
They will have to have compensation acts, in order really to get 
the benefit of this law. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will allow me, it is the experi- 
ence in all countries that needed and desirable legislation is 
not obtained within a day or a year. It is a matter of experi- 
ence, education, and, in many instances, legitimate, enthusiastic 
propaganda, in order to effectuate reforms and obtain the adop- 
tion of measures conducive to liberty or to social improvement. 
The Senator referred to employees’ compensation acts. It is 
only within a comparatively short time that this subject received 
attention at the hands of the people and of legislators. The 
justice of providing compensation for thos® injured in industrial 
and other employments appealed so strongly to the people when 
the matter was brought to their attention that the States imme- 
diately began the enactment of compensation statutes. And it 
will only be a short time, in my opinion, when every State in the 
Union will have a humane and rational employees’ compensa- 
tion act. For many years I have strongly advocated workmen’s 
compensation acts, and I shall rejoice when they shall find a 
place in the statutes of all States of the Union. 

If I have correctly followed the Senator, I would say that if 
there is any difference between us with respect to the question 
under consideration it would be as to the government or soy- 
ereignty which attempted legislation looking to the rehabilita- 
tion of the injured members of society. It must be borne in 
mind that this is a dual form of government. The United States 
is different from Germany or France or many other nations of 
the world. Our Federal Government is a Republic composed 
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of republics. The Federal Government is a government of 
limited and enumerated powers. It deals with national and 
international questions. Domestic problems, the questions of 
local self-government are committed to the sovereign States. 
The line of demarcation separating the States and their func- 


tions and powers from the Federal Government is clear and 
unmistakable. I believe that it is the duty of every State to 
provide for the welfare and well-being of the inhabitants thereof. 
The States are sovereign and omnipotent with respect to do- 
mestic and lecal matters. The question of education is a 
domestic question. The police powers of the State are mul- 
titudinous, and the Siates should exercise those powers, and 
the abdication by the States of their functions will destroy this 
Republic. The perpetuity of this Nation depends upon the 
preservation of the States. It is as important that the States 
should maintain their vitality and exercise their sovereign 
powers as that the Federal Government should maintain its 
vitality and exercise the powers delegated to it. There has al- 
Ways been a struggle between the centrifugal and centripetal 
forces in governments. There is a constant effort to centralize 
and consolidate authority and power in the hands of a few or 
in a central or overshadewing sovereignty. The highest fruits 
of liberty have been enjoyed under governments in which the 
doméstic and local questions and problems were committed to 
the people themselves in their local spheres. It is apparent that 
these forces to which I have referred find expression in this 
Republic. Every student of our Nation and its constitutional 
development must be impressed with the fact that the centraliz- 
ing tendencies and purposes are stronger now than ever before. 
There is an increasing disposition to look to Washington and to 
the Federal Government for laws, for regulations, for adminis- 
tration. We augment the powers of the officials and the depart- 
menis and the bureaus and multiply the number of departments 
and bureaus and officials. Officials and bureaus are constantly 
suggesting and urging the adoption of measures extending their 
powers and jurisdiction, and the demands which they make 
clearly call fer a diminution of the powers and authority of the 
States. 

Of course, there are imperfections and weaknesses in State 
administration. The enactment of legislation to secure needed 
reforms bringing about improved industrial and social conditions 
can not be accomplished by the waving of some magic wand; 
but history shows that those reforms that came as the result of 
thought and effort and education are the most enduring and the 
most beneficent. The idea that all evils must be cured by legis- 
lation is erroneous. A proper foundation must be laid for legis- 
lation. That foundation is the result of experience, of educa- 
tion. and in many instances of experiments. Many of the 
officials in the Federal Government see the wisdom and propriety 
of reforms within the States, but are not willing for the States 
to work out in their own way the desired results. Thereupon 
they engage in a more or less extensive propaganda and often- 
times project the Federal Government into matters that are 
purely local and domestic and pertain to the functions of the 
States alone. Unfortunately the States too often fail to com- 
prehend the principle invelved ; the proposition of appropriating 
money to aid in some State activity is alluring, and soon a 
sentiment is developed within the States which leads te a more 
or less powerful demand for Federal aid and Federal interven- 
tion. This course weakens the vitality and the moral fiber of 
the States; it tends to their devitalization and to their demorali- 
zation. In the end policies of this kind, if persisted in, would 
lead to their degradation and destruction. During the last ses- 
sion of Congress we appropriated $200,000,000 to construct high- 
ways within the States. The building of State highways is a 
State function. I have received communications urging that 
the States be relieved of the burden of maintaining roads and 
highways, and that the entire burden of building the roads and 
mailtaining them be assumed by the Federal Government. I 
have received also communications urging that the Federal Gov- 
ernment take over the schools and educate the children within 
States. It would seem that many of the people of the States 





have so little regard for the dignity and sovereignty and pre- 
rogatives of the States within which they live that they would 


be willing to have them submerged and destroyed and their 
respousibilities and functions assumed and taken over by the 
Federal Government. The measure which is now up for con- 
sideration is new to me as it is to most of the Senators. We 
had no opportunity to read it nor to analyze its provisions; but 
from the hasty glance which I have been permitted to bestow 
upon it since the Senator from Iowa called it to our attention 
a few moments ago, I have been apprehensive that it might 
result in its operations in a further aggrandizement of the 
parent Government and result in a further loss of vigor and 
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authority upon the part of the States and would be regarded as 
a precedent for legislation clearly destructive of the States. 

Of course, all will coneede that anything that will ameliorate 
the condition of the wounded, those who have suffered the loss 
of limbs, whatever will minister to their comfort and happiness 
and aid them in reestablishing themselves as vital factors in 
the social and industrial life of the communities in which they 
live, not only is commendable but must receive the genuine ap- 
proval of all humane and right-minded persons. But the whole 
question is not answered when it is said that the Federal Gov- 
ernment is going into the States to engage in the work of vocw 
tional rehabilitation. The question we meet at the threshhold 
is, Whose primary duty is it to provide for the vocational train- 
ing of those who have been injured? Is it the duty of the State 
or, under our form of government, is it the duty of the National 
Government? I believe that the States, under our form of 
government, are charged with this duty and with the responsi- 
bility of educating the children within their borders, of looking 
after the social welfare and the industrial welfare of their in- 
habitants. The functions of the Federal Government are dif- 
ferent. The States did not, in their grant of pewers to the 
Federal Government, confer upon it the duty to go into the States 
and exercise the police powers of the States. The States ought 
to care for those who are injured, provide for their welfare anid 
education, and equip them, so far as possible, for the assumption 
of the responsibilities of citizenship, and prepare them to enter 
some gainful occupation, so that they may care for themselves 
and their families. Legislation of that character by the States 
I most heartily approve of, and no State should fail in enacting 
suitable legislation for a purpose so humane and so beneficent. 
As stated a moment ago, however, legislation is not the child of 
a moment. It is only within the past few years that there has 
been any agitation looking to the rehabilitation of injured mem- 
bers of society. It is only within the past few years we have 
heard the words “ vocational rehabilitation.” However, as I 
have been advised, some States have most excellent statutes 
providing for the training of men and women who have been 
injured. The matter is receiving earnest consideration at the 
hands of State legislators and educators within the States. 
The people are awakening to the necessity of dealing with the 
question of aiding those who have by reason of disease or in- 
juries been unfitted for some gainful pursuit; and as the sub- 
ject has received attention remedies have been provided, and the 
entire subject is receiving intelligent and’ earnest consideration 
at the hands of the States. In many States—while it is not 
perhaps exactly parallel, but it illustrates the point that I am 
attempting te make—as soon as the attention of the people was 
called to the blind, the deaf, and the dumb provisions were made 
to care for these unfortunates, and in nearly every State, if not 
all of the States of the Union, there can be found schools for 
the blind and the deaf and the dumb, and everything that science 
and that a broad humanitarian spirit can suggest is being done 
to aid then and to equip them for service and responsibility in 
the social and industrial and political organism. And I have no 
doubt but that every State in the Union will be perfectly willing 
to meet this question and to make ample and full provision for 
the vocational training of those who belong to the class referred 
to in the bill which is before us for consideration. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator is probably aware of the fact 
that under the vocational education act many States have gone 
far beyond the amount of money the Government appropriates, 
although that is a dollar-for-dollar proposition. The stimulation 
by the Federal Government—the leadership of the Federal Gov- 
ernment—has been an incentive to them just as it will be in this 
matter. 

For instance, referring to the Senator’s illustration of educa- 
tion, does he not feel that a high rate of illiteracy in any State 
of the Union is a question of concern to the citizens of all the 
other States? I will not mention any State, but there is one 
State with perhaps a rate of illiteracy of 48 or 50 per cent. In 
my own State the rate is very low, but the illiteracy of that 
particular State or of any other State is a matter of concern to 
my State. These are not entirely State questions; they are 
national questions. 

Mr. FALL. Will the Senator from Iowa yield for a question? 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly. 

Mr. FALL. Is it not a fact that the duty of citizenship and 
the obligation of citizenship is dual; that we have citizens of 
the United States who are necessarily under the Constitution 
citizens of a particular State? 

Mr. KENYON. And we now have citizens of the world. 

Mr. FALL. We will have citizens of the world a little later; 
but the point to which I wish to direct the Senator's attention is 
that the United States Government itself makes citizens of the 
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United States of foreigners. The States can not interfere with 
it, and they have nothing to do with it. One of those foreigners 
made a citizen under the law of Congress can go into any State 
in the Union and must necessarily be there regarded as a citizen 
of the United States. Generally he must have all the rights of a 
citizen of the United States under that State. Therefore, should 
it not be a part of the high duty of the National Government to 
assist in taking care of this great national asset, the citizen of 
the United States, although he may at the same time be a resi- 
dent and citizen of a State? 

Mr. KENYON. I have no quarrel with the view of the Sena- 
tor from New Mexico, and I think the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
KinG] will gradually come to that opinion as the years go by. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa looks at 
me in a way which seems to indicate that he expects some ob- 
servation from me. I merely want to remark, without refer- 
ence to the bill under discussion, that the tendency in this Re- 
public seems to be toward a strong central government. There 
seems to be an irresistible tide in the direction of the establish- 
ment of a mighty and puissant Federal Government. In every 
part of the land there are those that are seeking to augment 
the powers and the authority and the activities of the Federal 
Government and its bureaus and department officials. People 
seem to be willing to barter away the liberties which they en- 
joy and to sell for a mess of pottage the inheritance which 
the fathers have bequeathed to them. The States are becom- 
ing mere shadows. The power of the Federal Government is 
being invoked to direct the local concerns and the private af- 
fairs and the questions that are purely intrastate in character. 
The States are being debauched by Federal appropriations. 
The golden stream. flowing from the Federal Treasury acts as 
an acid to eat away the devotion which the people should feel 
toward the States in which they live. We are being seduced 
by Federal aid and the States are clamoring for crumbs that 
fall from the table of this rich and powerful Dives, the Na- 
tional Government, which sits enthroned in this Capital City of 
the Nation. It is rather paradoxical, when we see the vigor 
with which we attacked bureaucracy and consolidated govern- 
ment as they found expression in Prussia and yet encourage 
the adoption of policies in this country that, if persisted in for 
an indefinite period, must result in evils dangerous and destruc- 
tive. We denounced the autocracy of Prussia. We claimed 
that the Prussian system consolidated and centralized the 
power in the hands of a powerful government; that it built up 
a military machine, controlled the social organism, laid its 
powerful hand upon all of the activities of the people, and 
sought to impose its Kultur upon people beyond its territorial 
limits. We insisted that, in order that democracy and local 
self-government and freedom might exist, this autocracy should 
be destroyed. When we denounced Germany we spoke of our 
States and local self-government and the rights of the indi- 
viduals. We called attention to the States and to our form of 
government and to the immense authority which the States pos- 
sess for the good of the people and of the vast powers reserved 
by the people themselves. 

We spoke of the splendid, wholesome rivalry between States 
and accounted for the progress of this Nation because of the 
differentiations, the broad field for development, and progress 
left to the States and to the counties and municipalities and 
individuals within the States. We gloried in the individualism 
of this Nation, and contrasted it with the tyrannous state social- 
ism and autocracy of other rations of the earth. But, as I 
have stated, there seems to he a rising tide in our land which 
beats with mighty force against the pillars and bulwarks that 
have protected this Nation in the past. There are those who 
seek the overthrow of States which our Supreme Court have de- 
clared should be indestructible: They would reduce the States 
and the people to a protoplasmic mass and superimpose upon 
us all the powerful hand of a mighty imperialistic government. 

Mr. KENYON. If the Senator will carry his argument still 
further, it will apply to this league of nations that he is advo- 
eating, will it not? 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not want 
to be brought into a discussion of the league of nations to-day. 

Mr. KENYON. Not to state how I feel about it, the Senator 
is assuming that we are going to strike down the States and 
all the splendid rivalries between the States to support his 
argument against this bill; but the Senator knows that the 
Same argument is made against the league of nations, that it 
will strike down rivalry between nations that are splendidly 
developed. However, I do not want to get into a discussion of 
the league of nations at this time. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, if I believed that the 
league of nations would develop into an internationalism which 
would destroy nationalism, destroy the proud position of this 
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Republic, take away the patriotic impulses of the American 
people and the spirit which has made them great and brought 
this Nation to its splendid proportions, then I would not be for 
the league of nations. 

Mr. KENYON. Does not the Senator think that is just as 
liable to happen as the passage of a bill to help men in industry 
to vocational training will destroy the States and the splendid 
rivalry of the States? The Senator is really not deeply con- 
cerned about that, is he; and really does not fear it very much, 
does he? 

Mr. KING. I did not mean ‘to assert that the bill which the 
Senator is now championing with his splendid ability would 
accomplish the evils of which I speak. I merely mentioned the 
tendency of the times and referred to the bill which the Senator 
is now defending as a possible symptom of the age and of the 
spirit of which I have been speaking. The bill in and of itself 
has meritorious features; the object of it is certainly worthy; 
and I would go as far as the Senator or anyone else in demand- 
ing that my State and every State should make the fullest provi- 
sions for educational and rehabilitation work. I think every 
State ought to make liberal appropriations to take care of those 
who are injured and see that they have a fair opportunity in the 
race of life, and I have no doubt that the States, filled as they are 
with humane, Christian, patriotic people, will enact all needed 
legislation to accomplish this praiseworthy object. 

Mr. KENYON. They have not done so as yet. 
bill is a splendid symptom of the times. 
accept his designation. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KENYON. [yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator from Utah expressed the hope 
that his own State, as well as other States, will take a very deep 
interest in this subject and provide for the rehabilitation of the 
men who are injured in industrial pursuits, and so forth. I am 
in entire accord with that view, but it seems to me that I will 
go a step further than he will go. My belief is that a bill of this 
kind will encourage the States to do the very thing which he 
says he wants them to do. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. As I understand the object of the 
bill, it provides for the rehabilitation of soldiers wounded in 
this war. 

Mr. KENYON. No; I will state to the Senator it does not, 
and that statement shows that the Senator has not read the bill. 
That is already provided for in the bill we passed that was ap- 
proved a year ago in June. This takes the principle further, to 
give vocational training to men injured in occupations and 
otherwise, practically giving, as I said here when the Senator 
was out, and I want to be frank about it, an opportunity for 
vocational training to any man injured, so that it amounts to 
such a disability that he can not pursue his present occupation. 

Mr. KING. The Senator will pardon me. It goes further 
than that. It provides not only for those who are injured, but 
those who may become sick and by reason of any ailment are dis- 
qualified from following their former profession or occupation, 
if they had one. 

Mr. KENYON. If such sickness is such as to amount to dis- 
ability, that is true. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It involves the principle more or 
less, and it is a step toward the federalization of our system 
of instruction in the various States. In the State of New Jersey 
we have builded, through the taxation of our citizens and 
assisted by the taxation of the railroads and other corporations, 
a great school system. It is second to none in any section of the 
country. We are justly proud of that system. I do not think 
that beyond the ambition of certain of the educators there is a 
desire to inflict upon the State of New Jersey Federal control 
or direction. The minute you impose upon the States of the 
Union direction from Washington you are going to break down 
the great system of public instruction in this country. 

Mr. KENYON. Has the Senator read the bill? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have read the bill. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator assumes Federal 
There is no Federal direction. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It leads toward that, because fol- 
lowing it up is the Smith educational bill, involving the creation 
of a bureau or department of public instruction which will super- 
sede, supervise, direct, and control the systems of instruction in 
the States. 

Mr. KENYON. But the Smith educational bill has nothing 
to do with this bill. It has no connection with this bill further 
than the name of the author. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. As it is written it is practically 
the same verbiage and along the same plan. It appropriates a 


I will say this 
I like the symptom and 


direction. 





o16 


certain sum of money to the States and apportions it, and it is 
enly reasonable to assume that appropriating that money it 
will direct the policy of education in those States, and you can 
not set away from it. 

My object in rising was to point eut to the Senate what I 
believe is the unfair system of apportionment, a system that 
will compel the taxpayers of the larger States, and the larger 
States are the industrial States, to pay to the poorer States, 
the States in the South and the Far West, a larger sum of money 
than those States themselves pay through internal-revenue 
taxes. Upon the apportionment of $100,000,000 of the Smith 
educational bill, reduced to a million dollars in this bill, I base 
my argument against the unfair apportionment. 


For instance, taking the State of Iowa, the Senator's own | 


State. under this apprepriation of $1,000,000 it will pay $4,590 
in internal-revenue taxes toward the $1,000,000 appropriation, 
but it will receive $35,050 from the apportionment. The State 
ef Alabama will pay $5,130 and will receive $23,290; while 
the State of New Jersey, spending $15,000,000 a year on its 
own scheol system, establishing an educational system long 
before the Federal Government undertook it, will pay $27,810 
and receive $27,060 in return. 

If you are going to adept the principle that the richer States 
are to pay for education in the peorer States and redistribute 
the public funds in that way, I am opposed to that system. I 
believe that when you are trying to rehabilitate the industrial 
workers you should appropriate more money to the industrial 
States than to the western and the farming States. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I do not believe I have heard 
an appropriation bill or a tax bill under discussion before the 
Senate for the last two or three years that I have not heard 
practically that same argument from the Senator from New 
Jersey—that it is an unfair distribution of public funds, that 
we ure putting it into the South, and that the great industrial 
centers of New Jersey and New York are paying more than 
their share. Iowa is now included in his list. It has been 
heretofore confined to the Southern States. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like to have the Senator 
point out wherein I have protested before upon this question 
of apportionment of appropriations. 

Mr. KENYON. I can find it in the Recorp, I am certain. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like to have it pointed out. 

Mr. KENYON. These same figures about what is paid in his 
State through imternal-revenue taxes and all that have also 
been mentioned. Of course, you have more money in New Jersey 
than certain States in the South have. You have there a great 
industrial center, and you have to pay more taxes. Perhaps 
New Jersey does pay more taxes than Iewa, though New Jersey 
could not live if it were net for Iowa and some of the Western 
States and some of the Southern States. We have gotten to 
the point, I hope, in this country where the welfare of the 
Southern States is as important to us as the welfare of the 
Northern States. .We are one country. I am growing rather 
tired, when anything comes up here of this nature, of always 
being confronted with the proposition that New York and New 
Jersey are paying all the taxes in the country, and consequently 
we must have some different method of distribution of funds. 
Let us get over the idea that we are anything but one country. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. KENYON. I vield. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I agree with the Senator that when 
it comes to the question of any great public improvement, like 
the irrigation of the lands of the West or the deepening of the 
Mississippi River, or anything that affects the progress and 
prosperity of any section of the country, it is perfectly right that 
we should net consider selfishly the contributions made by the 
individual States to those projects. But this adopts a new 
policy. The States have always cared for their own public in- 
struction, and now you are reaching over and taking money from 
the taxpayers of these States, through taxes, and reapplying 
it to other districts of the South and West. It may be a good 
policy, but it isa new policy never heretofore adopted. I think 
we slould hesitate before we impose upon States in the North, in 
which these industrial centers are found, an increased burden 
of tnxation te be expended through a public department. We 
should be absolutely certain that it is a wise policy and a wise 
p'an. I believe that the taxpayers of those States, who pay the 
bills. should first be consulted as to whether this policy should 
be adopted, and, notwithstanding the reflection which the Sena- 
tor casts upon ine in protesting against the payment by my State 
of excessive taxes and a redistribution in this manner, I still 
protest that a policy of this character is unwise when it inter- 
feres with the instruction which has heretofore been carried on 
and maintained and controlled by my State. 
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Mr. KENYON. Of course, we can all agree with the Senator 
that we should be perfectly certain it is a wise policy before 
we go ahead with it. But it is perfectly apparent that he does 
net understand the bill when he says it is an attempt to con- 
trel education in the State of New Jersey. It is not at all. 
New Jersey need not have anything to do with this bill unless 
she wants to. Of course, there would be a general appropriation 
that comes out of the Treasury, but the little part that New 
Jersey would have to pay of the $1,000,000 a year, the whole 
appropriation being that sum, would be infinitesimal. No State 
will be compelled to act under this law, no State is compelled 
to take its benefits. New Jersey is not hurt one particle. 

Whether it is a wise policy is a fair subject for argument. 
Whether it is a wise policy for the Federal Government to have 
any interest in the poor devil, whether he is in New Jersey or 
Alabama or Iowa; who has lost a leg or an arm or both legs 
or both arms, and has a family dependent on him, and does not 
know where he is going to turn—whether that is anything we 
should have anything te do with or not is for each one of us 
to settle for himself. 

I say that the Federal Government is just as much interested 
in these questions of maintaining a vigorous citizenship in thé 
States as are the States themselves. As the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. Fatt] has said, we grant citizenship. It applies 
to all the States, and it is a fiction that is raised here so often, 
as I have suggested, that some particular States in the Union 
are paying more than their share of taxes, and especially do 
we always hear it about the Southern States. I thank God I 
have reached the condition of mind where I care as much for 
the welfare of the Southern States as I do for the Northern 
States, and the Northern States are just as much interested in 
the vital problems of the Southern States as they are themselves. 
You can not hurt one part of the country without hurting the 
whole country. The people who accumulate great riches in the 
great States and then wrap the cloak of arrogance about them 
and say, “ You ean not take this; you are taking it from our 
State and giving it to another State,” can not longer assume 
that attitude. No; you have the wealth, and you have to pay 
your fair proportion of the taxes; you have got to help in the 
redemption work of the whole Nation. If you do not want to 
do it, we will make you doit by law. You might as well under- 
stand it first as last. The boys who went out from various 
States went not to fight for these States but for the Nation. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Plorida. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Is it not a fact that in those great indus- 
trial centers where they show greater returns in the way of 
taxes their wealth arises very largely from building up business 
from other States and other sections? That is true of a great 
many industrial centers. They are not merely supported by 
their own States, but they are supported largely by what they 
get from other States. 

Mr. KENYON. Of course, if it were not for Florida they 
could not have grapefruit up in New York for breakfast, and 
if it were not for Iowa they would starve. 

I have tried, in a mild way, to explain this bill. I have said 
to the Senate that it covers men hurt in occupations, farming, 
and everything else. It covers the man who may be run over by 
an automobile. They may never avail themselves of this voca- 
tional training. They do not have to do it. It is entirely 
optional with them, and a large number of them probably will 
not do so. 

The appropriations covered are not large. After the year 
1922 it will be $1,000,000 a year for the Federal Government. 
The States can only secure anything under this act by a cer- 
tificate of the Board of Vocational Training that they have ap- 
proved the plans which the State has for its vocational training 
for men hurt in industry. These plans are submitted to the 
Federal board. If satisfactory to the Federal board, it then 
certifies to the Treasury, and the payments are made dollar for 
dollar. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Before the Senator leaves the subject which 
he is discussing, I should like to have him explain why the 
amendment on page 1 of the bill, beginning in line 5, was adopted 
by the committee. The amendment reads: 

And who are without sufficient means to provide for their own re- 
habilitation. 

It seems to me, with those words in the law, a person who has 
been injured or in any way disabled would have to acknowledge 
to the whole world that he is next thing to a pauper, and I 
doubt the wisdom of putting in those words. 

Mr. KENYON. I do, too. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I do not think it 
will make any difference, as far as the number of didabled persons 
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is concerned who will take advantage of the act, with the single 
exception that I am fearful there are some persons who may 
be disabled and who before they would make this statement of 
proof that they are without sufficient funds to provide for their 
own rehabilitation would go without it. Really I would very 
much prefer to see that amendment disagreed to. 

Mr. KENYON. I will say to the Senator it was suggested in 
committee by some member that a person who was very wealthy 
might ask for this training. I do not think it would occur 
once in a theusand years, but on that account the amendment 
was put in there. I agree with the Senater from Utah that it 
ought to go out. I have no right to bind anybody on it, how- 
ever. 

Mr. SMOOT. I hope the amendment will be disagreed to, be- 
cause many sensitive persons receiving an injury or suffering 
a disability when asked, before they can receive the benefits 
of this law, “Have you not any friends, or can you not get 
the money, or are you not able to pay fer this yourself,’ I am 
fearful would never take advantage of it whe ought to take 
advantage of it. 

Mr. KENYON. I agree with the Senator. There is a good 
deal of danger in that provision. 

There is an amendment on page 5 which has been inserted by 
the committee : 


And to cooperate, for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of 
this act, with such public and private agencies as it may deem advisable. 


It was thought that many institutions, such as the Knights 
of Columbus, Elks, Young Men’s Christian Association, and 
other institutions, would raise funds for scholarships, and the 
board desires permission to cooperate with them. 

It is an interesting fact to know that there are now over 
4,000 maimed soldiers of the war waiting for their vocational 
training who can not get it because of a dispute, or rather a 
difference, in construction of the law on the part of the War 
Risk Insurance Bureau and the Federal Board for Vocational 
Training, a man being entitled to vocational training only 
where he is entitled to eompensation under the terms of the 
war-risk insurance act. A man may have lost an arm and 
still be able to go back to his old job and not be entitled to com- 
pensation, so he could not have vocational training. Then the 
War Risk Insurance Bureau has to investigate all the questions 
involved, his family, and his own life, to get at the question of 
whether he is entitled to compensation. He can not have the 
training vocationally until he is entitled to compensation. 

The Elks, to their everlasting credit and possilMy to the shame 
of the Government, have raised a fund of over $200,000 that is 
being used to be loaned to these boys who are trying to secure 
vocational training. They give their notes; I have some of them 
here. They pay them as they get their allotments and their 
compensation. Those 4,000 boys to-day are waiting for this voca- 
tional training. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. [ think if the able and earnest Sen- 
ator from Utah had reflected a little more upon the matter he 
would have recognized that this bill is not a departure from the 
Federal pelicy of the Government. Ever since our Nation was 
formed it has deemed it wise to aid States in the matter of edu- 
eation. Early in our history it gave extensive grants of land to 
States, and upon the demand ef every State in the Union it gave 
great grants of land for the purpose of aiding the cause of educa- 
tion. My recollection is that the State of Utah has been particu- 
larly favored in that respect. \ 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator is referring to the remarks of the 
junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine]? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; of the junior Senator from 
Utah. Utah was particularly favored in that respect, its grant 
transcending, my recollection is, the grant made to any of the 
neighboring States. 

I am quite unable to distinguish in principle between a grant 
of land to a State in aid of education, land which might be 
sold and the proceeds covered into the Treasury, and taking 
money out of the Treasury of the United States and donating 
it to the State in aid of education. Indeed, if I am not quite 
in error, that course has been pursued in a number of cases and 
grants of money have been made to many States in aid of edu- 
cation in order to equalize the benefits that accrued to other 
States that secured great grants of land. 

I see the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] is in the Chamber 
now, and I will say fer his benefit that I was advancing the 
idea that the principle of this bill is not new in the field of 
national education; that from its commencement the National 
Government has aided the States in education by making grants 
of land; and that very extensive grants of land were made to 


aid education in Utah—exceedingly large grants, as my recel- 
lection is—and I said that I could not distinguish in principle 
between a grant of land for education—land that might be sold 
and the proceeds covered into the General Treasury—and taking 
money out of the Treasury in aid ef the cause of education. 

Moreover, my recollection is also that, in order to equalize 
the beneficence of the Federal Government among all of the 
States, grants of meney were made out of the General Treasury 
to many of the States, so that I believe there is no real departure 
from the settled policy of the Government in the principle of this 
bill, and I think the Senator will so feel upon reflection. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I am not going to take any 
more of the time of the Senate. I will be very giad to answer 
any questions which I can with regard to this bill, if Senators 
are interested in any of its provisions. I have a very firm belief 
not only in the justice but in the wisdom of this kind of legisla- 
tion, not merely from the humane standpoint, the human saivage 
that is involved in it, but from the standpoint of those who lok 
at the mere dollars-and-cents preposition, the economic side of it. 

The average earning of the people engaged in labor in this 
eountry is about $548 a year—I do not mean per family, but per 
person. While, as I have indicated, there are over 15,000 with 
these serious injuries, there certainly will be 100,000 people, at 
a conservative estimate, injured in this country every year, and 
there are over 200,000 of injured now in the country. The re- 
ports from the State of Pennsylvania show for ofe year some- 
thing like 800,000 are kept away from work for a day or more by 
injuries. Some of those injuries were very slight. On the rail 
roads throughout this country for the last five years there have 
been 931,000 men injured. I do not mean seriously injured, but 
injured so that they were kept from their work possibly over a 
month. So there is a great army of injured people in this 
country. 

If we show an interest, and stimulate the States to take an 
interest, in rehabilitating these men, they are also going to take 
an interest in the question of more safety around those men to 
prevent those injuries. If you take it merely from the economic 
standpoint, 100,000 men a year, with $548 as the average earn- 
ings—and those were the figures before the war; the amount is 
greater now—if you could take that many men away from the 
scrap heap and put them back into industry with an earning 
capacity, you would have an economic saving of over $50,000,000 
a year. So those can deal in these figures who want to sit 
down calmly and figure out what saving a bill of this kind would 
involve. 

But to my mind there is the greater, broader question. The 
man on his back in the hospital with a family has his compensa- 
tion from the State that is carrying him on for a few weeks. 
The clouds are about him all the time as to what his family is 
going to do and what he is geing to do for them in the future. 
If you have something of this kind where you can meet him, as 
the boys from the Army are now being met in the hospitals, and 
say to the man who is injured and has no future, “ We have some- 
thing for you; the Federal Government and the State govern- 
ment are cooperating to help you; they are not throwing you 
aside and forgetting you; you are still a part of society,” I tell 
you the clouds will rell away, for dependency makes despondency, 
and if yeu can remove that fear from a man’s mind, you will 
have made a better citizen out cf him, a better father, and a 
better husband. So, outside of all economic questions, it is a 
great humanitarian measure. 

I know men are not expected te advocate humanitarian meas- 
ures very often in this Chamber, and the men who do are con- 
sidered altruistie and idealistic, and I perhaps would hesitate 
about it if the measure could not be backed up with a sound 
saving in economic loss of from fifty million to a hundred million 
dollars a year. 

The men who worked in the factories making the things for 
the boys to use at the front and were injured are entitled to the 
same consideration as the men at the front. They were essential 
te the winning of the war. This bill is to do for the man in 
overalls what we have done for the boys in the khaki uniforms. 

Mr. POMERENE rose. 

Mr, KENYON. I am through, I will say to the Senator, 
although I will be glad to answer any questions. 

Mr, POMERENE. I had: expected that the Senater from 
Iowa would reply te and make a suggestion to the Senator from 
New Jersey. While it may be true that the richer industrial 
States will furnish a larger preportion of this money than will 
the agricultural States, yet, at the same time, it must be borne 
in mind that the aecidents which occur in the mechanical and 
mining industries are very much in excess of those which occur 
in the agricultural industries. Therefore, while the industrial 
States will be paying a larger sum perhaps than some of the 
agriculturai States, at the same time they will be caring for a 
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greater portion of these unfortunates who are to be found in 
those industrial States. 

Mr. KENYON. Of course, you can not have any rule of dis- 
tribution that will be exactly fair; and I can sympathize to some 
extent with the viewpoint a man from New Jersey may take on 
the proposition ; but I did not intend by anything I said to reflect 
in any way upon the opinion of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I merely wish to say 
to the Senator from Iowa that I understand his ohservations 
were made entirely on the bill and its merits, but I felt that there 
Was some reflection in his feeling that my position was one of 
antagonism to a proper development in the other States of 
the Union. I was president of the State Board of Education of 
New Jersey for six years. Three years I spent in an effort to 
reorganize it, which was finally accomplished. We established 
vocational education long before the Federal Government as- 
sisted the States in any way; and I feel that any interference 
or anything that would in any way tend to retard the splendid 
progress and advancement which we have made in New Jersey 
would be criticized by the constituency I represent. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator understands, does he not, that 
New Jersey need not participate in the benefits of this law at all 
but can go right on in its own way? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand that; but I also un- 
derstand that a large portion of the appropriation made under 
this bill will be taken from the taxpayers of the State which I, 
in part, represent, and which the Senator from Iowa does not 
represent. 

Mr. KENYON. Will the Senator enlighten us as to how much 
of this million dollars will be paid by New Jersey? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. As I understand, the State of New 
Jersey would pay $28,000, and would receive about $27,000 in 
return. The Senator from Iowa has made the magnificent offer 
that New Jersey need not avail itself of this appropriation. 1 
hardly believe, however, that if New Jersey paid that amount, it 
would not want it back; but it does not want any Federal direc- 
tion or control of its public-instruction system. 

Mr. KENYON. Nor does it have under this bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

Mr. SMOOT. I withhold the motion. 

Mr. KENYON. The resolution of the Senator from California 
[Mr. Jonson] was laid aside. I do not want the bill which 
has been under consideration to supplant that resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. It was laid aside temporarily, I will say to 
the Senator. 

Mr. KENYON. I wish to give notice that, as soon as that reso- 
lution has been disposed of, I shall move again to take up the 
bill which has been under consideration and endeavor to keep it 
before the Senate until it has been disposed of. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Smarr] is very much interested in this bill. He was called 
to Atlanta on account of the illness of Mrs. Smith. I should 
like the Senator from Lowa to get into communication with him 
and ascertain whether it will be satisfactory to him for the 
measure to be taken up in his absence. He has been for some 
years chairman of the committee which reported the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that to-morrow the unfinished busi- 
ness will be the same as the unfinished business to-day. 

Mr. SWANSON. I suggest that the Senator from Iowa com- 
municate with the secretary of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. KENYON. I will do that, but I am sure that the Senator 
from Georgia would not object to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from Iowa could in that way 
find out what the purposes of the Senator from Georgia are. 
He might want to be here. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator does not feel that the Senator 
from Georgia would object to the passage of the bill? It is his 
measure; it was introduced by him. 

Mr. SWANSON. No; but the Senator from Iowa might need 
his assistance to secure its passage. 

Mr. KENYON, I think that that might be so, and I should 
like to have his presence. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, my recollection is 
that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kenyon] moved to proceed 
to the consideration of the vocational bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I understood that it was taken up and con- 
sidered by unanimous consent. I asked that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The unfinished business was tem- 
porarily laid aside in justice to the Senator from California. 
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Mr. SMOOT. If there is any question about it, I move that 
the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SWANSON. It was clearly understood that the bill of 
the.Senator from Iowa was to be taken up by unanimous con- 
sent and that the unfinished business was to be temporarily 
laid aside, the resolution of the Senator from California being 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. KENYON. That was the understanding. 

Mr. SMOOT. So that there may be no question about it, I 
move that the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the con- 
sideration of Senate resolution No. 12, submitted by Mr. Joun- 
son of California May 20, 1919, requesting the full text of the 
treaty of peace with Germany. 

CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO, 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, during the last session of Con- 
gress I offered a resolution in regard to Mexico. The Committee 
on Foreign Relations reported the resolution, and it was adopted, 
but under that resolution the information which was sought has 
not been fully obtained. I understand that the State Depart- 
ment is making provision to furnish certain information. At the 
beginning of this session I submitted another resolution, sub- 
stantially in the same language as the one which was passed 
at the last session. It was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I invited the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. LopcEe] to it, and told him that at the earliest op- 
portunity I should ask that the committee be discharged from 
the consideration of the resolution, and that I would ask for its 
immediate passage. He assented to that, because the resolution 
called for substantially the same information that was called 
for in the former resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. It simply asks for information? 

Mr. KING. Yes; for information. I move that the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate joint resolution No. 8. If that shall be 
done, then I will ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PxHrpps in the chair). 
Secretary will read the resolution as requested. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 8) relative 
to claims of citizens of the United States against the Republic 
of Mexico, as follows: 

Whereas claims aggregating millions of dollars in compensation for dam- 
ages to property and for personal outrages and destruction of life 
suffered by American citizens in the Republic of Mexico have been 
filed with the Department of State for presentation to the Government 
of Mexico; and 

Whereas some years have already intervened between the commission of 
such damages and outrages, and no progress is apparently being made 


toward the liquidation, settlement, and payment of such claims: Now, 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate whether or not said claims have been presented 
to the Government of Mexico, and what steps and measures are being 
taken to prosecute such claims and to liquidate and settle the same, and 
if said claims have not been presented, then to report to the Senate 
what steps amd measures are contemplated to be taken with respect 
thereto and when the department will proceed with the same; also to 
report to the Senate the number of citizens of the United States who 
have been killed in Mexico since Porfirio Diaz retired from the Presidency 
* Mexico, ae, with the number of nationals of other countries who 

have been killed in Mexico, as far as the Secretary of State is advised ; 
also to report to the Senate the amount of claims filed with the Secre- 
tary for damages suffered by citizens of the United States in Mexico 
and any information which the Secretary has as to the confiscation of 
property of citizens of the United States and as to the damage suffered 
by the citizens of the United States in Mexico. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, in view of the fact that I have 
had no opportunity to consult all of the members of the For- 
eign Relations Committee, although I am sure, if I had done 
so, all would have assented to the mode of procedure which I 
have just suggested, I shall not ask at this time for the dis- 
charge of the committee or for the consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
draws his motion, 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I am very glad that the 
Senator is not going to call up the resolution at this time; 
but I wish to direct attention to its phraseology. If I under- 
stood it correctly, it is a joint resolution directing that the in- 
formation be given to the Senate alone. I think the Senator 
only intended it as a simple Senate resolution. 

Mr. KING. As a Senate resolution. The verbiage will be 
corrected. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned ‘until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 3, 
1919, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


The 


The Senator from Utah with- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 2, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, to be, to think, to act on our own initia- 
tive is life—a precious boon yet a stupendous responsibility. 

Give us the courage, the grace, that we may meet the high 
ideals revealed in the prophets and Thy son Jesus Christ, that 
we may render unto our fellow men and unto Thee the duties 
laid upon us, that a clear conscience may be ours day by day 
as we march on in the King’s highway and a sense of the life 
eternal. In the spirit of Him who taught us the way and the 
truth and the life. Amen. ’ 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, May 31, 1919, was 
read and approved. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. Members present who have not yet taken 
the oath of office will present themselves and be sworn in. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Quin, of Mississippi, has not been 
sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. 
be sworn in, 

Mr. Quin and Mr. GALLIVAN appeared at the bar of the 
House and took the oath of office. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, the House kindly gave me permis- 
sion to address the House immediately after the reading of the 
Journal this morning. I find that the Agricultural appropria- 
tion bill is nét yet through and that there are other appropria- 
tion bills pending, so I have decided to wait until the Army ap- 
propriation bill shall come before the House and I will take 
the time then. [Applause.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday afternoon late I 
submitted a few remarks on the luxury-tax bill, so called. I 
have been sick ever since. I was sick before. I do not know 
whether that made me more sick or not. Anyway, I have not 
had a chance to correct that speech, and I desire now to have 
five days in which to revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks five days 
in which to revige the remarks he made Saturday. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 


MAMMOTH CAVE NATIONAL PARK, KY. 


Mr. THOMAS. I introduced a bill last week to create a 
national park at Mammoth Cave, Ky. The clerk, it seems, re- 
ferred that bill to the Committee on Appropriations, At the last 
session of Congress the same bill was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and that committee decided that it ought 
to go to the Committee on the Public Lands. I now ask that the 
reference be changed to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks that a 
change of reference be made of the bill indicated from the Cem- 
mittee on Appropriations to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. 
think this is a matter that should have a little consideration. So 
far as the membership of the House knows, the Committee on the 
Public Lands has not been consulted in the matter, nor the 
Speaker, nor the parliamentary clerk who first referred the bill 
to the other committee; and, personally, while I have no objec- 
tion to the transfer, yet I think the matter had better eome up 
to-morrow, so that for the time being I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming temporarily 
objects. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would just say that I referred it to the 
Committee on the Public Lands beeause it was sent there at the 
last session of Congress. ‘That was the only reason. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman frem Kentucky 
that I think there will be no objection, and I hope he will defer 
his request until to-morrow. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will wait then until to-morrow. 


LOAN OF TENTS TO CITY OF DAWSON, GA, 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, at the request of my colleague, Rep- 
resentative Crisp, who is unavoidably absent to-day, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of House joint reso- 
lution 79. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion named, which the Clerk will report. 


The gentlemen will present themselves and 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right te object, I | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use of Confederate 
veterans in their State convention, June 17 and 18, 1919. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to loan, at his discretion, to the city of Dawson, Ga., for the 
use of Confederate veterans in their State convention, to be held at 
Dawson on June 17 end 18, 1919, 50 tents and 200 cots: Provided, That 
no expense shall be caused the United States Government by the delivery 
and return of said property. the same to be delivered to said city desig- 
nated, at such time prior to the holding of said encampment as may be 
agreed upon by the Secretary of War and the mayor of said city: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of War, before delivering said tents 
and cots, shall take from the mayor of said city a good and sufficient 
bond for the safe return of said property in good order and condition, 
and the whole without expense to the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the immediate consid- 
eration of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT CLEBK TO THE MINORITY. 


Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, the chairman 
of the Committee on Accounts, presents a privileged resolution, 
which the Clerk will repert. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 57. 


Resolwed, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House of Representatives, from date of their appointment, not earlier 
than May 1, 1919, until otherwise provided by law, for the services 
of a clerk, an assistant clerk, and a messenger, compensation at the 
rate of $2,500, $1,500, and $1,000 per annum, respectively, the said 
clerks and messenger to be appointed by and to be under the directioa 
and control of the minority floor leader. 


With committee amendments, as follows: 


Page 1, line 2, strike out the word “ their,” and in line 4 strike out 
the words “a clerk, an,” and im line 5 strike out the words “and a 
messenger, compensation at the rate of $2,500, $1,500, and $1,000 per 
annum, respectively, the said clerks and messenger to be,” and at the 
end of the resolution strike out the period and insert a comma and the 
follewing words: “ additional compensation of $300 per annum, payabie 
monthly,” so that as amended the resolution will read: 

“ Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House of Re resentatives, from the date ef appointment, not earlier 
than May 1, 1919, until otherwise a by law, for the services of 
assistant clerk, appointed by and to under the direction and control of 
the minority floor leader, additional compensation of $300 per annum, 
payable monthly.” 


Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, this is made to conform te the 
resolution which was presented some time ago for the majority 
leader, and it is to equalize matters between the two forces. It 
is the same matter I asked the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GARNER] about when the former resolution was introduced. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the committee amend- 
Drent. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EXPERT AND OTHER ASSISTANTS FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS 
MEANS. 


Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I also ask for the present con- 
sideration of another privileged resolution, which I send to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hlinois sends up a 
privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 63. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means is authorized to 
sit during the sessions and recesses of the present. Congress; to em- 
ploy such expert, clerical, and stenographic services, and to gather such 
information, through Government agents or otherwise, as to it may 
seem fit, in conneetion with the consideration and ——— of bills 
for the revision of the present tariff law and of other revenue legisla- 
tion; to purchase such books and to have such printing and binding 
done as it shall require, in addition to requiring the attendance of the 
committee stenographers; to employ additional stenographers; and to 
incur such other expenses as may be deemed necessary the com- 
mittee. All the expenses of the committee shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House on the usual vouchers approved by the 
chairman of the committee. 


With the following committee amendments: 


Page 1, line 2, after the word “ authorized,” strike out the words 
“to sit during the sessions and recesses of the present Congress.” 

Page 1, line 4, after the word “ services,” strike out the words “ and 
to gather such information, through Government agents or otherwise.” 

Page 1, line 9, after the word “ require,” strike out the comma and 
insert a semicolon and the word “and.” 

Page 1, line 10, after the word “ stenographers,” strike out the semi- 
colon and insert a comma. 

Page 1, line 10, after the werd “employ,” insert the word “ such.” 

Page 1, line 11, after the word “stenographers,” strike out the sem#- 
colon and insert a comma. 

Page 1, line 12, after the word “all,” insert the word “of,” 
after the word “ the,” insert the word “ said.” 


AND 


and 
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So that the resolution as amended will read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means is authorized to 
employ such expert, clerical, and stenographic services as to it may 
seem fit, in connection with the consideration and preparation of bills 
for the revision of the present tariff law and of other revenue legisla- 
tion: to purchase such books and to have such printing and binding 
done as it shall require; and in addition to requiring the attendance 
of the committee stenographers, to employ such additional stenogra- 
phers, and to incur such other expenses as may be deemed necessary 
by the committee. All of the said expenses of the committee shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House on the usual vouchers 
approved by the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. IRELAND. Certainly. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I should like to ask the gentleman if this is 
the usual resolution? 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The usual resolution that has passed in 
sessions of Congress when tariff and other revenue legislation 
has been considered? 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes; it conforms almost, if not quite, identi- 
cally to the Underwood resolution, but that was passed by 
unanimous consent from the floor, and in some way did not 
come to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I wanted to know if it was the usual reso- 
lution. 

Mr. IRELAND. There were items in the resolution that we 
struck out, believing them not to be within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Accounts, and that the resolution would, 
therefore, be subject to a point of order. Otherwise the resolu- 
tion is quite similar. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The usual! resolution? 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think it ought to pass; that is, provided 
that side of the House are really sincere in their statement 
that they are going to consider the tariff at this session; and 
I believe that is true, that they are really sincere in the state- 
ment that they are going to present a tariff bill for the con- 
sideration of the House at this session. 

Mr. IRELAND. I am absolutely surprised that the sincerity 
of the Republican Party could ever be questioned in the gen- 
tleman’s mind. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Well, the gentleman from Illinois does not 
know the Republicans on that side as well as I do. He has not 
been here as long as I have. [Laughter.] 

Mr. IRELAND. I confess the gentleman has the advantage 
of me in that respect. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think this resolution ought to pass, if it 
is the usual resolution. 

Mr. WINGO. What limit is there on this expenditure for 
special experts and assistants? 

Mr. IRELAND. We asked the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee to come before the Committee on Accounts, 
which he did, and there was no statement made as to that, 
and there has not been in the past. He informed the committee 
that he expected to save a great deal by obtaining information 
through Government agents in the Treasury Department, the 
New York Customhouse, and so forth. 

Mr. WINGO. There is no limitation? That is left to the 
discretion of the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. IRELAND. No; we talked that over, and it was left to 
the discretion of the committee. 

Mr. WINGO. It may not be wise to limit them. I suspect 
that they will need considerable expert information and assist- 
ance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. IRELAND. I believe it will be better to leave the reso- 
lution as it is in that respect. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me? 

Mr. IRELAND. I am glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. DYER. AsI understand the resolution as amended, does 
it prevent the Committee on Ways and Means from sitting and 
making these investigations during the recess of Congress? 

Mr. IRELAND. The Committee on Accounts has nothing what- 

ever to do with that. That is outside of their jurisdiction. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will say to the gentleman that at the 
proper time I will ask unanimous consent that the committee 
be permitted to sit during the sessions of the House for the 
purpose of holding hearings. 

Mr. GARRETT. I notice that this resolution authorizes the 
purchase of such books as the committee may deem necessary. 
Did the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee disclose 
to the Committee on Accounts the character of the books that 
he had in mind to purchase? 

Mr. IRELAND. No; not the nature and character of the books; 
and he was not insistent on that being left in the resolution. 
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Mr. GARRETT. 

Mr. IRELAND. 
something. 

Mr. GARRETT. Or Prof. Taussig’s book. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, similar 
language has been in resolutions passed in previous sessions, 
I know of no books which the committee may need, except such 
as relate to the keeping of the records of the committee; but I 
do not see any harm in leaving that language in the resolution, 
If the gentleman wishes to strike it out, well and good. 

Mr. GARRETT. I do not ask that it be stricken out. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me? 

Mr, IRELAND. Certainly. 

Mr. GARNER. I think the House ought to understand that 
this resolution is bad practice, and for one I certainly would have 
objected to the passage of it if it had not the precedent set by 
the Democrats some time ago. Therefore I think our side of 
the House are somewhat estopped from objecting, because we 
permitted this resolution to pass in a former Congress when the 
Democrats were going to make up a tariff bill. The resolution 
does not place any limitation on this expenditure, but every- 
body knows that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNrey] 
is not going to abuse the power given in this resolution. That 
is one reason why I support it. 

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I do not know whether I feel like leaving 
this unlimited discretion with this Committee on Accounts or 
not, because in the closing hours of the last Congress, about 3 
o’clock a. m., the acting chairman of this committee at that time 
brought in a resolution to pay an extra thousand dollars to a 
man who has been drawing $3,600 a year, or $300 a month, as 
the clerk of a certain committee that had not done any work 
whatever. When I requested time to oppose that resolution, the 
gag rule was applied by the acting chairman of this particular 
committee, and I could not open my mouth against it. 

Mr. KNUTSON. All this happened in the last Congress; it 
could not happen in this one. 

Mr. BLANTON. The resolution was passed by 
Republicans furnishing the majority vote after a roll call had 
been ordered. If the Republicans had been inclined to save that 
thousand dollars they could have saved it by voting against it. 
Therefore I do not know that we ought to leave this in the dis- 
cretion of this Committee unless we can be assured by the chair- 
man of this committee that such items as $1,000 of the people’s 
money will not again be voted to a man as extra pay who had 
been drawing $3,600 a year and whose committee had.done no 
work. I do not care how much work he did for another com- 
mittee, he could not earn more than $3,600 when the salary of 
the clerk of a committee is only $2,500 and not $3,600. 

Mr. CANDLER. What committee was that? 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will get the Recorp he will 
find that I requested time from the gentleman from Oklahoma 
{Mr. Hastinecs], the then acting chairman of the committee, 
but the gag rule was applied to me. 

Mr. CANDLER. I asked the gentleman what committee this 
was. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
had not sat at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. CANDLER. 
Means, was it? 

Mr. BLANTON. It was the Committee on Accounts, with the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Hastrnes] as chairman of the 
committee, and I could not get time. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not speaking to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor, 
and the regular order is called for. 

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the resolution as amended. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


I am not insistent on its going out. 
He might want to purchase an almanac or 


a close vote, 


The Recorp will disclose the committee; it 


The regular order. 
What committee was it? 
I have forgotten what committee it was. 
It was not the Committee on Ways and 


CHARWOMEN IFOR CAPITOL BUILDING. 


Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask the further indulgence of 
the House for one more resolution, which I present. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 90. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

House the sum of $103 for the services of 15 charwomen every rd 

| employed under the direction of the superintendent of the Capitol Build- 
| ing in the House wing of the Capitol. 
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Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, this is for work done during the 
recess in cleaning up the Capitol. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1200. An act making appropriations for certain expenses 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and for 
other purposes. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Agricultural appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. CLARK 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What has become of the Unani- 
mous Consent Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair should have stated that there is 
no business on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Should there not be a motion to suspend the 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not necessary, as 
there is no business on the calendar. 

The motion of Mr. HAUGEN was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Mappen in 
the chair. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I believe when the House ad- 
journed there was a motion pending to strike out $100,000 in 
the item. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LoNGwortH: Page 51, line 11, strike out 
“ $100,000 ” and insert “ $50,000.” 

Amendment offered by Mr. CANNON: Page 51, lines 6 to 11, inclusive, 
strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, first, on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lonawortu] to perfect 
the paragraph by striking out the figures “ $100,000 ” and insert- 
ing “ $50,000” in lieu thereof. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I think the Chair is in error, 
because the committee at the time it rose was dividing upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois. If the committee er- 
roneously voted on the wrong motion, you can not switch now 
and take up the motion having preference. The committee pro- 
ceeded to divide on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
and the rule is that when the House returns to the committee it 
takes up the vote upon which it was engaged when it rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that if a-mistake was 
made as to precedence of the motion to amend that it is now in 
order to correct the mistake. The vote will be taken on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I think the Recorp will show 
that the motion was offered to reduce the item by $50,000 and 
that was voted upon. No point of order was raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no vote taken on it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if I recall correctly, the 
vote was had erroneously upon the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN], which was to strike out 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Which vote should have been taken 
after the vote on the motion to perfect the paragraph. The 
result, however, was never announced, because the committee 
found itself without a quorum. It seems to me that vacates this 
whole proceeding, and that the Chair is correct, and the vote 
should now be taken upon the motion to perfect the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. The committee found 
itself in the original position it was in before any vote was 
taken. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the Recorp disclose that the vote was 
taken upon the amendment to reduce the amount by $50,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; there was no vote taken. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, may the paragraph be re- 
ported again? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonawortuH] to strike 
out, on line 11, page 51, the figures “$100,000” and insert 
* $50,000 ” in lieu thereof, 


of Missouri. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the paragraph be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report 
the paragraph. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 

For investigation and experiment in the utilization, for coloring pur- 
poses, of raw materials grown or produced in the United States, in co- 
operation with such persons, associations, or corporations as may be 
found necessary, including repairs, alterations, improvements, or addi- 
tions to a building on the Arlington Experimental Farm, $100,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What became of the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaANNon] to strike out the para- 
graph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union found itself without a quorum. That leaves 
the whole question open as if it never had been acted upon. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to 
strike out “ $100,000” and to insert “ $50,000.” 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LONGWoRTH) there were—ayes 78, noes 78. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and the Chair appointed Mr. LonawortH 
and Mr. Lever to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
77, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNonN] to strike 
out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LEVER) there were—ayes 62, noes 84. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and development of methods for the manufac- 
ture of table sirup and of methods for the manufacture of sweet sirups 
by the utilization of new agricultural sources, $12,000. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. TREADWAY: Page 51, strike out lines 12, 13, 14, 
and 15. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, in the committee report 
we find very little reference to this item. It represents evi- 
dently a transfer of funds in order to get it into a regular 
appropriation bill from some previous special item. I have 
read the testimony before the committee taken last year. Evi- 
dently a Dr. Alsberg seems to be interested in the matter. In 
addition to changing the amount I find that the present chair- 
man of the committee referred to this item as part of it being 
new. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not take another off his 
feet with a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RAKER. A point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAKER. There is nothing before the House. 
has not reported any amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 
tion is on the motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. TREADWAY. It seems to me that some consideration 
should be given to the retention of an item for the “ utilization 
of new agricultural sources.” That is a peculiar phrase to me. 
Agriculture has been going on for hundreds of years, but evi- 
dently some one in the Department of Agriculture has discovered 
something which he considers a new agricultural source. I 
would like an explanation of that. Further than that, up in 
the part of the country where I reside they have been manufac- 
turing a very good kind of sirup, known as maple sirup, for a 
long time, without any sort of assistance from the Agricultural 
Department about new agricultural products. It seems to 
me that this must be an effort to continue a very learned gentle- 
man, as I have do doubt Dr. Alsberg is, in the position, be- 
cause he says progress has been made satisfactory to him. He 
or some appointee of his has been drawing the salary. Whether 
or not the progress in the development of this new agricultural 
product is satisfactory to the Congress of the United States is 
not stated. I think the matter ought to be looked into. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, a part of this is a transfer of 
$5,000 from the food-production act. The work is not new; it 
has been carried on for 2 number of years. We add $5,000 to 
it in the expectation, and according to the representation made 
by Dr. Alsberg, that this work may be finished. We expect 


The Clerk 
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that an appropriation for this purpose will not be necessary 
hereafter. Notwithstanding the splendid maple sirup made in 
the gentleman’s State, there are still questions open in re- 
spect to the skill in boiling and various items that enter into 
the production and manufacture of sirup. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman frem Massachusetts. ‘ 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TrEADWAY) there were—ayes 41, noes 75. 

Soe the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MAGEE. Mr. Chairman, on page 51, line 15, I meve to 
strike out the figures “ $12,000” and substitute in place thereof 
“ $5,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
by the gentleman from New York 

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I eali the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that this time, at least, the amendment has not been 
reported by the Clerk? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follews: 

Page 51, 
* $5,000.” 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask a question of the chair- 
man of the committee. I ask for recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to the gentleman frem Ilinois? 

Mr. MAGEE. If I can get additional time I will yield. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not understand the gentleman had the 
floor. Oh, no. 

Mr. MAGEE. Mr. Chairman, the provision prevides— 

For tir investigation and development of methods for the manu- 
facture of table sirup and of methods for the manufacture of sweet 
sirups by the utilization of new agricultural sources, $12,000. 

I am in favor of any provision in this act that will be of real 
benefit to the American farmer. I was born and brought up on 
a farm myself, and I do net believe that the farmers.are in favor 
of expending public funds, particularly at this time, for the 
purposes mentioned in this paragraph. 

I am for drastic retrenchment in public expenditures wherever 
possible without detriment to the public interest. I appreciate 
that this is a small item, but an aggregation of small items seon 
makes a large amount, and there are many items now remaining 
in the bill through the solid Democratie vote in the House, aided 
by a few of my Republican colleagues, which, in my judgment, 
contain little or ne merit and should have been struck out. For 
instance, the appropriation for investigation and experiment in 
the utilization of vegetable dyes is, in my judgment, practically 
a waste of public funds. 

I think it is high time, in the matter of public. expenditures, 
that we should get dewn to earth and stay there. We have 
billions of dollars of public debts te pay. It is net probable that 
anyone will prepose another popular loan, but the debts must be 
paid. As stated in an editorial in the New York Sun on May 29— 

It is a hard, cold fact that there are some eight to ten billions of 
dollars of unpaid bills and of bills still running on—+bills which are a 
een from the war now half a year eld—to be cleaned up by this new 

yngress. 

It is hopeless te think that these billions and billions ef dollars 
of bills can be cleared off the slate without heavy taxes. There 
is nothing else left now. But even heavy taxes can not clean 
them up unless present and future expenditures are eut to the 
bone. This Government can not go on spending the way it has 
been and still is spending and meet the current charges with any 
tax program yet suggested, much less clean up. the stupendous 
baek bills. 

The Committee on Appropriations must take an ax toe every 
item in every department that can possibly be lopped off. They 
must chop out entirely all the foolish, visionary, and extrava- 
gant programs which have been dreamed and set in motion by 
legislative and exeenutive misfits, who do not know a business 
proposition from the reflection of a rainbew. All that sort of 
stuff must be dumped into the wastebasket. Even the practical 
programs have got te come down to a roeck-bettom basis or no 
taxation measure that can be devised will keep the Treasury 
supplied with funds to pay the way of the Government and save 
its name from financial reproach. 

When we consider that our national debt has been increased 
from practically a billion dollars before we entered the World 
War te mere than $25,000,000,000 now, a sum almost beyend 
human conception, it is apparent how absolutely necessary it is 
that we should economize in the expenditure of public funds. 
The interest upen our public debt of to-day approximately 
amounts to what our public debt was some two years ago. 

In connection with the propesed appropriation we should also 
keep. in mind that the people of this country are taxed in almost 
every conceivable manner for the purpose of providing funds to 
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meet the authorized expenditures of the Government. To illus- 
trate, as to some small yet important things, we tax club dues 
when in excess of $10 per year, even dues payable to an organiza- 
tion like a chamber of commeree; we tax soft drinks like ice 
eream sodas; we tax eyeglasses, ordinary spectacles, appar- 
ently upen the theory that they are a luxury; and we tax 
sporting goods, like tennis raekets and baseballs, although we 
know that every boy in America who has a healthful body in- 
dulges. in some out-of-doer sport, and particularly in baseball, 
the great national game. 

I favor the prompt repeal of the obnoxious, nagging con- 
I am satisfied that we can save more than the 
amounts of these taxes by the exercise of thrift and economy 
alone. How many hundreds ef millions of dollars can be saved 


| by promptly reducing the Army to a peace-time basis of some- 
| thing less than 200,000 men? 


[Applause.] How many more 
hundreds ef millions of dolHars. can be saved by reducing the 
Navy to a peace-time basis and eliminating the foolish program: 
of attempting to create a Navy equal to that of Great Britain? 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAGEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MAGEE. How many millions upon millions of dollars. can 
be saved by striking from apprepriation bills items, like the one 
under consideration, of little or no merit and! items net demand- 
ing immediate consideration? How many hundreds of millions of 


| dollars can be saved by promptly returning the railreads to 
| their owners under proper governmental supervision? 
| plause.] 


[Ap- 
I do not wish to be understood as speaking in a 
spirit of criticism. I merely speak as one who would like to: de 


| Something in the public interest and as one who is willing to 
| cooperate with anybody else, regardless of party affiliations, who 


feels likewise. 
In view of the various burdensome taxes now being imposed 
and paid by the people of this country, I can not understand 


| why an appropriation should be made in this bill for the 


investigation and development of methods for the manufacture 
of an additional Democratic “ soothing” sirup. I eall it Demo- 
cratic not in any captious. spirit, but because this paragraph in 
the pending bill appears to have been taken bodily from the 
Democratic bill from the Department of Agriculture introduced 
in the House on January 24, 1919, and will be found en page 51 
thereof. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGEE. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. BLACK. In making that statement, does not the gentle- 
man recegnize the fact that this bill was reported unanimously 
by the Committee on Agriculture at the last session of Congress 
and was also reported unanimously at this session by the 
Republican chairman of the committee? 

Mr. MAGEE. I am giving my views upon this subject. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And, may I add, passed almost unanimously 
by the House of Representatives at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. MAGEE. There does not appear to me to have been any 
proper revision of the old bill and the striking therefrom of 
items of little or no merit. Instead’ of figuring on “new plans 
of financing ” I am in favor of figuring on new plans of economy. 
I think that this bill should be recommitted to the Committee 
on Agriculture with instructions to revise the same downward 
along the lines: of efficiency and economy and not upward along 
the lines of extravagance: and wasteful expenditure of public 
funds. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be reeegnized in op- 
position to the motion of the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, to show how economical the 
distinguished gentleman from: New York [Mr. MAGEE] really is, 
the other day when the proposition was offered to save this 
Government $100,000 on a proposed appropriation. of $358,980 
for garden seeds there were only two Members who voted for 
my amendment to save that $100,000, as against 95 who voted 
to keep it in. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. MaGEe] 
had voted to. save that $100,000. there would have been one more 
vote, at least Sin favor and only 94 against. The gentleman: now 
wants to save $7,000 on finding a better method to manufacture 
molasses. He had an opportunity to save $100,000 when we had 
the garden-seed appropriation up in this bill. In a previeus 
paragraph we had already passed the item of $139,780 for the 
purchase, propagation, testing, and distribution of new and rare 
seeds, and in addition to this amount the now economical gentle- 
man permitted only two votes to go against the additional ap- 
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propriation of $358,980, when it was larger by over $100,000 than 
existing law and larger by over $100,000 than the bill brought in 
here by the last committee in the Sixty-fifth Congress. I desire 
to call attention also to the fact that on the amendment offered 
by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WaLsH] there appears in the Recorp on page 370 the follow- 
ing: 

Mr. HavGeN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that debate on 
this amendment and all amendments thereto close in 30 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And following that request, after 30 minutes’ debate had been 
exhausted and the Walsh amendment had been voted upon and 
completed, another amendment was offered to save $100,000 in 
the seed appropriation, concerning which there appears in the 
REcorD on page 373 the following: 

Mr. Haugen. Mr. Chairman, I believe the debate on this paragraph 
and all amendments thereto is exhausted. But I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from New York may be granted five minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it? 

Mr. BLANTON. I watched the language closely when the gentleman in 
charge of this bill asked that the debate close, and if the Chair will refer 
to the language he will find that it referred only to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts and all amendments thereto, not to 
this paragraph. Therefore the debate on any other amendment to this 
paragraph is eg in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. The gentleman from 
New York is not in order. The debate has closed under the agreement. 

I merely call the attention to this erroneous decision, because 
I do not want this distinguished Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole Republican House on the state of the Union to make 
an erroneous ruling against my point of order and get away with 
it altogether. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Mr. Chairman, I have been at some loss to know 
exactly how to vote on some amendments offered to this bill 
striking out some items and cutting down others. I think we 
all agree with the sentiments uttered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MAGEE] and that it is very desirable to practice 
the most rigid economy consistent with providing proper funds 
for the efficient management of these great departments of the 
Government. I have no expert knowledge of the various items 
in this bill, neither has the average Member of the House, I 
take it. The Committee on Agriculture has had hearings on 
this bill and the various items and provisions of this Dill 
and they bring into the House what they consider a proper 
bill. Now, under our present method of making appropria- 
tions we are compelled to rely, in my judgment, very largely 
on the recommendations of these appropriating committees when 
they have studied these questions and make a report to the House. 

I think there is great need that this Congress should at as 
early a date as possible enact legislation creating the budget 
system, so that these great supply bills can be created and made 
up and passed upon in an intelligent and comprehensive manner, 
so that Members may have something to rely on. I believe by 
this method we can save many millions of dollars annually. 
But until that is done, unless a Member of the House has cer- 
tain expert knowledge that would justify him in believing that 
a recommendation of a committee is wrong or that the amount 
carried in the bill is excessive, I seriously doubt whether simply 
in the interest of general economy and retrenchment in these 
matters we are justified in voting haphazard here and there to 
cut down the various appropriations or strike them out entirely. 
We will get nowhere by that method. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK. I was just wondering whether under that sug- 
gested budget system what more expert advice we would have 
than we have now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I can not say as to that other than that 
many of the great governments of the world and a great many 
States of the Union have adopted budget systems of some kind 
in preparing appropriations, and that it is claimed they work 
well in the interest of economy. 

The Department of Agriculture is one of the great depart- 
ments of the Government. It has had a. remarkable history. 
The first Secretary was the Hon. Jeremiah Rusk, of Wisconsin, 
who was appointed in the administration of President Harrison. 
The first appropriation that was made by the Congress for the 
department was a little over $1,000,000, a very modest sum, and 
for more than 10 years after the creation of the department, with 
the Secretary of Agriculture a member of the Cabinet, the ap- 
propriations in no one year reached the sum of $5,000,000. 
But there was a gradual growth. I will insert herewith a list 
giving the appropriations for the various years, beginning with 
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the year 1890, the first year in which appropriations were made 
for this department. 

It will be noticed that these appropriations have in no single 
year been less than in the preceding year. There has been a 
gradual but steady growth in these appropriations from year 
to year without regard to the political complexion of Congress: 

Appropriations for the Department of Agriculture from 1890. 


$1, 669, 770. 
1, 796, 502. 
3, 028, 153. 5 


3, 255, 532. 
3, 182, 902. € 
3, 509, 202. 
3, 726, 022. 
4, 023, 500. 
4, 582, 420. 
5, 208, 960. 
5, 978, 160. 
5, 902, 040. 
6, 882, 690. 
9, 930, 440. 
9, 447, 290. 
11, 672, 106. 
12, 995, 036. 
13, 487, 636. 
16, 900, 016. 
16, 648, 168. 
17, 986, 945. 
19, 865, 832. 
22, 971, 782. 
24, 911, 791. 
25, 929, 113. 
27, 875, 353. 

Amount carried in this bill $31,691,562, being only a normal 
and average increase as compared with former years. 

The amount of appropriations for 18 years was under $10,000,- 
000 each year, but beginning in 1908 the appropriations have 
risen gradually under each successive Congress from $9,000,000, 
until last year the appropriation was approximately $28,000,000. 
There hgs been a gradual increase each year. This department 
has extended its activities, and that has necessarily required 
more money. In my judgment, this money from the beginning 
has been wisely spent in the main. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAGEE] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I wanted to know if the gen- 
tleman has examined a brochure that has been sent out by the 
Federal Board for Vocational Education, which, on page 6, pre- 
sents a table showing how not only the appropriations of the 
Department of Agriculture have increased but how those other 
appropriations, intended for agriculture, in land-grant colleges, 
have increased. I call his attention to page 6, on which a table 
appears, showing that in 1904 the Government’s appropria- 
tion 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This table is a table covering 
appropriations to the United States Department of Agriculture 
and land-grant colleges of 1904 to 1916. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Lever] had a great deal to do with this 
when he was chairman of the committee. These appropriations 
have advanced, according to this table, from $10,000,000 in 1904 
to $70,000,000 in 1916. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Those are items which are carried in the 
permanent law, and are separate and apart from the annual 
Agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There are other appropriations 
for agricultural purposes aside from the Agricultural appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. I am referring to the regular annual 
appropriation bill for this department. I am not prepared to 
say, Mr. Chairman, that all the items in the bill are proper and 
that they could not be reduced. I believe many of them could 
be. I am simply saying that, so far as I am concerned, it is 
hard for me, not having expert knowledge about a particular 
provision or paragraph, to set my judgment up against the com- 
mittee that reported the bill. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HavceEn], the chairman of this committee, has had long service 
in this House and on this great committee. We all have confi- 
dence in his ability and his integrity. He is a farmer, operating 
great farms in one of the great agricultural States of this Union, 
and understands thoroughly the needs of the farmer. On mat- 
ters where we lack definite technical information we can safely 
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follow his judgment. I have been voting with the committee on 
the various items of this bill. I do not see how I can do any- 
thing else, unless there is some evidence offered from some one 
who knows and has technical and expert knowledge about these 
different paragraphs that they are extravagant and excessive. 

We must reduce appropriations. We must cut down the ex- 
penses of the Government, but the place to begin this is in the 
appropriating committees. If they bring in bills after having 
given proper consideration and after extended hearings, there 
is only one thing we can do, in my judgment, if we want to hold 
together, and that is to support the committees, except in cases 
where it is shown they are in error. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

I understand that there is before the House an amendment 
to reduce an appropriation for the investigation and develop- 
ment of methods for the manufacture of table sirup from 
$12,000 to $7,000. Am I correct? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Five thousand dollars. 

Mr. MONDELL. Five thousand dollars. It is proposed to 
save $7,000 in the matter of the investigation of the methods of 
manufacture of table sirup. 

Frankly, I do not know how much money is needed to carry 
on the investigations relative to the matter of manufacture of 
table sirup. I am willing to believe that it may require more 
than $12,000. I am willing to believe that on a proper showing 
we might do all that was necessary to do for less than $12,000. 

But, gentlemen, it does occur to me that we are taking up the 
time of the House in pretty small hairsplitting when we dis- 
cuss for a considerable length of time the question of the saving 
of $7,000 in the investigation of the methods of manufacture of 
table sirup, particularly at a time when our expenditures are 
running into the tens of billions of dollars per annum. 

Now, gentlemen, what is the situation? The Congress that 
adjourned on the 4th of March left unenacted seven important 
appropriation bills. I do not propose to go into a discussion of 
who is responsible for that situation. There are differences of 
opinion and there are grounds for differences of opinion in re- 
gard to it. This Congress when it met had seven important 
appropriation bills to pass, if possible, before the ist of July. 
The Congress might have been called into session the 5th day 
of March, but it was not. It might have been called into session 
at any time between the 5th of March and the 19th of May, but 
it was not. 

But I am not going to discuss the responsibility for not calling 
Congress in session. I can not enlighten gentlemen on that 
point. They all have their own notions with regard to the re- 
sponsibility touching that. But the fact is that we met on the 


19th of May charged with the responsibility of placing on the | 


statute books of the Nation, if possible, before the 1st day of 
July seven great bills that ought to have been passed by the 
former Congress. 

Now, in view of that situation what was it necessary for us 
to do? To get to work, and to get to work at once. There were 
just two bills that could be presented to this House without 
careful reexamination, without involving any great danger of 
making considerable appropriations that were not needed, and 
those bills were the Indian appropriation bill and the Agricul- 
tural appropriation bill. 
immediately upon the assembling of Congress. We could not 
ask the Committee on Military Affairs to report at once, because 
members of the Military Committee on both sides are agreed that 
there should be some changes in the bill on reexamination. We 
could not ask the Naval Committee to report immediately, be- 
cause gentiemen on both sides of that committee were agreed 
that there must be vital changes in that bill. The sundry civil 
bill, involving all the departments and activities of the Govern- 
ment from Panama to Alaska, could not be reported without a 
reexamination, because conditions had changed since it was 
reported before, and even the bill relative to the expenditures 
of the District of Columbia must have reexamination in view of 
the changed conditions. But there were no radically changed 
conditions in the field of Indian expenditures or in the field of 
agricultural expenditures, and those two bills could be reported 
out promptly. Neither of them carries large sums compared 
with our total expenditures. We can save more on one item ip 
the naval bill or in the Army bill than both of these bills carry, 
and I hope that we will save ten times as much in the expendi- 
tures for military and naval purposes as these two bills carry 
when the military and naval bills come in. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. 


I ask that I may have five minutes more, 
Mr. Chairman, 


It was necessary to start this program | 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I feel I am largely responsi- 
dle for this Agricultural bill being before the House without 
reexamination. I asked the chairman of the committee to be 
good enough to get his committee together and report the bill 
as soon as possible; to report it with reductions, if it could be 
reported with reductions after brief consideration, but if there 
was not time for the consideration that would warrant reduc- 
tions, I did not advise reductions without consideration; and I 
did want the bill reported as promptly as possible. 

Now, I have no manner of doubt but that there are items in 
this bill that might properly be reduced. I think that during the’ 
war, With the spirit of extravagant expenditure that was abroad 
in the land, and which permeated all the departments, we prob- 
ably launched out into fields unnecessary to occupy and went 
further in them than we are justified in doing, in agriculture as 
elsewhere. I hope that when this new Congress has time, in 
formulating the next Agricultural bill, to give careful considera- 
tion to all those matters, we may find that without injury to the 
great agricultural industries of the country we may reduce ex- 
penditures. I do not anticipate that we are going to have opposi- 
tion on the other side in reasonable reduction along those lines, 
because We are all anxious, as far as possible, to lop off and put 
behind us what were essentially war activities. 

But the examination of the manufacture of table sirup is not 
necessarily a war industry, and $12,000 is not a very large sum 
of money to put into it, and a saving of $5,000 will not get us 
very far when we have started out to reduce by millions and 
billions, if we can, the expenditures of the period of the war; 
and so, for one, speaking only as an individual 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman see 
some danger in the insertion in this and other bills of certain 
war-industries boards that are being carried over now and being 
made after-war institutions? 

Mr. MONDELL. I am not speaking of certain war-industry 
boards. If there be such in the bill, in the brief time the House 
has been kind enough to give me, I do think that in view of the 
fact that much less will be spent under the Agricultural De- 
partment if this bill becomes a law before the 1st of July than 
would be spent if it did not become a law and we had to pass 
a continuing resolution, the situation would be very much better, 
even from the standpoint of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
if the bill becomes a law than if it did not become a law 
before the 1st of- July. We can not reform, if it is to be assumed 
that there is reformation necessary, all these items on the 
Agricultural bill on the floor of the House. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. To be concrete, for example—— 

Mr. MONDELL. I have great confidence in this committee; 
and let me suggest, further, that some gentlemen are now pro- 
testing against items in this bill on this side who allowed them 
to pass through the House in the late session without a protest 
and without a suggestion that they were not just what they 
ought to be. I hope the House will stand by the Committee on 
Agriculture. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
There are millions or billions of war expenditures that are run- 
ning to-day, and that will continue to run. Will the gentleman 
indicate at what point we will swallow bills and, for the saving 
of time, shall make it a hundred millions or half a billion? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, my distinguished friend has had 
longer experience in this House than any other man on the 
floor, and he is the most practical man here, and at the same 
time he is a man who is usually very sound in his views, and 
I have frequently heard him suggest to the House that while 
gentlemen might differ in regard to little trifling items on an 
appropriation bill, in the main the House ought to follow its 
committees, which have more knowledge on a given subject 
than the individual. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has again expired. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. HavuceN] want more time? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No. Go ahead. 
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Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, this is a small item of $12,000. 
The purposes of it are well known to these of us who have taken 
the trouble to read the hearings on this proposition. It was put 
en the bill about three years age. It has already resulted ‘in 
great good to the ribbon cane-sirup industry of this country. 
They propose further to extend this work, to ascertain if it is 
possible to manufacture sweet sirup out of grapes, culls of 
fruit, sugar beets, and the like. But I did not take the floor 
to explain the purpose of this item. I rose for the purpose of 
congratulating the new Republican Members who come from 
rural districts representing great agricultural constituencies, 
that at last a Republican in authority has séen fit to raise his 
voice in protest against the actual leadership of the Republican 
Party of the great State of Pennsylvania. I am glad to see the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetx], coming, as he does, 
frem the great rolling plains of the West, where men make 
their living in the sweat of their faces, rising in his place this 
morning to protest against the continued nagging at this bill 
of my beloved friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyivania. 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Just for a short question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It will be very difficult for 
the gentleman from South Carolina to start any differences be- 
tween the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpvert] and myself. 

Mr. LEVER. I do not need to do it. The differences have 
already started, and are very apparent here now. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Notwithstanding the opinion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina with reference to the 
State of Pennsylvania, does the gentleman know that that State 
is a much greater agricultural State than the State of Wyoming? 

Mr. LEVER. It ought to be. It is a bigger State. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Well, it is. Do not forget 
that Pennsylvania is a pretty strong agricultural State. It is 
sometimes forgotten here. 

Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana. Philadelphia is not. 

Mr. LEVER. It is suggested by my friend from Louisiana 
that Philadelphia is not. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyivania. Philadelphia is a very large 
consumer of farm products. We are anxious that the farmer 
Shall succeed in his business. 

Mr. LEVER. It is very important that it shall get its preper 
supply of sirup. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; and we furnish the money 
to pay for it. We have to pay for what we get. 

Mr. LEVER. I am going to make a mere suggestion. This is 
a very interesting situation. I think as the future develops and 
as the history of the performances of this morning is read, it is 
going to be leoked upon as rather vital in the life of a great 
political party in this country. You can no mere jein the rural 
West with the industrial East and keep them jeined than you 
can make oil and water mix. You will not doit. The evidence 
of that crops out this morning. 

But I say again I want to congratulate these new Republican 
Members who are sitting here earnestly listening to this debate, 
that at last some one has risen on their side who can speak with 
authority to defend the farmers’ bill against the attacks of the 
city of Philadelphia. [Applause.] 

Now, in furtherance of my observations here, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MAGEE] wades into this bill. He had 
spoken nearly his entire time before I discovered what the real 
trouble was with the gentleman from New Yerk. He is not sv 
much interested in saving $7,000 as he is jn letting his Knicker- 
bocker Club friends urlerstand that he wants a repeal of the 
tax on the membership of that institution. He is more interested 
in the proposition of letting his tennis-playing friends, dressed 
in their little dapper suits, bowing here and hitting yender, know 
that he is thinking of them than he is of the farmers in South 
Carolina and Illinois and Wyoming who are sweating bleed to 
produce the stuff that these men eat. He is more interested in 
that than he is in the matter of saving $7,000. [Applause.] I 
was glad to see my friend from the great agricultural empire of 
Illinois [Mr. Wrir1Ams] discover the difficulty in the mind of the 
gentleman from New York and rush to the rescue. [Applause.] 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to suggest that de- 
bate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WALSH. I move to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, we are accustomed to the shedding of croco- 
dile tears, and, of course, we can expect it from the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from South Carolitta, because this bill is 
his baby. It was reported to the House in December, 1918, or 
January, 1919, and the more nearly it can go threngh now re- 
sembling the shape in which he reported it, of course, the 


Will my colleague fronr South 
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greater credit will redound te that side of the Heuse, which 
since a certain long-remembered proclamation has become a dis- 
tinguished minority. 

But I want to direct my attention for a few moments to the 
remarks of the distinguished majority floor leader, the gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. Monpett], who by virtue of his 
authority expressed his views in no uneertain tones and in a 
manner calculated to subdue and quiet those who believe that 
the time has come for economy in public expenditures. He 
would have economy in the Army and Navy bill, but he does 
not want us to touch a penny of the money that is appropriated 
for the farmer. He and the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Lever] come from those sections of the country where if 
any great public improvement or benefit is to be undertaken it 
should be pursued at the expense of Uncle Sam. If Wyoming 
wants some public program put through, let the Federal Gov- 
ernment pay for it. If South Carolina wants semething under- 
taken for the benefit of the taxpayers of that State, let the 
Federal Government bear the burden: I say that the time has 
arriyed in all activities, of peace or war, of farming or in- 
dustry, to cut down apprepriations, and the time has come for 
the majority party on this side of the aisle to attempt to make 
good its promise in the program of legislation it held out after 
its conference here some two weeks ago that it was for economy 
in expenditures and appropriations and for efficiency in the 
management of public affairs. 

Now, this particular appropriation is a small item, and I 
know that it would make very little difference in the tax rate; 
but if we can not have indisputable preoef that it is needed, I 
submit that we might well adopt this amendment. I appre- 
ciate the situation of the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Haveen], who is one of the best friends on this side of 
the aisle—and I think in the House—that the farmer has. 

He is not superior to the brilliant young man of South Caro- 
lina, but he has the farmers’ interests at heart. We all agree 
that we are dependent on the farmer, but in Heaven's name 


‘do you think the farmers in Iowa er South Carolina or Phila- 


delphia, if you please, are going to rise up in their wrath and 
sign pronunciamentos condemning the Congress of the United 
States because we had the temerity to reduce an appropriation 
fer the investigation of the methods of manufacturing table 
sirup from $12,000 to $5,000? Do you think that the whole farm- 
ing interests in the country are going te totter and fall be- 
cause we are attempting in one small item te save money? 
I submit that it is incumbent on the gentlemen of this House, 
regardless of party lines, to turn right in now and, if it can 
be done, economize in the public expenditures and appro- 
priations, 

I know the chairman of this committee will get up and 
read a few words to justify this appropriation, but I trust if 
he does it that the amendment may not be defeated, and I do 
not think it eught to be defeated unless he does show it beyond 
a reasonable doubt. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, much has been said about this 
bill being a Democratic bil. It is irue, and every bill reported 
to this House at this session so far is a Democratic bill. Here 
is a Democratic bill reported in the last Congress carrying $31,- 
691,562. This bill carries the same amount and is word for 
word the one that was reported in January. Republicans and 
Democrats spent a week in passing that bill. Here are the 
results of the labor: Thirty-eight thousand five hundred dollars 
eut out of the bill, practically all of it went out on points of 
order, and $20,000 added to it, and, mind you, by Republicans. 
The bill went to the Senate ; the Senate committee added $5,683,- 
290. The Democratic bill as reported by the Senate committee 
to the Senate carried an excess over this bill of $5,692,290. The 
committee reported a number of amendments to the bill under 
consideration. One for $500,000 for the eradication of tubercu- 
losis among cattle; another of $250,000 for the extermination of 
the corn borer in Massachusetts and other States, half of the 
amount estimated for by the department. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] calls atten- 
tion to the fact that $70,000,000 was appropriated for this de- 
partment in 1918. I take it that the gentleman has reference 
to the total appropriations made in 1918, including the perma- 
nent annual appropriation and various other appropriations fer 
the Department of Agriculture. If so, the amount was not $70,- 
000,000, but $72,359,546.60. Now, let us make some comparison. 
Fer instance, the appropriations for 1910 were $17,115,410.35. 
It jumped up to $37,188,852 in 1917, and from that amount to 

72,359,546.60 in 1918. It dropped to $62,939,603 in 1919. The 
total amount appropriated for 1919 under the general appropria- 
tion and the foed-production acts was $38,907,216, and this bill 
earries $31,691,562, a decrease of $7,215,654. If the bill is 
adopted with amendments, as reported by the committee, it will 
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$32,562,842, 

amount appropriated for the current fiscal year. 

instead of having en increase we have a decrease. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has called our attention 


carry which amount is $6,254,374 less than the 


So, gentlemen, 


to the fact that we are taking over new work. Yes; we are 
taking over some of the work left undone by the War Industry 
Board transferred to the Bureau of Markets. Under the regu- 
lations issued by the wool division of the War Industry Board 
approximately 3,600 country dealers were permitted to handle 
wool of the 1918 clip. These regulations limited the profits of 
the dealers. To audit their reports and accounts will require 
some time. In a number of instances actual personal audits 
must be made of the books. It is estimated that between one 
and two million dollars of excess profits were secured from the 
1918 wool transactions. This money must be located and col- 
lected from both classes of dealers. It is then proposed to dis- 
tribute it to the growers of the wool from which the profits 
resulted, so far as it may be feasible to do so. 

The department is asking for $35,000 to complete the work 
in order that the wrongdoing may be corrected. Gentlemen, if 
one or two million dollars can in this instance be recovered, is it 
not worth an expenditure of $35,000? 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
10 words. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South Carolina 
{[Mr. Lever], whom I greatly respect and admire, in common 
with the rest of the House, suggested that the Republican leaders 
have a very difficult problem to keep together the interests of 
the East and the West. Every once in a while South Carolina 
suggests some such question as that for the Republican Party 
to solve. The Republican Party has always been able to 
meet it and willnow. The Republican Party is a national organi- 
zation and is intended to represent all parts and interests of 
the Union. We will have a few discussions among ourselves, 
as our friends on the other side do, but do net worry; we will 
take care of them all and maintain a united party as we did 
a united Union. The ability of the Republican Party to work 
for the welfare of each and all is one of the reasons why the 
American people find it so useful. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman from 
Kansas observe that the gentleman from South Carolina is har- 
monizing the manufacturers in this item, that he is supporting 
an appropriation of $10,000 for the manufacturers and not for 
the farmers? I wanted the gentleman’s time just to read the 
item— 

For investigation and development of methods for the manufacture— 

Not the production— 
of table sirup and of methods for the manufacture of sweet sirups— 

And so forth. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] is already 
uniting with the Northern States, with the big interests, provid- 
ing $10,000 that the manufacturers may find the way to utilize 
the products of the farm. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me suggest to my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania that you can not produce sirup; you must manufacture 
it; and if you do not investigate the proposition of manufactur- 
ing sirup out of the raw material, the farmer suffers the loss. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the suggestion has been made 
that we ought to economize. I am very strong for economy, but 
there ought to be some place to begin, of big enough size, so 
that it would demonstrate that we were not just making motions, 
but that we mean business. You bring me an item that is for 
$100,000,000, and I should be very much interested right away, 
but for God’s sake do not start here with an oration about 
econoly and jump onto a little $12,000 appropriation which you 
have not studied and which the committee has. Take some- 
thing of your size. 

I want to say another thing about this item. I once was em- 
ployed by the Santa Fe to spend a month in looking up this 
sirup business, and I know a little something about it. I am 
going to say that this country could hardly spend $12,000 in 
a better way than by spending it in investigating the best 
methods of improving the manufacture of sirup in this country 
and ascertaining what further development of farm products 
can be so utilized. Some gentleman here wants to know if it 
is to improve the flavor. Why, yes; sirup goes into every family, 
and if there is any way of making better sirup or similar 
products or enlarging the production of sirup, $12,000 ought to 
be appropriated every year as long as they use sirup in this 
country, and it ought to be a continuing proposition. Aside 
from any agricultural interest, Philadelphia and New York and 
every city in the country will be as much aided and assisted by 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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this as will the agriculturists, if we can find some more eco- 
nomical way of making sirup, which would help the poor people 
of those cities. It would be a great advantage to this country 
to do so. The more farm products can be made into sirup 
products, the cheaper such products can be manufactured, the 
greater will be the sale of such products of the farm. If the 
expenditure of $12,000 a year by 100,000,000 people will give the 
consumers less costly or better sirups, it will redound to the 
good of all who must count their dollars as they spend them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For enabling the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the 
provisions of the act of June 30, 1906, entitled ‘An act for preventing 
the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated, or misbranded, 
or poisonous, or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and 
for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes,” in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere, including chemical apparatus, chemicals 
and supplies, repairs to apparatus, gas, electric current, official travel- 
ing expenses, telegraph and telephone service, express and freight 
charges, and all other expenses, employing such assistants, clerks, and 
other persons as may be considered necessary for the purposes named, 
and rent outside of the District of Columbia; and to cooperate with 
associations and scientific societies in the revision of the United States 
Pharmacopeia and development of methods of analysis, $600,221. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. HAvGEN: Page 52, line 6, strike out “ $600,221" 
and insert in lieu thereof the figures ‘‘ $620,221.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, this is simply an increase of 
$20,000 for the enforcement of the food and drug act, and, in 
view of the increased cost in transportation and material, we 
think that the $20,000 should be granted. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, as it stands, this rep- 
resents an increase of some $30,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. We propose to increase the amount $20,000 
over the amount recommended. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I observe that the gentleman says, and 
the report also says, that this increase is necessary largely on 
gccount of the increased traveling expenses. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It has been my hope that in the fiscal 
year 1920 probably traveling expenses would be decreased rather 
than increased. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I trust that they may be; but there are in- 
creases all along the line, and $20,000 in an expenditure of 
$600,000 is a small increase. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out the amount therein stated and inserting 
in lieu thereof the figures “ $589,081,” which was the amount 
carried in the bill of last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
HAUGEN] by striking out the figures ‘ $620,221” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the figures ‘ $589,081.” 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the figures 
stated in my amendment are the figures carried in the appropri- 
ation bill of last year. This bill provides for an increase of 
$11,000 or thereabouts, and the gentleman from Iowa has of- 
fered an amendment increasing it by $20,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Increasing it to the amount that was esti- 
mated by the department at the last session. The committee at 
the last session cut the estimate $20,000 and agreed to an in- 
crease of $30,000, and after reconsideration it has now recom- 
mended that the full $50,000 of increase be granted. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the total increase over 
last year would be $50,000 if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa passes? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Exactly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is the point I want to 
speak upon for a moment. This provision is for the enforce- 
ment of the so-called pure food and drug act. That goes into 
the field of narcotics. It also goes into the field of liquor, dis- 
tilled spirits, and the like. The point I want to make—and 
this is partly in answer to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MOoNDELL] and in substantiation of the demand for economy on 
this bill—is that the Treasury Department already is expend- 
ing vast sums of money to enforce the antinarcotic law. Here 
we have it all gone over again in the Department of Agricul-- 
ture. The Treasury Department is charged with expenditures 
and gets large appropriations for the enforcement of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws with respect to the sale and distribution of 
liquors, distilled spirits, and the like. Here we are going all 
over it again by making an appropriation for the Department of 
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Agriculture. We began this discussion by suggesting to our 
new Members of Congress that they ought to be informed about 
the way these things are done. I called attention a moment 
ago to the fact that some of the war trade boards and bureaus 
created during the war for war purposes only have been un- 
loaded on these regular departments of the Government so that 
their employees could be put upon the statutory rolls. That is 
being done in this bill. We are taking over the war trade 
board on wool in this bill. We are providing permanent places 
for the men who were employed temporarily for the purpose of 
war. We are building up a tremendous institution, practically 
carrying on in the departments the temporary war bureaus we 
had expected to abolish when the war is declared at an end. 

But in addition to taking them over we are also providing 
two ways for the accomplishment of the same purpose. We 
provide an appropriation to the Treasury Department to enforce 
the liquor laws and to enforce the antinarcotic laws, and we 
make provision in this bill to do the sume thing. In other words, 
we have two sets of officials going about the country performing 
one service. We continue to give them an appropriation in this 
bill despite all that has been said here with regard to the desire 
to pass this bill in the interests of the farmers of the country. 
The farmer ought to know what is being done in his name. He 
has to help pay the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. ; 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, this item carries an appropria- 
tion for the enforcement of what is commonly known as the food 
and drugs act. It is an extremely important provision. You 
either ought to enforce the law and enforce it strictly, rigidly, 
and impartially or repeal it. The department estimated for a 
certain amount of money to do this. The committee conducted 
hearings, cross-examined witnesses, and concluded the depart- 
ment needed that much for that purpose, and we gave it to 
them in this bill. It was brought te the committee’s attention 
that, first of all, traveling expenses in this country were very 
greatly increased. Now, in the enforcement of the food and 
drugs act, you all know they have to employ a large number of 
traveling inspectors, who are in the business of enforcing that 
law. That is the first proposition. You do not have to argue 
that as a fact; everybody knows that. It is as certain as that 
the sun shines. Now, the next proposition is 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Why the increase in the cost of traveling 
expenses? I can not quite understand that. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman is trying to get me into a 
political debate. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. No; not at all. 
information. 

Mr. LEVER. 
knows that. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. This appropriation is for the next year. 
Is it expected that traveling rates will be greater next year? 

Mr. LEVER. I can not tell. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is what I do not understand, and 
I am asking for information. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman is not on an appropriating com- 
mittee and he does not know how estimates are prepared. 

Mr. ANDERSON rose. 

Mr. LEVER. In a moment; I am stating how estimates are 
prepared. The preparation of these estimates began last sum- 
mer. They were sent to the Treasury Department as early as 
the 1st of November, and then they were finally sent to Congress 
on the opening day of the session. At that time we were en- 
gaged in war and it was anticipated we would continue to be 
engaged in war, and even now we do not know when the rail- 
roads will be taken back and when fares will be reduced. 
Another point: Everybody also knows that chemicals have very 
greatly increased in price. The Bureau of Chemistry in the 
enforcement of this act must of necessity buy a large quantity 
of chemicals. Another proposition involved by this—I want to 
show in my brief five minutes that these appropriations are 
not entirely unreasonable, nor have they been dumped in here 
without real consideration—is that during the past two of three 
years there has been more adulteration of foods and drugs on 
account of the let down somewhat, because of the lack of men 
to do the work, than there has ever been since the food and 
drugs act passed. They are selling all kinds of stuff under the 
guise of drugs that will produce a kick as-strong as champagne 
if you drink it. Now, it is proposed by this increased appro- 
priation here to allow for more rigid inspection against the 


I am simply asking for 


Rates have been increased; the gentleman 
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adulteration of foods and in a measure not to enforce prohibi- 
tion, because prohibition has nothing to do with this item; not 
a cent of it is spent in the enforcement of the liquor laws of this 
country, but to enforce an act of Congress to prevent the adul- 
teration of drugs and foods. Many drugs are now being adul- 
terated for the purpose of getting alcohol out of them. Men 
can not afford to oppose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is 

Mr, HULINGS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has expired by agreement. The 
question is on the amendment to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs en the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigating the grading, weighing, handling, transportation, and 
uses of naval stores, the preparation of definite type samples thereof, 
and for the demonstration of improved methods or processes of pre- 
paring naval stores, in cooperation with individuals and companies, in- 
cluding the employment of necessary persons and means in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere, $10,000. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, along with the new Members 
of Congress I have been very much interested in this debate, 
and I think I can understand that the Democratic Party wants 
to get political advantage out of it and the Republican Party 
wants credit out of it. And I see the entire appropriation 
amounts to some $31,000,000, which seems to be mostly for the 
purpose of paying an army of clerks, several thousand of them. 
Now, I would be very glad if the chairman of the committee, 
or the former chairman of the committee, or any other person, 
will tell me what the farmers are to get out of this. I have not 
heard anybody show that this legislation which has been in 
operation for many years, what the advantage has been to the 
farmer. One-third of the people live on the farms, and this 
great Nation can well afford to make an apppropriation of 
$31,000,000, or any larger sum, if-it is of general advantage to 
the farmers. Of course, the department wants large appro- 
priations and places for an army of clerks, but I would like to 
hear and know what they are getting out of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and development of methods of manufacturing 
insecticides and fungicides, and for investigating chemical problems 
relating to the composition, action, and application of insecticides and 
fungicides, $25,000. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
statement made by my colleague from Pennsylvania {Mr. Hv- 
LINGS] was a very fair one. His question, however, has been 
answered several times in the debate. It was admitted by the 
chairman of the committee, and it was admitted by him during 
the last Congress, that this department now, by reason of the 
various bureaus that have been built up, by the unloading upon 
it of various war bureaus and things of that kind, which were in- 
tended to be temporary, but which are to be made permanent in 
the Department of Agriculture, now has at its command upward 
of 18,000 employees, who travel over the country instructing the 
farmer, lecturing to him, showing him how to till the soil, 
teaching him about the chemistry of the soil, and telling him 
how to do a variety of things which he is supposed not to know. 
The farmer under these circumstances ought to be the best 
educated man in the country, having these 18,000 lecturers and 
experts to come and go at his beck and eall to tell him what 
to do. Yet the trouble is that the farmer has not been made to 
understand by his friends in this House that he, the farmer 
himself, has to pay in part for the education and the salary of 
these 18,000 lecturers, who tell him what to do. He does not 
yet understand that the great mass of these lecturers and experts 
were put upon the pay roll of the Government during the last 
six or seven years, when the gentlemen upon the other side were 
in power, and when the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever], who has been waxing eloquent in his defense of this 
bill, was in charge of the measure. These are things that I 
think tend to explain to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hutincs] why. Some of us indicated that the farmer himself, 
the real, genuine, horny-handed tiller of the soil, does not 
thoroughly understand sometimes what is being done to him in 
the name of the farmer in a measure of this kind. 

To make it plain, I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who has raised this question, whether he can tell just how we 
would expend this $25,000 and just how the farmer would get 
a direct benefit from it? It is for the “investigation and de- 
velopment of methods of manufacturing insecticides and fungi- 
cides” and for “ investigating chemical problems relating to the 
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composition, action, and application of insecticides and fungi- 
cides.” To be sure the farmer is annoyed by insects, bugs, and 
pests of various kinds, and some of them receive no salary from 
the Government, none whatever. 

3ut here the proposition is to take out of the farmers’ funds, 
the taxpaying farmers’ funds, $25,000. To do what? To inves- 
tigate the development of methods “of manufacturing insecti- 
cides and fungicides.” In other words, the farmer’s money in 
this instance, the farmer for whom the gentleman from South 
Carolina {Mr. Lever] so eloquently pleads, is to be taken, in this 
instance, by experts to find out a way by which the “ manufac- 
turers,” not the farmers, can make a fungicide to sell to the 
farmers, 

Does my friend from Pennsylvania understand that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina is gradually coming over from the 
soil and the furrow and the cotton hill to the big interests and 
encouraging them in this bill? Does not the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who comes from that grand old Commonwealth 
which is supposed to represent everything that the big interests 
stand for, understand that we are getting $25,000 in this farm- 
ers’ bill to encourage the manufacture of things that we can 
sell to the farmer? 

I do not know whether the farmer knows this or not. The 
gentleman from South Carolina has gone to his lunch tem- 
porarily and is not here to explain. But I wish when he comes 
back that he would tell why he is for “the manufacturers” in 
this instance. It sounds like treason. 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman that I am here. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In due time, then, the gentle- 
man will tell why he is taking up the cause of the manvufac- 
turers of insecticides and fungicides. It is surprising. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I represent in part not 
only an agricultural State but one of the greatest agricultural 
States in the Union. I come from a State where there are 
some of the best farmers in the United States, but the farmers 
of Iowa do not think they have learned all about farming yet 
or that there can be no further improvement. They are not so 
conceited as to believe that they can not be taught anything by 
experts who devote themselves to these subjects who have 
shown their qualifications and demonstrated them upon the 
farm itself. We have that kind of men out there, men who 
have made a success of farming, men who have raised more on 
their farms and made more profits off of them than their 
neighbors, who are helping to tell the others how to realize the 
same profits and raise the same kind of crops. 

The Agricultural Department, I will say for the benefit of my 
two friends from Pennsylvania, is an educational institution. 
It is not for the purpose of farming, although it carries on ex- 
perimental farms for the purpose of showing how these things 
ought to be done. This money is not appropriated to make dona- 
tions to the farmers—far from it—and yet, from what the gen- 
tlemen who are opposed to this appropriation have stated, they 
seem to think we should not appropriate any money unless we 
are to turn it over to the farmers in form of a donation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is not this a donation to the 
manufacturers of insecticides and fungicides? 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Is it not a fact that your State, 
in addition to this fund, appropriates funds that are expended 
at Ames, lowa, for the purpose of developing the very thing that 
is in this paragraph? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is another matter I intended to 
come to. They not only have use for this money in the way it 
is appropriated here, but they add a million or more of dollars 
to it out in our State for the purpose of teaching the farmers 
more about farming, and as a result we have one of the finest 
agricuitural colleges in the whole country at Ames, Iowa. 

And we never stint the money on it. We do not have the 
discussion about the money spent upon it that we have here 
about some of these paltry appropriations in this bill. They 
appropriate the money there to carry on an agricultural college 
of the highest grade, a school which has a reputation all over 
the world, and to which people come from all over the world 
to learn about farming. If my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moorr]} had a better understanding of what it means to farm, 
if he had worked upon a farm, and had been brought up on a 
farm, as I was, when he was a boy, he would learn that largely 
through the work of the Agricultural Department there has 
been a greater advance in farming in this country during the 
last 25 years than has been shown in any other department of 
industry. Farming is done much better now, and it is done 
so well in the State of Iowa that, although the virgin soil there 
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has long been exhausted, and although you might expect that 
it would not raise as good crops now as formerly, yet to-day we 
are raising one-third greater crops than we did when that soil 
was new, and largely as a result of instruction given by the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

Now, with reference to an appropriation like this, for the de- 
velopment of fungicides and chemicals to destroy insects, ac- 
cording to the estimates of the Department of Agriculture—al- 
though I have not the exact figures here, and the chairman can 
probably give them—somewhere around $300,000,000 a year in 
value of crops has been destroyed by insects and fungus 
growths. Is it not worth paying $25,000 to sce if we can not 
get some better system of destroying these insects? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman says this is for the- 
benefit of the manufacturers, partly; but is not that beneficial 
to the farmer if, the manufacturers can be shown how to im- 
prove their compositions so that the farmers can get a better 
and cheaper insecticide or fungicide? But it.is not alone for 
that purpose; part of it is for the purpose of showing the farmer 
hinrself how he can make these insecticides on his own farm. 

I do not know of any more commendable item in this bill 
than this item of $25,000, and I say it as one having practical 
experience in farming, who lives in a farming community; and 
I say the farmers themselves want this appropriation contained 
in this paragraph, and that they want this bill passed. [Ap- 
plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
again expired, 

Mr. HERSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Clerk read the next paragraph, 
and the gentleman can then move to strike out the last word. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For experiments in the manufacture of rare chemicals for use in 
chemical research, including investigation of domestic sources of sup- 
ply, $10,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture may furnish, upon appli- 
cation, samples of rare chemicals to investigators for research work anid 
charge for the same a price to cover the cost thereof, such price to be 
determined and established by the Secretary, and the money received 
from sales to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States as 
miscellaneous receipts. 

Mr. WALSH. 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa what 
authority there is for having this item in here? 

Mr. HAUGEN. This amount carried here is $200,000 less than 
the amount carried last year. 

Mr. WALSH. It was not in the bill last year. 

Mr. HAUGEN. We appropriate $50,000 this year instead of 
$250,000. 

Mr. WALSH. 

Mr, HAUGEN. 
section. 

Mr. WALSH. 
bill last year? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
order or reserve it? 

Mr. WALSH. I make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is sustained, and the 
Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and development of methods of utilizing wool- 
scouring waste, $9,000. 

Mr. WALSH. 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts re- 
serves a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In order to save time, Mr. Chairman, I con- 
cede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HERSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. HERSMAN. It is a little difficult for us new Members 
to get on the floor. 
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Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 











1919. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





529 





The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California please 
wait until we have read the next paragraph? 

Mr. HERSMAN. I am willing to stay on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, for general expenses, $969,901. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HERSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves to 
strike out the last word. The gentleman from California is 
recognized for the purpose of striking out the last word. 

Mr. HERSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I find it is about as difficult 
to get recognized here as it is to kill these insects and bugs that 
trouble our orchards in California, over which this discussion 
has arisen. I do not rise to speak for the purpose of telling 
you gentlemen of the Congress how to guide the Department of 
Agriculture of this Nation, but as one of the new Members has 
asked what the farmers of this country were getting out of those 
appropriation bills, I want to say that I do not believe that any 
class of people of our Nation are getting so much for the money 
expended as the agriculturists of our Nation are getting. [Ap- 
plause.] 

I know something about the soil—not of the East, but of the 
soils of the West—and I know the difficulties that the farmers 
there contend with, and I know why, in the wisdom of this com- 
mittee, there was a provision inserted in this bill for theascertain- 
ment of the best methods of manufacturing certain insecticides 
and fungicides that will kill the insects that trouble the farmer- 
orchardist. All our orchards depend upon our knowing how 
these materials should be manufactured. The proper way to 
mix the various intricate sprays used by the horticulturist and 
orchardist of this Nation is of the highest importance, and only 
by extended experiment and careful observation by skilled scien- 
tists can the proper results be obtained. A slight variation in 
temperature while mixing or a small change in ingredients used 
might result in detriment to the vine or tree; or, on the other 
hand, we might have a mixture that was worthless. It is also 
of the greatest importance that the Department of Agriculture 
should be familiar with the commercial sprays that are placed 
on the market. It is certainly within the functions of this 
department to guard the wealth of this Nation in a field where 
only trained scientists can enter. The money you may see fit 
to appropriate for this particular item and for most of the items 
of this bill will be found to yield a great dividend to the Nation. 
While this Congress will of necessity make large appropriations 
for the Army and Navy for the proper protection of the Nation, 
do not let us forget that our greatness primarily depends upon 
the skill and intelligence we display in handling our soil. 

The prune industry, the peach industry, the almend industry, 
the walnut industry, and many other industries all depend upon 
the wisdom which you gentlemen put into this appropriation 
measure. If you will furnish experts to advise us when and how 
to treat our trees and vines and what material should be used, 
then you have given to the orchardist the one thing that will 
preserve his investment, safeguard his property, and add to the 
wealth of this Nation. 

The money that was used from the last appropriation in Cali- 
fornia did much to increase the food supply of the Nation. The 
lessons of scientific farming once learned are a yearly recurring 
asset to the Nation. I know that by the proper selection of 
seed in California you increase the yield of 50,000 acres of 
sorghum grains 20 percent. That is an immense amount. The 
‘money you appropriated for that work was inconsiderable in 
proportion to what was received in return. 

I know men who have saved thousands of dollars in the San 
Joaquin Valley because they acted on the advice of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. For a number of years the beans there 
were blighted by heat. The department suggested that the 
ground be cultivated for one month without being planted, and 
then the beans when they came in bloom would come into 
bloom at a cooler season of the year. They followed those sug- 
gestions, and thereby they increased the food supply of this 
Nation tremendously and added greatly to the value of a large 
area of land. 

Mr. LEVER. And if the gentleman will permit, these are the 
kind of men who have been accused and ridiculed here on the 
floor of the House. 

Mr. HERSMAN. Yes. I am not speaking of the East. I 
do not know anything about it. I have not been in the East 
for 30 years, and I do not know what the Agricultural Depart- 
ment is doing to promote agriculture in the Eastern or Southern 
States. But I do know we are mightily pleased with what they 
are doing in the West. 
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I will tell you that in the State of California you will find one 
of the greatest institutions that makes for the prosperity and 
upbuilding of this great Nation. I have followed farming con- 
tinuously for 30 years, and my observation is that every dollar 
you put into the Agricultural Department is well expended and 
that there is little or no waste. The men who represent that 
department are men of the highest type. They are men who are 
anxious to come and help you solve your problems. Two weeks 
before I left California to come to this House of Representatives 
I telephoned to our county seat, to one of the department men, 
and asked him to come down to investigate what I thought was 
the red spider that was threatening my prune crop and that had 
the year before devastated a large acreage of prunes in Cali- 
fornia. That entomologist responded at once. He came 30 
miles to my orchard and looked it over, and he told me it was not 
the variety of red spider that the orchardists so much feared, 
but that the red spider that had devastated the orchards of Cali- 
fornia came about the 1st of July, and that all I had to do was 
to have the superintendent of my orchard watch the situation 
the first week of July, and then I would have two weeks in which 
the spraying must be done. He gave minute instructions as to 
the kind of spray to use and the method of application. The 
Department of Agriculture, together with our State university, is 
bringing to the development of the West the knowledge of the 
agricultural world, and each year our acres yield more under 
their wise guidance. Now, I will tell you, you can not afford to 
cripple a great institution that is on the very front-line trenches 
of the Nation’s prosperity. [Applause.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended two minutes, in order that he may answer the 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia be extended two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
California if the gentleman from Philadelphia [Mr. Moore of 
Pennsylvania] is correct in his insistence that these agricultural 
appropriations are not for the benefit of the farmer and not 
desired by the farmer, why is it that the Members of this House 
who represent agricultural districts, who live among the farmers 
and who are acquainted with their wishes and their views and 
their needs, practically to a man are advocating these measures, 
whereas those who are opposing them are almost to a man from 
cities, who do not represent farmers and know nothing about 
the wishes or needs of farmers? [Applause.] 

Mr. HERSMAN. The gentleman from Philadelphia will an- 
swer that question. I do not know. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iask unanimous consent that the debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto be closed in five minutes. Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 7 and 
8 on page 53. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SNELL: Page 53, strike out all of lines 7 
and 8. 

Mr. SNELL. I make this motion for this reason: This is an 
entirely new section in a regular Agricultural bill. There was 
an item carried in one of the food-production acts providing for 
doing this work, but according to the testimony that was given 
by Dr. Alsberg before the committee, he said that they never 
spent this money, and, as far as he knew, up to the present time 
they were not sure whether they would need it or not; and if 
this gentleman is not sure up to the present time that they 
need this money we certainly should not appropriate it, and I 
hope that the paragraph will be dropped from the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The fact that the money has not been ex- 
pended shows that if it is not expended it will impose no addi- 
tional burden upon the Treasury. But some work has been 
done, and it is possible that some results may come from it—that 
is, for the utilization of the wool grease. 

Mr. SNELL. Dr. Alsberg says in his testimony that he does 
not know whether he wants this money or not. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If it is not used, it will do no harm. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Total for Bureau of Chemistry, $1,381,571. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from lowa to the fact that $50,000 was stricken out 
on a point of order, and this is not the correct total. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think the Clerk has authority now to cor- 
rect the totals. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 55, lines 11 to 17 inclusive, strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr.-Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 10 minutes on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
WritiaMs], in discussing another item in the bill, took the very 
proper position that in the ordinary course we should pay 
very careful heed to the Committee on Agriculture in all these 
various items contained in the appropriation bill which they 
have submitted to the House. I agree to that, and there is no 
man in the House whose judgment I have more usually valued 
than that of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever], 
who was the former chairman of this committee. But on the 
other hand I think it is proper sometimes that we apply the 
test of our own investigation and our own judgment on some 
of these items. If we do not do this, if Members are to make 
no investigation of their own, but blindly follow the recom- 
mendations of our committees, then the committees might as 
well legislate in the first instamce and save the House the for- 
mality of adopting their conclusions. I have made some in- 
vestigation of this item which I have moved to strike out, and 
I insist that it ought to go out of the bill for the reasons which 
I will now state. It was a war emergency item pure and sim- 
ple. The experiment has been made and the results are known. 
Why continue it when it has ceased to be an experiment? Its 
prohibitive cost as a commercial proposition has already been 
demonstrated. 

We are all familiar with the fact that before the war the 
potash supply of the United States, and of the world as for that 
matter, was from the Province of Saxony in Prussia and the 
Province of Alsace, also a German territory. We imported about 
250,000 tens of potash prior to the war, and the demand was 
constantly increasing. The most of it, or a.good part of it, was 
used in commercial fertilizer, and munitions factories used quite 
a good deal. 

Soon after the declaration of war—to be exact, in January, 
1915—the Imperial German Government put an embargo on the 
export of potash, and we, as well as the world, were left without 
any considerable source of supply. It did not take long before 
the reserve supply in this country was used up, and the United 
States Government very properly set about, by all means avail- 
able, to develop sources of supply of potash in this country. 

Several sources have been found since that investigation 
started, and some have been developed with considerable suc- 
cess. The alkali lakes of western Nebraska, those of southern 
California, and the Great Salt Lake in Utah have been devel- 
oped as sources of supply. But one of the most practical 
sources, according to the expert testimony in this matter, is 
the reduction of cement dust and blast-furnace dust by an 
electrical process. That discovery came about in a very un- 
usual way. It was found that these cement plants and blast 
furnaces must find some way to prevent discharging their 
poisonous fumes in the air. It was obnoxious to surrounding 
neighborhoods, and States and municipalities were enacting laws 
to abate the nuisance, and so they reduced the fumes to dust, 
and it was soon found that this dust was readily soluble and 
that the potash could be recovered by a simple process of leech- 
ing. So far as I have been able to learn this is the only source 
that is thus far developed that will really be able to compete 
as 2 commercial preposition with the sources of potash in the 
Provinces of Alsace and Saxony. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK. As soon as I complete this statement I will. 
Now, this item of $127,600 which I have moved to eliminate from 
the bill is to be used to continue the operation of a Government 
plant at Summerland, Calif., engaged in reducing the giant kelp 
found on the Pacific coast to potash and other by-products. It 
is a great seaweed, as we all know. The process is to go out 
and harvest the kelp, transport it to the factory, and by a 
process that has been discovered get a certain amount of potash 
out of it. 
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But what does it cost to get a ton of potash out of kelp? On 
this point we have in the hearings on this bill the testimony of 
Dr. Milton Whitney, Chief of the Bureau of Soils, and here is 
what he says in answer to the question by the chairman of the 
committee, who at that time was the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever]. Mr. Lever asked him, “At what price do 
you produce this ton of potash from kelp?” He says, “I do 
net know what the average is, but I should say about $4.50 a 
unit, on an average.” 

Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. BLACK. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I want to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that that was the price at which the product was sold 
and not at which it was produced, the law requiring that sales 
Shall be at the market price. 

Mr. BLACK. I should feel justified in accepting that ex- 
planation of the gentleman, because I do not believe the specific 
question was asked as to the production cost. As a matter of 
fact, there is nothing in the hearings to show that even the sale 
price of $450 per ton was equal to the production cost. This 
statement was made by Mr. Whitney: 

We have harvested the kelp in our harvester, brought it in, dried and 
ashed it, and we have sold up to the present time about $50,000 worth 
of potash. 

Then the question was asked at what price, and he said at 
$4.50 per unit. Now, the unit of potash is 20 pounds, and there- 
fore you would have 100 units to make a ton, and the price at 
which the potash was sold was $450 a ton. Suppose they had 
sold the entire output of potash at the prewar price of $40 a 
ton; how much did they produce? Five thousand dollars’ worth, 
at an expenditure of $127,600 to do it. Because you can readily 
see if they sold $50,000 worth at $450 a ton, if they had sold it 
at $40 a ton, the prewar price of commercial potash, they would 
have produced about $5,000 worth of it. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Now, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Does the gentleman understand that 
the Department of Agriculture intends to pursue experiments in 
kelp further? The gentleman knows that the experiments were 
small compared with what the commercial companies did on the 
Pacific coast. I understood that it was agreed by all hands 
that kelp could not be used profitably in these times for the 
production of potash. 

Mr. BLACK. I think that most men do agree on that proposi- 
tion, but the Department of Agriculture does not seem to be 
aware of it and contemplates the continuance of this fund, and 
$127,600 is to operate the plant at Summerland, Calif. It is true 
the largest plant which was used in this new enterprise was the 
Hercules Powder Co., and they have abandoned it, because they 
know that they can not produce potash economically by this 
process. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit, I under- 
stood that the Agricultural Department expected to use this 
money move for the purpose of trying to find natural sources of 
potash in the West. Now, in reference to the cement industry, 
the gentleman understands that so far only a small quantity of 
potash has been obtained from cement factories. 

Mr. BLACK. I admit that, but if the gentleman will study 
the situation he will find that the experts on this subject have 
come to the conclusion that that is the only feasible supply, 
and the only way in which potash can be produced in this 
country in competition with the foreign sources. 

In the May, 1918, issue of the World’s Work Mr. Frank 
Parker Stockbridge published a very interesting article dealing 
with the steps which had been taken in developing potash in 
the United States, and in that article he says: 

One source of potash supply has given evidence of probable ability to 
meet all the requirements of permanent potash independence for the 
United States, namely, practically inexhaustible supply of raw mate- 
rials, low enough cost of production to withstand competition under 
any conditions, and geographical distribution such as to minimize trans- 

rtation costs. 

This is the process of recovery of potash from cement and bDlast- 
furnace dust. It is too early to claim that this has already proved the 
panacea sought for, but the evidence so far is all in its favor, and I 
am merely passing along the judgment of Government experts who have 
delved deeply into every phase of the potash question in saying that on 
the basis of results thus far obtained it offers the best chance now in 
sight to compete with German potash in normal times. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I have just examined the lengthy 
report of the Tariff Board upon this subject, and they differ 
with the conclusions the gentleman has stated. They doubt 
very much whether it will be successful in a commercial way 
to obtain potash from cement dust. 

Mr. BLACK. It is successful over here at the Security Cement 
& Lime Co., of Hagerstown, Md., where they have already a plant 
with this process in operation. I also understand that the Beth- 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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lehem Steel Co. is installing a plant for the reduction of its 
blast-furnace dust to potash. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman first permit me further in 
answer to inquiries about the manufacture of potash from kelp 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the fact 
that that is what this item of $127,600 is for, and it has no con- 
nection with the development of potash from other sources, as 
he seems to think? We have already passed another item of 
$31,340 for looking up other sources of the supply of potash. I 
have no objection to that. It was under that appropriation that 
we discovered the alkali lakes, and have discovered this reduc- 
tion process in cement and blast-furnace plants. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman be extended for 
five minutes. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 10 minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
consent to proceed for 10 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
man yield? 

Mr, BLACK. Y¥es. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The potash question is a very 
important one. I want to ask whether we provided for an in- 
quiry as to potash in the $50,000,000 mining bill that was passed 
during the war session? 

Mr. BLACK. I shall have to refer that to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, because I confess I do not recall. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. We appropriated $50,000,000 
during the war for the investigation and discovery of minerals 
throughout the United States, with a view to promoting various 
war activities, including agriculture, and I want to know 
whether potash was contemplated in that $50,000,000 bill. 

Mr. LEVER. I think not. 

Mr. BLACK. Does the gentleman refer to the Bureau of 
Mines bill? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes, 

Mr. BLACK. That was not included. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the Department of Ag: 
riculture is alone in this potash inquiry, so far as these appro- 
priations are concerned? 

Mr. BLACK. Yes; and the investigation of all other sources 
outside of kelp is covered in the item we have already passed— 
$31,340—and I have no disposition to interfere with that. I am 
perfectly willing to vote money to investigate any practical 
source of supply, but it has been demonstrated very clearly, I 
think, that potash manufacture from kelp is not feasible. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The point is to find out 
whether we are duplicating the work in two departments. 

Mr. BLACK. No; nothing is being done about it in the 
$50,000,000 bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, can the gentleman inform 


The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
Is there objection? 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 


the committee what the average prewar price of potash was' 


from the German fields? 

Mr. BLACK, Yes; $40 a ton. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the gentleman read the statement of the 
Alien Property Custodian in connection with his story about the 
German chemical factories-in this country to the effect that 
there had been a widespread German propaganda to make 
American farmers think they needed a great deal more potash 
than they really did? 

Mr. BLACK. Yes; they conducted a propaganda of that 
sort, and it is probable that some farmers used: potash on soils 
where they did not need it, but I do not believe that was at all 
general, That is, of course, a matter for the judgment of the 
farmer. As to the German monopoly, of course, we might have 
some prejudice against buying our potash from Germany, they 
having so recently been our enemies; but I call attention to the 
fact that since Alsace has been awarded to France we are as- 
sured of competition in the potash matter, and that from one of 
our most faithful and loyal allies, and there can be no danger 
of a German monopoly such as there was before the war. 

In the World’s Work Magazine article of Mr. Frank Parker 
Stockbridge, to which I have already referred, he says about 
the deposits of potash in Alsace, which was then in German 
possession : : 


But when it shall have been restored to France its potash resources 
will not only break the German monopoly but provide France with a 
valuable export commodity to exchange for the vast supplies of all 
kinds she must obtain from us. 
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That is true; the greatest deposits of potash in the world are 
in the Province of Alsace, which now belongs to France; and 
it looks to me just as reasonable to suppose that you can go 
out on the Pacific coast, harvest that great kelp seaweed, carry 
it to the reduction plant, and reduce it to potash in competition 
with the natural deposits that nature has placed in the bowels 
of the earth—it would be just as reasonable to suppose that 
you could do that as that you could go to the great forests of 
the country, cut down the pine trees, reduce them to charcoal, 
and compete with the great coal deposits of the country for fuel. 
The whole thing is unreasonable, except as a war-emergency 
proposition, and now that the war is over it is the worst kind 
of extravagant waste to continue the experiment, and it should 
be stopped and that without further delay. 

In the remainder of my time I want to pay respect to an- 
ether practical phase of the matter. We have a great many 
people in this country who seem to hold to the belief that we 
can produce everything in the United States and buy nothing 
elsewhere and still carry on foreign trade with other nations. 
It can not be done. If we carry on foreign trade, if the United 
States stands in the front rank of the great commercial nations, 
as I hope it will, we must trade with other people and we must 
buy commodities which they can produce under economic condi- 
tions, and which it will not be feasible and practicable to pro- 
duce in this country. We know that in 1918 the United States 
had a balance of trade in our favor of $3,000,000,000. 

Now, how is that settled? It can only be settled in three 
ways—one by imports of gold, another by exchange of credits, 
or, rather, an extension of credits, and the third way by the ex- 
change of commodities, and up until now we have been settling 
it, for the most part, by extension of credits. The conditions 
have not admitted of its being settled in any other way. But are 
we going to be willing to keep that up? Are we going to be 
willing to keep up extending from year to year the credits to 
these foreign countries? It is certain that they can not export 
their gold, because they are already on a fiat-money basis and 
do not have it to export, and therefore there must be an exchange 
of commodities. If there is not, then the whole commercial 
fabric of the world is going to be turned upside down. France 
owes us to-day two and a half billion dollars, and before we 
cease to extend them loans I dare say they will owe us $3,000,- 
000,000, and the interest on that will be $150,000,000 annually. 
How are they to settle that interest debt? It must be, gen- 
tlemen, by the exchange of commodities, and I hold that the 
potash which they can dig from their mines in the Province of 
Alsace cheaper and under more economical conditions than it 
can be produced anywhere in the world will be one of the com. 
modities that we naturally should buy from them, and it is 
absurd to continue an experiment to try to produce, as a com- 
mercial proposition, potash from the giant kelp of the Pacific 
coast, costing $450 per ton. 

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK. I do. 

Mr, REAVIS. The gentleman touches on a very interesting 
subject in regard to the balance of trade that will follow the 
payment of interest on loans and the purchase of our materials 
in the rehabilitation of Europe, but does the gentleman take the 
position that we should decline to develop to the fullest possible 
extent all the industries of this country so as to avoid balancing 
trade with credit? 

Mr. BLACK. No; I do not. 
ment. 

Mr. REAVIS. Well, we have a potash industry in this coun- 
try that can, with proper sympathetic attention, be developed. 
Does the gentleman taize the position we ought not to have that 
development? 

Mr. BLACK. I do not. I simply contend that the facts in 
this case show that the production of potash from kelp is one 
source that can not be an economical process and should be dis- 
earded. I am in full sympathy with the production of potash 
by the reduction of cement dust and blast-furnace dust, because 
the testimony shows that is a commercial process and is eco- 
nomically sound. Of course, it is all right to produce potash 
from the alkali lakes of Nebraska and southern California and 
the Great Salt Lake of Utah, but when you undertake to go out 
and cut down kelp and haul it to the factory and make it into 
potash at $450 a ton, and everyone knows it will not sell for 
more than $70 or $80 a ton, and very probably not that high, from 
the mine fields of Alsace and Saxony, why it looks to me like it 
would not be the part of wisdom to continue an experiment of 
that sort. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Brack] has made a very strong statement. Fortunately, it 
igs not necessary to take issue with anything that he said to 


And that has not been my argu- 
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justify this appropriation in its entirety. This appropriation 
was initiated, in the first place, for the purpose of making an 
experiment. That experiment was to determine whether or not 
potash could be produced from kelp ox a commercial scale in 
competition with the potash that was brought from other 
sources to this country. I think we might as well admit from the 
very outset that it is not possible, and that we do not expect it 
will be possible to produce potash alone from kelp at a price 
which will enable us to compete with iurported potash or with 
potash produced elsewhere in the United States; but it so hap- 
pens that in the productien of potash from kelp there are a 
number of by-products of very great value. Among them is a 
very hich grade of high-temperature charcoal which sells for 
about $100 a ton. Amother by-product is iodine, the price of 
which I am unable te state at the moment, but which is a very 
important product. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Whe uses that high-grade char- 
coal whieh selis at $100 a ten? What commercial value has it? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I con not tell you; I am giving the testi- 
mony of the experts ef the department in respect to the product 
and the price at which it is sold. I understand it is used, how- 
ever, in the tempering of a very high grade of steel. It is a very 
high-grade, high-temperature charcoal. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. 1 will. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. If this has already been discovered, 
and I ask the question in good faith, why de you want to con- 
tinue ihe investigation? 

Mr. ANDERSON. We know that these by-products can be 
produced from kelp in conjunctien with potash. We do not 
imow whether they exist in suflicient quantities and can be got- 
ten out frem kelp at a eost which will enable us in connection 
with the return from the potash itself to make an industry of 
this sort self-sustaining. I am entirely frank when I say it is 
entirely experimental. They have eonducted this investigation 
to the peint so that we have every reason to believe now we 
can make this plant commercially a self-sustaining one, and 
this $127,600 in no way represents the cost of operating this 
plant, because we have every reason te expect that amount will 
be redueed by a very considerable revenue from sales of petash, 
charcoal, iedine, and ether by-products. 

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 

Mr. REAVIS. Is this appropriation ef $127,600 for the pur- 
pose of providing money that the Agricultural Department will 
use to investigate the kelp propesition only? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yeas. 

Mr. REAVIS. There is nothing in this appropriation that 
affects in any way the question of ebtaining potash from the 
alkali lakes? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think not. I think that covers the kelp 
propesition entirely. I may be mistaken about that. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I do. 

Mr. BLACK. Speaking of return, is it not a fact that even at 
selling their product at $450 a ten last year the total receipts 
were only $50,000? 

Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
tion, with his permission. 
continued up te date? 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
recollection is correct. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. How much further time is it anticipated 
it will require te conclude these experiments? 

Mr. ANDERSON. It is very likely, in order to determine just 
what by-preducts can be commercially taken out of kelp in the 
process of manufacture, a considerable amount of machinery 
now in operation will have to be taken out and other machinery 
substituted for it, and the process will have to go on for at 
least another year. 

Mr. KINKAID. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. KINKAID. Has investigation been made in different 
portions of the country for producing potash from purely mineral 
sources, and have not disclosures been made in the last year or 
two showing that a very great amount of potash may he. found 
in the United States in mineral forms? 

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for three minutes more. 


Vill the gentleman yield? 


That is true. 
I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
How long has this experiment in kelp 


I think this will be the third year, if my 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent for 


The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
three minutes more. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KINKATID. Another question, if the gentleman please. 
Is it net 2 fact that reports coming through, say, the Geological 
Survey, and through other authentic sources, are to the effect 
thot the United States may develop sufficient potash for its own 
use and consumption ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think that is true, and I will say to the 
gentlemen Of the conunittee that if this experiment is to step 
with ‘the determination of whether you can produce potash alone 
from kelp at a price that will compete commercially with potash 
produced from its sourees, it can stop now and ought to stop 
now. We beiieve it is possible to produce potash and the by- 
preducts of kelp in such quantity as to make this plant a paying 
proposition. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. And some of the products that are preduced 
in addition te potash are much more valuable and much more 
important than is the potash itself. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SUMNDDRS of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman if the 
point is not about this: This is really not an investigation of 
any production, but it is an investigation of the commercial pos- 
sibilities of the seaweed called kelp, because you have proceeded 
sufliciently far to discover that kelp is net a premising source 
from which you may hope to get potash. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is true if you base your proposition 
entirely on potash. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Is it not a misnomer to say that 
this is a potash investigation? Should it not be said that we 
are investigating the seaweed possibilities? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Potash is, of course, the prime result of 
the investigation of the kelp. The other products are by- 
products. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I will. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I would like te know if this in- 
vestigation has gone far enough so that the Government is sure 
that as a potash-producing proposition kelp is a failure? Has 
it gone that far? 

Mr. ANDERSON, I can not answer that question categori- 
cally, beause the proposition has to be considered together. If 
you only go so far as the production of potash from kelp, the 
proposition is a failure commercially, but if you go the next step 
and produce iedine and charcoal and products similar to coal-tar 
products we have every reason to believe the process will be 
successful. 

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. Amd that leads to this question. 
This is an agricultural bill. Are we justified in making an ap- 
propriation of this size or of any other size for the Department 
of Agriculture for something that is not akin to agriculture? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would not were it not for the fact that 
we already have the plant there and have $166,000 invested. We 
have gotten about so far that it is cheaper and mere economical 
for us to go the rest of the way with the experiment and con- 
elude it than to eut it off now. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK. Is it not true that the Hercules Powder Co. had 
a much greater investment and that they abandoned it? 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is true, but their activities 
directed entirely to the production of potash alone. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask wnanimous consent that 
all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto clese in 
16 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Lowa [Mr. Havuaen] 
asks unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FESS. The topic wnder consideration now involves two 
very important lines of thought that I think will enlist: the 
syimpathetic attention and consideration of every Member. The 
line that was enunciated by our friend from Texas [Mr. Biack] 
opens up a world of suggestion. It has some values; it has some 
dangers. I think that my friend would admit it. To-day in the 
Balkan States the biggest preblem before the peace conference 
is due to the fact that one of the States produces one thing 
mainly and little else; that another State produces another 
thing mainly and little else. One has a great wheat market 
and is dependent almost entirely upon that production, not only 
for food, but it is the chief production which it exchanges fer 
needed articles; another produces no wheat but a great abun- 
dance of oil, and depends almost entirely upon that source for its 
livelihood; while another has some particular mineral wealth 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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but is without either the agricultural or the oil wealth; while 
still another is the chief manufacturer of that section of Europe. 
The effort to get an agreement whereby no one will be shut out 
from the use by embargoes of what it has not but must depend 
on another for is really the biggest problem before the peace 
conference as to these States. In a country like eurs, made up 
of a vast territory of a wide diversity, where one State or sec- 
tion devotes its energy to one line and others to different lines, 
there is no trouble, since they are all under one Government. 
In fact, this wide diversity of industry and the great expansion 
of territory are the conditions upon which our frame of govern- 
ment largely depends. But even in that case no one section of 
our country can be so independent as when it produces a variety 
of articles rather than but one. Especially is this true when 
applied to independent countries such as the Balkan States. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield right 
there for one brief statement? 

Mr. FESS. I will. 

Mr. BLACK. I hope the gentleman will net understand me 
to advocate the discouragement of the production of potash in 
this country under economic conditions. What I wanted to point 
out was that the facts indicated that you could not produce it 
economically out of kelp. 

Mr. FESS. Probably if we both clearly understood what 
was meant, it would be found that we are not far apart. 

The time was when we had a flock of sheep upon almost every 
farm in the country, upon the basis that a flock of sheep is more 
of a value than a detriment to any farm; and I do not believe 
that there is a farmer anywhere that could not profitably main- 
tain even to-day a flock of sheep, which would add, first, to the 
wool product of the country, and, second, to the meat product of 
the country. 

Now, my friend from Texas [Mr. Biacx] will recall that one 
of the strongest arguments ever produced on this floor against 
the sheep industry was by your famous Roger Q. Mills, who 
claimed that we could not go into the sheep business in this 
country in competition with Australia; that there the grazing 
fields are unlimited—lands inexpensive and adapted to the 
raising of sheep, with which we could not compete. He asserted 
that to undertake to utilize for the sheep industry land sold at 
such tremendous prices as ours are sold in competition with a 
country like Australia was foolishness. That is the principle 
for which our friend from Texas [Mr. Brack] now contends. 
Well, whatever be the source of the depression of the sheep in- 
dustry of the country, whether it was argument of that sort or 
something else, all of us recognize that the country has grown 
poorer by the fact that we have ceased to be a great wool and 
sheep growing country, beth from the standpoint of the fiber 
and the standpoint of the meat products. We have ceased to 
be an independent country in that degree, because the industry 
has given way to a dependence upon a foreign supply. I think 
that no country can safely go upon the basis that it will not de- 
velop to the very last limit its ability to produce anything it 
can produce, so that it will never be dependent on any other 
eountry for anything. 

The dye industry and the chemica! industry, I think, are two 
splendid concrete examples of where this country was dependent 
for a time upon a foreign country, and that a country which 
became our enemy, Germany, and we were unable to produce those 
‘articles in competition with the foreign country because of the 
difference in our standard of wages. But the war, which was 
an absolute embargo, thé strongest possible protection our Na- 
tion or any nation can have, opened up the opportunity for us to 
see what we could do. In the short space of four years we are 
producing both the dyes.and the chemicals, not perhaps of such 


fine quality as those made in Germany, but sufficient to supply | 


our needs. 


expired. 

Mr. FESS. I thought I had 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman was 
recognized for five minutes. Otherwise the gentleman has five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. FESS. It might be that we are not preducing these ele- 
ments in the fine type and quality that Germany was producing 
them, but I believe—and this is not braggadocie—that if the 
opportunity is afforded so that the genius of America can be 
put to its maximum, to the very limit, we shall produce as fine 
coloring materials as Germany ever did, and in abundant quan- 
tities, although we may have to take time to do it. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I yield to my friend. 

Mr. LEVER. I very fully agree with the suggestion of the 
gentleman, and two items are carried in this bill for that pur- 
pose, one the coloring item and the other the kelp item. Yet 
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on a stand-up vote the Members of the gentleman’s party voted 
almost unanimously against the coloring item. 

Mr. FESS. I do not think it is the special duty of the De- 
partment of Agriculture to carry on that work, since we have a 
Bureau of Standards, especially adapted for just such expert 
investigation, and therefore I think this side of the House is 
not subject to the friendly criticism of my friend, who, I think, 
is generally fair. 

Mr. LEVER. I try to be fair. There is absolutely no dupli- 
cation between the work of the Bureau of Chemistry and that of 
the Bureau of Standards, se far as I am informed, and I put in 
the Reconp a year or so ago a statement by the Department of 
Commerce, perhaps the statement of Dr. Stratton himself, the 
— ef the Bureau of Standards, showing that that was 

ue. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
vania. 

Mr. REBER. The gentleman made a statement a moment 
ago as to our chemicals and dyes not having attained the effi- 
ciency and quality that those of Germany had attained before 
the war. I wish to state to the House and for the information 
of the gentleman, if I may, that the dyes that are being produced 
in the United States, from my own practical knowledge, are 
better than any dyes that we ever got from Germany. [Ap- 


plause. ] 
I want to applaud that statement, because it is a 


REBER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
FESS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman frem Pennsyl- 


Mr. FESS. 
revelation of a fact that I was not aware of and at which I am 
very happy. I did not know that we had reached that stage of 
efficiency, and I am glad to have the assurance of one who 
knows that we have. Now, the big thing is not to forfeit the 
opportunity to continue. 

Along the lines of that suggestion that I made a moment ago 
is this, and I would like to have the thoughtful attention of the 
membership for just a moment: The acreage out of which we 
produce the foodstuffs of the world can not be enlarged to a 
very great extent in the future. We shall reclaim, it is true, 
some of the swamp lands and shall irrigate some of the arid 
lands, and we will thereby add to the acreage in a degree. How- 
ever, this country will not very greatly add to the available 
cultivable acreage. But our population is growing by leaps 
and bounds, as is apparent to all of us. This fact means that 
the consumptive power is increasing most rapidly, both in in- 
creased desires and increased numbers, while our productive 
power must be limited. Only two considerations will meet this 
problem: First, the acreage out of which we produce it, and, sec- 
ond, the scientific application of the newer views to increase 
the production of the available acreage. And while this Con- 
gress may be able to increase in a degree the acreage from which 
we produce the foodstuffs of America, yet the thing we ought to 
think most about is how to make the acreage produce double 
or treble or quadruple the amount that we produce now. It 
ean be done, and I take it all will admit that it must be done. 
If there is from any committee a suggestion that through the 
expenditure of some money to carry on investigation a plan or 
discovery may be found whereby we can increase the produc- 
tivity of the acreage, we ought not orly to vote for it because 
it is an institution already established, but we ought to vote for 
it because it is an institution designed to increase a going con- 
cern and to meet the multiplying needs of the race. The item 
under consideration is designed to do this, and if fertilizer is a 
source out of which we are to multiply our capacity to produce, 
and thus make the acre produce twice or three or four times 
what it now produces, that is, make it produce to the maximum, 
then you do no wiser thing than to give this aid and thus 
help to reach the maximum production. This proposition is 


| certainly incontrovertible, that consumption is growing from 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has | 


the need of the race, not only in the increase of desires but in 
the multiplication of the race. Consumption is not a constant 
but a continuously increasing quantity, while production based 
on acreage is a somewhat fixed quantity. In other words, de- 
mand is growing and will continue to grow, while supply will 
be at a standstill wnless we find a way to so cultivate the 
acreage that the unit of production will be greatly increased. 
For that reason, while I sympathize very much with my friend 
from Texas in his desire to curtail expenditure, yet I want to 
know whether we have gotten all there is to be feund before. I 
vote against this item. [Applause.] 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the eommittee, I agree in part with-the general statement of the 
gentleman whe has just addressed us [Mr. Fess]. We should de- 
velop our industries as far as it is practical to do so, but we are 
not confronted here primarily with the necessity of passing upon 
fundamental government or economic problems. This is a 
concrete proposition as to whether or not the Members of this 
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Congress shall do that which I dare say no practical business 
man would do if he were putting up the money out of his own 
funds. There is a necessity, of course, for governmental ex- 
ploration and activity in many lines, but if we are to command 
respect for the work of the Government we must use the same 
sort of sound business judgment in expending the public money 
that a hard-headed, practical man displays in expenditures in 
his own business. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Not just now. I will in a minute. 
Now, I leave it to the common sense of the Members here that 
if you had spent three years and some hundreds of thousands 
of dollars in investigating a proposition, and at the end of 
that time it should be disclosed from your experiments that the 
commodity which you had hoped to produce could not be eco- 
nomically produced in this sort of way, or at least you had not 
discovered that it could be, and your own common sense and 
experimentation should tell you that there was no reasonable 
hope that it could be done, what would you do? Let us look at 
this as a practical proposition. I submit that it is absurd to 
say that we can go out into the ocean and get this wet seaweed, 
bring it in and dry it, and convert it into its chemical elements, 
extracting its potash at a price which will enable us to compete 
with those sections of the world where nature has already con- 
centrated potash in great deposits, where it may be mined. With 
all due respect, I say, it strikes me as an absurd proposition. 
Now, I agree that as far as it is practical we should make our 
country self-sustaining, but we can not go to the extreme of 
expending money and energy in trying to produce something at 
a cost far greater than that at which we can purchase it, and I 
do not understand that any school of political philosophers in 
any age of the world have ever undertaken to support such a 
position as that. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I simply want to suggest to the gentleman 


that the application of strict business rules to the question of | 


actual profit from the direct expenditure of the dollars and 
cents of the appropriations in this bill would destroy every one 
of these appropriations. The gentleman overlooks the fact 
that the Department of Agriculture is purely a scientific insti- 
tution, conducting scientific investigations which no private 
concern has engaged in or could afford to engage in as a matter 
of commercial profit. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I agree with the gentleman thor- 
oughly; but after you have pursued your investigation to the 
conclusion of the inquiry which prompted the investigation 
and report that the thing is a failure so far and there is 
nothing in the situation upon which to base hope, why ask that 
Congress appropriate the money to run the experiment for 
another year? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The committee 
has not made any such report. The report that the committee 
brings in is that the potash alone is not a profitable commer- 
cial proposition, but that the so-called by-products will pay 
the cost of manufacture. Now, I put this proposition to the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will 
extended if he needs it. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. All right. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If you are engaged in the manufacture or 
production of a highly desired article and you found that the 
by-products would pay the expense of the manufacture, woulda 
it not be wise to continue the operation of the plant? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I do not concede the premise, but 
I will answer the gentleman upon the assumption that the 
premise has been established. If I were conducting an in- 
vestigation purely as an investigation and had determined that 
the plan was feasible and that my investigation had disclosed 
it, 1 would report back the results of my investigation and 
stop the expenditure of money for the investigation. Now, I do 
not understand that the gentleman contemplates that the Gov- 
ernment shall go into the manufacture of potash and the by- 
products of that manufacture as an industry to be permanently 
operated by the Federal Government. 
Federal Government has undertaken to investigate certain ques- 
tions and explore certain fields seeking a domestic supply of 
potash, among them kelp. I understand from the gentleman 
that he is able upon his responsibility as the chairman of this 
committee to report to this Congress and to the country at large 
that the conversion of kelp is a feasible field for industry to 
enter. Now, if you are able to do that, and you do not con- 
template that the Government shall produce but merely explore 


Do not take up all my time. 
ask to have the gentleman’s time 
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Now I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. | 


I understand that the | 
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and experiment, why not take our hands out of the Federal 
Treasury and let industry pursue the project as a desirable 
field to enter? Somebody must pay this money which you are 
asking for in this item. [Applause.] Hither way you take it, 
it seems to me this appropriation ought to stop. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If the gentleman’s understanding of the situ- 
ation were entirely correct I think I should agree with him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All debate is closed, and the question is on the motion to strike 
out the paragraph. 

The question being taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HAUGEN and Mr. Lever) there were—ayes 29, noes 51. 

. aoe the motion to strike out the paragraph was re- 
jected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Bureau of Entomology : One entomologist, who shall be chief 
of bureau, $5,000; 1 chief clerk and executive assistant, $2,250; 1 
administrative assistant, $2,250; 1 editor, $2,250; 1 financial clerk, 
$1,800 ; 4 clerks, class four; 7 clerks, class three; 16 clerks, class two; 
22 clerks, class one; 8 clerks, at $1,000 each; 1 insect delineator, 
$1,600 ; 2 insect delineators, at $1,400 each ; 2 entomological draftsmen, 
at $1,400 each; 1 entomological draftsman, $1,080; 1 photographer, 
$1,200; 1 entomological preparator, $1,000; 4 entomological prepar- 
ators, at $840 each; 8 entomological preparators, at 720 each; 7 
entomological preparators, at $600 each; 1 laborer, $1,080; 2 messen- 
gers or laborers, at $900 cach; 1 messenger or laborer, $840; 3 mes- 
sengers or laborers, at $720 each; 6 messenger boys, at $480 each; 1 
laborer, $540; 1 laborer, $480; 2 charwomen, at $480 each; 3 char- 
women, at $240 each; in all, $124,010, 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the increase in the salary of one entomologist, who shall be 
chief of bureau, $5,000, in line 24, page 55. That is an increase 
from $4,500 to $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
ga'en HAUGEN. I offer an amendment to make the salary 
$4,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Cerk read as follows: 

Page 55, line 23, after the colon, insert “‘ one entomologist, who shall 
be chief of the bureau, $4,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigations of insects affecting deciduous fruits, orchards, vine- 
yards, and nuts, $95,780: Provided, That $9,600 of said sum shall be 
available for the investigation of insects affecting the pecan and method 
of control of same. ¢ 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 57. line 4, strike out ‘' $95,780" and insert in lieu thereof 
“ $105,780.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the department asks that this - 
sum be increased $10,000, and the committee thinks that the 
request should be granted. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask some member 
of the committee if this appropriation is for the service of 
the entomologists at the various stations which were estab- 
lished a few years ago? I would like to know if the station 
at North East, Pa., in the heart of the Erie County grape belt, 
is to be maintained under this appropriation? 

Mr. HAUGEN. This amendment is for the purpose of in- 
creasing the amount in the bill by $10,000, bringing the total 
up to $15,000. This sum is needed in connection with the cam- 
paign against the Japanese beetle, a G4angerous insect pest of 
orchards and other fruit trees, recently introduced in this coun- 
try. At the time the estimate of $5,000 was submitted the in- 
sect occurred more or less abundantly over some 10,000 acres, 
as compared with the known infestation of 600 or 700 acres in 
the preceding fall. The beetles are now known to be present 
over an area of approximately 25,000 acres. 

Mr. SHREVE. I will ask the gentleman, if he can tell me, 
Is it the intention of the department to maintain the service in 
the Erie County grape belt? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The data furnished me does not give that 
information. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
Pennsylvania yield to me? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is the section to which the 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


Will the gentleman from 


| gentleman refers the one for which provision was made when 


the gentleman was in Congress several years ago? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes; as a Member at that time, which was 
about six years ago, I had inserted an amendment providing 
the sum of $3,000 for the purpose of establishing an ento- 
mologist at North East, Pa. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
reduced? 


Has that appropriation been 
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Mr. SHREVE. For many years the Government had carried 
these appropriations, but for some reason afterwards the 
appropriation was dropped. 

Mr. MOORBE of Pennsylvania. If I reeall correctly, the sec- 
tion of country to which the gentleman refers is one of the 
important grape-growing sections of the United States. 

Mr. SHREVE. It is probably the greatest section of the 
country for the growing of Concord grapes, which reaches its 
highest expression in the form of grape juice. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
why the appropriation was shut off? 

Mr. SHREVE. I never knew; I took it up when I came to 
Congress with the chairman of the committee, the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina, who very willingly and readily 
assented to the amendment and who recognized the great 
necessity for it. I might say that my remarks at that time 
cover the conditions as they exist to-day. We had the assist- 
anee of the Department of Agriculture for several years, and 
I might say that the grape growers of that vicinity would have 


been out of business long ago if it had not been for the Agri- | 


cultural Department. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
answered by the gentleman from Iowa as to whether this sta- 
tion is to be continued. I presume it is, but I should like to 
know myself, because prohibition is about to be established and 
the grape industry is still to be fostered. Grape juice is com- 
ing in while fermented liquor is going out. The gentleman 
from Iowa ought to be able to tell us whether or not we may 
lose this station in Pennsylvania, for which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Sureve] had provision made when he was 
here before. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I regret to say that I am not able to state 
whether this work will be continued at a certain station 
or not. 


Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to read a telegram | 


from one of the largest.manufacturers in my district. I asked 
a few days ago something about the situation, and this is the 


reply: 


Hon. MILTON W. SHREVE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We estimate that 15,000 tons of grapes were used last fall for unfer- 
mented pe juice, and 6,000 tons for food products such as jam and 
jelly. .We have no information on wine production, but know that 
the quantity made in New York State, Pernsylvania, Ohio, and Michi- 
gan was small. 


WESTFIBLD, N, Y., May 28, 1919. 


WELCH GrapPE JUICE Co. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Has the work been continued at this station or 
has it been neglected? 

Mr. SHREVE. No; it has not been neglected; it has been a 
splendid work under the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And the proposition is to continue the work? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes; that is what my people are here inquir- 
ing of me—whether or not the work is to be continued during 
the next two years. ; 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman appreciates that 20,000 people 
are employed in the Department of Agriculture. There are 
thousands of projects of importance. The committee could 
not take the time to ascertain exactly where every dollar is 
to be expended and what projects are to be continued. I think 
the gentleman can be assured that his project will be continued. 

Mr. SHREVE. I thank the gentleman for his kindly as- 
surance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by. the gentleman from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks by printing the speech I made on this sub- 
ject in the Sixty-third Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The following is the speech referred to: 

Mr. SHreve. Mr, Chairman, I offer this amendment for the purpose 
of restoring to the grape belt, on the southern shore of Lake. Erie, in 
Erie County, Pa., a station which was removed during 1913. For many 
years the Government has maintained a station at North East for the 
purpose of studying insect pests in the vineyards. I can safely say that 
the fact that the vineyard business is alive to-day is entirely owing to 
the Government assistance which we have had. Mr. Johnson was sta- 
tioned there for many years, and he seems to have had a faculty of 
studying out ways to combat all the inspeet pests. He did this up to 
the time that he left the service, which was entirely of his own accord, 
During the last year the grape-berry moth has infested this district, 
I will say that this moth can be found in all parts of the world. In 
fact, last year the entomologist of France, Mr. Marechal, came to this 
country and visited our district for the poaens of investigating the 


erape-berry moth, Even Mr. Johnson himself, in an article which he 
published at the end of his labors in 1912, declared that he knew noth- 
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Can the gentleman tell us | 


The gentleman has not been | 
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ing about it, that the grape-berry moth had been largely misunderstood, 
In this article he says: 

“The grape-berry moth (Polychrosis viteana Clem.) is an insect 
enemy of the grape of long standing in the vineyards of the Lake Erie 
Valley. Since the first reports of its serious injury to the grape crep 
near Hudson, Ohio, in 1868, it has been an almost continual menace to 
grape production in vineyards located along the shores of Lake Erie 
from dusky, in Ohio, eastward into Pennsylvania and New York. 


Most of the data dealing with this insect covers a series of life-history 
records and field experiments conducted during the seasons from 1907 
to 1909, inclusive, in connection with the investigations of the grape 
rootworm and other insect pests of the grapevine which have been car- 
ried on at North East, Pa., by the section of the Bureau of Entomology 
engaged in deciduous fruit insect investigations under the direction of 
Mr. A. L, Quaintance. 
* * 


* * > s 


* 

“ During the seasons of 1907 and 1908 the investigation of the grape 
rootworm occupied the greater part of the time of the force engaged 
in the study of grape pests. For this reason the life-history studies 
covering those seasons were rather fragmentary. During the season of 
1909, however, the junior author devoted the greater share of his time 
to a detailed study of the life history of this pest. From the records 
secured by him in this relation the data covering the various stages 
of a large number of individuals, presented under the topic of ‘ Seasonal 
history for 1909,’ have been compiled. 

“ Recommendations offered for the control of this insect in regard to 
the time and manner of making spray applications are based upon the 
data obtained in the study of the life history and habits of the grape- 
berry moth during this investigation, correlated with the field experi- 
ments and observations covering that period Since these life-history 
studies hive shown considerable deviations from those previously re- 
corded in regard to the time of appearance of certain stages of the insect 


; and in the number of broods each season, it has been necessary to revise 


our ideas somewhat as to the relative importance of the spray applica- 

tions formerly recommended ; and since suitable opportunities have not 

presented themselves for a thorough trial of this revised spray schedule, 

some of the recommendations along this line are offered rather in the 

form of suggestions than as definitely demonstrated and proved methods. 
s . > = > 7 > 

“At the present state of our knowledge of the habits of this pest and 
of the methods that have been suggested and employed for its control 
it is impossible to recommend any one method which of ftself has given 
results that are as satisfactory as could be wished.” 

Mr. Johnson says that they have been in error in their studies and 
investigations of the proper means of eradicating this pest. Now, in 
my own district, where we have 10,000 or 15,000 acres of grapes, the 
damage last year amounted to several hundred thousand dollars, and I 
have a number of telegrams from our people which I wish to read. 
The first is from Mr. George E. Pierce, who is a wholesale dealer in 
grapes: 

NortH East, Pa., March 6, 191}. 
M. W. SHREVE, Washington, D. C.: 

I understand there is a movement to reestablish a Govermment station 
in this county. I investigated grape pests. Please use your utmost 
efforts in its favor. Some of the best located and cultivated vineyards 
are being cut down on account of berry moths, and the pests are spread- 
ing rapidly. The output is decreasing. The acreage in the township is 
7,000. My shipments in 1912 were 550 carloads; in 1913, 100 carloads, 

Georee E. Pierce. 

I have also received the following telegrams: 

NortH East, Pa., March 6, 1914. 
Hon. MILTON W. SHREVE, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Grape industry in urgent need of expert help to find way to control 
pests that threaten its ruin. Do everything possible to secure the help 
needed. You know from personal knowledge grape crop is decreasing, 
whereas to supply market a substantial gain is required. . 

A. I. Loop. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigations of insects affecting cereal and forage crops, in- 
cluding a special investigation of the Hessian fly and the chinch bug, 
$147,060, of which sum $10,000 shall be immediately available. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the words “of which sum $10,000 shall be immediately avail- 
able.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I offer the following amendment, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment by Mr. HauceNn: Page 57, between lines 10 and 11, in- 
sert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency 
caused by the establishment of the European corn borer in Massachu- 
setts, New York, and other States, and to provide means for the con- 
trol, prevention, and spread of this insect in these States or elsewhere 
in the United States, in cooperation with the State or States con- 
cerned, including rent outside of the District of Columbia, employment 
of labor in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and all other neces- 
sary expenses, $250,000, which shall be immediately available.” 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimeus eonsent to 
withdraw the words “which shall be immediately available.” 
I am not particular about that part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the language “ which shall be imme- 
diately available.” Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, for the present I object. 

Mr. LEVER. I was about to objeet myself. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, we are now along after the 
ist of June. This money will be available the Ist of July if 
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the bill is passed before that time. It will make a difference 
of only a week, probably. In all probability thé bill will not 
be passed before the 1st of July. Why take up the time of 
making this money available for only a week? The depart- 
ment could not expend it, anyway, before a week. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Iowa that he offer the language without those words. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment with- 
out those words, and ask that it be so modified. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 57, between lines 10 and 11, insert the following as a new para- 
Pro enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency 
caused by the establishment of the European corn borer in Massachu- 
setts, New York, and other States, and to provide means for the control, 
prevention and spread of this insect in other States, or elsewhere in the 
United States, in cooperation with the State or States concerned, in- 
cluding rents outside of the District of Columbia, employment of labor 
in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and all other necessary ex- 
penses, $250,000.” 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee the 
reason for this somewhat large appropriation and how much 
these States are doing themselves to eradicate or overcome the 
ravages of this pest. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the bill reported to the last 
Congress and passed by this House included an item. of $25,000 
for this purpose. A supplementary estimate asking for $500,000 
was presented to the committee. The committee has recom- 
mended $250,000, so that there will be available $25,000 carried 
in another paragraph of the bill, and $250,000, making a total ef 
$275,000. If the gentleman desires more information as to the 
absolute need for the appropriation, then I shall yield to the 
gentleman from his own State [Mr. DALLINGER], who is very 
familiar with it. 

Mr. WALSH. Has not the chairman of the committee any 
information as to how much Massachusetts and New York are 
spending? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Undoubtedly those two States will spend a 
large amount of money, but this pest is not confined to the two 
States mentioned. It is spreading all over the United States. 
The gentleman knows the importance of the corn crop of the 
country, and he knows that if we are going to meet this proposi- 
tion we should do so at the beginning; we should nip it in the 
bud, as we have been doing with the citrus-fruit canker and 
as we undertook to do with the cotton-boll weevil. The com- 
mittee, in recommending the $250,000 on the urgent suggestion 
of the department to make it $500,000, did what it thought was 
best. If the gentleman will examine the photograph that I have 
here, he will appreciate the danger that we are facing. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. BAER. I want to say in regard to this pest that it started 
in Massachusetts and New York and it has already spread out 
to North Dakota. This is the only item in the bill that I have 
received any communication from my district about, urging that 
we hold this appropriation in the bill. Inasmuch as $397,000 
are appropriated elsewhere in the bill for the boll weevil or pink 
bollworm down in Mexico, to cooperate with the Mexicans to 
exterminate, I believe the North in this case should have this 
appropriation, and I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. WALSH. I would like to know to what extent there has 
been cooperation. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to read from the hear- 
ings. Dr. Howard stated, among other things: 

We have conducted a survey during the past summer, and find that it 
has now spread to an area of about 300 square miles around Boston. 
It is a very difficult insect to control, for the reason that it is not con- 
fined to corn, but breeds in the stock of orchard grasses, ragweeds, 
dahlias, and every kind of annual plant which has stocks large enough, 
ete 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Yor investigation of insects affecting southern field crops, including 
insects affecting cotton, tobacco, rice, sugar cane, etc., and the cigarette 
beetle and Argentine ant, $85,400. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 14, page 57, add the following words: “Provided, 
That $25,000 of the above sum of $85,400 be used for investigation of 


insects and worms affecting tobacco and for demonstration in destroying 
such insects and worms,” 
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Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on the paragraph. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, in the Sixtieth Congress this 
item was in the Agricultural bill, for the investigation and im- 
provement of methods of growing, producing, and handling to- 
bacco, $23,180. That was a separate fund. That was continued 
during the Sixty-first Congress, except that the amount was 
$23,330, and was continued on down to the Sixty-third Congress, 
when the sum was $31,630. 

After that this appropriation was put into a lump sum just 
as it reads in this paragraph, and after the appropriation had 
been put into this lump sum I do not think there has been a 
proper investigation of those insects affecting the tobacco crop 
over the country. Now, the tobacco crop of the United States 
is a large crop. We raise tobacco from Connecticut to Florida 
and from Missouri to the Atlantic coast, and we ask simply the 
sum of $25,000 to carry on these investigations. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture uses arsenate of lead for the purpose of 
destroying what is called the tobacco hornworm and other in- 
sects or worms affecting tobacco, and in order properly to use 
this arsenate of lead it is necessary for the Government to 
establish laboratories. It has one at Clarksville, Tenn., and, I 
think, one in Florida, and ought to have one in Connecticut, so 
men can go among the farmers and demonstrate to them how 
to use this remedy to kill tobacco worms and other insects. 
You put this sum, heretofore intended to be used for this pur- 
pose, in a lump sum and it is likely to be diverted, as I believe 
it has been heretofore, to other purposes, and I offer this 
amendment so as to make sure that this amount of $25,000— 
nothing is added to this appropriation whatever—is used for 
the purpose for which it was originally intended, and that is 
the investigation concerning insects affecting the tobacco crop 
of the United States. For that reason I ask the committee to 
separate this fund and give the tobacco investigation a separate 
fund, so we may know it will go to and be used for that purpose 
for which it was originally. intended, and I hope that the com- 
mittee will adept the amendment. As I stated, it does not add 
a single cent to the appropriation in this item, but there is 
$60,400 left for the investigation of insects affecting other south- 
ern field crops. Now, I think that one of those stations should 
be established in Connecticut, and I think one west of the Mis- 
sissippi River for the purpose of these investigations and dem- 
onstrations. I ask the House to pass this amendment so that 
this fund may be appropriated and used for the purpose for 
which it was originally intended. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment is not germane to the paragraph under 
consideration and is not in order. The paragraph under con- 
sideration relates to investigations of insects affecting southern 
field crops, and so forth. The amendment of the gentleman 
fronr Kentucky provides for demonstration of methods to de- 
stroy insects affecting tobacco. Inasmuch as the section itself 
is limited to investigation an amendment relating to demon- 
stration of work would not be germane to the paragraph. For 
that reason I make the point of order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman,it does not seem to me that 
point of order is good. Probably there is a point of order that 
might be made to the paragraph that might hold good, but 
based simply upon the proposition that it is not germane to the 
section it does not occur to me that the point of order is well 
taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not care to make any extended argu- 
ment on it. I merely call the attention of the chairman to the 
fact that to a paragraph providing for investigation, including 
among: other things insects affecting tobacco and other southern 
field crops, that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky is certainly germane. If that is the only point of 
order, it is not well taken. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It is a limitation upon the 
appropriation and clearly not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to 
submit this observation in behalf of the amendment. Here is an 
appropriation of $85,400 for an investigation of insects affect- 
ing southern field crops, including insects affecting cotton, 
tobacco, rice, and so forth. Now, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky is simply a dtrection as to how a 
part of this fund should be expended. It simply provides that 
$25,000 of the amount appropriated shall be expended for the 
investigation of insects affecting tobacco, and, as the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. JoHNsoN] states, it is a limitation, or 
certainly a direction, as to how the money shall be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. May the Chair ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a question? Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
think it would be germane to offer an amendment to authorize the 
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shipment of tobacco or rice or sugar in connection with th 
investigation ? >: 

. Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I do not, Mr. Chairman; but I 
submit this amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
does not by any means go that far. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment provides for demonstra- 
tion, whereas the paragraph provides for investigation. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. But, Mr. Chairman, the paragraph 
in question itself provides for an investigation of these insects. 
The amendment also provides for an investigation, and I submit 
it is perfectly proper to offer an amendment to this provision 
Saying how the money so appropriated should be expended. It 
certainly seems to me to be germane,to the paragraph in ques- 
tion, because it provides for an investigation and, as I under- 
stand, a demonstration, which, I submit, is necessary to estab- 
lish the value of the investigation. 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
a question. Is it not a fact that this lump-sum fund of $85,000, 
or a like sum heretofore appropriated, has been used in demon- 
stration as well as investigation? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Unquestionably. Mr. Chairman, 
that is a fact. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like to ask this question: Is there 
not a laboratory in your own district fitted up for the purpose 
of demonstrating the use of arsenate of lead in killing these 
insects? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That is true, and it has been in 
existence for several years. As the gentleman from Kentucky 
suggests, it is used in investigating work, and there is also 
demonstration, just as the gentleman from Kentucky provides 
in his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
hear the amendment read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Then, I believe the Chair will 
see it provides only for a limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

The Chair does not think that this is a limitation on the 
appropriation, because it does not reduce the amount of the 
appropriation. While the paragraph relates to the investigation 
of tobacco, it does not relate to the demonstration. And two 
subjects are not necessarily germane because they are related. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomas] 


I believe the Chair had better 


relates to tobacco, but the paragraph relates only to the investi- | 


gation of the subject and not to the demonstration of the sub- 
ject. Therefore, the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment to strike 
out the word “ demonstration.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky 
THOMAS] asks unanimous consent to modify his amendment by 
striking out the word “ demonstration.” 

Mr. THOMAS. No. I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMAS] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Modified amendment offered by Mr. THOMAS: At the end of line 14, | 


page 57, add the following words: * Provided, That $25,000 of the above 
sum of $85,400 be used for investigations of insects and worms affecting 
tobacco. ; 


Mr. LONERGAN, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 


the amendment by adding, after the word “ tobacco,” the words | 


“wherever grown throughout the United ‘States.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. LONERGAN offers the following amendment to the Thomas amend- 


ment: At the end of the amendment offered by Mr. THomas add the 
following: “ wherever grown throughout the United States.” 


Mr. HAUGEN. I desire to ask the gentleman’s attention to 
page 26 of the bill, lines 6 and 7, in which is carried an appro- 
priation of $30,000, and last year $27,000 was used for the very 
purpose indicated in the amendment of the gentleman. So if the 
amendment carried it would cut the appropriation $2,000. I 
take it the gentleman would rather have the appropriation $27,- 
000. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to ask the géntleman if that amount of 
money was actually used in this work? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Twenty-seven thousand eight hundred dollars. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to ask if that was used? 
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Mr. HAUGEN. It was used. The amount is $27,800. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not think it was used. I think the gen- 
tleman is mistaken about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
LONERGAN]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that .the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Lonercan), the committee 
divided ; and there were—ayes 21, noes 37. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomas]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes scemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. THomas), the committee 
divided ; and there were—ayes 25, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigations of insects affecting truck crops, including insects 
affecting the potato, sugar beet, cabbage, onion, tomato, beans, peas, etc., 
and insects affecting stored products, $84,960. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HAvuGen: Page 57, line 19, strike out 
$84,960" and insert ** $134,960.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, about a year ago the depart- 
ment, through the Bureau of Entomology, undertook to de- 
termine the feasibility of eradicating the sweet potato weevil, 
which threatened to destroy the sweet potato industry in many 
sections of the South. More than 30,000 farms have been in- 
spected in Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama, and northern Texas. 
The actual eradication work is now in progress in Florida and 
southern Georgia, and highly satisfactory results are being 
secured. I am quoting.from a statement of the department. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I am glad the chairman of the 
committee has spared me the necessity of offering my amenc- 
ment. He has taken the ground from under my feet. I want to 
say I proposed to make a similar amendment in response to the 
request of the agricultural department of the State of Delaware. 
The State Board of Agriculture of Delaware addressed to me 
the following letter: 

SraTe BOARD OF AGRICULTURE, 
Dover, Del., May 19, 1919. 
Hion. C. R. Layton, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: Your attention is respectfully called to the fact that the 
sweet potato industry in Texas, Louisiana, and Florida is_ seriously 


| menaced by the sweet potato weevil, and there is danger that the trouble 


will spread to all the sweet potato growing regions of the country. It 
is believed that steps should be taken at this time by the United States 
Government to control this insect if possible. 

Many entomologists believe that the insect may be entirely eradicated. 
is worth more than $100,- 


Thanking you in anticipation for your interest, I am, 
Very truly, yours, 
WESLEY Wess, Sccretary. 

I want to say just a few words in this connection, that not 
only is this a large crop on the alluvial soils along the Gulf of 
Mexico, in Texas, and in some of Florida and Louisiana, but it 
is one of the great growing crops of the States of New Jersey, 
Owing to the discovery of 
cold storage, we have been enabled to store up for the use of 
the people in the large cities certain products. We have also 


' now devised another proposition, and that is a warm storage. 


The sweet potato, as many of you possibly know, is stored up in 


| the fall of the year in warm storage houses and kept for the 
| supply of the cities during the winter months and let out accord- 


ing to the public demand. I am glad that this appropriation 
has been provided for in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HauGen]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Salaries, Bureau of Biological Survey: One biologist, who shall be 
chief of bureau, $4,000; 1 chief clerk and executive assistant, $1,800; 
1.administrative assistant, $2,250 ; 1 executive assistant, $1,800 ; 1 finan- 
cial clerk, $1,600; 3 clerks class 3; 6 clerks class 2; 1 clerk, $1,260; 
10 clerks class 1; 1 clerk, $1,100; 1 clerk, $1,080; 3 clerks at $1,000 
each; 4 clerks at $900 each; 1 clerk, $840; 1 clerk, $720; one pre- 

arator, $1,200; 1 preparator, $900; 1 messenger, $720; 1 photographer, 
1,300; one game warden, $1,200; 2 messenger boys at $480 each; 1 
messenger boy, $360; 1 laborer, $600; 2 charwomen at $240 each; in 
all, $55,970. 
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Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order on 
line 12, page 59, “ one biologist, who shall be chief-of bureau, 
$4,000,” it being an increase which is not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Havcen: Page 59, line 11, after the 


colon, insert * One biologist, who shall be chief of bureau, $3,500.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigating the food habits of North American birds and mam- 
mals in relation to agriculture, horticulture, and forestry, including ex- 
periments and demonstrations in destroying wolves, coyotes, prairie 
dogs, and other animals injurious toe agriculture and animal husbandry, 
and for investigations and experiments in connection with rearing of 
fur-bearing animals, including mink and marten, $389,440: Provided 
That of this sum $15,000 shall be used for the destruction of grounc 
squirrels on the national forests and other public lands: And provided 
aiso, That of this sum not less than $128,800 shall be used on the 
national forests and the public domain in destroying wolves, coyotes, 
and other animals injurious to agriculture, animal husbandry, and wild 
game: And provided further, That of this sum not more than $125 000 
shall be used on the public lands, national forests, and elsewhere in the 
Western and Northwestern States for the protection of stock and other 
domestic animals through the suppression of rabies by the destruction 
of wolves, coyotes, and other predatory wild animals. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Mexico moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Mexico will be 
recognized. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, the question has been 
asked here repeatedly in connection with the consideration of 
a good many of these items what, if any, cooperation have 
the different States given in connection with the work? In the 
behalf of the State of New Mexico, I would say that in January, 
1918, the State of New Mexico, in connection with the Bureau 
of Biology, cooperated in the destruction of predatory animals 
to the extent of $25,000. The governor of our State authorized 
the council of defense to take out from the war fund, so called, 
that amount in order to cooperate with this bureau in the 
eradication of animals such as are named in this paragraph. 

I have before me a set of resolutions which I ask leave to ex- 
tend in the Recorp, together with my remarks, They say: 


Asking for appropriations for destruction of predatory animals. 





Whereas we believe that the work of exterminating predatory wiid 
animals and range-destroying rodents carried on under the direction 
of the Biological Survey during the past few years has been very suc- 
cessful, and that, under the thorough organization and efficient plans 
of that bureau, this evil will be largely minimized, if not entirely re- 
moved, provided the different States will heartily cooperate with the 
Federal Government in its plan of work ; and 

Whereas at the present time the funds appropriated by Congress for 
this purpose are wholly inadequate to meet the real requirements of 








the Bi gical Survey in carrying on this work, and on that account 
the results obtained are not satisfactory in most sections of the 
West; and 

Whereas it is our belief that the present bounty laws of the States 


should be repealed, and ip lieu thereof the various States should, 
through their several legislatures, enact laws appropriating sufficient 
money to equal the amounts to be expended by the Federal Govern- 
ment in the different States, and that such State appropriations 
should be expended under the direction of the Biological Survey, to be 
handled in conjunction with the funds appropriated by Congress: 

Therefore be it 

Resolved by the New Megrico Cattle and Horse Growers’ Association 
in convention assembled at Albuquerque, N. Meaw., March 25, 26, and 27 
7919, That we urge Congress to appropriate the additional sum of 
$300,000 for immediate use in the extermination of ae wild 
animals and range-destroying rodents, and that we petition the various 
States to make quecepiatens at least equal to the amounts expended 
by the Federal Government in the various States, said money, both 
Federal and State, to be expended under the direction of the Biological 
Survey. 

One of the serious problems confronting those engaged in 
promoting increased production of food crops and meat animals 
was the tremendous damage to growing crops and to range 
grasses caused by prairie dogs and .other rodents, and the loss 
of cattle, sheep, and poultry from wild animals. Investigations 
by the United States Biological Survey show that the annual 
losses in the United States from predatory wild animals 
amounted to several hundred million dollars, and the loss from 
redents is probably greater. The annual loss in New Mexico 
was variously estimated at from fifteen to twenty-five million. 
The method used by the Biological Survey has been perfected 
by years of investigation and experimenting and are very suc- 
cessful. The “kill” of prairie dogs is generally from 85 to 95 
per cent by the use of poisoned oats. They followed up the work 
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by using poisoned rolled barley and later by using fumigants, 
such as bisulphide of carbon, which if carefully and thoroughly 
used a good start has been made. Owners of lands and farmers 
and stockmen have been shown that prairie dogs can be ex- 
terminated at a cost of about 4 cents per acre for infested 
areas. The infested areas are so large that it will require 
several years of intense work to completely eradicate the pest. 
The work of trapping and poisoning predatory wild animals is 
being carried on and shows good results. 

The Biological Survey has cooperative arrangements in sev- 
eral States for exterminating rodents and predatory wild ani- 
mals, and in every case the results are much more satisfactory 
and less expensive than under the bounty system. I have 
before me now a partial report made by the men in charge of 
this work in the southwestern part of the country through the 
council of defense of the State of New Mexico. 

In the spring of 1918 the governor of the State authorized 
the use of $25,000 from the fund known in our State as the war 
fund, and under an agreement covering the plan for the coop- 
erative work as executed. Under this agreement $10,000 of 
this amount, in conjunction with an equal amount by the 
Department of Agriculture, was set aside and applied in reduc- 
ing losses in live stock due to predatory wild animals, an in- 
creased force of hunters was placed in the field, trapping was 
resorted to by this experiment; the results have been very satis- 
factory. State hunters have a total of 1,972 days, at a cost 
of $5,741.44. They have taken 642 coyotes, 124 bob cats, 14 gray 
wolves, 5 predatory bears, including 8 grizzlies. The average 
cost of animals in June was $88.87 ; in July, $8.53; August, $5.93. 
The Government operations in the State during the same peri- 
ods cost $9,225.70, and resulted in the killing of 417 coyotes, 77 
bob cats, 41 gray wolves, 18 mountain lions, and 2 bears. No 
reasonable estimate of damage inflicted by predatory animals 
that has been advanced can show anything other than returned 
for this investment a very high rate of interest. The estimate 
generally accepted—and it is conservative, indeed, in view of 
the present high value of live stock—is that each gray wolf 
destroys annually $1,000 worth of live stock; each mountain 
lion, $500; each coyote and bob cat, $50 worth; predatory bears 
may be rated in the same class with wolves. On this basis the 
saving represented in this cooperative work is nearly nine 
times the amount of expenditure. Thus you will observe that 
the estimated saving to the people of the Nation, you might 
state, is $131,500, at a cost of about $20,000. 

I have before me a copy of a resolution adopted by the New 
Mexico Cattle and Horse Association, which met in Albu- 
querque, N. Mex., on March 25, 1919, in which they ask for an 
additional sum in this appropriation of $300,000, and they say, 
in part: ; 

We believe that the work of exterminating predatory animals and 
range-destroying rodents carried on under the direction of the Biologi- 
cal Survey during the past few years has been very successful, and that 
under the thorough organization and efficient plan of that bureau in 
cooperation with the States this evil will be largely minimized, if not 
entirely removed. 

The New Mexican Horse Growers’ and Cattle Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, in convention assembled, asked me, I say, to introduce 
an amendment to this paragraph authorizing an appropriation 
of $300,000 for this purpose. I have refrained from presenting 
such an amendment, because I know that the department knows 
what it is doing, and we are expected to have faith in the de- 
partment, and I believe that this is not the proper time to ask 
for an increase in these appropriations. But I am glad that 
in this bill are contained other. items which go toward the de- 
struction of rodents and also to.the destruction of obnoxious 
weeds mentioned in a former paragraph—weeds such as the loco 
and other weeds that go toward destroying the meat-animal 
industry in this country. 

We are all interested in that industry. We send our weol— 
20,000,000 or 25,000,000 pounds—to the cities of Philadelphia 
and Boston, so that those merchants can have that product, 
which will increase the employment of their people. We send 
our meat to the packing houses. All the American people are 
interested in that. There was a time when the people did not 
care how many animals were destroyed by predatory beasts, 
because meat was then plentiful. But since meat has become 
almost a luxury, since sheep are worth all the way from $10 to 
$15, instead of from $1.50 to $2.50, we urge that the department 
give us experts in cooperation with our own activities for the 
extermination of these pests. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to extend my remarks 
by inserting these resolutions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Mexico asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks by inserting the reso- 
lutions indicated in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Following are the resolutions referred to: 
Tue NEw MExico CATTLE AND HORSE GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Albert, N. Mex., May 18, 1919. 
Hon. B. C. HERNANDEZ, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: Perhaps the following matter we are bringing to your 
valued notice herewith has passed that stage of its being a stern neces- 
sity that is reluctantly supported by a few staunch advocates of ad- 
vancement ard better methods, but the cooperative work now beinz 
done by the Federal and State authorities in the eradication of rodents 
and predatory animals, having had to take a chance on as thin ice 
as it did at our last legislature, makes me write you this letter of sup- 
port in the effort that we are sure that you will make, for the con- 
tinuation of the Federal aid in this splendid cooperative work, so 
well being carried on by S. E. Piner, who in this line of work stands 
second to none, both in his knowledge of the work, as well as his 
wonderful ability in organization and the successful handling of dif- 
ficult situations so often met with in the field work. Speaking from 
our own experience as far as that has extended along this line, we are 
convinced that the benefit derived to the State is far beyond its usual 
estimate. We would not give it up for ten times the cost, and New 
Mexico could not have a worse loss than for the Federal Government to 
withdraw its part of the fund usually appropriated. 

The far-reaching effect for the amount of range practically created, 
though its redemption from a state of unproductive aridity, in prairie 
dog infested sections, if allowed to so continue, would not only be of 
incalculable damage to the present live-stock industry now existing, but 
be an actual menace if neglected longer to its ultimate destruction. We 
feel sure that your own practical experience in the stock business will 
make you a strong champion of this being increased rather than cut 
down; that the only sound economic business way that the State keep 
its place as an agricultural and live-stock producer is through the 
progressive methods now being so successfully carried on, in so far as 
the appropriation will permit, by Mr. Piper and his collaborators. 

Very truly, yours, 
T. E. Mitcrecy. 
Resolution asking for Government cooperation in eradicating loco weed. 
Whereas since the introduction of the live-stock industry in the West 
the loco weed has been an ever-recurring menace to the industry, 
causing great losses of cattle and horses annually; and 
Whereas it has been proven through experiments by the Poisonous Plant 

Bureau of the Department of Agrigulture and by individual experi- 

ments of stock growers that the poisonous weed can be permanently 

eradicated by cutting off the plants a few inches below the surface of 
the ground: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the New Mexico Cattle and Horse Growers’ Association 
in regular convention assembled at Albuquerque, N. Mex. March 25, 26, 
and 27, 1919, That we petition the Department of Agriculture to cooperate 
with us in the eradication of the loco weed; and be it further 

Resolved, That we petition the Congress of the United States to make 
adequate appropriation to the Department of Agriculture for the eradi- 
cation of the poisonous plant; and be it further ° 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Chief Forester, our Senators and Congressmen, and 
Dr. C. D. Marsh, of the Poisonous Plant Bureau. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto now 
close. 

Mr. RAKER. Not at this time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RAKER. I want 20 minutes. It is very vital and im- 
portant, and I think when the House hears me it will conform 
to my wishes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman always. speaks interestingly 
and instructively, but I do not think the gentleman should have 
that time now. 

Mr. RAKER. Let us not close the debate now. Let it go for 
10 minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will renew my request after 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. RAKER: Page 60, line 22, strike out the 
figures ‘‘ $589,040” and insert ‘“ $489,440.” 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, this matter is of considerable importance and one worthy 
of the attention of the committee. We are all members of the 
Committee of the Whole, and here is where we get an oppor- 
tunity to present matters that have not been presented or have 
not been fully presented to the committee in charge of the bill. 
Otherwise all we would have to do would be read a bill, or not 
read it, and have the House pass it, and the Committee of the 
Whole would be absolutely useless. 

This item affects that which has been raised. After it has 
been grown, and after these seeds you bave provided for have 
been planted, after the plowing of the land, and the sowing, and 
the tilling, the destruction then comes between that time and its 
harvest. We are asking not for a donation, not because the 
people in these localities have not provided for their own preser- 
vation and their own homes, but because of the fact that the 
Federal Government owns two-thirds of the adjoining land, 
upon which it has absolute control and upon which the private 
individual has none. 

For instance, we will take a case in the State of California, 
and it is a good cuse for illustration: A man owns 160 acres 
adjoining, we will say, the public domain or a national forest, 





I want to get this to the attention of our western friends and 
the Members of this House who are in favor of giving the man 
who actually spends his money a fair deal and who believe that 
the Government should provide for its property the same as the 
individual. The squirrels or rodents upon that 160-acre tract of 
land must be destroyed by the private individual. If he fails 
to destroy the squirrels or rodents upon his land notice is served 
upon him through the board of supervisors. If he then fails 
to do it the district attorney makes application to the board, 
and the county destroys them itself, and then the man’s prop- 
erty, if he does not pay this debt, no matter what it might be, 
is sold, the same as when a mortgage is placed upon it or a 
road is built upon a county highway, the same as State or 
county taxes. The people of our country have spent hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in destroying the rodents upon their own 
individual land. But after you have destroyed rodents upon 
your own land, here is a territory, enormous in extent, owned 
by the Government, upon which the animals are raised, reared, 
and protected, and they come down like blackbirds upon the 
land again, and the farmer must keep on destroying them until 
his resources have all been exhausted. ; 

Now, what we want is that the Government do its part to 
assist in the destruction of these rodents. It is vitally impor- 
tant, it is necessary, it ought to be done, and it should not be 
neglected. This bill should help provide the necessary means 
to assist. The committee, for whom we have the highest re- 
zard, were limited in the time which they had for the consider- 
ation of the bill that failed in the last session. There is noth- 
ing in the testimony with reference to these particular items. 
We are not making any accusation on that account, but it is 
just one of those things that went over. Now, we who are so 
vitally interested in this subject expected that this bill as re- 
ported at this session would contain the amount to which the 
Senate raised the item in the former bill; that is, an increase 
of $100,000. It has been explained that the committee could 
have no hearings at this session on account of the lack of time, 
and therefore it is not included, so we are asking t> have the 
same amount placed upon the bill that the Senate placed upon 
it last year. 

In this connection, so as to get the facts before .the commit- 
tee, I wrote a letter to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. I ask unanimous consent that my time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 15 minutes, 
the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKkEr] to have 5 min- 
utes, the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. HaypEn] to have 5 
minutes, and I to have 5 minutes for myself. 

Mr. RAKER. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HAUGEN. I hope the gentleman will appreciate the fact 
that it is necessary to finish this bill as soon as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question. The 
gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent that the debate 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 15 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAKER. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask 
the gentleman to give me 10 minutes, and then I will quit. 

Mr. WALSH. I do not think we ought to have any of this 
bargaining about time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I hope the gentleman will help us in ex- 
pediting the passage of this bill. 

Mr. RAKER. I can get time on other paragraphs. Gentle- 
men have been taking 15 and 20 minutes. Here is a vital ques- 
tion, and the facts ought to be gotten before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Havucen]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. The letter that I wrote to the Secretary is as 
follows: 





House OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
s Washington, D. C., May $1, 1919. 
Hon. Davip F. Houston, 
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. SECRETARY: I am much interested in the item in the 
Agricultural appropriation bill which relates to the investigation of the 
food habits of North American birds and animals, including experiments 
and demonstrations in destroying wolves and other animals injurious 
to agriculture and horticulture, with especial reference to the destruc- 
tion of these predatory animals on the public lands, national forests, 
and elsewhere in the Western and Northwestern States and on the 
Pacific coast. I would be much pleased to have you furnish me with a 
statement— 

1. The work that has been done. 

2. The pee for this appropriation. 

3. The States that are asking for additional aid and cooperation. 

4. The States that are this year asking aid for the first time. 

5. The amount that the States are contributing to this work. 
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I have at different times taken this matter up with Mr. E. W. Nelson 
and Dr. Fisher. of the bureau, and would like to have a full statement 
so that I may be in a position to present the situation to the end that 
the Congress may recognize this splendid work. 

Respectfully submitting the same, I am, 

Very truly, yours, (Signed) Joun E. Raker. 
Here is the reply: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, June 2, 1919. 
Hon, Joun E. RAKEnr, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. Raker: I have your letter of May 30, in which you request 
certain information concerning the item in the Agricultural appropria- 
tiom bil] under which the campaign of the department for the destruc- 
tion of injurious mammals is being conducted. 

The Bureau of Biological Survey estimates that prairie dogs and 
other injurious rodents cause an annual loss of crops and forage valued 
at $300,000,000 and that wolves and other predatory animals are re- 
sponsible for the destruction annually of live stock valued at more than 
$20,000,000. 

The bureau has an organized corps of hunters under expert super- 
vision for the destruction of predatory animals, To the end of March, 
1919, these men have captured 2,016 wolves, 75,103 coyotes, 10,033 
bobeats, and 278 mountain lions. Im addition, enormous numbers of 
coyotes and many bobcats have been killed by organized poisoning cam- 
paigns over great areas. The total result of this campaign, conducted 
in cooperation with many of the States has been the destruction of 
more than 200,000 predatory animals. It is estimated that, through the 
destruction of predatory animals during the calendar year 1918, live 
stock valued at more than $4,000,000 was saved. The skins of the 
predatory animals taken by hunters of the department are sold on Gov- 
ernment account and more than $196,000 has been realized from this 
source. 

In many sections ef the West rodents destroy from 10 te 15 per cent 
of the total crops grown, and in some localities render successful agricul- 
ture impossible, even causing landowners to abandon their holdings. 
An extended and organized campaign, in cooperation with many of the 
Western States, is now in progress under the direction of the Biological 
Survey for the control of these rodents. In 1918 more than 100,000 
farmers and landowners cooperated in this work, and a still greater 
number are oping during the present season. Estimates made by 
farmers and officials of agricultural colleges of the various States as a 
result of last year’s campaign against rodents indicate a saving in crops 
of more than $13,000,000, in addition to the great increase in forage, 
due te the destruction of these animals over enormous acres of the 
western stock ranges. Thirteen States have been cooperating with the 
Biological Survey for several years in control of the injurious animals, 
and during the present year six additional States have requested the 
department te organize the werk there, including Kansas, Nebraska, 
South Dakota, Oklahoma, Arkansas, and Missouri. Seventeen States 
have either appropriated or otherwise provided funds for cooperation 
in the destruction of injurious animals. Owing to the fact that Govern- 
ment lands in the West are the principal breeding grounds for predatory 
and other injurious animals, a large number of the States are urging 
that the Government appropriate an amount equal to the sums con- 
tributed by them to the work. The funds of the various States, which 


have either been directly appropriated by the State legislatures or 
otherwise provided, for the present year amount to $1,172,000, as 
follows: 
eke see dn ete $50, 000. 00 
III, codijatsnincapcatibile coveieiamnsindinahyncindtathihahnnetucdbnseddsdimnduntiiid takes 388, 000. 00 
I 65, 085. 00 
I coericrscinaccnsente-eompicenvinanmaeinmnerenaceead Sie ge aie ee eee 67, 165. 00 
I an cenimsiisioinibeesdbidesisinin Semis ala tas Bie el ecg nets chs eae ie 3, 954. 00 
TI sata acai i ee a SE ie 103, 700. 00 
I iacciecaenssmnesiacieit sch itapalieitiiind’ Sl iatisnilhak te italia tes sant 8, 388. 80 
UONIIITIEE nccegctcsncatceaicens sigs ta nasstrehentnee-neh patptpeahdinas eiaaiaeenanans cacti 35, 000. 00 
. 115, 325, 00 
80, 000. 00 
50, 000. 00 
5, 000. 00 
5, 000. 00 


32, 417. 84 
110, 750. 00 
32, 500. 00 
24, 817.77 
1,172, 103. 41 

If you desire any further information concerning this work, I shall 


be glad to supply it. 
Very truly, yours, 





Washington__ 
Wyoming 


D. F. Houston, Seeretary. 


Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that over $1,000,000 has been appropriated by these States for 
the purpose of destroying these rodents. Over two-thirds of the 
land is owned by the Government, and this Government land is 
the breeding ground of these rodents. If the people do not de- 
stroy them upon their own land their land may be sold, but when 
they have destroyed them on their own land a new supply of 
these destructive animals will come back from the Government 
breeding grounds, come onto their lands and destroy their crops. 
As the Secretary says here, over 15 per cent of the crops are de- 
stroyed, and in many instanees, to my personal knowledge, farm- 
ers have been compelled te leave their homes because of the 
destruction of crops upon their lands by these rodents, and I say 
it is only right and proper that this Government should deal 
preperly with this subject and increase this appropriation 
$100,000. It ought to be $300,000 this year, and then $500,000 
next year, because, as a matter of fact, with a real campaign of 
cooperation these rodents can be entirely wiped out. I have here 


an article which I am going to insert in the Recorp, showing 
where in my own county whole school districts have turned out— 
men, boys, women, and girls—using the poison at the proper 
time and destroying the rodents, so that the crops are saved. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. RAKER. I am a little disappointed that the committee 
has shut me off. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 


in the Recorp. I hope this appropriation will be placed on the 
bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in, the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. The article referred to is by Mr, Frenca, 
which fully describes what is being done and the method, and is 
as follows: 


{From the Alturas Plaindealer, Friday, May 23, 1919.] 
ESTIMATED $1,000,000 DAMAGE TO MODOC FARMERS, 


Following requests from the boards of supervisors of Modoc County 
as well as from the county horticultural commissioner for Federal 
and State aid in controlling ground squirrels, the greatest animal pest 
of crops in the northeastern counties of California, representatives of 
these two agencies were detailed to the work. 

At the behest of G. H. Hecke, State commissioner of horticulture, 
the superintendent of rodent control of his commission, W. C. Jacobson, 
came to lend assistance, while the United States Biological Survey is 
—— by Edward Tallman, jr., of Berkeley. 

ring the past five years crews have been on national forests and 
public domain to assist ranchers and stockmen in their efforts to stem 
the depredations of the squirrel, and these agencies in turn sought the 
Pn peta of those owning lands bordering the Government area. 
Not until the coming of the amended county horticultural commis- 
sioners act of 1917 was it possible to procure the necessary coopera- 
tion to make the work of any particular value. This act provided for 
the abatement of a nuisance occasioned by the presence of ground squir- 
rels, and under this statute remarkable progress has been made in many 
of the counties of California. Modoc County, in addition to being en- 
dowed with one of the most destructive species of ground squirrels, has 
enormous acreages of vacant lands belonging to some one, but which 
are not treated for squirrel in the ordinary course of events. To 
remedy this condition and in order to make the assistance from State 
and Federal agencies the more helpful, a plan of drive has been set 
forth which has taken with great favor in all localities where presented. 

The area included for a drive is decided upon by the farmers in the 
locality, and it is entirely up to these representing the community by 
attending the meetings called for the purpose as to whether a com- 
munity shall have a squirrel drive or not. If favorable those detailed to 
assist are ready to devote their time and energy toward making it a 
success. The results which the ranchers in the localities already ex- 
perimenting with such a type of control methods have met bring the _ 
cedure far out of the experimental stage. Progressive communities 
throughout the State are availing themselves of the assistance being 
rendered in this manner. 

Committees for each school district are chosen for the various locali- 
ties by, those at the meeting, the duties of said committees being to line 
up all landowners willing to participate with all their help and as much 
stock as will be needed to accommodate their men; also, the nonresident 
tracts, the amount of poison each will need, the negligent landowners, 
who have always been lax in controlling squirrels and who likely will 
be unfavorable at the time of the drive. These tatter are dealt with 
by serving them with a legal notice to abate the nuisance occurring upon 
their holdings, which precludes the possibility of their escape from the 
duty that other members of the community have taken upon themselves. 
Every public-spirited, whole-souled, progressive landowner does not hesi- 
tate for an instant, but rather considers the drive a most satisfactory 
expedient in the control of a pest which is annually costing the State 
of California upward of $30,000,000 and Modoc County no less than 
$1,000,000. 

The residents of a community are divided into suitably sized crews 
and all of the land within the confines of the area specified is treated 
without regard for boundaries. 

What does it cost the landowner? 
poison used in treating his place. Who decides the amount of poison 
he should use? A committee of his fellow citizens. This entirety is a 
ranchers’ own organization, all outside agencies merely acting as ad- 
visory assistants and to supply labor and materials for the areas with 
which they are directly concerned, namely, State and Government lands. 
The basis of estimate for amount of poison is about 75 to 100 pounds of 
poisoned grain per section of 640 acres. Poisoned grain is prepared by 
the office of county horticultural commissioner and cooperating agencies 
at actual cost, which is brought down to the low figure of from 12 to 13 
cents per pound, due to the purchase of supplies in large quantities at 
Government contract prices, through the rodent-control division of the 
State commission of horticulture. f that is all there is to it, then why 
can’t each landowner work individually? They have been working just 
so for the past 50 years, and lack of concerted, cooperative work simul- 
taneously has brought about ae results, and it has, farthermore. 
been impossible for State and Federal bureaus to work their areas at 
the same time. 

By means of a drive all types of land are treated at one and the 
same time ; thereby danger of reinfestation back and forth is eliminated. 
The same degree of control is arrived at for all acreages concerned in 
the drive, and a greater permanency to the work is established, if expe- 
rience with previous drives can be taken for examples, where a clean-up 
of from 75 per cent to 90 per cent has been made in from one to three 
days. It means that everyone benefits from the work of all others with- 
out danger of the neighbors’ squirrels being any more numerous than 
our own. The cost is reduced to a minimum and relieves for a consid- 
erable time the need for repetitive poisoning due to reinfestation. Many 
who are zealous to protect their crops are in this way safeguarded and 
need not feel that nothing is being done on adjoining lands. 

Modoc County has the following drives under way: Surprise Valley 
from Washington school district south to the Lassen County line, in- 
cluding Cedarville, Eagleville, and the intervening lands between the 
lakes and the mountains. The drive starts off with a poison mix on 
May 28. Big Valley and Round Valley follow during the first week of 
June. It is A, that enthusiasm is unbounded, for they went through 
ust such a drive during 1918 and hotfoot for it this year. Then the 

avis Creek-Goose Lake Valley drive, starting about the 10th of June. 
These drives last for one or more days, depending upon the amount of 
land to be covered and the number of men available. Notices in the 
form of posters will announce the dates of the poison mixes and drives. 

Committees have been working hard and these public-spirited men are 
worthy of a great deal of commendation for the zeal with which they 
lined up their school districts. 


Just his time and the amount of 
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Young squirrels are out now over most of the county,,and, as seon as 
the natural feed begins to ripen. and go to seed poisoned grain will be 
taken with great avidity. The drives have been at times as to avail of 
a pericd when maximum results can be obtained with a minimum of 
effort. Get in touch with the committeemen in the above districts and 
learn: more about the drives. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suppert'the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from ‘California [Mr. RaKeEr] 
increasing the appropriation for the destruction of predatory 
animals and injurious rodents by $100,000, in spite of the ‘fact 
that it is too small, because the amount allowed in this bill is 
totally inadequate. As a matter of fact good business judg- 
ment would insist that at least $300,000 additional be appro- 
priated for this purpose. The committee, it is true, authorized 
an appropriation of $389,440, which is the amount estimated ‘for 
by the Department of Agriculture, but that estimate was made 
over a year ago, and the conditions have greatly changed since 
that time. The people of the stock-growing States have at last 
realized ‘the immense value of the work done by the Biological 
Survey in the destruction of predatory animals and injurious 
rodents, and because of that realization the people are now 
willing, as individuals and by States and counties, to contribute 
funds for cooperative work with the: Government. The Biologi- 
cal Survey is to-day embarrassed by offers of cooperation which 
it can not meet on any equitable basis. The report of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture shows that 17 Western States have appro- 
priated or otherwise provided more than $1,172,000 for co- 
operative work ‘with the survey in the extermination of these 
noxious animals. 

An appropriation by Congress of half a million dollars would 
still leave the stock-raising States of the West offering to assist 
in more than twice that sum; and it is entirely proper in this, 
as it is in other matters, for the United States to go at least 
half way, particularly where the Government owns such large 
areas of forest and public lands which serve as breeding grounds 
for these injurious animals. We must not forget that the States 
have no eontrol over nor any power to tax these Government 
lands. I am quite positive that if the wolves and coyotes and 
prairie dogs could be eliminated from the national forests ‘the 
increase in grazing fees would more than pay for all of the 
expense of exterminating them. 

Over $20,000,000 each year is lost to this country in cattle 
and sheep killed by the predatory animals on the ranges; and 
yet it is entirely possible to eradicate these animals and save 
that amount of meat supply. 
of the Biological Survey killed 2,000 wolves, 75,000 coyotes, 
10,000 bobeats, and 278 mountain lions. Live steck valued at 
over $4,000,000 was saved by the destruction of these predatory 
animals, yet the expense to the United States for this goed work 
was only about $100,000. Certainly that was a good investment. 
Gentlemen from city districts whe are always interested in an 
adequate supply of meat should heartily support this amend- 
ment, because it means a greater meat production. 

But the damage done by predatory animals is small com- 
pared to the loss created ‘by injurious redents. It ‘has been 
conservatively estimated that crops and forage valued at 
$300,000,000 are annually destroyed in the United States by 
rodents. 

That interesting little prairie deg which one sees from the 
car windows as he travels over the West destroys grass enough 
to feed a million: cattle and a: million sheep. Eixterminate them 
and the meat production of America will be increased by that 
amount. Last year the Biological Survey spent about $150,000 
in the campaign against prairie dogs and:other redents, which 
resulted in a saving of at least $13,000,000 in crops alone. Is 
there anywhere else in this appropriation bill that a greater 
return can be shown for the money? ; 

This is a work that should be completed. It is .possible to 
exterminate the gray wolf within five years, and the Biological 
Survey will do it if Congress appropriates the money. It is 
possible to completely eradicate the prairie dog—to make it as 
extinet as the dedo. The grass they now waste will be left to 
support increasing numbers of cattle and sheep. Congress can 
not appropriate any sum of money that will accomplish more 
good for all.of the people of the United States than the amount 
carried in this appropriation, and which for that reason should 
be materially increased. The plan of the Biological Survey is to 
map the localities in which these rodents exist and then com- 
pletely eradicate them in a given area. If a-eolony of prairie 
dogs is left in a part of the area they will seon multiply and 
be.as destructive as ever. The whole colony must'be absolutely 
exterminated, not a prairie dog left. If the work is done in 
that way the counties and States are glad to cooperate, because 
experience has shown that effective results can be obtained. 

The American National Live Stock Association at its last.an- 
nual convention at Denver advocated an additional annual ap- 


Last year the organized hunters: 
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propriation by Congress of at least $300,000 for this purpose. 
The association recommended that all of the State bounty laws 
be repealed, and that the money which has been wasted in the 
payment of bounties to trappers be turned over to the Biological 
Survey for expenditure in cooperative work in the destruction 
of predatory animals and injurious rodents. The State of Ari- 
zona, in common with many of the other Western States, has re- 
pealed its bounty laws, and the money formerly paid in bounties, 
with a larger sum, has been offered to the Biological Survey, so 
that they may employ expert hunters to kill the mountain lions 
and coyotes, and other men to eliminate the prairie dogs and 
other rodents that do so much damage to the range. I want to 
impress upon the committee the vital necessity for increasing 
this appropriation. The people of the West are waiting for it 
anxiously. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to extend my remarks 
by printing a resolution recently adopted by the Arizona Cattle 
Growers’ Association, which is as follows: 


PREDATORY ANIMALS AND RODENT PESTS. 


Whereas the American National Live Steck Association, in convention 
assembled at Denver, Colo.,, January 21, 22, and 23, 1919, adopted 
resolution No. 7, as follows: 

“Whereas we believe that the work of exterminating predatory 
wild animals and range-destroying rodents carried on under the direc- 
tion of the Biological Survey during the past few years has been very 
successful, and that, under the thorough or ation and efficient 
Plans of that bureau this evil will be largely minimized, if not entirely - 
removed, provided the different States will heartily cooperate with the 
Federal Government in its plan of work; and 

“ Whereas at the present time the funds appropriated by Congress 
for this purpose are wholly inadequate to meet the real requirements of 
the Biological Survey in carrying on this work, and on that account 
= results obtained are not satisfactory in most sections of the West ; 
anc 

“Whereas it is our belief that the present bounty laws of the 
States should be repealed, and in lieu thereof the various States 
should, through their several legislatures, enact laws appropriating 
sufficient money to equal the amounts to be expended by the Federal 
Government in the different States, and that such State appropria- 
tions should be ended under the direction of the Bio eal Sur- 
vey, to be handled in conjunction with the funds appropriated by 
Congress : Therefore be it 

“ Resolved by the American National Live Steck Association, in 
convention assembled at Denver, Colo,, January 21, 22, and 23, 1919, 
That we urge Congress to apprepriate the additional.sum of $360,000 
for immediate use in the extermination of predatory wild animals 
and range-destroying rodents, and that we petition the various States 
to make eet at least equal to the amounts expended b 
the Federal Government in the various States; said money, both Fed- 
2 and — to be expended under the direction of the Biological 
Survey”; an 

Whereas there is now pending before the Arizona Legislature senate 
bill No. 15, as amended, repealing ‘the bounty laws of the State, and 
"making appropriation for the extermination of predatory wild animals 
and range-destroying rodents, to be expended under the direction of 
the Biological Survey, together with a like amount appropriated by 
the Federal Government ; and 

Whereas we believe that this is the only efficient and successful method 
of securing the extermination of such predatory wild animals and 
range-destroying rodents: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association in convention 
assembled at Phoenix, Ariz., February 11, 12, and 13, 1919, That we 
heartily indorse the said resolution of the American National Live 
Stock Association as adopted, and that we urge the passage of senate 
bill No. 15 as amended, and that the president of this association is 
instructed to use his best endeavors to secure the passage of said senate 
bill No. 15 as amended, and also to secure the adoption by the Arizona 
State Legislature of a memorial to pomgnese asking that the appro- 
priation requested in said resolution No. 7 be made, and that the sum 
of $50,000 a year be appropriated to the use of the Biological Survey 
in the State of Arizona; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to our Senaters and 
Representatives in Congress, to the Seeretary of Agriculture, to the 
Chief of the Biological Survey, and to the necessary committees and 
officers of the Arizona State Legislature. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that there is 
a great deal of justice in the request made by the two gentle- 
men who have preceded me. There is absolutely no injustice, 
as far as I can see, in the proposed amendment. One of the 
worst pests that the people of the Western States have to con- 
tend with is the ground squirrel. It does more damage, I be- 
lieve, than any other animal alive. The ground squirrel—and 
I say this because I recently heard the question asked, What is a 
ground squirrel?—is not a game squirrel. It is not of the nut- 
eating, tree-climbing variety of squirrel. It is about the 
mangiest, most disreputable, repulsive animal you ean imagine. 
It belongs to the rat species. 

It is accused of carrying disense germs. It-has been aecused 
of almost every crime on the squirrel calendar. As my col- 
league from California stated, we are required by law to clear 
the ground squirrels from our land. Tf we do not do it, the 
State does it and the tax is assessed upon the land, and the 
lands are taken and sold the same as land would be for de- 
linguent taxes. We have paid in such taxes as high as 50 cents 
an acre. Now, there are millions of acres of Government-owned 
land—— 


The time of the gentleman from Arizona 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has expired, and all time has expired by limitation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in spite of the 
fact that an agreement was made limiting the time, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from California may have 
two more minutes to complete his statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, during the campaign for 
extinction which was carried on, when the work was done we 
were assessed as high as 50 cents an acre for killing off these 
rodents. And yet they come down in swarms and droves from 
Government land over which the State has no control. The 
only appreciable method of destroying them is by running over 
them with automobiles on the State highways. 

Now, when it comes to multiplying, these ground squirrels 
which are so destructive to our interests and to our property, 
why, the jack rabbit is not in the same mathematical class. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. The question is on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from California. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. HavGEN) there were 26 ayes and 29 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read two lines of the next paragraph. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have tellers 
on this. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order that it is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman is too 
late; the Clerk had begun reading the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For all necessary expenses for enforcing the provisions of the migra- 
tory-bird treaty act of July 3, 1918 (Public, No. 186, 65th Cong.), and 
for cooperation with local authorities in the protection of migratory 
birds, and for necessary investigations connected therewith, $147,000: 
Provided, That of this sum not more than $22,000 may be used for the 
enforcement of sections 241, 242, 243, and 244 of the act approved 
March 4, 1909, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal 
laws of the United States,” and for the enforcement of section 1 of the 
act approved May 25, 1900, entitled “‘An act to enlarge the powers of 
the Department of Agriculture, prohibit the transportation by inter- 
state commerce of game killed in violation of local laws, and for other 
=. including all necessary inyestigations in connection there- 
with. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
this paragraph. What are these two statutes referred to— 
March 4, 1909, and May 25, 1900? 

Mr. HAUGEN. One of them is the Lacey Act and the other 
is an act passed later, an act that was held unconstitutional 
by the district courts, and I believe by the courts of one or two 
of the States. This is to enforce the various acts as well as 
the treaty with Canada. It is the purpose here to combine 
the items and to carry the appropriations under one item. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is any 
authority for setting aside a sum of money under this appro- 
priation for the act of March 4, 1909, nor do I think they can 
make applicable a portion of this money for the enforcing of 
sections of the act of May 25, 1900. ‘The item is for the en- 
forcing of the migratory-bird treaty. This proviso, of course, is 
not at all germane to anything contained in the item for enforc- 
ing the migratory-bird treaty, and I make the point of order 
on the proviso and 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
germane? 

Mr. WALSH. It is not germane and 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to suggest that the 
rule of germaneness does not apply to a proviso reported by a 
committee. It applies to an amendment offered on the floor of 
the House. Certainly it does not apply to a proviso reported 
in the bill by a committee. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to answer the 
wonderful contention of my friend from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALSH. If the rule does not apply to the proviso put in 
by the committee, you never could get anything out on a point 
of order, because they would simply put in a proviso, when they 
wanted to raise the statutory salaries, to the effect, provided, 
that the salary shall be $4,500 instead of $3,000. . 

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman made the point of order 
that it is not germane. Of course, if it is not authorized by law, 
that is another proposition. 

Mr. WALSH. I said that I made the point of order that it 
was not germane and was about to continue when the gentle- 
man interjected his contention that the point of order was never 


What is the point of order—that it is not 
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good against a proviso inserted by the committee. I wish to 
further submit the contention that there is no authority for the 
Department of Agriculture under the act to revise and amend 
the penal laws to expend this sum of money out of this particu- 
lar appropriation ; that it is neither authorized by law nor is it 
germane to the item under consideration. 

Mr, PLATT. Mr. Chairman, this proviso is simply a limita- 
tion upon the expenditure of the money. It would be in order as 
an amendment if offered from the floor. Consequently, it must 
be in order as a proviso in the bill, which provides that of this 
sum of $147,000, not to exceed $22,000 may be expended for the 
purpose mentioned, and, as a matter of fact, that item is taken 
over from another item in the consolidation of the two appro- 
priations. This is the exact sum, $22,000, which was appro- 
priated before for the enforcement of the Lacey Act, which pro- 
vides against the exportation of game from one territory to an- 
other—deer, and so forth. It has been in force for years, and 
there is no reason why this limitation should not be put in here; 
it certainly can not be out of order to limit expenditures to a 
particular item, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the contention is that the 
money can be expended to better advantage by merging the two 
items. It is just a question of whether you are going to segre- 
gate or merge these items. It was suggested by the department 
that it should be carried under one head. There is no question 
but that an appropriation for the enforcement of either act 
would be in order. It is just a question of policy, whether it 
should be carried in one item or in three or four items. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman the act of 1900 before 
him? 

Mr. PLATT. The act of May 25, 1900, is the Lacey Act. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the sections referred to here are 
parts of the Lacey Act, unquestionably. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the act of 1900 it is proper to ap- 
propriate, and the Chair thinks that the proviso that not more 
than $22,000 may be used for the enforcement of sections 241, 
242; 243, and 244 of the Lacey Act, which provides that it shall 
be unlawful for any person to deliver to a common carrier for 
transportation, and so forth, certain game, would be in order. 
The Chair, therefore, overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Division of Publications: One chief of division, $3,500; 1 
chief editor, $3,000; 1 assistant chief of division, $2,500; 1 superin- 
tendent of ‘distribution, $2,500; 1 chief clerk, $2,000; 1 assistant, 
$2,000; 1 assistant, $1,400; 1 assistant in charge of indexing, $2,000; 
1 indexer, $1,400 ; 1 assistant in charge of illustrations, $2,100 ; 2 drafts- 
men or photographers, at $1,600 each; 2 draftsmen “7% otographers, at 
$1,500 each; 3 draftsmen or photographers, at $1,400 each; 1 drafts- 
man or photographer, $1,300; 10 draftsmen or photographers, at $1,200 
each ; 1 lantern-slide colorist, $840; 1 laboratory aid, $720; 1 assistant 
in charge of document section, $2,000; 1 assistant in document section, 
$1,800; 1 assistant in document section, $1,400; 1 foreman, miscel- 
laneous distribution, $1,500 ; 1 clerk, class 3; 2 clerks, class 2; 10 clerks, 
class 1; 16 clerks, at $1,000 each ; 40 clerks, at $900 each; 21 clerks, at 
$840 each; 5 machine operators, at $1,200 each; 5 skilled laborers, at 
$1,000 each ; 2 skilled laborers, at $900 each ; 7 skilled laborers, at $840 
each; 4 skilled laborers, at $780 each; 1 chief folder, $1,200; 1 mes- 
senger or laborer, $900; 13 messengers or laborers, at $720 each; 1 
skilled laborer, $720; 1 folder, $1,000 ; 2 folders, at $900 each; 2 skilled 
laborers, at $1,100 each; 1 skilled laborer, $1,000; 2 messengers, at 
$840 each; 7 messenger boys, at $720 each; 3 messenger boys, at $600 
each ; 2 messenger boys, at $480 each; 2 messenger boys, at $420 each; 
2 messenger boys, at $360 each; 1 laborer, $840; 2 laborers, at $600 
each; 3 charwomen, at $480 each; 3 charwomen, at $240 each; in all 
$195,620. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
paragraph, and direct the attention of the chairman to line 24, 
page 62. I desire to make a point of order upon the office of 1 
superintendent of distribution at $2,500. This, I understand, 
is new. If the chairman desires, I will reserve the point of 
order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the language is subject to the 
point of order, I concede that. This matter was gone into very 
thoroughly at the last session of Congress. I raised the point 
of order myself, but after conferring with the department I was 
satisfied that this gentleman was deserving of every cent sug- 
gested here. It is only a just recognition for valuable and faith- 
ful service, and I trust the gentleman will withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
make the point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. I will reserve it if the gentleman from Missouri 
desires to be heard. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, as suggested by the gentleman from Iowa, 
that this matter was gone over very thoroughly last January 
when we had this bill up. Two years ago when we appropriated 
$11,000,000 under the food-production act the department re- 
organized the Division of Publications and they selected in that 
department the very best man they had and put him in charge 
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of the distribution in the Division of Publications. This man 
has been in the department for 28 years. He has gone from 
the bottom clear to the position he is now in. When the esti- 
mate was presented to the committee last January they asked 
us to give them this man at $2,500 a year under the title of 
superintendent of distribution, the title which was given to him 
under the food-production act. He was put there and is there 
rendering efficient work. It is absolutely necessary to have 
somebody there to look after the distribution of public docu- 
ments and they have got the best man they have in the division 
for that work, a man who has been there, as I said, for 28 
years, and I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will not 
make the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON. It would really be in the interest of effi- 
ciency in the service, would it not? 

Mr. RUBEY. Absolutely; there is no question in the world 
about that. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to add to what the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Runry] has said, that this is ab- 
solutely true in regard to this man, and I hope the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will not press his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the position of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield for a 
moment. The then Representative from Wisconsin, Mr. Staf- 
ford, made a point of order, but we prevailed upon him to with- 
draw it. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAucen] then made 
the point of order, and after investigation he withdrew it, and I 
hope the gentleman from Massachusetts wil! be as kind to us as 
those two gentlemen were. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And this matter was held open for nearly a 
whole day, so that the matter might be thoroughly investigated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
insist on his point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, in view, Mr. Chairman, of the universal 
desire upon the part of members of the committee that I should 
complete the trinity, I shall withdraw the point of order. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 63, line 7, after the semicolon following the word “ each,” insert, 
“one assistant photographer, $900.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, this provides for a $900 posi- 
tion, an assistant photographer, and is absolutely needed. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For photographic equipment and for photographic materials and 
artists’ tools and supplies, $22,000: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Agriculture is authorized, under such rules and regulations and subject 
to such conditions as he may prescribe, to loan, rent, or sell copies of 
films : Provided, That in the sale or rental of films educational institu- 
tions or associations for agricultural education not organized for profit 
shall have preference ; all moneys received from such rentals or sales to 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States as miscellaneous 
receipts. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. I 
will withhold it. I did not see the gentleman from California 
seeking to strike out the last word. Of course, I would not have 
the point of order stand in his way. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to take this 
method of getting before the committee an item later, and to go 
on each item as I would not otherwise do. I have noticed a 
good deal of time taken up on various items, but when you get 
down to a vital point we get into a furious hurry. That is not 
criticizing anybody at all. I am throwing no reflection, but it 
seems to me on these important items which really amount to 
something the effort is to keep facts from the Committee of the 
Whole, but on things upon which we do not expect to vote, but 
just to talk, we take half an hour or an hour or an hour and 
a half. 

I am going, when the time comes, to offer to amend the bill— 
because this item relates to education and the advancement of 
the school children, boys and girls—when we get to page 71, line 
4, by asking to strike out that one item of $1,500,000 and insert 
in lieu thereof $5,750,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. We have not reached that item yet. 

Mr. RAKER. I know we have not, but I am trying to get it 
before the committee while discussing this item, because they sort 
of relate to it, some of the facts in respect to that item, so that 
before the vote on that fae committee may have the information 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
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they ought to have. I have a letter here, dated April 9, 1919, as 
follows: 
PLACERVILLE, CaLir., April 9, 1929. 
Hon. JoHN E. Raxarr, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: Though Congress is not in session, no doubt some pre- 
liminary work will be done on the appropriation bills, and we wish 
to respectfully and earnestly urge that the small appropriation for the 
“farm adviser’ or “ Smith-Lever ” work be not omitted. 

We have had a “ farm adviser ” organization here for something over 
a year, in which time we have come to realize its possibilities. This 
community, we believe, is on the threshhold of great development. Dur- 
ing the period of reconstruction upon which the country is entering 
many inexperienced people will “go back to the land,” and no doubt 
many will come here. These people should have expert guidance or 
disaster awaits some of them. Not only will they be handicapped by 
inexperience generally, but they will find peculiar local conditions in 
many places, and unless oe do have expert guidance many who go 
back to the land will be wnable to stay there. 

But the need to assist the inexperienced, aid in the work of re- 
construction, and take care of returning soldiers and others who are 
urged to go on the land is net the only need for the work. We find it 
valued also by the skilled and experienced ranchers who are already on 
the land. ‘The increased production resulting will make the small 
relative cost a profitable investment rather than an expense, and 
we are convinced that its less would be a serious setback to our com- 
munity and others Hike it. 

For these’ reasons we respectfully urge that you use your infinence 
to see that the farm-adviser organization is taken care of. 

Very respectfully, 
ELporapo County CHAMBER OF COMMERCB, 
H. E. Brewincsr, Cheirman, 
Jos. SCHERRER, 
W. A. RAULs, 
8S. H. Rantz, 
H. J. Wiicox, 
Legislative Committee. 


Now, I sent that letter to the Secretary of Agriculture, and I 
saw him to the end that the facts might be had relative te this 
appropriation of $1,500,000 and necessity for its inerease, and 
which was inereased last year by the Senate committee from 
$1,500,000 to $4,500,000. And I ask unanimous consent that I 
may read this letter within my time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the gentleman ask additional time? 

Mr. RAKER. If my time should run ont. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How long will it take? 

Mr. RAKER. I will read pretty fast. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman will not get any additional 
time to read letters. We are not on this item, anyhow. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent so 
that I will not be cut off. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will not the gentleman defer that until we 
reach the item? 

Mr. RAKER. The trouble is that when we get to that item 
I will not be given time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. I ask that I may have five minutes additional 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
RAKER] asks unanimous consent that his time may be extended 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I shall have to object at this time. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I want to ask a question of the 
chairman of the committee. I move to strike out the last word. 
I observe this authorizes the Agricultural Department to rent or 
sell copies of films, and I would like to inquire whether any of 
these films have been rented to private parties or corporations 
for exhibition purposes? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Do you know? 

Mr. HAUGEN. My understanding is that they are lent to 
private parties or people who are engaged in delivering lectures 
and to municipalities. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The reason I ask about this is that 
I am advised, and believe it to be true, that the Public Health 
Service and other departments of the Government are renting 
films to private persons, who are making large sums out of 
them. It is being done under the guidance and supervision of 
the United States Government. And I would like to know 
whether it is done under the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. LEVER. The practice would not be very extensive, be- 
cause the amount carried is very limited. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Does the former chairman of the 
Agricultural Committee know how many films the Government 
has? 

Mr. LEVER. I do not know offhand. I will say to the gen- 
tleman if the department is doing anything of the kind sug- 
gested by him it is doing it in violation of law. It reads: 

For sale or rental of films, educational institutions or associations 


for agricultural education not organized for profit shall have prefer- 
ence, 





Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 
What does that mean? 

Mr. LEVER. Iam sure it was the intention of the committee 
when this item was put in the bill a couple of years ago that 
these films might be loaned and only loaned to educational 
institutions. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I think that ought to be the pur- 
pose and ought to be the law. But if the Government is renting 
out these films to people to make a profit out of the business 
it ought to be stopped. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman is entirely right about that. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that, 
for the purpose of expedition, I may offer an amendment now, 
to be pending on page 71, line 4. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

Mr. RAKER. Let me get my request presented. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. RAKER. I am not. If the Chairman so ruled, I yet 
have a right to present the unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is asking unani- 
mous consent to present an amendment to page 71, line 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Raker] state his request? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the letter be printed 
and that I may print a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture 
in response to the letter from the El Dorado Chamber of Com- 

in response to it, showing the necessity of this appropria- 
» end that the Members may have it in to-morrow’s 


It says, “ Shall have perference.” 


CORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, where does the 
gentleman from California expect to be to-morrow? 

Mr. RAKER. I hope to be here when the House opens and 
until the gavel falls at adjournment, as I always am. I am 
trying to present certain matters to the House that have a great 
deal of justice in them, and I am never away and never absent 
when the interest of the people are at stake. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the request of the gen- 
tleman from California for unanimous consent. Is there ob- 
ection? 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


heard, and the Clerk will 


Total for Division of Publications, $239,690. 


Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
in order to make an observation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio movcs to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, here is carried an appropriation 
of a little over $400,000 for carrying on publications. I think 
the publications referred to here are very creditable, but I want 
to ask the members of the committee a question about the source 
of the appropriation that is used for these various weekly letters 

] indicate current prices, coming probably from the Bureau 

arkets or other bureau of this department. I am told that 

are something like 32 different bulletins that are issued 

the various departments here in Washington, and a few of 

come from the Agricultural Department. So far as I can 

», the bulletins from the Agricultural Department are fairly 

ble. But, if I may be permitted, I think I would be 

~1 in criticizing some of the bulletins that come from some 

the departments, which indicate that they are a little more 

n self-advertising; that they are autobiographical; that they 

seem xist for the sake of convincing the public that they 

should be perpetuated, and they are but little more than a mere 
y of self-adulation. 

ieve that Members here will agree with me that public 
} y should not be used for any purpose that is merely to 
erpetuate these establishments doing this sort of work, when 
ir primary purpose is to convince us that what is being done 
best thing possible to do. I want to say that, so far as I 
now, the bulletins of this department are pretty creditable, as I 
with but little ground for criticism. The Members who 
1ave gone into this more fully will, I think, agree with me. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the gentleman refer to the bulletins or 
the market reports? 

Mr. FESS. When I say “bulletin,” I refer to publications 
usually marked “ bulletins,” not particularly agricultural bulle- 
tins, because I think those are very good in the main. But we 
have weekly publications that are merely exploiting what they 


are doing. 
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s the 
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Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman has reference, I think, to 
the periodical publications of the department, which contain a 
good deal of propaganda? 

Mr. FESS. Almost totally propaganda; yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I agree with the gentleman about that. 

Mr. FESS. My thought was that Congress ought to be free 
to carve out some of that, even if you have to use a corn knife 
to doit. [Applause.] 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. Permit me to say that I am becoming more and 
more convinced each day as to the correctness of the gentleman’s 
position in that regard. Not only the Department of Agricul- 
ture, but practically every other department that has leave 
to print seems to be doing that. You go into a newspaper oflice 
and you find you can scarcely get into it on account of the 
publications, and you go into your own mail, and you can not 
without difficulty get to the real essence of it on account of the 
publications. While a number of them are creditable and ought 
to be authorized, yet it seems to me—and I am becoming fully 
convinced of it in my own mind—there is a lot of useless waste 
in the publications conducted by the departments of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. FESS. Iam glad to have the gentleman’s opinion of that, 
and I am convinced we ought to cut out a good deal of this waste 
of public funds. At least it is our duty to ascertain the specific 
authority by which this propaganda on behalf of self-interest is 
being carried on in most if not all of the departments. If a 
decent regard for the protection of public funds is not enough 
to insure against self-adulation, it would appear that proper 
modesty at least would operate as a restraint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It has taken the soothing in- 
fluence of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fress] to bring to a 
reasonable frame of mind our amiable friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Lever], and I want to express my deep appreciation 
of the signal service the gentleman from Ohio has rendered to 
the Committee of the Whole in bringing about so desirable a 
result. |Laughter.] The gentleman from South Carolina is an 
ardent advocate of this bill, because in the early stages of it 
he helped to prepare it. In fact, he is the parent of it, and the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HavucGen], distinguished as he is, 
has only fallen heir to the gentleman’s handiwork. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I suggest that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
The Committee 
on Agriculture does not authorize appropriations for the items 
he refers to. I think the gentleman will render valuable service 
if he will call the attention of the proper committee to the un- 
wise expenditures that he refers to. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman. But 
does not the gentleman from Iowa agree with me that it was a 
very happy office which the gentleman fronr Ohio. performed a 
little while ago in inducing the gentleman from South Carolina 
to finally agree that there was just a little waste, just a little 
extravagance, in the publications of the Department of Agri- 
culture? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; but fortunately the criticism does not 
lie with the committee that is now in charge of this bill. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now, let us see who rises to 
the defense of the committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. RUBEY. I was a little bit late in coming in, but I would 
like to know what those two last words were that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania moves to strike out? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The vital words of the para- 
graph. I was proceeding to indorse what the gentleman from 
South Carolina said by quoting from the Philadelphia Com- 
mercial List and Price Current of May 24, 1919, and this may 
have suggested some of the things that were in the mind of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess} when he came to induce the 
gentleman from South Carolina finally to agree with some of 
us on this side. I read: 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 


MORE WASTD. 


We received oa Saturday, May 17, from the United States Bureau 
of Markets a circular entitled “ Extraneous material for use in ac- 
cordance with bureau memorandum No. 178." 

It contains an article on “ Foreign trade in butter and cheese,” com- 
paring the trade of the United States with foreign countries for the 
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years from 1913 and 1914 to 1918. This article is not useful or even 
interesting to enough people to warrant its publication. Information 
of this character ought to be furnished by the Department of Com- 
merce, anyhow, and probably is. 


That is one of the points I made heretofore—that you dupli- 
cate work here. I read further: 


It also contains an article on the butter shortage in Paris, all of 
which we know and have known since before the armistice was signed, 

It also contains maximum prices for condensed milk in Norway, 
which interests practically nobody. 

It also contains an article on “Argentine butter bought by Eng- 
land,” copied from the Canadian Weekly Bulletin of April 7, 1918— 
over 13 months ago. 

I: also contains a whole page of “ Ocean freight rates on dairy prod- 
uacts”’ from North Atlantic ports of the United States to foreign coun- 
tries, which are not useful to a single exporter, and the publication of 
which is therefore wasteful. Unless shippers have freight rates “ up 
to the minute,” tiaey are useless for them to trade on. They vary 
according to the supply of and demand for freight room, and they vary 
sometimes at different ports. If an exporter wants to work an order 
for butter and cheese, would he go to the Bureau of Markets to get his 


freight rate? Not on your life! He would go to a steamship agent. 


The gentleman from South Carolina is confirmed by this 
editorial. 

it 3: an outrage that the people of the United States should be taxed 
for this kind of work. If the Bureau of Markets shall continue to be 
allowed to run wild, as it age | has been, and extend its activities 
to all branches of business—as it has to the produce business—the 
number of emplorees in its service would be past counting and the 
expense something terrific. 

Congress must get busy, cut out this useless work, and define the 
bureau’s activities. The Bureau of Markets was originally started 
“to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to acquire and diffuse among 
the people of the United States useful information on subjects con- 
nected with the marketing and distributing of farm products.” 

It has developed into a beautiful scheme “ to increase the number of 
Government employees in useless, unappreciated, and wasteful work at 
the expense of the taxpayer.” 


Its appropriations have increased in six years from $50,000 to nearly 


$4,000,000. Its possibilities in this respect are unlimited, so long as 
its chief thinks the people need his fatherly help and nobody kicks. 

So I am grateful to the gentleman from Ohio for having 
enabled me thus to indorse what the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever] has said about the uselessness of a 
number of these publications which emanate from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Phila- 
delphia [Mr, Moorr of Pennsylvania] covers his real motive in 
taking the floor at this time by his facetious references to the 
amiable relationship that exists between the gentleman from 
Ohio and myself. Now, here the Bureau of Markets is publish- 
ing information that is said to be of vast value to the dairy in- 
dustry of this country, and not only to the dairy industry of the 
country but to the consumers of butter, cheese, and dairy 
products. The real motive of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was to continue his assaults upon the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and especially that part of the Department of Agriculture 
whose business it is, by furnishing valuable and timely informa- 
tion, to protect the producer on the one hand against fake in- 
formation gotten out by certain produce exchanges and on the 
other hand to protect the gentleman’s own constituents, the con- 
sumers, against like fake information by furnishing as a basis of 
comparison real facts and figures produced by a tribunal of the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses, Library: For books of reference, technical and 
scientific books, papers and periodicals, and for expenses incurred in 
completing imperfect series; for the employment of additional assist- 
ants in the city of Washington and elsewhere; for official traveling ex- 
penses, and for library fixtures, library cards, supplies, and for all 
other necessary expenses, $18,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment by Mr. HAuGEeN: Page 66, line 17, after the word “ refer- 
ence” insert “law books.” 


Mr. HAUGEN. That is offered simply to make a part of the 
appropriation-available for the purchase of law books. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES. 


Miscellaneous expenses, Department of Agriculture: For stationery, 
blank books, twine, paper, gum, dry goods, soap, brushes, brooms, mats, 
oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardware, ice, fuel, water and gas pipes, 
heating oa, furniture, carpets, and mattings; for lights, freight, 
express charges, advertising, telegraphing, telephoning, postage, wash- 
ing towels, and necessary repairs and improvements to buildings and 
heating apparatus; for the purchase, subsistence, and care of horses 
and the purchase and repair of harness and vehicles, for official pur- 
poses only; for the payment of duties on imported articles, and the 
epartment of Agriculture’s proportionate share of the expense of the 
dispatch agent in New York; for official traveling expenses; and for 
other miscellaneous supplies and expenses not otherwise provided for 
$110 600 for the practical and efficient work of the department, 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an. amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. HAvuGEN: Page 67, line 17, strike out “ $142,500” 
and insert “ $175,500, of which $33,000 shall be immediately available for 
necessary repairs to the central heating plant of the department.” 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the amendment. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I take it the amendment is in order and 
that all will agree that it will be necessary for the department 
to maintain a heating plant if it is going to continue in business. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; particularly during this weather. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It may turn colder along in December. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order to that part of the 
amendment which makes a portion of this appropriation imme- 
diately available . 

Mr. HAUGEN. I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa to 
increase the amount from $142,500 to $175,500. 

The question being taken; on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HAUGEN and Mr. CANDLER) there were—ayes 25, noes 11. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If the gentleman will withdraw that, I will 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. CamMpsBett of Kansas 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore (amid applause), 
Mr. MAppEN, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of Union, reported that that committee, having had 
under consideration the Agricultural appropriation bill, H. R. 
31057, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Wyoming if the program is to go on with the Agricultural appro- 
priation bill to-morrow? 

Mr. MONDELL. To continue the consideration of the Agri- 
cultural bill until it is disposed of. ; 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may extend my remarks in the Recorp on House resolution 5, a 
resolution for the purpose of providing for the volunteer officers 
of the Civil War. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on 
the resolution indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will they be composed entirely of remarks 
by the gentleman himself? 

Mr. RAKER, I have a few extracts in regard to the subject. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
chusetts objects. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair finds on the Speak- 
er’s table the papers in an election contest case from Alaska 
and refers the papers, with all accompanying documents, to the 
Committee on Elections No. 3; also some papers in the Berger 
case, which are referred to the Committee on Elections No. 1 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. IRELAND, for 10 days, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. Tixson, for three days, on account of illness. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 19 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Tuesday, June 3, 1919, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


The gentleman from Massa- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting tenta- 
tive draft of legislation authorizing the purchase of the Cape 
Cod Canal (H. Doc. No. 68); to the Committee on Rivers an@ 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. ~ 
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2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Silver Lake Harbor, Ocracoke Island, and entrance 
thereto from Pamlico Sound, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 69) ; to the Com- 
inittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Peace River, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 70) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illus- 
trations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination and survey of St. Paul (Minn.) Harbor, with a 
view of determining whether the channel of the Mississippi 
River can be changed to or near the bluffs on the west side 
thereof (H. Doc. No. 71); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting supplemental estimates of appropriations required by 
the St. Elizabeths Hospital for support, scientific department, 
and buildings and grounds, for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. 
No. 72); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the Panama 
Canal to provide increased compensation to certain employees 
of the Panama Canal and Canal Zone for the fiscal year 1920 
(H. Doc. No. 73); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting a letter from Hon. James Wickersham, inclosing 
the original copy of a notice of contest and the petition and state- 
ment specifying particularly the grounds of his contest for a 
seat in the House of Representatives of the Sixty-sixth Congress 
as Delegate from the Territory of Alaska (H. Doc. No. 74); to 
the Committee on Elections No. 3 and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. ZIHLMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1713) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to appoint a commission to in- 
vestigate and report upon the available sources of water supply 
for the District of Columbia, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 18), which said bill and 
repert were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 4878) to further amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, 2s amended, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4379) to provide 
that the United States shall aid the States in the construction of 
rural post roads and other roads, and for other purposes; and 
amendatory to House bill 7617, enacted by the Sixty-fourth Con- 
gress, and House bill 13308, enacted by the Sixty-fifth Congress; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

sy Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 4380) relative to com- 
pensation of soldiers and sailors incurring partial disabilities; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4381) relative to the retirement of officers 
of the National Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 4382) to confer on the 
Court of Claims jurisdiction to determine the respective rights 
of and differences between the Fort Berthold Indians and the 
United States Government; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 4383) to further amena 
sion 858 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the 
Cummittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4884) to inerease the pay of 
certain grades of officers of the Navy and Marine Corps; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 4385) to authorize the Judge 
Advocate General of the United States Army to classify the 
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the United States military and 
naval forces from April 5, 1917, to June 1, 1919, inclusive, and 
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who have been court-martialed and return those who were fined 
for misdemeanor the amount of fine collected from them; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 4386) to provide revenue ror the 
Government and to establish and maintain the manufacture of 
philosophical, scientific, and laboratory apparatus in the United 
States ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: A bill (H. R. 4887) appropriating money 
for the improvement of Connecticut River between Long Island 
Sound and Hartford, Conn.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4388) donating captured can- 
nons to the cities of Resedale, Bonner Springs, Osawatomie, 
Pleasanton, Bronson, Louisburg, Kansas City, Kans., and the 
University of Kansas, in the State of Kansas; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4889) donating captured cannons to the 
counties of Allen, Anderson, Bourbon, Douglas, Franklin, John- 
son, Linn, Miami, and Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 4390) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the State normal school, Edinboro, Pa., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

' Also, a bill (H. R. 4391) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Erie, Pa., one German cannon or fieldpiece, 
with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4392) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Titusville, Pa., one German cannon or field- 
piece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4893) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Elmwood Home for Boys, North Springfield, Pa., 
one German fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4394) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Sagertown, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4395) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Union City, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Meadville, Pa., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R,. 4897) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Hamilton, Butler County, in the 
State of Ohio, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4398) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Middletown, Butler County, in the State 
of Ohio, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4899) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Oxford, Butler County, in the State of 
Ohio, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4400) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eaton, Preble County, in the State of Ohio, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4401) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Dayton, Montgomery County, in the 
State of Ohio, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4402) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Miamisburg, Montgomery County, in the 
State of Ohio, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ECHOLS: A bill (H. R. 4408) to donate a captured 
cannon or fieldpiece to the town of Ronceverte, Greenbrier 
County, W. Va.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNBAR: A bill (H. R. 4404) to purchase a post-office 
site in the city of French Lick, Ind.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) to purchase a post-office site in the 
city of Huntingburg, Ind. ; to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4406) to purchase a post-office site in the 
city of Tell City, Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 4407) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
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Norwalk, in the State of Connecticut ; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4408) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Bridgeport, in the 
State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4409) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Mesopotamia, Ohio, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece with accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4410) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Andover, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with accompaniments; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4411) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Orwell, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with accompaniments; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4412) donating 
two captured German cannons or field guns with carriages and 
projectiles to the county of Cheatham, State of Tennessee, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4413) donating two captured German 
cannons or field guns with carriages and projectiles to the 
county of Stewart, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patri- 
otic purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4414) donating two captured German 
cannons or field guns with carriages and projectiles to the city 
of Springfield, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4415) donating two captured German can- 
nons or field guns with carriages and projectiles to the city of 
Clarksville, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4416) donating four captured German 
cannons or field guns with carriages and projectiles to the city 
of Nashville, State of Tennessee, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 4417) to establish the depart- 
ment of marine and fisheries ; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4418) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Norris City, Ill., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill .(H. R. 4419) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the Culver Military Academy, county of 
Marshall, State of Indiana, one German cannon, fieldpiece, or 
other war trophies; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4420) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Michigan City, county of Laporte, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon, fieldpiece, or other war trophies ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4421) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Laporte, county of Laporte, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon, fieldpiece, or other war trophies; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the cities and towns of Mishawaka, New Carlisle, 
Walkerton, North Liberty, and Lakeville, all located in St. 
Joseph County, State of Indiana, one German cannon, fieldpiece, 
or other war trophies; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4423) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Notre Dame University, county of St. Joseph, State 
of Indiana, one German cannon, fieldpiece, or other war trophies ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4424) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the towns of La Crosse, Westville, Rolling Prairie, 
Wanatah, Stillwell, Hanna, and Union Mills, all located in 
county of Laporte, State of Indiana, one German cannon, field- 
piece, or other war trophies; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4425) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of South Bend, county of St. Joseph, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon, fieldpiece, or other war trophies; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4426) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the towns of Warsaw, Syracuse, Pierceton, Milford, 
Mentone, and Etna Green, all in the county of Kosciusko, State 
of Indiana, each one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4427) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the towns of Knox, Hamlet, and North Judson, all 
of svhich are located in the county of Starke, State of Indiana, 
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each one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4428) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the towns of Plymouth, Culver, Bremen, and Bourbon, 
all located in the county of Marshall, State of Indiana, each one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4429) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the towns of Rochester, Kewanna, Fulton, and Akron, 
all of which are located in Fulton County, State of Indiana, 
each one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4430) authorizing the Secretary of‘War to 
donate to the town of Wakarusa, county of Elkhart, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4431) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the town of Millers- 
burg, county of Elkhart, State of Indiana; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4432) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the town of Middle- 
bury, county of Elkhart, State of Indiana; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4433) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the city of Elkhart, 
county of Elkhart, State of Indiana; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4434) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the town of Bristol, 
county of Elkhart, State of Indiana; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4435) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Nappanee, county of Elkhart, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4436) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Goshen, county of Elkhart, State of In- 
diana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 4437) to provide reve- 
nue for the Government and to promote the production of 
tungsten ores and manufactures thereof in the United States; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 4488) to provide for the promo- 
tion of vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry 
or otherwise and their return to civil employment; to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 4439) to amend the Penal 
Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4440) conferring citizenship 
upon Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4441) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to appoint competency inspectors; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 4442) to provide for the exten- 
sion, enlargement, and remodeling of the Federal building at 
Plattsburg, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4443) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Potsdam, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4444) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Ticonderoga, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 4445) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the borough of Tyrone, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4446) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of War to denate to the town of Morrilton, 
Ark., two captured German cannons or fieldpieces, with car- 
riages, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4447) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Little Rock, Ark., two cap- 
tured German cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages, for decora- 
tive and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4448) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Perryville, Ark., two cap- 
tured German cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages, for decora- 
tive and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4449) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Danville, Ark., two cap- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


tured German cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages, for decora- 
tive and patriotic purposes; to the Committee. on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4450) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Dardanelle, Ark., two cap- 
tured German cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages, for deco- 
rative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 4451) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Madisonville, Ky. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4452) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate 4o the city of Owensboro, Ky., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4453) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sturgis, Ky., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4454) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Dixon, Ky., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4455) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city ef Henderson, Ky., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4456) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Jefferson Davis Home Association two German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRISH: A bill (H. R. 4457) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to donate to Bowie Pelham Camp and its succes- 
sors, Bowie, Tex., one cannon er fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4458) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Victory Park and its successors, Graham, Tex., one 
eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 4459) donating a captured 
German cannon or field gun and carriage to the city of Baltimore, 
Md., for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4460) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Patapsco River comprising that portion of the harbor 
of Baltimore lying between the 30-foot channel going from the 
main channel into the Prudential Oil Co. channel and the an- 
chorage basin on the north, and between the 35-foot channel on 
the line of the western side of the anchorage basin extended 
southerly to meet the Prudential Oil Co, channel; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 4461) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Frankfort, Ky., two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4462) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the city of New Castle, Ky., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4463) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Winchester, Ky., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4464) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Owenton, Ky., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4465) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of La Grange, Ky., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4466) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the University of Kentucky, Lexington, Ky., two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4467) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to present to the city of Bogalusa, 
La., one German cannon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 4468) to provide for the 
sale of certain Indian lands in Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4469) authorizing the President 
of the United States to make regulations and appointments 
covering participation by the United States in the work of the 
so-called International Aircraft Standards Commission; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4470) making an appropria- 
tion to meet State cooperation in the destruction of wolves, 
coyotes, mountain lions, prairie dogs, ground squirrels, gophers, 
and other animals injurious to animal industry, agriculture, and 
forestry ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R, 4471) to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the municipal court of the District of Columbia, and to 
regulate appeais from the judgments of said court, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, resolution (H. Res. 92) to provide the service of a mes- 
Senger to the Committee on the Judiciary and fixing compensa- 
tion therefor ; to. the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 93) direeting that 
there shall be printed as a House document 1,500 copies of the 
Soil Survey of the Yuma Area, Arizona; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 91) to 
provide for the removal of the remains of our deceased soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who fell in battle or who died in the 
prosecution of this World War from France to the United States 
for final disposition ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H, J. Res. 92) relative to the interpreta- 
tion of section 905 of the revenue act of 1918, approved February 
24, 1919, as applied to eyeglasses, spectacles, and lenses; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DENT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 93) extending the 
thanks of Congress and providing an appropriate medal to gov- 
ernors, adjutants general, members of local and district boards, 
medical and legal advisory boards, and Government appeal 
agents, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the town and 
country department of the Young Women’s Christian Associa- 
tion of Illinois tents, cots, and blankets for the use of said 
association in its community training camp at Hamilton, UL, 
during the month of July, 1919; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr, TINKHAM: Coneurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 10) 
requesting the American peace commissioners at Paris to protect 
the right and liberties of the Jewish race; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan, urging the passage of legislation by Congress 
for deportation of interned enemy aliens; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State ef Michigan, 
memorializing Congress in behalf of the lakes-to-oeean water- 
ways improvement; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin : Memorial from the Legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin, urging Congress to advocate inde- 
pendence and protectorate for Armenia; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4472) granting a pension 
to Sarah J. Rollins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4473) granting a pension to Mary J. Allen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Jackson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to James Overton ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4476) granting a pension to James Rupe; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4477) granting a pension to Lorens Stoser ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4478) granting a pension to Charles A, 
Wilkerson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4479) granting a pension to Thomas Alley ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4480) granting a pension to James Boyer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4481) granting a pension to Reuben Phillip; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4483) granting a pension to Willis Arnold; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4484) granting a pension to James R, 
Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4485) granting a pension to James W, 
Tippett ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4486) granting a pension to William Kier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4487) granting a pension to James R, 
Storms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) granting a pension to Nathan G. 
Dillen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4489) granting a pension to John Crump; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to Archibald 
Greem ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4491) granting a pension to Phillip Gentry; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4492) granting a pension to Wilburn 
Munkers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 4493) granting a pension to Ambrose Gise- 
burt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill! (CH. R. 4494) granting a pension to Jeremiah R. 
Whitsell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4495) granting a pension to Thomas T. 
Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4496) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mor- 
rison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4497) granting a pension to Catharine J. 
Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4498) granting a pension to Jonas Cook; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4499) granting a pension to George Baxter ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4500) granting a pension to Henry C. Poe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Eri Bentin 
Mullin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 4502) granting a pension to Richard Truex ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) granting a pension to Barton Ellison ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Alfred L. Fann; 
to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4505) granting a pension to Daisy Manore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4506). granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Jenkins ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4507) granting‘a pensien to Elizabeth J. 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) granting a pension to Rachel O. Noah; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4509) granting a pension te Arminda J. Os- 
born ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4510) granting a pension to Sabina Pierce; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4511) granting a pension to Fannie Wells; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4512) granting a pension to Susan Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4513) granting a pension to Nancy Lee; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4514) granting a pension to Eliza Sturde- 
vant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4515) granting a pension to Barbara F. 
Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Lucena R. 
Filson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions... 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Mrs. Thomas 
H. Loyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4518) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 4519) granting a pension to Caroline BE. 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4520) granting a pension to J. A. Neff; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4521) granting a pension to William H. 
Corbin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4522) granting an inerease of pension to 
Thomas ©. De Witt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4528) granting an inerease of pension to 
William A. Graham; to the Committee on Invatid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M, Dunham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4525) granting an increase of pension 
Levi Slinger ; to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4527) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Woodruff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4528) granting an imerease of pension to 
Thomas Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4529) granting am increase of pension to 
William A. Pullen ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4530) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Watkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) granting an increase of pension 
George Duff ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


349 


By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4582) granting 
an increase of pension to J. D. Lewman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, ° 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 4533) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Towner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4534) granting am inerease of pension to 
William M. Silver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRIELL: A bilt (H. R. 4535) granting a pension 
to Fred J. Jahrries; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 4536) granting a pension to 
George E. Lovin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4537) granting a pension to John A. Kenne- 
pohl; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 4538) granting a pension to 
Charles W. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Henry Thomas; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension to Joseph E. 
Rogers ; to the Committee om Pensions. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4541) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard J. Fanning; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 4542) for the 
relief of James Duffy ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 45438) for the relief of Edwin 
S. Metealf; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4544) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel B. Reddecks; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4545) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry P. Logsdon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4546) granting a pension to Hiner A. Rawl- 
ings; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4547) granting a pension to 
Marie Barisch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4548) granting a pension to Amelia Erd- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 4549) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of W. H. Mills, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4550) to give the rank of cap- 
tain in the Regular Army of the United States to William B. 
Trembley, of Kansas, and Alvin ©. York, of Tennessee, and te 
place them on the retired list of officers of said Army with said 
rank and with the pay given officers of said rank om said retired 
list ; to the Committee on Military / ffairs. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 4551) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram P. Ring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 4552) granting a pension to 
John Fitzgerald ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 4553) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William L. Million ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4554) granting an increase 
of pension to "tenry B. Combs; te the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 4555) granting an increase of 
pension to Aaron W. Kelley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PURNELL.: A bill (H. R. 4556) granting an increase 
of pension to Josiah Swails; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 4557) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Abner Elam; to the Committee om 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 4558) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth L. Kinkead; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R. 4559) granting a pension 
to Margaret J. Cutright ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4560) granting a pension to John Reis; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4561) for the 
relief of Charles L. Galloway; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 4562) for the relief of Rufus L. 
Cole; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 4563) granting a pension to 
Margaret Glynn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (Fi. R. 4564) granting a pension to 
J. W. Gossett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 4565) for the relief of Edward 
H. Lockwood; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 4566) granting a pension to 
Annie S. Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBSTER: A bill (H. R. 4567) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to grant to John D. Sherwood, of Spokane, Wash., 
the right to overflow certain lands on the Fort George Wright 
Military Reservation at Spokane, Wash., and to accept the con- 
veyance to the United States of other lands to be designated by 
the Secretary of War and suitable for a rifle range in exchange 
for the land so overflowed ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLING: A bill (H. R. 4568) for the relief of the 
estate of Moses M. Bane; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 4569) granting an increase of 
pension to Erasmus B. Manahan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4570) granting a pension to 
Robert M. Mann; to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of United National Association 
of Post Office Clerks, Branch No. 1029, Springfield, Mass., for 
the readjustment of the salaries of postal employees ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also (by request), petition of 186 citizens of Jersey City, N. J., 
urging against repeal of prohibition law; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of Chinese People’s Foreign Rela- 
tion Association, relating to Chinese affairs in peace treaty; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of Dennis Bros., Evansville, Ind., 
asking repeal of automobile tax; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also (by request), petition of Jewish citizens of Washington, 
assembled in mass meeting June 1, 1919, protesting against the 
continuance of pogroms and religious persecutions practiced in 
Poland, Roumania, and other countries against the Jews; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of city council of Cambridge, Mass., 
requesting repeal of luxury tax on ice-cream cones and ice-cream 
Sandwiches; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of Chicago Alumni of Northwestern 
College, expressing hope that the coming treaty of peace will 
provide for a plan whereby there will be formed among the 
nations of the world a league which will provide for settlement 
of disputes among nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of 122 citizens of Worth 
County, Mo., against repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of the members of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Braymer, Me., against the repeal of the war-time 
prohibition act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Telegram of the Amsterdam Board of 
Trade of Amsterdam, N. Y., opposing the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of certain residents of rural delivery routes 3 
pnd 4 out of Schenectady, N. Y., praying for the repeal of the 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition of Michigan Implement and 
Vehicle Dealers’ Association, protesting against the repeal of the 
zone advances; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of several churches of Port Hope, Mich., against 
repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of Elba Center Arbor of Gleaners, for investi- 
gation of the Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on 
Rules. , 

Also, petition of John H. Wakefield and 49 other farmers of 
Huron County, Mich., for investigation of the Department of 
Agriculture; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, protest of Jasper Johnson and 21 other citizens of Michi- 
gan, against tax on sporting goods; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Alexander McConnachie and other citizens of 
Michigan, for increase of pay for Federal jurors; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Aliso, petition of J. N. Gardiner and 110 others, of the Lapeer 
Commercial Club, of Lapeer, Mich., for repeal of the so-called 
luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Federation of Women’s Clubs, in behalf of 
legislation for rank for Army nurses; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of home-economics section of the St. Clair 
County Farm Bureau and the women’s section of the St. Clair 
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County Red Cross, in behalf of appropriation for the continu- 
ance of home-demonstration work; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition of C. D. Boyssen 
and eight others, protesting against repeal of war-time prohi- 
bition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of T. W. Foster and nine others, of Butler, Mo., 
protesting against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition with 11 signers of Butler, Mo., for retention of 
war-time prohibition and laws to enforce the same; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition with 12 signers of Harrisonville, Mo., for reten- 
tion of war-time prohibition and immediate passage of laws for 
its enforcement; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Society of Sacred Heart of Jesus, 
St. Louis, Mo., relating to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Ammonia Co., St. Louis, Mo. ; 
Mallinckrodt Chemical Works, St. Louis, Mo.; and Wheeler & 
Motter Mercantile Co., St. Joseph, Mo., protesting against ap- 
propriation for continuance of United States Employment Serv- 
ice; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Velie Automobile Co., of St. Louis, Mo., urg- 
ing repeal of tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of William B. Baker and 38,000 members of 
organized labor of St. Louis, Mo., asking repeal of war-time 
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National Ammonia Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
protesting against the repeal of present zone system; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. , 

Also, petitions of L. & A. Scharff Distilling Co., Bourbon 
Mercantile Co., Frank Sittermann Wine & Liquor Co., Edwin 
Schiell Distilling Co., G. Riesmeyer Distilling Co., Cane Ridge 
Distilling Co., and Gold Spring Distilling Co., all of St. Louis, 
Mo., asking repeal of war-time prohibition law; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Chapman, 
Nebr., for the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wausa and other points in Ne- 
braska for the repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Clarks, Nebr., against 
repeal of war-time prohibition and request for an act of 
enforcement; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: Petition of George D. Wells and others, 
of Willimantic, and Mahlan L. Russell and others, of Ellington, 
in the State of Connecticut, for repeal of daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petitions of the Chicago Shoe 
Retailers’ Association and Lamberson-Hunt Co., Streator, IIL, 
opposing luxury taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERSEY: Petition of George Littlefield protesting 
against repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 

Also, petition of Hans Bille and eight others, of Bangor, Me., 
protesting against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. Q. Genge and 29 others, of Bangor, Me., 
protesting against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Protest of the Woman's Welfare Club, of 
Marywith, Mich., against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Communication from the secre- 
tary of the Michigan State Grange, protesting against repeal of 
the ban on the sale of wine and beer; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Savinska Dolina, No. 123, S. S. P. Z., of High- 
land Park, Mich., relative to the Italian-Jugo-Slav situation; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petitions of Joseph H. 
Gainer, mayor of Providence; John W. Horton, mayor of Crans- 
ton; the board of aldermen of the city of Newport; Jenckes 
Spinning Co., Pawtucket; Manhasset Manufacturing Co., Provi- 
dence; S. Powers, Louis A. Phillips, William G. Bagley, and 
Providence employees of the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co.; 
J. J. Corriveau, of Pawtucket; William H. Rogers, of Woon- 
socket ; Chester T. Newcomb, of Providence; and Wright & Dit- 
son (Ine.), of Providence, all in the State of Rhode Island, 
against repeal of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petitions of Providence Real Estate Exchange; Atlantic 
Mills, Dr. Marion A. Gleason, and Dr. John G. O’Meara, of Provi- 
dence; Elmer E. Hubbard and Robert Cushman, of Pawtucket ; 
and Oliver Ainley and Joseph Wilde, of Mapleville, all in the 
State of Rhode Island; and Smith Webbing Co., of Boston, pro- 
testing against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

Also, petitions of Ralph W. Eaton, Providence Engineering 
Society, Providence Chamber of Commerce, E, ©. Church Co., 
Belcher & Loomis Hardware Co., A. W. Harris Oil Co., Gladding | 
Dry Goods Co., and Theedore W. Foster & Bro, Co., of Provi- 
dence ; Practical Men's Club of Everlastik (Inc.), of Pawtucket; | 
Woonsocket Chamber ef Commerce; and Harry E. Davis, of | 
Woonsocket, all in the State of Rhode Island, protesting against | 
repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate | 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of General Assembly of State of Rhode Island | 
and of City Council of Central Falls, R. L, oppesing repeal of 
daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Alse, petition of Horace B. Foster, of Centerville, R. I., faver- 
ing repeal of day light-saving law ; te the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

iy Mr. KETTNER: Petition of the Imperial County Farm 
surenu, indorsing the plan for the reclamation of lands for 
soldicrs, sailors, and marines who have served the Government 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, protest against the lifting of ban on beer and wine, from 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Huntington Beach; Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Upland; Methodist Episcopal Church, Santa | 
Ana: Methodist Episcopal Church, San Mareos; Mission Hills | 
citizens; and J. W. Fleming, San Diego, all in the State of Cali- 
fornin ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of many members of the congrega- | 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal Churches at Cuyler and | 
Keeney, Cortland County, N. Y., protesting against the repeal 
of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Stratford, Conn., and Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Bridgeport, Conn., protesting against the repeal of the war. 
time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

sy Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Art Ciub of | 
Philadelphia, favering repeal of import duties on works of art; | 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Goldsmiths’ and Silversmiths’ Association of 
California, urging repeal of tax on jewelry; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: Resolution adepted by the In- 
diana State Dental Association in its sixty-first annual session 
condemning and disapproving of all agitation and propaganda 
emanating from the radical Socialists, the I. W. W.’s, and the 
Bolsheviki, etc., and reaffirming its faith in our present Executive 
and legislative powers, and pledging the loyalty of said associa- 
tion and constant support to any preventive or remedial legisla- 
tion or procedure which their wisdom might direct; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of San Francisco Board of Trade, 
protesting against a provision depriving the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission of their authority to authorize from tong 
and short haul clause; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of California State Federation of Labor, urging 
the repeal of war-time prohibition act; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of William A. Woods and 14 other 
citizens and A. M. Holden and § other citizens of Madison, Me., 
regarding prohibition law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINBY: Petition of Methodist Church 
of Meredosia, Ill., opposing repeal of war-time prohibition bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of Rev. J. E. Bane, pastor of First 
Baptist Churth, Piedmont, Mo., and six others, protesting against 
repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. ROUSE: Telegram from R. A. Cougill, of Newport, 
Ky., protesting against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of Ukrainian National Committee, 
New York, N. Y., and 5,000 representatives of Ukrainians, 
Lithuanians, Letts, and Esthonians residing in the United States 
of America, asking allied nations to recognize the complete in- 
dependence of these Republics and render them assistance; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Continental Guaranty Corporation, Boyce’s 
Tigers 25,000 Army and Navy, Yale Club, W. Roger Hunt, and 
L. Littlejohn & Co. (Ine.), all of New York City,-favoring day- 
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light-saving law and against the repeal; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Foreign Trade Council, New York, 
relating to American merchant marine; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Orleans Pomona 
Grange, of New York, protesting against the repeal of the war- 
prohibition law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


| Commerce, 


Also, petition of Waterport Grange, No. 1059, of New York, 


| with 65 voters present, urging the repeal of the so-called day- 


light-saving law; to the Commitice on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. . 

Also, petition of Orleans Pomona Grange, of New York, urging 
the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law ; to the Conmmnittee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Sunday School of Brockport, 


| N. Y., unanimously protesting against the repeal of the war- 


prohibition law, and urging the passage of an enforcement bill 
for the eighteenth amendment; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SNELL: Petition of members of Schuyler Falls 
Grange, No. 1021, New York, protesting against the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


| merce. 


Also, petition of citizens of Lisbon, N. Y., protesting against 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Westville Center, N. Y., for repeal 
of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition by voters of 
Sligo. Pa., protesting against the repeal of the war-time prohibi- 
tion law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WASON: Memoria! of Prospect Grange, of Mont 
Vernon, N. H., Edward A. Milne, secretary, urging the repeal 
of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Morning Star Grange, of Lyme, N. H., 
Harriet A. Balch, secretary; urging the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, memorial of Mascoma Valley Pomona Grange, H. L. 
Webster, secretary pro tempore, Lebanon, N. H., urging the re- 
peal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ‘ 

Also, memorial of the Anti-Saloon League of America, depart- 
ment of New Hampshire, by J. H. Robbins. superintendent, 
urging the enforcement of prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WINGO: Petition of various citizens of Fort Smith, 
Ark., for repeal of tax on ice cream, seda water, etc.; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
Tuespay, June 3, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we come to Thee submitting ourselves to the 
divine will, for out of Thy hand we have received every good 
and perfect gift, and our great purpose in life is to glorify Thy 
name, to extend the kingdom of righteousness and peace and 
truth among men. We thank Thee for the brotherly love that 
prevails, for the unity of spirit, for the great national spirit 
that has moved us forward and inspired us with mighty 
purposes and with high ideals and with glorious ambitions. We 
pray that Thou wilt guide and govern us as, true to the tradi- 
tions of the past and true to the gleam that shines along the 
pathway of the future, we press onward to accomplish Thy 
divine purpose in us as a Nation. We ask these things for 
Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Vice President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secretary preceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Smoor and by unanimous 
eonsent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
was approved. 

ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a deficiency estimate of appropriation in the sum of $25,000 
required by the Division of Public Moneys for “ Contingent Ex- 
penses, Independent Treasury,” fiscal year 1919 (S. Doe. No. 24), 
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which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter of 
the 2d instant from the Secretary to the President, submitting, 
by direction of the President, a supplemental estimate of appro- 
priation in the sum of $500 to increase the salary of one expert 
stenographer in the office of the President, etc. (S. Doc. No. 23), 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
United States Employees’ Compensation Commission submit- 
ting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in the sum of 
$100,000 required by the commission for the “ Employees’ com- 
pensation fund ” (S. Doc. No. 25), which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use 
of Confederate veterans in their State convention, June 17 and 
18, 1919, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LODGE presented a telegram embodying a resolution 
adopted at a mass meeting of sundry citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
favoring the ratification of the proposed league of nations 
treaty, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a resolution adopted by Wilmington 
Grange, No. 1741, Patrons of Husbandry, of Burlingame, Kans., 
favoring the ratification of the proposed league of nations 
treaty, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Motor Trades’ 
Association of Topeka, Kans., favoring the creation of a na- 
tional highway commission, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by local branch, 
Kansas Threshermen’s Association, of Salina, Kans., favoring 
the continuance of the United States Employment Service, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Association of 
Collegiate Alumnze of Topeka, Kans., favoring the continuance 
of the School Service Division of the Bureau of Education, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association 
of Topeka, Kans., praying for the repeal of the so-called lux- 
ury tax, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Club of Bur- 
lingame, Kans, praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight- 
saving law, which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas Bankers’ Associa- 
tion, praying for the repeal of the farm-loan act, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Western Fruit 
Jobbers of America, setting forth their views regarding certain 
needed legislation for railroads, which were referred to the 
Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Branch, Kansas Auto- 
mobile Trade Association, of Topeka, Kans., praying for the 
repeal of the tax on automobiles, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lancaster, 
Clements, and Winona, all in the State of Kansas, and of the 
Northern Baptist Convention, held at Denver, Colo., remonstrat- 
ing against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the adoption 
of the amendment to the Constitution granting the right of 
suffrage to women, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented a resolution adopted by the Diocese of 
Maine of the Protestant Episcopal Church in convention at 
Portland, Me., favoring the ratification of the proposed league 
of nations treaty, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LENROOT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Bloomington, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal of war-time 





en which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a resolution adopted by the Board 
of Trade of Fort Myers, Fla., favoring the ratification of the 
proposed league of nations treaty, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the West Virginia 
Dental Association and a petition of the West Virginia Federa- 
tion of Women’s Clubs, praying for the submission of «a Federal 
suffrage amendment to the legislatures of the several States, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the West Virginia 
State Federation of Labor, in convention at Clarksburg; of 
William Henshaw Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolu- 
tion, of Martinsburg; and of sundry members of the faculty of 
the University of West Virginia, Morgantown, all in the State 
of West Virginia, favoring the ratification of the proposed league 
of nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a memorial.of the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of Fairmont, W. Va., remonstrating against the repeal of 
the present zone system of postage rates as recently advanced, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 101, Ameri- 
can Federation of Glass Workers, of Morgantown, W. Va., 
remonstrating against the prohibition of the manufacture and 
use of beer, which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He aiso presented a memorial of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va., remon- 
strating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the National Asso- 
ciation of Manufacturers, of New York City,:N. Y., favoring the 
return to private ownership of the railroads of the country, which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Eastern Shook 
& Wooden Box Manufacturing Association, of Boston, Mass., 
favoring the appointment of James C. Jeffreys as a member of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 267, 
S. N. P. J., of Rock Springs, Wyo., and a petition of Local Lodge 
No. 10, S. N. P. J., of Sublet, Wyo., praying for the independence 
of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair dealing in connection 
with peace deliberations, which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Pioneer Grange, 
No. 1, Patrons of Husbandry, of Burns, Wyo., favoring the repeal 
of the so-called daylight-saving law, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


MEXICAN OIL SITUATION. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
Recorp an article appearing on page 5 of the Marine News re- 
ferring to the Mexican oil situation. I do not know as to the 
facts in the article and the conclusions reached, but it deals 
with a very important subject, and I think should be printed in 
the ReEcorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?, 

Mr. MOSES. I object. Let it go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire objects to the printing of the publication in the 
Recorp and desires to have it referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is not a matter, it seems to me, that the 
Committee on Printing could deal with. I ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire to allow this article to be printed in the Rrecorp. 
It is a matter of great public interest, and it is a short article 
dealing with the fuel and oil situation, a very important subject. 
I think it is a matter that really ought to appear in the Rrecorp 
for the benefit of the public and the information of Congress. 

Mr. MOSES. I submit to the Senator from Florida that in 
view of the fact that the Committee on Printing meets every 
other day, and such matters are being disposed of very rapidly, 
and in view of the position which I have repeatedly announced 
on the floor of the Senate at this session, I can not withdraw my 
objection, but I can assure the Senator from Florida that the 
Committee on Printing will immediately consider the matter. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The article will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. : 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. CURTIS. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I re- 
port back favorably, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 2480) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and I submit a report (No. 2) 
thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the calendar. 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION. 


Mr. KENYON. From the Committee on Education and Labor 
I report back, with amendments, the bill (S. 1213) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for vocational rehabilitation 
and return to civil employment of disabled persons discharged 
from the military or naval forces of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918. I wish to give notice 
that on to-morrow I shall stbmit a report to accompany the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE ON CONTINGENT EXPENSES. 


Mr. CALDER, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which were referred the 
following resolutions, reported them severaily without amend- 
ment, and they were considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 

Senate resolution No. 45, submitted by Mr. TowNsENp on the 
29th ultimo: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, or 
any subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the 
Sixty-sixth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers; to ad- 
minister oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 
$1 per printed page, to report such hearings as may be had in connec- 
tion with any subject which may be before said committee, the ex- 
penses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
the sessions or recesses ot the Senate. 


Senate resolution No. 46, submitted by Mr. Netson on the 
29th ultimo: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, ard hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to 
report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses 
of the Senate. 


Senate resolution No. 47, submitted by Mr. Cummins on the 
29th ultimo: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed 
page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses 
of the Senate, 


Senate resolution No. 51, submitted by Mr. Ssoor on the 
29th ultimo: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer-.oaths, and 
to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of 
the Senate, : 

Senate resolution No. 53, submitted by Mr. McLEAn on the 
2d instant: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers 
and to admjnister oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not 
to exceed $1 per printed page to report such hearing as may be had 
in connection with any subject which may be pending before said com- 
mittee; that the committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of 
the Senate; and that expenses contracted hereunder shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Senate resolution No, 54, submitted by Mr. Gronna on the 2d 
instant: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
sixth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 r 
printed page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the com- 
mittee, or ary subcommittee thereof; may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate, 
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Senate resolution No. 55, submitted by Mr. WapswortH on 
the 2d instant: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed 
page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with ary 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contirgent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses 
of the Senate. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. CALDER, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred, House 
concurrent resolution No. 4, reported it favorably without 
amendment, and it was considered and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first session of 
the Sixty-sixth Congress be prepared and published, under the direction 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, as provided for in section 73 of 
the printing act approved January 12, 1895, and that the sum of $800 
be paid for preparing, compiling, and indexing said edition, one-half 
of the said sum to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate and 
one-half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY COMMISSION, 


Mr. NEWBERRY. On yesterday I introduced for my col- 
league, the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsEnp], the 
bill (S. 1309) to establish a national highway system, to create 
a Federal highway commission, to encourage efficient and eco- 
nomical highway transportation, and for other purposes, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. I 
move that that committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOAN OF TENTS. 


H. J. Res. 79. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use of 
Confederate veterans in their State convention, June 17 and 18, 
1919, was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think I heard a message handed down 
from the House of Representatives announcing the passage of a 
joint resolution authorizing the War Department to loan Army 
tents for the use of Confederate veterans in a reunion to be held 
within a short period at Dawson, Ga. In the haste the joint 
resolution took the usual course and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I intended to ask unanimous con- 
sent for its immediate consideration. Is it now in order to ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Military Affairs be 
discharged from the further consideration of the joint reso- 
lution, and that it be put upon its passage? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the com- 
mittee will be discharged. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of House 
joint resolution No. 79. Is there objection? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I did not hear the Senator’s request. Will 
he restate it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This is a joint resolution which has 
passed the House of Representatives and was handed down this 
morning. It authorizes the War Department to loan Army tents 
for the use of a Confederate veterans’ reunion. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Legislation of this character has been 
habitually passed. : 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 


| as in Committee of the Whole. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. WATSON. Has the routine morning business been con- 
cluded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. If there be no 
further reports of committees, the introduction of bills is next 
in order. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 1825) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the Ohio Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, Erie County, Ohio, 
two pieces of artillery captured from the German Army by the 
Tinited States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





pa 


554 





By Mr. FALL: 
A bill (S. 1326) for the relief of John Y. Carpenter (with 
accompanying papers): to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1328) providing that Indians and other persons on 
Indian reservations and superintendencies shall be subject to 
certain State or Territorial laws, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1329) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
acquire certain Indian lands necessary for reservoir purposes 
in connection with the Blackfeet Indian reclamation project; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1830) for the relief of V. E. Schermerhorn, FE. C. 
“aley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1331) donating captured cannon and unloaded pro- 
jectiles to the city of Chapman, Kans., for the county high 
schoel; and 

A bill (S. 1332) for the relief of Elizabeth Dickson (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1333) granting a pension to Charles Baxter (with 

‘companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1334) granting 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1835) granting a pension to Charles A. Lauman 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1336) granting a pension to Sarah Wilson 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 13837) granting a pension to Carey O. 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1338) granting a pension to Josephine M. Bourke 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1359) to amend 
vised Statutes of the United 
lic Lands. 

sv Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 1340) granting 
the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 1341) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of O'Neill, Nebr., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A hill (S. 1342) granting a pension to Narvey Hill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. JONES of New Mexico: 

A bill (S. 1343) fixing the term of service of Welton W. Pratt 
during the Civil War; and 

A bill (S. 1344) to amend section 224 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to certificates of discharge; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1845) for the relief of William E. Moses; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1346) providing for the refund of certain duties 
incorrectly collected on cutch; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1547) for the allowance of certain claims for dif- 
ference in pay growing out of service in the Navy, as reported 
by the Court of Claims; and 

A bill (S. 1348) for the relief of Elizabeth H. Rice (with 

ccompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDING: 

A bill (8. 1349) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent 
the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” ete.; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 1850) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, consider, and adjudicate claims which 
the Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Indians may have against 
the United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Cla 
By Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (8. 1351) establishing standard grades of naval stores, 
preventing deception in transactions in naval stores, regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1352) legalizing the issuance of free transportation 
and service to eleemosynary institutions and charitable organ- 
izations; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KNOX: 

A bill (S. 1353) for the relief of the MeClintic-Marshall Con- 
struction Co. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1354) granting 
Armstrong (with accompa 
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A bill (S. 13855) granting an increase of pension to Storm T. 
Roberts (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: 

A bill (S. 1856) for the relief of Patrick Savage; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to John McCary (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 13858) providing for an additional judge for the 
northern district of California; and 

A bill (S. 1359) to amend an act approved November 21, 1918, 
entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry 
out during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, the purposes of 
the act entitled ‘An act to provide further for the national 
security and defense by stimulating agriculture and facilitating 
the distribution of agricultural products, and for other pur- 
poses,’’”’ and also an act entitled “An act to provide further 
for the national security and defense by encouraging the pro- 
duction, conserving the supply, and controlling the distribution 
of food products and fuel,” approved August 10, 1917; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1860) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to refuse to pgrmit the exportation of any work of art pur- 
porting te be a gift made by an individual or organization to 
a foreign nation or municipality, unless by consent of the 
Secretary of State; to the Committee on the Library. 

3y Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 1361) further extending the time for the commence- 
ment and completion of the bridge or bridges authorized by an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act to authorize the Dauphin 
Island Railway & Harbor Co., its successors or assigns, to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge or bridges or viaducts across the 
water between the mainland at or near Cedar Point and 
Dauphin Island, both Little and Big: also to dredge a channel 
from the deep waters of Mobile Bay into Dauphin Bay; also to 
construet and maintain docks and wharves along beth’ Little 
and Big Dauphin Islands,” approved June 18, 1912, as extended 
by an act approved June 30, 1916; and 

A bill (S. 1362) to authorize Hiram I. Sage, a citizen of 
saldwin County, Ala., to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Perdido River at Nunez Ferry (with accompanying paper) ; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 13863) authorizing the construction of a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Snake River about 3 miles above 
its confluence with the Columbia River, near Pasco, Wash.; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1364) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
donation of a captured German cannon and cannon balls to 
the city of Hoquiam, Wash.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1365) to repeal sections 630, 800, and 906 of the 
war-revenue act of 1918, approved February 24, 1919; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1866) granting an increase of pension to John EF. 
Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 1367) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Bangor, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1368) granting an increase of pension to Oliver L. 
Bell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CALDER: 

A bill (S. 1369) to regulate the height, area, and use of build- 
ings in the District of Columbia and to create a zoning com- 
mission, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1870) to abolish the office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency and transfer the functions thereof to the Federal 
Reserve Board; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GAY: 

A bill (S. 1871) providing for the purchase of a site and 
erection of a public building thereon at Donaldsonville, Ascen- 
sion Parish, La.; and 

A bill (S. 1372) providing for the purchase of a site and erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Plaquemine, Iberville 
Parish, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 42) directing the United States 
Peace Commissioners now in Paris to see that justice is done 
Italy in the matter of Fiume (with accompanying papers) ; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 44) creating a commission to 
devise a policy of cooperation between the employing and the 
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working elements of the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 45) pertaining to Barnes’s Fed- 
eral Code of 1919; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—ELISHA PAINTER, 


On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers accompanying the bill (S. 1227, 65th Cong., Ist 
sess.) granting a pension to Elisha Painter, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 


NATIONAL BUDGET SYSTEM. 


Mr. McCORMICK submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
58), which was read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That there be appointed a special committee of the Senate 
to devise a plan for a budget system, and that said committee shall 
report a plan for a national budget not later than September 1, 1919. 


COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPENCER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
59), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims, or any subcommittee thereof, 
be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress to send 
for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to report 
such hearings as may be had on any subject before said committee, the 
expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during any 
session or recess of the Senate. 


WORK FOR THE UNEMPLOYED. 


Mr. POINDEXTER submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 60), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Whereas the demobilization of 4,000,000 soldiers and millions of war 
workers in the United States has created a great body of unemployed 
men and women ; and 

Whereas this condition is brought about as a direct result of the exer- 
cise of the war-making power of Congress: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That it is the plain and imperative duty of Congress to at 
once initiate the necessary steps to open opportunities for employment 
to al] workers in the United States who face enforced idleness. 

Resolved further, That as a first step to smote the evil of widespread 
unemployment among the people of the United States in the immediate 
future the Senate hereby authorizes and directs the Committees on Edu- 
cation and Labor, Agriculture and Forestry, Coast Defenses, Commerce, 
Conservation of National Resources, District of Columbia, Fisheries, 
Forest Reseryitions and Protection of Game, Geological Survey, Indus- 
trial_ Expositions, Intercceanic Canals, Interstate Commerce, Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, Manufactures, Mines and Mining, Missis- 
sippi River and its Tributaries, Naval Affairs, Post Offices and Post 
Roads, Public Buildings and Grounds, Public Lands, Railroads, Terri- 
tories, Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, University of the United 
States, to each make an investigation as to the possibilities of work 
for the unemployed in those branches of industry, either in public or 
private employment, coming within the purview of each of the afore- 
said committees of the Senate. 

Resolved further, That said committees shall have power to subpena 
witnesses and administer oaths, to send for persons and papers, and 
employ such assistants as may be necesary to carry out the purposes 
of this resolution, and to report on or before June 15, 1919. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
61), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to hold hearings, to send for persons, books, and papers; to admin- 
ister oaths and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not to exceed $1 
per printed page; to report such hearipgs as may be had in connec- 
tion with any subject which may be pending before said committee; 
to sit and act at such times and — as it may deem necessary during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate, the expenses thereof, including 
the cost of travel and subsistence of the members of the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, incident to any hearings which may be 
held in places other than Washington, D. C., to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. , 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. PAGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 62), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittec 
thereof, be, and ante is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths and to 
employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page; 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any sub- 
ject which may be pending before said committee, the expenses thereof 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate, 


SUPPRESSION OF ANARCHISTIC OUTRAGES, 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, toward the close 
of the last session there was reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary a bill originally introduced by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. New], popularly known as the red-flag bill. In 
the form in which it came from the committee its scope was 
much wider than as originally introduced, and was intended 
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to penalize the teaching or advocacy of the overthrow of the 
Government by means of violence, and deny the use of the 
mails for the circulation of literature so advocating or advis- 
ing, to prohibit the transmission in interstate commerce of lit- 
erature of that character, and to prohibit the importation of lit- 
erature of that character. The tragic events recorded in the 
morning newspapers afford added evidence of the necessity of 
stringent legislation along the lines of the bill referred to. 

I introduce this morning a bill in the form of the report of 
the committee upon the so-called red-flag bill and ask that it 
may be read from the desk. 

The bill (S. 1327) to declare unlawful the exhibition of a 
red flag and to fix a penalty therefor was read the first time 
by its title and the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


A bill (8S. 1327) to declare unlawful the exhibition of a red flag and to 
fix a penalty therefor. 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person to advyo- 
eate or advise or to write, or with intent to forward the purpose here- 
inafter mentioned, to print, publish, sell, or distribute any document, 
book, circular, paper, journal, or other written or printed communication, 
in or by which there is advised the overthrow, by force or violence, or 
by physical injury to person or property of the Government of the 
United States or of all government. 

Sec. 2. That the display or exhibition, at any meeting, gathering, or 
parade, public or private, of any flag, banner, or emblem, symbolizing, 
or intended by the person or persons displaying or exhibiting the same, 
to symbolize a purpose to overthrow, by force or violence, or by physi- 
cal injury to person or property the Government of the United States 
or all government, is hereby declared to be unlawful. 

Sec. 3. Every document, book, circular, paper, journal, or other 
written or printed communication, in or by which there is advocated 
or advised the overthrow, by force or violence, or by physical injury 
to person or property of the Gdvernment of the United States or of all 
government, or in or by which there is advocated or advised the 
unlawful use of force or violence or physical injury.to or the unlawful 
seizure or destruction of persons or property as a means toward the 
accomplishment of economic, industrial, or political changes, is hereby 
declared to be nonmailable and shall not be conveyed in the mails or 
delivered from any post office or by any letter carrier: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to authorize any per- 
son other than an employee of the Dead Letter Office, duly authorized 
thereto, or other person upon a search warrant authorized by law, to 
open any letter not addressed to himself. 

Sec. 4. It shall be unlawful, with intent to forward the end in or by 
the same advocated‘or advised, to import or cause to be imported into 
the United States or any place subject to its jurisdiction any matter 
declared by section 3 of this act to be nonmailable, or with such in- 
tent to transport or cause to be transported any such matter from one 
State to another or to any place subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

Sec. 5. Whoever shall use or attempt to use the mails or Postal 
Service of the United States for the transmission of any matter de- 
clared by section 3 of this act to be nonmailable, or who shall other- 
wise violate any provision of this act, shall be fined not more than 
$5,000 or imprisoned not more than five years, or both. 

Sec. 6. Nothing herein contained shall be construed to operate as a 
repeal, in whole or in part, of section 20 of the act approved October 
15, 1914, commonly known as the Clayton Act, or to limit or abridge 
any right conferred or guaranteed thereby, or to prohibit the trans- 
mission of any document, book, circular, paper, journal, or other writ- 
ten or printed communication in or by which there is advocated or 
advised the exercise of any such right, and which does not otherwise 
offend against this act. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, as a specimen of 
the literature the circulation of which this proposed act is in- 
tended to prohibit, I send to the desk a copy of the circular 
found near the remains of the individual who on last night 
endeavored to take the life of the Attorney General of the 
United States, which circular is entitled “ Plain Words.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
reading of the circular presented by the Senator from Mon- 
tana? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not ask that it be read, but 
I ask that it be incorporated in the Recorp, unless some Sena- 
tor shall desire to have it read. 

Mr. ASHURST. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

Mr. SMOOT. Every Senator has read it. It has been 
printed in all of the newspapers this morning. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have no desire that it shall be 
read. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, we can not hear what the 
Senator from Montana is saying on this side of the Chamber, 
I should like to hear the article read. 

Mr. ASHURST. I should also like to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read the article. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PROCLAMATION OF A REVOLUTION Founp IN EFFECTS OF ANARCHIST. 

PLAIN WORDS. 


The powers that be made no secret of their will to stop, here in 
America, the world-wide spread of revolution. The powers that must be 
reckon that they will have to accept the fight they have provoked. 

A time has come when the social question’s solution can be delayed 
no longer ; class war is on and can not cease but with a complete victory 
for the international proletariat. 

The challenge is an old one, oh, “democratic” lords of the auto- 
cratic Republic. We have been dreaming of freedom, we have talked 
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of liberty, we have aspired te a better world, and you jailed us, you 
Clubbed us, you deported us, you murdered us whenever you could. 

Now that the great war, waged to replenish your purses and build 
a pedestal to your saints is over, nothing better can you do to protect 
your stolen millions and your usurped fame than to direct all the power 
of the murderous institations you created for your exclusive defense 
against the working multitudes rising to a more human conception of 
life 

The jails, the dungeons you reared to bury all protesting voices, are 
now replenished with languishing conscientious workers, and, never 
satisfied, you increase their number every day. 

It is history of yesterday that your gunmen were shooting and 
murdering unarmed masses by the wholesale; it has been the history 
of every day in your régime; and now all | are even worse. 

Do not expect us to sit down and pray and cry. We accept your chal- 
lenge and mean to stick to our war duties. We know that all you do is 
for your defense as a class; we know also that the proletariat has the 
same right to protect itseif sinee their press has been suffocated, their 
mouths muzzled, we mean to speak for them the voice of dynamite, 
through the mouth of guus. , 

Do not say we are acting cowardly because we keep in hiding; do not 
say it is abominable; it is war—class war—and you were the first to 
wage it under cover of the powerful institutions you call order, in 
the darkness of your laws, behind the guns of your bone-headed slave. 

No liberty to you accept but yours; the working people also have a 
right to freedom, and their rights—our own rights—we have set our 
minds to protect at any price. 

We are not many, perhaps more than you dream of, though; but are 
all determined to fight to the last, till a man remains buried in your 
bastiles, till a hostage of the working class is left to the tortures of 
your police system, and will never rest till your fall is complete and 
the laboring clesses have faken possession of all that rightly belongs 
to them. 

There will have to be bloodshed; we will not dodge; there will have 
to be murder; we will kill, because it is necessary; there will have to 
be destruction; we will destroy to rid the world of your tyrannical 
institutions. 

We are ready to do anything and everything to suppress the capitalist 
class; just as you are doing anything and everything to suppress the 
proletarian revolution. 

Our mutual position is pretty clear. What has been done by us so 
far is only a warning that there are friends cf popular liberties still 
living. Only now we are getting into the fight; and you will have a 
chance to see what liberty-loving people can do. 

De not seek to believe that we are the Germans’ or the devil's paid 
agents; you know well we are class conscious men, with strong deter- 
mination, and no vulgar liability. And never hope that _— cops and 
your hounds will ever succeed in ridding the country of the anarchistic 
germ that pulses in our veins. 

We know how we stand with you, and know how to take care of 
ourselves. 

Besides, you will never get all of us—and we multiply nowadays. 

Just wait and resign to your fate, since privilege and riches have 
turned your heads. 

Long live social revolution! Down with tyranny! 

THR ANARCHIST FIGHTERS. 


DEVELOPMENT OF WATER POWER. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I do not know that 
it is the proper order, but I desire to call up the motion made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcre] to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill (S. 220) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of dams across navigable 
water,” approved June 21, 1906, as amended by the act ap- 
proved June 23, 1910, and to provide for the improvement and 
development of waterways for the uses of interstate and for- 
eign commerce, introduced by myself, was referred to a joint 
committee consisting of the Committee on Public Lands and 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is a matter of perfect in- 
difference to me to what committee the bill is referred. I have 
no more interest in the bill than any Senator has in an im- 
portant piece of public legislatien. All I desire to protest 

gainst was this method of referring one bill to two committees. 
As has been suggested, it might as well be referred to 10 com- 
mittees. It seems to me it would throw the whole business 
of the Senate into utter confusion to have twe committees con- 
sider the same measure. Which committee is to report it? 
Which committee is to deal with it? Are they both to deal 
with it at the same time? Im fact, I can not very well under- 
stand how we van refer one bill to two committees at the same 
time. One committee must have control of it. I merely de- 
sire to protest against it as a novel and confusing method of 
doing business; that is all. The rules contemplate no refer- 
ence to two committees. I do not know whether it is strictly 
out of order—I have not examined the rule carefully—but the 
rule says “reference to a committee.” All I desire is merely 
to make the point against referring a measure to two com- 
mnittees. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, under ordinary cir- 
cumstances the position taken by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts would be entirely unanswerable, but we confront a very 
unusual situation here. The bill deals with the subject of power 
sites on the public domain, on public land, and, considering that 
feature of the bill alone, it would, of course, properly go to 
the Committee on Public Lands; but the bill likewise deals 
with the construction of dams in navigable streams, and, con- 
sidered in that aspect, it very properly would go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
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During the last session such a bill was introduced in the 
House of Representatives. That body, recognizing that it could 
not be appropriately referred either to the Committee on 
Public Lands or to the Committee on Commerce, referred it to 
a special committee, consisting of certain members of the 
Committee on Public Lands and certain members of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, an equal number being selected from 
each of those committees. The bill passed that House, and the 
Senate disagreeing to the bill, a committee of conference was 
appointed by this body to consider the subject. This body, 
recognizing that it would be quite improper to select a committee 
of conference to deal with that particular bill chosen exclu- 
sively from the Committee on Public Lands or exclusively from 
the Committee on Commerce, ordered that it be referred to a 
conference committee consisting of three members of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and three Members of the Committee 
on Commerce. So that both Houses have already determined 
that a bill of this character is properly referred to a special 
committee consisting of members chosen from both of those 
committees. 

My motion now is that this bill be referred to a special com- 
mittee consisting of the Committee on Public Lands and the 
Committee on Commerce. Those two bodies can get together, 
work out the features of the bill, and make a report upon it; 
in other words, 20: members can constitute a committee as well 
as 10 members and can act upon the measure. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of course, the question of con- 
ference committees is hardly parallel, because either body can 
select any of its Members it chooses for any conference, and 
can make up a conference representing, if it chooses, more than 
one committee. I have seen that done heretofore. I think 
it was done in the case of the Philippine bill; but here is a 
bill containing two subjects. Let it be referred to one com- 
mittee first, and when they have dealt with their part of it 
refer it to the other committee. Here it is proposed to refer the 
same bill at the same time to two committees. It seems to 
me it would create endless confusion in the business of the 
Senate if that system should be adopted. There are plenty 
of ways of managing it afterwards. The committees can ar- 
range it amongst themselves. Send the bill to each committee, 
if that is desired, and let them arrange how they shall deal 
with it. I think, however, that the principle of referring one 
bill to two committees te be a dangerous one to put into our 
practice for the orderly conduct of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the pending motion is not debatable at this time. The question 
is upon the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopcE] to reconsider the vote of the Senate agreeing to an order 
referring the bill in question jointly to the Committee on Com- 
merce and Public Lands. Those who favor the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts will say “aye.” [A pause.] Those 
who are oppesed te the motion will say “no.” [A pause.] The 
Chair is unable to decide. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to waste the 
time of the Senate on a point of this character, but it seems. to 
me one that could be arranged without much difficulty and with- 
out involving us in establishing a precedent that may lead to a 
great deal of trouble. I think the object can be attained in 
other ways. 

On a division, the motion to reconsider was adopted. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I now move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. : 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further con- 
current or other resolutions, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House joint resolution No. 1, which 
is also No. 1 on the calendar, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution extending the right of suffrage te women. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 1) proposing an amendment to the Constitution extending 
the right of suffrage to women, which the Secretary read, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con- 
curring therein), That the following article is proposed as an amendment 
to the Constitution, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as 
part of the Constitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths 
of the several States: 

“ARTICLE ——. 

“ The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex. 

“ Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.” 








1919. 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, it is net my purpose to enter 
upon any extended discussion of this proposition. It has been 
discussed as have but few other questions that have ever en- 
gaged the thought and the attention of the American people. 
Hearings have been repeatedly held by committees of both 
House and Senate on this question in the past. It has been 
debated on the floor of both bodies and has been discussed 
throughout the country in every forum where the people are 
wont to gather to listen to public discussions. What is needed 
now is action and not speech. Therefore, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I shall enter upon no debate touching the merits of this 
proposition, which are well understood throughout the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment and have it pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The Secretary. On line 9, page 1, it is proposed to insert, 
before the word “ citizens,” the word “ white,” so that it will 
read: 

The right of white citizens to vote— 

And so forth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. REED and Mr. WATSON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. WATSON. If the Senator will permit me, I should like 
to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. REED. I rose to make an inquiry at this time. I 
wanted to ask the Senator if he intended to urge this amend- 
ment, or if he intended to have it printed. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. REED. Without debate? 

Mr. HARRISON. My own idea is that the amendment is 
thoroughly understood, and I do not care to delay the vote on 
the main proposition. I do not think anything more can be 
said than Senators already understand, and personally I do not 
particularly care to debate it. 

Mr. REED. The reason why I asked the question was that 
when the Senator sent up his amendment he said, if I heard 
him correctly, that he desired to have it printed. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; I said “ pending.” 

Mr. REED. I misunderstood the Senator, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

ig PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


The amendment will be 


Ashurst Harding McLean Smith, Md. 
Ball Harris McNary Smith, 8. C. 
Beckham Harrison Moses Smoot 
Brandegee Henderson Myers Spencer 
Calder Johnson, Calif. Nelson Stanley 
Capper Jones, N. Mex. New Sterling 
Chamberlain Jones, Wash, Newberry Sutherland 
Cummins Kellogg Norris Swanson 
Curtis Kendrick Nugent Thomas 
Dial Kenyon Overman Trammell 
Dillingham Keyes Page Wadsworth 
tdge King Phelan Walsh, Mass. 
Elkins Kirby Phipps Walsh, Mont. 
Fall Knox Pittman Warren 
Fernald La Follette Poindexter Watson 
Fletcher Lenroot Pomerene Williams 
France Lodge Ransdell Wolcott 
Frelinghuysen McCormick Reed 
Gay McCumber Sheppard 
Hale McKellar Sherman 


Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. SmrrH], is detained by illness. 

Mr. KING. I wish to announce that the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Gore], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosrnson], 
and the Senator from Arizona [Mr. SmirH] are necessarily 
absent from the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-seven Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. The 
question is upon the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Harrison]. 

{Mr. REED addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Har- 
BISON]. 

Mr. GAY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





07 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 








Ashurst Hale McLean Smith, 8. Cc, 
Ball Harding McNary Smoot 

Borah Harris Moses Spencer 
Brandegee Harrison Myers Stanley 
Calder Henderson Nelson ~ Sterling 
Capper Johnson, Calif. New Sutherland 
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex, Newberry Swanson 
Culberson Jones, Wash. Norris Thomas 
Cummins Kellogg Nugent Trammell 
Curtis Kendrick Page Underwood 
Dial Kenyon Phelan Wadsworth 
Edge Keyes Phipps Walsh, Mass. 
Elkins Kirby Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Fall La Follette Poindexter Warren 
Fernald Lenroot Ransdell Watson 
Fletcher Lodge Reed Williams 
France McCormick Sheppard Wolcott 
Frelinghuysen McCumber Sherman 

Gay McKellar Smith, Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The junior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Gronna] is absent on account of illness. The 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNSEND] is necessarily 
absent on account of iliness in his family. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to announce that the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. HitcHcock] is absent from the city on 
important public business. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. SHTELDs] is absent on important business. 

Mr. KIRBY. I announce the unavoidable absence of the senior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roprnson] on public business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-four Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. The 
question is on the amendment. of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Harrison}. 

Mr. HARRISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when Mr. BANKHEAD’s name was called). 
I wish to announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. BankK- 
HEAD] from the Chamber on account of illness. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr]. 
I transfer that pair te the senior Senator from Virginia {Mr. 
Martin] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Has the 
senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose} voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That Senator has not voted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have a standing pair with that Senator. 


I transfer the pair to the Senater from Tennessee [Mr. 
SHrIeLps] and vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. My colleague [Mr. Townsenp] is de- 


tained at home on account of illness in his family. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. May I inquire if the Senater from 
Maryland [Mr. SmirH] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That Senator has not voted. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with him and 
withhold my vote. If permited to vote, I would vote “nay.” 

Mr. CALDER. On the final vote upon this question I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsenpD] 
and the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. If 
they were present, they would vote on this question the same 
way as I vote, and therefore I vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ASHURST. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Smiru of Arizona] is unavoidably absent to-day, and that if 
present, he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. Martin] is detained from the city on account of illness. 
If present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KELLOGG (after having voted im the negative). I have 
received a note from the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Sramons] in which he stated that he desired me to protect him 
on all matters except the final vote on woman suffrage. On the 
question of woman suffrage the Senator from North Carolina is 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropruyson] and the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. Smirng]. I have not the letter before 
me, and I therefore withdraw my vote. If permitted to vote, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague, the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smzrn], is detained by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 59, as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Borsh Harris Overman Trammell 
Dial Harrison Phelan Underwood 
Fletcher McKellar Smith, 8. C. Williams 
Gay Myers Swanson Wolcott 
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NAYS—59. 
Irelinghuysen McCormick 
Hale McCumber 
Harding McLean 
Henderson McNary 
Johnson, Calif. Moses 
Jones, N. Mex. Nelson 
Jones, Wash, New 
Kendrick Newberry 
Kenyon Norris 
Keyes Nugent 
Kirby Page 
Knox Phipps 
La Follette Pittman 
Lenroot 
Lodge 


Ransdell 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Thomas 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 


Ashurst 

Ball 
Backham 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Capper 
Chamberlain 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Edge 
Elkins 
Fall 
Fernald 
France 


Poindexter 
Pomerene 

NOT VOTING—21, 

Hitchcock Penrose 

Johnson, 8. Dak. Reed 

Kellogg Robinson 

King Shields 

Martin Simmons 

Owen Smith, Ariz. 

So Mr. Harrison’s amendment was rejected. 

TREATY OF PEACE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution No. 12, submitted by Mr. 
Jounson of California May 20, as follows: 

Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to 
the representatives of Germany; and “ 

Whereas a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the 
United States, and our people are entitled to know its full contents, 
and to what, if any, engagements they may have been committed ; and 

Whereas it is reported in the press that the entire treaty has been 
cabled to the State Department and is now in the possession of the 
State Department: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
forthwith to transmit to the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace 
completed at the Paris conference and delivered to the representatives 
of Germany. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I ask that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be temporarily laid aside, to be taken up on the con- 
clusion of the pending joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not desire to object, but 
before the order is entered I wish to say that it is now an 
established fact that the treaty which this resolution is calling 
for is public to the people of Europe, particularly those with 
whom we were lately engaged in war. It is also true, Mr. 
President, that the treaty is now in the possession of certain 
interests in New York City. While the Senate of the United 
States is asking for a treaty with which it will ultimately have 
to deal, and while the American people are asking for a treaty 
by which they will ultimately, in all probability, be bound, and 
are unable to secure it, certain interests in the city of New 
York are in the possession of this treaty and are discussing it. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President,'I desire to say in this con- 
nection that I have seen a statement in the Associated Press 
and other reputable papers that there was an understanding 
between the parties who made this treaty that it should not be 
officially given out. If Germany or German interests have 
broken that promise and given it out, the responsibility is with 
them. The question presented here is whether, if that state- 
ment is true, we shall officially ask the President of the United 
States to break faith and give out a treaty which the Asso- 
ciated Press says it is understood will not be given out. I see 
it stated also that the French prime minister has refused to 
give it out, and Lloyd-George has refused to give it out on 
account of this understanding. If-there is such an understand- 
ing, it is reasonable to presume that there was some reason 
why the treaty should not officially be given out. All we have 
contended for here in a matter of foreign affairs, in which we 
have no partisanship, is that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to inquire whether the request of the Senator from 
California which has been presented for unanimous consent is 
debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request has not been 
granted, although the Chair has as yet heard no objection. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I understand the matter before 
the Senate is the request of the Senator from California for 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is entirely right. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I inquire whether that request is 
open to debate? 


Bankhead 
Colt 
Dillingham 
Gerry 

Gore 
Gronna 


Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md, 
Townsend 


The Senator from Montana 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I renew my request, then, for 
the very reason that has been suggested. I will not reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from California? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I will now take occasion to say 
what I was going to say out of order when the request for 
unanimous consent was before us. Now, I will say in order 
upon the woman-suffrage joint resolution that the treaty is in 
New York. I had a copy of it in my hand yesterday, and I 
heard of several others. I was offered a copy to bring on here 
and show to my colleagues. I said that no copy could come into 
my hands without being made public. Therefore, it was not 
given to me, but it is there in New York. I heard of four 
copies in existence in New York. How many more there may 
be in the country I do not know, but, as far as I can make out, 
the only. place where it is not allowed to come is the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEW. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts if he has not seen newspaper reports to the effect that 
copies of the treaty are on sale on the streets in Germany at 
15 cents a copy? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; that I have seen stated in the newspapers, 
and I have no doubt it is quite true. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from Massachusetts, as usual, 
avoids the direct issue on this subject. 

Mr. LODGE. What is the issue? 

Mr. SWANSON. The issue is whether we shall officially ask 
the President to officially give out a treaty which it has been 
stated that he has agreed not to give out. 

Mr. LODGE. Who stated that he agreed not to give it out? 

Mr. SWANSON. The Associated Press and other reputable 
papers. I understand the prime minister of France has said—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator’s understanding of what the prime 
minister of France said is not entirely convincing. 

Mr. SWANSON. Nothing is convincing to the Senator on this 
or any other question appertaining to the league of nations or 
this question. The only position we have advocated on this 
question is that it has been customary to refer delicate foreign 
affairs to the Foreign Relations Committee. That committee is 
organized to handle delicate questions. If it was true, as stated, 
that our representatives agreed that it is unwise and improper 
to give us the treaty officially, why should the Senate ask the 
President to do something that he has agreed not to do? We 
have not asked that this question be disposed of finally. All 
we have asked is that the committee, of which the Senator is 
chairman, shall have the matter referred to it to ascertain the 
reason why the treaty has not been given out and to ascertain 
what is proper in a delicate situation of this kind and report 
to the Senate what its conclusions are. The Democrats do not 
control that committee. The question is whether the Foreign 
Relations Committee shall now, as heretofore, exercise its func- 
tions and pass upon this question. 

I do not know whether such a specific agreement was made 
or not, but I have seen it stated in the Associated Press and 
other sources that Lloyd-George and Clemenceau had stated 
that it was understood that the treaty was not to be officially 
given out. If it is given out unofficially somebody is responsi- 
ble for doing it, and why should we be responsible? Who knows 
that it is official? ; 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Virginia says he has ob- 
served what Clemenceau and Lloyd-George have said. I do not 
know whether that is exactly reliable for our discussion or not, 
but if it is, the same Associated Press said that Mr. Clemen- 
ceau and Mr. Lloyd-George were willing that it should be made 
public and that the President of the United States put his veto 
on it. 

Mr. SWANSON. There has been a discussion as to who is 
responsible. If that is true and there is a difference of opinion, 
why can it not be referred to the Foreign Relations Committee 
and let that committee consider the reasons why it should not 
be made public? 

Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. THOMAS. In view of what was just said by the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Borau], let me say that one of the morning 
papers of New York—I thik the Times—on Sunday morning 


It is not a debatable ques- 


Mr. President 














announced that the President had stated that he had reluctantly 
consented to withhold the text of the treaty, but had yielded to 
the importunities of Lloyd-George, Clemenceau, and his other 
associates. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, what is the situation here? The 
prime ministers of these countries and the President have con- 
sidered it unwise at this time to give the treaty out. We pre- 
sume that they have reasons for it. What is the contention 
on the Democratic side? Our contention is that we shall con- 
duct our foreign relations in an orderly manner. Such resolu- 
tions have been referred to the Foreign Relations Committee. 

Mr. LODGE. They have not. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield, and if so, to whom? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I assume We can get some en- 
lightenment on this question from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. As I recall his language a moment 
ago, he said that the Senate of the United States is the only 
place where this treaty has not been allowed to come. The word 
“ allowed ” was used. 

Mr. LODGE. I said it appears to be. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do riot remember the word 
“ appears,” but assuming that the word “ appears ” was used—— 

Mr. LODGE. I said “appears” or “ apparently.” 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I would have to further assume 
that there is some information which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has which makes it apparent that somebody allowed 
the treaty to get into other sources or rather other hands than 
the Senate of the United States. The implication of the Sena- 
tor, it seems to me, must be based on information which he has 
withheld from the Senate or else it is unfounded. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. Is it open to me now to extricate myself from 
the extraordinary dilemma which the Senator from New Mexico 
has presented? If it is, I will say that I had little more diffi- 
culty in getting information than this. The copies of the treaty 
were given out that I have referred to, and they found that many 
of them were going to America, and an order was issued from 
our headquarters in Paris that no more were to be permitted. 

Mr. SWANSON. By whom were they given out? 

Mr. LODGE. Given out by the authorities. 

Mr. SWANSON. What authorities? 

Mr. LODGE. ‘The representatives of the United States. 

Mr. SWANSON. What representatives? 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose some of the President’s followers. I 
do not suppose he gave them out himself. 

Mr. SWANSON. What followers? They are not representa- 
tives. I have understood they do not represent the United 
States. 

Mr. LODGE. There are no representatives over there except 
the President’s personal agents. 

Mr. SWANSON. There is nobody authorized to give out for- 
eign affairs under the Constitution except the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. LODGE. 
order. 

Mr. SWANSON. Does the Senator make that statement on 
his own responsibility ? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I do not know whether he ordered it or not: 

Mr. SWANSON. Does the Senator know where they came 
from? 

Mr. LODGE. They came from Paris. 
by our representatives. there. 

Mr. SWANSON. I want to ask the Senator this question: 
If this agreement was entered into, if they considered it un- 
wise that the treaty, which is a tentative treaty submitted to 
Germany, tentative until signed and agreed to, should be given 
out, and agreed not to give it out, would the Senator break 
faith and give it out? 

Mr. LODGE. I am not dealing with a newspaper hypothesis. 
The Senator says if this and if that and if the other. There 
have been half a dozen different newspaper reports. 

Mr. SWANSON. What the Senator ought to deal with as 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, and that is the 
very suggestion made, is to ask that the resolution be referred 
to his committee to ascertain what the facts are. The Senator 
objects to obtaining the facts. 

Mr. LODGE. I will wait until the Senator is through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield further to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I have been on the Foreign Relations Commit- 
tee longer than the Senator from Virginia. I am as familiar 


Very well, then, they were given out by his 


They were given out 
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with its methods as he is. 
prerogatives, I think, as often as anyone, and I shall continue 


I have defended its privileges and 


to protect them. This case is utterly different. There is no 
prerogative here of the Foreign Relations Committee. To go 
through the farce of referring it to the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, in order to be told what we already know, is useless. 
This is a request for a document which has been given out in 
part officially in a summary, a wretched summary, and imper- 
fect, but that was given out. Other fragments of it, like the 
one about the procés verbal and others, have come dribbling 
out from time to time. The whole treaty is here in various pri- 
vate hands. The people who have received it were given those 
copies, given them abroad. Some may have been mailed, for 
aught I know. They are here. We know as well as we know 
anything that they are on sale in Berlin. And yet we are told 
this is a very delicate question on which we must argue to know 
why, if they are held back, and why a document the whole world 
is reading should not be printed in completeness. That is all 
there is to it. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield to the 
Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I wish to read a cable dispatch published 
in the Philadelphia Public Ledger yesterday : 

[From the Philadelphia Public Ledger of June 2, 1919.] 
PRESS PEACE DIGEST SHARPENED FOR ITS POLITICAL EFTECT ABROAD. 
(By our own correspondent ; special cable dispatch.) 

Lonpon, June 1. 

While President Wilson and Premiers Lloyd-George and Clemenceau 
imagined that they were keeping from the world the exact text of the 
peace treaty, Germany stcle a march, for she has put it out in pamphlet 
form, selling it upon the streets of her cities. As cabled last Friday, 
some of these pamphiets had reached Norway. A version, going by way 
of Holland to Chicago, now also is probably of the same German origin. 

Mr, SWANSON. What is the contention of the gentlemen on 
the other side? It is not denied that this promise was made. I 
understand that the Parliament of England and the Parliament 
of France have no official copy of the treaty. I do not think there 
is any doubt but what it was understood that it would not be 
officially promulgated, and yet we are asked to request the 
President to break faith with an agreement made with his col- 
leagues when the treaty was entered into as a tentative treaty. 
Germany has broken faith; and because Germany has broken 
faith the Senate of the United States is requested to ask the 
President to break faith. I am not willing to be put in that 
attitude. It seems to me it is the proper province of the com- 
mitiee to investigate whether he has entered into obligations 
not officially promulgated. When we have that information, 
we can determine whether it is wise or unwise. I see no purpose 
of organizing a committee like the Foreign Relations Committee 
unless it is to determine whether a delicate matter like this 
should be considered by it. 

The Senator says, Why ask this? If he has the treaty—and 
he seems to have been able to get it if it has been offered for 15 
cents—what is the occasion for demanding it, except to ask 
the President officially to give the treaty out, which he has 
agreed, the Associated Press says, not to do. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. Nobody has notified me officially or notified 
you officially that there was any reason why it should not be 
published. 

Mr. SWANSON. No; and all I ask you to do is to refer it to 
the Foreign Relations Committee and allow the Secretary of 
State to appear before that committee and let him make a state- 
ment of the circumstances, and then ask you to vote with full 
information. 

Mr. LODGE. Frankly, Mr. President, I have too much re- 
spect for the committee to go through all that nonsense. 

Mr. SWANSON. Of course, the Senator does not want the 
information ; the Senator does not want the reason. The Sena- 
tor does not want it sent to that committee to ascertain why the 
treaty should not be given out at this time. All we have asked 
in this discussion of the’ situation is that the Foreign Relations 
Committee shall meet to-morrow, hear the Secretary of State 
and hear his reasons why the treaty should not officially be given 
out. It seems to me that any State Department or any Presi- 
dent is entitled to have that opportunity to present to the For- 
eign Relations Committee the reasons. He can not appear 
before this body. You have organized a committee to hear the 
reasons why it should not officially be given out. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President—— 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. I desire to conclude what I have to say in 
regard to this matter by saying that, regardless of what the 
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agreement was between the big three, I assume that when the 
Pre-.went learns that notwithstanding the agreement certain 
interests in New York have gotten possession of it, interests 
which are peculiarly interested in the treaty, the President will 
no longer feel that he is under an obligation to keep faith with 
those people, and that he will give it to the other branch of the 
treaty making power and to the people generally. 

Mr. SWANSON. I have not any connection with interests 
in New York. Consequently I am not posted as to what they 
have or have not, but if Germany broke faith and sold copies of 
the treaty for 15 cents it ought not to have sold and they were 
obtained in New York, or if parties representing the United 
States broke faith with the President, or the parties that repre- 
sented France broke faith with the prime minister and gave it 
out, there is no reason why the United States should be made a 
party to a breach of faith, if such a condition exists. 

Mr. BORAH. I think the facts are that copies of the treaty 
which are in New York did not come from Germany. I think 
the Senator will find that they came under a confidential 
promise or a promise to be treated as confidential. But, never- 
theless, they are there being discussed and considered by a 
great many people who are interested in the question but not 
as interested as is the Senate of the United States. They are 
representing themselves while we are representing a con- 
stituency. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator gives reasons why the com- 
mittee should investigate it. 

Mr. BORAH. No; I do not want any investigating. I want 
the President to know that those people in New York who have 
these copies are using it in a semipublic way, to wit, in a way 
which will inform all those who are interested with them as 
to its contents, and I shall not assume until the facts have 
shown the contrary that when that fact is brought to the atten- 
tion of the President he will withhold from the people that 
which those who are particularly interested in the treaty have 
in their possession. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator will see that this resolution 
is not directed to the President. It asks the Secretary of State 
for the text of the treaty, and not “if it is not incompatible 
with the public interest.” It does not have even that. Not 
the President but the Secretary of State is requested to send 
the treaty here. That is contrary to the entire precedents. 

Mr. BORAH. We are wandering from the subject. I do not 
care anything at all about the technical language’ of the resolu- 
tion. We will change that any time which will suit the Sen- 
ator. What we want is the treaty, the substance. 

Mr. SWANSON. Does the Senator want the treaty if we 
have agreed not to give it out officially? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know whether we have made that 
agreement or not. 

Mr. SWANSON. Would not the Senator like to know 
whether we are breaking faith when we give out the treaty 
or not? 

Mr. BORAH. If that agreement has been made—— 

Mr. SWANSON. . Are our agreements scraps of paper? 

Mr. BORAH. It seems some are. 

Mr. SWANSON. Do you think this one ought to be, so far 
as this Government is concerned? 

Mr. BORAH. If the President has made an agreement witb 
the other members with whom he is associated in the peace 
conference that the treaty should not be given out, then there 
is no reason why the President should not communicate the fact 
to us that the agreement exists. We have only an Associated 
Press dispatch, which is modified in different ways, in one in- 
stance stating that the President himself has denied it to the 
public. But even if that agreement has been made, neverthe- 
less a number of copies have gone into the hands of special 
interests in this country which are particularly interested in 
some of its terms, and so I am sure the President would be 
relieved from that obligation and should give it to the people 
who are interested in it. 

Mr. SWANSON. If differences exist, we have appointed a 
committee to ascertain the definite facts and make a recom- 
mendation to the Senate. Such resolutions have from time im- 
memorial been addressed to the President, but for some rea- 
son—I do not know why—this is addressed to the Secretary of 
State. 

Under the Constitution the President is in control of our 
foreign affairs. The Secretary of State, so far as foreign affairs 
are concerned, is simply a representative of the President, acting 
under his direction. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia vield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. SWANSON. I do. 
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Mr. NELSON. Can_ not the Senator from Virginia see the 
obvious reason why we have to address this communication to 
the Secretary of State? The Secretary of State is here in this 
country, and the President of the United States is 3,000 miles 
away. How can we reach him except by cable? 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from Minnesota is entirely 
mistaken. The Secretary of State is in Paris with the Presi- 
dent, and yet this communication is directed to the Secretary 
of State, who is in Paris. It is to be communicated to him. 
Consequently the Senator is mistaken as to his facts. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Who is here? Is there anybody left 
in the executive department at all? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, there are enough left here 
in the executive department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Just a moment, if the Sena- 
tor from Virginia will suspend. The Chair hopes the occupants 
of the galleries will remember that there is a rule of the Sen- 
ate which forbids demonstrations in the galleries. Whether the 
Chair will feel it his duty to enforce that rule remains to be 
seen. 

Mr. SWANSON: Mr. President, this resolution is addressed 
to the Secretary of State, who is in Paris. The President also is 
there. Why it was purposely directed to the Secretary of State 
instead of to the President I can not understand. It has been 
the uniform practice that such resolutions should be addressed 
ta the President, because he derives his authority in relation to 
foreign affairs not from Congress but from the Constitution. 

It is not even stated in the resolution that the information is 
to be communicated “if not incompatible with the public inter- 
est.” It seems to me that this resolution being in reference to a 
treaty which is simply a tentative treaty, not being addressed to 
the President, he not being requested to communicate the in- 
formation if not incompatible with the public interest, it should 
properly be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

What injury could come from that? The committee could 
meet to-morrow or the day after to-morrow, get the entire facts, 
and make its recommendations thereon to the Senate with com- 
plete and full knowledge. All we ask Senators to do is to satisfy 
themselves as to the wisdom of the course which they contem- 
plate pursuing. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. FALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia if 
it is not a fact that the Secretary of State, here in the United 
States, apparently has issued what he calls a synopsis of the 
treaty, which has been presented and considered here? 

Mr. SWANSON. I may be mistaken, but my understanding is 
that the synopsis was officially given out by all of the associates 
in the peace conference; that it was agreed by them to give it 
out as a synopsis. Consequently there was no breach of faith 
made in giving out the synopsis. I am not speaking authori- 
tatively, but my impression is that the synopsis was given out by 
them in Paris and cabled here. The agreement those gentlemen 
made was that they would give it out as the substance of the 
treaty, but officially that they would not give the treaty out in 
full. As to whether that is true or not, I have no authority to 
say, but the Associated Press say it is true, for they published 
it; but the Prime Minister of France refused to give it out, and 
Lloyd-George said that that was the agreement. If there was 
such an agreement, it does seem to me that we should not put 
ourselves in the attitude of asking our President to break it. 

Mr. FALL. I may be wrong, and I am interrogating the Sen- 
ator from Virginia for the purpose of making myself right, but 
I have understood that the object of the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. JoHNson] was to obtain the material 
from which this synopsis was made; in other words, that the 
synopsis having been given out and circulated, and being consid- 
ered by the newspapers of the country, the public may obtain 
very erroneous ideas as to the treaty itself; and this synopsis, 
being an, official or semiofficial document, if it is not correct, the 
public may be very badly misinformed, while if the Senate itself 
had the document before it from which the synopsis was made 
it could very readily ascertain whether the synopsis is a correct 
one. I understand that that is the purpose of the resolution, and 
it seems to me eminently proper that the request should be made 
to the Secretary of State, as it was reported by the newspapers 
here that the synopsis was given out by the State Department. 

Mr. SWANSON. No; as I understand, it was cabled from 
Paris. I am under the impression that this was the semioflicial 
or official—I can not say which—summary that was given out 
by all of the associates at the peace conference to the world. 
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Mr. FALL. Very likely. I have no information about that} 
but it came from the State Department here. 

Mr. SWANSON. It was cabled from Paris; I am satisfied 
of that. 

Mr. FALL. Well, it had to be cabled from Paris, and it had 
been drawn up for a month or six weeks or two months, of 
course. 

Mr. SWANSON. The difference is this: The summary, not 
the treaty, was cabled from Paris to the State Department. 

Mr. FALL. Then, an answer to that effect by the Secretary 
of State would at once settle the proposition. 

Mr. President, there is another question I desire to ask the 
Senator from Virginia. Is the Senator aware of any treaty by 
which the United States was bound not to make peace with 
Germany except in conjunction with England, France, Italy, 
and Japan? 

Mr. SWANSON. Does the Senator mean to make the treaty 
at the same time? 

Mr. FALL. The other Allies were bound by such an agree- 
ment. Has the United States made any such committal? 

Mr. SWANSON. I think the President has stated to some 
of.the members of the Foreign Relations Committee—possibly 
the Senator from Massachusetts was present at the time and 
others during the war—that he had made no committal of that 
kind whatever. 

Mr. FALL. The United States could not have such a treaty 
unless it was submitted to this body and ratified by this body. 

Mr. SWANSON. I say the President has made no committal of 
any kind whatever during the war, as I understand, and that 
at the meeting of the members of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee with him he so stated. 

Mr. FALL. Then, it seems to me, it is all the more apparent 
that the request of the Senator from California is proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Vir- 
ginia permit a suggestion of the Chair? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In accordance with the rul- 
ing which has been made oftentimes by permanent occupants 
of the chair heretofore, the present occupant will feel compelied 
to hold that, if the Senator from Virginia or any other Senator 
yields for more than a question, he will thereby lose the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor from Virginia yield for just an instant to a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator for a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I want to say to the Senator 
from Virginia, preliminary to the question, that I will ask in 
this particular instance that the pending business be laid aside 
in order that the suffrage amendment may be taken up and dis- 
posed of. I am just as anxious to debate the pending resolu- 
tion as is the Senator from Virginia, but I have refrained from 
saying anything in respect to it. May I beg of him therefore— 
and this is my question—that we permit our debate te take 
place when we reach the unfinished business, and that we now 
go on and pass the suffrage amendment? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will say to the Senator from California 
that that was my purpose. I did not precipitate the debate, 
but I rose to reply to the address of the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Borau], followed by a very earnest discussion of the 
matter by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcE]. I 
simply rose to reply to statements made by these two distin- 
guished Senators. I am willing for the discussion to proceed on 
the suffrage joint resolution. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res, 1) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution, extending the right of suffrage 
to women. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is before 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, and is open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BORAH. Is there an amendment pending, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no amendment 
pending. 

Mr. BORAH. What has become of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD] ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has not offered 
an amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Vote! 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have no desire to delay the 
consideration of the joint resolution. I realize that it will be 
voted on at no distant hour, but before it is voted upon I desire 
to make some brief observations. I do not do so because of any 
particular satisfaction which I shall derive from the statement 
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.what university had they graduated? 


myself, but largely because I have the good fortune to repre- 
sent a suffrage State and I do not wish my vote to be con- 
strued as a condemnation of suffrage when secured by State 
action. 

The fact that I am opposed to this proposed amendment has 
been construed in some quarters as denoting my opposition to 
woman suffrage as such. I am not opposed to woman suffrage. 
Indeed, I have been an advocate of it in an humble way for 
twenty-odd years. It has prevailed in my State for over 20 
years, and after these years of observation I am still a believer 
in such suffrage. I realize, of course, that it does not and 
will not accomplish all that is claimed by its most enthusiastic 
advocates in the way of elevating and purifying politics, but the 
effect of suffrage in the cause of better government and better 
politics, in my judgment, is all to the good. 

But while I have always been an advocate of suffrage, I have 
always believed the matter should be settled by the action of the 
respective States. It is for that reason that I shall cast my 
vote against this joint resolution. That is a principle which 
does not change with the number, so far as I am concerned, of 
votes in favor of or against a proposition. It is fundamental 
to my way of viewing things, and I am not in a position, there- 
fore, doing justice to myself and my own convictions, to waive 
my views. If I felt the objections which I have were one of 
minor importance, a subsidiary proposition, I should unhesi- 
tatingly vote for suffrage. If I were called upon, in other 
words, to weigh one against the other, I might support suffrage 
as the major proposition; but suffrage can be enjoyed through 
the action of the respective States. There is, therefore, no occa- 
sion for doing violence to what I conceive to be a very funda- 
mental principle in our Government. There are two reasons 
why I think that suffrage ought not to be achieved in this way: 
The first is that of the principle with reference to local self- 
government or home rule, and the second is one of policy. 

Mr. President, when this Government was being organized 
and men came forward from 1770 on to 1789, when they con- 
summated their work in the Constitutional Convention, to take 
charge of the affairs of a new government, the thing which 
astonished the world was the capacity, the ability, the states- 
manship, and the leadership of the men who moved out of 
obscurity into the affairs of the world. Other peoples had un- 
dertaken, and have since undertaken, to accomplish revolution, 
to set up free institutions, and to assume for the people the bur- 
dens and responsibilities of free government. The enterprise 
has failed time after time by reason of the fact that the men 
who were called upon to take the leadership in such a move- 
ment were not fitted either in poise, experience, judgment, or 
wisdom to carry forward the work. 

The revolution which took place in France only a few years 
after the Revolution in the United States failed because of the 
incapacity of the leaders. The revolution which has taken place 
in Russia within the last few months has broken down because 
of the incapacity of the leaders. But the American Revolution 
was a success, as the subsequent 150 years have demonstrated, 
because of the remarkable capacity and the leadership of the 
men who came out of the different Colonies to take hold of 
that great affair. Where did they get their training? From 
In what school was it 
that they had been trained to assume these responsibilities? 
The university of the different Colonies, in the town meetings 
of New England, in the burgesses of Virginia, in the legisla- 
tures of the various Colonies. Under the principle of local 
self-government and home rule these men had been trained so 
that they were prepared when the task came to take on the work 
which was before them. Realizing the great worth of the prin- 
ciple, when they came to organize the Government and to write 
the Constitution they were very careful to preserve self-govern- 
ment or home rule for local affairs and to provide a national 
government and a national constitution for national affairs. 

It was not a mere matter of administrative efficiency or a 
mere convenience of government, neither was it local prejudice 
or alone the bias of tradition which caused this principle to be 
so carefully preserved in the final framework of the Constitu- 
tion. It was a deeper and profounder reason. These men 
understood perfectly that without it free institutions would be 
but a passing scheme with which to again delude for a season 
the advocates of liberty. ‘They realized fully, and if we were 
not so deeply moved by the cry of party expediency we would 
realize, that this principle is the rock foundation upon which 
our whole vast fabric rests. Without it our house is built 
upon shifting sands. Without it the influence of the people in 
our Government will be wholly thwarted. Without it the right 
of suffrage is an illusion, a toy in the hands of an impotert 
constituency. Without it corruption and extravagance and the 
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whole pack of centralization’s treacherous and deadly evils will 
sweep on and on, imperious, rampant, and unrepentant, until 
discontent and revolution fimally seize the reins of government. 
Without it there can be no splendid and sturdy citizenship or 
orderly, lawful, and responsible government. 

Democracy carries in its system every hour of its existence the 
germs of autecracy. The tendency is always toward centraliza- 
tion. And only a brave and self-reliant and vigilant people can 
hold it within reasonable and proper bounds. There is, after all, 
only one guaranty for the success of popular government, and that 
is the worth and capacity of the individual citizen, and self-gov- 
ernment is the only school in which he can be trained to his task. 
Anything that keeps him in touch with his government, which 
feeds his interest and deepens his concern in public affairs, not 
as an officeholder but as he lives his daily life, is vital and 
fundamental. The watchman upon the walls is net the coddled 
and anemic satellite of a federal bureaucracy, but the self- 
helping, self-reliant, wholesome individual whose intellectual 
and moral fiber in daily contact with his government has 
wrought its sense of duty and its appreciation of responsibility. 

To give men, to give women, the right of suffrage and at the 
same time administer all the affairs and center all authority of 
government at Washington is, indeed, to keep the word of prom- 
ise to the ear and break it to the hope. [It is not and can not be 
democracy. It is bureaucracy, the most vicious, the most 
expensive, and the mest deadening form of government ever 
devised by the wit of man. 

The thing, therefore, which has strengthened us through all 
these years, which has given us success where others have failed, 
has been the fact that the Government through the local or- 
ganizations or processes of government has been brought in touch 
with the citizen. He has been trained in the State and the sub- 
divisions of the State in the duties of citizenship, as his great 
forefathers and forebears were in the century past. But for the 
last 25 years, step by step, day by day, and year after year, we 
have been withdrawing from the States all power and centering 
it in the Government at Washington. We are gradually entirely 
destroying the principle of home rule or of lecal self-government, 
and this, to my judgment, is the most pronounced step in the 
utter destruction of that principle that we have yet taken. If I 
am correct in this view, Mr. President, it can by no means be a 
matter of minor import. If I am correct in the view which I 
entertain, it is a principle which is indispensable and prerequisite 
te the wholesome maintenance of our Federal system of govern- 
ment. 

It has often been said to me that as a member of the Repub- 
lican Party it would seem peculiar that I should be jealous of the 
principle of State rights. The doctrine of State rights or the 
doctrine of leeal self-government or home rule is just as essen- 
tially a principle of the Republican Party, and has been through 
all its life, as of any other political organization in this country. 
The State-rights theory, based upon the proposition of the 
right of a State to withdraw from the Union, was settled at Get- 
tysburg and Appomattox; but the right of a State within the 
Union to govern its own affairs and control its own local con- 
cerns, to preserve and to manage its own local interests, was just 
as highly appreciated a principle of the organizers of the Repub- 
lican Party as it has ever been of any other political organization, 

This is a principle upon which Mr. Hamilton and Mi. Jeffer- 
son never differed; a principle upon which none of the framers 
or leaders of the Republic have ever differed. The right of a 
State to control its own local affairs exclusively and to man- 
age its own concerns is indispensable to the preservation of the 
Federal Union, without which we can not as a Republic endure. 
It is because this constitutional amendment does violence to 
that principle that I am going to cast my vote against it. There 
is no necessity to bring in conflict the right to vote and the 
right of home rule. 

Mr. Lincoln, upen an important occasion when the question of 
State rights came pointedly before him, declared: 

To maintain inviolate the rights of the States to order and control 
under the Constitution their own affairs by their own judgment ex- 
clusively is essential for the preservation of that balance of power on 
which eur institutions rest. 

This states the principle as all students of our Government 
understand it and have understood it from the beginning. We 
have not always lived up to the principle. Expediency, party 
interest, or party advantage, or selfish and ulterior motives, 
may often cause us to violate this tenet of free government, but 
no one misunderstands it. 

The same principle has been stated with reference to this par- 
ticular amendment by President Wilson when he declared, in 
1917 : 

Il am tied to a conviction which I have had all my life that changes 


of this sort ought to be brought State by State. It is a’deeply matured 
conviction on my part, and therefore I would be without excuse to my 
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own constitutional principles if I lent my support te this very 1mpor- 
ee for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 

Yes; this has been a conviction with all of us who believe in 
our form of government. Whatever the causes or the excuses 
for its abandonment, or for doing violence to it upon any par- 
ticular occasion, in sober moments we go back to the belief that 
it is vital to our whole scheme and purpose, our whole frame- 
work and plan of government. For myself I utterly reject the 
doctrine that party expediency can ever justify the breaking 
down of such indispensable principles of free government. 
Perhaps it was something of this kind that Washington was 
thinking of when in his Farewell Address he warned against 
party divisions, 

No one can be more interested in preserving home rule than 
the women of this country. The woman is naturally tied to her 
home not only physically, but spiritually, and from her home 
she must exert her influence upon public affairs, if at all. Not 
many of them will desire, and a still less number will have an 
opportunity, to take part. in affairs at points widely separated 
from their homes and their families. The nearer you ean 
bring the processes of government to the home the more closely 
you can associate affairs with the daily life of the woman who 
holds the ballot, the more serviceable you will make the ballot 
after she secures it. She will come to realize, if she does not 
now, that any act of Congress which has a tendency to remove 
government from local influence is so greatly to her disadvantage 
that it will practically overcome the advantage of the ballot, 
The great body of the women of this country, upon reflection, 
will not approve of destroying home rule. 

But there is another question, whieh I will refer to only very 
briefly, and that is the question of policy. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS. Before the Senator takes up the next topic 
may I ask him whether he voted for the amendment prohibiting 
the use of alcoholic liquors in the United States after the 1st 
of next January? 

Mr. BORAH. I did. . 
Mr. THOMAS. Well, I am rather curious to know how the 
Senator can differentiate between his action on that eccasion 

and his contemplated action on this. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I voted for the constitutional 
amendment previding for national nrehibition. I might answer 
the Senator’s question by a simple statement to the effect that, 
even assuming I was in error in that instance, there would be 
no justification for my being in error the second time. [If I 
violated the rule of local self-government by voting for that 
amendment, that is positively no reason why I should continue 
in my course of error, and I would have just as much right to 
vote against this as if I had been correct in that instance. But 
there is a wide difference, indeed, between the two propositions. 
In the first place, the national prohibition amendment infringed 
the right of local self-government only to a very limited degree. 
It was impossible under the Constitution as it stood for the 
States to settle exclusively with the question of prohibition, 
Although the people of the State might wish to have prohibition, 
under the commerce clause of the Constitution it was within 
the power of the people outside of the State to prevent it. They 
could ship liquor into the State and could demoralize the entire 
situation under the commerce clause. In other words, already 
under the commerce clause. the liquor traffic was very largely 
within the control of the National Government. The fight for 
national prohibition by national amendment began by reason of 
this situation. I know, so far as I am concerned, that I was 
led to support the proposition in the first instance because wit- 
nessing the conditions in my own State I found that Idaho could 
not have prohibition of its own individual action. I therefore 
became committed to the principle of national prohibition 
through constitutional amendment—not for the purpose of de- 
stroying local self-government but really in aid of it. There 
was no other way by which a State could be dry. 

It is true that after the campaign for the national prehibi- 
tion amendment began, what is known as the Webb-Kenyon law 
and the Reed amendment were adopted, which helped the situa- 
tion very much. But the Webb-Kenyon law was for a long time 
in doubt, and is even yet in doubt in the minds of a great many 
able lawyers in this country. The Supreme Court has sustained 
it. Whether it would in time modify that decision or not is a 
different question, We had had prohibition in the State of 
Fdaho in so far as we could have it by action of the people of the 
States But liquor was shipped into the State under the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution, and we were therefore at the 
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mercy of the National Government. I conceive that to be a 
wholly different situation to that of suffrage, where each State 
may act for itself and the National Government does not under- 
take to interfere. In other words, if any State in the Union 
wants woman suffrage it can have it, and the people on the out- 
side can not in any way change the situation. If the States 
could have settled the question solely and alone by their own 
action I do not believe I should have ever consented to cast my 
vote for action upon the part of the Government in regard to 
prohibition. 

It should be remembered also that the Webb-Kenyon law and 
the Reed law were national enactments; that in all these in- 
stances we were dealing with the matter from a national stand- 
point. Indeed, the liquor traffic had become a national enter- 
prise carried on upon a national scale in utter disregard of the 
State lines. This condition justified a treatment of the matter 
in its entirety from the national standpoint. 

I was going to refer, Mr. President, to another question, and 
that is the question of policy. I am not going io enter upon 
any defense of the South. The South needs no defense from 
me. She has her able and loyal Senators here who will wisely 
guard her interests. But as a part of our common country I 
am bound to consider her interests the same as I would that of 
my own great West. We are all influenced more or less by our 
local surroundings, and no man.rises wholly above his environ- 
ments. But in the great questions which affect the Nation as a 
whole I propose to consider the Nation as a whole. The South 
has had her heavy burden to carry. I do not propose to add 
unnecessarily to the weight of that burden. If I were wise 
enough I would help to lift it. I am sure that feeling is shared 
by all upon this side of the Chamber. If so, shall we go reck- 
lessly forward and thrust upon her a condition for which she 
is not prepared? Is that the way to maintain unity—to pre- 
serve national good feeling and to make us as a Nation strong? 
Is that a wise policy for a people so widely separated in terri- 
tory and so diverse in local environment? No; that way lies 
dissension and dissatisfaction, and if pushed to extreme, dis- 
integration and national weakness. 

To impose upon the Southern States a rule for local affairs 
for which they are not prepared and which they do not want, 
simply because we have the voting power to do so, is Prussian- 
ism, while to give to them the right and privilege of settling 
these matters in their respective States according to their inter- 
ests and.as they see fit and in harmony with the views of their 
own people is democracy—American democracy. It is not the 
name which tests, defines, and distinguishes justice from in- 
justice; it is the quality of the deed. Tyranny and force in the 
name of democracy are tyranny and force still. Utter disregard 
of the local conditions and local interests of a people, the com- 
pelling them to conform to laws which do not fit their situation, 
is the most sterilizing and discouraging form of modern tyranny. 
Shall we give of our treasure and shed our blood that Serbia 
and Rumania may have local government and deny it to Georgia 
and Alabama? When the people of Idaho and Wyoming impose 
their will upon a people 3,000 miles away, living under condi- 
tions of which the people of Idaho and Wyoming know but little, 
how shall you distinguish that from the Magyars, the imperious 
and conscienceless Magyars, imposing their will upon Bosnia 
and Herzegovina? 

I want to ask my friends upon the other side of the Chamber, 
if this amendment is passed, do you propose to go home to your 
people and say, “ We now have the fifteenth amendment, which 
inhibits discrimination on account of race or color, and the 
eighteenth amendment, which inhibits discrimination because of 
sex, and the power under each amendment in Congress to enforce 
the rule, and we propose to see these guaranties of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States faithfully carried out? Does anybody 
suppose that this amendment is anything but a white amendment, 
unless party exigency leads to a different rule? On the other 
hand, let me ask my friends upon this side of the Chamber, when 
this guaranty is written into the Constitution, which gives to 
from two and one-half to three million Negro women the right to 
vote in the South and gives you the power to see that the provi- 
sion is carried out, do the men upon this side of the Chamber pro- 
pose to see that that is done? Do you propose to put the South 
under Federal control as to elections? If you do, you will have a 
great task, which you seem lightly to contemplate. 

I should like to have somebody rise and answer me here and 
now, and tell me whether or not this which we are writing into 
the Constitution is not a solemn lie. Nobody intends that the two 
and a half million Negro women of the South shall vote, unless, 
as I say, party expediency compels action for the sheer purpose 
of party advantage. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. There is nothing in this proposed amend- 
ment that provides that they shall vote. All that this amend- 
ment provides for is that they shall not be prevented from vot- 
ing on account of sex. 

Mr, BORAH. Precisely; that is the suggestion I would ex- 
pect. The fifteenth amendment provides that there be no dis- 
crimination as to color. For forty-odd years it has been therc. 
It is a dead letter, as dead as if it were written in the private 
memorandum of the exiled Kaiser of Germany. It has been 
dead because the South could not submit to domination by the 
colored race and the North realized the task of enforcing it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BORAH. I do, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the Senator from Idaho to say 
that the fifteenth amendment provided that there should be no 
discrimination on account of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And that that amendment has been a dead 
letter in the South. My own State has been held up to the 
world as the chief offender in that respect. I wish to ask the 
Senator if he can find in the laws or the constitution of the 
State of Mississippi, or in their administration, one single thing 
which is a discrimination on account of race or color or previous 
condition of servitude, and I wish to ask him if he is not ac- 
quainted with the fact that in the case of the State of Missis- 
sippi versus Williams the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that nothing at all in any of the provisions of the Missis- 
sippi constitution, or the laws enforcing them, constituted any 
violation of the fifteenth amendment? 

If the Senator will pardon me one moment, I am with him in 
his opposition to this measure. 

Mr. BORAH. Why? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think the fifteenth 
mistake, and I think this is a mistake. 

Mr. BORAH. Why? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think it is a mistake, because the entire 
people of the United States are called upon to say what shall 
be the political constitution of a State, to say what shall be its 
political structure; and that is where the Senator from Colorado 
was altogether wrong in the question which he propounded to 
the Senator from Idaho. The prohibition amendment does not 
affect the political structure, the life and political soul, of a 
State, and a State ought to be allowed to take care of its own 
soul without the interference of people of other States. But 
I rose for the purpose of denying that there is one word or jot 
or tittle of violation of the fifteenth amendment in the consitu- 
tion of the State of Mississippi, and to quote the fact that the 
Supreme Court of the United States agrees with me in that 
opinion. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One word. 

Mr. BORAH. Let me have a word, and then the Senator 
can go ahead with the rest of his speech. S 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BORAH. I realize that the State of Mississippi escaped 
the condemnation of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
but, nevertheless, the Negro does not vote in Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He does not when disqualified. 

Mr. BORAH. No; and disqualification is adjusted to the 
situation of the colored man. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And he does not for several reasons: 
First, because a part of them are disqualified because they do 
not come under the educational qualification; a part of them 
are disqualified because they do not pay their taxes; a part 
of them are disqualified because they have been convicted of 
felonies or misdemeanors involving moral turpitude, and that 
is all; and every white man is disqualified for the same reasons 
wherever the same reasons apply. 

It is true that we took advantage of the fact that we knew 
there would be nine Negroes to one white man disqualified for 
these reasons, but not one of them is a disqualification “on 
account of race, or color, or previous condition of servitude.” 
They are on account of the disqualifications themselves. Now, 
they may be made to apply to the Negro women, but thus far 
there is no law to make them applicable; and the Senator is 
exactly right in saying that every State in this Union ought 
to be left to take care of its own political soul. That is a differ- 
ent thing from a mere police regulation like that as to selling 
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liquor. This goes to the very substance, it goes to the very 
life of the people. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I only wanted to-say that which 
I think I did say—that it makes no difference how the juggling 
takes place; the result is that the Negro does: net vote because 
he is black. That is the only crime which he has committed, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The white man does not vote in Mississippi 
under the same conditions. 

Mr. BORAH. Oh, the white man votes because you are 
eareful to apply tests which do not apply to the white man. 
You pick out those tests which exclude the Negro and write 
them inte your law, and that excludes the Negro. Take the case 
which came up in Oklahoma only a short time ago, the “ grand- 
father” clause of the constitution of Oklahoma. The Supreme 
Court of the United States held that that was in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, and that it was enacted for 
the purpose of preventing the colored man from voting. 

Now, I am not discussing at this time the question as to 
whether or not the Seuth could submit to the domination of the 
inferior race. I am not discussing the justification of what 
you have done. We would do the same thing in the North if 
the situation was the same. That is not the proposition. Iam 
saying that you do not do so, and the Senator from Mississippi 
will agree with me that you never intend to do so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, I agree, cordially. We never intend to 
do it if we can lawfully and constitutionally prevent it. 

Mr. BORAH. No; but, on the other hand, Mr. President, the 
North takes no interest in the enforcement of the fifteenth 
amendment. I believe there was an effort a time or two, but 
it amounted to nothing. 

Why, Mr. President, we sometimes talk about the difference 
in the treatment of the Negro in the South and the North. Mr. 
Taft, in an article a few days ago upon this subject, said that 
the emigration of the Negro to the North would compel the 
southern men to treat him better and to give him better consid- 
eration, and that that would go far toward solving the race 
question. The case is not so simple. Did not Mr. Taft know 
when those Negroes he was talking about emigrating to the 
North reached the State of Illinois—the soil made sacred by the 
ashes of the martyr, the man who emancipated the Negro—the 
northerner decimated them, massacred them because they would 
have earned their bread in the sweat of their brow? You can 
not settle the race question er the Negro question by enacting 
laws here in the Congress. Neither upon my side of the Chamber 
nor upon your side of the Chamber do you expect this guaranty 
to be anything but a dead letter when it is passed. Others may 
do as they think best, but when I am called upon to write into 
the Constitution of the United States a solemn guaranty, I pro- 
pose to be prepared to see that it is enforced; and that is the 
reason why, when this white amendment was presented, I voted 
to make it a white amendment, because that is what it will be. 

I have said that this amendment would not be enforced 
unless party expediency demanded a different course. The 
ifteenth amendment was passed as a matter of party expedi- 
ency, and the only efforts that have ever been made to enforce 
it arose out of party necessity. It will be remembered when 
the fifteenth amendment was first brought forward Thaddeus 
Stevens, leader of the House, was opposed to it for the very 
reason that it infringed upon the rights of the States; but 
afterwards he yielded, because, as he frankly declared, he 
thought that it was necessary in erder to maintain the Repub- 
lican Party in power. It may be that at some time when some 
of the States seem to be drifting permanently away from the 

tepublican Party it will seek to recoup by taking control of 
some of the southern or border States, thus making it neces- 
sary for the Federal Government to take control of the elec- 
tions. But if this constitutional amendment depends for its 
execution not upon the inherent justice of the amendment itself 
but upon mere party expediency, it will be a disturbing and a 
vicious provision and will serve neither the white people nor 
the colored people. To be entirely frank, I do net think we 
ought to force this situation. I believe that the wiser and 
the better solution of the race question runs along different 
lines. I certainly want to see the Negro secure justice, but I 
realize, and every sane man realizes, that you can not force 
colored rule upon the Seuth. It will bring renewed racial war- 
fare, which in the end will be vastly more injurious to the col- 
ered race than to the white race, and heaven knows it would 
be bad enough for either. I think it infinitely better that we 
leave the situation to be dealt with through the several States 
than to undertake to force a rule which is not aceeptable. 

I regarzl the race question as the Nemesis of American life. I 
sympathize deeply with the people upon whom falls most heavily 
the burden of solving it. Sphinxlike, inscrutable, and intraet- 
able it intrudes itself at every national feast and jubilee. 
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There is no phase: of national life, no outleek but. is colored: by 
the -sinister shadow of this. problem. We of the North ¢an 
afferd to take counsel upon this:matter. We can-afford to: listen 
to: the requests: ef our southern friends. We ourselves are not 
without fault. As I have just-said, look at Hast St. Louis— 
within the grand old: Commonwealth whese-seil holds the sacred 
ashes of the emancipater, the man who gave the Negro his 
freedom. Talk. about enfranchising 3,000,000 Negro women, of 
widening the politieal pe-ver of the Negro: of the South, when 
We massacre him, shoot him down like a dog, burn him as we 
would inanimate rubbish merely because he appears: in. our midst 
as a laborer. We will not even endure him as:a competitor in 
the field of industry. Let us see if we can not first.do justice to 
this ward of ours, this race among us by no volition of his ewn, 
this race which sheds its blood for the Republic when the Re- 
public is:in peril. eLt us, I say, first do justice to the Negro in 
the industrial world that he may educate and train his- children 
for the duties of. citizenship, then we shall be mueh nearer a 
final solution of the race question. 

But, Mr. President, I come back to the point frem which I 
started—the right of leeal self-government, of home rule, an 
illusion when you take from the States the control of suffrage. 
I would not for any ordinary cause, for any transient or passing 
circumstances, plaee anything in the way of woman to vote. 
But this principle is fundamental; without its preservation the 
right to vote in. time will be fruitless—yes ; I go further, and say 
that without its preservation our form of government must ulti- 
maiely fail. It is the souree of character in citizenship, the 
fountain from which is fed the moral and intellectual life of all 
those who must carry on in the great and ever-increasing bur- 
dens of the Republic. I want the principle of democracy ex- 
tended as far as possible. I know I am a believer in woman 
suffrage, but I would be blind to every page of printed history, 
from the experiment at Athens to this hour, if I did not 
know, and I would be recreant to my belief if I did not declare, 
that without the principle of local self-government democracy 
is a sham—aye, a deluding and debauching lie. The two great 
rights, the right to vote and the right of lecal self-government, 
of home rule, are the very pillars of sound and whelesome free 
government. They are not in conflict. They are net at war 
with each other. They should not be brought into conflict. 
They should go hand in hand. The friends of republican insti- 
tutions sheuld not consent that one shall destroy the other. 

Is it cur purpose, our conscious and deliberate purpose, to 
remove the last vestige of this great principle which it took 
the human family 2,000 years to discover and infinite: suffering 
and sacrifice to establish as a workable principle in government? 
Do we propose to tear away and obliterate the very foundation 
stones upon which rests the integrity of the States? Do we 
propose, as serious men intrusted for a brief season with great 
responsibility and with fearful power for good or evil, to dis- 
regard the teachings of Hamilton and Marshall, of Jefferson 
and Monroe, of Jackson and Lincoln? De we propose to break 
down the lines which separate the States and compound the 
American people into one mass, all to be directed and: governed 
from Washington? Do we intend to enact again upon this 
western continent the tragedy of Rome—the fearful, destruc- 
tive, consuming tragedy of centralization which destroyed that 
nation? If so, are we fully advised of the consequences? Have 
we measured the step we are about to take, or are we simply 
moral delinquents fleeing before a revolution? Are we pre- 
pared to take the responsibility of such a course and to receive 
the final judgment of posterity? I recognize change as the law 
of life. I understand fully that a government without the 
power of change is without the means of life. But when a prin- 
ciple long fought for, long sacrificed for, comes at last to be 
established, and after more than a century of experience has 
proven itself to be wise and just, it seems intolerable, it seems 
a challenge to reason and a defiance of the first principles of 
human progress to disown and disregard it. Especially does it 
seem so when the thing we are seeking to accomplish can be 
achieved without such sacreligious iconoclasm. 

I am told, I have been told over and over again, that we 
have outgrown these things and outlived the principles so dear 
and which seemed so vital to the fathers. We are informed 
that another age has come and we are moving forward under 
new duties and in aceordance with the great law ef change. 
But this principle of lecal self-government, of home rule, is not 
old; it is not. and never can be antiquated. It is not one of 
those prineiples of government born of expediency and whieh 
passes away with time. You had just as well tell me that free 
government is old and out of date; that liberty is obsolete; that 
good citizenship is antiquated, as to tell me that this principle 
is no longer of sufficient moment to be preserved and vigilantly 
guarded. Like good citizenship which it helps us to build, it is 
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just as imperative now as it was a century ago. It will only 
grow old and worthless when liberty and free government are 
rejected and disowned of men. It was the denial of this great 
principle that contributed so much to the bringing on of this 
war. It wis the belief that it was to be vouchsafed to millions 
of people that helped to lighten its burden and assuage its 
sorrows. It will be the failure to grant the principle to those 
who are asking for it that will leave the world fallow for war 
again. But while this principle is reeognized everywhere else, 
while millions have fought and suffered and sacrificed for it, 
step by step we are rapidly moving away from it; with an in- 
difference incredible to every reflecting man we are about to 
abandon it. Not the stone which the builders rejected, but the 
stone which the builders put in and without which the temple 
could not have been reared we would tear away. They, the 
wisest in statecraft that the living God ever permitted to as- 
semble for a common task, declared we will incorporate in 
this new scheme local government for loeal affairs, national 
government for national affairs; and I can not get my eonsent 
to destroy both or either. IE have no reverence for things be- 
cause they are old. I have no superstition for precedents. But 
I have a conviction which amounts to a religion that this Re- 
publie can exist only and alone upen the underlying principles 
upon which it was built. 

Mr. President, the historian has told us that the halo of 
power played with peculiar brilliancy around the brow of the 
elder “Napoleon the night he first wore the crown of emperor. 
But to the more thoughtful minds who looked upon the emperor 
as the salvation of France there was just appreciation also, 
even a more substantial glory perhaps for the common soldier, 
who, standing guard, protected the body of the emperer from 
the bullets and poisoned scimiter ef the Bourbons. Im these 
days of great moment when we are called upon to: exercise vast 
and unusual powers, in these extraordinary times when the 
most stupendous problems that ean vex and torment the minds 
of men engage our attention, and the most exalted energies of 
the Republie are being exerted, let us not forget that, after all, 
the life of this Government, the perpetuity of these institutions, 
depend upon the constant presence in the affairs of government 
of the average citizen from the common walks of life. Without 
his initiative, his self-reliance, his sturdy strength of mind, and 
his unswerving purpose, we can not succeed. Let us therefore 
never surrender the means by which he exerts this influence, the 
processes by which he is brought in contact with the Govern- 
ment and by which the Government is brought close to him. 
Without home rule, without local self-government, the average 
citizen soon ceases to be a law-abiding citizen and becomes an 
irresponsible factionist or revolutionist. These are his heri- 
tages, these are the things which make this Government his 


Government, and when we surrender them we signify eur will- ! 


ingness to exclude him from the affairs of the Republic. 

Therefore, viewing this matter as I do as involving a great 
and vital principle of government, much as I dislike to vote 
against the wishes of so many of the people of my State, I can 
not get my consent to record my conviction in favor of further 
destroying the fundamental principles upon which this Republic 
is established and without which it can not long endure. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss 
this joint resolution, as I am anxious, with others, for an early 
vote; but the argument of the distinguished Senator from Idaho 
has taken such a trend that I feel called upon to speak very 
briefly upon it, because there was a time when I held views 
very similar to those which he has just expressed, but which 
I was compelled to abanden if I would be consistent with the 
principles of popular government that I have long advocated. 

Let me say in this connection, Mr. President, that I know of 
ho man who has been more zealous or influential in advocating 
popular government throughout the land than the distinguished 
Senator from Idaho, and knowing that to be so, I have been 
very greatly surprised at some of the things which he has said 
in the speeeh which he has just concluded. 

Before discussing that matter, Mr. President, I want to make 
just one brief reference to the minor objection that he makes 
as to the guaranty that is embodied in this joint resolution 
which he says the Congress never intends to carry out, because 
the guaranty contained in the fifteenth amendment has been 
ignored and abandoned. 

The Senator knows full well that the fifteenth amendment 
embodied the color question, and the Senator knows just as 
well that there is no color question at all embodied in this 
amendment. It relates only to sex. There is no one in the 
South who will attempt to differentiate between a black man 
and a black woman; and if there were, either in*the South or 
in the North, Congress would not hesitate to enforce the terms 
of this constitutional amendment, because that peculiar Negro 
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problem would not be involved in it at all. I am not going to 
discuss at this time at any length the merits of the fifteenth 
amendment or the failure of Congress properly to enforce it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho takes the position, ear- 
ried to its logical extent, that if there be 33 United States Sena- 
ters who believe that a proposed alteration ef the Constitution 
of the United States is not for the best interests of the people 
of the United States, notwithstanding all of the other people 
of the United States may be in favor of it, it is the duty of those 
33 Senators to prevent the people of this Republic from securing 
such alteration of their Government as they desire. 

Mr. President, I can conceive of no more dangerous attack 
upon popular government than such a theory as that. Why, 
especially during the past year or two, there is not one of us 


‘upon this floor this afternoon who has not said, in hundreds of 


speeches, that under our form of government the people have 
the right in an erderly way, through the means provided by the 
Constitution, to secure swich alterations in the form of their 
government as they desire, and that in this Republic, whatever 
may be said of other lands, there,is not the slightest excuse for 
the presence of the anarchist or the man who advocates “ direct 
action”; and yet the Senator's argument is that if 33 Senators 
believe that an alteration in our Constitution is not for the best 
interests of the country, public opinion, however settled, how- 
ever deliberately formed, shall be flaunted and cast aside. 

Mr. President, because I believe in popular government, be- 
cause I believe in the right of the people to rule, because I believe 
in their right to secure any amendment to the Constitution that 
they desire if they go about it in an orderly way by using the 
methods provided by the Constitution, I can not subscribe for 
a moment to the theories or the arguments advanced by the 
Senator from Idaho; and in this connection it might not be out 
of place to read just a paragraph from the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence : 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, 
that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That 
to secure these rights governments are instituted among men, deriving 
their just powers from the consent of the governed. That whenever 
any form of government becomes destructive of these ends it is the 
right of the people to alter or to abolish it and to institute new govern- 
ment, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers 
in such form as to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and 
happiness. 

I believe that is good doctrine to-day, Mr. President, and I 
believe that when the pedple of the United States form de- 
liberately a judgment as to an amendment or change in the Con- 
stitution it is our duty to permit them, in the form provided by 
the Constitution, to act upon it. 

The Senator from Idaho talks about Prussianism, about three- 
fourths of the States being able to enforce their will upon one- 
fourth of the States that may be unwilling. But the Senator for- 
gets that in this Constitution, to which we are now proposing 
an amendment, express provision is made for amendment, and 
when ratified by three-fourths of the States after having been 
adopted by two-thirds of the Congress, it becomes a part ef the 
Constitution, and is as much a part of the Constitution of the 
Wnited States as are any of the other provisions. 

Prussianism? There can be no Prussianism in according to 
the people of the United States the right to secure such altera- 
tions in their government as they desire te secure. Prussianism 
is a thing upon the side of the Senator from Idaho in the argnu- 
ment he makes. Prussianism, indeed, it would be if 32 Senaters 
against the will of the people of the country should, because they 
thought they were wiser than all the people, denied to them the 
right to secure such alterations in the Constitution as they 
desire. 

Mr. BORAH. I doubt if there is very much difference of 
opinion between the Senater from Wisconsin and the Senator 
from Idaho with reference to fundamental matters. He makes 
use of the word “ people” as against 33 Senators who may have 
the view that this ought not to be submitted. I ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin when the people are going to get a chance at this 
amendment? Will the Senator from Wisconsin vote for an 
amendment providing that before this constitutional amendment 
shall be made a part of the Constitution it shall be ratified by 
popular vote in each State of the Union? 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator ask me that question? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator will say that we have no power 
to attach such a condition to the amendment. The Constitution 
itself provides how it shall be ratified, and there is no other 
means that can be provided. But I will say to the Senater from 
Tdaho that I will gladly vote for the-jeint resolution introduced 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BrAnpEeGEE] a day or two 
ago providing for a popular vote upon all constitutional amend- 
ments. 
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Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator agree to an amendment which 
will provide for the election of delegates to popular conventions 
to ratify it? That is, of course, what I meant when I spoke of a 
popular vote. 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator will say with reference to that, 
no; and for this reason: There are only two or three legislatures 
now in session. Before the great mass of the legislatures will 
have an opportunity to vote upon ratification they will have 
been elected by the people, and there is no occasion fer holding 
two elections for that purpose. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, they just had an election in 
Texas upon this question, where the people were permitted to 
vote. There are about 800,000 voters in Texas. Two hundred 
and fifty thousand of them voted, and about 110,000 of them 
voted for woman suffrage. When the legislature meets in Texas 
the legislature can ratify this amendment without any expres- 
sion from the popular will at all, and yet according to the pres- 
ent status of popular sentiment in Texas it is overwhelmingly 
against suffrage. I think there have been two votes on woman 
suffrage in the State of Iowa, where the majority rule obtains. 
In both instances it has been voted down. The majority of votes 
which have been cast against suffrage in this country in different 
States is something over a million, as against a majority of about 
254.000 in the States where it has obtained. The popular vote 
as a whole has been against suffrage. It is not the intention 
under this provision to have a popular vote upon this matter. 
That could be accomplished by a convention to ratify, but that 
will be rejected. The women who have been playing politics 
around the city of Washington for the last five or six years 
have learned their lessons well. 

They much prefer to reason with the Members of Congress 
and to reason with the members of legislatures than to under- 
take to control the citizen’s vote when he enters into the secrecy 
of the voting booth. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
convention. 

Mr. BORAH. We are more amenable to sweet reason than 
those who are in the voting booths. It is not intended that the 
people of whom the able Senator speaks are to be permitted 
to pass upon this question at all. 

So far as the right of 33 Senators to hold up an amendment is 
concerned, the fathers provided that when two-thirds of the 
Senators and Representatives determined to submit an amend- 
ment it should be submitted. I assume that was intended to 
call forth the deliberate judgment and conviction of each Mem- 
ber of Congress as to whether or not it was wise to submit 
that particular amendment. Otherwise they would have said 
that when a certain number of petitioners came up from the 
people, it should be submitted. But the fathers so arranged 
that the judgment of the Senators and Representatives should 
be had upon the question, and I am exercising my judgment 
under the Constitution. I do not believe I would be perform- 
ing my duty to vote for the submission of an amendment which 
I think ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. BORAH., In just a moment. If it could be provided in 
this amendment that the amendment should be ratified by con- 
ventions elected by a popular vote it would go far toward 
ameliorating my opposition to the amendment. In fact, I think 
I may say that if the Senator will assist me in putting into 
this amendment the provision that it shall be ratified by con- 
ventions selected by popular vote I will withdraw my objection. 
I vield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator differentiate at all be- 
tween a Senator exercising his judgment as to the merits of a 
proposition and exercising his judgment as to whether the 
people of the country desire an alteration in the form of gov- 
ernment, and therefore it becomes his duty to support it? 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator again lays stress upon the people. 
As I said 2 moment ago, if the Senator will provide me with a 
method by which the people can express themselves on this 
question, I will withdraw my objection to the amendment. 
I do not believe the people want to provide for suffrage in this 
way; the fact is, those who are advocating it are not willing to 
leave it to a vote of the people; that is precisely what they are 
seeking to avoid. I am willing to take the people’s vote, but 
Iam not willing to accept the legislatures’ as a vote of the people. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to say in reply that the States did 
not make the Constitution. The people made the Constitution 
and provided how amendments to it should be proposed and 
ratified. 

Mr. BORAH. The Constitution provides two ways. The 
framers undoubtedly believed that there might come a time 
when it would be desirable to have a more direct voice of the 
people, so they provided ratification by legislature and ratifica- 


And they do not want it left to any State 
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tion by convention. It has been a long time since the people have 
had a say about it. Let us give them an opportunity to have a 
say and provide a convention elected by the people. 

Mr. LENROOT. The people will have exactly the same kind 
of say in the legislatures to be elected next year that they have 
on any question, some of them, I think the Senator will admit, 
even more important than this question. 

Mr. BORAH. I understand; in other words, the Senator is 
not willing to have a convention? 

Mr. LENROOT. Certainly not. 

Mr. BORAH. ‘The Senator knows if a convention is held 
the delegates will be elected upon that issue alone, and there 
would be no other question involved. The thousand questions 
which enter into an election of a legislature, the question of 
partisanship, the division of parties in the State, and so forth, 
would subordinate the suffrage question until perhaps it would 
not be considered at all in the question of the election; but if a 
convention were held and that were the reason for adopting the 
convention alternative, the people have but one issue before them 
and that is the ratification of the amendment. In that way a 
vote of the people could be had. 

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the Senator whether he 
urged a constitutional convention to ratify the amendment 
proposing the election of Senators by direct vote, and if not why 
not, if his position now is well taken. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not recall that that question was ever 
raised. I certainly should not have been afraid of the popular 
vote in that instance. 

Mr. LENROOT. But the Senator could have raised it upon 
that matter as well as upon this. 

Mr. BORAH. ‘The Senator has raised a question here that 
the people are arrayed against these 33 Senators, but I see that 
the Senator is not willing that the people should have a voice 
in this question, because this suffrage matter has been defeated 
over and over again in the States by majority votes. I am led 
to urge a convention because of the argument of the Senator 
that the people will settle this. I say the people will not in 
any true sense, if ratification by the legislatures is had. 

Mr. LENROOT. I take it that my own State of Wisconsin 
is one by which the Senator makes up that majority. It is true 
that some years ago the suffrage amendment was defeated by 
a very large majority in the State of Wisconsin—if I recollect 
rightly, by nearly 100,000 majority, and yet in the last cam- 
paign both the great parties declared for it in their State plat- 
forms. 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly, just as a distinguished Senator on 
the other side of the Senate told me a day or two ago that all 
the people of his State were against it, and all the politicians 
in both parties were in favor of it. 

The Senator says that no one has been a more arden advocate 
of popular government than the Senator from Idaho.“ I desire 
the Senator to understand that my conception of popular gov- 
ernment is that there is no such thing as popular government 
unless the people are permitted to control their local affairs. If 
home rule or matters which concern communities in their sev- 
eral localities are brought here to Washington and settled by 
the Congress of the United States, it is the most deadly method 
by which we could possibly attack popular government. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think we have attacked 
popular government in the wet States in the prohibition amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BORAH. Ina measure; yes. As I said a few moments 
ago, if the State of Idaho, for instance, could have voted dry 
and have been protected as against the National Government 
there would have been no reason in the world for the adoption 
of the national amendment. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think that prohibition is 
more important than popular government? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not think it is; but the National Constitu- 
tion has provided, and it was not within our power nor would 
it have been wise to repeal the commerce clause of the Consti- 
tution. The prohibition amendment was necessary in that in- 
stance to enable the States to have what they wanted. Now, 
I want to be frank. If the Webb-Kenyon law and the Reed 
amendment could have been relied upon as standing the final 
test of the courts or the test against repeal, I should not have 
felt that prohibition was justified. But for 40 years States had 
been voting dry and yet could not be dry, because under the 
commerce clause the liquor could be shipped in. That led me 
and others to support the amendment. If a State could adopt 
suffrage, and yet the National Government could interfere and 
prevent its enjoying suffrage, then I would vote for this amend- 
ment. But a State may have suffrage or may reject it, and no 
power may say nay. I see a wide difference. 
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Mr. WATSON. Did not the Webb-Kenyon law protect the 
people of Idaho in their choice on the temperance question? 

Mr. BORAH. It did; but, as I said a few moments ago, the 
eonstitutionality of that law was disputed by some of the ablest 
lawyers in the Senate at the time it was passed, and at the time 
the constitutional provision was first advocated by those who 
were urging it. It is true that before the amendment was finally 
submitted that the Webb-Kenyon law had been wpheld. At 
least, that is my recollection. But some of the ablest lawyers 
in this country still contend that decision was unsound and will 
ultimately be modified or overruled. I have no doubt at all 
but what if the Webb-Kenyon law and the Reed law had been 
sustained by the Supreme Court of the United States before the 
campaign had committed the country to prohibition even the 
advocates of prohibition would not have been in favor of the 
national amendment. The advocates of prohibition were driven 
to it by reason of the fact that States like Maine, or other pro- 
hibition States, which had been prohibition or dry for years, 
were supplied with liquor under the protection of the national 
law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In aid of State rights? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. It was for that reason that the States 
were not permitted to settle the question and that the prohibi- 
tionists of the country were driven to protect themselves by a 
national amendment. Local self-government was denied to the 
States already by virtue of the commerce clause and especially 
by its abuse. I have never felt under the circumstances that I 
was untrue to this principle, in which I devoutly believe. But 
if I erred in that instance. I have repented, and I do not pro- 
pose under any pressure that may be exercised to err again. And 
there has been some pressure. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


tion should be ratified or submitted because there is a popular 
judgment in their favor. Of course, I recognize if I were to 
propose an amendment to the pending resolution to submit the 


resolution to popular vote in the States, it would immediately | 
be said that the purpose of the amendment was to defeat the | 


resolution, because there is no such method of submission pro- 
vided in the Constitution of the United States; and that might 
properly be said. 


vote as the election of a President of the United States is by a 
popular vote. 

In the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution provid- 
ing for the election of a President, an electoral college was pro- 
vided, in which the electorate selects certain men to cast their 
vote in the electoral college for their choice for President. I 


do not suppose there is a man or woman in the United States | 


who really differentiates between the election of a President by 
the electoral college and a direct election of a President by the 
people of the United States, except in so far as representation 
in the electoral college limits the right of suffrage or the power 
of the people of each individual State to act. Otherwise, the 
election of a President of the United States is directly by the 
people. 

The Constitution provides a method that never has been exer- 


cised in the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution, | 
and that is to authorize the Congress to submit amendments 


to the Constitution to conventions called for the purpose of 
ratification and for no other purpose. We hear the appeal re- 
sounding through this Chamber that the people of the United 
States have a sovereign right to pass on this question. I am no 
prophet nor am I the son of a prophet, but I am willing to stand 
here and prophesy that a most pronounced vote in this Chamber 
against an opportunity for the people of the United States to 
pass judgment on a proposed amendment to the Constitution 
will be cast by those who have cried the loudest that the people 
of the United States should have the opportunity given them. 
3ut to give those Senators a chance to voice their sentiments I 
propose the following amendment to the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 6, strike out the words “ the 
legislatures of” and in lieu thereof insert the words “ conyen- 
tions in,” so that the paragraph will read: 

Resolved, etc., That the following article is proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which shall be valid to all intents and pur- 
poses as part of the Constitution when ratified by conventions in three- 
fourths of the several States, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The language of the Constitution is 
familiar te the Members of this body, but in erder that it may ap- 
pear in the Recorp I will read Article V of the Constitution of 
the United States, which says: 

The Congress, 
neces y; 
appti ation 


whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it 
shall propose zmendments to this Constitution, or, on the 
of the legislatures ef two-thirds of the several States, shall 


Mr. President, we have heard it re- | 
peatedly said that this and other amendments to the Constitu- | 


But the Constitution does provide a method | 
that is analogous to a popular vote, just as close to a popular | 





eall a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either ease, 
shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of this Constitution 
when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States 
or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode 
of ratification may be proposed by the Congress: Provided, That no 
amendment which may be made prior to the year 1808 shall in any 
manner affect the first and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the 
first article, and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived 
of its equal suffrage in the Senate. 

It does not take a revolutionary method to accomplish this 
result. The opportunity has been here from the beginning. 
There is not a Senator in this Chamber who does not know that 
if this amendment is adopted to the pending resolution conven- 
tions will be called in each of the several States for the purpose 
of deciding whether or not the woman-suffrage amendment shall 
become the supreme law of the land. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit an 
interruption 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator in the beginning of his able 
speech stated that a convention for ratification of constitutional 
amendments had never been resorted to. Let me call the atten- 
tion of the Senator to the Corwin amendment, submitted by Con- 
gress March 3, 1861, and which is still pending, by the way. It 
was ratified by the legislatures of two States, Maryland and 
Ohio, and the State of Illinois in 1862 called a convention and 
delegates were elected upon the specific question as to whether 
or not they would ratify the so-called Corwin amendment, and 
the convention was held, which ratified or attempted to ratify 
that proposed amendment. For myself I do not believe that 
particular convention was of any efficacy, because the amend- 
ment was not submitted to conventions, but there was a conven- 
tion called to consider the amendment in that form. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thank the Senator for his contribution 
to the history of the matter, but what I referred to was thai 
the Congress of the United States had never submitted an 


| amendment to conventions for ratification. 


Mr. ASHURST. That is quite true. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Congress must select one or the other 
method. I do not believe if we referred this amendment to the 
legislatures of the several States for ratification, a State could 
call a convention to ratify it by that method. On the other 
hand, if we submit it to conventions of the several States, the 
action of the legislatures in reference to the matter would be 
null and yoid. Yet Congress in submitting an amendment must 


| first determine by which method it proposes te have the process 


of ratification take place. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from <Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FALL. If the Senator’s amendment were adopted, would 
the Senator then think it necessary for Congress to enact !egis- 
lation to carry it out or would it be self-operating? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think myself it would be self-oper- 
ating, but I believe the power would still rest in the Federal 


| Government, if it desires to do so, to provide the method by 


which the conventions should be called. 

Mr. FALL. In the event the Senator did not go further and 
foliow his amendment, if adopted, by legislation, how would 
conventions be called? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
States. 

Mr. FALL. But the constitutions generally of the several 
States provide how a constitutional amendment, for example, 
shall be adopted and how a convention shall be called. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; for an amendment to a State con- 
stitution, but not for an amendment to the Federal Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. FALL. No; and they are silent upon it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. FALL. Therefore, you are up against exactly the reason 
why Congress has never submitted an amendment for ap- 


They would be called by the several 


proval by conventions. 
{ 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. No one knows better than the Senator 


who has just addressed me that because the State constitutions 


are silent the legislatures of the several States have full power 
to act in the matter. 

Mr. FALL. Under the contention of the Senator from Ala- 
bama it would be necessary, if any amendment is adopted, for 
the legislatures then to meet and pass upon the preposition as to 
whether or not they would call a convention and provide for a 
method of calling it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. 

Mr. FALL. How would it be done, then? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It would be necessary for the legisia- 
tures to provide for the calling of a convention, provide the ma- 
chinery for calling it, unless Congress itself, after the submis- 
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sion of the amendment, chose to provide the machinery for the 
conventions to meet. 

Mr. FALL. Does the Senator think that State rights would 
not be violated if the Congress of the United States submitted 
an amendment to be passed upon by the State conventions and 
proceeded to say how a State convention should be called and to 
call it itself? Does the Senator think that would not be a 
violation of State rights? 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I am surprised that the able Senator 
from New Mexico should inject such an argument. I expect 
next for the Senator to charge me with being derelict to the 
principles I believe in, in local self-government, because at 
one time in my life I dared to bring before the Congress of the 
United States a revenue bill raising revenue for the Federal 
Government or, perchance, that I voted for a bill to raise an 
army. The Senator has not forgotten, but his argument would 
lead us to suppose he has forgotten, that there are certain dele- 
gated powers to the Federal Government that it has the right 
to exercise, and one of those delegated powers is the right to 
propose amendments to the Federal Constitution, and the power 
to propose them carries with it the incidents to see that the 
proposal is carried into effect. The Senator from New Mexico 
is too good a lawyer not to know that conclusion and to believe 
in it. But the Senator proposed to have a little fun with his 
colleague, and I understand his jokes. 

Mr. FALL. No; if the Senator will permit me, the Senator 
has simply placed himself in the position I knew he would be 
compelled to occupy. In cther words, if his amendment is 
adopted, then we proceed to fight over the question as to how 
he proposes to carry it into effect, as to how he proposes to sub- 
mit it. You have to put all the machinery into operation, the 
machinery of the National Government into the different States, 
to call the very conventions which the Senator is now calling 
ior. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; not at all. There is no doubt 
the Federal Government has the power to fix the time and place 
of the election of Senators or Representatives in Congress. 
For many years it failed to exercise that power and left it to 
the State laws and the State legislatures to exercise the power; 
but in its wisdom and judgment it finally concluded to pass a 
law and define the time when Members of Congress should be 
elected. Yet, if my memory serves me right, even as to that 
Federal law, providing for the election of Members of Con- 
gress and fixing the date on which all Members of Congress 
shall be elected throughout the United States, there is one State 
in the Union that continues to follow ‘its old laws and elect its 
Members of Congress on a different date, and their places in 
the Congress have never been opposed or contested on that 
ground, 

If you adopt this amendment, I do not hesitate to say that 
there is not a State in the Union whose legislature will not 
provide for a convention and hold the convention in proper form, 
The power to make quarantiné regulations against disease com- 
ing from abroad rests with the Federal Government. As long as 
the National Government failed to act the courts sustained 
State quarantine laws, but when the Federal Government fin- 
ally concluded to exercise its jurisdiction its laws superseded 
the laws passed by the States. In the failure of the Federal 
Government to act the States can act, and they will act. There 
is no necessity for any further legislation if this amendment 
is adopted, because we can safely leave it to the States to 
call conventions that are in favor of woman suffrage, and if 
they are not in favor of woman suffrage it would be futile to 
call the convention, because the assumption is they would not 
ratify it. 

But Senators on this floor say the people are for it. If the 
people are for it in the several States, I think we can safely 
indulge the presumption that the people of those several States 
will provide conventions for its ratification. The only answer 
I make to the Senator in reference to the reserve power of the 
Federal Government in this matter is that I do not propose to 
admit the condition that neglecting exercising the Federal 
power, not the State power, the Federal Government does not 
lose the opportunity to act and protect itself. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, if the Senator from Alabama wil 
allow me, in the first place, I will say to the Senator that I have 
not made an argument either in favor of or against woman 
suffrage. I am simply trying to get at the legal conclusion that 
the Senator has undoubtedly reached in his own mind, I pre- 
sume, prior to offering this amendment, as to what the status 
will be afterwards. 

First, as I understand him to say—and I agree with him—the 
Congress of the United States may have the power to put in 
operation the machinery for calling these conventions. I 
beliéve he agrees to that? 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do; Congress has the power; but I do 
not think it is necessary for it to exercise it. 

Mr. FALL. But the Senator says that in-the absence of that 
undoubtedly the States would call conventions, and that, there- 
fore, there would be no necessity following his amendment for 
congressional legislation, as I understand? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly not. 

Mr. FALL. The Senator has stated, I think—at least, that is 
what I have understood him to say—that the States must act 
through their legislatures in calling a convention. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know of no other power of the States 
that could appropriate the money, call a convention, prescribe 
how many delegates there should be, and pay them their salaries. 
If there is in some State the power vested in the governor 
already—I know of no such condition, but it might be—then it 
would not require the action of the legislature. 

Mr. FALL. I think there is no other power, as the Senator 
said awhile ago, to call a convention for the amendment of the 
State constitution ; but I do not think that there is any provision 
in the constitution of any State in the Union for calling a con- 
vention to ratify an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. Therefore, it would require legislation to be adopted at 
once by the State legislatures. Those of us who propose to vote 
for this amendment are proposing to submit it to that very State 
legislature. The Senator has said that if the legislature was 
not in favor of the amendment, possibly it would not call a con- 
vention; and that, if it were in favor of it, that it would calla 
convention, If it is in favor of it, it will ratify the amend- 
ment; and if it is not in favor of it, doubtless it will not. Mean- 
while very much time and a great deal of money would be 
saved. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, we all congratulate our- 
selves that our friend, the distinguished Senator from New 
Mexico, after declining to be a Member of this body, was sent 
back here to be our colleague; but I fear that the war and the 
fight on the political hustings have become so closely allied with 
the Senator that since he has gotten back to Washington he can 
not forget it. Like the mustard gas of the battle field, it clings 
to him even after he has left the field of combat. 

Of course, if we are looking at this question purely from a 
political standpoint, of the swinging tides of political opinion, 
the Senator may say, and truthfully say, that this method 
might cause delay, or that it might cause inaction; but I offer 
the amendment to sustain the great principle for which men 
have been contending here for an hour or more, that the people 
of the several States have the right to determine this question ; 
and, I take it, there is not a State in the Union that, whether 
it be in favor of or adverse to the adoption of this amendment, 
when its legislature met would not provide a method by which 
the people of the several States might exercise their voice in 
this matter. 

Mr. FALL. Will the Senator yield to me for a statement? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. FALL. The Senator has said that he is afraid that I 
came back here somewhat excited. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not excited; the Senator from New 
Mexico never gets excited. 

Mr. FALL. However, that I returned at least yet influenced 
by the war which we have been through and by the political 
war in which I have just been engaged. I simply want to say 
to the Senator that my age precluded my entering the war, and 
that during the last political campaign I did not leave my 
ranch home and made no speech and no appeal whatsoever for 
votes. ' 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
sonality. 

Mr. FALL. No; I understand that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was referring to the atmosphere of a 
political campaign. : 

Mr. FALL. Well, in so far as the atmosphere of politics is 
concerned, it did not reach Three Rivers, I am glad to say. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am always glad to have the Senator’s 
interpretation of his own view. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Before the Senator from Alabama 
leaves this very interesting question which has been precipi- 
tated, I desire to inquire of him whether, if the Congress of 
the United States has the right to provide the machinery 
through which the various conventions in the several States 
shall be called, it also has the right, as a part of that legisla- 
tion, to prescribe who shall vote for the delegates to the 


I did not refer to the Senator's per- 


| convention? 





1919. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not think it has, for the right 
of suffrage, either for a Federal or a State election, is now 
fixed in a definite way by the Constitution of the United States 
and could only be changed by an amendment to that Constl- 
tution. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. To what provision of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States does the Senator refer? The Consti- 
tution of the United States fixes the qualifications of the voters 
for Members of the House of Representatives, and that is all, so 
far as my recollection goes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the clause to which I refer; but 
if that clause does not apply 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It certainly does not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, of course, the Congress of the 
United States has no power; for this is a Government of dele- 
gated powers, and, as has been said by a very distinguished 
jurist in a decision some years ago in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, when you are asked whether the Government of 
the United States—the Federal Government—has a certain 
power, you must find that power defined in the Constitution ; 
but when you are asked if a State has a power, you know that 
it has the power when you do not find it inhibited either by the 
Federal Constitution or the State constitution. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. So I understand; but I understand 
the Senator to say also that there is an implied power in the 
Congress of the United States to provide all the machinery by 
which the conventions are to be called and held. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; the Senator is inserting a few 
adjectives in my remarks that I did not place there. The Sen- 
ator says that I stated that I could define all of the machinery. 
No; I did not say that. I said that the Federal Government 
would have the power to define the machinery: for calling the 
convention as an incident to the power granted in the Constitu- 
tion to propose amendments to it. 

Mr. WAL® "I of Montana. Exactly; but I inquire of the Sen- 
ator where he draws the line? All the rest of the machinery, all 
the other provisions concerning the election, are to be prescribed 
by Congress, but Congress can not prescribe who shall vote at 
that election? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. How does the Senator draw that 
distinction? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I 
draws it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Exactly. That is what I am ask- 
ing the Senator. What provision of the Constitution draws it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When the Constitution prescribes the 
terms and the qualifications of the electorate for Members of the 
House of Representatives and of the electors for President and 
now for Senators of the United States, and thereafter is silent, 
unquestionably the power of the Federal Congress, in reference 
to the electorate, is exhausted, except when it is revitalized or 
vitalized anew by an amendment to the Constitution. But the 
Senator from Montana knows even better than I do—for I yield 
to his premiership, so far as I am concerned, as a constitutional 
lawyer—that the courts of the land have always held that a 
grant of power to the Federal Government carries with it all 
of the incidents that are necessary to put that power into effect. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is just the point for which I 
am contending. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Surely, but it does not carry the inci- 
dents that are not necessary... It will be necessary, if this 
amendment is adopted, for some provision to be made as to the 
time and place and manner of holding conventions in the 
several States for the ratification or rejection of this amendment, 
but it is not necessary as an incident of that power at all to 
define who shall be the electors to vote for delegates to that 
convention, because the electorate is already provided for by 
the several States of the Union. I take it that the fathers who 
wrote this Constitution did not intend to do a futile thing when 
they provided for the holding of these conventions. They cer- 
tainly did not propose that the qualification of the electors of 
the several States should be changed, but they assumed that, if 
these conventions were held, those who have the powers of the 
electorate in the several States to-day would select the dele- 
gates to this convention. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Just one more question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But the Senator will remember 
that different qualifications are prescribed in the various States 
for different elections. For instance, in my own State, for many 
years before we had woman suffrage, women could vote on cer- 
tain subjects. So when the Constitution provided in relation to 
the election of the Members of the House of Representatives, 
it provided that any person who had the qualifications of an 


do not draw it. The Constitution 
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elector of the most numerous branch of the State legislature 
would have the qualifications of elector for Representative in 
Congress. But what are the qualifications prescribed in the 
various States for electors or delegates to a convention to ratify 
or reject a constitutional amendment? Are there any such? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, there is an electorate in all the 
States. There is an electorate, and also a limited electorate, in 
some States. I take it that when in any State a constitutional 
amendment is to be submitted to the electorate it means the 
general electorate and not the limited electorate. There is no 
real difficulty about this proposition. 

I realize that this amendment may be embarrassing to some 
gentlemen who have contended that this resolution should pass, 
because the people of the United States have a right to have 
their voice reflected in the Constitution. I realize further that 
it is possible that many men have on the hustings promised their 
constituents or have pledged themselves to vote for the pending 
constitutional amendment, and they fear the criticism of those 
to whom they have rendered those pledges, unless they dot every 
“i” and cross every “t” in the submission of this amendment 
as originally prepared. 

I never criticize my colieagues. I realize that there are abler 
men than myself representing the people of the United States 
in the Senate. There is only one thing that I claim for myself, 
and so long as I have the right to represent my State in the 
Senate I shall exercise that right independently of every man 
and of every woman. I conceive that it is my duty to retain 
unto myself the high privilege to represent what I believe the 
best interests of my people; to reflect their views in this Sen- 
ate; and, whenever I think that the existence of the Govern- 
ment or the liberties of the people may be endangered, to change 
my viewpoint and exercise my own free will on all questions 
that may come before this body at ail times. 

I think one of the most unfortunate things that happen in 
a legislative body is the modern tendency of men to commit 
themselves on public questions before they come to the final day 
of submission in the legislative body, and therefore unthinkingly 
and ill-advisedly sometimes they shackle their hands so that in 
the end they find themselves in embarrassing situations. I 
think that if we could free this question from all considera- 
tions of that kind this great issue could well be submitted, not 
to the people of the whole of the United States but to the people 
of the several States in the manner and form where the fina! 
decree of the electorate could be registered without any other 
conflicting interest to carry the question away from the real 
principles involved. 

I do not know that I can hope or expect the Senate at this 
late hour to modify the proposed constitutional amendment, but 
I do know that if we want to read this proposed amendment into 
the Constitution so that it will really receive the approval of the 
American people at heart, then we had better adopt the amend- 
ment I propose and give the people of the several States a free 
and full opportunity to act in this matter. 

Other Senators know as well as I do that there are legislatures 
of the various States in session now which if this proposed 
amendment were submitted to them within this week, or within 
the month, would act on it, ratifying or rejecting it. Why 
should that power be taken away from the sovereign people of 
the States? Why should they not have a full and free oppor- 
tunity to act? I know of no reason except that it might 
eause delay. Well, there will be delay before this proposed 
amendment to the Constitution is ratified, but if it is delayed 
long enough to give the electorate a full and fair opportunity 
to reflect their sentiments in the final law of the land it will 
be far more satisfactory to all concerned. 

Now, I wish to say on the main question that I am not oppos- 
ing the adoptioa of the proposed constitutional amendment giv- 
ing the women of the United States a right to vote because 
they are women. There are far more disastrous powers to place 
in the hands of women than that of the exercise of the elective 
franchise. As a distinguished Senator said here this morning, 
in my study of this question I do not find that the high standards 
of the States that have given to women the right to vote for the 
past decade or two have been pulled down because the franchise 
has been granted to women; neither do I find, in my study of 
the question, that the States wherein women have had the right 
to vote for the last quarter of a century have risen above the 
standard of their sister States where men alone exercise the 
franchise. It is not from that standpoint that I view the issue. 
If the women of America were a separate people there might be 
some question as to whether their views are reflected in the 
Government, but the women of America are a part of the Ameri- 
can people; they.have certain votes in their family circle, and 
those votes, whatever they are, whether they be cast by father 
and son, or hereafter whether they be cast by mother and 
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daughter, will continue to reflect the sentiment of that family 





circle, whether it be for the good or the ill of the Nation. That 
is not the question about which I am concerned. 

I hear men justify themselves in voting to submit an amend- 
ment to the Federal Constitution because they say the Con- 
stitution itself provides for its amendment, and therefore we 
are justified in proposing the amendment. That is an argument 
in circle that continues to chase itself around the horizon 





without a place to alight. It is not the amendment of the Fed- 


eral Constitution that is involved here; it is a great funda- 
nental principle of government that we are considering to-day 
in the Senate. Yes, we can propose amendments to the Consti- 


tution of the United States. The Constitution provides for a 
President of the United States to serve for four years. We 
eould submit an amendment to it providing that the tenure of 
the President shall be for life; aye, if the votes could be ob- 





tained, by constitutional amendment a king could be enthroned 
at the White House; but would you be justified in doing that 
because you had the power to do so? No man can justify him- 


self in voting for this amendment because we have the power to 
it it. The real question involved is the fundamental princi- 
ple of government. 

The great diversity throughout the United States of race, of 
climate, of geography, of business conditions, is such that, except 
for the great laws that are necessary for the Federal Govern- 
ment toe enable it to uphold its strong arm, the central Govern- 
ment at Washington is incapable of making laws for all of the 
peopie of the United States. There is no more possibility of the 
Lecisiature of Alabama being able to make just laws for the 
people of Maine than there is for the people of Maine to make 
just laws for the people of Alabama. Not that the people of the 
two States are not akin; they are closely akin; in those two 
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States they come primarily from the same original stock, with- 
out much influx of alien blood, and yet, living in two different | 
comiliunities, in two different sections of the United States, they 





think along different lines, they act along different lines, they 
live along different lines, and it would be impossible for the 
legislative body of one State to reflect into law the matured 
wishes of the people of the other State for a government that 
responded to the will of the people. That is true of the Federal 
Government. Our greatest differences upon the floor of the 
Senate grow out of geographical conditions. The interests and 
the wishes of our people are diversified, and because of that we 
clash here. The stronger succeeds, often to the material detri- 
ment of the weaker side. 

So far as the exercise of the delegated powers of the Federal 
Government is concerned, the great powers of war and peace, 
the control of our foreign affairs, the collection of taxes at 
the customhouse for the support of the Government, all of these 
great questions we must intrust to the Federal Government 
at Washington; but when it comes to those powers of govern- 
ment which invade the family home and the fireside, that wel- 
come the infant into life and carry old age to the cemetery, 
those laws of our intimate life and living, if we want just 
government, must be determined by the local people who live 
under them. That is the only way we can accomplish the de- 
sired result. 

You may say that this proposed constitutional amendment 
does not tear down the superstructure of local self-government. 
It may not tear down the principle at one fell swoop of the ax, 
but each time the ax stroke cuts the block from the tree the 
superstructure is growing weaker at the root. This proposed 
amendment involves the real pyramid of local self-government, 
because whenever you destroy the power of the State to control 
its electorate the day is at hand when you destroy the State 
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affects 


more than that, you may say that this proposal only 
the electorate by adding voters to it. So might an 
amendment providing for universal suffrage, an amendment 
providing for suffrage of all ages, all conditions, all races, and 
all kinds of people only affect the electorate, but it is drawing 
that power that remained in the States, that reserved power, 





away from the States to that extent and placing it here in 
Washington for final determination. What effect does that | 
ha on the voter? The more you centralize that power in 


Washington the more you diminish the reflected power of the 
individual citizen of the Republic and of the States. If you 
had a plebiscite, and submitted your laws to the will of the 
electorate, to all the people of the United States, you might 
have 10,000,000 people voting at the election. If you submit 
them to the people of Alabama, you may have 100,000 or 150,000 
people voting at the election. If you submit them to some 
smaller county in some State of the Union, you may only have 
an electorate of 1,000 people. 

So far as the great powers of the Federal Government are 
concerned, of necessity they must be determined by the larger 
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| electorate; but when you come to the k 
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cal questions of govern- 
ment, the questions that are in the home of every man and a 
part of his daily life, do you want those powers concentrated 
in the city of Washington, where the voter, the citizen, only 
reflects one part in ten million; or do you want him, as to local 
conditions, to reflect the voting strength of 100,000 or 200,000 
people in the State? Or, if it comes Gown to a minor question 
in each county, do you want him to have his reflected strength 
in that clectorate of one in «a thousand or two thousand or five 


| thousand people, instead of the ten million of which his vote is 


only a part, if the decisions in the last analysis be rendered in 
Washington? 

Where are we going to stop on this downward road of popular 
governinent or this upbuilding of centralized power at the seat 
of the Federal Government? The proposal of this amendment 
not only works an injury in itself, but it reflects the injury in its 
method of submission. Until the time came when those seeking 
additional power for certain purposes commenced knocking at 
the door of the Congress to accomplish results, rather than 
working out their accomplishments through their own State 
legislatures, the question among the people of the several States 
of breaking down local self-government was far afield. But now 
that certain great interests have determined that they must 
work out their plans through the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment, we hear the orator on every stump denying the protection 
of the Constitution of the United States, some even going so far 
as to proclaim that it would be betier for these people if we had 
no Constitution at all, overlooking the fact that the brutal will 
of a majority is a soviet government; that the brutal will of 
the leader of that body is anarchy; that the protection of our 
liberties and our rights grows out of the protection of law; 
that our freedom is not guaranteed by men, it is guaranteed by 
constitutional enactment; and where you tear down that Con- 
stitution for the purpose of writing the will of a brutal majority 
into the: law of the land you destroy the minority. You need no 
protection, if you be in the majority, against the will of that 
majority, because that majority is your will; but who knows 
but perchance to-morrow you may find yourself in the minority? 
And when that hour comes, without a government of law, with- 
out a constitutional restriction for the protection of your life, 
your home, your property, or the integrity of your family itself, 
tell me whence the protection will come to you that you inherited 
from your fathers of old. 

No, Mr. President, it is not a question to-day as to whether 
the women of America should have the right to vote. It is a 
question of whether, in the end, our Government shall live. It 
is a question as to whether the fundamental principles that are 
necessary for the life of this great Republic shall survive. 

There.can be no doubt in the mind of any man who has studied 
the fundamental question that when you destroy the principle of 
local self-government and center the powers of government under 
the dome of this Capitol, then the disintegration of this great 
Republic has begun and the hour of downfall is only a question 
of time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I understand there are sev- 
eral Senators who desire to be heard on this question, and it is 
not possible to get a vote on it to-night ; and I understand that 
the Senator from Utah { Mr. Smoot] desires to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. SMOOT. It will take just a few moments. I will say to 
the Senator that I also understand that an executive session is 
desired. 

Mr. WATSON. As soon as the Senator from Utah shall have 
finished his statement I shall move for an executive session ; 
and then, at the end of the executive session, I desire to say 
to the Senators present that I shall move a recess until to- 
morrow at 12 o’clock, and when we convene to-morrow I shall 
insist on the Senate remaining in session until this question 
has been finally disposed of. 

Mr. SMOOT obtained the floor. 

Mr. POMERENE. Will the Senator yield to me to make a 
brief statement? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. POMERENE. I had very mueh hoped that there could 
be a vote upon this matter to-day. I am very anxious to have 
my vote recorded, but I am simply obliged to leave on the 
5.50 train this evening, and I shall not be able to be here to- 
morrow. 

Mr. WATSON. I very much regret the situation, Mr. Presi- 
dent, because I know that the Senator from Ohio is quite anx- 
ious to be recorded on this questien; but a number of Senators 
were compelied to leave this afternoon, and it was not possible 
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to hold them here in suflicient numbers to have this vote. 
Therefore, out of deference to their wishes, I consented earlier 
in the afternvon that the matter might go over for a final vote 
until to-morrow. 

I very greatly regret the situation, and I trust the Senator 
from Ohio will be able to procure a pair. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I was informed, either 
yesterday or this morning—I have forgotten which—that pairs 
would be arranged for; and, in view of that fact, I certainly 
hope that one can be arranged for me. I am not in the habit 
af being away when it comes to voting upon matters of this 
xind, but the circumstances are such that I am simply com- 
pelled to go. 

THE SINKING FUND, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, on last Saturday, in an inter- 
view with Mr. Welliver, for the New York Sun, I discussed 
the question of the obligations that the Government of the 
United States will be under June 30, 1920; and I also referred 
to a proposition of providing for a sinking fund for the pur- 
pose of refunding the obligations of the Government. Mr. 
Welliver reported that correctly in the New York Sun. 

When the last session of Congress opened I took up the ques- 
tion of a sinking fund with officials of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and also made public statements as to what I thought 
the plan ought to be to refund the public debt. I had in mind 
at that time a plan of doing so, and repeated it to Mr. Welliver 
last Saturday, hoping that it would be the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to adopt a plan by which the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment could be paid within a reasonable time. 

Yesterday I looked up the bill which was introduced in the 
House at the last session of Congress covering this question, 
knowing it passed the House, came to the Senate, was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and was reported from the 
Ilinance Committee to the Senate. On the 2d day of March 
the bill passed the Senate. It passed without an amendment to 
the House bill. My recollection was that in the closing days 
of the session that bill failed of passage; but I find that the 
President approved it on the 3d day of March, 1919. So that 
the country may know just what provision is made under exist- 
ing law for providing a sinking fund for the retirement of the 
bonds and note issues of the Government, I ask that section 6 
of that act be incorporated in the Recorp now. 

I have received so many letters from all over the United 
States in relation to this matter that evidently its passage is 
not widely known. I am pleased that the act is now in force. 
If the rate of 24 per cent proves too great a burden, it can be 
reduced by future legislation. I thought myself that the bill 
had failed; and now I ask that section 6 of that act be incorpo- 
rated in the REecorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
incorporated in the Recorp as a part of the remarks of the 
Senator from Utah. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Sec. 6. (a) That there is hereby created in the Treasury a cumu- 
lative sinking fund for the retirement of bonds and notes issued under 
the first liberty bond act, the second liberty bond act, the third 
liberty bond act, the fourth liberty bond act, or under this act, and 
outstanding on July 1, 1920. The sinking fund and all additions 
thereto are hereby appropriated for the payment of such bonds and 
notes at maturity, or fur the redemption or purchase thereof before 
maturity by the Secretary of the Treasury at such prices and upon 
such terms and conditions as he shall prescribe, and shall be available 
until all such bonds and notes are retired. The average cost of the 
bonds and notes purchased shall not exceed par and accrued interest. 
Bonds and notes purchased, redeemed, or paid out of the sinking 
fund shall be canceled and retired and shall not be reissued, For the 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 1920, and for each fiscal year thereafter, 
until all such bonds and notes are retired there is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the purposes of such sinking fund, an amount equal to the sum of 
(1) 24 per cent of the aggregate amount of such bonds and notes 
outstanding on July 1, 1920, less an amount ogeel to the par amount 
of any obligations of foreign Governments held by the United States 
on July 1, 1920, and (2) the interest which would have been payable 
during the fiscal year for which the appropriation is made on the bonds 
and notes purchased, redeemed, or paid out of the sinking fund during 
such year or in previous years. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall submit to Congress at the 
beginning of each regular session a separate annual report of the 
action taken under the authority contained in this. section. 

(b) Sections 3688, 3694, 3695, and 3696 of the Revised Statutes, 
and so much of section 3689 of the Revised Statutes as provides a 


permanent annual appropriation of 1 per cent of the entire debt of 
the United States to be set apart as a sinking fund are hereby rep<aled, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WATSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 
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RECESS. 


Mr. WATSON. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
June 4, 1919, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 3, 1919. 
UNITED STATES SHIPPING BoArp. 


Thomas A. Scott, of New London, Conn., to be a member of 

the United States Shipping Board, vice Colby, resigned. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the 7th day of June, 1919: 

Royal W. Abbott, 

Laurence A. Abercrombie, 

Charles M. Abson, 

Jim T. Acree, 

Albert W. Akers, jr., 

Eugene T. Aldridge, 
Stephen T. Allen, 
Harris C. Aller, 
Charles C. Anderson, 
Erik L. Anderson, 
Marshall A. Anderson, 
Warner W. Angerer, 
Samuel H. Arthur, 
Fred B. Avery, 
Myron A. Baber, 
Edwin C. Bain, 
Felix L. Baker, 
Leon J. Baker, 
Ralph D. Baker, 
Clarence J. Ballreich, 
Frederick V. Barker, 
Loyd K. Barry, 
Melvin H. Bassett, 
Turner W. Battle, 
Ninian Beall, 
Francis W. Beard, 
Emanuel C. Beck, 
Charles S. Beightler, 
Alf Ole Ruh Bergesen, 
Thomas H. Binford, 
Henry T. Birmingham, 
Allen D. Blackledge, 
Victor F. Blakeslee, 
Charles S. Boarman, 
Robert W. Bockius, 
Julian M. Boit, 
Calvin M. Bolster, 
Robert Bolton, jr., 
Carroll T. Bonney, 
Harton I. Booker, 
John T, Bottom, jr., 
Neill D. Brantly, 
Edwin L. Brashears, 
Kenneth E. Brimmer, 
Thomas B. Brittain, 
William B. Broadhurst, 
Roger Brooks, 
Maurice E. Browder, 
Gilbert W. Brown, 
Harold R. Brookman, 
Ferguson B. Bryan, 
Rene F. A. Buchholz, 
Goold N. Bull, 
Tighlman H. Bunch, jr., 
William H. Buracker, 
George F. Burdick, 
Julius A. Burgess, 
Alfred W. Burket, 
Eugene F. Burkett, 
George H. Burnham, 
Horace Burrough, 3d, 
Frederick R. Buse, 
William Butler, jr., 
George C. Calnan, 
Samuel W. Canan, 
James B. Carter, 
Amariah B. Cartwright, 
James H, Chadwick, 
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‘halkley. 
‘., Champion, jr., 
pin, 
Hjalmar A. Christensen, 
Walter F. Chrisimas, 
Karl J. Christoph, 
Campbell Cleave, 
Harold ¢ 
John S. Cohen, 
Harold Cold 
Charl d 


Thomas T. Craven, 
Armon D. A. Crawford, 
Marion E. Crist, 
Mitchell P. Crist, 
. Crocker, 
1, Crouter, 
John F. Crowe, jr., 
Richard H. Cruzen, 
Frederick J. Cunningham, 
George B. Cunningham, 
Robert P. Cunningham, 
Winitield S. Cunningham, 
Lawrence W. Curtin, 
John P. Curtis, 
Maurice E. Curts, 
. Cushman, jr., 
Roswell B. Daggett, 
George H. Dana, 
Valentine M. Davis, 
Michael D. Dearth, 
Benton W. Decker, 
Earl R. De Long, 
Harry H. Deringer, 
Frank C. L. Dettmann, 
Wade De Weese, 
Alexander J. Diepenbrock, 
Wallace Dillman, 
John A. Dillon, 
William J. Dinneen, 
Augustus H. Donaldson, 
James B. Donnelly, 
Jerome F. Donovan, jr 
Edward H. Doolin, 
Stephen C. Dougherty, 
Jennings B. Dow, 
Wallace R. Dowd, 
Edwin H. Downes, 
Willard M. Downes, 
Austin K. Doyle, 
James H. Doyle, 
Henry S. Dunbar, jr., 
Marcy M. Dupre, jr., 
George M. Dusinberre, 
William L. Eagleton, 
Charles D. Edmunds, 
Julian B. Edwards, , 
Robert P. Erdman, 
Delmer 8S. Fahrney, 
Bennett L. Falknor, 
Raymond C. Ferris, 
Harold F. Fick, 
William W. Fife, 
Herbert Finebaum, 
Harold C. Fitz, 
Carroll H. Fleming, 
William D. Fletcher, 
Emmet P. Forrestel, 
Richard R. Foster, 
Allen B. Fowler, 
Oliver W. Gaines, 
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William H. Galbraith, 
Charles B. Gary, 
Thomas A. Gaylerd, 
Hilyer F. Gearing, 
Martin J. Gillan, jr., 
John F. Gillon, 

John EK. Gingrich, 
Richard P. Glass, 
Cato D. Glover, jr., 
William B. Goggins, 
Charles N. Goldenberg, 
Milton D. Goldsmith, 
Roscoe IF’. Good, 
Jesse B. Goode, 

John P. Graff, 

Roy W. Montrose Graham, 
George H. Gregory, 
Marvin H. Grove, 
Ignatius L. Guerin, 
Darrough S. Gurney, 
George C. Haeberle, 
Theodore G. Haff, 
Wesley M. Hague, 
Hance C. Hamikton, 
Siegfried Hannah, 
Robert H. Hargrove, 
Archibald O. Harrington, 
Mark H. Harrington, 
Mason D. Harris, 
Drayton Harrison, 
Lloyd Harrison, 
Walter T. Hart, jr., 
Justin D. Hartford, 
Charles C. Hartman, 
Beverly A. Hartt, 
Richard R. Hartung, 
James D. Haselden, jr., 
Orin S. Haskell, 
Maurice E. Hatch, 
Lawrence T. Haugen, 
Hugh E. Haven, 
Kenneth C. Hawkins, 
Clarence M. Head, 
Paul R. Heineman, 
John H. Heintz, 
Elmer F. Helmkamp, 
William P. Hepburn, 
William Hibbs, 
Raymond L. Higgins, 
Wallace L. Higgins, 
Richard Highleyman, 
John W. Higley, 
Harry H. Hill, 
Rowlond D. Hill, jr., 
Roscoe H. Hillenkoetter, 
Warner U. Hines, 
Norman R. Hitchcock, 
Allen Hobbs, 
Raymond W. Holsinger, 
Norman B. Hopkins, 
Herbert G. Hopwood, 
Royal A. Houghton, 
Edgar B. Howell, 
David A. Hughes, 
Ralph Humphreys, 
Peter F. Hunt, 
Burton L. Hunter, 
Charles M. Huntington, 
Jack E. Hurff, 
William H. Hutter, 
Charles L. Hutton, 
William A. Ingram, 
William G. Ingram, 
Clayton 8S, Isgrig, 
Solomon §. Isquith, 
Norman 8. Ives, 
Phillip N. Jackson, 
David Jaffe, 

Royal F. Jewett, 
Douglass P. Johnson, 
Felix L. Johnson, 
Bascom §8. Jones, 
Warner E. Jones, 
Frederick B. Kauffman, 
Russell Keith, 
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Bernard J. Kelley, 
George J. Kelley, 

John N. Kelty, 

Asel B. Kerr, 

Dixwell Ketcham, 
Eugene W. Kiefer, 
Elmer Kiehl, 

Philip R. Kinney, 

Hugh P. Kirby, 

Vilas R. Knope, 

Virgil E. Korns, 

George P. Kraker, 
Edgar P. Kranzfelder, 
Joseph U. Lademan, jr., 
Sam L. La Hache, 
Oberlin C. Laird, 

Paul W. Lambright, 

La Rue C. Lawbaugh, 
William I. Leahy, 
Clarence V. Lee, 

Philip Lemler, 

Ericson Lewis, 

Trevor Lewis, 

Ernest W. Litch, 
William G. Livingstone, 
Fridthjof W. Londahl, 
John B. Longstaf?, 
Ralph C. Lowes,.jr., 
James A. Lusk, 

John B. Lyon, 

Hugh D. Lyttle, 

Herbert L. MacBride, 
Ford H. MacElvain, 
William S. MacLaren, jr 
Frank M. Maichle, 

John B. Mallard, 
Brook S. Mansfield, 
Stanley E. Martin, 
William A. P. Martin, jr 
John W. Marts, jr., 
Lunsford Y. Mason, jr. 
Lisle J. Maxson, 

John T. MeDermott, 
John A. McDonnell, 
Ellsworth McEathron, 
John V. McElduil, 
James H. McKay, 
Frederick W. McMahon, 
Edward H. McMenemy, 
Charles B. MeVay, 3d, 
George W. Mead, jr., 
Robert E. Melling, 
Henry N. Mergen, 
Stanley J. Michael, 
Paul Miller, 

Raleigh B. Miller, 
William E. Miller, 
Olin R. Miner 
Charles B. Momsen, 
Jewett P. Moncure 
Maurice Montgomery 
William F. Moran, 
Terry B. Morehouse, 
George D. Morrison, 
Richard S. Morse, 
Moultrie Moses, 
Reinhard C. Moureau, 
William E. A. Mullan, 
Allen P. Mullinnix, 
Charles D. Murphy, 
Charles H. Murpliy, 
Neil B. Musser, 
Morris B. Myers, 
Paul B. Nibecker, 
Henry 8S. Nielson, 
James E. Nolan, 
Charles O. O'Donnell, 
Francis P. Old, 
Forrest M. O'Leary, 
Donald R. Osborn, jr., 
Lemuel P. Padgett, jr., 
Harry E. Padley, 
Dudley M. Page, 
Khem W. Palmer, 
Edward E. Pare, 
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Harold R. Parker, 
Gordon A. Patterson, 
Mead S. Pearson, 
George H. L. Peay, 
Howard D. Peeples, 
Harold FE. Peifer, 
Perley E. Pendleton, 
John Perry, 

Lyman S. Perry, 
Robert F. Perry, 
James M. Plaskitt, 
Edwin A. J. Poehlmann, 
Charles D. Porter, 
Raeburn P. Powell, 
Harry D. Power, 
George F. Prestwich, 
Van F. Rathbun, 
DeWitt C. Redgrave, jr., 
Kendall Sturtevant Reed, 
John F. Rees, 
I'rederick O. Repplier, 
William A. Rice, 
Thomas H. Robbins, jr., 
Frederick W. Roberts, 
Walter H. Roberts, 
Wolcott Roberts, 
Robert E. Robinson, 
Frank Rorschach, jr., 
George E. Rosenberry, 
Howard C. Rule, jr., 
Herbert C. Rust, 

Abel C. J. Sabalot, 
Frederick C. Sachse, 
Earl L. Sackett, 
George R. Sanner, 
Thomas C. Scaffe, 
Frank W. Schmidt, 
Herbert P. Schubert, 
Leo B. Schulten, 
Sampson Scott, 
Sumner T. Scott, 
George A. Seitz. 
Joseph H. Severyns, 
Horatio C. Sexton, jr., 
John E. Shoemake>. 
Horatio G. Sickel, 4th, 
William Sinton, 
Charles R. Skinner, 
George C. Skinner, jr., 
Paul S. Slawson, 
Alexander F. Smith, jr., 
Clyde W. Smith, 
Robert H. Smith, 
Walton W. Smith, 
William M. Smith, 
Raymond D. Sollars, 
Edmund P. Speight, 
Alva J. Spriggs, 
Merrill F. Sproul, 
Paul W. Steinhagen, 
Morton B. Sterling, 
Paul R. Sterling, 
Ernest E. Stevens, 
Francis B. Stoddert, 
Elmer S. Stoker, 
William J. Strother, jr., 
Charles L. Surran, 
Chester A. Swafford, 
Clarence F’. Swanson, 
William A. Swanston, 
Evander W. Sylvester, 
James R. Tague, 
Joseph T. Talbert, 2d, 
Barnett T. Talbott, 
Francis Taylor, 

Hugh M. Taylor, 

John C. Ten Eyck, jr., 
Francis J. Thomas, 
William A. P. Thompson, 
Thomas S. Thorne, 
John M. Thornton, 
Robert D. Threshie, 
Edwin H. Tillman, jr., 
Elwood M. Tillson, 
Nelson S. Tohey, 
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William G. Tomlinson, 
Rockwell J. Townsend, 
Hugh W. Turney, 
Floyd A. Tusler, 
Carroll L. Tyler, 
Harold S. van Buren, 
. Vetter. 
Paul E. Voinot, 
William H. Wallace, 
Edward J. Walsh, 
Chester L. Walton, 
Benjamin N. Ward, 
Benjamin P. Ward, 
Robert C. Warrack, 
John C. Webb, 
Walter H. Weed, jr., 
Oscar A. Weller, 
Augustus J. Wellings, 
John E. Whelchel, 
Morgan C. Wheyland, 
Donald T. Whitmer, 
Roland E, Wiens, 
Richard C. Wiestling, 
Charles Wilkes, 
Darrell C. Williams, 
Edward P. Wilson, 
Harvey Wilson, 
James D. Wilson, 
Frank C. Winter, 
Eugene Wintermantel, 
Charles R. Woodson, 
Edmund T. Wooldridge, 
Charles T. Wootten, 
Daniel F. Worth, jr., 
James L. Wyatt, 
Levi D. York, and 
Rupert M. Zimmerli, 
The following-named midshipmen to be second lieutenants in 
he United States Marine Corps from the 7th day of June, 1919: 
Clarence R. Wallace, 
Sanford H. Casteel, 
James E. Whitmire, 
Maurice Van Cleave, 
Harold Markell, 
Donald E. Keyhoe, 
Olin E. Gates, 
Frederick 8. Chappelle, 
John G. Clausing, 
John M. Greer, 
Charles S. Finch, 
William H. Armstrong, 
Wilbur L. Davis, 
Walter A. Wachtler, 
Henry T. Nicholas, 
Stuart W. King, 
William E. Maxwell, 
John H. Featherston, jr., 
tonald A. Boone, 
Glen M. Aron, 
William B. Onley, and 
Paul B. Watson. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Urecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, 1919. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
Frank Davis, jr., to be Assistant Attorney General. 
Districr ATTORNEYS. 
A. GC. Hindman to be United States attorney, district of the 
Canal Zone. 
Henry Mooney to be United States attorney, eastern district 
of Louisiana. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAvy. 
Thee following-named midshipmen to be ensigns: 
toyal W. Abbott, 
Laurence A. Abercrombie. 
Charles M. Abson, 
Jim T. Acree, 
Albert W. Akers, jr., 
Eugene T. Aldridge, 
Stephen T. Allen, 
Harris C. Aller, 
Charles C. Anderson, 
Erik L. Anderson, 


Marshall A. Anderson, 
Warner W. Angerer, 
Samuel H. Arthur, 
Fred B. Avery, 

Myron A. Baber, 
Edwin C. Bain, 

Felix L. Baker, 

Leon J. Baker, 

Ralph D, Baker, 
Clarence J. Ballreich, 
Frederick V. Barker, 
Loyd K. Barry, 
Melvin H. Bassett, 
Turner W. Battle, 
Ninian Beall, 

Francis W. Beard, 
Emanuel C. Beck, 
Charles S. Beightler, 
Alf Ole Ruh Bergesen, 
Thomas H. Binford, 
Henry T. Birmingham, 
Allen D. Blackledge, 
Victor F. Blakeslee, 
Charles S. Boarman, 
Robert W. Bockius, 
Julian M. Boit, 
Calvin M. Bolster, 
Robert Bolton, jr., 
Carroll T. Bonney, 
Harton I. Booker, 
John T. Bottom, jr., 
Neill D. Brantly, 
Edwin L. Brashears, 
Kenneth E. Brimmer, 
Thomas B. Brittain, 
William B. Broadhurst, 
Roger Brooks, 
Maurice E. Browder, 
Gilbert W. Brown, 
Harold R. Brookman, 
Ferguson B. Bryan, 
Rene F. A. Buchholz, 
Goold N. Bull, 
Tighlman H. Bunch, jr., 
William H. Buracker, 
George F. Burdick, 
Julius A. Burgess, 
Alfred W. Burket, 
Eugene F. Burkett, 
George H. Burnham, 
Horace Burrough, 3d, 
Frederick R. Buse, 
William. Butler, jr., 
George C. Calnan, 
Samuel W. Canan, 
James B. Carter, 
Amariah B. Cartwright, 
James H. Chadwick, 
Henry G. Chalkley, 
Carleton C. Champion, jr., 
Selden Chapin, 
Hjalmar A. Christensen, 
Walter F. Christmas, 
Karl J. Christoph, 
Campbell Cleave, 
Harold Cline, 

John S. Cohen, jr., 
Harold Coldwell, 
Charles A. Collins, 
Lucius P. Collins, 
Thomas S. Combs, 
Frank H. Conant, 2d, 
Bailey Connelly, 

Gyle D. Conrad, 
Edwin F. Conway, 
Harley F. Cope, 
Orville G. Cope, jr., 
Harry Corman, 

Lewis Corman, 
Alexander J. Couble, 
Roy T. Gowdrey, 
Thomas G. Cox, jr., 
Wilmer T. Cox, 
Thomas T. Craven, 
Armon D. A. Crawford, 





1919. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





Marion E. Crist, 
Mitchell P. Crist, 
James A. Crocker, 
Mark H. Crouter, 

John F. Crowe, jr., 
Richard H. Cruzen, 
Frederick J. Cunningham, 
George B. Cunningham, 
Robert P. Cunningham, 
Winfield S. Cunningham, 
Lawrence W. Curtin, 
John P. Curtis, 
Maurice E. Curts, 
William R. Cushman, jr., 
Roswell B. Daggett, 
George H. Dana, 
Valentine M. Davis, 
Michael D. Dearth, 
Benton W. Decker, 
Earl R. De Long, 
Harry H. Deringer, 
Frank C. L. Dettmann, 
Wade De Weese, 
Alexander J. Diepenbrock, 
Wallace Dillman, 

John A. Dillon, 
William J. Dinneen, 
Augustus H. Donaldson, 
James B. Donnelly, 
Jerome F. Donovan, jr., 
Edward H. Doolin, 
Stephen C. Dougherty, 
Jennings B. Dow, 
Wallace R. Dowd, 
Edwin H. Downes, 
Willard M. Downes, 
Austin K. Doyle, 
James H. Doyle, 
Henry S. Dunbar, jr., 
Marcy M. Dupre, jr., 
George M. Dusinberre, 
William L. Eagleton, 
Charles D. Edmunds, 
Julian B. Edwards, 
Robert P. Erdman, 
Delmer S. Fahrney, 
Bennett L. Falknor, 
Raymond C. Ferris, 
Harold F. Fick, 
William W. Fife, 
Herbert Finebaum, 
Harold C. Fitz, 

Carroll H, Fleming, 
William D. Fletcher, 
Emmett P. Forrestel, 
Richard R. Foster, 
Allen B. Fowler, 

Oliver W. Gaines, 
William H. Galbraith, 
Charles B. Gary, 
Thomas A. Gaylord, 
Hilver IF’. Gearing, 
Martin J. Gillan, jr., 
John F. Gillon, 

John E. Gingrich, 
Richard P. Glass, 

Cato D. Glover, jr., 
William B. Goggins, 
Charles N. Goldenberg, 
Milton D. Goldsmith, 
Roseoe F. Good, 

Jesse B. Goode, 

John P. Graff, 

Roy W. Montrose Graham, 
George H. Gregory, 
Marvin H. Grove, 
Ignatius L. Guerin, 
Darrough 8S. Gurney, 
George C. Haeberle, 
Theodore G. Haff, 
Wesley M. Hague, 
Hance C. Hamilton, 
Siegfried Hannah, 
Robert H. Hargrove, 
Archibald O. Harrington, 


Mark H. Harrington, 
Mason D. Harris, 
Drayton Harrison, 
Lloyd Harrison, 
Walter T. Hart, jr., 
Justin D. Hartford, 
Charles C. Hartman, 
Beverly A. Hartt, 
Richard R. Hartung, 
James D. Haselden, jr., 
Orin S. Haskell, 
Maurice E. Hatch, 
Lawrence T. Haugen, 
Hugh E. Haven, 
Kenneth C. Hawkins, 
Clarence M. Head, 
Paul R. Heineman, 
John H. Heintz, 
Elmer F. Helmkamp, 
William P. Hepburn, 
William Hibbs, 
taymond L. Higgins, 
Wallace L. Higgins, 
Richard Highleyman, 
John W. Higley, 
Harry H. Hill, 
Rowlond D. Hill, jr., 
Roscoe H. Hillenkoetter, 
Warner U. Hines, 
Norman R. Hitchcock, 
Allen Hobbs, 
Raymond W. Hoisinger, 
Norman B. Hopkins, 
Herbert G. Hopwood, 
Royal A. Houghton, 
Edgar B. Howell, 
David A. Hughes, 
Ralph Humphreys, 
Peter F. Hunt, 
Burton L. Hunter, 
Charles M. Huntington, 
Jack E. Hur t, 
William H. Hutter, 
Charles L. Hutton, 
William A. Ingram, 
William G. Ingram, 
Clayton §S. Isgrig, 
Solomon §8. Isquith, 
Norman 8S. Ives, 
Phillip N. Jackson, 
David Jaffe, 
Royal F. Jewett, 
Douglass P. Johnson, 
Felix L. Johnson, 
3ascom §S§. Jones, 
Warner E. Jones, 
Frederick B. Kauffman, 
Russell Keith, 
Bernard J. Kelley, 
George J. Kelley, 
John N. Kelty, 
Asel B. Kerr, 
Dixwell Ketcham, 
Eugene W. Kiefer, 
Elmer Kiehl, 
Philip R. Kinney, 
Hugh P. Kirby, 
Vilas R. Knope, 
Virgil E. Korns, 
George P. Kraker, 
Edgar P. Kranzfelder, 
Joseph U. Lademan, jr., 
Sam L. La Hache, 
Oberlin C. Laird, 
Paul W. Lambright, 
La Rue C. Lawbaugh, 
William I. Leahy, 
Clarence V. Lee, 
Philip Lemler, 
Ericson Lewis, 
Trevor Lewis, 
Ernest W. Litch, 
William G. Livingstone, 
Fridthjof W. Londahl, 
John B. Longstaff, 
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Ralph C. Lowes, jr., 
James A. Lusk 
John B. Lyon, 
Hugh PD. Lyttle, 
Herbert L. MacBride, 
Ford H. MacElvain, 
William S. MacLaren, jr., 
Frank M. Maichle, 
John B. Mallard, 
Brook S. Mansfield, 
Stanley E, Martin, 
William A. P. Martin, jr., 
John W. Marts, jr., 
Lunsford Y. Mason, jr., 
Lisle J. Maxson, 
John T. McDermott, 
John A. McDonnell, 
EUsworth McEathron, 
John V. McElduff, 
James H. McKay, 
Frederick W. McMahon, 
Edward H. McMenemy, 
Charles B. McVay, 3d, 
George W. Mead, jr., 
Robert E. Melling, 
Henry N. Mergen, 
Stanley J. Michael, 
Paul Miller, 
Raleigh B. Miller, 
William E. Miller, 
Olin R. Miner, 
Charles B. Momsen, 
Jewett P. Moncure, 
Maurice Montgomery, 
William F. Moran, 
Terry B. Morehouse, 
George D. Morrison, 
Richard S. Morse, 
Meultrie Moses, 
Reinhard C. Moureau, 
William E. A. Mullan, 
Allen P. Mullinnix, 
Charles D. Murphy, 
Charles H. Murphy, 
Neil B. Musser, 
Morris B. Myers, 
Paul B. Nibecker, 
Henry 8S. Nielson, 
James E. Nolan, 
rles O. O'Donnell, 
Francis P. Old, 
Forrest M. O'Leary, 
Donald R. Osborn, jr., 
Lemuel P. Padgett, jr., 
Harry E. Padley, 
Dudley M. Page, 
Khem W. Palmer, 
Edward E. Pare, 
Hi 1 R. Parker, 
rordon A. Patterson, 
ad S. Pearson, 
rge H. L. Peay, 
ard D. Peeples, 
ld E. Peifer, 
EE. Pendleton, 
Perry, 
an S$. Perry, 
‘t F. Perry, 
s M. Plaskitt, 
J vin A. J. Poehlmann, 
Charles D. Porter, 
Raeburn P. Powell, 
Hi: rry D. Power, 
i ‘ 
I ( 


reorge F. Prestwich, 

F. Rathbun 
Witt C. Redgrave, jr., 
KKendall Sturtevant Reed, 
John F. Rees, 
Frederick O. Repplier, 
William A. Rice, 
Thomas H. Robbins, jr., 
Frederick W. Roberts, 
Walter H. Roberts, 
Wolcott Rob. tts, 
Robert E. Robinson, 


Frank Rorschach, jr., 
George E. Rosenberry, 
Howard C€. Rule, jr., 
Herbert C. Rust, 

Abel C. J. Sabaiot, 
Frederick C. Sachse, 
Earl L. Sackett, 
xeorge R. Sanner, 
Thomas C. Scaffe, 
Frank W. Schmidt, 
Herbert P. Schubert, 
Leo B. Schulten, 
Sampson Scott, 
Sumner T. Scott, 
George A. Seitz, 
Joseph H. Severyns, 
Horatio C. Sexton, jr. 
John E. Shoemaker, 
Horatio G. Sickel, 4th, 
William Sinton, 
Charles R. Skinner, 
George C. Skinner, jr., 
Payl S. Slawson, 
Alexander IF’, Smith, jr., 
Clyde W. Smith, 
Robert H. Smith, 
Walton W. Smith, 
William M. Smith, 
Raymond D. Sollars, 
Edmund P. Speight, 
Alva J. Spriggs, 
Merrill F. Sproul, 
Paul W. Steinhagen, 
Morton B. Sterling, 
Paul R. Sterling, 
Ernest E. Stevens, 
Francis B. Stoddert, 
Elmer S. Stoker, 
William J. Strother, jr., 
Charles L. Surran, 
Chester A. Swafford, 
Clarence F, Swanson, 
William A. Swanston, 
Evander W. Sylvester, 
James R. Tague, 
Joseph T. Talbert, 2d, 


Barnett T. Talbott, 


Francis Taylor, 

Hugh M. Taylor, 
John C, Ten Eyck, jr., 
Francis J. Thomas, 
William A. P. Thompson, 
Thomas S. Thorne, 
John M. Thornton, 
Robert D. Threshie, 
Edwin H. Tillman, jr., 
Elwood M. Tillson, 
Nelson S. Tohey, 
William G. Tomlinson, 
Rockwell J. Townsend, 
Hugh W. Turney, 
Floyd A. Tusler, 
Carroll L. Tyler, 
Harold S. van Buren, 
John P. Vetter, 

Paul E. Voinot, 
William H. Wallace, 
Edward J. Walsh, 
Chester L. Walton, 
Benjamin N. Ward, 
Benjamin P. Ward, 
Robert C. Warrack, 
John C. Webb, 

Walter H. Weed, jr., 
Oscar A. Weller, 
Augustus J. Wellings, 
John E. Whelchel, 
Morgan C. Wheyland, 
Donald T. Whitmer, 
Roland E. Wiens, 
Richard C, Wiestling, 
Charles Wilkes, 
Darrell C. Williams, 
Edward P. Wilson, 
Harvey Wilson, 
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James D. Wilson, 
Frank C. Winter, 
Eugene Wintermantel, 
Charles R. Woodson, 
Edmund T. Wooldridge, 
Charles T. Wootten, 
Daniel F. Worth, jr., 
James L. Wyatt, 
Levi D. York, and 
Rupert M. Zimmerli. 
The following-named midshipmen to be second 
the Marine Corps: 
Clarence R. Wallace, 
Sanford H. Casteel, 
James E. Whitmire, 
Maurice Van Cleave, 
Harold Markell, 
Donald E. Keyhoe, 
Olin E. Gates, 
Frederick S. Chappelle, 
John G. Clausing, 
John M. Greer, 
Charles S. Finch, 
William H. Armstrong, 
Wilbur L. Davis, 
Walter A. Wachtler, 
Henry T. Nicholas, 
Stuart W. King, 
William E. Maxwell, 
John H. Featherston, jr., 
Ronald A. Boone, 
Glen M. Aron, 
William B. Onley, and 
Paul B. Watson. 


lieutenants i 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, June 3, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, we pray for a wider distribution of 
common sense versus unreason and wild speculations; freedom 
of speech, freedom of the press, freedom of religious convictions, 
based upon truth versus anarchy, Bolshevism, and the unreason- 
able demands of the uneducated. 

The bomb thrower is not so much to blame as the unbridled 
tongue which arouses the worst passions of men and incites 
them to violence. 

Strengthen, we beseech Thee, the arm of justice against license 
used to excite and encourage the ignorant to violence. 

Grant that the laws passed by reasonable men may be prose- 
cuted by the agents of justice to the last degree, that peace may 
come, and safety reign in our land and throughout the world. 
In the spirit of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

F SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that the 
credentials of R. WALTON Moore are on the Speaker’s desk cer- 
tifying to his election to the vacancy in the eighth Virginia dis- 
trict caused by the resignation of the Hon. Mr. Carlin. Mr. 
Moore has been elected in that district to serve in this Con- 
gress. He is present, and I ask that he may have the oath of 
office administered to him. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia appeared at the bar of the House 
and the oath was administered by the Speaker. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I asked that the 
bill which I introduced to create a national park at Mammoth 
Cave, Ky., be taken from the Committee on Appropriations and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. The gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MonpDELL] objected. I have since con- 
sulted with the gentleman from Wyoming, and he thinks it is 
proper that the bill should be referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and I move that it be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that 


the bill referred to be taken from the Committee on Appro- 

priations and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, very clearly the Committee on 

the Public Lands comes nearer having jurisdiction of a bill of 
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this kind than any other committee of the House. Under the 
rules no committee of the House has a very clear jurisdiction 
over a matter of this kind. 

Mr. DYER. I think the gentleman had better ask unanimous 
consent, as this is a little out of the ordinary. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
change of reference be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to make the mo- 
tion, but he now asks unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Agricultural appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. MaAppen in 
the chair. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows : 

RENT IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

tent of buildings, Department of Agriculture: For rent of buildings 
and parts of buildings in the District of Columbia, for use of the various 
bureaus, divisions, and offices of the Department of Agriculture, $158,689. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
pass over this item and recur to it later. This matter was re- 
ferred to a subcommittee, which has not yet reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that this paragraph be passed over to be returned to 
later. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATES RELATIONS SERVICE. 

Salaries, States Relations Service: One director, $4,500; 1 chief 
clerk, $2,000; 1 clerk or chief accountant, $2,400; 1 financial clerk, 
$2,000 ; 1 clerk, $1,980 ; 1 clerk or proof reader, $1,800 ; 4 clerks, class 4, 
11 clerks, class 3; 2 clerks, at $1,500 each; 13 clerks, class 2; 2 clerks, 
at $1,320 each; 1 clerk, $1,260; 36 clerks, class 1; 3 clerks, at $1,100 
each; 39 clerks, at $1,000 each; 31 clerks, at $900 each; 1 clerk or 
lantern-slide colorist, $900; 3 clerks, at $840 each; 2 clerks, at $720 
each ; 5 messengers or laborers, at $720 each; 2 messengers or laborers, 
at $600 each ; 3 messengers or laborers, at $480 each ; 3 messenger boys, 
at $600 each; 13 messenger boys, at $480 each; 1 messenger boy, $360 ; 
& messenger boys, at $300 each; 1 skilled laborer, $900; 4 charwomen, 
at $480 each; 11 charwomen, at $240 each; in all, $203,840. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to return to page 67, to the item which was passed over 
temporarily for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 67, line 22, after the word “ department,” 
“ $128,389” and insert * $100,000,” and the following: 
“ Provided, That only such part of this sum shall be available to pay 
rent for space which can not be furnished by the public building com- 
mission of Government buildings located in the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that this 
amendment come in after the word “ agriculture.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to suggest that. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. This is a reduction which may 
please some Members on the Republican side of the House. 
The cause of the reduction is based on a survey which is being 
made by a commission now, finding space for the various de- 
partments, and they expect to furnish sufficient space to do 
away with many buildings which are being rented in the city at 
this time. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crarxk], chair- 
man of that commission, informs me that he believes there will 
be plenty of space for all the departments in a short time. For 
that reason we are asking this reduction from the amount ap- 
propriated for rent in the District of Columbia be made at this 
time. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. As I caught the reading of the amendment, 
the reduction is about $58,000. What was the reason for the 
exact figures the gentleman put in his amendment? 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. I will confess that it is a plain 
guess. As a matter of fact, it is supposed there will not be any 
appropriation needed. The chairman of the commission in- 
forms me there will be plenty of space available for all depart- 
ments which are now scattered around in different parts of the 
city that can be moved at this time, and there will be needed 
but very little extra rented space. I do not believe they will 
expend a dollar of the $100,000. 

Mr. LEVER. Probably not; but it will be unfortunate if 
space should become necessary and no funds available for the 





I offer the following amendinent. 


strike out the 
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purpose. There is no doubt about that, judging from all the 
investigations that I can make. I am not going to oppose the 
amendment, but I throw out the suggestion that it might be 
wise to leave it as it is, with a limitation of language. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman will recall the statement that 
was made by Mr. Harrison, that it is very much desired by the 
department that certain activities of the department be trans- 
ferred. It is possible that temporary quarters are more suit- 
able and acceptable than are some that are now being used. I 
know a number of them are housed in what I would call fire- 


traps. With the assurance we have from the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Crark], this seems the proper and wise thing 
to do. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I might say just 


one word further. Mr. CLark stated that by the 1st of July 
they would have this question settled, he thought, so that they 
would know all about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the, gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For cooperative agricultural extension work, to be allotted, paid, and 
expended in the same manner, upon the same terms and cenditions, and 
under the same supervision as the additional appropriations made by 
the act of May 8, 1914 (33 Stat. L., p. 372), entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for cooperative agricultural extension work between the agricul- 
tural colleges in the several States receiving the benefits of an act of 
Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto, and 
the United States Department of Agriculture,” $1,500,000 ; and all sums 
appropriated by this act for use for demonstration or extension work 
within any State sball be used and expended in accordance with plans 
mutually agreed upon by the Secretary of Agriculture and the proper 
officials of the college in such State which receives the benefits of said 
act of May 8, 1914. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment by Mr. Havcgen: Page 70, line 24, strike out “ thirty- 
third” and insert * thirty-eighth.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain 
agricultural experiment stations in Alaska, Hawaii, Porto Rico, the 
island of Guam, and the Virgin Islands of the United States, including 
the erection of buildings, the preparation, illustration, and distribution 
of reports and bulletins, and all other necessary expenses, $215,000, as 
follows: Alaska, $75,000, of which $10,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be immediately available for the erection of 
barns, purchase of breeding live stock, and other expenses connected 
with the stock-breeding experiments on the island of Kodiak and at the 
Matanuska station: Hawaii, $50,000; Porto Rico, $50,000; Guam, 
$25,000, of which $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neccessary, shall 
be immediately available to repair damage due to typhoon ; and the Vir- 
gin Islands of the Uniied States, $15,000; and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is authorized to sell such products as are obtained on the land 
belonging to the agricultural experiment stations in Alaska, Hawaii 
Porto Rico, the island of Guam, and the Virgin Islands of the United 
States: Provided, That of the sum herein appropriated for the experi- 
ment station in Hawaii $10,000 may be used in agricultural extension 
work in Hawaii: And provided further, That hereafter employees of 
the Department of Agriculture assigned to permanent duty in the Virgin 
Islands shall be entitled to the same privileges as to leave of absence 
as are conferred upon employees assigned to Alaska, Hawaii, Porte Rico, 
and Guam by the act of June 30, 1914 (38 Stat. L., p. 441), and if any 
employee of the agricultural experiment stations of the United States 
in Alaska, Hawaii, Porto Rico, Guam, or the Virgin Islands shall elect 
to postpone the taking of any or all of the annual leave to which he may 
be entitled under the said act of June 30, 1914, he may, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture, subject to the interests of the public 
service, be allowed to take at one time unused annual leave which may 
have accumulated within not to exceed four years, and be paid at the 
rate obtaining at the time the leave is granted. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the last proviso of the paragraph. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The purpose of the proviso is to extend the 
same privilege to these people that is extended in the United 
States. I concede fhe point of order. It is new language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the relative 
utility and economy of agricultural products for food, clothing, and 
other uses in the home, with special suggestions of plans and methods 
for the more effective utilization of such products for these purposes, 
with the cooperation of other bureaus of the department, and to dis- 
seminate useful information on this subject, including the employment 
of Jabor in the city of Washington and elsewhere, supplies, and all 
other necessary expenses, $46,280. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out, in line 17, page 73, the figures “ $46,280” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the figures “ $26,280.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Treapwary: Page 73, line 17, strike out the 
figures “‘ $46,280’ and insert in lieu thereof the figures ‘* $26,280.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Treapway. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering 
this amendment is to call attention to the wide diversity of 
work being carried on in the Department of Agriculture. 

I have read the testimony in the hearings before the com- 
mittee, and I must confess that it seems to me pretty far- 
fetched to include an examination of cloth and that sort of 
thing in any agricultural activity that may exist. Further than 
that, there seems no good testimony given by anybody, so far 
as the hearing is concerned, as to the reason for increasing ihis 
appropriation from $26,280 to $46,280. In other words, my 
amendment simply removes the additional amount asked for 
in the appropriation, restoring the amount to that now carried, 
viz, $26,280. 

In this connection I think it would be very acceptable, indeed, 
to the Committee of the Whole if we could have some explana- 
tion of what has been accomplished by this appropriation in 
previous years. I find no record of any such. The item is very 
plain, looking to the employment of more people in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere, to the extent of the additional 
$20,000 of the people’s money. We are criticized by the mem- 
bers of the committee and our friends on the opposite side of 
the aisle for endeavoring to find some possible economies. I 
think that is an unfair criticism, so far as any points I may 
have raised during the past two days are concerned. They have 
been very few, but such as I have raised have been very largely 
for information. That is my reason at this time. I would 
like an explanation and a reason for this increased appropria- 
tion, and likewise information as to what has been done with 
the previous appropriation. 

-They are continually getting in litth wedges here and little 
wedges there of small amounts, largely increased as the years 
roll by, and that accounts for such a bill as that before us 
to-day, carrying very large items, and for a very large aggre- 
gate amount in comparison to the needs of the department in 
previous years. All of the time some slight increases are made 
here and there, putting more and more men, as this item does, 
on the statutory rolls. I think the inquiry I am making is 
justifiable and fair. I also feel that unless the very best ex- 
planation can be given my amendment ought to be adopted, 
reducing the amount carried by this item to that which has been 
previously in the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the estimate was $76,280, the 
committee has reported $46,280, a cut of $30,000. Here is the 
reason given by the department : 

During the past two years the public demand for reliable information 
on the scientific and economic aspects of the home problems has in- 
creased greatly. ‘This has been due to the increased cost of living and a 
shortage of many materials consumed in the home. 

If the gentleman will refer to the hearings and the Book of 
Estimates, he will find that there is a very urgent request made 
for the $76,000. This work has been going on for a number of 
years. It is not new work. The committee believes that it has 
brought results, and in view of the high cost of living and of the 
number who are interested in that cost of living and the in- 
terest taken in the matter generally it seems proper that a small 
amount like $46,000 should be allowed at this time. 

I think in view of the fact the committee cut the appropria- 
tion nearly 50 per cent it, shows the committee has exercised 
great care, in its judgment, in recommending the $46,000. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr, HAUGEN. I will. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I understood the chairman of the com- 
mittee to say there is very great demand for this. Does that 
demand come simply from the man in charge of the bureau? 
There has been no great public acclaim for such an appropria- 
tion as this. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I was reading from the statement contained 
in the Book of Estimates which comes from the department. 
That estimate was reduced to this amount. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Can the chairman of the committee fur- 
nish any explanation of the work that has been done by the 
previous appropriation? There is nothing in the report, there 
is nothing in Dr. Langworth’s testimony, and there is nothing in 
the committee’s report. 

Mr. HAUGEN. He says: 

A primary purpose is to collect subject matter for use in the extension 
work under the Lever Act. This would also be of value for the work 


carried on under the Federal Board for Vocational Education and for 
other workers in home economics— 


And so forth. 











Mr. TREADWAY. Does not he say: 

We wish to study problems which have to do with the wearing quality 
of textiles used for clothing— 

And so forth? 

What problems have been studied with the previous appro- 
priations? They wish to study in the future some problems. 
That is the way our appropriations are being made, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 1 think that is a good problem to solve. 

Mr. TREADWAY. But what results have been accomplished 
with the money that has been appropriated by the Congress? 

Mr. HAUGEN. This is $46,000 out of $32,000,000. We can 
not expect a great deal for $46,000, if you cover the whole 
country ; so with this item, in line with others, it is regrettable 
that we have no results. 

Mr. TREADWAY. No results. I wanted to know that, Mr. 
Chairman. That is the information I wanted. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Oh, the fact we have no results is no reason 
why we should discontinue the appropriation. If we are looking 
for results in every item in this bill we might as well.cut much 
of the bill out. 

Mr. TREADWAY. May I ask the chairman of the committee 
in all respect how long this item has been carried without any 
results? 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
act—— 

Mr. TREADWAY. 
without any results. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. HAUGEN, 
of years. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, it was very hard to hear the 
ttatement made by the chairman of the committee when he was 
talking in the other direction unless you were very close to him. 
I did not hear the statement of.the gentleman from Iowa, but 
I caught the reflection in the statement of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that there has been nothing accomplished under 
this item. I hope the gentleman from Iowa did not make that 


It started July 2, 1862, authorized under the 
No; it could not have been that long ago 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
At any rate, it has been carried for a number 


statement. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I said we had not had the results we looked 
for. 


Mr. LEVER. As a matter of fact—— 

Mr. TREADWAY. Asa matter of fact, if I may be permitted, 
that is what the gentleman from Iowa did state—that there 
had been no results. 

Mr. LEVER. Well, let me make this statement about it and 
let the committee judge for itself. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I read from the hearings. They say: 

We worked with new foods and also found new uses for well-known 
ones. ‘These have included potato flour, sweet-potato flour, as well as 
soy bean and peanut flour, fruits and vegetables, dairy products, oils, and 
fats. We have also given much attention to the use of corn, grain, 
sorghums, rice, barley, and other cereals. 

Mr. LEVER. Now, let me say this: This is one of the oldest 
items in this appropriation bill. This item covers the investi- 
gational work of the Department of Agriculture on food and 
diets, and so forth. I regard this item, while small, as one of 
the most important in this bill. I venture to assert there has 
been more interest in the bulletins issued, more bulletins read 
that have been issued by this work, than any other branch of 
the Government service. I could read the gentleman from 
Massachusetts a list of them dealing with the effect of certain 
foods upon the human body, dealing with the effects of foods 
canned, and information of that kind that is of immense interest 
and value to the general public, and that is especially true with 
the work under the Smith-Lever Act in home economics, which 
is constantly growing. There are some several thousand women 
employed under the provisions of this act whose business it is 
to teach home economics, and this item furnishes them an oppor- 
tunity to disseminate the best information to the farming women 
of the country. I would dislike very much, indeed, to see the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts prevail, and I 
am speaking in very great earnestness about it, because I have 
followed this item very closely in my service on the committee, 
and the man in charge of it is one of the most earnest and inde- 
fatigable men I have ever seen. I think there is not a dollar 
being expended or has ever been expended under this item that 
has not brought a genuine return to the people of this country. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman refers to very interesting 
bulletins being issued under this appropriation. 

Mr. LEVER. I say many of them have been issued. 


Mr. TREADWAY. May I call the gentleman’s attention and 
that of the committee to this interchange between the genile- 
man from Iowa [Mr HavuGen] and Dr. Langworthy: 
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Mr. HavucEen. Do not you think a bulletin on fashions would be more 
attractive than on the wearing qualities? 

Dr. LANGWorRTHY. Perhaps it would ; and we will do our best to write 
good ones if the committee authorizes us to prepare them. 

Is any of this extra $20,000 to go to the preparation of a 
bulletin on fashions? 
Y Mr. LEVER. The gentleman from Massachusetts this morn- 
ing is not able to comprehend the witticism of the chairman of 


the committee, and the reply of Dr. Langworthy to it. Of 
course, we are not going to prepare a bulletin on fashions. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 


strike out the last two words. The statement made by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina is extremely interesting, in which 
he suggests that under the Smith-Lever Act they have several 
thousand women employed. Am I right about that? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Several thousand women were 
employed to go about the country instructing those who are 
interested in home economics, and that they obtain most of 
their information through the operation of this paragraph. Am 
I right as to the statement made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. LEvER]? 

Mr. LEVER. I will say that a great deal of the information 
which these people disseminate among the people of the country 
is fundamental and scientific information, and provided for by 
this paragraph. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, if this paragraph should 
fail, we would probably throw out of employment 3,000 women 
who are teaching farmers’ wives under the Smith-Lever Act? 

Mr. LEVER. It would not affect them a particle. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman said they were 
relying on the information they obtained through the operation 
of this paragraph. 


Mr. LEVER. I said that they could obtain technical and 
scientific information. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In other words, that this 


would set experts at work, theoretically and practically, to ob- 
tain information which these 3,000 women, employed under the 
Smith-Lever Act, could disseminate to the farmers’ wives. That 
is about the situation, is it not? In other words, those 3,000 
women are largely dependent on this. $46,000 to get their primal 
ideas, so that they may go out into the farmers’ homes and talk 
to the farmers’ wives about the things they should do. I! 
would like to know, because neither the gentleman from South 
Carolina 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Wait just a moment. I want 
to get this information. I would like to know what all of these 
3,000 women who are employed under the Smith-Lever Act would 
say to a farmer’s wife about the utilization and economy of 
agricultural products in the matter of clothing? 

Mr. LEVER. Let me show the gentleman how inconsistent 
is his attack on this item. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
information. 

Mr. LEVER. This is for increasing an appropriation under 
which women can obtain this technical and scientific informa- 
tion. Now, because somebody makes a funny remark, the gen- 
tleman would shut from these women the technical and scientific 
information that has been gathered in the department and is 
being gathered from day to day. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Why does the gentleman re- 
fuse me the information he seems to possess? I want to know 
what it is, in a practical way, that these women tell the farmers’ 
wives about the utilization of agricultural products for the pro- 
duction of clothing? x 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman, of course, does not expect me 
to read all these bulletins myself. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Well, I do not want the gentle- 
man to side-step, like some others do when they are breught face 
to face with a problem. 

Mr. LEVER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania expect 
those home-economic teachers to teach me? They might teach 
Mrs. Lever. I do not know about that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He appropriates the money 
of the taxpayers to employ 3,000 women, and then he states 
that those 3,000 women, after we appropriate the million dollars 
he speaks about to pay their salaries, are reliant upon a $46,000 
appropriation to get technical information that they are to give 
to the farmers’ wives. I would like to know what information 
they give to the farmers’ wives with regard to the manufacture 
of clothes from agricultural products. 

Mr. LEVER. I will promise to send to the gentleman a list 
of bulletins, so that he may read them. 





Iam not attacking it. I want 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. IT see that the gentleman is 


getting further and further away from the subject. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has expired. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment, 

Mr. WILLIAMS 
pro ferma amendment. 
Pennsylvania a question. 
subject he is discussing— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I 
Up te date we have not much. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Has the gentleman ever attended what is 
known as the farmers’ institutes? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what this applies to. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not see that that has 
anything te do with the question I raise. That is provided for 
by a large fund under the Smith-Lever Act and is wholly edu- 
entional. I want to knew, and particularly from the gentle- 
man from South Carolina |Mr. Lever], what kind of informa- 
tion these 3,000 women are able to give the farmers’ wives with 
respect to the utility and economy of agricultural products in 
the matter of clothing, and the gentleman from South Carolina 
has side-stepped that every time the suggestion is brought up. 
Here is $46,000 gone glimmering if we vote it for the purpose 
of hunting information. I do not see that we are helping 
these 3,000 women to help farmers’ wives unless we know what 
they are going te teach. The gentleman from South Carolina 
does not say. Semebody may know whether we are teaching 
the farmers’ wives how to make homespun garments out of 
alfalfa or sisal grass, or something of that kind. If that is it, 
it is a practical proposition. But all we know is that year 
after year we dump down in the department, for the purpose of 
spending the money with somebody there, a certain amount in 
order that they may study the utility and economy of agricul- 
tural products with respect to food and elothing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balanee of my 
five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not yield his time. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For general admiypistrative expenses connected with the lines of work 
of the States Relations Service, including the offices of the direttor, 
the chief clerk, the officers in charge of publications, library, accounts, 
records, supplies, and property, and for miscellaneous expenses incident 
thereto, $14,180. 

Mr. ELSTON. 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves te 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. ELSTON. I make the motion for the purpose of re 
ferring to the appropriation of $1,500,000 for cooperative agri- 
cultural extension work. In that connection I have received a 
statement from Prof. Thomas F. Hunt, dean of the department 
of agriculture of the University of California, bearing on this 
appropriation. He presents a very strong statement here in 
a few words, showing that this appropriation is entirely in- 
adequate. He wishes to have it increased to the amount of 
$4,500,000, which I understood was the amount approved by the 
Senate committee at the close of the last session. I am in- 
formed that the amount named was the amount recommended 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I ssk unanimous consent that the statement of Dean Hunt 
may be included as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object, 
Mr. Chairman, yesterday 2 request was made by the gentleman 

-from California [Mr. Raker] to print certain letters in the 
Recorp. This is not the same matter? 

Mr. ELSTON. This is not the same matter. It is not a 
letter. It is in the nature of argument for the increased appro- 
priation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am not going to object, but I 
want to know if it is a duplication of the matter already pre- 
sented. 

Mr. ELSTON. Not at all. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I shall not. object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Eston] asks unanimous consent to inelude in his remarks the 
paper he has referred to, and the Chair hears no objection. 

Following is the statement referred to: 


Cooperative extension work in agriculture and home economics has 
been carried on in California and all the other States under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of May 8, 1914, known as the Smith- 
Lever Extension Act. This has been supplemented by a direct appro- 


Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
I would like to ask the gentleman from 
What dees his information about the 





am seeking information, 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


priation to the United States Department of Agriculture and during the 
oo two years by war emergency appropriations under the food-produc- 
tion act. 
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The original intention of the Smith-Lever Act was to build up year 
by year an increasing organization until it should function in every 
agricultural county in the United States, reaching its maximum in 
1922. The act did not, however, anticipate the large response of the 
farmers to the work nor their demands for an increasing number of 
men and women which have made the original provisions of the act 
Mmadequate to mect the demand. 

During the war, under the food-production act, the number of 
eounty agricultural agents and home-demonstration agents has been 
greatly increased, and farmers’ organizations known as farm bureaus 
have been formed in most of the agricultural counties of the United 
States. The question at issue is whether such of this organization 
which is of a permanent and necessary character shall be kept going 
or whether it shall be reduced to the original basis contemplated in the 
original Smith-Lever Act. 

The Secretary of Agriculture recommended to Congress that in licu 
of the last year’s appropriation of $7,304,940 for farmers’ eoepers- 
tive demonstration work and emergency work an appropriation o? 
$5,670,000 should be made at this session of Congress for farmers’ 
cooperative demonstration work during the next fiscal year, which ts 1. 
gross reduction of $1,634,940; but since the Smith-Lever Aet will 
increase next year by $500,000, it is a net reduction of $1,134,940. 
This reduction had in view the elimination of temporary employees anid 
those that had proved unsatisfactory and would result in the e: 
lishment of the extension work on a reasonable and permanent basis. 
The House Committee on Agriculture for the last Congress, however, 
reduced this amount in the bill by $2,973,680, making a total reduetion 
of about $4,500,000 from that of the present year, and this reduction 
was accepted by the House. 

When the bill reached the Senate, however, their committee on psri- 
culture increased the item for cooperative extension work from $1,500.- 
000 to $4,500,000, which, together with the amounts derived by tho 
other items, practically brings the bill back to the amount recommended 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

In addition to the regular Smith-Lever funds appropriated to all 
States in proportion to their rural population, California received for 
agriculture extension during the past year under the food-production 
act $148,560. This amount was allotted by the Secretary of Agricul 
ture without apparent regard to the rural population of the State, but 
rather on its agricultural necessity. Since the new appropriation iv 
proposed to be based on rural population and since California has only 
1.8 per cent of the rural population of the United States, it will deriva 
from the larger appropriation as recommended by the Senate and Nec- 
retary of Agriculture only an appropriation of $82,293 to take tho 

lace of the $148,560 which it received during the present fiscal year. 
To offset this expected reduction and in order to meet the Federal Goy- 
ernment on a dollar-per-doHar basis as originally contemplated in the 
Smith-Lever Act, the State legislature has passed a bill appropriating 
$166,994 for two years, or $83,497 per year, which is now before the 
governor fer signature. If the larger appropriation is passed by the 
Federal Government and the governor signs the bill of the last legis- 
lature, California would be able to derive about the same funds for 
agricultural-extension work which she has had during the past year. 

If, however, the smaller appropriation as passed by the House were to 
be enacted, the appropriation for California would be reduced by 
$54,700 per year. The fact of the comparatively small rural popula- 
tion of California in proportion to its large agricultural area and the 
diversification. of its crops is the particular reason why all Federal and 
State appropriations under this manner are urgently needed. 

In California agricultural extension funds have been used exclusively 
for the three types of resident agent work, namely, farm advisers 
(county agents), home-demonstration agents, and boys’ agricultural- 
club leaders. California has never had sufficient funds to ‘build up a 
State organization of specialists and therefore can not lop off any of 
the work without directly affecting the resident agents in counties 
where they are immediately felt by the farmers. If the smaller appro- 
priation before Congress were to be enacted, it would apparently re- 

uire that at least six counties in California have their county agents 
Tiscontinned as well as most of the home-demonstration agents and 
practically all the agricultural-club leaders. 

Whereas at the en of the war under the regular Smith-Lever 
appropriation only about 6,000 farmers in California had joined tho 
county farm bureaus and the work was only inaugurated in 15 ceun- 
ties of the State, the farm bureau organiaztion has now grown so that 
it covers 35 counties which cover 85 per cent of the farms of tha 
State and there are about 25,000 farmers who pay annual dues to 
belong to this organization which is for the purpose of ecoperating in 

ricultural-extension work and making it effective. These have become 

rmed at the possibility of reduction of the Federal appropriation and 
the possibility that the service to them can not be maintained. 

Last year over 19,000 different farmers sent for the farm adyiser to 
visit their individual farms and give them specific advice on the grow- 
ing of crops ; a total of over 250,000 people attended 4,596 meetings held 
under the auspices of the resident farm advisers. The activities which 
have been conducted are almost too numerous to mention, but it may 
be said that the results have been of cnormous advantage in enlarging 
agricultural knowledge and production in California. . 


Mr. BARBOUR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask wnani- 
mous consent to extend in the Recorp, as part of my remarks 
on the same paragraph just mentioned by my colleague from 
California [Mr. Exston], a telegram which I have received from 
George Feaver, jr., president of the Fresno County Farm Bureau, 
Calif. It is a matter of only a few lines, and I shall not take 
the time to read it if it is not objected to. 

Mr. LEVER. I do not object, but I want to say that I shall 
object hereafter to printing letters on this subject, for the reason 
that I presume all other Members of Congress are flooded with 
letters as Iam. I have got 50 of them myself. Those letters 
ask for a large increase of this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. BAn- 
nour] asks unanimous consent to insert in his remarks a tele- 
gram as indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Following is the telegram referred to: 

Fresno, Caurp., May 28, 1919. 
Congressman H, BH. BArsovur, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Our board of directors, in session to-day, learned that House Com- 
mittee on Agricuiture has reported out Agriculture appropriation bill 
at smaller amount than that recommended by Secretary of Agriculture. 
We earnestly request your efforts in any way possible to secure amount 
originally recommended by Secretary for maintenance of agricultural 
extension in connection with Smith-Lever Act. We believe curtailment 
of the county agricultural agent system ts false economy. 

Fresno County Farm Burwav, 
Geo, Fraver, Jr., President. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I think it is due the House 
that it should have a little information on this item. Certain 
communications concerning this appropriation have gone into. the 
Recorp. It is due the House to state that the estimate was 
eut considerably. The estimate on this item was cut about 
$3,000,000. Under the Smith-Lever Act $3,080,000 will be avail- 
able, and this money will be matched by the States dollar for 
dollar, except for this $480,000. We also appropriated $645,040 
to carry on the work with respect to the cotton-bell weevil, and 
$551,280 to be used outside of the cotton belt, making a total of 
$5,776,320. If you deduet from that $480,000 to be paid to the 
States, there will be available $5,296,320 to be matched by the 
States, which will bring the total amount up to $10,592,640, 
which will make available for 2,400 counties an average of 
over $4,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total for States Relations Service, 34,705,820. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. RAKER. In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I will say 
that I sort of anticipated the offering of an amendment by my 
friend from the other side this morning to increase this appro- 
priation, to the end that we would get what was actually 
needed. I should have offered the amendment myself, but, the 
other side being in the majority. I felt it would come better if 
they made ‘the motion, because they could then have secured its 
actual adoption, and I am a little disappointed that the motion 
to increase the item was not made. It is absolutely necessary, 
and it ought not to be passed over. The work is needed; the 
money is needed; the cooperation is needed; and the depart- 
ment is calling for this appropriation to carry out the actual 
work that is being done. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
man from California yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has reference 
to the item of $1,500,000 for extension work under the Smith- 
Lever Act? 

Mr. RAKER. This goes to the entire item now; in all, for 
general expenses, $4,501,980. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thought the gentléman wis 
talking about the Smith-Lever Act? 

Mr. RAKER. No; I am getting right down to the real gist of 
the thing. This is the entire appropriation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That paragraph was pessed 
some time ago. 

Mr. RAKER. 
this subdivision. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
letter read on the subject? 

Mr. RAKER. No. You are right upon the subject now. You 
are hitting the nail right on the head. You are appropriating 
over $4,000,000. I am surprised that my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania did not offer this amendment, because he could have suc- 
ceeded in the Committee of the Whole in having it adopted, and 
I was looking to him to raise an amendment, and I am disap- 
pointed that it was not raised as it should have been. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This paragraph earries $1,500,- 
000, and the gentleman desires to raise it to $4,000,000. Do I 
so understand the gentleman? 

Mr. RAKER. 1 would raise it to $5,000,000. 

Mr. MQORE of Pennsylvania. That is, the gentleman from 
California would have no compunction of conscienee if we meved 
this item up from $1,500,000 to $5,000,000? 

Mr. RAKER. I surely would not have compunction in pro- 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 


It is all in this paragraph, and it is all under 


And the gentleman had a 


viding a service with necessary funds after we have provided 
the service. 


I believe in economy and in getting every dollar’s 


worth from the money expended, but I do not believe it is 
extravagant to provide a sufficient amount for these useful 
things; and while we have provided in this bill for every con- 
ceivable kind of investigation and disease, when it comes down 
to providing proper education and assistance and advancement 
for the women and children through proper legislation to carry 
into effect this law that is now on the statute books, a failure 
to provide an adequate appropriation would be indefensible 
from every conceivable standpoint. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. How much money does the 
gentleman think we ought to appropriate? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What amount does the gentleman suggest 
to be made available for each county? 

Mr. RAKER. That is a matter of division that you can not 
in a moment determine. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How many agents would he suggest for 
each county? More than one? 

Mr. RAKER. I think one agent would cover it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Would he be satisfied with one for each 
county ; an average of one? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. I ask an extension of time so that I may 
answer the question. 

The CHSIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RAKER. I should like time enough to read this letter— 
10 minutes. I do not believe gentlemen will object to having a 
letter read that shows the necessity of this appropriation. I 
can not understand why they should. 

Several Members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. I am sorry. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If I may be recognized, I will ask the gentle- 
man from California if he would be satisfied with one county 
agent for each county? 

/ Mr. RAKER. I think that would be very goed. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then for the expense of each eounty agent 
about $2,500, with: $4,300 made available, there is enough here 
to go around. ‘There are 2,400 counties throughout the United 
States where we are operating to-day, and in a number of 
counties, as the gentleman knows, they have held elections and 
have turned down the proposition, so the number will be re- 
duced, and as the number is reduced the amount for each 
county can be increased. 

Mr. RAKER. I am talking about the main appropriation 
provided for in this bill under this provision, where we fail to 
appropriate $2,000,000 necessary to carry the Smith-Lever Act 
into effect, and the Department of Agriculture says that the 
work will have to cease unless the appropriation is made. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Havcren] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Does the gentleman from California know 
that the appropriation exceeds that provided for under the 
Smith-Lever Act? 

Mr, RAKER. No, it does not. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, it does. 

Mr. RAKER. No, it does not. 
carrying it out. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman does not know what he is 
talking about. 

Mr. RAKER. May I read this letter, Mr. Chairman, to show 
that I do know what I am talking about? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman is laboring under a misappre- 
hension, and I believe if he had the facts before him he would 
not contend for what he is now asking. 

Mr. RAKER. I have the facts before me now, and I can not 
get time before the House to have them put in the Recorp 
or to read them to the committee. That is what is hurting me. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I believe the facts should be stated, and I 
believe if the gentleman had the facts before him he would not 
argue as he is now doing. 

Mr. RAKER. In view of the gentleman’s statement, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may have 10 minutes to read this 
letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 
Does he yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I stated before that if the gentleman.had the 
facts before him he would not argue as he is now doing. The 
appropriation has been increased more than one and a half 
million dollars more than the amount carried in the Smith- 
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Lever Act for the next fiscal year. Besides that, we have the 
$651,009) to meet the ravages of the cotton-boll weevil and 
$545.000 outside of the cotton belt. We have an increase then 
of $1,500,000 in excess of the amount which the Smith-Lever 
Act ordinarily would provide for the next fiscal year. Yet the 
gentleman is saying that we have cut this appropriation. 

Mr. RAKER. In view of the statement of the gentleman 
from Iowa, I ask unanimous consent for 10 minutes in which 
to read this letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Havcen] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RAKER. I ask unanimous consent that I may read the 
letter showing the facts upon which I have based my statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent for 1@ minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

Mr. RAKER. You do not want the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will read. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Epmonps having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 79) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the 
city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use of Confederate vet- 
erans in their State convention June 17 and 18, 1919. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following concurrent resolution : 

House concurrent resolution 4. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first session of 
the Sixty-sixth Congress be prepared and published, under the direction 
ot the Joint Committee on Printing, as provided for in section 73 of the 
printing act approved January 12, 1895, and that the sum of $800 be 
paid for preparing, compiling, and indexing said edition, one-half of the 


said fund to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate and one- | 


half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Vice President had ap- 
pointed Mr. France and Mr. WatsH of Montana members of 
the joint select committee on the part of the Senate, as pro- 
vided for in the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by the 
act of March 2, 1895, entitled “An act to authorize and provide 
for the disposition of useless papers in the executive depart- 
ments,” for the disposition of useless papers in the Civil Service 
Commission. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BURBAU OF PUBLIC ROADS. 

Salaries, Bureau of Public Roads: One chief of bureau, $6,000; 1 
editor, $2,500; 1 draftsman or clerk, $1,920; 1 clerk, $1,900; 1 instru- 
ment maker, $1,800; 1 model maker, $1,800; 4 clerks, class 4; 6 clerks, 
class 3; 1 clerk or editorial clerk, $1,600; 2 clerks, at $1,500 each; 1 
clerk or photographer, $1,440; 1 clerk or instrument maker, $1,440; 
1 clerk or tabulator, $1,440; 1 clerk, class 2; 2 clerks, at $1,380 each; 
2 clerks, at $1,320 each: 4 clerks, at $1,260 each: 6 clerks, class 1; 
1 clerk or editorial clerk, $1,200; 1 draftsman, $1,320- 1 clerk or drafts- 
man, $1,200; 1 clerk or draftsman, $900; 1 clerk or Pie one's 
$1,200; 1 clerk or photographer, $1,000; 2 clerks. at $1,140 each; 1 
clerk, $1,100; 2 clerks, at $1,080 each: 1 clerk, $1,020; 9 clerks, at 
$1,000 each; 1 clerk or skilled laborer, $1,000; 4 clerks, at $900 each; 
1 mechanician, $1,680; 1 clerk or instrument maker, $1,200; 1 lantern- 
slide colorist, $1,320; 1 mechanic, $1,500; 1 mechanic, $1,200; 1 skilled 
laborer, $1,200; 1 laboratory aid, $960; 2 laborers, at $900 each ; 2 mes- 
sengers or laborers, at $840 each; 2 messengers, laborers, or laboratory 
helpers, at $720 each ; 2 messengers or laborers, at $660 each ; 4 messen- 
gers or laborers, at $600 each; 3 messenger boys, at $600 each; 1 fire- 
man. $720: 8 messenger boys, at $480 each ; 8 charwomen, at $240 each; 
in all, $113,640. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts re- 
serves a point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I make a point of order on the increase of the 
salary of the chief of the bureau from $4,500 te $6,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman reserve the point of 
order? 

Mr. WALSH. I will reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided the ques- 
tion. The Chair does not think the gentleman can reserve it 
after the Chair has decided it. 

Mr. WALSH. The chairman of the committee was on his 
feet asking leave to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HavcEN] is recognized. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Two hundred and sixty-six million seven hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars of Federal funds will be avail- 
able, and the States will spend an amount which will bring it 


up to $666,750,000. It seems that anyone in handling $666,750,000 
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is entitled to a small increase of $1,500 a year; or, in other 
words, that a $6,000 man will be required. For that reason the 
committee has recommended an increase of salary from $4,500 
to $6,000. It is subject to a point of order if the gentleman 
insists upon it. 

Mr. WALSH. We have been spending millions under the road 
act, under a director who has recently died, who received $4,500. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And he was worth much more. 

Mr. WALSH. He was worth much more, but we were getting 
very eflicient work. Now, the title is changed. The other man 
was required to be a scientist. He got $4,500. Mr. Logan 
Waller Page, who had charge of this Federal road work, has 
conducted it very efficiently. Now, I do not know who his suc- 
cessor is, but I am opposed to increasing salaries of chiefs of 
bureaus in this bill, and have objected to it all the way through, 
and I do not think we ought to make this enormous increase to 
this particular bureau under these circumstances. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The statement of the department is that a 
competent man can not be had for less than $6,000. It was 
even suggested that a salary of $12,000 be fixed. The gentleman 
referred to Dr. Page, who was paid $4,500, and probably was 
worth twice that amount; but Dr. Page is not here. It is neces- 
sary now to secure the services of a competent man to handle 
this $666,750,000 fund, and it would seem as if it would require 
a man of some business ability and capacity to conduct the 
work, and that $6,000 is a reasonable salary. It is with the 
gentleman whether he wants to make the point of order or not, 
and it is then for the House to determine whether thiS salary 
shall be increased. Shall we have a $6,000 man or a $4,500 man 
to take care of this office? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. LEVER]. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will permit, Secretary Houston called in theradvice of 
the’ very best road engineers in this country and asked them 
to suggest three or four road engineers that they thought com- 
petent to handle this enormous sum of money available under 
the Federal road act. ‘The fact is the late chief of this bureau 
did not administer that, because no work was done during the 
war out of this fund. These men submitted to the Secretary a 
list of names.‘ He took the matter up in the order in which the 
names were submitted. He wrote to the first man, and I believe 
had him come on here. I do not mind saying that he was the 
road engineer of the State of California, who is at present draw- 
ing a salary of $12,000. The Secretary put the matter up to 
him as a matter of honor, said it was a great position, but the 
man said that he could not afford the sacrifice, that he had a 
family and uo special means. 

He put it up to the second man, who turned it down. It 
turned out that his salary was larger than the $6,000, and then 
he put it up to the third man, and finally after long persuasion 
he consented to come here at $6,000 a year, but he told the Sec- 
retary under any ‘circumstances that he would not come for 
$4,500, because he could not afford it. He is a road engineer of 
the State of Iowa. I never met the gentleman and I had for- 
gotten his name, but a Member suggests that it is Mr. McDonald. 
He is said to be a great road engineer in this country. It is a 
question of getting an able and a good man to distribute this 
tremendous fund. 

Mr. WALSH. How much does this gentleman get in Iowa? 

Mr. LEVER. The Secretary informed me that, including his 
place of residence and salary, it is about $6,000. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I find myself 
in accord with the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman 
from South Carolina on this proposition, and I trust that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts may think the matter over care- 
fully before he makes the point of order. If there is one in- 
stance in which a salary should be raised in this bill this prob- 
ably is that instance, since the former salary of $4,500 is cer- 
tainly not comparable with the services required of a man able 
to fill the position of chief of a Federal Bureau of the Public 
Roads. 

In the various States which are looking out for their own 
roads, in New York, Massachusetts, Illinois, and Pennsylvania. 
with which I am more familiar, the salary of the road commis- 
sioners is double if not three times as much as that heretofore 
paid for the Bureau of Roads in the Federal Government. I 
believe that the salary paid to Waller Page was not commen- 
surate with the dignity of the office nor the services performed. 

Moreover, there is this to be said about the position of this 
chief: If it is true that that $660,000,000 for good réads which 
has finally been saddled on the Federal Government is to be 
spent through this Bureau of Good Roads, surely we should 
have a man in charge of that bureau who is above suspicion. 
There will be many contracts let and a tremendous amount cf 
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head of the bureau a man such as the gentleman from South 


Carolina has described as being able to perform these duties 


with dignity and efficiency. I do not believe that we should put 
a man into this office because he has money enough to enable 
him to take a lower salary. I think the laborer is worthy of his 
hire. I do not want to see a dollar-a-year man there, because 
the temptations might be so great that he would fall by the way- 
side and bring disgrace on the Government. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman stated that if there was a 
$4,500 man here he might be under suspicion. Does the gentle- 
man measure a man’s honesty by $1,000 or $1,500? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No; but I have heard of men 
in the great Empire State of New York who have been perfectly 
willing to serve the State for nothing, provided they could deal 
out the appropriations. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is wrong in his geography ; 
was not that Pennsylvania? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No; the reply of the gentleman 
from New York is too late. I trust the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to mention that recently 
a man was appointed to a position as supervisor of accounts’ in 
the State of Pennsylvania at a salary of $10,000 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts insist ®n his point of order? 


Mr. WALSH. No, Mr. Chairman; I withdraw the point of 


order. , 
Mr. LAGUARDIA, I make the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 


an amendment to that, so that we may again test the proposi- 
tion before the House. I move to amend the amendment by 


striking out the figures “$4,500” and inserting in lieu thereof 


the figures “ $6,000.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 


an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 74, line 3, strike oe the figures “ $4,500” and insert in lieu 


thereof the figures ** $6,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 


amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Do I understand that the motion made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was exactly upon the point 


~2f order that the Chair just ruled upon? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
te strike out certain figures which were inserted by an amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAuGEN] and in- 
sert certain other figures. No point of order was made against 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It 
was net the business of the Chair to refuse to recognize the 
gentleman or to refuse to entertain the motion that he made. 
If the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpta] slept upon 
his rights, that was not the business of the Chair. The matter 


is now disposed of. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 


York made the point of order against this very provision. 


The CHAIRMAN. No; he made the point of order against 


the provision originally in the bill 


Mr. BLANTON. Well, the provision against which the gen- 
tleman from New York made the point of order was to provide a 


chief of bureau at $6,000 a year. 


The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order of the gentle- 


man from Texas? He is not stating a point of order. 


Mr. BLANTON. The point of order that I am stating is that 
the Chair immediately thereafter, after sustaining the point of 
order of the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra], en- 
tertained a motion to insert the very provision which had been 
knocked out by the point of order of the gentleman from New 


York, and I submit the point of order that that is improper. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is a statement of fact; it is not a 
point of order. In order that the matter may be clear, let the 
Chair state the situation. The Clerk read the paragraph, begin- 
ning on line 1, page 74. At the conclusion of the reading of the 
paragraph, which provides for one chief of bureau at $6,000, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALsH] reserved the point 
of order against the figures “ $6,000.” The matter was discussed, 





the money spent in the various States. I would like to see at the 
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The gentleman finally withdrew the point of order. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra] then renewed the point of 
order, and the Chair sustained the point of order. Later on the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HavucEN] offered an amendment to 
restore the position of chief of bureau at $4,500. That amend- 
ment was adopted. Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore] later on moved to amend by striking out the figures 
“$4,500” and inserting in lieu thereof the figures “ $6,000.” 
That amendment was adopted. The Chair could not refuse to 
entertain the motion. If any gentleman wished to make the 
point of order against it, the Chair would have entertained the 
point of order, and would have sustained the .point of order; 
but no one did, and the result is that it is now too late to make it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Where a point of order is made against the 
item of $6,000, which was improperly in the bill, and then there- 
after a gentleman attempted to place the amount back in the bill 
by an amendment, does the Chair hold that it could be properly 
done? Does not the point of order still lodge against the 
amendment just as long as the bill is under consideration by 
the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it is within the prov- 
ince of any Member of the House to rise in his place and offer 
an amendment to the bill, and it is the business of the Chair 
to entertain the motion. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Just one moment. Permit the Chair to 
make his own statement. It is the business of the Chair to 
entertain the motion, but if any gentleman on the floor of the 
House fails to make the point of order to the amendment, if it 
be subject to the point of order, then the matter is disposed of— 
he has lost his rights. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I raise the point of order that the amend- 
ment is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late. The amendment has 
already been agreed to. [Cries of ‘Regular order!”] The 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk begins to read, 
I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of asking a 
question with regard to the road-building proposition. The 
statement has been made here by the chairman, or by some- 
body, that there is $666,000,000 available. I think that must be 
a mistake. It is only $266,000,000 available under the various 
appropriations. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Two hundred and sixty-six million seven hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars of Federal funds. The agere- 
gate expenditure of about $666,750,000 is proposed, of which the 
States will furnish about $400,000,000. 

Mr. SNELL. How much of that fun® is absolutely available 
now? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Two hundred and sixty-six million dollars. 

Mr. SNELL. Available to-day? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Available to-day, and the States will be re- 
quired to raise about $400,000,000. 

Mr. SNELL. How many miles of roads has this bureau al- 
ready constructed? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I can not say. The Federal Government is 
not engaged in the building of roads, except a few experimental 
roads. 

Mr. SNELL. How many miles have been constructed under 
the provisions of this act? 

Mr. HAUGEN. As the gentleman will recall, I believe $200,- 
000,000 were added on the Post Office bill last year, and other 
millions have been accumulated under the Shackleford bill. 

Mr. SNELL. Well, I think the House ought tc know at this 
time how much of the fund has been expended and to what ex- 
tent they have succeeded in building roads under this fund. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Available now, $80,000,000; available for the 
fiscal year 1920, $95,000,000 ; total, $175,000,000. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman has just stated that there are 
$266,000,000 available to-day. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I was giving the items making up this fund 
of $266,000,000. Three per cent deducted for administration, 
$5,250,000; approved contracts, $41,970,000; balance to be met 
by the States up to and including the fiscal year of 1920, $127,- 
000,790. Present indications are the above balance will be coy- 
ered by approved contracts on July 1. There is yet to be appor- 
tioned for the fiscal year 1921, $100,000,000, and after deducting 
the 8 per cent allowed for administration there will be a total 
of $266,750,000. As I stated, $400,000,000 will be appropriated 
by the States. 

Mr. SNELL. But the gentleman has not told me how much 
money has been already expended under the Federal act? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That will take some time, 
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Mr. SNELL. 
hand? 
Mr. 
Mr. 
here. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman put it in the Recorp? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The department has not been expending the 
money that was available. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman put the amount actually 
expended in the Recorp? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will. ‘ 

Mr. SNELL. And also will he inform us whether the 3 
per cent of the total funds for administration purposes is in 
addition to the $520,000 appropriated for the general expenses 
of the bureau? 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
the other fund. 

Mr. SNELL. What I’ am desirous of finding out is how 
much it costs for administration expenses to build 1 mile of 
road under Federal aid. I am asking the gentleman if he can 
give some information along that line. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I am not sure the committee has ever been 
furnished with that statement. 

Mr. SNELL. Can the gentleman place in the Recorp the 
number of miles that have been made under Federal aid and 
the amount expended up to the present time, and the expense 
of the bureau up to the present time in building that road? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will take pleasure in doing it. 

Mr. SNELL. All right; I thank the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows 

For inquiries in regard to systems of road management throughout 
ihe United States and for giving expert advice on this subject, $38,240. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
“ $38,240” and insert in lieu thereof “ $38,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 75, line 22, strike out the figures ** $38,240” and insert in lieu 
thereof the figures “ $38,000.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I have been following with 
patience the debate on this bill. We have been reading 
this bill for the last four days, and 1 have also noticed my friends 
at the table here make objection after objection, and when they 
arrive at the point where the objection might be sustained the 
objection is withdrawn. Now, what I would like to know is, 
are they talking against time or talking simply to hear them- 
selves talk. I have heard the gentleman from South Carolina 
| Mr. Lever] talk about the farmer to a degree that it has become 
nauseating and disgusting. I would like to know what the 
farmer thinks about it. @ You have talked about the farmer as if 
you were doling out charity to him and three-fourths of the 
items here do not affect the farmer at all. I would like to know 
how many champions of the farmer really ever come in con- 
tact with the farmer. Iam afraid a good many of those farmers 
whose interests you have in heart reside in my city and the only 
part of his hand you will find calloused will be the forefinger 
and the thumb of the right hand from cutting coupons. The 
real farmer, the real producer, gets very little, if any, benefit out 
of this appropriation. Now, I do not know anything about the 
merit of this place of $4,500, but if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts was sincere in raising the point of ofder he should not 
have withdrawn it, and it certainly comes with astonishing sur- 
prise that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], who 
has been fighting every item in this bill, should put one over 
while I was talking with my colleague from Iowa. All I can 
see in this bill is jobs, jobs, jobs. I will join an opposition, but 
let it be sincere. If we are going to do anything about this bill 
Jet us quit talking, read the bill, and get through with it. Mr. 
Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, well, I object to the gentle- 
man Withdrawing the amendment. Let it be voted down. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has a right to 
vithdraw his amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Not if objection is made. 

Mr. DOWELL. I think he has a perfect right 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that he has not. 

Mr. DOWELL. Under the rules he has the right to with- 
draw his amendment unless some action has been taken on it. 

Mr. WALSH. If the gentleman will consult the rules, he will 
find that in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union he can not do so if objection is made; in the House 
he ean. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
again reported. 

There was no objection. 


The gentleman has not the information at 


I have not now, but I can get it. 


TIAUGEN. 
L. i did not know but what the gentleman had it 


SNEL 


Yes; in addition, that is to be taken from 


great 


iust 


Without objection, the amendment will be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 3, 


The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a divisien. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
there is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and eight gentlemen are present, 2 quorum. The 
gentleman demands a division. 

The committee again divided ; and there were—ayes 3, noes 80. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
there is no quorum present, 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the Chair has just ascertained the presence of a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had just counted a quorum a 
few moments ago. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the gentleman is 
entitled to tellers under the rules of the House, and the Clerk 
will read. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For conducting field experiments and various methods of road con- 
struction and maintenance, and investigations concerning various road 
materials and eer: for investigating and developing equipment 
intended for the preparation and application of bituminous and other 
binders ; for the purchase of materials and equipment; for the employ- 
ment of assistants and labor; for the erection of buildings; such experi- 
mental work to be confined as nearly as possiple to one point during 
the fiscal year, $60,000, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word in order to suggest that some of these 
employees engaged by the Government to carry on road build- 
ing and experiments in road building, and helping develop the 
great road-building plan of the United States, pay some atten- 
tion to the railroad rates tixed by the administration on sand 
and gravel. The United States is going into a great cooperative 
plan with the States to build roads, and in nearly all sections 
the railroad rates on sand and gravel have been increased to a 
prohibitive point, one-half of that rate to be paid by the Govern- 
ment out of its own pocket. I merely make this suggestion. 
The road building can not go on unless a proper freight rate is 
granted on the basic material, such as sand, gravel, and crushed 
rock. I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For general administrative expenses connected with the aboye-men- 
tioned lines of investigations and experiments, $16,000. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Unfortunately a statement was made awhile ago in regard to 
my being mistaken relative to the amount of money necessary 
to carry on the work of farm advisers and also the other law, 
and I think, in justice to myself and to the distinguished chair- 
man, whom I know would not under any circumstances attempt 
to do an injustice to me or to anyone else, I should say something. 
It was just one of those things that was not quite understood. 
To the end that F may correct it and put the matter in shape, 
I want to just make a statement in a few words and read in 
connection with that statement the following letter written in 
response to a letter that I inserted in the Recorp yesterday: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, May 31, 1919. 
Hon. JOHN E. RAKER, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr, RAkeER: I have your letter of May 22 and thank you for your 
courtesy in sending me a copy of the resolution adopted by the El Dorado 
County Chamber of Commerce. I have noted the resolution with much 
interest. f 

Cooperative extension work in agriculture and home economics, as you 
know, has been carried on in all the States, including California, under 
the provisions of the act of Congress of May 8, 1914, known as the 
Smith-Lever Extension Act. The funds provided under this act have 
been supplemented by direct appropriations to this department for 
farmers’ cooperative extension work, and during the past two years by 
war emergency appropriations under the food-production act. The funds 
available for this work during the current fiscal year are as follows: 
Federal funds: 

Under the Smith-Lever Act__-----~-~--- - 
For farmers’ cooperative demonstration 
work 


$2, 580, 000 


1, 204, 910 
6, 100, 000 
——_—_—_—_—— $9, 884, 940 
State funds: 
Under the Smith-Lever Act 
Miscellaneous 


2, 100, 000 
4, 000, 0V0 


6, 100, 000 


Total available amount 15, 984, 940 


The State funds are contributed by the legislatures, counties, farm 
bureaus, and other local organizations and individuais within the States, 
These funds are used for the employment of county agricultural 
agents, home demonstration agents, boys’ and girls’ club leaders, and 
specialists in various branches cf agriculture and home economics, and 
the necessary administrative officers. At present about 2,400 counties 





1919. 


have agricultural agents and 1,700 counties have home-demonstration 
agents. The people on fully half the farms of the country were reached 
by these xgents last year and given practical instruction and advice 
regarding agriculture and household matters. About 2,000,000 boys and 
girls were organized in clubs for the growing of plants or animals, 
canning or otherwise preserving the products of the farms and gardens, 
ete. Garden work was also done in many cities, and home-demonstra- 
tion agents worked in about 200 cities. 

The organization for this work was built up very rapidly after the 
United States entered the European War, with the aid of emergency 
funds. Now that the war is over the question has arisen as to how 
far this organization should be maintained on a permanent basis. After 
careful consideration I came to the conclusion that the educational 
work which the extension forces are doing is very important for the 
promotion of our agricultural interests in times of peace, and also for 
aiding the farm women in solving their household problems, and for 
encouraging the boys and girls to remain on the farms. I therefore 
recommend to Congress that, in lieu of the appropriations of $7,304,940 
for farmers’ cooperative demonstration work and emergency work, an 
appropriation of $5,670,000 should be made at this session of Congress 
for farmers’ cooperative demonstration work during the next fiscal 
year. This is a gross reduction of $1,634,940, but since the Federal 
appropriation under the Smith-Lever Act will increase next year by 
$500,000, it is a net reduction of $1,134,940. This reduction had in 
view the elimination of temporary employees, and also of those who 
had proved unsatisfactory, and would result in the establishment of 
the extension work on a reasonably permanent basis. The House Com- 
mittee on Agriculture decided, however, to reduce this amount b 
$2,973,680. The House accepted the reduction when the Agricul- 
‘tural bill was under consideration in that body at the last session. 
The bill was then referred to the Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
and this committee increased the amount carried in the House bill by 
$3,000,000. I recently renewed my recommendation to the House 
Committee on Agriculture and urged that the action of the Senate be 
accepted, but the committee in reporting the bill to the.House on May 
26 failed to increase the appropriation as suggested. The reduction 
that has been made will seriously affect the work throughout the 
country. It will be necessary to withdraw the agricultural agents 
from a large number of counties and the home-demonstration work, 
particularly in the Northern and Western States, where it is relatively 
new, will have to be largely discontinued. The boys’ and girls’ work 
also will be materially reduced. This would be unfortunate, to say 
the least, and I hope very much that the Congress will provide the 
requisite funds for the maintenance of this great educational system 
during the next fiscal year. 

Very truly, yours, 


D. F. Houston, Secretary. 


During the reading of the letter, the following occurred: 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think the gentleman should say $2,500,000 
for the current year, and there will be over $3,000,000 for the 
next year. 

Mr. RAKER. I thank the gentleman for the explanation. It 
will be made clear in a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed 
for five minutes more. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have five minutes more. 

Mr. RAKER. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy in the 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from California may have five 
minutes additional. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 7 

The reading of the letter was concluded. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I will yield to the gentleman from North Da- 
kota. 

Mr. BAER. In regard to these 2,000,000 children that are in 
this garden movement, does the Secretary say that they are en- 
listed in the agricultural children’s movement, or does he state 
it is in connection with some other movement? 

Mr. RAKER. They have their garden and demonstration 
work going on, and they have this great body of boys and girls, 
2,000,000 of them, that they are helping to educate in order to 
make them better farmers and farmers’ wives, and to economize 
and help raise these products, which will add many millions of 
dollars to our produce in this country, instead of wasting it, and 
while we are providing the money for experimental matters in 
this legislation, ought we to forget to make the necessary ap- 
propriations for these things which will educate our children, 
which will make them better citizens, and will cause them to 
conserve and add to the products of our country? Why, there 
is no money that could be expended so wisely and so well and so 
economically as to educate our boys and girls in agricultural 
lines as well as generally. While the Committee of the Whole 
have not seen fit to include this on the bill, of course, we hope 
again the Senate will place it on, and that the House conferees 
will accept it and permit it to remain in our legislation because 
of its necessity. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

I am a great believer in this school-garden movement, but I 
want to say that there is a great deal of duplication of effort and 
overlapping of duties in the work. The Bureau of Education 
now has a department called the “ United States School Garden 
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Army.” Now, this is the army that includes the 2,000,000 chil- 
dren as members, and I think the Secretary of Agriculture in 
his letter to the gentleman from California, when he mentions 
these 2,000,000 children, must refer to the children in the United 
States School Garden Army and not to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. 

I read an article by Forest Crissey in the Country Gentleman 
recently, telling about the work of the department, and while 
we can compliment the Agricultural Department for the can- 
ning clubs and different organizations, he said it cost about 80 
cents to enroll one child in the garden movement connected with 
the Department of Agriculture, while one of the officials of the 
Bureau of Education informed me it cost only 10 cents to enroll 
one pupil in the garden movement in the United States School 
Garden Army, asit is called. The point I want to make is, while 
I do not want to do away with it entirely, that I do not think 
that this school-garden movement should come under the De- 
partment of Agriculture. believe it should be under the Bu- 
reau of Education. It is purely an educational matter. School 
gardening is being taken into the curriculum of our schools to- 
day. We are spending $200,000 in the Bureau of Education for 
this great work. It has literature which covers all the sub- 
jects about gardens being mailed out to all the teachers. The 
bureau in the Agricultural Department is sending out the same 
kind of literature. One can read paragraphs in both sets of 
pamphlets that are almost identical. I understand there is an 
independent school-garden movement in addition to the two 
departmental services. So we have three children-garden move- 
ments in the United States to-day. I think they ought to be 
coordinated under one department. Reports say. the School 
Garden Army connected with the Bureau of Education has 
2,000,000 children enrolled, and that they are carrying on edu- 
cational work with the teachers, sending out lecturers and put- 
ting on pageants throughout the country, and are really getting 
somewhere. It is working in cities over 2,000 in population. 
This is where the work should be done, for it is in the con- 
gested centers that gardens are more necessary. The small 
towns under 2,000 and the farms usually have their truck gar- 
dens and sufficient supply of these foodstuffs. 

I would like to have the chairman of the committee tell me 
how many members are enrolled in the school-garden movement 
connected with the Department of Agricuiture, if he has that 
information at hand? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I regret I do not have it at hand. 

Mr. BAER. A great deal could be said on this parti¢ular sub- 
ject, and I think it is time for this Congress, which is talking 
about economy, to coordinate these two or three different activi- 
ties of school-garden movement under one head in one depart- 
ment, and make one appropriation to take care of it in one de- 
partment. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I might say to the gentleman that the trouble 
with the committee is that we have been criticized for not segre- 
gating items sufficiently heretofore. Now the gentleman is 
insisting upon merging the different items into one. The effort 
of the committee has been to segregate items, so that we might 
in that way check up the expenditures. 

Mr. BAER. But that is aside from my point. 

Mr. HAUGEN. < fully agree with the gentleman that some 
of these items might be merged——— 

Mr. BAER. In one department. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; in one department; and there.should be 
coordination and cooperation t» prevent duplication and over- 
lapping. The trouble is that when we make appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture another committee comes in and 
makes appropriations for another department, and some of these 
activities overlap. But the Committee on Agriculture is only 
responsible for what is done in the Department of Agriculture. 
There is apparently in the department a duplication of work, 
and the best we can do is to compromise. 

Mr. BAER. The gentleman understands that my criticism is 
not against the Department of Agriculture at all, or against the 
child-garden movement, but I am opposed to several depart- 
ments carrying on the same work when their duties overlap and 
send out the same reports, thus cluttering up the wastebaskets 
of every school-teacher in the country. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I agree with the gentleman, and I hope com- 
mittees of Congress may confer hereafter, with a view to secur- 
ing some improvement in this regard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total for Bureau of Public Roads, $594,320. 


Mr. DOWELL. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves to strike 
out the last word. 
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Mr. DOWELL. This total of $594,820 includes. what per- 
centage for administrative purposes under the appropriation? 

Mr. HAUGEN. None. 

Mr. DOWELL. What does it cover of the expense? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Three per cent. I think it amounts to about 
$5,000,000, 

Mr. DOWELL. Then what does the total for the Bureau of 
Public Roads, $594,320, include above the expenses provided 
here in these items? This has no reference to the 3 per cent for 
administrative purposes, as the gentleman indicates. What I 
want to inquire about is what does this $594,320 include of the 
expenses before mentioned? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The items are set out above in the bill. 

Mr. DOWELL. In the items preceding? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. DOWELL. And that is in addition to the 3 per cent for 
administration, which is not included? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF MARKETS. 


Salaries, Bureau of Markets: One chief of bureau, $5,000; 1 chief 
clerk, $2.000; 1 administrative assistant, $3,000; 1 administrative as- 
sistant, $2,500; 1 clerk in charge of supplies and accounts, $2,250; 2 
executive clerks, at $2,000 each: 1 clerk, $2,000; 1 executive assistant, 
$1,980 ; 1 administrative assistant, $1,980; 11 clerks, class 4; 1 clerk, 
$1,740; 14 clerks, class 3; 1 clerk, $1,440; 35 clerks, class 2; 1 clerk, 
$1,380; 5 clerks, at $1,320 each; 1 clerk, $1,300; 163 clerks, class 1; 1 
clerk, $1,140; 40 clerks, at $1,100 each ; 88 clerks, at $1,000 each; 13 
clerks, at $1,080 each ; 7 clerks, at $1,020 each ; 2 clerks, at $960 each ; 
24 clerks, at $900 each; 3 clerks, at $840 each; 2 clerks, at $720 each; 
1 laboratory helper, $900; 1 laboratory aid, $960; 3 laboratory aids, 
at $900 each ; 1 laboratory aid, $840; 1 laboratory aid, $720; 1 photog- 
rapher, $1,400; 1 photographer, $1,200; 1 superintendent of telegraph, 
$2,000; 1 supervising telegrapher, $1,620; 5 telegraph operators, at 
$1,600 each ; 47 telegraph operators, at $1,400 each; 1 telegraph opera- 
tor, $1,320; 7 telegraph operators, at $1,200 each; 1 telegraph opera- 
tor, $1,080 ; 2 telephone operators, at $900 each ; 1 telephone operator, 
$840; 1 draftsman, $1,400; 8 draftsmen, at $1,200 each; 1 draftsman, 
$900; 1 map tracer, $900; 1 map tracer, $720; 1 map tracer, $600; 4 
machine operators, at $1,200 each : 2 machine operators, at $1,100 each ; 
1 machine operator, $1,v00; 3 chauffeurs, at $900 each; 2 skilled la- 
borers, at $900 each; 3 laborers, at $840 each; 6 laborers, at $720 
each ; 4 laborers, at $660 each ; 5 laborers, at $600 each; 2 laborers, at 
$540 each; 1 messenger, $720; 10 messengers, at $540 each; 1 messen- 
ger, $480; 6 messenger boys, at $600 each; 5 messenger boys, at $540 
each ; 21 messenger boys, at $480 each ; 3 messenger boys, at $420 each; 
1 messenger boy, $360; 1 messenger boy, $300; 1 charwoman, $540; 6 
charwomen, at $480 each ; 6 charwomen, at $300 each; 9 charwomen, at 
$240 each; in all, $671,810. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order against 
the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. SNELL. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that there is more in- 
crease in the general administrative expenses of this one 
bureau than in anything else carried in the whole bill. I looked 
through the hearings on this bill and I noticed from the ques- 
tions that were asked by members of the committee themselves 
of the various experts of the department that the individual 
members of the committee feel about the same as I do in regard 
to this entire item. As far as I am able to learn, the people of 
the whole country look with very little favor upon continuing the 
war activities of the Bureau of Markets in time of peace. 

I come from a rural district. There are no large cities in it, 
and the largest industry in my district is farming; and if I 
know the.sentiment of my people at all they are absolutely 
opposed to a great many of the activities that are carried on 
by this Bureau of Markets. 

I noticed in the report filed by the committee that 251 clerks 
are taken from the lump-sum amount and placed on the statu- 
tory list. As I understand, when you once take them and place 
them on the statutory list that means that it is the intention 
of the committee to carry these men along in the Agricultural 
Department. I would like to get some information from the 
chairman on that one line, 

Mr. HAUGEN. I did not catch the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. SNELL. What is the intentjon of the committee when 
they transfer the 251 clerks from the lump-sum appropriation 
to the statutory list? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That has been the practice heretofore. Ac- 
cording to the interpretation of the law it‘is required to do so. 

Mr. SNELL. That means that these additional clerks are 
fixed charges upon the United States Treasury as long as you 
and everybody else here lives? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is for Congress te determine. Congress 
passes upon the appropriation te be made and the number to 
be employed. 

Mr. SNELL. 
etatutory roll? 





Practically nobody is ever dropped from the 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Occasionally they are dropped, but we are 
expanding rather than contracting. 

Mr. SNELL. We are expanding in this bureau by 251 clerks, 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is a wonderful expansion. 

Mr. SNELL. Does the gentleman himself think that we 
are getting dollar for dollar from the expenses of this de- 
partment? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would not like to say positively that we 
are getting dollar for dollar from this department or any other 
department. Candidly speaking, I do not think we get 75 cents 
on the dollar from any department. Take it, if you will, in the 
Post Office Department. I think an individual could conduct 
that business at 50 per cent of its present cost. 

Mr. SNELL. I think it is a good time now, in the beginning 
of peace times, to cut to the very marrowbones the activities 
of the Bureau of Markets. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If the gentleman will permit—— 

Mr. SNELL. I will permit. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Only a few years ago Congress reported a 
bill appropriating $50,000 for this service. It has grown by 
leaps and bounds. This year the department estimates $3,131,- 
000. The committee reports $2,689,365. The amount appro- 
priated last year was $4,027,863. So we have a decrease of 
$1,338,498. 

Mr. SNELL. Increase? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; decrease. 

Mr. SNELL. Last year was for war-time activities. : 

Mr. HAUGEN. ‘The regular appropriation bill carried $2,- 
023,225, and the food production bill $2,004,608, making a total 
of $4,027,863, which amount is $1,338,498 more than the amount 
r-ported by the committee in this bill. ’ 

Mr. SNELL. What does it mean when you say you have 
dropped six telegraph operators at $1,080, and have added some 
more at $1,400? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It was requested. I do not recall this item 
exactly, but it is requested that the salaries be increased. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. SNELL. I ask unanimous consent that my time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. As the gentleman knows, an amendment to 
increase salaries has been held out of order, but an amendment 
to increase the number of employees is not subject to a point 
of order, and wherever we have fourd it necessary to increase 
a salary, under the rule of the House it is necessary to drop 
the employee at the lower salary and to increase the number 
at the higher salary. 

Mr. SNELL. So that is the way it is done in this bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is the way it is done in this bill and 
in every other bill, and is the only way it can be done in any 
bill under the rules of the House. 

Mr. SNELL. Do you not think it would be possible to cut 
$500,000 or $1,000,000 out of this general appropriation and get 
just as good service for the country as we will get this year? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will-be perfectly frank with the gentleman. 
I have not been very enthusiastic over these appropriations. 

Mr. SNELL. I know the gentleman has not. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And especially these increases. But bear in 
mind the committee spent days and nights for weeks in the 
consideration of this bill, and succeeded in cutting the ap- 
propriation $442,000, and another item $3,000,000. We thought 
we had done well. We have cut these items. We did our 
best; we reported the bill; I trust the House will sustain the 
committee. ' 

Mr. SNELL. Is it the intention of the gentleman next year 
to try to cut down the appropriation and the activities of this 
Bureau of Markets to a still greater degree? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is my purpose to scrutinize every item and 
to allow every dollar that I believe can be judiciously expended, 
but not one dollar more, and I am pleased to think that the 
cowtimittee and the House are in aceord with that sentiment. 

Mr. SNELL. I think the country at large is very much in 
accord with the sentiment of greatly reducing the war-time 
activities of the Government in time of peace. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I fully agree with the gentleman, 

Mr. SNELL. We were very generous in our appropriations 
before, because we were afraid it might interfere in some way 
with winning the war if we were not; but the war is over, and 
now I feel that we ought to look into each one of these appro- 
priations and prune them as carefully as possible. 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Iam heartily in accord with that sentiment. 

Mr. SNELL. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I move to amend, on line 22, 
page 79, by striking out the figures “ $671,810” and inserting 
in lieu thereof “‘ $387,850.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania: Page 79, line 22, 
strike out “ $671,810” and insert in lieu thereof “‘ $387,850.” 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will this accomplish any reduction in the 
actual appropriation? Having made specific appropriations in 
the items on pages 78 and 79, will we not have the aggregate of 
those items anyway, whether you reduce the total or not? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If we gave the Secretary 
$387,000 instead of $671,000, and left with him the discretion 
he seems to have to change these salaries as he sees fit, he 
could cut the garment to fit the cloth. 

Mr. DOWELL. That is true, except for the fact that we have 
made the specific appropriations and fixed the specific salaries 
in each item on these two pages, and this is merely a mathe- 
matical computation and does not affect the actual appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think if the amendment is 
carried it will be up to the Secretary to readjust the force so 
that he can pay them out of the allowance we make. My point 
is that Congress ought to fix some limitation on theeSecretary 
of Agriculture. 

Mr. DOWELL. I agree with the gentleman’s proposition, but 
I am calling attention to the position the gentleman is in, 
where we have made special appropriations, and then he at- 
tempts to cut down the aggregate. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will explain why I made 
this amendment. I do not care to be put in the position of 
clipping a little bit here and a little bit there off the salary of 
department employees. A point of order would lie against the 
salary of the chief of the bureau being raised from $4,500 to 
$5,000 in the bill. If I was so minded, I could make a point 
of order against the increase of salary, and it would be sus- 
tained by the Chair, but I do not like to resort to that method 
of regulation. I would prefer to have legislation enacted by 
this body so that the Secretary of Agriculture would have his 
limit fixed. I do not care to get the reputation in this House, 
on this bill or any other bill, of taking advantage of a techni- 
cality to cut down a man’s salary. In fact, there would be no 
actual cutting down, because the salary of the chief of the bu- 
reau is $4,500 and it is proposed to give him $5,000. I could 
save that extra $500 by making the point of order, but I do not 
care in this instance to do so. 

If the committee should adopt the amendment and cut this 
appropriation down from $671,000 to $387,000, the Secretary 
could adjust these clerks, draftsmen, and others and their 
salaries to fit the situation. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Do we not legislate for all the positions 
and the amounts payable for salaries; and, assuming that the 
gentleman’s motion should carry and that he is making the mo- 
tion in good faith, would not the Secretary be authorized to 
continue the employees and pay them these amounts and then 
come in under the deficiency bill? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He might do it under a defi- 
ciescy bill. Congress would then be better able to understand 
the peculiar privileges which the Secretary of Agriculture has 
and which no other Secretary has. 

Mr. BAER. Would not the gentleman make another amend- 
ment adjusting these salaries according to the amounts men- 
tioned in his amendment? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have offered the amend- 
ment because it is a proper place to do it. I propose to offer 
others as we go along. The chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture, the gentleman from Iowa, has given some fig- 
ures which I think the committee did not hear. The Bu- 
reau of Markets was started about six years ago. It began 
on the same pretense that all of these other bureaus begin, 
of furnishing information to the people, helping out the farmer 
with information. One pretense was that it would help city 
people by giving them information as to the markets and help 
them cut down the food prices. After two or three years it 
ona eee so rapidly that the chief wanted larger appropria- 

ons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. His activities, due very largely 
to propaganda and the issuing of bulletins for which we were 
contributing the money, have advanced to such an extent that 
last year this bureau, which started with $50,000 six years ago, 
had at its disposal upward of $4,000,000. 

I want you gentlemen to understand how these things grow 
upon us and fasten themselves on Congress from year to year. 
You give the Secretary of Agriculture the power to yield to the 
requests of his chiefs of bureaus, who are directly interested in 
advancing their own influence and power; and so it goes, new 
positions, advanced salaries, and so forth. 

Bear in mind what you have done. In six years you have 
permitted this bureau in the Department of Agriculture to jump 
from $50,000 to $4,000,000. It is a terrific advance. If other 
bureaus are permitted to have this recourse there will be no way 
of finding the money. I am speaking as a member of the Ways 
and Means Committee, which has to find the means to run the 
Government. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Does the gentleman think from 
what he has ¢served that in this sort of a thing we are getting 
anywhere near the value received for the expenditure? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not think so; and when 
we come to discuss other paragraphs I shall offer testimony from 
Chicago, from San Francisco, from New York, and Philadelphia 
indicating that the value of the publications sent out by the 
Bureau of Markets is negligible and becomes waste paper. It is 
charged that it is a duplicate of work already done by private 
agencies, without any expense to the Government. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] made reference to this 
yesterday and indicated that I was making a statement not in 
the interest of economy, but in the interest of boards of trade 
and chambers of commerce, which have an interest in not hav- 
ing the Government do the work. I am now calling attention to 
the fact, in view of what he said and what he may say, that the 
Bureau of Markets, which began with $50,000, has advanced and 
advanced until it now has $4,000,000, and is gradually absorbing 
war-trade industries and boards that did not want to go out of 
business. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Does the gentleman know how 
much additional expense has been entailed on account of this 
Bureau of Markets presumably as a war measure? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That I can not say; but this 
bill provides a total appropriation for the Bureau of Markets, 
on page 84, of $2,689,365. There are certain added activities 
which you will find as you read this bill—cotton futures, grain 
standards, and things of that kind—tacked on here and there 
as we go along, increasing the total appropriation enormously ; 
but on page 84, although there are dozens of references to the 
Bureau of Markets elsewhere, you will find the total appropria- 
tion amounts to $2,689,365. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
ceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, is that all the gentleman wants? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think it would be best to get 
rid of it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The law last year carried a 
little upward of $2,000,000, so that in this bill we are providing 
for $666,000 more than we provided last year. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is correct; but I just want to observe 
that that does not all represent a transfer of items, represent- 
ing more activities in the food-production act. Some of that 
represents increases in the items for the enforcement of the 
grain-standards act and the cotton-standards act. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But there is no question about 
the increase of the appropriations for the Bureau of Markets 
this year over the appropriation made last year. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Not in the regular bill; no. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. So far as this total on page 
84 is concerned, the difference between this year and last year 
amounts to $666,000 more. One might ask how we are going te 
meet this situation. We tried to get at it by points of order, 
but the points of order are ruled out. We try to meet it by 
inquiring of the committee whether they have gone carefully 
into the matter, and they say they have and that they are all 


Mr. Chairman, I ask to pro- 
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in favor of economy but desire to increase the appropriation 
this year because of these new things that have been tacked 
onto the Bureau of Markets. I find that the Chicago Butter 
and Egg Beard of Trade and certain institutions in New York 
and San Francisco say that the publications that are sent to 
them at the expense of the Government through the Bureau of 
Markets are a real hindrance to business and an unnecessary 
expense, since private sources cover all that information now, 
and cever it better than the bureau does. The Philadelphia 
Produce Exchange has been protesting for some time against 
the activities of the Bureau of Markets, and in the time I have 
left I desire that the following communication be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Without objection, the Clerk will read. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, May 9, 1919. 
Hon. J. HAMPTON MOORE, 
Crozer Building, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Dean Mr. Moore: We are inclosing you a copy of our secretary’s 
address before the members of the Chicago Butter and Egg Board on 
April 22, and editorial comment thereon by the two principal dairy 
papers of this country. We also inclose you. copy of resolutions adopted 
by the Chicago Butter and Egg Board on April 30. The memorial to 
Congress by the Philadelphia Produce Exchange, which you presented 
to the House on January 31, has been indorsed by the exchanges of 
New York and Boston. Thus you will see that the four principal 
markets of the country are opposed to the activities of the Bureau of 
Markets and consider much of the work which it does pure waste. 

The authority under which this wasteful work is performed is to be 
found in Public, No. 40, Sixty-fifth Congress, which is called “An act 
te provide further for the national security and facilitating the distri- 
bution of agricultural products.” Under this authority the Bureau of 
Markets has expanded its work into useless channels, increasing enor- 
mously the expense which the taxpayer has to provide for. It is diffi- 
eult te understand how the Secretary of Agriculture could have been 
deladed inte the notion that much of the work of the Bureau of Markets 
is of any vaiue to anybody. 

The final section of the act provides that its provisions “ shall cease 
to be in effect when the national emergency resulting from the existing 
state of war shall have passed, the date of which shall be ascertained 
and proclaimed by the President; but the date when this act shall 
cease to be in effect shall not be later than the beginning of the next 
fiscal year after the termination, as ascertained by the President, of the 
present war between the United States and Germany.” 

If much of the kind of work which the Bureau of Markets performs 
were necessary in time of war, it certainly now is not necessary, and 
its continuance is a sheer waste of time and money. And why should 
the treatment of butter, egg, and. cheese distributors be an insult to 
their intelligence and a reflection upon their integrity? 

> * s . 7 * a 


We feel that we are entitled to more consideration in the premises, 
and trust that you will give your earnest attention to what is herein 
inclosed. 

Sincerely, yours, 


[SEAL. ] THE PHILADELPHIA PropucE EXCHANGE, 


JOHN S. Morris, President. 
Sam’_ 8. DANIELS, Secretary. 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Chairman, in a great country like 
ours, with its diversified interests, with agriculture as one of 
the chief concerns of the Nation, the market becomes one of 
the interesting problems to every producer. The question of 
marketing farm preducts is not a question alcne with the pro- 
ducer from the soil, but I will say te the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania [{Mr. Moore] that the extremely interesting concern 
as to proper distribution goes directly to the congested centers 
of the Nation. His people are crying out now with regard to 
the high cost of living. Oh, I do not wonder that the sole 
objection that you have to this appropriation comes from the 
produce exchanges, just as read from that desk. [Applause.] 
They are the men who have handled the produce from the 
farms and have reaped where they have not sown. It was a 
condition that confronted this great Nation, and Congress has 
never done anything to relieve the abuses by produce exchanges 
until we created the Bureau of Markets. The produce: ex- 
changes held up the farmer and they held up the consumer; 
they would like to go back to the old days. It is true that a 
bureau set up in the Agricultural Department thet has to do 
with the entire agricultural conditions of the Nation is going 
to cost meuey if it properly functions; but I do not care what 
it costs, it will never reach the loss that the farmer and the 
consumer sustains if you go back to the old system and let these 
leeches on society handle the produce from the farms and hold 
up both the producer and consumer in congested centers. [Ap- 
plause.] This department deals with every product of the farm, 
The great wheat belt of the West looks to this department; the 
great cotton beit of the South looks to this department; the 
corn belt, the people who grow truck crops—and in my State 
we lave a great industry along this line—look to this depart- 
ment. I know what has happened in the district from which 
I come and the adjoining district, the great tomato-growing 
section of the country. One year they would prosper and the 
next year the produce exchanges would bankrupt them; but 
now it is a stable crop, because their markets are looked-out for 
by the Government and information furnished from this de- 
partment; and so with the fruit belts of the Nation; so with 
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the great cattle industry and with the hog industry. It is true 
some blunders have been made, and others will be made. This 
isa new piece of machinery set up, but are we going to abandon 
it at the behest of the men who want to prosper as against the 
producer and the consumer because we are just now getting 
the machinery in operation? [Applause.] 

For one, coming from a great agricultural State where we 
have got to furnish my friend’s constituency with his meat 
supply, with his cheap clothing, I do not want to be in the 
hands of the produce exchange, but I want my Government to 
furnish me with impartial information to help me reach a 
market that is open to the produce we make. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, we have reached a point in this 
bill where the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and 
myself have come to the earnest stage of discussion. The Mor- 
rill Act was passed in 1862. It was the first act of Congress 
recognizing that the Government had any substantial interest 
in the agriculture of the country. Under that act were estab- 
lished your great agricultural and mechanical colleges through- 
out the country. They are educational institutions that will 
compare favorably with any institutions anywhere in the 
world. Then it was concluded in 1887 that you could not teach 
agriculture unless you had scientific investigation to develop 
the facts and furnish the information and then was passed the 
Hatch Act. Later we passed the Nelson amendment, later the 
Adams Act, and then as a climax to all the acts and upon the 
theory that information gathered and stored up could be of no 
value to anyone, and upon the theory that this information 
distributed to the farmers by bulletins and pamphlets was 
probably not getting the best results, Congress in 1914, I be- 
lieve it was, enacted the agricultural extension act providing 
for a system of itinerant teaching of agriculture. Up to this 
time, gentlemen, we had been going on the theory that agri- 
culture as a profession must confine itself entirely to the matter 
of production, that it was a wise thing to teach the farmers to 
produce two blades of grass where only one grew before, and 
then some one suddenly discovered that there were other sides 
of agriculture, chief among which was the matter of the mar- 
keting of that which we produced. -The experts in various agri- 
eultural colleges, notably in Minnesota, had been making some 
inquiry as to the cost of distributing butter, I think it was, 
and they found that there was an enormous difference between 
the price that the producer got and the price that the con- 
sumer had to pay. The result of these investigations was that 
there came up a demand from the producers of the country as 
well as the consumers for the creation in the Department of 
Agriculture of a Bureau of Markets. Various and sundry bills 
were introduced and referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
most of them carrying large appropriations and mest of them in 
their very nature being unworkable, socialistic in their tend- 
ency, and the Committee on Agriculture studied those bills, 
studied the problem of marketing, and came to the conclusion 
to write into the Agricultural appropriation bill language al- 
most identical with the language of the organic act and carry 
with it an appropriation of $50,000. That was some six or 
seven years ago. That was the beginning of the Bureau of 
Markets. It has grown, it has grown rapidly. The Congress 
itself has put burdens upon this department and it is necessary 
that in carrying out the will of Congress this bureau must 
have the funds and the means with which 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed 
for five minutes more. F 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. VAILE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. For a question, 

Mr. VAILE. Can the gentleman elucidate why, in view of 
the activities of this bureau, there is still such a discrepancy 
between the price the producer gets and the price the consumer 
has to pay? 

Mr. LEVER. Well, that is a problem that will take many 
years to solve, many years to solve; but I will say this, the 
theory of the Bureau of Markets is to furnish information, 
and accurate information, to advise the consumer where he 
may buy his butter, to advise the producer of butter where 
the market for butter is not glutted, and so with eggs, so with 
vegetables, so with fruits, so with meat, so with cattle, and se 
with hogs. When I first came to Congress there was no Bu- 
reau of Statistics furnishing accurate and impartial statistics 
of cotton. There were a dozen or more agencies in New York 
which were sending out all kinds of reports about the condi- 
tion of cotton, making all kinds of guesses about the size of 
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the crop of cotton, and whenever the bears <vere in control 
those agencies were influenced to send out bearish reports, 
and whenever there was a bull drive on you would find these 
agencies sending out bullish reports. There was no impartial 
person standing between the producer and those people who 
manipulated their reports and constituted the gambling ele- 
ment on the exchanges. Congress took the matter in hand and 
created a bureau which. now furnishes accurate information, 
impartial information, the most accurate information that can 
be had as to the acreage, growing conditions of the crop, and 
finally the ultimate yield of the crop, with the result that 
these private agencies have been driven practically out of busi- 
ness. It costs. money to do that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. In just a minute. It costs money to do that, 
and I venture the assertion that the appropriation that we 
make for this purpose from year to year is a mere bagatelle 
compared with the amount we saye to the producer of cotton 
by having an impartial report, and there is not a man here 
from the South who does not know that. This is true in ref- 
erence to wheat and the staple agricultural products. This 
Bureau of Markets proposes to furnish aecurate information 
on perishable products, just as other bureaus are furnishing 
them on staple products. There has been no attack on this 
bureau except such as inserted here by the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, and that comes from a produce exchange. If the 
gentleman will insert in. the Recorp one protest from a. pro- 
ducer of watermelons in South Carolina or Georgia, of canta- 
loupes in Oregon, or from the producer ef onions in Texas, or 
the producer of cabbages in South Carolina, I think, after I 
investigate his honesty and his decency and his sanity, that 
I will withdraw my opposition to the amendment of the gentle- 
man. I know he can not do it. Do you know about. these 
produce exchanges? I have been looking into them a little 
myself. The market opens. Four or five big fellows get to- 
gether and they sneak off to one corner of the room and they 
hold a whispered conversation, while the little fellows are 
looking on, most of them in. dread and in agony, and they say, 
“The price of butter to-day in the city of Philadelphia is to 
be 68 cents per pound, and the price of eggs is to be 80 cents 
per dozen.” 

And then they: issue their reports. This Philadelphia Produee 
Exchange issues a paper, and the editor of that paper has been 
the most vigorous opponent that this bureau has had. [Ap- 
plause.] The gentleman has traveled the country. He has 
been to Chicago, arousing sentiment. against .the Bureau of 
Markets, and inducing other produce exchanges; eentrolled. by 
the “ Big Four” or the “ Big Five,” to send: in. reselutions of 
protest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman’s time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JUUL. 
functioning as the gentleman says, why it is that: we in the 


cities are not deriving the benefit because of the control and | 


from the information possessed by the bureau? 

Mr. LEVER: Does the gentleman not know tliat, except for 
the bureau, the prices of these things might be 50 per cent 
higher? How can he tell? 
tion. 

Mr. JUUL. They might be highere 

Mr. MOORE: of Pennsylvania. Did the gentleman receive 
support from this side as well as the other side in the destroying 
of iniquitous exchanges? 

Mr. LEVER. There was no attempt to destroy them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
do so. 

Mr. LEVER. But it was not my effort. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The power was entirely on the 
other side of the House, and he had the cooperation of this side. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman is trying to put me in the atti- 
tude of trying to wipe out these produce exchanges. I am try- 
ing to wipe out their iniquitous methods; I am not opposing the 
exchanges. I am not opposing the cotton exchange; IL am not 
opposing the grain exchanges, but I simply say to you, You ought 
to regulate them; you ought to squeeze out of them those things 
that are not proper and right. And, my friend, if you find, after 
a limited period .of experimentation with the proper kind of 
regulation, you can not regulate the evils out of them, then I will 
- Zo one step further‘and say abolish them by law. [Applause.] 
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That is my answer to your ques- | 


There was an effort made to | 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is exactly what some 
gentlemen on the other side undertook to do. They did not get 
very far with that. Will the gentleman harmonize what he 
said about the exchanges with the lamentations of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mt. Herrin] when he spoke of the injus- 
tice to the cotton man, notwithstanding you had the power to 
effect all the reforms you desired? 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman is talking about cotton, and I 
am talking about the Philadelphia Produce Exchange. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know. I am coming back 
home. 

Mr. LEVER. Now, listen. The Bureau of Markets, I have 
had watermelon growers tell me, is doing more to stabilize the 
price of perishable products than it seemed possible when we 
started these small appropriations for it. Their purpose is to 
prevent glutted markets and glutted distributing points. Their 
purpose is to furnish to the producer information as to where 
he can send his goods and well them at the best profit. Their 
purpose is to inform the consumer where he may look for the 
best products at the lowest price to himself. The whole theory 
is to strike out of the operation of distribution the wastefulness 
and corrupt practices that have grown up. There can net be,- 
gentlemen of the committee, 2 more serious problem confront- 
ing the Congress than that. It is a neglected field. We have 
neglected it here since the foundation o2 the Government, and 
now we have begun it. The system is not perfect. There is a 
lot of waste, I have no doubt, though I do-net know. I have 
not been able to discover it. They have made mistakes, and 
my friend from Texas [Mr. Youne] said that they were going 
to make more mistakes. But the business of Congress is to 
help these people overcome the mistakes, provide them with 
the money and the machinery, and tell them to go at this prob- 
lem and solve it in the interest of the producing public as well 
as the consuming public. 

Now, while I am on my feet, let me say that another feature 
of agriculture was neglected until a few years ago. That was 
the problem of finance. Agriculture, to my mind, is 2 tripod 
resting on three legs, one called production, the other finance, 
and the other distribution. And if you perform your duty to 
the public, consuming and producing, the Congress of the United 
States will look equally after all three of these legs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
tary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is not all debate ‘on the amend- 
ment exhausted? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is exhausted. 
of course, is recognized 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
there is no last word. 

Mr. BLANTON. There evidently is a last word, Mr. Chair- 


Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- 


The gentleman, 


I wonld like to ask the gentleman, if the bureau is | "V7 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr..Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. Branton] is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, there is one thing that in- 
clines me to vote for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and against the entire item, and that is to prevent 
these clerks from being placed on the permanent roll until there 
is a proper provision and restriction placed around them to pre- 
vent what I have called to the attention of Congress heretofore, 


| and that is the vicious system which the Democratie adminis- 
| tration has inherited from our friends the Republicans and 


which we have never yet been able to get rid of. I refer to the 
fact. that we permit each year hundreds of clerks and employees 
of this Government presumably to work six or seven or eight 
hours for this Government on big salaries and at the same time 
be employed by big private concerns, firms, and corporations on 
big salaries, receiving double salaries at the same time. That 
is a system that we have inherited from the Republicans, and 
which both the Democrats and Republicans still permit to exist 
in this Nation. 

You say, “ Well, give us some names.” I will give you a few 
names. Down here in the Bureau of Mines, for instance, we 
have a man, Mr. Charles L. Parsons, who is chief chemist of 
that department, and. who is paid $4,800 a year by this Goevern- 
ment and is presumed to be giving his time to the United States 
Government, and yet at the same time he is superintendent or 
manager for a private corporation—the American Chemical 
Association—which is housed in the Bureau of Mines, which 
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has its oflice in the Bureau of Mines, which has its corps of 
employees in the Bureau of Mines, and in which position he 
draws from that private corporation an additional salary of 
$3,500 a year, in an office furnished by this Government, a free 
office, with free janitor service, free electric lights and fans, 
free ice water, free everything, furnished by the Government. 
In this office in that very department last year from some 
13,500 members of this corporation there was taken into the 
coffers of this private concern $137,000 in dues to a private 
business enterprise. We permit that system to exist, and our 
joint congressional committee in their questionnaires which 
they have submitted to the employees of this Government abso- 
lutely refused to ask them the question, “ Do you work for any 
firm or person or corporation other than the United States?” 
“Are you employed by any private concern?” No; they will 
not ask it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
man yield for a question? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. How long has this man Parsons 
had his office in the Bureau of Mines? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am told, for years. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; but if you will get me time I will yield. 

Mr. BAER. I will ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Texas may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has not yet expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understand the gentleman is directing his 
remarks to the Bureau of Mines. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am directing my remarks to the Congress 
of the United States, asking that we Democrats and you Repub- 
licans stop this practice. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes;Ido. I will give you a lot more names 
if you will get me more time. 

Mr. RUCKER. A few moments ago the gentleman made a 
criticism of the joint committee of Congress which is investi- 
gating the clerkships, and said that that committee has refused 
to ask certain questions. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; and I reiterate that statement. 

Mr. RUCKER. Has that committee had its attention called 
to it? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. I have sent a letter, with a copy of my 
proposed questionnaire, to every member of that committee and 
implored them to submit my questionnaire to bring out the facts 
that I want to know as a Member of this Congress in passing 
upon the qualifications of clerks and the proposed reclassifica- 
tion of their salaries. 

Mr. RUCKER. What reason did they assign? 

Mr. BLANTON. One said they did not care what a clerk 
did after 5 o’clock in the afternoon. If he wanted to work 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for more time, since 
I have been interrupted. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman’s time be extended five min- 
utes, 

Mr. BAER. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Texas 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment and all amendments thereto close in five 
ininutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that all debate on this amendment and all 
amendments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. JUUL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. Is 
there objection to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton] 
proceeding for five minutes? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman shall proceed, but I want to have some agreement as 
to the limit of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota objects. 

Mr. BLANTON. I was going to give you the names of lots of 
them, but you do not want to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out the figures “ $671,- 
810,” on line 22, page 79, and insert in lieu thereof “ $387,850.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 





The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For acquiring and diffusing among the people of the United States 
useful information on subjects connected with the marketing and dis- 
tributing of farm and nonmanufactured food products and the pur- 
chasing of farm supplies, independently and in cooperation with other 
branches of the department, State agencies, purchasing and consuming 
organizations, and persons engaged in the transportation, marketing, 
and distributing of farm and food products, $317,520. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend, on page 80, line 11, by striking out “ $317,520” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof “ $292,240.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania: Page 80, line 11, 
strike out the figures “ $317,520" and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $292,240.” 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment can be voted on with a little more freedom by the Mem- 
bers who desire to promote. economy, because it does not affect 
salaries and the places of clerks as the other amendment did. 
This paragraph is for acquiring and diffusing among the people 
of the United States useful information, and so forth. Last 
year we appropriated $292,240 for this purpose. This year, 
when we are supposed to be approaching a peace era, the appro- 
priation is increased to $317,520. Now, this does not affect a 
salary except that it would provide for some new persons or 
some new publications. It can be stricken out, and very fairly so, 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield. 

Mr. JUUL. I would like to ask the gentleman if the item of 
$317,520 is not itemized somewhere? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is not itemized here, I will 
say to the gentleman. 

Mr. JUUL. I know; but can we not find out what consumes 
that difference between the item in the former bill and this one? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no way of informing 
the gentleman. I am moving to strike it out because what we 
appropriated last year was sufficient for the purpose, and we 
have been asked to advance that amount for this year when we 
ought to practice economy. It is for diffusing information. It 
may be that some more people want information, or it may be 
that some more people want jobs in the department. It may be 
that some of these war bureaus are being turned over to this 
bureau and that they must be taken care of. 

Mr. JUUL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I can not yield further in the 
short time remaining. In the two or three minutes left I want 
to say to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] that 
I have no special interest in the Philadelphia Produce Exchange, 
or any other exchange in the country, except as they perform a 
useful purpose and are entitled to consideration on this floor 
if their business is legitimate. I want to say to the gentleman 
that this harangue against exchanges or against combinations 
intended to promote and advance the business interests does not 
go with me. I have been here while the gentleman’s party 
was in power upon the other side, at least six years, while the 
gentleman was contending against exchanges, contending against 
combinations of capital in the name of the producer, but never 
in the name of the consumer, and I have observed that he 
still so contends, though he has had six years of opportunity to 
remedy the situation of which he complains. Withess, when the 
question of cotton arises, and I am not going to discuss it, except 
as I may very decently refer to & speech made on this floor the 
other day by a gentleman who has been contending in season 
and out of season against exchanges, against those combinations 
that are supposed to market the farmer’s product, whether he 
is a planter in the South or whether he is a grain grower in the 
West. Listen to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hern], 
one of the chief exponents of cotton on this floor, and sec 
whether what is sauce for the goose is also not sauce for the 
gander. The gentleman was complaining that the price of cot- 
ton was going down, complaining that the cotton grower was 
not getting his profit, and here is what he said, and think of 
“ combinations ” as you listen to him: 


Now, gentlemen, let me ask you in all fairness and candor, what was 
the South to do under those circumstances? Would you have put your 
cotton on the market when it was going down like that and when to sell 
it meant the loss of all your profits? 


He is speaking for the farmer now, who does not like com- 
binations, who does not like boards of trade, who does not like 
means of exchange for distributing agricultural products, 

No— 

Said the gentleman from Alabama very emphatically += 

You would not do that if you were a good b=siness man. 
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What right has the gentleman to say what good business 
men would do, when he dees not believe in business. The gen- 
tleman says: 

We were forced to hold it and keep it off the market. 

Yes; form a combination ourselves, as it were, and keep it 
off the market, so the price would go up and the consumer 
would have to pay more. The gentleman says: 


If men by a combination in a gambling deal destroy the value of your 
property overnight, beating the price down and down, are you going to 
play into their hands and throw your produce on the market or are 
you going to say, ‘“ No; I will refuse to sell.” 

Cotton is not perishable. Cotton is not like the produce that 
comes from the West and from the farms of the North. 

The law of supply and demand— 


Says my friend from Alabama— 
warrants a much better price, and I must have a better price or my 
year’s work and investments are all lost. 

Good sense and sound business judgment suggested to the cotton 
farmer to hold his cotton off the market. 

Was there any combination in that? Was there any deal 
there? Was there any restraint of trade there that aggravated 
the feelings of the gentleman who stood by the farmer? 

Now, what else was necessary? Concerted action. 

Think of it! That may not be a combination, but it is getting 
together. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
vania has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I would not have risen at all, 
except that the gentleman from Pennsylvania insists on under- 
taking to put me in the attitude of opposing exchanges. I have 
repeatedly said I did not, and that I would not until I was con- 
vinced that you could not squeeze out of them their evil prac- 
tices. When that time comes, if I am fortunate or unfortu- 
nate enough to be in this House. or wherever I may be, you will 
find my voice raised against them. But at this time I believe 
we cai regulate them, 

Some years ago we went after the New York Cotton Exchange, 
which had a contract which was costing the South millions 
of dollars. We did not undertake to destroy them. We under- 
took to regulate them, and we did regulate that exchange and 
the New Orleans Exchange, with the result that we added from 
20 to 50 points, or from $1 to $2.50, a bale to the value of every 
bale of cotton produced in the South. 

Then it was concluded, in the closing days of the last session 
of Congress, that they were still employing a contract which 
did not represent the true value of cotton, and we proceeded by 
amendments to the law to give to the cotton trade a contract 
which did represent as nearly as possible the true value of cotton. 

Now, what happened? During the months of April and March, 
for purpeses of liquidation, and as a matter of fairness, the 
exchanges were permitted to deal in two contracts, the old con- 
tract which they had heretofore been dealing in and a new 
contract recognized by the amendment to the act. And it is very 
interesting to any of you gentlemen who are opposing the propo- 
sition of regulating exchanges to know what happened and what 
value the farmer got out of this change of law, this regulation 
of -the exchanges. 

Heve are the contracts and their value. April 1 it was selling 
for 24 cents per pound. The new contract of the same date was 
selling for 30, a difference in the value of the bale of $4.15. The 
farmers at that time were holding 5,000,000 bales. Multiply 
5,000,000 by $4 a bale and you get the saving to the farmer and 
likewise the producer which this regulation gave to them. 

For a week it stood at about that same figure. Then, on the 
Sth of April the difference per bale in the value of the two con- 
tracts was $7.80. On the 10th it was $8.10. On the 11th it was 
$8. On the 14th it was $8.10. On the 17th it was $8, and it is 
now, the 30th of April, $7 difference. The average is here fig- 
ured out at $7.50 a bale difference in the two contracts. 

Mr. JUUL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. JUUL. The gentleman is making an interesting showing. 
If I understand the gentleman correctly he shows by his state- 
ment that he added $20,000,000 to the value of the bales of cotton 
involved. 

Mr. LEVER. More than that. ° 

Mr. JUUL. Does not that mean $20,000,000 put upon the 
shoulders of the consumers? 

Mr. LEVER. Does not the gentleman know that we export 
two-thirds of the cotton produced in the United States? Does 
not the gentleman know that except for the export of cotton 
before the war the balance of trade would have been against us? 

Mr. JUUL. But what I want to know is this, that in this 
Bureau of Markets it would seem to me-—— 


The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl1- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from South Carolina have five minutes more. I want 
to get this thing straightened out in my mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from South Carolina be given 
five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JUUL. The Bureau of Markets, in so far as I have been 
able to understand its activities, is a mighty good thing for the 
producer. The gentleman has shown that on these two little 
items in the matter of cotton it added $20,000,000 to the. price 
paid cotton growers. I am glad they had it, and particularly 
so when the gentleman states that a great portion of the cotton 
is exported and sent abroad. But what I want to know is, can 
not the great men sitting in the committee utilize the Bureau 
of Markets so that the consumer can get mething out of it? 
We are paying the same exorbitant prices for everything we 
buy. How does the Bureau of Markets help the teeming millions 
in the big cities? 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I will try and answer the gen- 
tleman’s question. For four oer five years men on the Phila- 
delphia Produce Exchange, for example, get together in the 
morning and say that the price of eggs shall be SO cents a 
dozen, when the producer in the country is selling them for 
40 cents. Now, when that occurs there is something wrong. 
One of the chief activities of the Bureau of Markets is to 
furnish to the consuming public in the cities what the producers 
in other parts of the country are selling eggs for. So that the 
public itself will demand that these leeches disgerge. In other 
words, I am a believer in the great principle of light. I do 
not believe that evil can long exist if you turn sufficient light 
on it. The Bureau of Markets under the present activity is 
furnishing the light. But yeu can not expect it te correct all 
the evils within four or five years, but if you will give the 
bureau proper suppert and preper sympathy on the floor of 
the House and the Senate, [I believe 1 cnn guarantee to you 
that you will have an organization that will de mere for seciety 
and the human family in the way ef furnishing preducts at 
their true value than by any other method of legislation of which 
I am capable of thinking at this time. That is all there is in 
the various items here that my friend frem Pennsylvania op- 
poses. It is simply for the purpose of gathering information, 
furnishing it to the public, and undertaking thereby to stabilize 
prices and to see to it that no man is gouging the public. If 
that is not a reputable, laudable proposition, I would like to 
know what is one. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask wnaninrous consent to print as a part of 
my remarks the prices on the old and new contracts that I have 
referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The following is the list referred te: 


Priccs on old and new cotton contracts. 
Differ- | 
ence in | Per bale. 
points. | 


Mar, 


new 


15 
40 
75 
”» 
25 
6 
89 
10 
00 
10 
75 
00 
45 
65 
.19 
7.00 
.00 
8. 09 
7.00 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto clese 
in 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentieman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 


Is there objection to the request of the 
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Mr. HERSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great 
interest to this discussion, particularly so as I come from a 
fruit-producing section, where we are vitally interested in the 
market conditions. I do not believe that farmers’ combinations 
put the price up to the consumer, as has just been stated. That 
has not been my experience. The raisin growers of San Joaquin 
County, in California, are producing four times as many raisins 
to-day, are getting three times as much as they got before, and 
still the consumers of this Nation to-day are paying less for 
raisins than they did 10 years ago. Farmers’ combinations do 
not raise the price to the consumer. The combination that raises 
the price to the consumer is the combination of men that get 
together and handle the farmer's products after they leave his 
hands. I never could see any logic why the farmer should plant 
his orchard, intelligently take care of it for 10 years, use the 
best years of his life diligently cultivating the soil. and then, 
when his fruit is ready, when it should be most carefully guarded 
on its way to the consumer, to give it over into the hands of the 
speculator, whose only thought is to get as much out of it as pos- 
sible. Why should the man who raises beans, sugar beets, straw- 
berries, apples, cotton, and corn inform-himself as to the best 
way of making his acres produce, and just when the most money 
is to be made from his labor turn his product over to the man 
who sits in his office waiting for the time for the good thing to 
be ready to pick? Will you tell me if it is necessary for capital 
and labor to organize, if every business finds its success de- 
pendent upon organization, why, I say, should not the farmer 
organize? He has got to organize to survive. It is for the best 
interests of the consumer and the best interests of the producer 
that he organize speedily, that he thoroughly inform himself as 
to the market conditions, and it is the duty of this Nation to aid 
the great producing sections and to get the proper market re- 
ports, by which he can intelligently judge of the world’s supply 
and the Nation’s supply in the particular line of crop that he is 
interested in. 

Under the old system that prevailed a few years ago when 
no crop reports were available the individual orcharder had 
no way of knowing correctly as to market and crop conditions; 
adverse reports could be cleverly circulated causing him to feel 
uncertain as to future prices, and as a rule the crop was often 
secured by the speculator at prices far below what should have 
been realized. The speculator himself who had the best infor- 
mation at his hand could not always be sure of profit because 
he was dealing in uncertainties. Profits had to be large in pro- 
portion to the chances taken. Brokerage was large, the packing 
charge was large; the speculator would have to take chances, 
and often made great gains, and so did the wholesaler and 
retailer. As a consequence of uncertain conditions on the mar- 
ket and the lack of information, the speculator was forced to 
hammer the price down to the producer. The jobber was forced 
to buy at as low a price as possible for fear his competitors 
might buy still lower, and so with the wholesaler and retailer. 
Each one was fearful of the market and afraid to lay in a supply 
without the possibility of large profits. The old system of mar- 
keting was the worst form of speculation. It was a gamble 
pure and simple. The system paid the orchardist the lowest 
possible price for his product and gave him neither advertise- 
ment nor standardization in return for the vast amount of 
money that it cost. The old and faulty system of marketing 
charged the consumer the highest possible price to cover possible 
loss-in future years. The “ tax in transit” from grower to con- 
srimer was very great, often four times what the product of the 

brought the producer. Under the old and faulty system of 
1 crketing the man who did the work did not get the money. 
The orchardists of California have lost each year millions of 
dollars by early and unwise selling, because they had no way, 
individually, of telling as to the actual condition of the market. 
The Government of the United States should aid to the fullest 
this great producing class of its citizens to properly market their 
products, and this House should maintain the appropriation for 
supplying the Department of Agriculture with the necessary 
funds to inform all growers and consumers of our Nation as to 
the actual conditions of the world market. 

When the Government fully cooperates with the farmer in 
his marketing associations the consumer will receive his goods 
at a very much lower figure than ever because the broker would 
be anxious to handle the product at a small profit where his 
profit was sure. The jobber would not hesitate to order a year’s 
supply for fear of a decline in price; and so with the retailer. 
They would both be satisfied with fair profits because it was a 
sure one. The excessive “tax in- transit” under the faulty 





system that has heretofore prevailed would be eliminated and, 
in my judgment, to a large extent the distrust and contention 
that has existed between the producing and consuming market 
-would be eliminated. 
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The orange growers of California in connection with the Fet- 
eral market director have to a large measure solved the que‘- 
tions of marketing the oranges. For many years it was difti- 
cult to secure the proper information, and while one market was 
glutted other markets would be depleted. While consumers in 
one section of the country were paying a high price for the 
oranges the consumers in a near-by city were paying a low price. 
One producer of oranges might have struck the market on a 
fortunate day while his neighbor might have been equally un- 
fortunate in another market. There was no system, no coopera- 
tion, and no satisfaction to the great eonsumineg cities of the 
East. The activities of the Federal market director have met 
with the approval of the producer and have saved money to the 
taxpayers of this Nation. 

The market director of the State of Californin has shown 
his wisdom in advocating the combination of farmers, not fer 
the sake of raising the price to the consumer but of cutting out 
the speculator who is a detriment not only to the consumer but 
to the producer. The West is leading the world in solving the 
question of marketing, and this item that is before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for discussion at this time should not be re- 
duced but rather larger appropriations and broader scope shoul 
be given to the Federal market director to aid the farmers of 
this Nation in knowing fully and completely as to the crop condi- 
tions of the world, and I will say that as long as I remain as 
a Representative from the eighth district of California I will 
always raise my voice in behalf of the producer and that voice 
will carry the protection of the consumer as well. 

In the limited time under the rules of the House that has been 
allotted to me for the discussion of this matter I will not go 
further at this time into an exhaustive discussion of the great 
advantages that the cooperative movement offers to the farmers 
of this Nation. Neither will I at this time point out in detail 
the immense amount of money that has been saved to the prune 
growers of Santa Clara County and of the State of California 
by the strong and ably directed company, the California Prune 
& Apricot Growers (Inc.), in their successful effort to solve the 
marketing problem of the prune and apricot growers of my 
State. But I am constrained in the few moments that are still 
remaining to me to make some general remarks that have been 
suggested to me by the discussions which have taken place on 
the floor of this House for the past three days on the Agricultural 
bill. While I have no desire or any expectation of bringing any 
new thought to the attention of you gentlemen, many of whom 
have for years been discussing the problems that affect the des- 
tinies of this Nation, still I feel, as one of the new Members in 
this House, that I wish to place myself squarely on record 
before this House and the people of the Nation in believing that 
the Agricultural bill which is before us to-day and which failed 
of passage in the Senate practically as it now stands is the most 
important bill that this Congress will have to consider, because it 
affects a greater number of our citizens than any other bill that 
will be presented in the Sixty-sixth Congress. In discussion 
from time to time by the Members in the Committee of the Whole 
it is apparent and gratifying to notice the large increase that in 
the past 10 years has been made by the Congress of the United 
States in the Agricultural appropriation bill. 

And why have you made it? The farmers have not come here 
in a body, they have not had a powerful lobby to support their 
demands, there has been no great cry from the farmers for help. 
No; the farmer did not know that he needed any help. From 
the nature of the development of this country he found himself 
on the farm alone at. great distances from his neighbors with 
no means of easy communication. All the questions that af- 
fected his destiny and the destiny of his family must be decided 
by him and by him alone. He had not the advantage that 
comes from interchange of ideas. He had not the advantage 
that cooperative effort could give him; he had not the advantage 
that association with his neighbor offered, and while it is true 
that this mode of life developed a wonderfully resourceful and 
independent people it is equally true that it took him away 
from safety. It made him a stranger to the education and 
achievements that can only come from mutual interchange of 
ideas. The nature and extent of his labor gave him no oppor- 
tunity for development and developing his business methods. 
He became a lone hand player. He went along year in and 
year out, apparently reconciled to his lot. If his crops were poor 
or if pests destroyed them, he cursed his luck and hoped that his 
sons would be able to go to the city and that they would not 
have to work as he did. He skimped and saved, his wife wore 
the same sunbonnet and sold butter and eggs to get a little 
money ahead in order that the children might have a chance to 
go to boarding school, with the fond hope in view that perad- 
venture they would become lawyers, doctors, preachers, or 
storekeepers. There was no thought of encouragement to them 
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to remain on the farm, because, apparently, there were no op- 
portunities in the life of a tiller of the soil. Their great am- 
bition was to. give their children opportunities that were de- 
nied them. 

As a result of this condition there was a great exodus from 
the farm to the city. And what then? You saw in this move- 
ment a danger. to the country. Wise and far-sighted statesmen 
pressed on our State legislatures and on this body of lawgivers 
the necessity of changing this drift. You saw the danger to our 
country. You had information which a few men who have 
studied this question had given to you. You quickly realized 
that the Nation eould not prosper when the agricultural in- 
terests of that Nation were in danger. You realized that this 
rich country was losing millions of dollars each year by waste- 
ful methods in farming. You informed yourselves of the possi- 
bility of the soil where even a fair degree of thrift and intelli- 
gence was displayed. You increased the agricultural appro- 
priation bill by millions each year. The State legislatures ap- 
propriated thousands and started agricultural schools, the real- 
ization was pressed home by neglected and abandoned farms, 
by the congestion of the population in our cities, by the danger 
that this exodus threatened to the proper balance of the Nation. 
You again appropriated, for you had before you the results of 
the experiments made by the Agricultural Department. You 
could see that the young man was no longer ashamed that he was 
going to the cow college. His father pointed with pride to the 
fact that his son would soon graduate from the agricultural 
college. The farmer was no longer ashamed of his calling. With 
wise legislation you had elevated him from the farmer to the 
agriculturist. 

The corn lands of Illinois, Iowa, and Nebraska began to in- 
crease the yield per acre. The farmer, under the stimulating 
influence of experts, was selecting seed from the center of choice 
ears, and again a great increase was apparent. Our dairymen 
were cutting their herds in half and were still making more 
butter and cheese from one-half the cows they originally fed. 
The agricultural college graduates were feeding a balanced 
ration and scientifically applying fertilizer. 

Last year the demonstrations of the Department of Agricul- 
ture attracted the attention of 3,000,000 farmers in our Nation. 
As a result of these demonstrations in the 15 Southern States 
and the enthusiasm that the farmer received from the possi- 
bility of greater increases in his crops you increased the produc- 
tion in a marvelous manner. When you compare the produc- 
tion of food supply in 1913 and in 1917 you will find that the 
number of bushels of corn increased from 658,252,000 to 682,- 
643,000; the number of bushels of wheat increased from 
51,009,000 to 74,857,000 ; the number of bushels of oats increased 
from 97,237,000 to 120,613,000; the number of tons of hay in- 
creased from 4,214,000 to 6,510,000; the number of bushels of 
white potatoes increased from 17,798,000 to 27,987,000; the num- 
ber of bushels of sweet potatoes increased from 47,055,000 to 
72,870,000. By the proper education and proper feeding meth- 
ods in the North and Northwest the number of live stock of the 
farmers was increased by 43,405 head of cattle, 130,125 head of 
swine, 148,211 head of sheep, and 327,095 head of poultry. 

The activity of the department was apparent not alone on the 
farm, but in the schools and the homes. They lent a helping 
hand in the kitchen, where the mothers and daughters learned 
to be more economical with their food, learned the proper 
inethod of canning and keeping food supplies. Eight hundred 
thousand boys and girls in the Northwestern States were en- 
rolled in the industrial clubs in one year. The Department of 
Agriculture, when one gives even a cursory study, is found to 
lend its assistance and encouragement in the many and diversi- 
fied fields that safeguard the Nation’s health and wealth. In 
my opinion, it is the greatest organization of its kind in the 
world. Its activities cover the wide and extensive range that 
make for a greater and more contented people. It seems to me 
our thought should be how much of our money can we judi- 
ciously expend through this great organization and not how 
little. .You have waved the magical wand through the instru- 
mentality of the Agricultural Department and, lo, the Nation’s 
wealth has increased by 50 per cent. Surely these activities 
deserve our most careful and continued encouragement. 

To the uninitiated his success was magical. Now, this edu- 
cated farmer is pressing you for larger and larger appropria- 
tions. He pleads his own cause because he knows that science 
is helping him each year and will continue to aid him in the 
years to come. And you know, or should realize, having before 
you the wonderful developments on the farm in the past 20 
years that there is no money expended by this Nation that is 
bringing back to the people of this Nation a greater dividend 
than the money that has been spent in the Agricultural Depart- 
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ment of our Nation. Men of wisdom know that the prosperity 
of this Nation is fundamentally based on the skill with which 
we till our soil, and we will agree quite unanimously that the 
kind of men that make all-around good citizens, that the kind 
of men who in the last analysis are the ideal American citizens, 
are the intelligent farmers, the man who owns and cultivates 
his small acreage. The average boy who makes up his inind to 
master the profession of agriculture has a better chance in 
life than the boy who selects the city in which to earn a live- 
lihood. He has a better chance for success, for health, and for 
happiness; he has a better chance to transmit to posterity 
those virile and sterling traits that our farmer ancestors pos- 
sessed. Those sterling qualities of courage, self-reliance, inde- 
pendence, love of liberty and justice, and love of country 
comes with greater ease from contact with the soil. They are 
the same qualities that our ancestors possessed; they are the 
same qualities that overcame the difficulties of the wilderness 
and the savage tribes. These are the qualities that gave to us 
our country and our freedom. 

You have changed this drift; it is now moving from city to 
country. And as I see the future, and as I believe intelligent 
men all over this land of ours see the future, we are interested 
in seeing that our stream of sturdy young men move out from 
the crowded cities and take their chances on the great acres 
of undeveloped land that this Nation offers to them. 

Let this body of men, who, if I may venture a guess, owe 
their preferment in life to that impulse given to them by their 
rugged and hardy forebears, see to it that no effort is left 
undone to bring as large a part of our citizenship as can be 
successfully accommodated to the great and wonderful out of 
doors. 

I was greatly impressed when I came from the West to this 
eastern land. We have country and you have cities. As I 
saw the throngs of workers in your mills, the vast number who 
come to your magnificent office buildings, I knew that the 
great majority of these people of the East were going about 
at the beck and call of somebody else. I realized as never before 
that the few were doing the planning for the many, and I know, 
as you know, that while our cities have developed great and 
able men, and many of them, and that our commercial pros- 
perity and preferment is their offering to the wealth of our 
Nation, still we realize that in comparison they are few in 
number to the great numbers of our urban population. And I 
will venture that we will again agree that the future strength 
of our Nation is in having every acre of our many acres of tillable 
soil owned and farmed by good American farmers. And I am 
not going to fail to say that this possibility is in our hands. 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. Chairman, this discussion has become 
very largely academic. It deals with nothing that is before the 
House at this time. To some remarks injected into the discus- 
sion by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever], however, I want 
to reply. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been taunting 
the gentleman from South Carolina with the fact that there were 
some persons on the Democratic side of the House who wanted 
to abolish the cotton exchanges. I plead guilty to being one who 
desires to abolish the cotton exchange. The figures the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] put into the Recorp a 
moment ago furnish an argument in favor of that. The old 
contract which originally permitted the exchanges to deal in 
9 grades of cotton was expanded by the exchanges until they 
had 21 grades. The new contract, so called, reduced these to 10 
grades. Selling under the old and the new contracts, as shown 
by these figures, shows a wide divergence—in fact, at times, 
more than is shown here, amounting to as much sometimes 
as $13.50 per bale. That is, if you let the man on the ex- 
change gamble under the old contract, he would say cotton would 
be worth $13.50 per bale more than the same cotton in the same 
market the selfsame day was worth under the other contract. 
Let me repeat. For instance, my cotton on one contract was 
quoted $9.50 per bale higher than the same cotton in the same 
market the same day under another contract. It means that the 
reduction of 10 grades raised the price of cotton $13.50 a bale. 
That shows they were not dealing in cotton at all. They were 
betting, and if you let him bet under one contract he would bet 
that cotton would be worth, we will say, $150 a bale on the 
New York Exchange on the ist day of May, and if you let him 
bet with you under another contract he would bet it would be 
worth $163.50. It is the same bale of cotton in the same market 
on the same day, weighing exactly the same number of pounds, 
but there is a difference of $13.50 a bale if you let him gamble 
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under ene contract rather than under the other. It did go to 
a difference of $13.50, and the pecustiar thing about it was that 
before the gamblers themselves could make up their minds 
which was the better contract fer them the old contract sold 
higher than the new contract, and then the new contract sold 
higher than the old. If having a reduction of 10 imaginary 
grades of an imaginary cotton means a difference in wealth to 
the farmers of the country of $40,000,000, then I submit that 
if you will outlaw gambling under the other 10 grades you 
can make a difference of $80,000,000 just as well. It simply 
preves, which farmers have always contended, that gambling 
does infftuence the price of their products; does rob them of 
the fruits of their toil. Ne one can longer deny that future 
gambling does influence the price of cotton and does rob those 
who toil to enrich those who toil not. I am in favor of abolish- 
ing the cotton exchanges. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, agriculture is the corner stone 
upen which all other industries rest. It is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to encourage agriculture, to encourage the producer. 
It is the duty of the Government to see that the producer, upon 
whom we all depend for the food that we eat, is paid a fair and 
reasonable price for his produce. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] takes a fall 
out the producers of cotton, a crop that brings into the 
United States annually more gold than the world’s annual 
output. serves our country as no other product does or can. 
The cotton producers of the United States were confronted with 
a conbination of certain foreign and domestic spinners and 
specuiators who had driven the price of cotton down below the 
cost of production. Does any fair-minded man believe that the 
cotton producers of the United States should be forced into the 
market to sell their cotten at a price below the cost of production 
or 2 price that will not yield a fair profit? Do you gentlemen 
really want to ferce such a condition as that on the cotton pro- 
ducers of your country? 

Yes. our cotton producers announced to the world that they 
couk! not afford to sell their cotton at the price fixed by specu- 
iators on the exchange—that the spinners had gone into a com- 
bination with certain speculators, foreign and domestic. My 
good friend from Pennsylvania complained about the cotton 
producers having concerted action in holding cotton in the 
effort to get a living profit, but when speculators broke the price 
$50 2 bale in 60 days, which meant ruin to the cotton producer, 
I never heard his eloquent voice raised against them and in 
behalf of a fair deal for the cotton producer. 

tut when the producer comes up and says, “It cost me so 
much te produce this cotton, and I must have so much or I will 
not derive a profit, and in order to get a living profit 1 am 
going to hold my cotton until I can get a profit,” would the gen- 
tleman have a law enacted to compel him to sell when it means 
ruination to his business? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HEFLIN. For a question. 

_Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I stand as much against the 
speculator as the gentleman from Alabama, but I want to ask 
the gentleman whether he does not know that during the domi- 
nation of power on the other side we passed a cotten-futures act 
and certain other cotton acts very largely at the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Alabama and covering the very points of 
which the gentleman complains? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; we did pass an act to regulate cotton 
exchanges, and I did what I could to establish certain rules and 
regulations for the exchanges; but I want to say te my friend 
from Pennsylvania that the act containing those rules and regu- 
lations was perverted from the ends of its institution. We con- 
fined them to 9 grades and they used 21 grades. The fact is 7 
grades will cover the grades of the cotton crop of the United 
States. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Suppose we agree with the gen- 
tleman as to that. Was not that the fault of the administration 
in enforcing the law? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, the exchanges are hard to keep regu- 
lated. They are always devising ways and means for the evasion 
of the law; and I will say to the gentleman that if the grain 
exchanges and cotton exchanges can not be regulated I will 
vote to abolish them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I submit to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HEFLIN. I want to say in reply to » gentleman here 
about unloading the burden on the consumer—— 

Mr. JUUL. There is a question which I desire to ask the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HEFLiN. The time is limited and I fear—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Only a minute. I want to say that this par- 
ticular burden is not laid upon the consumer. I have seen 
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speculators beat down the price of cotton and then buy it from 
the producer at 10 cents a pound and later on sell it for 14 
cents. The producer was robbed and the consumer was im- 
posed upon. In this instance foreign spinners and foreign 
cotton merchants were in combination to buy cotton of the 1918 
crop and sell it to Germany and Austria at a tremendous profit, 
and I said that the cotton producer was entitled to a fair price 
and a living profit. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, in response to the question 
propounded by the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Juvut], I de- 
sire to state the following for the information of the gentle- 
man. Fruit and vegetable interests generally have expressed con- 
siderable concern over the probable reduction in this line of 
effort, as producers, shippers, and distributors alike regard it 
as fundamentally necessary : 

Improvement of refrigerator-car equipment, standard car: 
tant improvements in the character of such equipment have been made 
as a result of this work. Practically all the refrigerator cars built in 
the United States within the past year have been constructed according 
te the recommendations of the Bureau of Markets. This work should 
be continued if full benefits are to be gained. 

Heater cars for protecting perishables from freezing damage in 
transit: This work has been developed to a point where, in two or 
three more seasons, it will be possible to specify standardized methods 
and equipment as a result of which practically all freezing losses in 
transit can be éliminated. 

Loading cars efficiently :. Very serious losses from breakage and detc- 
rioration constantly result from improper methods of loading, bracing, 
and stowing fruits and vegetables for shipment. 

Motor transportation of farm products: The work, already begun by 


Impor- 


+ the Bureau of Markets, of investigating and demonstrating the poss!- 


bilities of transporting farm products by motor truck can be 
on its present basis for approximately $25,000 a year. 

A widespread popular interest is being manifested in the possibility 
of establishing 2 more intimate and direct transportation service to 
rural districts through a more complete utilization of our highways. 
An effort has been made to introduce the elements of stability into the 
rural motor industry as constituted at present through direct coopera- 
tion with owners and operators of existing motor-truck routes. An 
accounting system which will indicate costs of operation has been 
devised for the use of operators of motor routes and approved forms 
for shipping records have been suggested to them. Emphasis has been 
placed on the necessity for adequate insurance covering motor-truck 
cargoes 

Bight demonstration routes have been established and operated suc- 
cessfully, studies have been made of the operation of farmers’ coopera- 
tive truck associations, and a preliminary survey of the marketing of 
live stock by motor truck has been conducted in certain live-stock 
centers. 

Two bulletins have been issued as result of this work, the great 
demand for which indicates the active interest of the public in the 
subject. Fifty-five thousand copies of these bulletins have been dis- 
tributed. It has been necessary to request a reprint of one of them in 
response to urgent demands, 

So undoubtedly the department has made progress. 
pears the money has been well expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For collecting and distributing, by telegraph, mail, and otherwise, 
timely information on the supply, commercial movement, disposition, 
and market prices of fruits and vegetables, $250,000. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend, on page 80, line 15, by striking out * $250,000” and in- 
serting “ $196,660,” the amount that was appropriated last year 
and which ought to be sufficient to carry along this work now 
that the war is practically at an end. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 80, line 15, strike out “ $250,000 ” and insert “ $196,660.” 

The question was taken, .and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 80, line 15, after the word “ vegetables,” strike out the figures 
“ $250,000,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: ** $369,660." 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, this may seem a very substantial increase in the amount 
carried in the bill for this purpose, but when you look at the 
report of the committee you will see that it is a very substantial 
and material reduction in the amount which is available during 
this fiseal year for this purpose. With reference to this item in 
this bill and the three items subsequent to ‘t, I have, upon the 
earnest solicitation of the people of my section of the country 
who are interested in fruits, vegetables, stock, grain, dairy and 
poultry products, and so forth, taken tLis matter up with the 
Department of Agriculture. I have obtained the information 
that the likely effect of the adoption of this appropriation as 
here outlined with reference to thiS yenr’s market reports and 
the news service concerning veget:bles, fruit, meat. stock, and so 
forth, will be practically to discontinue this service in the west- 
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ern half of the United States, to make fish of one and flesh of 
another ; and here, it seems to me, is a very good opportunity to 
give sauce to the goose as well as to the gander. This amount 
of $369,660 appropriated by this amendment is the last amount 
asked of the committee by the department for this purpose. It 
seems to me that to pass this item as it here stands in the bill 
would be unjust discrimination in favor of one section and 
against another. And it is almost a matter, I may say, of exalt- 
ing the field of speculation and debasing the field of production, 
because the western part of this country is to a very large extent 
and in very great measure the fruit growing, the grain cultivat- 
ing, the vegetable producing, and the cattle-raising section of the 
United States. [Appiause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may have five minutes in which to conclude some remarks that 
I made a few minutes ago. 

Mr, HAUGEN. Will the gentleman withhold until we read 
another section? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I will be glad to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to gather from stockmen, live- 
stock associations, State live-stock and agricultural boards, common car- 
riers, stockyards, commission firms, live-stock exchanges, slaughtering 
and meat-packing companies, and other information relative to the 
number of different classes and grades of marketable live stock, espe- 
tially cattle, hogs, and sheep in the principal live-stock feeding districts 
and growing sections; prices, receipts, and shipments of the different 
classes and grades of cattle, hogs, and sheep at live-stock market centers ; 
prices of meats and meat-food products and the amounts of such prod- 
ucts in storage; to compile and publish such information at such fre- 
quent intervals as most effectively to guide producers, consumers, and 
distributors in the sale and perce of live stock, meats, and other 
animal products; and to gather and publish any related information 
pertaining to marketing and distribution of live stock, meats, and 
animal by-products, the sum of $105,320. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLanton] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed out of order so as to conclude remarks I started to make 
a few minutes ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed out of order for five minutes. Is there 
pbjection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, there is one case in particu- 
lar to which I would like to call the attention of Congress by 
reason of the fact that on the 9th day of June there will be held 
an examination affecting 2,500 employees of this Government. 
In the income-tax unit there is employed in the instruction de- 
partment Mr. John T. Kennedy. I am informed that he draws 
a salary from this Government at this time of $4,500 per year. 
I understand—I do not know that the information is correct, 
but it comes to me from a good source—that this particular 
man in a large way has much to do with the selection of clerks 
in this particular division. I want to call your attention to the 
fact that in the little document which I hold in my hand, which 
is printed by Pace & Pace, conducting the Pace Institute of 
Washington ,D. C., accountancy and business administration, 
on page 4, it is shown that among the officers of administration 
and instruction in this Pace Institute appears the name of John 
T. Kennedy as one of the officers of instruction. 

I am informed by reputable clerks of this District that this 
particular institute attempts to properly instruct and prepare 
for such examination hundreds of clerks. And I am informed 
by reputable clerks of this District that this particular District 
employee of this Government, who holds a position in the in- 
struction department of the income-tax unit at a salary of $4,500 
a year, and who at the same time is an administrative officer 
of this Pace Institute, largely determines who of these 2,500 
clerks to be examined are to be promoted in this particular de- 
partment of the Government. 

Mr. JUUL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. 

Mr. JUUL. For a question. 

Mr. BLANTON. In just a moment, because my time is 
limited to five minutes and I wish to finish this particular 
thought. 

This is one of the reasons I have asked Congress to adopt the 
resolution which I have introduced, to demand of the joint 
congressional committee that they must submit to the thou- 
sands of employees of this Government the questionnaire that 
shall bring from them what employment they are in on the out- 
side of this Government. 
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Mr. BLANTON. I will first yield to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Juvut]. 

Mr. JUUL. I was going to ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether or not he thinks it probably biases the judgment of 
the gentleman, who is instructor in a school, as to whether the 
clerks come from his school or some other school? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do not see how he can help being influ- 
enced, wittingly or unwittingly, if he is an administrative officer 
of a school that prepares students specially for such positions. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman if 
he does not know that those employed in the income-tax di- 
vision are certified by the Civil Service Commission and ap- 
pointed from the civil-service record and not by Mr. Kennedy 
or any other employee of the Income Tax Bureau? 

Mr. BLANTON. If my distinguished friend from Tennessee 
will get the particular examination papers which are to be used 
on the 9th day of June he will see that he is mistaken in that 
position, as the examination is not conducted by the Civil Service 
Commission. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that those papers are graded by the Income Tax Bureau and 
not by the Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. BLANTON. It is not one of the regular civil-service ex- 
aminations, as shown by the examination papers I have here in 
my possession. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I think the gentleman is entirely 
wrong. He will find they are not graded by the Income Tax 
Bureau. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not wrong. Anyway, if we want the 
facts concerning dual employment we can get them by having 
my questionnaire answered. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
this paragraph has in it the provisions for ascertaining the 
variation of the prices of live stock and meat products at 
different points. All of us have been seriously concerned about 
the abnormally high prices of all necessaries of life. I was look- 
ing over the price current as furnished in the daily press. 
Meat is selling at a price never known before in the history of 
the country, and, at the same time, so far as we know, the 
product is not limited, but, rather, extended beyond the normal. 
So it would appear that the law of supply and demand, which 
has heretofore operated to control prices, does not operate, 
and all of us are anxious to know why it does not. It is per- 
tinent to ask what influence is at work to interrupt this law. 

I have made a little inquiry about the amount of meats held 
by the Government, purchased for the purpose of war, and I 
want to give you the figures. I would like to have the attention 
of the membership of the committee as to these figures, for I 
know they must carry some significance when considered in the 
light of the scaling high prices charged to the public. 

Roast beef held by the Government on the 20th of May, 
12,000,000 6-pound cans, which would be about 72,000,000 
pounds; 17,330,000 2-pound cans, or over 34,000,000 pounds; 
9,000,000 1-pound cans, in addition to a great number of 12-ounce 
cans, or a total of something approaching 120,000,000 pounds of 
roast beef. 

Corned beef, 5,600,000 6-pound cans, or 33,000,000 pounds; 
18,000,000 2-pound cans, or 36,000,000 pounds; 9,000,000 1-pound 
cans; and 4,500,000 12-ounce cans; corned beef hash, 20,820,000 
1 and 2 pound cans; bacon, 47,219,620 pounds. 

This represents about 282,000,000 pounds of meats held by the 
Government, which, according to a statement of the packers, 
represented five months of the activities of the packing interests 
which were operating to collect the meat products for the Gov- 
ernment. In normal times it is stated by the same authority 
that this would represent about two years of activity. 

I am not—and every Member will recognize this—criticizing 
the Government for purchasing these large amounts, because it 
was done in the midst of war for the purpose of feeding the sol- 
diers of an army the duration of which nobody could estimate, 
and therefore the purchase is free of criticism. But here is my 
question: If the Government is holding to-day this vast number 
of pounds of meat with the country full of live stock, and the 
price of bacon, notwithstanding this tremendous supply, has 
reached the vanishing point of 60 cents, why is it that there is 
not a freedom of the operation of the law of supply and de- 
mand? And the question immediately comes to me, What is 
the policy of the Government in its action on price fixing? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, may I have one minute more? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio may have two minutes more. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. F ESS. In reading a statement of the committee as to why 
this tremendous amount is not put on the market, so as to allow 
it to take its course under the law of supply and demand, which 
would, of course, sag certainly make it come down if left free 
to operate, the repl y was given in these words: 

The committee ef packers explains that this amount was the normal 
production of these plants for a period of two years, and to place this 
ont ity of packed meats on the market at this time would seriously 
iffect prices on both the canned and fresh meats. 

In other words, the very purpose of not putting it on the 
market is to keep the price up, and I doubt very much the 
wisdom of doing that as a function of the Government. We 
should be called upon to find a way to reduce the price rather 
than keep it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
again expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in 15 minutes. 

Mr. FESS. I would like to have two minutes more. 

Mr. RAKER. I want fivé minutes, Mr. Chairman, 
amendment to be offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] be given one minute. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, we are getting light shed on a 
very important subject, and I hope the time will not be closed. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HauGEN] 
asks unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. 

Mr. RAKER. I want five minutes and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] over here wants five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this amendment and all amend- 
ments thereto close in 15 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object, I wish to offer an amendment. I do not care 
to debate it, but I think the amendment ought to be offered 
now, so that there will be something before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that all debate on this 
ainendment and all amendments thereto shall close in 15 min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

Mr. JUUL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. JUUL. I would like to have the gentleman from Ohio 
finish his argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
old, and he can ask for himself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the right 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
329” and insert “ $57,920.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania : 
strike out the figures “ $105,320” and insert “* $57,920 

Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, last year the 
appropriation for this paragraph was $57,920. This year the bill 
carries $105,320, or about twice as much as the amount appro- 
priated last year. The purpose of the amendment is to reduce 
the «appropriation to the amount expended last year. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move you, sir, as an 
amendment, that the words “and fish” be added in line 1, on 
page 81, so that the section will read “and meat and fish food 
products. ” And upon that question, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Just one moment; let the Clerk report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FirzGera.p: 
word “ meat,” insert the words “ and fish.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I was 
very much interested in the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
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[Mr. Fess] a moment ago, when he gave figures of the surplus 
meat products, which I suppose he could have followed up with 
figures showing the surplus vegetable products, that have been 
in the control of the Government for some time and not put on 
the market for sale. 

I referred to the matter last week in a speech that I made on 
the floor of the House, calling the attention of the Members of 
the House to the fact that the packers said that to put those 
meats on the market would cause a glut and therefore a reduc- 
tion in price. Well, if an ordinary citizen of the United States 
went to any meat store and complained against the high prices, 
he would be told that it was because of a sca arcity of meat 
products. It seems to me that this situation should be corrected 
at once, else the people will have real reason to believe that 
Congress itself is under the thumb of the meat combination. 

A few moments ago one of the Members of the Heuse said 
while he favored the establishment of a Bureau of Markets and 
was willing it should be sustained by appropriations recom- 
mended by the committee, he asked what did the Bureau of 
Markets accomplish. That is a question I would like to ask 
the chairman and members of the committee. If this Govern- 
ment has expended hundreds of thousands of dollars for tha 
organization and development of the Bureau of Markets, and 
one of the functions of the Bureau of Markets is to know the 
amount of meat and food products that fill the storage ware- 
houses in the different sections of the country, how could mil- 
lions of pounds of food products have accumulated, which ap- 
parently nobody knew anything about until the past few days, 
if the Bureau of Markets was functioning properly. It was by 
the merest chance that the existence of this supply came into my 
hands last week. 

I called up the War Department and talked with the head of 
the bureau, Col. Quackenbush, and he told me that the meat 
was advertised for sale and that only the packers responded, 
and that the canned meats the Government had eontracted 
and paid 30 and 45 cents a pound for a few months ago brought 
but a bid of 15 cents from the packers, and the Government re- 
fused the price. Within the last few minutes, over the telephone, 
I had a talk with Col. Quackenbush, and he said there wera 
now on the way through the mails, through various agencies 
employed by the War Department, 20,000 circulars calling atten- 
tion to the million pounds of meat products that were for sale, 

The other day Mr, Armour, addressing me in an open letter, 
said that I had misrepresented the attitude of the packers on 
this question when I said that they were in combination with 
the Government to keep up the prices. I never charged that 
the Government was in collusion with the packers to keep up 
the prices, but I did say that the packers’ agents, many of whom 
are on the pay roll of the Government at $1 a year, were anxioug 
to keep this meat off the market, and it seems to me that it is 
the duty of Congress to take the control of the surplus meat 
away from the dollar-a-year men and to give it to the Bureau 
of Markets, so that the public will have the benefit of the 
fullest publicity concerning surplus supplies of feod stocks, 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Does the gentleman not think that, irrespec- 
tive of party lines, it is the duty of all Congressmen to stand 
with the people instead of the packers? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Absolutely. And that is the reason that 
I want the control of the food products given over to repre: 
sentatives of the people rather than the packers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in 
regard to the amendment I have submitted. The ocean is loaded 
with fish. They are there by millions, and it does not take 
the time to rear them that it does with cattle. They are out 
there in the sea by the billions, and yet there is a Fish Trust 
organized in the United States for the last two years that has 
been successful in inflating the price of fish 200 and 300 per 
cent above what would give them a good profit and be a decent 
price to the people. This situation has done untold injury to 
the public. Inasmuch as these fish which are so numerous in 
the ocean and so easily reached that they can be caught at a 
day’s notice they are the best available food product that can 
successfully combat the Meat Trust. Therefore I think the 
House would be doing an act of justice by permitting fish to be 
supervised by the Bureau of Markets as well as meats,.-I can 
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not impress too strongly on my fellow Members the fact that 
the high cost of living is the great issue before the American 
people; and we must do everything in our power to curb the 
rapacity of the food profiteer and give the people the benefit of 
every law that can be framed for their protection. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, linz 8, strik> out the figures $105,320, and insert the figures 
$214,720. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; we are on the paragraph. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it may be true, 
as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorzr]— 
and I know it is true, because he states it—that the amount 
suggested in the amendment offered by. him was the appropria- 
tion last year for this item. Nevertheless, it was not the amount 
available last year for this purpose, as shown by the report of 
the committee: “ The food-production act of November 21, 1918, 
carries an additional appropriation for this purpose of $300,000, 
so that the amount provided in the present bill represents an 
actual reduction of $200,000 below the amount available during 
1919.” The amount suggested in the amendment is the amount 
recommended in the last report of the Department of Agricul- 
ture as the amount necessary to carry on the service unim- 
paired. Apparently this amendment wofld raise the amount of 
the appropriation for this service, but, in fact, it is a very ma- 
terial decrease in the amount available in 1919. 

Now, I am reliably informed that the effect of the adoption of 
the item as it stands in the committee report is going to be to 
deny to all the live-stock and meat markets west ef Kansas 
City and Chicago the beneficent effects of this bill. 

Out in my section of the country, the Southwest, and all along 
the Pacific coast, the people are very much interested in this 
legislation. I take it that it is unnecessary to discuss the item 
from the standpoint of whether or not it is meritorious. That 
fact seems to be generally conceded. If the service is good for 
Chicago, if it is good for Kansas City, which markets, in the 
opinion of the Agricultural Department, must be kept up and 
farnished with this information, why should not the beneficent 
results of dhe service be also extended to the people of the South- 
west and to the markets of the Pacific coast? 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield. 

Mr. VAILE. Is the gentleman sure that this will not be ap- 
plied to the markets in the Southwest? It says to different live- 
stock market centers; there is no distinction made in the bill 
as to which centers it shall be applied to. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will say in reply to the gentleman that on 
the face of the bill it is not apparent that any discrimination 
will be made in this service, but I have had this matter up 
with the Agricultural Department on the earnest solicitation of 
the people in the Southwest who are interested in live stock, 
and have been furnished the information that the probable 
effect will be to limit this service to Chicago and Kansas City. 
In regard to that I quote this from a letter that I have re- 
ceived from Mr. Brand, Chief of the Bureau of Markets: 

Under the proposed reductions as contemplated by the pending Agri- 
cultural appropriation bill, it probably will be impracticable to main- 
tain leased wires west of Kansas City, in which event the entire 
western half of the United States will be cut off from the bureau’s 
telegraphic-report service. ' 

It is for that reason, that there may not be any unjust sec- 
tional discrimination and that the people of the Pacific coast 
and the people of the Southwest may have the benefit of this 
service, that I offer this amendment. If it is a meritorious 
service it should not be restricted to any locality to the dis- 
paragement of another. If Kansas City and Chicago have to 
be supplied, it is just as much a principle of justice and equity 
that the Southwest and the markets of the Pacific coast ought 
to be supplied. And in behalf of the Southwest, and of the 
West and of the Pacific coast, the markets in that section, I, 
though a new Member, want to insist that this justice be ac- 
corded them. I place confidence in the statements made to me 
by the Department of Agriculture. I do not knew how to do 
otherwise than to take their statements at par, and I want my 
voice to be heard, this the first time in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in behalf of those sections of the country which are 
equally entitled to this service, but to which, according to the 
best opinion we can procure, it will not go unless we receive 
this added apprepriation. 


Mr. Chairman, have we not passed that 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. ; 

Mr. RAKER rose. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate upon the paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in seven minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] has clearly presented 
the statement from the Secretary of Agriculture to show that 
it requires the amount suggested in his amendment to carry on 
this service. The committee having reported it shows that the 
legislation is beneficial and has given good results. The state- 
ment further shows—and it is worthy of consideration—that 
the service from Kansas City west will be eliminated if the 
amount provided for in the amendment is not agreed to. I am 
satisfied many members of the committee are not familiar with 
the conditions. West of the Mississippi River, after you get 
over the plains, the people living in the intramountain- States 
and in the Pacific Coast States are engaged in cattle and sheep 
raising. We raise the feeders. The Kansas City and Chicage 
markets buy our feeders and bring them east to feed. The more 
they can deceive the stock raiser, the less information they can 
get to him, the cheaper they buy the product. That has been 
one of the troubles in the West for 25 years. Those men have 
not been receiving what they honestly and legitimately are en- 
titled to for their stock, because they have been misinformed 
and ill advised and could not get the information. In the last 
couple of years, however, by virtue of the splendid work done 
by this department, our stockmen have been in a position to get 
information and to know what the price is, to the end that they 
have not been deceived and practically robbed. This legisla- 
tion as it now stands cuts off that service. Why give it at all 
to Chicago, why give it to Kansas City, when they have it 
already within their own grasp and maintain their own leased 
wires and their own business? They have the money to do it, 
but you provide for additional service by the $105,000, and the 
part of the country that actually needs it will not get the benefit 
of it, as it has been receiving it during the last two years. 
There is no need for our being penurious about our appropria- 
tions. Let us spend the money where it will give the most 
service. If the service will do good, why not grant it? If you 
spend $100,000 and get splendid results, if it benefits your peo- 
ple, you get twice that in return by virtue of taxation and other 
forms of revenue. I trust that the committee will not eliminate 
the service where it ought to be granted, and will permit the 
bill to be amended as offered by the gentleman from Texas. The 
gentleman from Ohio made a very clever statement to the 
House. This will eliminate that if you adopt it, and give them 
enough money to spend and enable the Secretary to give infor- 
mation regarding the price of meats and food products and the 
amount of such products in storage. 

Now, they would be able to show the amount—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Iowa is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield me a min- 
ute to complete this thought? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have only two minutes. 

Mr. RAKER. Then I will have to suppress that thought. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the amount carried in the 
appropriation for the current year is $57,920. The committee 
reports $105,320. It is true that $300,000 was used in the food- 
production act, all told, $357,920; but, gentlemen, if there was 
anything ever definitely determined, it was that the items car- 
ried in the food-production bill should not be continued in future 
appropriation bills. ‘The food-production bill is a war measure. 
The amount has been increased from $57,000 to $105,009. We 
believe the committee’s recommendation a very liberal increase. 
I trust that the amendment of the gentleman may be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the Chair stated that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I call for a division, 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 27, 
noes 44. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment: In line 25, at the bottom of page 80, I move to 
insert the word “ fish” after the word “ meats,” and in line 5, 
page 81, the word “fish” following the word “ meats,” and in 
line 7, on page 81, the word “ fish ” following the word “ meats.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page $0, line 25, after the word “ meats,” insert the word “ fish”; 
page S81, line 5, after the word “ meats,” insert the word “ fish’; and 
page 81, line 7, after the word “ meats,” insert the word “ fish.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I was on my feet asking recog- 
nition on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not see the gentleman, 

Mr. WALSH. All time has been exhausted. 

Mr. RAKER. No; I was on my feet. 

The CHAIRMAN. But debate has been closed on this para- 
graph and all amendments thereto. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For collecting and distributing, by telegraph, mail, and otherwise, 
timely information on the supply, demand, commercial movement, dis- 
pan. quality, and market prices of dairy and poultry products, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order that this is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania make it against? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Against the paragraph. 
is not in existing law, not provided for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that this 
is part of the function of the Bureau of Markets under the or- 
ganic law and feels constrained to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to strike out the paragraph. , 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, complaint is 
made from various large centers that this is an extension of 
the work of the Bureau of Markets which is unnecessary and 
a displacement of existing work already provided for by private 
agencies without expense to the Government. I quote from 
resolutions recently passed by the Chicago Butter and Egg 
Board: 

Resolred, That we believe it to be our duty to call the attention of 
Congress to some of the activities of the Bureau of Markets, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, which are unnecessary and wasteful, among which 
we cite the publication of daily market reports giving prices of butter 
and cheese in the various markets, as this work is more quickly and 
better done by private agencies at no expense to the taxpayer. In 
butter and eggs the sales on the street and on the exchanges establish 
a necessary trading basis early in the day. This is reported by private 
agencies and immediately distributed by wire wherever needed, and 
the work of the Bureau of Markets, which does not usually reach the 
trade until the next day, is superfluous and unnecessary and therefore 
a waste, 

Mr. Chairman, there is much more in the resolutions which 
were passed by these business men in the city of Chicago. 
Similar resolutions have been passed in New York, in Philadel- 
phia, and on the Pacific coast. It seems to me that as these 
gentlemen contend that they already have all the information 
desired, that they get it most speedily from private sources that 
do not have appropriations from the Government, and, as we 
are now entering peace times after the war, when economy 
should be the watchword, this paragraph should go out. It 
would mean not only a saving of $80,600, but it would mean a 
saving of time, trouble, and annoyance to the business men, who 
seem not to want the service. It seems to me this is a chance 
for the committee to economize if it sees fit to do so. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, when I rose a 
moment ago it was in regard to the amendment placed on the 
bill after an agreement had been made to close debate in re- 
gard to fish. I am very much in favor of that amendment, and 
I am giad that amendment went on. I want to call the atten- 
tion of my friends on this side to the fact that they let it g 
on after debate had been closed without any opposition what- 
ever, and yet they voted against an increase in the amount for 
looking after live stock, and so forth. My friends over here 
on this side all voted against it, and then they turn right 
around after that was done and let an amendment go on for 
the benefit of a few Eastern States, whereas Western States and 
in the intermountain States and Pacific Coast States, where we 
have been working for years to try to do something, will not get 
one dollar’s worth of investigation, and this matter will be 
turned over to the Beef Trust. Why do not you give these men 
a chance? Yet you turn around and put on another amend- 
ment. Why do you refuse to give the Bureau of Markets an 
opportunity to investigate the trust and find out where the 
becf is and where the cattle are and 

Mr. VAILE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. VAILE. Is not the matter of fish of as much importance 
to us of the inlan’ districts as of those on the coast, looking from 
the standpoint 6f the consumer? 
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Mr. RAKER. The great Agricultural Committee has come in 
and I say they put an amendment on after they had voted down 
the amendment which would give these cattle and stock men 
some opportunity for their white ally or a run for their lives, 
Without proper and sufficient appropriations they will have no 
opportunity to investigate the market. They have had a chance 
in the last two years since the Bureau of Markets has been in- 
vestigating, and why do not you turn back now by unanimous 
consent to the paragraph and put on another $214,000, to the end 
that these people may have an opportunity of knowing what is 
going on in this country? We ought not to shut them off and 
shut them out of information so that the fellows in Chicago and 
in Boston and in Kansas City may take their profits. We want 
to protect the people in the West, leaving out Kansas City and 
that little section where they have feeders, and not let the trust 
run and control the whole thing. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Is it not a fact that the trust referred to as 
controlling the price of meat also controls the price of fish? 

Mr. RAKER. I am in favor of putting on fish and giving us 
fish eaters a chance, too; but do not cut out the stock-raising 
interests ; do not give the cattle and sheep men entirely over to 
the trust, but give them a chance and opportunity, that they 
may know what the markets are, that they may have a chance 
when the cattle buyer comes around to meet him with a tele- 
gram he has received on the same day, and not have a condi- 
tion that I have seen for 25 years imposed on those men, whear 
their cattle have been bought for a third less than the market 
price. P 

Mr. BAER. The trouble with most of these statistics of the 
weather bureaus and the markets is that the speculators and 
the gamblers are on the job and that these reports are laid on 
the table. The information has already been acquired by the 
speculators and gamblers. F 

Mr. RAKER. You are mistaken about that. Right from the 
Department of Agriculture, hot over the trail, within an hour 
and a half’s time, our people in the West have received the 
information as to the market and they have been able to, meet 
these stock brokers and gamblers on this Beef Trust proposition. 
They do not have control of the Department of Agriculture, 
That is run by honest men, who give these people good, first- 
hand information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. ° 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, this discussion 

The CHAIRMAN. AJ! debate on this amendment has been 
exhausted. 

Mr. CANDLER. 
last word. 

The discussion of the gentleman from California is in refer- 
ence to the preceding paragraph. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Moore] moves to strike out the second paragraph, 
page 81, from lines 9 to 12, being for collecting and distributing, 
by telegraph, mail, and otherwise, timely information on the 
supply, demand, commercial movement, disposition, quality, and 
market prices of dairy and poultry products, $80,600. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is the gentleman going to dis- 
cuss my amendment? The gentleman from California [Mr. 
RAKER] was clearly out of order. 

Mr. CANDLER. I am in order, because I am opposed to your 
amendment and propose to discuss it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is what I thought. The 
gentleman from California [Mr. RAKEr] was discussing a for- 
eign matter. 

Mr. CANDLER. “hat matter is passed and I do not yield to 
the gentleman further. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in support of his amend- 
ment to strike out this very important and valuable provision 
in this bill, read some resolutions and statements from some 
produce exchange or from some business men, as he said, in the 
city of Chicago or some other city. Of course, they would like 
to have this provision stricken out, for the reason that they are 
at the center of trade and at one of the central markets, and 
they get this information every morning, afternoon, and even- 
ing, no doubt, while the producer, who is away from the central 
market and has the produce to sell, would not have the infor- 
mation, and in the absence of the authority conferred by this 
provision, giving the Bureau of Markets an opportunity to fur- 
nish this information to them, would be absolutely in the dark 
and at the mercy of the very gentlemen who passed the resolu- 
tions read by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

I am not surprised that they desire this provision stricken 
out. They would like to keep these good people that produce 
these products in the interior an.J rural districts without avail- 
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able information so that they might get their products for less 
than they are worth, in order to profiteer out of them and secure 
the benefits to be derived from operations of that kind. This 
provision answers a very useful purpose, and the money au- 
thorized to be appropriated, of $80,600, is well spent when it 
furnishes these people the information from the Government 
of the United States that keeps them advised to the full, not 
only of the price at the point of production but the value of the 
products at the point where they are sold to the consumer, 
thereby giving the consumer the benefit of this same informa- 
tion that the producer obtains, and thus cutting out these “ mid- 
dlemen ” that are between the two and who have often reaped 
unfair benefits by keeping somebody in the dark as to the real 
situation. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
should be defeated. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 12, after the word “ products,” strike out the figures 
“$80,600 ” and insert in lieu thereof “ $100,600.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 
five minutes. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
and I hope the gentleman will give me five minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for 10 minutes, 5 for 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Juv] and 5 for the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LEVER. I may require three minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask, then, Mr. Chairman, for 14 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has already been agreed upon at 
10 minutes. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say one word in ref- 
erence to this item, cumulative of what I have said in refer- 
ence to the two preceding items, and piling Ossa on Pelion in a 
desire to get justice for the western sections of the country. I 
want to call attention to the fact that the amount specified 
in the amendment which I have offered is that which is asked 
by the Department of Agriculture for this purpose. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes. : 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think the gentleman is mistaken there. 
This particular item covers the estimate made by the depart- 
ment. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to the gentleman that my informa- 
tion is that two weeks ago an additional recommendation was 
made by the Department of Agriculture owing to the fact that 
the increased rates of telegraph tolls, and so forth, would make 
it impossible to carry on the service within the item as pre- 
viously recommended ; that is, $80,600. The amount now recom- 
mended by the department is $100,600. I wish to say that while 
this is an increase in that item as specified in the bill, made 
necessary by the increase in telegraph rates, it is a very sub- 
stantial and material reduction in the amount which has been 
available for this purpose during the year 1919, and the same 
arguments obtain in reference to this item in justice to the 
Southwest and to the Pacific coast which could be urged in ref- 
erence to the two preceding items. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr- WALSH. Mr. Chairman, there was to be 10 minutes’ 
debate on this by agreement of the House, of which 5 minutes 
was to be used by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Juvr]. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. He was to have 5 minutes’ time. He should 
have it. You can not vote on an amendment and then go 
ahead under the agreement of the House for another five min- 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] offered an amendment, 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Juur] does net propose to 
offer an amendment to that amendment. He proposes to offer 
a separate amendment. The Chair believes that the proper 
way to do this thing is first to vote on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas. The Chair submitted that vote to the 
House. Then the Chair proposes to recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois for his amendment, upon which he would have 
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five minutes for debate. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Juutr] 
has the floor to offer an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the amendment 
inserted after line 12, on pagé 81. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


; Saeeent offered by Mr. Juut: Line 12, page 81, insert the fol- 
owing: 


“Tt shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to publish 
monthly in the press of the 12 leading cities of the country what, in 
his opinion and according to the information gathered by virtue of the 
powers vested in him by this act, what should be the retail prices at 
which leading foodstuffs should be sold. 

“ He shall also publish at what price such foodstuffs are sold and the 
excess of such prices over fair cash market prices shall be noted in such 
advertisement.” 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota reserves 
a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman and gentleman, one of the gentle- 
men On the other side stated a few moments ago that the subject 
matter of this discussion is not political, and I agree with him 
that it is not political. We will absolutely secure nothing 
through the passage of the sections under the heading “ Bureau 
of Markets”—I am speaking now of the consumers of the 
country—until we have publicity. All that my amendment 
provides for is that the Secretary of Agriculture shall publish 
in the newspapers of the 12 leading cities of the country what 
the prices of the leading foodstuffs are at the time. He has 
the information gathered by virtue of this act. Then he pub- 
lishes what the retail prices should be in his advertisement, 
and then he notes the excess over what the full fair cash value 
of the leading foodstuffs is as sold. 

I think you gentlemen can well afford to let this amendment 
go in, and I trust that no gentleman who wants to play fair 
with the consumers of this country will offer any objections or 
points of order to it. Let it go in, and let us learn from month 
to month what foodstuffs cost, what farmers get for their meat 
and hogs. Let us learn in the cities what bacon is sold for, and 
let the Secretary of Agriculture state in the press of the country 
what the excess charged over fair cash market value is. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. JUUL. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Do we not get tons and tons of 
that kind of information now? 

Mr. JUUL. No. There is not a publication coming from 
any official source that notes what the profiteers are doing. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. We know in the cities, where 
we have to pay the highest prices for everything, that no matter 
where we go the prices are substantially the same. If we go 
outside 10 miles and try to buy direct from the farmer, the 
farmer knows what the city dealers are getting, and he charges 
exactly the same price. How will we remedy that situation? I 
want the farmer to get the highest price, but I want to get some 
relief for the consumer. 

Mr. JUUL. It is not difficult to find out what a basket of 
fruit costs in Florida and in Michigan. It is not difficult to 
find out what the consumer in Chicago or San Francisco or 
New York pays for it. If the Secretary of Agriculture is au- 
thorized to publish what is the excess over a fair cash profit 
the consumer will know to what extent he is being robbed and 
who is robbing him. Does the gentleman know that the other 
night in the city of Washington I paid $2.85 for three little 
dishes of ice cream? I was robbed in that way within a stone’s 
throw of the White House. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman was un- 
doubtedly robbed. But would any further publication remedy 
a situation like that? 

Mr. JUUL. Yes; publication would catch the kind of man 
that runs that kind of an institution. Now, some of the men 
that are handling foodstuffs and dealing with the people direct 
are getting so bold that they do not even take the trouble that 
an ordinary highway robber would use. When the highway- 
man wants to rob you of your watch and chain he takes a 
piece of lead pipe or a club or something with which he stuns 
you for the time being. These people rob you while you have 
your eyes open. If publicity could be had by which the people 
would know how much they were robbed, the situation would 
largely be remedied. If I were to publish the fact that a hotel 
in the city of Washington had charged a soldier, his wife, and 
myself $2.85 for three plates of ice cream the further conduct 
of that hotel along such lines would be impossible. [Applause.] 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
nas expired. Does the gentleman from Minnesota make a point 
of order? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I regret to have to make the point of order. 
The amendment is clearly not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For collecting and distributing, by telegraph, mail, and otherwise, 
timely information on the supply, demand, commercial movement, loca- 
tion, disposition, quality, and market prices of grain, hay, feeds, and 
seeds, $50,000. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
of order against the paragraph. 
Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be held until the dis- 
position of the point of order. What is the gentleman’s point of 
order? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. My point of order is that this 
is new legislation upon an appropriation bill and that it is not 
authorized by existing law. 

Mr. LEVER. Which is the paragraph in question? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Line 13, page 81. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph is clearly in 
order. I think several occupants of the chair have so held on 
several items. The organic act requires the Department of Agri- 
culture to “procure and preserve all information concerning 
agriculture which he can obtain by means of books and corre- 
spondence and by practical and scientific experiments, accurate 
records of which experiments shall be kept in his office, by 
the collection of statistics, and by other appropriate means 
within his power.” Then it goes on with further provisions. 
And then it goes on and says he shall collect dues, fees, and 
so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


law says: 


Mr. Chairman, I make a point 


The Chair is ready to rule. The organic 


The Commissioner of Agriculture shall procure and preserve all in- 
formation concerning agriculture he can obtain by means of both corre- 
spondence and by any other appropriate means within his power. 

That is exactly what this paragraph seeks to do, and the Chair 
overrules the point of order. 
Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. 

amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. DALLINGER: Page 81, line 16, after the 
figures *“‘ $50,000,” insert “ for furnishing to producers, newspapers, and 
consumers accurate information regarding supplies of fruits, vegetables, 
dairy and poultry products, meats, fish, and ier food products received 
on farmers’, municipal, and other city markets, and prices for which 
such products are sold; and information regarding such products when 
in abundance or oversupply, and other related matters, $42,880.” 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that this 
amendment follows the exact wording of the estimate made by 
ihe Secretary of Agriculture for this purpose. This item was 
carried in one of the Agricultural appropriation bills, and the 
benefits of it to the consuming public in our large cities, as well 
as to the market gardeners, who are the only farmers and the 
agriculturists in the vicinity of our large cities, was very 
apparent. It was so apparent, Mr. Chairman, that this spring 
when the committee left this paragraph out of the bill a dele- 
gation of the market gardeners and small farmers came here 
to Washington from Boston and some of the other cities to 
plead with Congress to retain this paragraph in the Agricul- 
tural appropriation bill. 

Now, there is nobody more interested in cutting down the 
expenses of the Government than I. I am opposed to any un- 
necessary expenditure of public money, but if there is one 
thing in which the people of this country are vitally concerned 
at the present moment it is the high cost of living. Every Mem- 
ber of this House ought to recognize that fact. 

This amendment which I have offered, and which follows the 
recommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture, is in the in- 
terest of the small farmer and the consumer. <A good deal has 
been said by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Moore] in regard to private agencies furnishing this in- 
formation, and that therefore the taxpayers should not be 
burdened with the expense. Who are these private agencies? 
They are apt to be run in the interest of the unscrupulous 
dealer who robs the farmer on the one hand and robs the con- 
sumer on the other. That is the whole story. It is about time 
that we woke up to the fact that when we have a Bureau of 
Markets instituted for the very purpose of protecting the small 
producer and the consumer, particularly in the large cities, 
we ought to support the bureau and give it the appropriation 
necessary to accomplish the purpose. And then if the bureau 
does not accomplish the purpose because of inefficiency or in- 
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competency or mismanagement, it is up to us to investigate the 
matter and find out the remedy. 

There is another object that will be accomplished by this 
appropriation. There is very often a glut in the supply of 
fruit and vegetables in the city markets, because the consumer, 
the housekeeper, does not know that there is a large supply in 
the market. I have been informed that in some instances this 
waste has been encouraged by some of the large dealers in order 
to keep the prices up. When this happens the farmer is fre- 
quently discouraged ari does not market .his fruit and vege- 
tables. Now, if you could have this information given daily 
to the small farmer and market gardener, so that he would 
know where there was a market for his produce, and the con- 
sumer would know that there was a supply on hand at a 
reasonable price, you would bring the consumer and the producer 
together and prevent profiteering by the m‘ddlemen. I trust 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is local in 
character. The service, I think, when the item was in the bill, 
was extended to less than half a dozen cities. It would require 
thousands and millions of dollars to extend it throughout the 
country. It is a function that belongs to .the States and 
municipalities to take care of.. The work is no doubt a valuable 
work, but I doubt if Congress can afford to enter into an elabor- 
ate scheme like:this suggested, which will amount to the ex- 
penditure of millions and millions of dollars before we get 
through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DALLINGER) there were 19 ayes and 39 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do this for the purpose of asking the chairman of the 
committee which section of this bill carries the appropriation 
that authorizes the Director of the Bureau of Markets to have 
men travel in foreign countries for the purpose, as he says in 
his own testimony, of “studying the type of banking arrange- 
ments that must be made, all of the things that are absolutely 
necessary for one desiring to start business in foreign coun- 
tries.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. To what section does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. SNELL. I ask the gentleman what section of the bill 
carries the provision authorizing the director to go into such 
things as studying banking and kindred activities in foreign 
countries. There are four men there at the present time, ac- 
cording to his testimony. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My recollection is that the committee did not 
report that provision. 

Mr. SNELL. I know; but they are there doing it now, and 
that is one of the activities of this bureau that I am opposed to. 
I am willing to appropriate for everything that goes to getting 
legitimate statistics that will be useful to the country at large, 
but I think that this bureau is branching out inte all kinds of 
activities that are not intended under the law, and I would like 
to know what provision of this bill or any other bill provides 
for that kind of thing. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is no specific authority for it. 

Mr. SNELL. Then, why does the director do such things? 

Mr. ANDERSON. If the gentleman will permit me, if my 
recollection is correct, we eliminated from this bill the item 
which authorized the investigation into questions of rural 
credits and things of that kind. 

Mr. SNELL. According to this testimony we have here, there 
are men abroad studying such things at the present time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is true, I think, that four men are abroad 
studying the different questions. 

Mr. SNELL. But they will be home by the 1st of July, will 
they, and not be appropriated for any further under this hill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have no knowledge of any specific authori- 
zation. i 

Mr. SNELL. Have they a right to go into such outside activ- 
ities as that without any authorization from Congress? I think 
these are the activities of the department that should be looked 
into carefully and stopped at once, and it is such activities as 
this that I am opposing in this bill and not any work or investi- 
gations that will bring real aid or improvements to the agricul- 
tural interests of the country. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTON] a few moments ago made a statement 
which tends to reflect upon a great bureau and a high official 
of this Government which I think should be corrected. He 
stated in effect that Mr. John G. C.. Kennedy is employed in 
the Internal Revenue Office at a salary of $4,800 and at the 
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same time is employed by a private concern, the accounting firm 
of Pace & Pace, I believe he stated, at an additional salary. I 
want to say to the gentleman from Texas and to the gentlemen 
of the House that he is entirely incorrect in his statement. I 
do not know from what source the gentleman got his informa- 
tion. He stated that he had receive it from some clerk in the 
bureau; but I suggest to him that he has been imposed upon, 
and that hereafter before making any such statements he ought 
to do the officials of this Government the justice to go to the 
telephone and take one-half minute’in order to ascertain the 
truth of the statement before he gives it publicity. on the floor 
of the House. I have just come from the telephone, and I am 
informed that Mr. Kennedy is positively not connected with any 
private concern, and that when he became connected with the 
Government at the salary named by the gentleman from Texas 
he surrendered all of his private employments, and that he is 
now solely employed by the Government. 

The gentleman from Texas further made some reference to 
an examination which is being held of 2,500 employees. I inter- 
rupted him at the time, thinking that he was referring to 
original employment, and I suggested to him that those examina- 
tions were held by the Civil Service Commission. Since the 
gentleman left the floor he has informed me that he was re- 
ferring to a test whieh was being applied by the Internal Rev- 
enue Commissioner. In other words, the Internal Revenue 
Commissioner is now conducting what he calls a test of em- 
ployees who are already upon the rolls—civil-service employees— 
for the purpose of determining those best qualified to fill the 
positions of auditor and accountant, and he is bringing those 
men here and conducting this test, not by this private accounting 
firm but by the bureau itself, in order to determine their capacity 
to fill these places and for the purpose of instructing them as 
to their duties. He is not playing politics, but he is collecting 
the revenues of this Government and endeavoring to put the 
very best men he can get into these positions and to render 
the best service possible, and I predict that when the facts have 
been established it will be found that the present Internal Rev- 
enue Commissioner has collected the revenues of this Govern- 
ment at a far less cost, comparatively, than they were ever 
before collected. [Applause.] 

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I submit to the gentleman the booklet that 
is issued by Pace & Pace, with this gentleman’s name as one of 
the officers of administration—John G. C. Kennedy, LL. B. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. When was that issued? 

Mr. BLANTON. In 1918, and if this gentleman is not con- 
nected with this department he ought to require Pace & Pace 
to take his name off their literature. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Well, the statement of the gentle- 
man himself shows that the booklet was issued in 1918, and I 
wish to say again to the gentleman, not being content to take the 
irresponsible statement made to him, that I went to the tele- 
phone and called up the Internal Revenue Commissioner, and 
he tells me that since Mr. Kennedy has been employed by the 
bureau he has had no connection with Pace & Pace or any 
private—— 

Mr. BLANTON. Did the gentleman call up Pace & Pace? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I did not. I called up the Internal 
Revenue Bureau, where Mr. Kennedy is employed, and I am sure 
everyone is willing to accept the word of the commissioner as to 
the matter. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
Pace? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
word. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, none of the remarks I have made cast 
any reflection upon the Internal Revenue Department or the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the commissioner being a 
splendid gentleman and my friend, and I have absolute confi- 
dence in him. He is not responsible for this condition that exists 
in our Nation’s Capital to-day. You men on the Republican 
side and we men on the Democratic side are responsible for it, 
and we alone, and we are going to be responsible for it as long 
as we permit this pernicious practice to exist in our Capital— 
the fact that we iet men stay here on the pay roll of this Goy- 
ernment drawing $4,800 a year from one department, as I under- 
stand the case I mentioned in the Bureau of Mines, and at the 
same time drawing $3,500 frem a private corporation. Why, 
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The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Chairman, I move.to strike out the last 
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they are not responsible for it; we Congressmen are respongible, 
and I called attention to the fact because I am going to ask in 
a few days, if I can get it before the Congress, for you to vote on 
this proposition to submit a proper questionnaire to every em- 
ployee of this Government—every one of the 240,000 of them, if 
you please—requiring them to tell us who they are employed by, 
to tell us what they do with their time, tell us whether or not 
they are giving seven hours’ good service to this Government 
and the outside salaries they receive; make them tell us who 
is getting the benefit of their brains for which we pay them, and 
to tell us who is getting the benefit of the total services they 
render. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. 
question? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman if 
his information as to the Bureau of Mines is any better than 
that which he had in reference to the Internal Revenue Bureau? 

Mr. BLANTON. All of it may be incorrect, I do not know, but 
it has been told to me on good authority that it is correct. If 
it is not correct the answers to the questionnaires I propose will 
develop that fact and ascertain it. If it is correct, we will know 
the facts, but we will not know it until those questions are 
answered by the 240,000 Government employees. The point I 
was trying to make was to get these 240,000 employees to answer 
the questions I have proposed to propound to them on behalf of 
this Congress that we may know when we reclassify the salaries 
what we are doing. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Did the gentleman ever call upon 
the Director of the Bureau of Mines and ask him whether the 
statement he has made in reference to the employee of that 
bureau is correct, or did he take the statement of some outside 
party? 

Mr. BLANTON. I have ascertained the statement I made 
concerning the Bureau of Mines is correct. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Well, I have no information in 
regard to that. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is correct. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Did he get it from the Bureau 
of Mines, or from what source? 

Mr. BLANTON. I got it from parties in whom I have per- 
fect confidence and know they would not mislead or give me 
incorrect information. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. If the gentleman had made the 
same inquiry of the Internal Revenue Bureau 

Mr. BLANTON. I did not go to the telephone and telephone 
somebody who had nothing to do with Pace & Pace. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will. 

Mr. BLACK. I wanted to sugzest a correction in the gentle- 
man’s statement. I saw a few days ago that Mr. Herbert D. 
Brown, who is chairman of the Efficiency Commission, esti- 
mated that there are only 105,000 Government employees here 
in Washington. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will get the record that 
the chairman of the committee made before us when we had 
the matter of the bonuses up for clerks he will find that there 
were 240,000 clerks affected by the $120 bonus which Congress 
gave to the clerks. 

Mr. BLACK. That is because a good many lived elsewhere. 

Mr. BLANTON. They lived elsewhere, but there are 240,000 
clerks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and all amendments close in seven 
minutes. 

Mr. RHODES. 
a question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I make it 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. LANHAM. Reserving the right to object, I want per- 
mission to offer an amendment before the close of that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be plenty of opportunity to 
offer an amendment. This is .only to close debate. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Does the 
gentleman from Texas desire to offer an amendment to perfect 
the text? 

Mr. LANHAM. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will offer his amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 16, after the word “ seeds,’ strike out the figures 
** $50,000 ” and insert in lieu thereof “ $76,520.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the paragraph. Mr. Chairman, if that motion carries 
it will save $50,000 on this item, which is for collecting and 
distributing by telegraph, mail, and otherwise timely informa- 
tion on a variety of subjects. In that connection, Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish to refer briefly to what the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DaLLrNcER] said a little while ago about the ex- 
changes of one kind and another. They have a great many of 
them in Massachusetts, particularly in Boston. I was a jittle 
surprised to hear him say that they were not fair to the 
consumers. 

I have noticed one thing, however, in my peregrinations 
around about where I live, that though the city people have to 
pay the highest possible price for the products of the farm, 
whether there is a loss between the farmer and consumer or 
not, nevertheless information seems to percolate out into the 
farm territory so rapidly that if amyone goes out from the 
city for 10 miles into the country and asks a farmer the price 
ef potatoes or New Jersey watermelons—which, of course, are 
far superior to those the gentleman from South Carolina re- 
ferred to a moment ago—the price is the same as that in the 
city. The producer seems to know intuitively how much the 
city dealer is charging, and fixes his price accordingly. And 
if you go to Atlantic City and take an automobile and run 
up the road a littl ways, or come down from Long Branch, 
where the farmers have produce displayed on the road, and 
where you may expect to get your corn and potatoes a little 
cheaper because you take them direct from the producer, you 
will find the producer has had his ear to the ground and has 
found out exactly the price they are charging for them in 
Atlantic City or Philadelphia or New York, and he charges 
you the same price. 

The farmer in my section is no fool. I have admired him 
and patted him on the back, and I have wondered how he gets 
the information without reading all the bulletins and market 
reports we provide for here. 

Gentlemen, I have wondered if any of the distinguished gen- 
tlemen from the lower section of the State of California can 
tell me about the Pacific Dairy Review. Will some gentleman 
from California tell me if he knows about this paper? 

It is published on the Pacific coast, concerning which we have 
heard to-day that there is great injustice on the part of Con- 
gress because we do not increase appropriations from a million 
and a half te four or five millions for the benefit of southern 
California. Will any one of these gentlemen from southern 
California tell me whether they have ever heard of the Pacific 
Dairy Review? If they do not, I will quote from it briefly. It 
States : 


No person or interests are known to have demanded this service. 


It speaks of the services of the Bureau of Markets, for which 
the gentlemen from southern California have been so eloquently 
pleading to-day. 

This editorial goes on and intimates that if this bureau is 
continued, “the soap-box oraters” will have won the day; 
that there is no need for this service; that it is waste and 
extravagance. We have heard to-day time and again that we 
are unjust to the people eut there in southern California, be- 
cause we do not take more money out of the Treasury and send 
it in their particular direction. But here is this paper taking 
the other view. 

I look upon the benign countenance of my distinguished 
friend from California [Mr. Raker] now. I observe that I 
might inspire him to speak if I sheuld continue this. Does the 
gentleman from California know whether the statement in the 
Pacific Dairy Review is correct or not? Will he repudiate this 
paper from his own section? Will he say that the paper’s 
statements are false, or will the gentleman from California, 
with his usual prescience and care, say that he will take the 
whole matter under consideration? Inasmuch as the gentle- 
iman from California does not take the opportunity te answer, 
I yield to him the balance of my time. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Moore] has expired. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Reoprs] has the floor. 5 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee a question. I see the paragraph provides for 
the expenditure of $50,000 for the purpose of collecting and 
distributing, by telegraph and otherwise, information in regard 
te the supply of food products. I would like to inquire if there 
would be objections to amending this paragraph in such a way 
as to make it include minerals and mineral products? 

Mr. HAUGEN. For the information of the gentleman, the 
department, in its estimates, proposes two lump-fund items to 
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cover the work, one for $41,560, for collection and distribution 
of information as to grain, hay, and feed; and another one, 
$34,960, for seed. Now, the committee combined the two items 
and reconmends $50,000 for that purpose. If we included min- 
erals, as has been suggested, after having cut the appropriation 
about 334 per cent, it would not leave much for the investigation 
and repert on the items included in this paragraph. The inves- 
tigation, and the matter referred to by the gentleman, would 
clearly be a function of the Bureau of Mines, and, in my opinion, 
should not be included here. 

Mr. RHODES. Will the gentleman yield for a further in- 
quiry? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. RHODES. Does the gentleman know whether or not 
the Bureau of Mines and Mining is conducting any inquiry-—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. I can not answer. 

Mr. RHODES (continuing). At this time with regard to 
acquiring information on the subject of minerals and mineral 
products? : 

Mr. HAUGEN. Undoubtedly it is. I could not state posi- 
tively, but undoubtedly it must be conducting some investiga- 
tions. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, = would like to yield to some 
gentleman time sufficient to answer this question, if he knows, 
as to whether the Bureau of Mines and Mining is collecting 
data in reference to the minerals of the country. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The appropriations made for the Bureau of 
Mines and Mining come through another committee. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think it is but fair that the 
gentleman from Missouri should be advised that this Congress 
appropriated last year $50,000,000 for the Department of the 
Interior, to be utilized for the purpose of prospecting for mines 
and minerals throughout the United States. From my view it 
was a Democratic protective-tariff measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out the paragraph, 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To make investigation relating to the transportation, sterent, prepara- 
tion, marketing, manufacture, and distribution of agricultural food prod- 
ucts, including the extent, manner, and methods of any manipulation of 
the markets or control of the visible supply of such food products or any 
of them by any individuals, groups, associations, combinations, or cor- 
porations, $48,800. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, this item, which refers, among 
other things, to the storage of agricultural products, brings up a 
problem that we are going to be compelled to face in the very 
near future in regard to wheat. 

In view of the fact that the Government has in its possession 
a large amount of meat products that are not going on the mar- 
ket, I raise the question as to what will be our disposition of this 
wheat preduct that the Government is under contract to take 
over at a price fixed by law, namely, $2.26? I understand that 
the present prospects of wheat, both of winter and summer, are 
that the yield will be the largest crop that we have ever had in 
the history of the Government. It is estimated to be beyond the 
billion bushel mark. That will represent a contract obligation 
that will go beyond $2,000,000,000 for this product alone. The 
contract is a moral as well as a legal one, and we will have to 
respect it. The Government will become the monopolistic buyer 
of this article, and what I am concerned about is, Will the 
products of wheat, as represented in the bakeries of the country, 
be sold in the market on the abnormal basis of the war-fixed 
price on a needed article which heretofore has recognized a rate 
of something like $26 per barrel for flour? 

To be specific, the products of the bakeries have been sold at 
prices which would range to a tigure of $26 per barrel of flour. 
That is abnormal, as everyone recognizes, and while nobody 
would hesitate a moment as to the Government’s obligation to 
make good the price that is fixed by law for the wheat product, 
what is the Government going te do with it? Will the Govern- 
ment, in order to avoid lesing upon wheat, undertake to stabilize 
the price and sell it for at least as much as it cost? And if it 
dees it would appear to me to be abnormal and carrying the 
war-fixed price in time of peace, which is not the law of supply 
and demand. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the gentleman pretend that $2.26 will 
bring the price of flour up to $26 a barrel? 
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Mr. FESS. No. I contend that bakery products have been 
sold on the basis of $26 per barrel of flour. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I know; but flour is selling for $13.50. 

Mr. FESS. While that is true, I mean that the intermediary 
agencies are getting abnormal prices for the articles made out of 
the flour. ; 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is being generally charged up to the 
farmer. The consumer is being robbed, and the robbery is 
charged up to the farmer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for two minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FESS. My suggestion is this, that in view of the fact 
that in war times there is an inevitable waste, which we must 
charge up to loss, it is the proper function of the Government, 
since it must take over the wheat, to put it on the market for 
what it will bring, and make up the difference by charging it 
off to war loss, and thus let the consumer, whether he be on 
the farm or in the city, get the products at such a price as 
would range under the law of supply and demand. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman is aware of the fact that the 
Government representatives to-day and in the past have been 
doing everything in their power to hammer down the price of 
wheat. They did not succeed, and, as the gentleman knows, 
‘heat is selling not for $2.26 but for $2.95, and the gentleman 
knows that if it had not been for the congressional action the 
price of wheat would have gone to $3 or $4 per bushel. 

Mr. FESS. The fact is that with the largest crop in prospect 
that the country has ever known, we ought not to see the prices 
range so high, which are so abnormal; and if the law of supply 
and demand will not regulate it, then it is the business of the 
Government, if it fixes the price, to fix it on the basis of the cost 
of production. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
again expired. : 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, speaking of the law of supply 
ond demand, the law of supply and demand is operating in nearly 
everything that is produced in the United States except wheat. 

The gentleman has referred to pork. The price of hogs was 
fixed at $14 per hundred pounds. When the ban was lifted it 
went to $19 and $20 a hundred. There is where the discrimina- 
‘tion comes. The Government laid its heavy hand upon the pro- 
ducers of wheat and kept the price of wheat down to $2.26, and 
yet certain gentlemen in the East, as, for instance, the Steel 
Trust, increased their profits from $47,000,000 to $278,000,000, 
and four packers increased their profits $121,000,000 in excess of 
prewar profits. 

There is discrimination, gentlemen. Why are we concerned 
about the price of wheat? Suppose the price of wheat should 
go below $2.20. It is now selling at a premium of more than 
70 cents a bushel, and the consumer has to pay for it. 

Suppose the Government does lose a few dollars; what of it? 
'The consumers of this country and the consumers of the world 
get the benefit of it. Why are we concerned about a few pennies 
that we may lose in the transaction? 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. My concern is that a staple article like wheat, with 
a price fixed, will suggest the range of most prices of other 
things; it is a sort of barometer. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It serves as a barometer, but takes the in- 
creased profit of one hundred and twenty million from the 
farmers which I have spoken of. He gets only one-half of what 
he was entitled to. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph on page 81, lines 17 to 23, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, strike out the paragraph from lines 17 to 23, inclusive. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, this item calls for an appro- 
priation of $48,800. The report of the committee, on page 23, 
says, in explaining it in Committee of the Whole, that the word 
“production ” has been omitted. That is the entire information 
furnished by the committee report. I referred to the hearings on 
this item before the Committee on Agrculture, and the result 
of my inquiry there has led me to make this motion. 

The present chairman of the committee [Mr. HAUGEN] asked 
Mr. Brand, pages 639, 640, and 641, many interesting questions, 
and among other things Mr. HAvuGEN said: 
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Mr. Brand, after all you have to confess that we are not getting very 
much information. 


In other words, the present chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture has been unable to secure information from the rep- 
resentative of the Department of Agriculture, who was a witness 
before the committee. 

Further on Mr. Brand said, in reference to cars being moved: 

You have got to have a sufficient number in order to arrive at accu- 
rate conclusions. You can not base your conclusion on two or a dozen 
or they will surely turn out wrong. 

He was asked how much he had spent in getting this informa- 
tion, and his reply was that “this particular item calls for 
$48,000 or something in that neighborhood.” 

Immaterial, more or less, to the gentlemen representing the 
Department of Agriculture! Then Mr. HAvGEN said: 

Then we can tell Congress and the country you have prescribed book- 
keeping and you are investigating as to the number of the cars moving, 
and that is the extent of your work, is it? 

Later on, on the same subject matter, the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON], a member of the committee, asked 
numerous illuminating questions that appear on pages 644 and 
645. Mr. ANDERSON asked: 

What, if anything, is being done under the language “ including the 
extent, manner, and methods of any manipulation of the markets or 
control of the visible supply of such food products, or any of them ”? 

Mr. Brand _replied: 

In the arrangement that we made in order that there might be no 
duplication in this work, these phases of the work are handled by 
the Federal Trade Commission. 

Anything that comes to light under the inquiry of Mr. ANDER- 
son is turned over to the Federal Trade Commission. 

Mr. ANDERSON’s questions continue on for two or three pages, 
and I think they are extremely interesting, and one of his final 
statements is: 

I do not wish to be understood as saying the work you are doing is 
not covered by the language in the appropriation, and I am simply 
saying I am personally disappointed in the work that is being donc. 

So the fact is that when these hearings were being had the 
members of the Committee on Agriculture themselves were not 
satisfied with the testimony presented and could not secure in- 
formation from the representatives of the Department of Agri- 
culture as they appeared before them. . Then, why are we asked, 
as members of the Committee of the Whole, to agree to the 
appropriations asked for by the committee? I therefore hope 
that my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, as stated by the gentleman, it 
requires a good deal of effort to get information at times from 
certain representatives of the bureau. But I think it indicates 
persistent effort and is rather a credit to the members of the 
committee for their industry. After all, we think that upon 
investigation the appropriations of the money have been well 
expended. It seems that there are thousands of people in this 
country who have forgotten to remit the amounts due to certain 
people in this country. This department has discovered a num- 
ber of items and is now distributing several hundred thousand 
dollars to the rightful shippers of this country. They have sim- 
ply been robbed. We are asking for this appropriation for the 
investigation, for the audit of the books, that the money may be 
paid over where it actually belongs. After all, these expendi- 
tures are not so bad, and I trust that this amendment will be 
defeated. The section is one of the most important, and you will 
have to line up either with the fellow who is robbing or with the 
fellow who is entitled to his pay. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will-the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. BAER. I want to quote from a reliable newspaper, the 
Leader, printed at St. Paul, April 28, 1919, in which edition it 
says that in the Bureau of Markets appropriation there is in- 
cluded this item, and then it gives this very paragraph with the 
$48,800 appropriation and says that is wonderful work, that out 
of the $2,000,000 for the Bureau of Markets almost $50,000, or 
one-fortieth, is devoted to the investigation of the actual facts 
as to the markets in which the farmers and the consumers are 
robbed. According to this paper this is the most important para- 
graph in the whole bill, and I hope this will not be stricken out. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have an idea that there are people in South 
St. Paul to-day who would like to see this item struck from the 
bill. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, this item provides for an 
appropriation of $48,800 for investigation relating to transpor- 
tation, storage, preparation, marketing, and so forth. This in- 
vestigation has been made by the Federal Trade Commission on 
a memorandum from the Department of Agriculture, it is true. 
These facts which they have collected up to the present time have 
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been confined to live stock and meats and the principal grains en- 


tering into food. The information has been obtained, but has not 
up to the present date been given to the people for the reason 
that they have not yet reached the stage where the information 
was available for distribution. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Is that the reason that the representative 
of the Department of Agriculture failed to give the information 
to the committee when requested by Mr. HauGcen and Mr. 
ANDERSON? 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not know anything about why he failed 
to give the information, or whether he gave it in full or not. 
I am giving the gentleman some information with reference to 
it that is correct. As soon as this information can be fully 
obtained and is ready for distribution it will be given out. This 
provision as it appears in the bill was offered on the floor of the 
House by your previous distinguished leader, Mr. Mann, and 
was adopted upon his motion, and has been in the bill from 
that time until now. He believed it was very important, and 
if the results which it produced can ever be obtained I have 
no doubt they will prove a benefit to the people of the country. 
As the investigation has been undertaken and the facts have been 
obtained, certainly it would be advisable to let this provision 
continue until those facts can be furnished to the people for 
their benefit. I hope the amendment to strike out this provision 
will be defeated. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Enforcement of the United States grain-standards act: To enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the United 
States grain-standards act, including such rent and the cmployment 
of sach persons and means as the Secretary of Agriculture may deem 
necessary, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, $598,600: Provided, 
That section 6 of the said act is hereby amended, effective on and 
after the passage of this act, by striking out of the last sentence the 
- —_ “Made after the parties in interest have had opportunity to be 
eard. 

Mr. WALSH. 
previso, 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 
reserve the point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve it for a minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I want to say to the gentleman that at 
the time of the passage of the grain-standards act, that act 
provided that in case of appeal a decision could not be rendered 
until after the parties had had an opportunity to be heard. I 
Was opposed to the provision at the time the act was passed, 
because, knowing something about the actual operation of the 
grading of grains, I knew that that particular provision was 
absolutely unworkable because in the determination of an ap- 
peal upon the grade of grain the only question is one of quality ; 
there is no question of argument which enters into it at all. It 
is a question for the inspector without argument, and the only 
effect of this provision is to require a notice to be given and an 
opportunity to be heard on the part of the parties, of which 
nobody ever avails himself. It requires a great deal of work, 
involves the department in a great deal of expense, and it is 
entirely proper and it comports not only with efficiency but 
with economy in the operation of the grain-standards act to 
eliminate this particular provision. For that reason I hope the 
gentleman will not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Section 66 of the grain-standards act gives the 
right of appeal, and by eliminating that it would empower the 
authority on whom is imposed the duty of enforcing the act to 
make their decisions, te go ahead and impose the penalty with- 
out giving the parties on who the penalty may rest an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 

Mr. ANDERSON. There is no penaliy involved at all. It is 
simply a.question of what is the grade of a specific sample of 
grain. 

Mr. WALSH. There is a penalty, is there not, fer marketing 
a grain in violation of the grade fixed? 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is true; but that has no relation to 
this particular provision. 

Mr. WALSH. This is the section that fixes the grades. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. This gives authority to fix the grade without 
anybody having an opportunity to be heard? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No; the section which fixes the grade 
requires a notice be given and hearings to be had. This refers 
not to appeal taken either by the buyer or seller from the 
original inspection to the Secretary of Agriculture, but simply 
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involves a question of the grade of the grain itself. ‘That is all. 
This is not a question susceptible of argument at all. 

Mr. WALSH. There is a right of appeal given? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. What is the purpose of that appeal; is it not 
to produce further facts in support of it? 

Mr. ANDERSON. You could not make the grade any dif- 
ferent. 

Mr. WALSH. Why is the right of appeal given; why do not 
you let the man who fixes the grade in the first instance enter 
the final decree or order fixing that standard? Now, if there is 
a right of appeal given, it seems to me it is for the Secretary 
or to whomever the appeal lies to further consider the matter 
and hear further facts in relation to the same. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No; the facts are submitted in the first 
place, and the only thing that is submitted to the inspector is 
the samples of grain, upon which he determines the grade. 
When that test is taken that sample goes up to the appealing 
authority, whoever that is; it may be the supervisor or the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. WALSH. And, of course, the original grade is fixed by 
the appellate authority? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. And it is never reversed—the grade is never 
changed or the decision of the first inspector is never changed? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Very frequently it is changed on appeal. 

Mr. WALSH. I think we ought to have this safeguard in 
here. 

Mr. RUBEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I will yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Minnesota had the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON. If I have the floor, I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RUBEY. I just wanted to add to what the gentleman 
from Minnesota has so well said and say this, that out of some 
8,000 or 4,000 appeals made up to the time this bill was first 
reported not a single party has taken advantage of the provi- 
sion of this act and asked for a hearing. 

Mr. WALSH. I assume there is nothing to prevent—— 

Mr. RUBEY. No. Here is the point: When an appeal is 
taken it is necessary to notify these parties, and that takes up 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make a point of order 
on the paragraph or the proviso or both? 

Mr. WALSH. I said I made the point of order to the proviso, 
and I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. HAUGEN. The point of order is conceded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Administration of the United States warehouse act: 
Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the United 
States warehouse act, including the payment of such rent and the em- 
ployment of such persons and means as the Secretary of Agriculture 
may deem necessary, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, $35,000, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 84, between lines 23 and 24, insert the following paragraph : 

“Completion of work of domestic wool section of War Industries 
Board: To enable the Bureau of Markets to complete the work of the 
domestic wool section of the War Industries Board and to enforce the 
Government regulations for handling the wool clip of 1918 as estab- 
lished by the wool division of said board, pursuant to the Executive 
order dated December 31, 1918, transferring such work to the Bureau 
of Markets, $35,000. The activities to be undertaken under this 
appropriation shall include the securing and auditing of accounts and 
records of all dealers; the further collection of excess profits, as pro- 
vided in the regulations for handling the wool clip of 1918, and, so far 
as practicable, the distribution of such excess profits to the individual 
growers of the wool upon which such profits were made; necessary 
printing, and the publication of the results of this work, including the 
names and addresses of dealers who have complied or who have failed 
or refused to comply with the rules and regulations for handling the 
wool clip of 1918.” 

Mr. WALSH. 
the amendment. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, under regulations issued by 
the wool section, War Industries Board, approximately 3,600 
country dealers were granted permits. The regulations limited 
the profits of the dealers and provided that all profits in excess 
of those prescribed were to be distributed to the growers. It is 
estimated that between $1,000,000 and $2,000,000 of excess 
profits were secured from the 1918 wool transactions. This 
money must be located and collected from both classes of dealers, 
which they propose to distribute to the growers of wool from 
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whom the profits resulted. Its work is taken over from the 
War Industries Board. There is something like $2,000,000 be- 
longing to the wool growers. It is proposed to check -up the 
books that the $2,000,000 may be allocated and restored to its 
rightful owners. 

I trust the gentleman will withdraw his point of order. 3 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ea the performance of the duties required of the Bureau of Markets in 
the administration or enforcement of provisions of acts (U. S. cotton- 
futures act, 39 Stat. L., 476; U. S. grain-standards act, 39 Stat. L., 
482; U. S, warehouse act, 39 Stat. L., 486; standard container act, 
39 Stat. L., 673; and the acts making annual appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture) relating to the Department of Agriculture, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, or any representative authorized by him 
for the purpose, shall have power to administer oaths, examine wit- 
nesses, and call for the production of books and papers, during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order on the paragraph. 
It is new legislation. There is no authority for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provi- 
sions of the act of April 26, 1910, entitled “An act for preventing the 
manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulteratéd or misbranded Paris 
greens, lead arsenates, and other insecticides, and also fungicides, and 
for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes,” $94,790. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. HauGen: Page 86, line 12, 
“and” at the beginning of the line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provi- 
sions ef the act of August 20, 1912, as amended, entitled “An act to 
regulate the importation of nursery stock and other plants and plant 
products ; to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and main- 
tain quarantine districts for plant diseases and insect pests; to permit 
and regulate the movement of fruits, plants, and vegetables therefrom, 
and for other purposes,’ $47,700. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Treapway: Page 87, line 11, after the 
figures ‘ $47,700,” insert : 

“Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be available 
for enforcement of quarantine regulation No. 37 or rules and regulations 
thereunder as promulgated by the Secretary of Agriculture.” 

Mr. ANDERSON. I reserve a point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, quarantine regulation No. 
87 is an embargo that has been issued by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture preventing the importation into this country of a large 
variety of plants, shrubs, and bulbs which are very generally 
used throughout the country on large estates and for general 
horticultural purposes. The regulations seem to be extremely 
severe, and, as I stated a few days ago on the floor, numerous 
constituents of mine have protested very strongly against the 
enforcement of this embargo. It is detrimental to a large num- 
ber of my constituents, and I am informed on the most practi- 
eal and the very best of authority that it is absolutely unneces- 
sary. There can be regulations made and methods carried out 
for preventing the spread of the various diseases referred to 
without absolutely prohibiting the importation of this kind of 
nursery stock. On the testimony that has been submitted to me 
it does not seem to me that the embargo is necessary; and, 
further than that, I am credibly informed that this board which 
has established these regulations does not contain a practical 
horticulturist. It seems that the horticultural interests of 
the country should be represented on such a board if authority 
is to be given to them to establish a regulation which will abso- 
lutely put a very large number of people out of business and 
seriously inconvenience many persons desirous of purchasing 
the importations. It is in order to protect such interests as 
those to which I refer that I have offered the amendment, to 
see if it is not possible to obtain some concession from the 
Department of Agriculture before a positive embargo is estab- 
lished against this large industry, so as to permit the introduc- 
tion of plants, bulbs, and so forth, te which it refers, and not 
give the positive authority to prevent their importation. I am 
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taken serious offense at one large importer, and that, to a certain 
extent, this embargo is gimed at that one importer. 

Whether or not that is true, I am not at all sure, but I trust 
it is not true, in that it hardly seems that the large nursery in- 
dustries of our country ought to suffer if there is some dis- 
agreement between the Horticultural Board and this one par- 
ticular person. If this embargo is aimed at this particular 
person, there is all the more reason for the adoption of my 
amendment, in order that an effort may be made to see if we 
can not reach an equitable understanding whereby the plants 
and shrubs and bulbs can be properly fumigated, so as to 
allow a continuation of this very important industry and the 
importations to which the embargo refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Does the gentleman from Minnesota insist on the point of order? 

Mr, ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment is 
subject to a point of order. While it is in the form of a limi- 
tation its purposes and its actual result would be to repeal a 
rule of the Federal Horticultural Board which has the effect 
of law. It is not a limitation of appropriation, in a sense, in 
refusing to appropriate money for a certain purpose. Its pur- 
pose and effect is to actually repeal a rule that has the effect 
of law. Therefore it is a change of existing law and effectuates 
that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the amendment 
is subject to a point of order, because under the act of August 
20, 1912, the Secretary of Agriculture, through the Horticultural 
Board, has issued some 40 quarantine orders. 

Now, quarantine order No. 37 is confined particularly to what 
is known es nursery stock. It does not interfere with the ex- 
penditure of this money in enforcing the provisions of this act 
under the various quarantine orders that have been issued, 
but it simply limits the expenditure of this money, as Congress 
certainly has the right to do in passing an appropriation, and 
to say that of the sum appropriated it shall not be used for the 
enforcement of a certain order which has been issued under 
the law authorizing the expenditure. If we should have said 
that no portion of this money would be available for the en- 
forcement of the provisions of the act of August 20, 1912, it 
clearly would have been subject to a point of order. But 
that is not the purport of the amendment. It is restricted to a 
certain order issued under that act, and the money is applicable 
to enforce all the other orders that the Secretary has pro- 
mulgated, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
believes this is clearly a limitation on the enforcement of 
part of the quarantine regulations and that the exercise of the 
power granted by the limitation would result in the reduction 
of the appropriation, and therefore this amendment would be in 
order under the Holman rule. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word to simply direct the attention of the committee to the 
importance of this order, which, as my colleague has said, is 
most drastic and which it is seriously contended not only by 
nurserymen who are selling stock but by men who are purchas- 
ing it throughout the country—farmers, if you please, and gen- 
tlemen of means who desire to purchase trees and ornamental 
shrubs—is entirely different in its import and in its phrase- 
ology from any of the other quarantine orders which have been 
issued. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts yield for a question? 

Mr. WALSH. I will be glad to yield to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. RAKER. Has my friend looked ever the hearings of 
some four years ago, taken on this matter before the Committee 
on Agriculture and a special committee down at the Agricul- 
tural Department—— 

Mr. WALSH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAKER (continuing). When this law was enacted, show- 
ing that ali of this imported nursery stock was infected? And 
on this bill now we are spending almost $600,000 to stop the 
spread of the very disease that has been brought over here by 
this nursery stock. 

Mr. WALSH. I looked over the hearings, and there is no 
such statement in the hearings, and the Federal Horticultural 
Board itself has only pointed out four instances in the last 
four years where stock has been brought into this country 
where they can prove that disease or pests have been found in 
the bundles when they have been inspected by the authori- 
ties. They have pointed out two instances within the last two 
years, 
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Now, I appreciate the interest of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, because there are two large firms in that’ section, one 
of which has recently gone into bankruptcy, which have been 
most urgent in seeking to prohibit the importation of stock into 
this country. Why, gentlemen, during the year 1918 there were 
3,455,000 fruit trees imported from England, France, and Hol- 
land. There were 989,000 roses; there were 917,000 forest and 
ornamental deciduous trees from the same countries ; there were 
1,190,836 ornamental shrubs. 

Now, out of all that vast number there have been, according 
to the hearings and according to the contentions made, which I 
understand are not shared by Mr, Marlatt, one of the members 
of the Federal Horticultural Board, but four instances where 
beyond a doubt they can prove that pests or diseases have been 
brought in. Furthermore, they permit rose stock on the wild 
or natural reot to come into this country, and it is not within 
the terms of the quarantine order; but if that rose root should 
have been budded with a rose variety upon the stock, it is pro- 
hibited. 

As I say, the terms of this order are entirely different from 
those of any other quarantine order issued, and the term of the 
quarantine is to go into effect very soon, if it has not already 
done so. It will have a very serious effect upon those who de- 
sire to beautify their homes or their estates, and it is not detri- 
mental alone to the nurseryman or the dealer, because, as 
gentlemen well know, people of means import directly from 
foreign countries, and when this war is over there will be thou- 
sands and thousands of our citizens who will be visiting for- 
eign countries and traveling through the war-swept regions, 
and on their way home they will visit some of those countries 
where they can procure some of this nursery stock. 

Unless this is done, our own people here, by reason of not 
having been able to import stock during the last three or four 
years on account of war conditions, will find the market here 
depleted ; and I submit, in all fairness and candor to the gentle- 
men of the committee, that this is in the interest of horticul- 
ture in this country, because the stock that is brought in, 
whether the quarantine order is enforced or not, will still be 
subject to the quarantine regulations of the several States, and, 
if it is found to be diseased, it can be condemned under the 
other provisions of the law. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragaraph and all amendments thereto close in 
tive minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
iments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the last statement of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WaLsH], it seems to me, makes it 
necessary that there shall be a very strict enforcement of the 
plant-quarantine act. That statement was to the effect that 
many people are visiting Europe now and will be coming back, 
and that they will desire to bring with them ornamental shrubs, 
roses, and things of that kind. If that is true the plant-quaran- 
tine act ought to be tightened up just as much as possible, be- 
cause I doubt if gentlemen in this House realize the tremendous 
importance to the country of this act of Congress. 

I was informed by the secretary of the American Plant Pest 
Committee, which consists, I think, as I was told, of four horti- 
culturists in each State, including either their secretary or com- 
missioner of agriculture—I was informed by this gentleman the 
other day that the people of the country are losing now the 
enormous sum of $1,500,000 per day because of pests imported 
into this country. Now, multiply that by 365, and it will give 
you some slight idea of the importance of keeping a very close 
watch upon everything that is imported. 

I also asked this gentleman, whose name is Harris A. Reynolds, 
No. 4 Joy Street, Boston, Mass., about Regulation No. 37 the 
pointed question whether or not he thought it was in the in- 
terest of the country. I told him that I desired to quote his 
statement on the floor of the House, and he made the very em- 
phatic reply that it was absolutely necessary, he thought, in the 
interest of the country, and he felt that the regulation as to the 
importation of these prohibitive things should stand. House. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 
Mr. LEVER. Yes. The Clerk read as follows: 
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Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. TREADWAY. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 





Mr, TREADWAY. Is it not possible—and the testimony I 
have had is to the effect that it is possible—to prevent tha 
importation of the disease without establishing a positive em- 


“Mr. LEVER. As a matter of fact, in this bill we are carry- 
ing a proposition that provides for what you might call a plant- 
quarantine hospital in the District of Columbia, where these 
imported stocks may be taken and tried out, to see whether or 
not they are diseased. But we ought not to let down the bars 
here and open up this country to a flood of plant pests. 

Mr. RAKER. Is it not a fact that four years ago, when the 
committee held hearings, Dr. Marlatt and, I think, Dr. Howard 
appeared before the committee and it was shown by them and 
others that the foreign people were not cleaning up their 
stocks, that they were infected with these diseases, and we had 
to take some drastic measures to save our Own country or we 
would have been thoroughly infected and could not have 


Mr. LEVER. That was the testimony on which this Federal 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, TrEaADway]. 
The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency caused 
by the establishment of the potato wart in eastern Pennsylvania, and 
to provide means for the extermination of this disease in Pennsylvania 
or elsewhere in the United States in cooperation with the State or 
States concerned, including rent outside the District of Columbia, em- 
ployment of labor in the city of Washington or elsewhere, and all other 
necessary expenses, $50,000, which shall be immediately available. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on the 
words “ which shall be immediately available.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I wish to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if it is his intention to try to finish this bill before we 


Mr. HAUGEN. Yes, indeed. I think we can get along very 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if he thinks it will be practicable to finish the bill 


Mr. HAUGEN. I think we can finish it within a short time. 
Mr. HAUGEN. There are 12 pages, but I think we have 
Mr. WINGO. Why not take a recess and then come bach 


Mr. HAUGEN. We have been considering this bill for four 
days, and I think we ought to go right on and finish it. 

Mr. WINGO. With the progress you are making you can not 
finish to-night, and if you go on much longer you will have to 


Mr. BLANTON. I move to strike out the last word, just 
for the purpose of asking the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] whether he is going to sit idly by 
and let the gentleman from Massachusetts knock out this $50,000 
appropriation, which proposes to exterminate the potato. wart in 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would say to my energetic 
friend from Texas that I have no knowledge of the importance 
of this paragraph, and am unable to inform him whether it 
ought to stay in the bill or go out. I will tell him, however, 
that we raise a great many potatoes in eastern Pennsylvania. 
Sometimes these Government investigations are a good thing 
and sometimes they are not. If the potato wart exists there, 
I am frank to say I have not heard of it. 
department gets onto these things quicker than Members of 

Jongress do. There may be some other Members from eastern 
Pennsylvania who know about it. It is entirely up to the 


Sometimes the 


Mr. LA INGWORTH. I do not think I quite catch the point Sec. 15. That in order further to control and eradicate and to 
of the gentleman’s remarks, that it would be even more danger- | Vent the dissemination of dangerous plant diseases and insect infections 
ous to import such things from Europe now than heretofore. one intemerors Be pian: cf Coates solution ts Fe Ry 4 
Mr. LEV ER. No. I said there was likelihood that many | products, shall be moved or allowed to be moved, ship 
more visitors in Hurope would come back with these things | oF carried by any means whatever into or out of the D — 
than before the war, and that therefore the danger would be Seeecninen = Fae te tins ok tan kecibaee ae etemaenean yeerabee. 
0 investigation, 
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determine that any plants and pliant products in the District of Colum- 
bia are infested or infected with inseet pests and diseases and that 
any place, articles, and substances used or connected therewith are so 
infested or infected written notice thereof shall be given by him to 
the owner or persun in possession or control thereof, and such owner 
or person shall forthwith control or eradicate and prevent the dis- 
semination of such insect pest or disease and shall remove, cut, or 
destroy such infested and infected plants, plant products, and articles 
and substances us*d or connected therewith, which are hereby de- 
clared to be nuisances, within the time and in the manner required 
in said notice or by the rules and regulations of the Seeretary of Agri- 
culture. Whenever such owner or person can not be found, or shall 
fail, neglect, or refuse to comply with the foregoing provisions of this 
section, the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and required 
to control and eradicate, and prevent dissemination of such insect pest 
or disease and to remove, cut, or destroy infested or infected plants and 
plant products and articles and substances used or connected therewith, 
and the United States shall have an action of debt against such owner 
or persons for expenses incurred by the Secretary of Agriculture in 
that behalf. Employees of the Federal Horticultural Board are hereby 
authorized and required to inspect places, plants, and plant products 
and articles and substances used or connected therewith whenever the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall determine that such inspections are neces- 
sary for the purposes of this section. For the purpose of carrying out 
the provisions and requirements of this section and of the rules and 
regulations of the Secretary of Agriculture made hereunder, and the 
notices given pursuant thereto, employees of the Federal Horticulture 
Board shall have power with a warrant to enter into or upon any place 
and open any bundle, package, or other container of. plants or plant 
roducts whenever they shall have cause to believe that infections or 
nfestations ef plant pests and diseases exist therein or thereon, and 
when such infections or infestations are found to exist, after notice 
by the Secretary of Agriculture to the owner or person in possession or 
eontro!l thereof and an opportunity by said owner or person to be heard, 
to destrey the infected or infested plants or plant products contained 
therein. The police court or municipal court of the District of Colum- 
bia shall have power, upon information supported by oath or aflirma- 
tion showing probable cause for believing that there exists in any 
place, bundle, package, or other container in the District of Columbia 
any plant or plant product which is infected or iffested with plant 
pests or disease, to issue warrants for the search for and seizure of all 
such plants and plant products. It shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of Agriculture, and he is hereby required, from time to time, to make 
and promulgate such rules and regulations as shall be necessary to 
carry out the purposes of this section, and any person who shall move 
or allow to be moved, or shall ship, transport, or carry, by any means 
whatever, any plant or plant products from er into the District of 
Columbia except in compliance with the rules and regulations prescribed 
under thts section, shall be punished as is provided in section 10 of 
this act. 


Mr. WALSH. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MISCELLANEOUS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 91, between lines 5 and 6, insert the following: 

“Section 3 of the act entitled ‘An act to save daylight and to provide 
standard time for the United States,’ approved March 19, 1918, is hereby 
repealed, effective at 2 o'clock antemeridian of the second Sunday 
after the approval of this act, when by the retarding of one hour the 
standard time of each zone shall be returned to, and thereafter be, the 
mean astronomical time of the degree of longitude governing each zone 
as defined in section 1 of said act approved March 19, 1918.” 

Mr. DYER. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PELL. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order? [After a pause.] 
of order. 

Mr. LEVER. May I inquire of the gentleman from Wyoming—- 
I am doing this for the benefit of some of my associates—whether 
it is his intention to foree a quorum to be present, and remain 
for a vote, if a roll call shall be demanded on this bill? 

' Mr. MONDELL. My understanding is that it is the purpose 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill to conelude consideration 
of the bill in the committee this evening. 

Mr. LEVER. And there will not be a roll call to-night? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not untess a roll call is necessary in erder 
to secure a quorum. I do not understand that the gentleman 
from lowa intends to ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I suggest that we finish the reading of the 
bill this evening and report it back to the House. 

Mr. "RAGSDALE. And there will be no effort to pass the bill 
to-night? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; not as far as I am concerned. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I make a point of order on the paragraph. 
The point of order is sustained. The Clerk 


I make the point of order on this amendment, Mr. 


Does anyone want to be heard on the 
The Chair sustains the point 


To prevent the movement of cotton and cotton seed from Mexico into 
the United States, including the regulation of the entry into the United 
States of railway cars and other vehieles, and freight, express, baggage, 
or other materiais frum Mexico. and the inspection, cleaning, and disin- 
fection thereof, $145,560, which shall be immediately available; any 
moneys received in payment of charges fixed by the Secretary of Agri- 
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culture on account of such cleaning and disinfection at plants con- 
structed therefor out of any appropriation made on account of the pink 
oo of cotton to be covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous 
receipts. 


Mr. WALSH. 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter the Secretary of Agriculture may, in his discretion 
and under such conditions as he may prescribe, supply to any munici- 
pality or public institution not more than one American bison from any 
surplus which may exist in any herd under the control of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; and, in order to aid in the propagation of the 


species, animals may be loaned to or exchanged with other owners of 
American bison. 


Mr. HAUGEN. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 96, after line 23, insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary to make suitable agricultural exhibits at 
State, interstate, and international fairs held within the United States, 
including the National Dairy Show to be held at Chicago, Ill., during 
the fiscal ns ending June 30, 1920, $100,000: Provided, That not more 
than $25, shall be used in connection with the National Dairy Show 
to be held at Chicago, Ill., and that not more than $5,000 shall be used 
in connection with any other one fair.” 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whenever, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall find that the expenses of travel can be reduced 
thereby, he may, in lieu of actual traveling expenses, under such regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, authorize the payment of not to exceed 2% 
cents per mile for a motorcycle or 7 cents per mile for an automobile, 
used for necessary travel on official business. 

Mr. WALSH. I make a point of order against the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 97, at the top of the page insert : 

** Whenever, — the fiseal year ending June 30, 1920, the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture shall find that the expenses of travel can be reduced 
thereby, he may, in lieu of actual traveling expenses, under such regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, authorize the payment of not to exceed 
2 cents per mile for a motorcycle or 6 cents per mile for an automobile, 
used for necessary travel on official business.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter in carrying on the activities of the Department of 
Agriculture involving cooperation with State, county, and municipal 
agencies, associations of farmers, individual farmers, universities, col- 
leges, boards of trade, chambers of commerce, or other local associations 
of business men, business organizations, and individuals within the 
State, Territory, District, or insular ssession in which such activities 
are to be carried on, moneys contributed from such outside sources, 
except in the case of the authorized activities of the Forest Service, shall 
be paid only through the Secretary of Agriculture or through State, 
county, or municipal agencies, or local farm bureaus or like organiza- 
tions, cooperating for the purpose with the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I have here a letter from the 
dean of the State Teachers’ College in Colorado, of May 30, and 
other educators of that State, referring to cooperation of the 
departments of the Government and certain bureaus in Denver, 
particularly the Women’s Division of the Bureau of the United 
States Department of Labor. This letter is signed also by 
Hon. Roady Kenehan, director of the Department of Labor at 
Denver. It was not received until the provisions for mainte- 
nance of that office were stricken out of the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill on a point of order. When that happened, the 
patriotic women of Denver raised the funds to pay office ex- 
penses through this month. This letter gives a very interesting 
review of the work of that office, and I ask unanimous consent 
to extend and revise my remarks in the Recorp by printing it. 
The Women’s Division of the Department of Labor has ren- 
dered a very patriotic service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing 
the letter referred to. Is there objection? 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] has generally 
taken care of these things of inserting letters and newspaper 
stories and matters of that kind in the Recorp. I think it is an 
extremely bad practice. I do not like to object, as my friend is a 
new Member of Congress. 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state that this 
contains matter ef very great interest to the House in regard to 
the placing of agricultural laborers, and in respect to matters of 
interest to agriculture and education all over the country. 

Mr. LEVER. Well, nobody will ever read the letter; but [ 
have no objection. 


Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
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The letter referred to is as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
Unitep States EMPLOYMENT SERVICE, 
WOoOMEN’s DiIvISION FOR COLORADO, 
Denver, Colo., May 14, 1919. 
Congressman WILLIAM VAILE, 
House of Representatives Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: Is the United States Employment Service to live or is the 
Tnited States to lose the best institution resulting from the war? 

Feeling that this issue is so vital, we want you to know the impor- 
tance of our work and what we have accomplished. 

First as to what we have done. The Women’s Division for Colorado 
was started September 1, 1918. In the eight months of our existence 
we know we have accomplished certain definite results. 

(1) We have given immediate aid to hundreds of women who did 
not know where to look for work. Perhaps you do not realize how 
helpless 2 woman thrown upon her own resources for the first time can 
be, nor the danger that attends her seeking for work, especially if she 
is a stranger in the city. A man can walk into any building in any 
part of the city and ask for work without being insulted. This is im- 
possible for a woman, who must be assured of getting work with the 
right kind of persons and in the decent parts of the city, if she is to 
have a good chance in the business world. If she gets into the wrong 
place of business her next placement will be doubly difficult. 

(2) Not only do we aid women new to Denver in getting positions, 
but we help them in various other ways. Women from other States do 
not hesitate to come to Colorado when they learn that there is a United 
States Employment Service here. Two girls from Iowa came into the 
office not long ago, saying that they were not a bit afraid to come to 
Denver, because they learned in their State that there was a Women’s 
Division here and they knew they would receive good care. Both of 
those girls were told where to go for rooms and both have been placed 
in suitable positions. This has happened a number of times. Some- 
times we find that girls have been told by persons on the train to go 
to the wrong kind of boarding places. We always call up good houses 
and see that these girls get rooms there. We try to make the women 
fee] Sot this is their service and that they can come to us for any kind 
of advice. 

(3) As to our actual accomplishment in placement, the appended re- 
port will give you an idea of the size of the work. It does not tell you 
anything concerning the scope. We have women registered with us 
for all kinds of work, from embalming to bee culture; from the scrub 
woman to the best paid matron’s position. Some of the most inter- 
esting lines are: Advertising; assistant buyer; bacteriology; bee cul- 
ture; cafeteria and lunch-room manager; chemistry; civil engineering ; 
costume designing; dramatic coach; demonstration; dietetics; doctor’s 
assistant; farm management; farm work; governess; institutional 
work; interior decorating; interpreting; journalism; laboratory; li- 
brary; music; pastor’s assistant; pharmacy; prison reform; public 
speaking; railroad; research; Red Cross and other war work; sales- 
manship; social service; stock ranch; story telling; summer work of 
many kinds; teaching, all kinds; translating; tutoring. Besides the 
ordinary positions, such as domestic service, factory, clerical, steno- 
graphic, bookkeeping, etc., we have placed women in unusual lines, some 
of these being: Nurse at a large State institution for girls; girls for 
work in France; managing housekeeper in private family with entire 
charge of children; secretaries, both for firms and individuals; Gov- 
ernment workers of various kinds;-superintendent large children’s 
home in Utah; assistant secretary, Y. W. C. A.; matrons various girls’ 
schools; nurses on staff Visiting Nurse Association; nurses to take 
charge of community nursing; organizers for civilian relief of the 
American Red Cross; teachers; statisticians for private firms and for 
Government surveys; chemists; office managers. 

Not only do we fill Colorado needs, but we have received calis from 
States ranging from Massachusetts to California, and from Texas to 
Minnesota. 

(4) We have allied ourselyes with every patriotic, National, State, 
or city movement, furnishing both paid and volunteer helpers, 

(5) We are becoming a storehouse of information concerning women’s 
activities in Colorado. Letters from East, West, North, and South 
recognizing this are coming to the office asking for this or that in- 
formation pertaining to women’s work. Women’s organizations of the 
city and individual women come to us with all kinds of questions. 
Thus we are gathering statistics that some day will be valuable to the 
Government. 

(6) Our teachers’ department is well organized, with a former dean 
of women of one of our universities in charge. For the first time, all 
the colleges and nermal schools of the State are united and are co- 
operating with us, one member from each school having been appointed 
as part of our teachera’ department by the United States Labor Depart- 
ment, Washington, salary $1 per year. This is the first time in the 
history of the United States that all State and sectarian schools have 
inited in this great work. We have sent 6,000 circular letters to 
county superintendents and school beards, and are daily receiving many 

I] or teachers in rural, grade, private, and high schools, with 
salaries ranging from $70 to $200 per month. We are also in com- 
munication with teachers’ departments in other States with whom we 
exchange lists of unfilled positions. Thus we are in a position to help 
the teaching situation all over the United States. 

7) The work of such a bureau does not consist alone in filling 
Perhaps the most useful thing we did in war time was in help- 
i women find themselves. Hundreds of women feeling the restlessness 
pervading all things, at that time, or compelled to work for the first 
time, came into the office asking what there was to be done and what 
could taney do. It is no easy task to find out what a woman with no 
experience and no business training is best fitted for; but many hours 
were spent in doing this very thing. Wherever possible, training for 
special lines of work was advised and the woman was placed where 
he could obtain this. If wages must be made immediately she was 
placed where she could learr a useful trade and at the same time make 
exper «‘ollege and high-school girls come to the office for the same 
kind of advice, nlways with the question, “ What am I best fitted for?” 
So at deal of vocational guidance is given and must be given in 
placement work dealing with women, 

The above gives you an idea of the importance of such work as ours. 
This class of work was not done under United States plan with the 
Immigration Board, and is not being done now in the State labor offices, 
No State office can have the scope that a Government office has, as the 
former necessarily limits itself by the boundaries of its State, while a 
United States office is national in scope. Qnly a very few agencies 
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charging high fees are attempting this kind of work now being done 
by the United States Employment Service free of charge. Do we want 
to force women whe n work to pay for the opportunity for service? 
Then, too, girls come to our office who refuse to go to the usual 
agencies, because they feel a greater confidence in anything the Gov- 
ernment establishes. 

It would be a detriment to business and to labor to permit the em- 
ployment work so well organized over the country to be disbanded. 
Thousands of dollars have been spent in starting these offices, but it 
will take much more to reorganize them later if we do away with them 
now. And sooner or later we will have Government employment offices, 
me same as other countries—England, France, Scotland, Italy—have 
o-day. 

It is our desire that you vote for and use your influence in creating 
and maintaining the United States Employment Service. 


Department of Laber—Colorado—Women. 


Help Re- 
wanted.| ferred. 


1,469 
1,134 
836 


941 
912 
637 
644 


Spencer Geltz, secretary teachers’ agpweteants office, 
University of Colorado; E. A. Cross, dean State Teach- 
ers’ College ; C. T. mareny rofessor of education, State 
Agricultural College; J. V. Breitweiser, head of depart- 
ment of psychology and education, Colorado College; 
Eva Carpenter, secretary State Normal School; D. E. 
Phillips, head department of psychology and education, 
Denver University; J. Bailey, president Colorado 
Woman’s College; Martha Hoag Clifford, president 
Colorado Branch, Association of Collegiate Alumnz ; 
Amy Gordon Bruce, executive secretary Young Woman's 
Christian Association, west central field; Anna C. Mc- 
Clintock, president Denver Young Woman’s Christian 
Association ; Jennie H. Baker, chairman Denver Count 
Council of Defense; Guy T. Justis, director Denver Fed- 
erated Charities; Garnet Isabel Pelton, ex-secretary 
Denver Antituberculosis Society; Mrs. R. E. Babcock, 
president Vassar Club; Marian EB. Pulsifer, president 
Colorado Wellesley Club; Mrs. W. J. Pelmounter, presi- 
dent University of Colorado Alumnz Club; Adrianna 
Hungerford, president Colorado Woman’s Christian Tem- 
erance Union ; Mathilde H. Handy, president Colorado 
Woman’s Auxiliary of United States Army; Carrie O. 
Kistler, president former Woman’s Council of Defense 
for Colorado; H. B. Smith, secretary Colorado Educa- 
tion Association ; Sallie Hill, president National League 
of Teachers’ Associations; Gertie N. Ross, president 
State Federation of Colored Women’s Clubs; Sarah 
Rechnitz, president Council of Jewish Women; Adella 
Bailey, president Federation of Women’s Clubs; Mrs. 
Frederick R. Ross, acting sled peomeret University of 
Denver Alumnz; Mrs. Herbert Munroe, chairman Indus- 
trial Committee, Colorado Federated Women’s Clubs; 
Katherine T. Hosmer, president Equal Suffrage Club ; 
Mrs. Charles H. Jacobson, president Colorado Federation 
of Women’s Clubs; Madelyn Keezer, president Colorado 
Smith Club; Edith H. Summers, president Colorado Col- 
lege Club; Minnie Lorena Weiss, president Woman’s 
Club of Denver; Edith Adams Ramsey, president Moth- 
ers’ Congress and Parent-Teachers’ Association; Mary 
McKay, es Visiting Nurses’ Association ; 
Theodosia BK. Raines, superintendent women’s division ; 
Roady Kenehan, Federal director. 


The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman 
from Iowa ask unanimous consent that the Clerk be directed to 
correct the details. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has already been done. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to different places in the bill for the purpose of offering 
various amendments to correct typographical errors, to strike 
out commas, and things of that kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendménts. 

The Clerk reported the following amendments, which were 
severally read and severally agreed to: 

Page 27, line 25, change the word “ amounts” to “ amount.” 

Page 30, line 2, after the word “ paper,” insert a comma. 

Page 32, line 9, at the end of the line fill in the type dropped, com- 
pleting the word “ purchase.” 

Page 51, line 23, after the word “ electric,” strike out the comma. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following ‘amend- 
ment: On page 71—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has not concluded the reading 
of the other amendments. 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, this matter has been opened up. I have 
been waiting for this. The section has been opened up and an 
amendment has been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recognize the gentle- 
man for the purpose of offering such an amendment. The com- 
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mittee did not return to these pages for the purpose of general 
amendments. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman to. returu 
and open up the bill. This subdivision is opened up, and it was 
not stated for these particular amendments. An amendment has 
been offered to this subdivision and has been agreed to by the 
comiuittee, and there was no limitation upon the opening up. 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HAuGEN] very clearly stated that his request was to 
return to various pages for the correction of certain typo- 
graphical errors. He made that statement very clearly and 
very distinctiy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order of 
the gentleman from California upon the grounds stated by the 
gentleman from Wyoming. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk read the following amendments, which 
severally read and severally agreed to: 

Page 59, line 12, omit the comma at the end of the line. 

Pave GO, line 12, omit the comma after the word “ entitled.” 

Page 76, line 1G, at the end of the line complete the word by adding 
the letter “ f.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will go back to page 27, 
line 21, which we passed over temporarily. A point of order 
was pending against the paragraph, beginning line 21, on page 
27, and ending with line 13, page 28. Unless the point of 
order is withdrawn, the Chair will sustain the point of order. 
The point of order is sustained. Now, on page 50 we have 
another point of order pending which we agreed to pass over 
temporarily for the purpose of giving gentlemen on the floor an 
opportunity to decide whether they wished to press the point 
of order or whether they could find authority: to sustain the 
contention against the point of order. believe the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. LEver] made the request. 

Mr. LEVER. I made the request that we pass it over tem- 
porarily on the theory that I recalled authority to overrule the 
point of order, and I have investigated the matter and I confess 
I have not been able to put my hands on that authority, and, 
as far as I can judge the nfatter, if I were chairman of the 
committee I would sustain the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman wishes to be heard 
on the point of order, the Chair has already made up his mind, 
from looking up the authorities to substitute the point of order, 
and the point of order is sustained. That finishes the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill, with amendments, to the House 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Mappen, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 3157, and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments 
be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and all amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 


were 


The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? 
Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to demand a separate 


vote on several amendments, but it is understood we are not 
to take a vote to-night. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER... The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the business of Calendar Wednesday be dispensed 
with to-morrow. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman wait until to-morrow? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman 
from California there is only one matter of legislation on the 
calendar. 

Mr. RAKER. Let it go over until to-morrow morning. Last 
year we were deprived of legislation by agreeing to dispense 
with Calendar Wednesday one Wednesday after another, and 
I just think the gentleman ought to wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. MONDELL.. There is only one bill on the calendar. 

Mr. RAKER. All right. ; 

Mr. DYER. What is that bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is the commission to provide for water 
facilities for the city of Washington. Is there objection that 


Calendar Wednesday be dispensed with? 


LVITI——3s 
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Mr. DYER. I suggest that the gentleman withdraw his re- 
quest until to-morrow morning, so we may know about the bill 
on the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri object? 

Mr. DYER. I will if the gentleman insists upon it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think we all appreciate we should go on 
with the business of the appropriation bills a~4 transact busi- 
ness in a business way. We will have a number ci Wednesdays 
before we get through, and there is nothing on the calendar but 
one bill, and I see no reason—— 

Mr. DYER. There is a bill on the calendar. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the practice has been 
here ever since Calendar Wednesday rule was established that 
if the previous question was ordered, then the matter came up 
the next day. 

Mr. HAUGEN. This is not for the purpose of expediting the 
passage of this bill but to expedite the passage of other appro- 
priation bills that should be passed by the 1st of July. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have got nothing to do with that. 
I was just trying to straighten out the other matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression this bill 
comes up Thursday instead of Wednesday. 

Mr. MADDEN. It comes up unless the previous question is 
ordered, but it has been invariably ruled by the Speaker of the 
House since Calendar Wednesday was established that when- 
ever the previous question would operate upon a bill, even 
though it was the night before Calendar Wednesday, it would 
be in order the first thing the next morning. 

Mr. LEVER. Automatically. 

Mr. MADDEN. Automatically. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be decided when it arises 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, without any regard to that 
matter, it is very important that the House go on to-morrow 
with its program of appropriation bills. The District bill has 
been reported, and we were in hopes we could take it up in the 
morning. The bill now on the Wednesday Calendar is with 
regard to the water supply for the District of Columbia, and it 
is not important that it should be considered at this time, but 
it is important that the District appropriation bill be considered. 
So I trust there will be no objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HAvGEN]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that the business of Calendar Wednesday be 
dispensed with to-morrow? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, if it is insisted on to-day, I will ob- 
ject ; if to-morrow morning, I will not. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks made last Saturday on the bill 
then pending. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 





Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. McKeown (at the request of Mr. Carter) was granted 
leave of absence, for three days, on account of meeting of re- 
turning Oklahoma soldters of the Thirty-sixth Division. 

Mr. Ferris, Mr. THomMpson of Oklahoma, Mr. Hastings, and 
Mr. McCuintic (at the request of Mr. CARTER), by unanimous 
consent, were granted leave of absence, for one day, on account of 
meeting returning Oklahoma soldiers of the Thirty-sixth Division. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 24 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, June 4, 
1919, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
tentative draft of a bill to provide for the reimbursement of 
officers, enlisted men, and others in the Naval Service of the 
United States for property losf or destroyed in such service 
(H. Doe. No. 75); to the Committee on Naval Affairs and or- 
dered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting notice for contest of a seat in the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the Sixty-sixth Congress for the fifth district of 
the State of Wisconsin, Joseph P. Carney against Victor Berger, 
and transmitting original testimony, papers, and documents re- 
lating thereto (H. Doc. No. 76) ; to the Committee on Elections 
No. 1 and ordered to be printed. z 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. GOULD, from the Cemmittee on the istrict of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1199) to prohibit the pur- 
chase, sale, or possession for the purpose of sale of certain wild 
birds in the District ef Columbia, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a repert (No. 19), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. EVANS of Nebraska: A bill (H.R. 4571) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver to the county of Stanton, State 
of Nebraska, ene cannen or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in 
the war with Germany, together with a suitable number of 
shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4572) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Thurston, State of Nebraska, one cannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4578) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Pierce, State of Nebraska, one cannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4574) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Nance, State of Nebraska, one cannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Merrick, State of Nebraska, one eannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4576) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Madison, State of Nebraska, one cannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4577) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Knox, State of Nebraska, one cannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4578) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Dixon, State of Nebraska, one cannon 
or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, 
together with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4579) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county ef Wayne, Nebr., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together 
with a suitable number of shelis; to the Committee en Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Dakota, Nebr., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together with 
a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4581) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Cuming, Nebr., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, tegether with 
a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4582) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Colfax, Nebr., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the yar with Germany, together with 
a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4583) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Cedar, Nebr., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together 
with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4584) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Boone, Nebr., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together 
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a a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4585) autherizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Antelope, Nebr., one cannon or field- 
piece, with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, to- 
gether with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4586) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the county of Burt, Nebr., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together 
with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNBAR: A bill (H. R. 4587) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Paoli, in the county of 
Orange, in the State of Indiana, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Orleans, in the county of Orange, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R..4589) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bedford, in the county of Lawrence, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Jasper, in the county of Dubois, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4591) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Scottsburg, in the county of Scott, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4592) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tell City, in the county of Perry, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4598) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Milltown, in the county of Crawford, in 
the State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4594) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of English, in the county of Crawford, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4595) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Marengo, in the county of Crawford, in 
the State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4596) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Huntingburg, in the county of Dubois, in 
the State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘Also, a bill (H.'R. 4597) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Cannelton, in the county of Perry, in the 
State of Indiana, one German eannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4598) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Corydon, in the county of Harrison, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4599) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of New Albany, in the county of Floyd, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4600) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jeffersonville, in the county of Clark, in the 
State of Indiana, one German eannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIE of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4601) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the village of Mecosta, Mich., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4602) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of West Branch, Mich., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4603) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate ‘to the city of Harrisville, Mich., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece, with its accompaniments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H.'R. 4604) authorizing the acquisi- 
tion of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Philippi, W. Va.; ‘to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 





1919. 


_Also, a bill (H. R. 4605) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Franklin, Pendleton 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bilk (H. R. 4606) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Martinsburg, Berkeley 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4607) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Keyser, Mineral County, 
W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4608) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Kingwood, Preston 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4609) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Harpers Ferry, Jeffer- 
son County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4610) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Charles Town, Jefferson 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4611) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Belington, Barbour 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4612) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Berkeley Springs, Morgan 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4613) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Elkins, Randolph County, 
W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Davis, Tucker County, 
W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4615) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Parsons, Tucker County, 
W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4616) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Thomas, Tucker County, 
W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4617) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Morgantown, Monongalia, 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4618) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Moorefield, Hardy 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4619) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Petersburg, Grant 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4620) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Piedmont, Mineral 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4621) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Shepherdstown, Jeffer- 
son County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Romney, Hampshire 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4623) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the town of Terra Alta, Preston 
County, W. Va., for decorative purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4624) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to Victory Park Association of Buffalo, 
Wyo., one piece of artillery, or like trophy, captured or obtained 
from the enemy during or at the close of the war with Ger- 
many ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 4625) granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 4626) to donate one captured 
cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Casstown and Lost Creek 
Township, Miami County, Ohio; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4627) to provide for 
the appointment of district judge in the middle and eastern 
judicial districts in the State of Tennessee, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 4628) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Corning, in the State of Iowa; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4629) providing for the purchase of a site 
for a public building at Osceola, in the State of Iowa; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4630) granting the consent of 
Congress to the county of Miller, State of Arkansas, to construct 
a bridge across Sulphur River near the Texas & Pacific Rail- 
road bridge in said county and State; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a-bill (H. R. 4631) granting the consent of Congress to 
the county of Miller, State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge 
across Sulphur River near Blackmans Point, in said county and 
State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 4632) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Wellsville, in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4633) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at East Palestine, 
in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4634) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Richmond, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4635) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Amsterdam, Ohio, one cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (H. R. 4636) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Georgetown, Mass., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4637) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Essex, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4638) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Danvers, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4639) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Beverly, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) authorizing the Secretary of War. to 
donate to the town of Amesbury, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4641) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal building at Newburyport, Mass.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4642) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a post-office building at Gloucester, Mass.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4643) prohibiting the issuance of papers 
of declaration of intention to become citizens or final papers of 
citizenship to certain aliens who claimed exemption from mili- 
tary service in the present war; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4644) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Gloucester, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4645) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Groveland, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4646) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Hamilton, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4647) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Haverhill, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4648) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Ipswich, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4649) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Manchester, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4650) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Marblehead, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4651) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the tewn of Merrimac, Mass., one German cannen or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the tewn of Newbury, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newburypert, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Rockport, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the town of Rowley, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Salem, Mass., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Salisbury, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieipiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4658) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Swampscott, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4659) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Topsfield, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4660) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wenham, Mass., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4661) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of West Newbury, Mass., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By. Mr. DOMINICK: A bill (H. R. 4662) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Pickens, 8. C., one Ger- 
man cannen or fieldpiece with carriage; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4663) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Walhalla, S. C., one German cannon. or 
fieldpiece with carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4664) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Seneca, S. C., one German cannon or field- 
piece with carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4665) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newberry, S. C., ene German cannon or 
fieldpiece with carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4666) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of McCormick, S. C., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4667) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greenwood, 8S. C., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4668) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city of Honea Path, 8. C., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4669) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Belton, S. C., one German cannon or field- 
piece with carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. PR. 4670) authorizing the Secretary of War 
te donate to the city of Anderson, S. C., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece with carriage; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Abbeville, S. C., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece with carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance 
in the Treasury Department, approved September 2, 1914, as 
amended”; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: A bill (HB. R. 4673) authorizing 
the Secretary of War te donate to the town of New Canton, IIL, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 4674) for the retirement 
of employees in the elassified civil service; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 4675) for the retirement 
of employees in the classified civil service; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4676) to establish 
the international exposition of the United States of America; 
te the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R. 4677) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Eatonton, Ga., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 4678) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Shawano, Wis., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4679) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the village of Manawa, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Stevens Point, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4681) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Wausau, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4682) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Grand Rapids, Wis., one German eannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4683) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Waupaca, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Marshfield, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4685) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of New London, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the'Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4686) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Marion, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 4687) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Benton, IIL, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4688) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Mound City, Il., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee cn Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4689) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Carbondale, Til., one German eannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4690) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Duquoin; Ill., one German eannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Anna, Iil., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Chester, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4698) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Pinckneyville, Ill., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4694) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sparta, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4695) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Marion, TIll., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4696) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Herrin, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4697) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Murphysboro, LiL, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4698) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Cairo, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 4699) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to donate to the borough of Wheatland, county of 
Mercer, State of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece, 
to be placed in the public park as a soldiers’ memorial; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4700) to provide for 
the purehase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Herington, Kans. ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4701) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the ereetion of a public building thereon at Junction City, 
Kans.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4702) to regulate 
dealing in leaf tobaceo; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: Resolution (H. Res. 94) to provide for 
the expenses incurred by the special committee on the case of 
Victor H. Berger ; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MASON: Resolution (H. Res. 95) requesting informa- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury relative to articles 
manufactured in the United States affected by existing em- 
bargoes upon importation of the same; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. Res. 97) 
authorizing the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
to sit during sessions of the House and the recess of the Con- 
gress, to compel the attendance of witnesses, to send for per- 
sons and papers, and to administer oaths to witnesses; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DOMINICK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 95) grant- 
ing to certain persons im the military or naval forees an ex- 
tension of automatic insurance provided for in section 401 of 
the war-risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PORTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 96) in refer- 
ence to massacres in eastern Europe; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4703) for the appointment 
of Sergt. Maj. Edgar Hayes, United States Marine Corps, as a 
first lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4704) granting a 
pension to Edward L. Clemmons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 4705) granting an increase 
of pension to Silas Taggart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 4706) granting an increase 
of pension to Emery H. Bancroft ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Esther F. 
Fiken ; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4708) granting a pension to Abigail Merri- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R, 4709) granting a pension to 
Priscilla Allison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4710) granting a pension te James Mitchell ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4711) pro- 
hibiting the issuance of patent under lieu selection serial 2904, 
Seattle 03476, Washington; te the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4712) authorizing the President | 
to appoint Henry S. Kiersted, late a captain in the Medieal | 
Corps of the United States Army, a major in the Medical Corps 
on the retired Hist ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) for the relief of Charles Hellyer ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4714) for the relief of Peter Boragni; to 
the Committee en War Claims. 


Affairs. 





By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R, 4715). granting an increase of 
pension to Henry C. Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4716) granting a | 
pension to Wilbert Massena; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 4717) granting a pension to | 
Sadie Wesley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4718) granting a pension to Winfield H. | 
Handley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4719) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
Lawther; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 4720) granting a pension to 
Walter Zogg; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4721) granting a pension to William A. 
Zinn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4722) granting a pension to Bertha Mar- | 
garet Watkins, Helen L. Watkins, James O. Watkins, and 
Dortha G. Watkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Wykoff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4724) granting a pension te George W. 
Sampson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4725) granting a pension to Isabel Burge ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase of pension to | 
Lewis Sycks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4727) granting an increase of pension to | 
Woodman S. Sample; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4728} granting an increase of pension to | 
William J. Shreve ;.to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4729) granting an increase of pension to | 
John Trenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4730) granting an increase of pension to | 
George M. Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ¢H, R. 4731) granting an inerease of pension to | 
Frank L. Youst; to the Committee on Pensions. 


| curb slanderous propaganda relating to affairs in Poland; 
| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


| States relating to justice and consideration of Jugo-Slavs; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4732) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shrader; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4733) granting 
an inerease of pension to E. Anna McGrath; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 4734) granting a pension to 
William Mendeuhall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 4735) granting an 
increase of pension to Amanda L. Sevier; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4736) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCormick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 4737) authorizing 
the President to reinstate Milton Marion Fenner as a lieutenant 
in the United States Navy ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROWAN: A bill (H. R. 4738) for the adjudication and 
determination of the claims arising under joint resolution of 
July 14, 1870 (16 Stat. L., p. 670), authorizing the Postmaster 
General to continue to use in the Postal Serviee -farcus P. Nor- 
ton’s combined postmarking and stamp-canceling hand-stamp 
patents, and directing him to “ determine upon a fair, just, and 
equitable compensation for the use of said inventions,” or aris- 
ing otherwise; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 4739) granting 
Joseph R. Owens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4740) granting 
a pension to Isabel McGee; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4741) granting an increase of pension te 
Louisa C. Chesney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 4742) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gilbert W. Potter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 4743) to place Cecil Stewart 
on the retired list of the Army; to the Committee on Military 


a pension to 


By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 4744) for the retief of Sarah T. 
Chamberlain ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4745) granting a pension 
to Louisa Rose ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 


| on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of Dixie Council, 
No. 13, Junior Order United American Mechanics, Woodmen of 


the World Hall, New Orleans, La., relating to the death of Hon. 
| John L. Burnett, Representative from the seventh district of 


Alabama ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also (by request), petition of American citizens of Polish 


| extraction, Holyoke, Mass., relating to affairs in Poland; to the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also (by request), petition of Slovenska Delavske Associa- 
tion, of Akron, Mich., relating to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Com- 


| mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also (by request), miseetinneous petitions for repeal of lux- 
ury taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of American citizens of Pelish 
deseent, requesting the Government of the United States to 
to the 


Also (by request), resolutions by C. Lewandowsky, against 


| anti-Polish propaganda ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also (by request), resolutions adopted under auspices of 
¥. M. H. A. and ether Jewish organizations representing 6,000 
| Jews in the city of Camden, N. J., relative to the persecution of 
Jews in European countries; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
| fairs. 

Also (by request}, petition of Jugo-Slav population of United 
to 
| the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, Bristol, Pa. (75 women), and the city commission 
| of Pasadena, Calif., urging strict enforcement of war-prohibition 
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: Petition of 14 members of Fidelity 
Grange, No. 300, South Hampton, N. H., submitted by Miss 
Mary N. Currier, worthy master, advocating the repeal of the 
daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 28 residents of Laconia, N. H., and vicinity, 
' advocating the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Conm- 
| mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, letter from Mr. Oscar J. Chase, R. F. D. Ne. 1, Raymond, 

N. H., setting forth reasons from the standpoint of a farmer 
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for the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, telegram signed by Arthur W. Phinney, secretary, set- 
ting forth the unanimous vote of the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce, Manchester, N. H., by its directors, in opposition to 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, telegram sent by Frank A. French, secretary New Hamp- 
shire Manufacturers’ Association, in favor of the daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to Edward L. Clemmons, formerly a member of 
Company F, Fourth Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, Spanish- 
American War; te the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of 37 members of Orange Township 
Grange, of Hancock County, Ohio, asking for repeal of daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of F, A. Beamish and other resi- 
dents of Richardson, Ill., and vicinity, urging a tariff of 6 cents 
per bushel on corn; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Slovenian Young Men’s Society, of Aurora, 
lli., relating to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of residents of Joliet, Ill., urging repeal of 
luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Petition of sundry citizens of Guysville, 
Ohio, earnestly opposing the repeal of prohibition law; to the 
Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Glouster, Ohio, protesting 
against the repeal of the war-prohibition measure; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of John H. Camlin, 
president of Rockford Chamber of Commerce; Oscar Nebleing, 
of Rockford; and W. F. Raetz, of Ottawa, all in the State of 
Illinois, protesting against repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Retail Dry Goods Association ; 
Fred Raymond, of Sycamore; A. 8S. Johnson Motor Co., of 
Streator, all of the State of Lilinois, for repeal of revenue taxes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of Jugo-Slavs of the United States, 
asking for consideration and justice and urging against the 
creation of a dangerous status; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: Petition of Byrd Henderson and others, 
requesting repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream 
when served at soda fountains and ice cream parlors; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of merchants and 
citizens of New York City, opposing repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of California Gold and Silversmiths’ 
Association, urging repeal of 5 per cent tax on their merchan- 
dise; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Spanish War veterans, urging change in 
pension laws making same provision for their veterans as Civil 
and Indian War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, in support of 
repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the congregation of Calvary Presbyterian 
Church, San Francisco, Calif., urging against any change in 
prohibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, urging adoption 
of land-for-soldiers plan, with appropriation for same; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petitions ef G. M. Lacy and 79 residents 
of Harrison, D. H. Moulton and 136 residents of Atkinson, 
George A. Anthony and 223 others of Lexington, Fannie Stubbert 
and 110 residents of Shebasta, C. B. Meader and 119 residents 
of Dannebrog, T. H. Doran and 174 residents of Burwell, and 
G. C. Roby and others of Crawford, all in the State of Nebraska, 
requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of Slatersville 
Finishing Co., Slatersville, R. I., protesting against proposed re- 
peal of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KRAUS: Petition of sundry citizens of Miami County, 
Ind., favoring repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. LINTHICUM: Petitions of Baltimore City Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union (1,421 women), against repeal of 
war prohibition, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Maryland, numbering 5,000 members, asking the enforcement 
of the prohibition law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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-Also, petition of Carr-Lowrey Glass Co., Baltimore, Md.,; 
against Department of Labor Employment Service; to the Com- 


Also, petition of Chicago Post Office Clerks’ Union No, 1, for 
increase in wages paid postal clerks; to the Committee on the 


Also, petition of sundry Jewish citizens of Baltimore, Md., by 
A. Rothenberg, relating to persecution of Jews in Poland; to 


Also, petition of Pitcock Bros., proprietors of Susquehanna 
Garage, against tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways 


Also, petition of Baltimore Kindergarten Club, of Baltimore, 
Md., favoring passage of House bill 7; to the Committee on 


Also, petition of Read Drug & Chemical Co., Baltimore, Md., 
asking for repeal of luxury taxes; to the Committee on Ways 


Also, petitions of the Sea Gull Specialty Co.; John G. Bar- 
rett; Henry M. Hurd; J. Bolgiano & Son., seed growers and 
importers; Nicholas G. Penniman; executive committee of the 
Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Association; William F, Broen- 
ing, mayor; McCormick & Co. (Inc.) ; the home-garden commit- 
tee of the Municipal Art Society and Women’s Civic League; 
the Kiwanis Club, of Baltimore, of more than 200 business 
houses; A. Schlussler; F. J. Brilbeck, superintendent Metropoli- 
tan Life Insurance Co., all of Baltimore, Md., against repeal of 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William M. Burgan, wholesale lumber dealer, 
Baltimore, Md., against passage of Senate bill 313; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Buffalo Chamber of Com- 
merce, New York, urging return of railroads to their owners; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Saline County, Nebr., asking for repeal of daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Naval Camp 
No. 1, of Philadelphia, for retention of rank and pay for retired 
commissioned or warrant officers of the Navy or Marine Corps; 


By Mr. MORIN: Petition of R. J. McKay, president of 
the United States Chain & Forging Co., of Pittsburgh, with the 
signature of 30 employees, protesting against the repeal of the 
daylight-saving act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Mr. J. H. Immel and 50 other citizens, of 
Pittsburgh, Pa., protesting against the repeal of the daylight- 
saving act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, protesting against an amendment being attached to 
the railroad bill depriving the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion of their authority to authorize changes from long-and- 
short-haul clause; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Also, papers regarding an increase in pensions for the Span- 
ish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of D. Auerbach & Sons, New 
York City, protesting against the continuance of Department of 
Labor Employment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of employees of B. T. Babbitt (Inc.), New York, 
asking support of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 


Also, petition of Ukrainian National Committee of the United 
States, relating to freedom of Lithuania, Ukraine, Latvia, and 
Esthonia ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Jugo-Slavs, of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking that 
all means be used to prevent a dangerous status and plead for 
justice and consideration ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Hasting Asphalt Pavement Co., the R. R. 
Appleton Co., G. Levar & Co. (Inc.), and over 300 employees, 
urging against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 


By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of citizens of Gardner and members 
of First Methodist Episcopal Church, of Winchendon, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, protesting against repeal of war-time 
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Founders and Employers’ Asso- 
ciation of Los Angeles, Calif., urging the retention of the zone 
advance; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Red Bluff, Calif., urging the enforcement of the war-time prohi- 
bition measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter of Frank B. Durkee, secretary Chamber of Com- 
merce, Chico, Calif., urging the early enactment of the Mondell 
soldier settlement bill; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, resolution passed by the California Federation of Wom- 
en’s Clubs, of Los Angeles, Calif., relative to alcoholic liquor 
traffie ; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolution passed by the California Federation of Wom- 
en's Clubs, of Los Angeles, Calif., favoring more stringent legis- 
lation affecting child labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution passed by the California Federation of Wom- 
en’s Clubs, of Los Angeles, Calif., favoring a change in the citi- 
zenship laws as they affect women; to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

Alse, petition of Napa County Viticultural Protective Associa- 
tion, St. Helena, Calif., urging repeal of the war-time prohibi- 
tion measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Alse, resolution passed by the California Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, Los Angeles, Calif., favoring the Army nurse 
bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution favoring the establishment of a department of 
education, by California Federation of Women’s Clubs, Los 
Angeles, Calif.; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolution favoring the league of nations by California 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, Los Angeles, Calif.; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of city commission 
of Pasadena ; Normandie Avenue Methedist Church, Los Angeles ; 
Weman’s Christian Temperance Union of Ceres; Southern Cali- 
fornia Distriet Lodge Good Templars, Les Angeles ; Friends’ Tem- 
perance Committee, Pasadena, all in the State of California, pro- 
testing against repeal of war-prohibition act; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Alse, petition of Federation of Women's Clubs of Califernia, 
in faver of enforcement of national prohibition, and pretesting 
against invasion of China by American brewers and distillers ; 
te the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of California Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
favoring change in citizenship laws in favor of women, so they 
will not be secondary to their husbands; to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Also, petition of California Federation of Women's Clubs, 
favoring legislation for prevention of child labor; te the Com- 
inittee on Labor. 

Alse, petition of Federation of Women's Clubs of California, 
favoring league of nations; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, petition of California Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
favoring ereation of Federal department of education; to the 
Committee on Education. 

Alsv, petition of California Federation of Women's Clubs, 
favoring granting recognition and rank to nurses in the mili- 
tary service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Friendly Circle of Pasadena; Boyle Heights 
Methodist Church, Los Angeles; Methodist Preachers’ Associa- 
tion of southern California; Bethany Baptist Church, Long 
Beach; Inglewood Methodist Church ; Lincoln Avenue Methodist 
Church, Pasadena; Highland Park Baptist Church; Pilgrim 
Congregational Church, Pasadena; 27 missionary societies of 
Long Beach, all in the State of California, against repeal of war- 
time prohibition act ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REBER: Petition of East Susquehanna Classis, Gowen 
City, Pa., representing 15,000 people, urging against the repeal of 
war-time prohibition law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Pottsville (Pa.) Chamber of Commerce, op- 
posing repeal of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. y 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petitions of Allen & Nugent Co.; H. Jacquin 
& Co.; Paul L. Phelan; G. Levor & Co. (Inc.) ; M. Phillips, 1138 
Bryant Avenue; M. McClure; E. Leap, 1321 Second Avenue; 
Daniel Currle, 232 West One hundred and thirty-second Street ; 
A. von Kilch, 224 West One hundred and thirtieth Street; P. J. 
Dinan, 2194 Valentine Avenue; Edward M. Hanley, 601 West 
One hundred and seventy-fourth Street; Ed. M. Hanley, 601 
West One hundred and seventy-fourth Street ; Leo D. Fox, 1048 
Kelly Street; G. Megroz, 222 Fourth Avenue; Mack Wolf, 313 
West One hundred and twenty-first Street; J. A. Guillaume, 50 
West Forty-fifth Street ; and H. T. Kramer, 913 Jackson Avenue, 
all of New York City ; and A. V. Wahlberg, 627 Madison Street ; 
S. Williams, 111 Ninety-second Street; V. W. Knutsen, 6635 
Quincy Street; Elbert Butts, 989 Bushwick Avenue; Philippe 
Lambert, 7205 Tenth Avenue; and Leo C. Lucke, 1355 Park 
Place, all of Brooklyn, and all in the State of New York, against 
repeal of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Julius Jorgenson & Son, New York City, ask- 
ing for repeal of section 905 of revenue act of 1918; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Alsa, petition of National Woman’s Trade Union League of 
America, for the continuation of the Woman in Industry Serv- 
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ice of the United States Department of Labor ; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of D. Auerbach & Sens, New York City, against 
continuance of Department of Labor Employment Service; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Geodfriend Bros., New York, engineers and 
eontractors, and F’. C. Barlau, protesting against repeal of day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of sundry residents of Marcy, 
N. Y., for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of members of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Herkimer, N. Y., for the repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion act ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Slovanian Lodge, No. 282, and St. Joseph's 
Society, No. 53, of Little Falls, N. Y., for recognition and jus- 
tice for the Jugo-Slavs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: Petition of Lyman Shedd and 
other residents of Bolsters Mills, Me., asking for the repeal of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George O. Hill and others residing in the 
tewns of Oxford and Norway, Me., asking for the repeal of the 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Ceeil H. Mitchell and others residing in the 
town of Byron, Me., asking for the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law; to the Conmnnittee on Agriculture, 


SENATE. 
Weonespay, June 4, 1919. 
(Legislative day of Tuesday, June 3, 1919.) 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, en the expiration ef the 
recess, 

Mr. SMOOT. 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro ten:pore. 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered te their names: 
Asburst Harding 
Ball Harris 
Beckham Harrison 
Berah Henderson 
Brandegee Hitebeoeck 
Calder Johnson, Calif. 
Capper Jones, N. Mex. 
Chamberlain Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 
Keyes 
King 
Kirby 
Knox 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
Gronna McCumber 
Hale McKellar Smith, Ariz. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The senior Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 
SHIELDS] is absent on important business. 

Mr. KIRBY. I wish to announce the unavoidable absence 
of the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roptxson] on public 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-seven Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the city of Dawson, 
Ga., tents and cots for use of Confederate veterans in their State 
convention, June 17 and 18, 1919, and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) preposing an 
amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage 
to women. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. WADSWORTH obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to have the 
read. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 


Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


The Secretary will call the 


McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Simmens 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, S.C. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
‘Trammeli 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass, 
Waish, Ment. 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 
Wolcott 


Cummins 
Curtis 

Dial 
Dillingham 


Fernald 
Frelingbuysen 
Gay 


amendimeut 


Let the amendment be read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 


The Secretary will read the 


The Secretary. On page 1, line 6, strike out the words “ the 
legislatures of” and in lieu thereof insert the words “ conven- 
tions in,” so that the paragraph will read: 

That the following article is proposed as an amendment to the Con- 


stitution, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the 
Constitution when ratified by conventions in three-fourths of the several 


States, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, like the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Boran], I represent in part a State which has ex- 
tended the franchise to women residing within its borders. In 
view of that fact and my decision to vote against the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution, as I have done upon two prior 
occasions, I desire to make my attitude clear before the Senate. 

No vote of mine cast upon this amendment will deprive any 
of the electors of the State of New York of any privilege which 
they now enjoy. The people of that State, as the people of sev- 
eral other States, have decided for themselves, in an orderly and 
constitutional manner, to extend the franchise to the women. 
I feel so strongly on this question that the people of the several 
States should be permitted to decide this matter for themselves 
that I desire to say that were this amendment, instead of being 
drafted for the purpose of extending woman suffrage all over 
the country, drafted for the purpose of forbidding the extension 
of the franchise to women, I would vote against it. 

The Senator from Idaho yesterday discussed the right of the 
people to settle their own affairs, particularly in matters which 
were local and intimate. My feelings upon that question are 
somewhat like his. The people of the several States when they 
organized their governments and adopted their constitutions 
delegated certain powers to their legislatures and to their 
executives. Then they set up their judiciary to see to it that 
both their legislative and executive departments should keep 
faith and should not transgress the limits set by the people. 

When a society organizes itself to do business, about the first 
thing it does is to prescribe the qualifications of its voting mem- 
bers, and it is the usual procedure for an organization in the 
process of formation to prescribe in its constitution that the 
voting membership shall not be extended or restricted except by 
a vote of the members of the society. And so the regulation of 
the franchise in the States, and I think I can say in every State, 
when they were organizing their governments, was left to the 
voting members; in other words, the people of those States. 

Acting upon that theory and in accordance with that principle, 
which I believe lies at the bottom of a truly democratic govern- 
ment, several of the States have voted from time to time by 
popular referendum and have decided to extend the franchise 
to the women. Many other States have voted in popular refer- 
endums and have decided against the extension of the franchise. 

Even though one might be opposed on general principles to the 
extension of the franchise to women, one can not logically object 
to the peeple cf a great Commonwealth voting upon that ques- 
tion, settling it for themselves, and if they settle it in the 
affirmative with respect to woman suffrage one can not then 
logically object, even though one may have voted against it as 
a citizen of the State. Nor can I see how one can logically ob- 
ject to the application of the principle, even though in its appli- 
eation the people, voting freely and openly, decide that they 
shall not extend the franchise in this way. 

Something has been said in the debate which has thus far 
taken place upon this amendment as to the popular demand in 
favor of it all over the country. Some criticism has been uttered 
by one or more of its advocates against Senators who are oppos- 
ing it and who have consistently opposed it in times past. An 
examination of the record of the different States which have 
voted upon this question does not, I venture to say, indicate that 
there is any overwhelming popular demand thus far evidenced 
in the elections, 

If my computation is correct, there are at least 30 States of 
the Union which have either refrained from voting on the ques- 
tion at all or have voted upon it and rejected it. In the States 
which have voted upon it, if a computation is made of the 
majorities in favor of the proposition and the majorities op- 
posed to the proposition, we find that the aggregate majorities 
opposed to the proposition is about 1,300,000 votes, whereas 
the aggregate majority in favor of the proposition in these refer- 
endums amounts to 254,000. So from the standpoint of popular 
demand it would not seem that the Senate or the Congress 
should feel itself driven to adopt an amendment to the Consti- 
tution which revolutionizes the rule and practice of the Ameri- 
can people in regulating the franchise. 

Mr. President, it may seem somewhat old-fashioned for a 
Senator to express his reverence for the Constitution of the 
United States, his reverence and his devotion not only to its 
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letter but to its spirit. When one views modern tendencies and 
the influences that are at work in this country to-day, one is 
tempted to suggest that now is an appropriate time to rededi- 
cate and reconsecrate ourselves to a proper understanding of the 
letter and the spirit of our Constitution and to a better under- 
standing of its meaning. The tendencies of the day, without 
any question, are traveling fast along the road which, if fol- 
lowed to its ultimate goal, will mean its destruction or its altera- 
tion to such a degree in spirit, if not in letter, that it will be 
searcely recognizable. It is now proposed in this amendment, 
as a part of this tendency which has been so evident in recent 
years, to take away from the people some of that sense of re- 
sponsibility the exercise of which is the only safeguard for the 
intelligent conduct of a democracy and to assume that responsi- 
bility at the seat of government. 

The central Government is remote, comparatively, and even- 
tually, if this tendency continues, that responsibility will be 
borne in such a way that.the individual citizen will not be able 
to understand what is going on in the maze and confusion of a 
great centralized Government. 

I assume that a Senator, when discussing this matter, should 
endeavor to remember that he is a Senator of the United States 
and not confined in his functions to representing merely the 
State, and only the State, that sends him to Congress. I assume 
that it is the function of a Senator to take into consideration 
the Nation as a whole, to have some concern and to give some 
consideration to the condition of public contentment and the 
wishes of the people as a whole. 

It is very true, of course, that a Senator elected from a State 
should exert every influence and power that he can wield to 
protect his State from injury by Federal legislation, if in his 
judgment the legislation proposed is unjust and discriminatory 
against the people of his State. That question does not arise 
in the discussion or consideration of this amendment, for no 
Senator who may desire to vote against this amendment is de- 
priving the people of his State of anything which they already 
possess. 

If the people of his State have already voted to extend this 
franchise, no vote of his, no vote of mine, can take it away; 
but a vote in favor of this proposal does in several instances 
impose upon the people of certain States things which they have 
said they do not want. When that side of the question is pre- 
sented it seems to me that it is incumbent upon a Senator to 
regard the Nation as a whole and to give his consideration to 
the wishes of the people of the States that have expressed them- 
selves freely upon the question at issue. 

Mr. President, the conduct of government of a great Com- 
monwealth is of concern to us all, for it is from the governments 
of the Commonwealths and their constituent parts that this 
Federal Government derives its inspiration, and which, as the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH] said yesterday, provide our 
schools of political education. 

Let us take the Commonwealth of Massachusetts as an ex- 
ample. The people of Massachusetts in their own way, in con- 
formance with their constitution, in the exercise of their un- 
doubted right and privilege, held a referendum on the question of 
suffrage, and the proposal to extend the franchise to the women 
of the State of Massachusetts was defeated. It was defeated 
in every city of the State, in every county of the State, and in 
every town of the State, and had three votes in the aggregate 
been changed it would have been defeated in every ward. The 
people of the State of Maine, by a vote of nearly two to one, 
defeated woman suffrage ; the people of the State of New Jersey, 
in spite of the interposition of the President of the United 
States, who is a resident of the State, defeated it by 50,000 ma- 
jority ; the people of Pennsylvania defeated it by a similar ma- 
jority; the people of West Virginia defeated it in a popular 
referendum in the approximate proportion of three to one; the 
people of Ohio have three times defeated it within six years, 
the last defeat being registered only last year, if my memory 
is correct, and the last majority against it was over 140,000 votes. 
The people of Iowa have defeated it; the people of Louisiana 
have defeated it; and only the other day the people of Texas 
defeated it. The people of Wisconsin have defeated it, as was 
referred to yesterday, and there may be some other States which 
have defeated it which I do not at this moment recall. 

Now, the question is, were the people of Massachusetts, the 
people of Pennsylvania, and the people of Ohio competent to 
settle that question for themselves or not? There is nothing 
to prevent them under their form of government from securing 
the franchise of women if they want it. 

There is no tremendous emergency facing the country, no 
revolution or rebellion threatened which would seem to make 
it necessary to impose upon the people of these States which 
have given their verdict upon it something which they have 
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said, as free citizens, they do not require or desire. Is it un- 
reasonable to ask that they be permitted to continue to govern 
their own affairs in this respect? Is it contrary to the spirit 
of American institutions that they shall be left free to decide 
these things for themselves? 

Other States besides those I have named have voted to extend 
the franchise. The State of Michigan did it but a few months 
ago; the State of South Dakota did it but a few months ago. 
No man can logically complain against a system which permits 
such a practice. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but he 
has named a number of States where in the not remote past 
a direct vote has been taken and the people have repudiated 
this proposition. I wish he would include in that list the State 
of Missouri, which in 1914 repudiated the proposition by 140,000 
votes. I merely want Missouri included. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I stated at the time that my recollection 
was imperfect and that there might be other States besides 
the ones I mentioned which had repudiated the proposition; and 
I now remember, of course, that the State of Missouri is in that 
category. 

Now, without discussing the merits of woman suffrage as 
such, the question is simply this: Why is it that this power, 
resting in the people of this country in their several States, is 
to be taken away from them and lodged elsewhere? What is 
the reason? Is the principle faulty? Is it undemocratic? Is it 
un-American? Does it fail to satisfy the people themselves? 
I think not. No such contention has thus far been made. 

Let us speak frankly. The advocates of this movement—and 
I do not criticize them for exercising whatever power or influ- 
ence they may bring to bear or for resorting to whatever device 
they may find ready at their hand to bring about their purpose— 
the advocates of this proposal for the extension of the franchise 
all over the United States through a Federal amendment 
believe that that is the easiest way for them to achieve their 
purpose. To them it has become a purely practical question. 
Regard for the spirit of our institutions does not enter into 
their discussions. The Constitution of the United States means 
nothing more to them than that it shall be used as a vehicle 
to achieve a set purpose; and, being intent upon the purpose, 
they pick up the instrument and use it. They do not want 
referendums. They have said so in many of their public 
utterances. 

I am not reflecting upon their intelligence when I describe 
their reasons. As a matter of fact, I rather admire their skill 
and resourcefulness in carrying this movement up to this point. 
They were skillful, and have been skillful, in using the me- 
chanics of the situation, but they have not gone to the people 
of the country. They have believed—and I think most men in 
their honest second judgment will agree—that it is easier to 
persuade a legislature to ratify a proposal of this sort than it 
is to get the people of a State to do the same thing in a popular 
referendum. It can be done more quickly and with less expense 
in the matter of propaganda, and, as was said here yesterday 
on the floor, the members of legislative bodies—and I do not 
except the Congress of the United States—are peculiarly sus- 
ceptible to pressure, to insistent and persistent agitation and 
propaganda. 

There have been instances in this very matter of the exten- 
sion of the franchise which illustrate that very thing. The 
people of Ohio on two separate occasions voted down the pro- 
posal for the extension of the franchise to women. The year 
following the second defeat by the people of Ohio the legislature 
of that*State, in the face of the mandate of. the people, promptly 
passed a statute to extend the presidential franchise to women— 
an exact illustration of how much easier it is to persuade or 
cajole a legislature to do something that the people have refused 
to do. It became necessary for the people of Ohio to repeal 
that act of the legislature within a few months after it had 
been put upon the statute books, and they repealed it by popular 
vote. 

My contention has always been with respect to amendments 
to the Federal Constitution that if an amendment be placed in 
the Constitution-it should command the reverence and devotion 
of all the people of the country. The discussion here upon the 
floor yesterday makes it perfectly apparent that in part at 
least, in a certain section of this country, this proposed amend- 
ment will be a dead letter. No pretense is made that it will be 
lived up to in spirit, and it is the spirit of our Constitution 
which we, it seems to me, should have some reverence for at 
this hour. 

I have discussed this matter with people from different por- 
tions of the country, and I have been surprised upon occasion to 





note the frivolous and casual way in which so many people 
discuss the Constitution of the United States and what it 
means, and to hear the suggestion made, “ Oh, well, you musi 
not take it so seriously as all that; things can be arranged here 
and there in such a way that it will not be strictly enforced.” 
That is a spirit which is abroad in the United States to-day. 
That same spirit has been made manifest in the recent discus- 
sion of the last amendment to the Constitution which was rati- 
fied last winter. To-day there are thousands of people all over 
the United States who are attempting to contrive ways and 
means by which the prohibition amendment to the Constitution 
can be evaded, showing an utter lack of regard for the instru- 
ment itself, showing an utter failure to understand that if 
that instrument is not held sacred by the people of this country, 
then there is no use of our endeavoring to continue our experi- 
ment in self-government. 

Unlike the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boraun], I voted against 
the prohibition amendment to the Constitution, -because I be- 
lieved that such a proposal had no place in the Constitution, 
and, second, because I believed that the people in great and im- 
portant communities of this country were competent to decide 
that matter for themselves; and I feared the very thing that is 
making itself so apparent to-day—a settled determination upon 
the part of hundreds of thousands of people living in those com- 
munities which were not consulted, to evade it, to urge some 
act of Congress or State legislature under that peculiar provi- 
sion for concurrent jurisdiction, which in part at least would 
make a laughing stock of that particular amendment to the 
Constitution. The danger is, if we go on in this way and deprive 
the people of important communities of their right to decide 
these questions which they are competent to decide, which in 
dozens of instances they have decided to their own satisfaction, 
that a contempt for the Constitution of the United States will 
gradually and inevitably spread all over this country. It will 
be regarded by hundreds of thousands of people as merely : 
vehicle for the exercise of a will to power upon the part of some 
group of people who desire to impose their ideas upon another 
group of people. 

Mr. President, I can not blind myself to the fact that this is 
the tendency of the day; I do not blind myself to the fact that 
slowly, but surely, not so much by constitutional amendment per- 
haps, although this is a glaring instance of it, but by statutes 
passed by the Congress and by statutes passed by the State 
legislatures, we are whittling away the sense of responsibility 
of the individual citizen. We are teaching more people every 
year that the Government owes them a living; we are teaching 
more people every year that the Government should and can 
do things which they as individual citizens can do for them- 
selves; we are urging the “ easiest way.” Scarcely a year goes 
by but what that tendency becomes more marked, and when we 
whittle away that sense of responsibility which should live in 
the breast of the individual citizen and teach him that the 
Government at Washington, remote as it is and rapidly becoming 
top-heavy with a bureaucracy, the intricacies of which I chal- 
lenge any Senator to understand to-day, when we teach him 
that the Government at Washington, with its so-called ‘bottom- 
less Treasury, can take over, and should take over, all of these 
functions and duties and that the people of the communities of 
this country need not be expected to do those things for them- 
selves, that they shall not even be expected to decide as to 
who shall vote for sheriff or district attorney or county judge, 
then I say that step by step we are building in this country a 
paternalistic system such as was the curse of Germany. There 
was a people, as we all know to-day, 70,000,000 of them, who 
were educated, one might say, almost from the cradle by the 
teachers in the schools, educated by the professors in the uni- 
versities, educated by all their public men, at the inspiration 
of the autocracy that topped that Government, educated, drilled, 
coached, guided out of all sense of individual responsibility 
until they reached the condition where they lost their very 
souls, 

I frankly confess, Mr. President, that I fear this tendency in 
the United States. I do not want to see it go any further. 
I know, of course, that there are some things that only a gov- 
ernment can do. I know, of course, that every man and every 
woman who calls himself or herself human wants the burden 
of the overladen members of society lightened; and if members 
of society as individuals, or as volunteers organized in a rea- 
sonable way, can not perform that function then it is the duty 
of government, the protector of society, to perform it. But it 
seems to me that we might well call a halt. It is not that any 
one of the statutes or amendments to the Constitution which are 
proposed is fatal. It is the fact that we pile one upon another, 
year after year. Some say, “Let us enact the second one be- 
cause we have enacted the first, and the two proceed along 
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parallel lines, and therefore the second, 
the fifth, and the sixth are justifiable.” 

President, that as we proceed in taking 
sponsibility 


the third, the fourth, 

But the trouble is, Mr. 
away the sense of re- 
from the people in their communities year after 
year and decade after decade we do not proceed along parallel 
lines. The lines of those pieces of legislation slowly converge, 
and when they reach the point of convergence the citizen will 
have become the servant and dependent of government instead 
of being its master; and it is exactly along one of those con- 
verging lines that this amendment of the Constitution is pro- 
ceeding. The people of some 30 States, if this constitutional 
amendment is ratified, cease being the masters of their govern- 
ment in se far as the franchise is concerned. And that, ac- 
cording to my way of thinking, is contrary to the spirit of our 
institutions. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, the historical 
which my distinguished colleague [Mr. Reep] made to the 
action of Missouri is true. It was seme years old. Perhaps it 
might be fair to add that the vote of Missouri taken some years 
ago is hardly a fair indication of to-day, because in the legisla- 
ture just adjourned beth houses were in accord with the ¢grant- 
ing of suffrage to women in Missouri. [Manifestations of ap- 
plause in the galleries. } 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the statement which the Senator 
from Missouri | Mr. Sreencer} has made is correct; and it ex- 
actiy illustrates the vice te which I alluded and te which the 
Senator from New York [Mr. WapswortH] has se fittingly add- 
dressed himself. 

The last time the people of the State ef Misseuri had an op- 
portunity to vote on this question was in 1914. They defeated 
suffrage by ever 140,000 majority. Since that time they have 
elected legislatures without any regard to the suffrage ques- 
tion. It never has been made an issue to the people. The last 
legis!ature of Misseuri, in disregard of the last nmrandate of the 
people of Misseuri and in_ defiance of it. passed a statute au- 
theorizing vetes by women at presidential elections. That ex- 
actly proves the case. It demonstrates that legislatures can be 
handied when the people can not be. It was beenuse of the 
notorious incompetency of legislatures, and beeause of the fact 
that they could be reached by influence and often by sinister 
means, that the people teok from legislatures the right to elect 
United States Senators and declared that the people alone 
should exercise that high right. It is because of the fact that 
legislative bodies very frequentiy do net represent the sense 
of the people, that they are very often composed of men grossly 
incempetent, that pretest is new being made against taking 
away from the people of the State of Missouri the right of 
settling this question for themselves. 

Since my distinguished colleague has seen fit to challenge 
me to this question, I want to ask him if he is willing by bis 
vote to deprive the people of the State of Missouri of a right 
to themselves fix the qualifications of the voters within the 
State which they expressly reserved to themselves in their con- 
stitution—to take that power from. the people of the State of 
Missouri and confer it upon a legislature? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, as others have 
said before me, nothing that I can say, perhaps, ean change a 
vote; but in view of the pending amendment and the vital 
issues that are now at stake, I should be derelict to duty if I 
did net enter my protest against the passage of this amendment, 
which to all intents and purposes is exactly similar to one that 
has already been passed, the result of which is an illustration 
of the point that has been made so splendidly by the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Boran] and emphasized this morning by the 
Senator from New Yerk |Mr. WapvsworrH]. 

In our dual form of government the principle of its duality is 
the one that makes it possible for every part of this vast domain 
of ours to progress as conditions justify. Were we a homogene- 
ous people, were the local conditions, both social, commercial, 
and industrial, the same, it mfght be less destructive of the spirit 
of democracy for us to take the principle that underlies democe- 
racy and emasculate it as this will emasculate it. But when 
the conditions are so divergent, when local conditions through- 
out the United States are so different, the splendid principle in- 
corporated into the Constitution finds its sanction. 

I referred a moment ago to another amendment, incorporat- 
ing exae tly the same principle as this, that was made into our 
organic . The fifteenth amendment—but who dees not know 
and renlize that the fifteenth amendment, when it was passed, 
was passed in a moment of heat, passion, sectional strife, and 
bitterness? There is not a man in America to-day eapable of 
exercising the functions of citizenship but that recognizes that 
that amendment, passed when and hew it was passed, jeopar- 
dized the civilization that you and I represent in a seetion of 
our country. The atien population amongst us was not like it 
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was in other States; Even if the franchise had been granted to 
them in other States, their fewness of number made it possible 
for those States to absorb them without danger to their civiliza- 
tion. 

But unlimited franchise in certain other States would have 
deluged and destroyed with a horde of ignorance and ineoim- 
petency the civilization that it had taken all of these years to 
build up and perfect. It placed a burden upon those States 
that has eclipsed every other, and that has been the main eause 
of the retardation of the progress of the South. It has caused 
that section, in every line of endeavor and in every line of work, 
to be retarded, because unless there was a united front to this 
menace the absolute submergence and destruetion of our social 
and political editiee was threatened. So that the work of the 
South for years has been not one of the unified attention of the 
people to constructive work but one of unified operation to 
avoid the greater danger. 

Now, I want to appeal to some of my southern colleagues. We 
contended that the passage of the fifteenth amendment was a 
erime against the civilization of the white men of America. 
Those en the other side, when sanity reassumed its dominion 
over the minds of men, recognized that fact. We busied ar- 
selves with the passage of such laws as would minimize the 
disastrous effect of unlimited suffrage to the Negro in the South. 
Be it said to the honor of those who were in position to enforce 
it that, recognizing the evils that would grow out of the un- 
limited franchise as provided in the fifteenth amendment, they 
acquiesced in silence to such laws as we passed to minimize its 
evil effects; and be it said to their hener that they did se he- 
cause they recognized, as we recognize and as the world recog- 
nizes, that local eenditiens there have te be met by such liws 
and such acts as will protect and preserve the civilization that 
eharacterizes the white man. 

That was your reason, founded as it was in justice and 
in righteousness. Those men from the South who are sitting 
here to«lay, who are going to vote for the ratification of this 
amendment er vote to submit this amendment to the people, by 
that vote ratify and confirm the fifteenth amendment, beexuse 
I maintain te-day that there is no difference whatever between 
the fifteenth amendinent and the propesed Susan B. Anthony 
amendment. The Susan B. Anthony amendment is the fifteenth 
amendment with the insertion of one word alone, namely : 

The right of a citizen of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, 
color, previous condition of servitude, or sex. 

Those of us from the Seuth, where the preponderance of the 
Negro vote jeopardized our ¢ivilization, have maintained that 
the fifteenth amendment was a crime against our civilization. 
Now, when a southern man votes fer the Susan B. Anthony 
amendment he votes to enfranchise the other half of that race, 
and ratifies, not in 2 moment of heat and passion, what we have 
elaimed was a crime, but in a moment of profound calmness anid 
sectional amity he votes to ratify the fifteenth amendment and 
give the lie te every protestation that we heretofore have made 
that the enfranchisement of the Negro men, unlimited, was a 
crime against white civilization. When Senators and others of 
the North, East, and West viewed conditions calmly the fifteenth 
amendment did become a dead letter, and infinitely better that 
it should become a dead letter than that the civilization of the 
South should be destroyed and in its destruction jeopardize the 
civilization of America. 

Here is exactly the identical same amendment applied to the 
other half of the Negro race. The southern man who votes for 
the Susan B. Anthony amendment votes to ratify the fifteenth 
amendment. Senators on the other side have acquiesced in 
silence when in desperation we passed such laws as would 
nullify the disastrous effect of the fifteenth amendment. South- 
ern Senators voting for this amendment puts them without ex- 
cuse to still further withhold their hands, 

I can understand how a man from the West or a man from 
the East, viewing it strictly from his own local impression, 
might get the idea that we ought to extend it to all, but these of 
us from the South who have seen the evil effect upon our section 
of country from this menace—worse than poverty, worse than 
retarded commercial and industrial growth—those of us who 
have seen the very sanctity of the fireside and the sacredness of 
womanhood jeopardized, can not vote for this amendment with- 
out once again making possible all these evils that we have for 
weary years combated and overcome. How southern Senators 
ean vote to turn loose upon the South another era similar to that 
through which we have passed I can not understand. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but IT have heard it ftippanthy 
remarked by those who propose to vote for this amendment, 
“You found a way to keep the Negro man from voting and you 
will find a way to keep the unworthy Negro women from voting ” 





1919. 


We found the way because of the recognition on the part of our 
colleagues on the other side that it was their blunder, perhaps, 
that had deluged the South or made it possible for the South to 
be deluged by an alien and unfit race. 

We had their moral support in maintaining the civilization 
of the white man of the South. Can we appeal to them after 
to-day if southern men vote to ratify the fifteenth amendment? 
When the clamor comes to you now from that race, that they 
demand that they shall be recognized, what excuse will you 
have when southern men vote to ratify it? You of the other 
sections have said, and said rightly, that in spite of the fif- 
teenth amendment, let the South work out its own salvation 
and we will give our brethren of the white race our support. 
Now, if your brethren of the white race of the South vote for 
an amendment which ratifies the previous amendment, what 
support can we hope from these other sections? I warn every 
man here to-day that when the test comes, as it will come, 
when the clamor for Negro rights shall have come, that you 
Senators of the South voting for it have started it here this 
day for reasons it is not necessary for me to try to state. 

The other features of this proposed infraction and destruc- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States have been given 
ably. No man would attempt to gainsay or deny that democ- 
racy means the vote of the people under the sensible restric- 
tions that the people themselves in their local statutes see fit 
to impose. The very conditions that might arise in the State 
of Utah might make it impossible for Utah to rise and progress 
with a certain condition of franchise enforced upon her by 
Washington. Left alone to adjust her own internal affairs 
through her franchise, she might rise to a point where it would 
be perfectly proper for that franchise to be extended. The 
splendid principle of our dual form of government was never 
better illustrated than in the condition of the South and the 
condition of the East and the West. 

I say, when we have taken from the several States the right to 
modify, qualify, and determine their franchise, the sovereignty 
of the State in every other particular has ceased to be; we shall 
all be living in a centralized Government; there will be nothing 
else left. 

Local self-governnient presupposes the right to meet local 
conditions by peculiar local franchise law. . If there were no 
other remedies, there might be an argument for us to come to the 
Federal Government to extend this franchise; but where each 
State has the right to extend the franchise in whatever manner 
it deems best, for my State to come and ask that Massachusetts, 
Montana, and California shall take charge of the affairs in my 
State, because the voters in my State are incompetent to deter- 
mine what is best for them, is to make a statement that is proof 
that democracy has passed. 

Mr. President, I am not going to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate any further on this question. All the legal phases of it, and 
all the democratic phases of it, have been discussed; but I felt 
that I would not do my duty if I did not warn southern Demo- 
crats—southern white men—that this day they solemnly ratify 
what they have for the last 50 years denounced as the crime of 
the century. We protested against the act that incorporated 
into our organic law the right of an alien and ignorant race to 
be turned loose upon us, and it numerically in the majority. 
When you vote for this amendment to-day, you vote to ratify it, 
and say to those who enacted that amendment that they did not 
make a mistake but that you are now ratifying it. 

Let me repeat, the Susan B. Anthony amendment provides 
that the franchise shall not be denied on account of race, color, 
previous condition of servitude, or sex, and if it was a crime to 
pass the fifteenth amendment, why is it right to pass this amend- 
ment? If it was a crime to enfranchise the male half of that 
race, why is it not a crime to enfranchise the other half? You 
have put yourselves in the category of standing for both amend- 
ments, and when the time comes, as it will come, when you are to 
meet the result of this act, you can not charge that it was a 
erime to pass the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have been listening to the 
very positive statement made by the Senator from South 
Carolina, and I have felt like not making any interruption, 
even for the purpose of asking a question. However, 1 
have finally concluded that unless something be said at this 
juncture it will go to the people of the State of South Caro- 
lina and other Southern States that the remarks just made by 
the Senator from South Carolina have been universally accepted 
here in the Senate. 

I do not want to provoke any discussion of the subject, but 
I do want at this time to protest most earnestly against the 
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construction which the Senator from South Carolina has placed 
upon this proposed constitutional amendment. If I am able t¢ 
read the English language, the amendment does absolutely 
nothing more than to prevent discrimination in the franchise on 
account of sex. I think it requires an extreme imagination for 
one to draw any inference or to fabricate any argument to the 
effect that the passage of the amendment is a reaffirmation or 
readoption of the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Does it not extend suffrage 
to female Negroes? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That is true; but the Senator 
knows that the fifteenth amendment was directed to a class 
of people only, and this amendment is intended to liberate the 
women of the entire country, the millions of white women of the 
country. It is to operate upon them and is not confined to the 
black women of the South. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. But it includes them. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes; it includes them. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly. I said it did not 
differ from the other, You-went specifically after the Negro 
men in the fifteenth amendment. Now you go specifically after 
the Negro and white women in this amendment. By thus add- 
ing the word “sex” to the fifteenth amendment you have just 
amended it to liberate them all, when it was perfectly compe- 
tent for the legislatures of the several States to so frame their 
laws as to preserve our civilization without entangling legisla- 
tion involving the women of the black race. You simply have 
amended the fifteenth amendment by adding the Negro women. 
When we could have had all the white women vote by State 
action, you want to add the Negro women by Federal action. 
That is what you have done, and that is what I am protesting 
against. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That, I take it, is the Senator's 
construction, and, of course, I do not expect to convince him, but 
I want the statement to go into the Recorp that in my judgment 
this amendment is entitled to no such interpretation. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. There is no use to quibble 
about what is the language of the amendment. When it says 
that there shall be no restriction of the suffrage on account of 
sex, it means the female sex, and means the millions upon mil- 
lions of Negro women in the South. 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, may I ask my colleague if it is 
not true that the legislature of our State meets every year? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. DIAL. Is it not also true that at the last session of the 
legislature no request was made to submit this question of 
woman suffrage to a vote of the people of the State? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is true. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the Senators representing 
the South and the splendid advocates of our dual form of Govy- 
ernment representing other States on the other side can see their 
way clear to vote for the Underwood amendment and let thiy 
matter be submitted to the people. If South Carolina, the State 
that I in part represent, shall be given the privilege of calling a 
convention to elect delegates for that convention specifically 
charged with the purpose of deciding this question there will 
be no mistake made. It will be put squarely before the people of 
the State of South Carolina. I really have no fear of what my 
legislature would do. I know the women of my State pretty 
well, and I am quite sure that if they had wanted suffrage, with 
all the dangers and evils that it would entail, they would have 
said so. But they have resolutely refused to be stampeded by a 
few hysterical propagandists or -propagooses, I do not know 
which is the proper term. They have refused to be stampeded, 
and a vast majority of our women are opposed to opening this 
Pandora’s box of evils and threatening once again the civiliza- 
tion of that State and other States with similar conditions. 

I sincerely hope, Mr. President, that those of the South whe 
for some reason or other have committed themselves to this de- 
structive proposition will at least have the grace, in the moment 
of our passage into the unknown, to vote for the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I shall be very brief in 
the statement that I make to the Senate upon this question. J 
heard quite a large portion of the speech made by the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Borau] yesterday. I was then called front 
the floor on business, and I did not hear the latter part. I see 
that it is withheld from publication in the Recorp, so that I am 
unable to read it, but, so far as I heard it, I entirely agree with 
his views upon this matter. 

The Senator from Idaho comes from a State that has for 
years had woman suffrage. I come from a State which has 
never had it. The legislature of my State has just declined to 
submit to the people of the State a constitutional amendment 
providing for it in that State. There is no way of ascertaining, 
so far as I have been informed, what the sentiment of the 
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voters of my State is upon that question other than the indi- 
vidual opinions that people may entertain upon the question. 
From information that I have received—and FE think I have 
been in pretty close touch with the sentiment of the State—I be 
lieve that a vast majority of the present voters of the State 
who are men are opposed to woman suffrage in the State of 
Connecticut. I believe that a vast majority of the women of 
the State are opposed to woman suffrage in the State of Con- 
necticut. I am absolutely certain that a vast majority of both 
the women and the men of Connecticut are opposed to Congress 
and three-quarters of the other States of the Union telling them 
what the qualifications of the electors of the State of Connectt- 
cut shall be. 

However that may be—and that, of course, I admit is a ques- 
tion of opinion about which I have stated mine, and others are 
welcome to theirs—I am opposed to putting in the Constitution 
of the United States a provision which will force the ideas of 
Congress and three-quarters of the States, if three-quarters of 
the States concu:s with the ideas of Congress, upon that State 
and their ideas of what the qualifications of the electors of the 
other quarter of the States shall be. I believe that this country 
has become prosperous and great and strong by the exercise of 
home rule and the people of the different localities in this coun- 
try minding their own business and, by minding it, developing 
a capacity to manage it. I may be wrong about that. It may 
be that the various localities of this country should transfer all 
the powers which the States which formed this Union reserved 
to themselves to the Federal Government here in Washington, 
but it is contrary to the biological and physiological laws of the 
world that we will get stronger by abandoning the exercise of 
these functions than we would be by exercising them. It con- 
tradicts the laws of history and experience. 

Mr. President, in my judgment the framers of the Constitu- 
tion designed that instrument to be the broad charter of our 
liberties and the definition of our form of government. They 
never expected the use of the process of amending the Constitu- 
tion to be prostituted to putting a lot of police regulations, otdi- 
nances, and laws into the Constitution of the United States. 
They left the police power and the rules which should govern 
the inhabitants of this country in their respective subdivisions 
in the hands of the people who were to be affected by those rules. 
They wisely thought that the people in a country differing in 
climate, population, habits, and historical traditions could bet- 
ter administer their own affairs in the far-removed sections of 
the country in accordance with their local traditions and ideas 
than they could be administered by the fiat of a body sitting in 
the city of Washington. They wisely thought that the Senator 
from South Carolina and his colleague were better adapted to 
say what was for the best interests of the people who eleeted 
them, and to whom they are responsible, than the Senator from 
Connecticut or the Senator from New York, and vice versa. I 
think the Senators from South Carolina will agree that the 
Senator from New York and myself from my State are better 
qualified to state to this body what sort of laws are best adapted 
for our section of the country than the Senators from South 
Carolina would be. If that were not so, there would be no 
sense in having Senators of the United States required to be 
residents of the States which they pretend to represent here. 

Now, Mr. President, we have come upon this situation in this 
country: Our southern brethren suddenly, owing largely to a 
local condition, go crazy about prohibition, largely because they 
do not want the Negroes in their States to indulge in alcoholic 
drinks. Not satisfied with passing their own laws upon that 
subject, they come here and vote to jam a prohibition amend- 
ment into the Constitution of the United States and make other 
States 

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PotnpexTer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. KIRBY. Does the Senator from Connecticut regard the 
adoption of the prohibition amendment by 45 States as conclu- 
sive evidence that it is a local and southern proposition? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I regard it as a violation of the principle 
about which I am taiking, and I say that you Senators voted 
to perpetrate that which I regard as an outrage upon the States 
that de not want it. It Moes not make any difference whether 
45 or 47 States wanted it. The great Empire State of New York, 
with about 10,000,000 people, does not want it; it never had a 
chance to say so; but because your States want it and certain 
other States want it for their States, you think that you ought, 
in the Constitution of the United States, the fundamental law of 
the land, to force your views upon the Empire State of New 
York without its consent, except by the consent of the legisla- 
ture, which is managed by the prohibition lobby. 
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You may think that is demecracy. I do not. I think it is 
tyranny. I think it is tyranny, because I do not think that class 
of subjects was ever designed by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to be put into the Constitution of the United States. I 
think they regarded then: as rules and local laws to govern the 
people in their respective localities as they wanted to be gov- 
erned. Having established that principle, however, you find 
it rather difficult to refuse to put this woman suffrage amend- 
ment into the Constitution of the United States, and because 
eertain States have adopted woman suffrage and desire it yuu 
think it is your duty to impose your notions upon tiiat question 
upon States which do not desire it and to which it is not adapted, 
provided you ean get three-fourths of the States to concur. 

Mr. President, if this process is to be continued, if the people 
of this country want to be governed in their local eustoms, to be 
told what they are to eat and what they are to drink and how 
much, and when they are to go to bed, and what language they 
are to use, and to be regulated in every move they make in 
their daily lives and in their personal habits by a constitutional 
amendment in the United States Constitution that can never be 
got out except by a two-thirds vote of each branch of Congress 
and then a vote of three-fourths of all the State legislatures in 
addition, you have made a set of police regulations of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and, as the Senator from New 
York has wisely warned you, it is a process that is calculated 
beyond ail others to drag the Constitution of the United States 
into the mire and to destroy all respect for it, because you can 
not enforce a law er even a constitutional amendment against 
people who do not believe in it, 

If the arguments against this process will not prevail in the 
ease of two such shining abuses of the exercise of this power, 
simply because you have the power, as are furnished by this 
woman suffrage amendment and by the prohibition amendment, 
they will not prevail in other cases where the clamor is suffi- 
eiently strong to intimidate people to violate their traditional 
policies and the historical traditions of their party. 

Mr. President, the last expression in national convention of 
both the Republican and Democratic Parties was opposed to 
this constitutional amendment. Both political parties declared 
in solemn national convention, after due eonsideration, that it 
was a matter that ought to be left to the several States; while 
they approved the principle of woman suffrage, they said, if it 
came, it ought to come through the action of the States. The 
President of the United States was the first one to say so, but, 
of course, like every other issue with which he deals, he says 
the other way, too; and there has not been a single issue ef 
importance before the country, and there will net be during 


‘his administration, upon which he would net with equal facility 


and sincerity take either or both sides. Now, having resided 
for the last six months in a foreign country, he eables to his 
subservient idolators here how they shall vote on this eonsti- 
tutional amendment, and they will “come to heel” with due 
humility, I have no doubt. 

Mr. President, if this precess goes on of governing this 
eountry by constitutional amendment on questions that are not 
at all of constitutional size or of constitutional quality, I for 
one say that if the people are to be governed by econstitutionat 
amendment in their daily habits and life then it becomes neces- 
sary that the people themselves should be consulted about what 
shall be the constitutional amendments to which they are to 
bend the knee and have the yoke adjusted to them. Is there 
anything unfair or unreasonable about that? We know per- 
fectly well that after Congress by a two-thirds majority of 
beth branches has submitted a proposed amendment to the 
legislatures of the States that, although it has been extorted 
from Congress on the theory that we need net commit eur- 
selves to it, but simply not obstruct it and pass it along to the 
legislatures for their action, that immediately we have taken 
them at their word and dignified ourselves into the henorable 
function of being a funnel, and funneling things through with- 
out responsibility on to the various legislatures of the States 
which are of so much superior ability and knowledge to us, and 
then they immediately turn around and say, “Congress, by a 
two-thirds majority, has set the seal of its approval on this 
and demands that we act, and is any one State legislature to set 
its judgment up above that of the great United States Senate 
and House of Representatives?” ‘Then they use us as the 
argument in favor of the very thing that we were doubtfil 
about. 

It is not a pleasant thing to contemplate that a Senator of 
the United States, having walked up to that desk before that 
starry banner, Mr. President, which, thank God, still waves and 
sparkles back of your chair, and holds up his right’ hand and 
takes a solemn oath to support and sustain the Constitution of 
the United States without equivocation or mental reservation, 
that the minute an embarrassing question is presented to him 
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he runs like a dog away from it and says, “I do not know any- 
thing about it; but there is a cry in my district that I shall not 
stand in the way of it; and while I do not believe in it, while I 
regret it, still it is coming anyway; I do not want to have any- 
bedy say that I did not vote for it, and therefore I will sluice, it 
along on to semebody else.” 

The Senate of the United States was not always composed of 
men of that backbone and caliber and virility. In the days of 
Calhoun and Webster and Clay, Senators of the United States 
were not toc proud to think nor teo cowardly to. stand for their 
convietions, Mr. President; and there are a few left here to-day, 
I think, who, mistaken and old-fashioned as they may be, are 
actuated by the same motives which meved those gentlemen, 
and sit in the same Chamber, breathe the same air, and have 
been nurtured upon the same dectrine. 

So if we are going on with this sert of thing, putting all 
kinds of police regulations and ordinances into the Constitution 
of the United States, for God’s sake let us amend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States se that we can submit to the eleetors of 
the States the amendments which we propose to the Constitution. 
Then we will not have so many propositions for constitutional 
amendments; but if we do, and they are approved, the people, 
then, will have ne cause of complaint. They havea cause of com- 
plaint now, Mr. President, when we are prostituting the Con- 
stitution of the United States and using it as a vehicle to ae- 
complish indirectly the destruction of home rule and local self- 
government and the exercise of the functions which have made 
free men in this country. When we now initiate a series of 
acts and constitutional amendments which deal with the things 
that we men of New England have been used to dealing with in 
our town meetings, where we carry our sovereignty under our 
own hats and take orders from nobody—when we put sueh pro- 
visions into the Constitution at the behest of the legislatures of 
our States, dominated and controlled by a clerical lobby and 
other kinds of lobbies, highly financed by charitable and mis- 
taken people all over the country, then we are going to kill the 
Ameriean spirit in this country unless we submit these ques- 
tions to the people themselves. 

This is a Government of the people, for the people, and by the 
people, and they have a right to say what is going into the Con- 
stitution of the United States. As I said the other day when I 
introduced the proposed constitutional amendment which I have 
pending now, I have provided that whenever Congress in the 
future shall think it wise it may submit proposed amendments 
to the electors of the States as well as to the legislatures of the 
States or conventions to be called therein. Although that pro- 
posed amendment has no relation either to the prohibition 
amendment or to the woman-suffrage amendment, and would 
not affect them, because; if adopted, it will not be adopted until 
after they have been acted upon, I hope that the Senate will 
see the consistency and the logic of the position I take. If we 
are going to dabble in these local affairs, let us submit them to 
the people of the localities, and then we will have a contented, 
submissive, and loyal support of such amendments instead of 
having them the cause of dissension and disunion in this 
country. 

There is another feature, Mr. President, that was called to 
our attention by the great Senator from New York when he 
was a Member of this body—Senator Elihu Root—and that is 
this: It is easy to conceive that by the process of amending 
the Constitution three-quarters of the State legislatures might 
approve an amendment, while the other quarter of the States 
that are to be governed by it are opposed to it. The other 
quarter to be governed by it against their will may contain 
the majority of the‘ weaith and the majority of the people of 
this country, and so under the boasted democracy and home 
rule and independent Government in this country you have a 
sityation wherein the minority of the voters and the minority 
of the wealth of the country are imposing their will upon the 
majority of the people and the majority of the wealth; and 
a minority of the people and a minority of the wealth repre- 
sented under that system can control the financial policy of 
this country, levy taxes all upon one section of the country, 
and arrange the bills so that one section shall pay all of the 
taxes practically. It cam be done by scientifie jugglery. I do 
not say that it will work out in that way in every case, but 
it works nearly enough that way to make it, as the then Sena- 
tor from New York suggested, the most terrifying portent 
that is now in the sky against the perpetuity of the Union of 
American States, for one-quarter of the States of this country 
will not continue to be governed in that way. It was never 
the intention of the framers of the Constitution that they 
should. They were supposed to be governed by a majority of 
Congress, of course, but they were not supposed to have the 
process of amendment of the Constitution, which was supposed 
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to be only amendable as to the fundamental matters of which 
it treats—it never was supposed that that process would be 
resorted to to accomplish these ulterior purposes. 

Now, to be brief, and in conelusion, I am simply opposed to 
this amendment because it deprives the States of this Union 
of the power to fix the qualifications of their own electors who 
are to vote for their own officers. I think they can do it, and 
do it better than the Congress can do it. I am opposed to 
this amendment because it is not demanded by my State. I 
do not take the view that suffrage, whatever may be its merits, 
can be better determined by this Congress than it can be by 
the leeal States. , 

I believe that the great majority of the women of this coun- 
try are opposed to it. When it comes, of course, I know they 
will exercise the franchise to the best of their ability. IF do 
net think it will make much difference politically. I suppose 
the women will probably divide as their husbands and fathers 
and brothers do, and they will divide upon the issues that are 
presented to them probably about as the men do. 

I have deplored from the beginning the dragging of politics 
into this question. I have regretted the unseemly and undig- 
nified haste of political managers to get themselves in front 
of this woman mevement, to claim the credit of getting suffrage 
for the women. I believe the women will vote as honestly as 
the men and as intelligently as they can; perhaps they wil! vote 
mere intelligently than the men do now. I do not look for 
additional uplifting and purity and the hastening of the 
millenium by their participation in politics. I think very likely 
the better of them will soon become disgusted with their asso- 
ciates at the polis, and the practical administration of political 
affairs, so far as the women are concerned, will be left in the 
hands of these who are less desirable to manage them; but 
that is simply my opinion, and I hope I will be a false prophet 
in that respect. 

Mr. President, I have said all I care to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoopD]}. 

Mr. WATSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary ealled the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ball Gronna 
Beckham Hale 
Brandegee Harding 
Calder Harris Myers 
Capper Harrison Nelson 
Chamberlain Henderson New 
Culberson Jones, N. Mex. Newberry 
Cummins Jones, Wash. Norris 
Kellogg Nugent 


Curtis 
Dial Kendrick ~ Phelan 


Dillingham Kenyon Phipps 
Edge Keyes Pittman 
King Poindexter 
Kirby Ransdell 
Knox Reed 

La Follette Sheppard 
Lenroot Sherman 
Frelinghuysen McCormick Smith, Ariz. 
Gay McKellar Smith, 8. C. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to announce the absence of my 
colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD] on account of illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-three Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, until the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Boran] made his very interesting speech yesterday, it had 
not been my purpose to take any part in this discussion; for I 
am as anxious as any one to reaeh a vote, and thus finally dis- 
pose of the subject, as it undoubtedly will be disposed of on this 
oceasion. I think, however, in view of the argument submitted 
by the senior Senator from Idaho, which unquestionably im- 
pressed his audience as it did myself, something should be said 
in reply to one or two of its features. 

During its delivery I asked the Senator how he differentiated 
between his position at this time and that taken by him on the 
eceasion of his vote upon the prohibition amendment; and his 
explanation, if I correctly comprehended him, was that inasmuch 
as a number of the States had adopted prohibition, and inas- 
much as it could not be made effective so long as other States 
not having adopted it were permitted to manufacture and im- 
port alcoholic: liquors therein, which neutralized prohibition, it 
being necessary to enable the States to enforce their laws, and, 
in the interest of local self-government, that the constitutional 
amendment providing for general prohibition should be sub- 
mitted to the States for ratification or rejection, the Senator 
voted for the amendment. 

I have no doubt that this reason was.conclusive and controlling 
with the Senator from Idaho; but I am unable to perceive the 
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force of that logic which justifies the enactment of a prohibition 
amendment to the Constitution but which rejects the proposed 
suffrage amendment. Each of them deals with a subject which 
was reserved to the States at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution. Were it not so, these amendments would be un- 
necessary. That it is so is most obvious by reference to the 
general proposition that powers not expressly or by necessary 
implication delegated to the Federal Government are reserved to 
the States, or to the people. 

If the argument be a substantial one, it could be made, as I 
think it has been made, against every amendment hitherto pro- 
posed to the Constitution, whether adopted or rejected. Funda- 
mentally, the people of the United States, when conforming to 
the machinery and the requirements of the Constitution in their 
action, may incorporate into the Constitution of the United 
States anything they please. It is a matter of judgment—a 
matter, if you please, of necessity—in the opinion of that ma- 
jority which is required to make the fundamental change. 
Whether it encroaches upon the rights of the States or inter- 
feres with local self-government, or abolishes local self-govern- 
ment, is entirely a practical question, and, in my judgment, has 
nothing to do with the constitutional right and power of the 
people to amend their organic act as they may see fit. 

Prohibition and the suffrage are both matters of local con- 
cern; and they will be matters of local concern, subject, of 
course, to national legislation within the purview of our powers, 
until constitutional amendments are not only proposed by the 
Senate and House of Representatives but actually ratified and 
enforced by a two-thirds majority of the States voting thereon. 

Mr. President, when the prohibition amendment was before 
Congress for its consideration Congress had already solved 
the problem of interference by legislation—I refer, of course, to 
the Webb-Kenyon bill, under whose provisions the invasion by 
one State with its prohibited goods of another State where the 
prohibition was in effect had been effectually provided against; 
and I think that at that time the Supreme Court of the United 
States had sustained the constitutionality of the law. There- 
fore, conceding the argument of the Senator from Idaho to 
be perfectly sound, its application in this instance fails, because 
under the powers of the National Government whereby and in 
pursuance whereof it could make this regulation, no constitu- 
tional amendment to that end was essential. So it would be 
just as pertinent to offer the same objection to the consideration 
of that amendment as is offered to this. 

I can readily understand, Mr. President, how a Senator who 
had cast his vote against the prohibition amendment could con- 
sistently oppose this amendment upon the ground that it inter- 
fered with local self-government; but I am unable to understand 
the logic which justifies a favorable vote for the one and an 
unfavorable vote for the other. 

I am as much concerned for the integrity of local self- 
government as any lover of his country can be. I concede all 
that was said in its favor yesterday by the Senator from Idaho. 
I am glad that he has become so fervent and capable a cham- 
pion of that great principle; and I freely admit that never in 
this country did it stand in as much jeopardy as at present and 
in the recent past. The right of the people to meet in their 
separate and several communities and legislate in their own 
interest and for their own welfare may be said to lie at the 
very foundation of Anglo-Saxon liberty—a right which should 
be safeguarded at all times and respected everywhere; a right 
the disregard or lowering or abandonment of which will, in 
iny judgment, be inevitably followed by all the consequences 
so eloquently pictured by the Senator from Idaho. But, Mr. 
President, I am unable to perceive how this amendment, should 
it become effective through ratification, can affect the prin- 
ciple of local self-government, while that regarding prohibi- 
tion certainly will; for the right of a man to eat or to drink 
or to conduct his personal affairs as he sees fit, provided only 
that he pays the same respect for the right of others to do the 
same thing, is infinitely more of a subject for local self-govern- 
ment than the right of suffrage. 

I do not refer to the moral or police aspect of the subject. 
This is not the time or place for that, but I assert fundamentally 
that the one affects local self-government much more than the 
other. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THOMAS. In just a moment. If I had been present 
when the vote was taken upon the prohibition amendment I 
should have voted for it, not because I believe it is the best 
thing for the people, but because I was instructed by the people 
of my State to do it, and I would have respected that instruc- 
tion. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. I agree with what the Senator has said that the 
support of the prohibition amendment to the Constitution, if a 
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man acted logically, ought to call for a vote in favor of amend- 
ing the Constitution with respect to suffrage. And yet, does 
not the Senator think that this amendment is more of an as- 
Sault upon the States than the other, because one of the in- 
evitable characteristics and indispensable qualities of a sov- 
ereign State is the right to determine who shall hold office 
within the State, determine the qualifications of electors, and 
this amendment is a restriction upon the right of a sovereign 
State to exercise their sovereign power. 

Mr. THOMAS. No, Mr. President, I do not. It is unques- 
tionably an invasion, an absorption, if you please, of a right 
which the States may now, subject to another amendment re- 
garding suffrage, exercise without national interference, except 
in so far as national elections are concerned. We had at one 
time a law upon the statute books enacted by Congress and ens 
forced for many years under which at all elections where any 
national officer was chosen the entire machinery of the elec- 
tion was in the hands of the Federal authorities represented 
by United States marshals and supervisors. It was a delib- 
erate and unwarranted intrusion into the affairs of the States, 
but it was a law, nevertheless, within the power of Congress, 
if it saw fit to do so, to enact. Inasmuch as State elections are 
constantly narrowing or decreasing in number, so that State 
officials and presidential electors and Members of Congress are 
chosen at the same time, there is no reason in the world why, 
if Congress saw fit to do so, it might not independently of this 
proposed amendment take charge of and control those elections. 

But, Mr. President, whether that be so or not, the time for 
applying that argument has gone, for there can be no question 
that in spite of the obstructive tactics of the so-called National 
Woman’s Party, which has prevented the successful submission 
of this amendment heretofore, the overwhelming majority of the 
people of the United States are in favor of the amendment, 
There can be no more significant evidence of the fact than that 
the vote about to be taken will be confined to no particular sec- 
tion of the country. 

Mr. President, a word about local self-government and the 
dangers which menace it, and I am done. I do not believe local 
self-government is being directly assailed anywhere. I do not 
think it will be directly assailed under the provisions of this 
amendment, which after all only serves to double the vote. I 
believe that is the only practical consequence of the adoption of 
the amendment, and those who regard this matter as a subject 
for political influence will find to their sorrow before they are 
very much older, for women like men will cast their vote ac- 
cording to their convictions upon political questions and issues 
as they shall from time to time arise and be considered, 
Frankly, if I felt that half the people of the country would cast 
a vote for one particular party, locally or generally, simply 
because that party happened to be in power at the time the 
right was conferred, I should vote against the amendment. Such 
a conclusion is a reflection upon the intelligence and patriotism 
of womankind. As Democrats and as Republicans, as dissidents 
from both of the great parties, they will act hereafter precisely 
as they have acted heretofore, and in national affairs precisely 
as they have acted in State affairs where the franchise has 
prevailed, 

Mr. President, what is it that is jeopardizing the fundamental 
principle of local self-government in America? It is largely the 
indifference of the average citizen to his public duty, largely 
the desire of the people to escape obligations by transferring 
them to the National Government, and largely because the States 
have themselves with regard to certain fundamentals broken 
down, either in their efforts to enforce the local laws, preserve 
peace and order, or have been unable to do so. If these condi- 
tions continue, as I am afraid they will, then it will make no 
difference whether this amendment be defeated or whether it 
be ratified. We must change fundamentally in some things or 
the old institution of local self-government, of community gov- 
ernment, will become a tradition in this country instead of a 
living fact, as it has been and ought to be. 

Mr. President, for the last quarter of a century and more every 
State in the Union has not only been willing but anxious to ex- 
change its obligations and its powers of local self-government 
for Federal appropriations; and it would seem that as long as 
appropriations can be secured for the exercise by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in whole or in part of those duties 
which rest upon the States fundamentally and primarily, the 
exchange will continue. I shall not detain the Senate by at- 
tempting to enumerate a list of the various duties and powers 
which the States have passed on to the shoulders of the Federal 
Government and now feel free to insist that the Government itself 
shall observe them if they are observed at all. Great combina- 
tions of capital in the past have laughed at State laws and re- 
strictions. The enforcement to-day of law and order for the pro- 
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tection of the individual in his fundamental rights in the States 
can only be secured, and sometimes not then, by Federal inter- 
ference. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if it will not interrupt the Sen- 
ator, does he think the Federal Government has afforded any 
better protection against the great aggregations of capital than 
the States? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not think it has done so; but that does 
not affect the soundness of my proposition. 

Mr. REED. I am not questioning that at all. 

Mr. THOMAS. My proposition is that the States are passing 
on this duty to the Federal Government, which I think they 
epuld more effectively perform if they would do it themselves. 

Mr. REED. I agree with the Senator in that. 

Mr. THOMAS. To-day, Mr. President, we are confronted with 
a measure which clamored for recognition at the last Congress, 
which proposes that the States shall release themselves from 
still another burden and require the Government of the United 
States to assume the duty and bear the expense of educating 
the people of the country. If there is a phase of the duty of local 
self-government more obligatory than any other, it is that of the 
State to educate its citizens and to assume the financial obliga- 
tions necessary to effectuate that great obligation. Yet Mem- 
bers of this body during the expiring days of the last session 
and since the commencement of this one have been deluged with 
letters and petitions from associations and individuals from 
one end of the country to the other urging them to support the 
measure creating a new cabinet department and clothing the 
Federal Government with the duty and authority of educating 
the children of the country. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no doubt it will pass, because it 
brings Federal money into the various districts of the country, 
and that is unfortunately regarded as a cure-all for every 
subject of public discontent. 

I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. Has it not been the experience of the Senator 
from Colorado that many of the movements which look to the 
extension of the activities of the Federal Government into the 
States, and to that extent a destruction of the States, emanate 
from Federal employees who want to extend their authority and 
aggrandize the Federal Government increase their compensation, 
and extend their opportunities into the States, and to that extent 
diminish the powers of the States? 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, Mr. President, there is no question that 
Federal employees, who are now organized, seem to indicate a 
desire to encourage every movement that increases the number 
of. Federal employees and extends the activities of the Federal 
Government. That is one of the beauties of civil service in its 
ultimate stages of development. 

But, Mr. President, I do not think it would be fair to place 
all these measures upon one class of people. Every city in the 
United States, every community, incorporated or unincorporated, 
so far as I know, sooner or later comes clamoring to Congress 
for appropriations for the accomplishment of things that ought 
to be done at home, and to say that a Federal amendment strik- 
ing out the distinction of sex in the matter of suffrage is a 
fundamental blow at local self-government in the face of these 
conditions is to assume a position which I do not believe can be 
sustained either by reason or by logic, as it certainly can not 
be by precedent. 

I hope and believe that the good women of this country, who 
in my State study and therefore understand political questions 
quite as well as, if not better than, the average man, who regard 
their enfranchisement not as the grant of a privilege, but as the 
imposition of a public duty, will be a powerful aid in the 
restoration as well as the preservation of local self-government 
and not become a mere numerical addition to our electoral fran- 
chise whose influence and whose pewer will be extended in 
some other and less laudable direction. 

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President, I had not intended to speak on 
this question, and shall do so but briefly. My remarks are 
chiefly provoked by the statements of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. WapswortH]} and the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BRANDEGEE] that the action of this Congress and the action 
of the people of the 45 States in the adoption of the prohibition 
amendment has a tendency to bring the Congress into disrepute 
has a tendency to make the people have less regard and respect 
for the Constitution. 

When I heard the statement of the Senator from New York 
that there were many men in the United States who already 
now feel aggrieved because of the prohibition amendment to 
the Constitution, and that they are. proceeding to avoid or 
evade the effect of this amendment, and that such action would 


have the-effect to bring the Constitution into disrepute with the 
people of this country, I could not help but think of an 
instance I remembered from away back yonder in the days of 
my youth when I used to read the Scriptures more than I do 
now. I want to read it here now. This has reference to the 
time when Paul was in Asia, and had preached over there, and 
his preaching had caused the people of that country to quit 
worshipping idols. Here is the Biblical account of it: 


For a certain man named Demetrius, a silversmith, which made silver 
shrines for Diana, brought no small gain unto the craftsmen ; 

Whom he called together with the workmen of like occupation, and 
said, Sirs, ye know that by this craft we have our wealth. 

Moreover ye see and hear, that not alone at Ephesus, but almost 
throughout all Asia, this Pau] hath persuaded and turned away much 
people, saying that they be no gods, which are made by hand: 

So that not only this our craft is in danger to be set at nought, but 
also that the temple of the great goddess Diana should be despised, and 
her magnificence should be destroyed, whom all Asia and the world 
worshippeth. 

And when they heard these sayings, they were full of wrath, and 
cried out, saying, Great is Diana of the Ephesians, 

And the whole city was filled with confusion— 


And so on. 

The adoption of the amendment to the Constitution, com- 
plained of by the Senator from New York, interfered with the 
business of those engaged in this prohibited traffic, as did the 
preaching of Paul in ancient days with the sale of images of the 
idol by Demetrius and his fellow craftsmen. 

There existed in this country a kind of business that had 
Government support, a kind of business that had debauched the 
people of the United States of America; that was entrenched 
with special privileges; that the people of this country said 
had existed too long; that such business should be destroyed. 
The sentiment began to grow in the States, in the counties, in 
the towns, in the cities, and finally it impressed the Congress 
of the United States. The people said, “ We want the Constitu- 
tion amended to abolish and destroy this system that has grown 
up, this special privilege, i9 which the Government had given 
the privilege to certain people to debauch with the liquor traf- 
fic the other people of the country and call it business. We 
want it destroyed. We want it destroyed forever, effectually 
and finally, and it must be done by writing an amendment into 
the Constitution of our Nation.” How did the people proceed to 
do this? 

Sentiment crystallized. It spread and extended throughout 
the country, and it demanded to be voiced here, and that the 
opportunity be given for the States to ratify the amendment 
that should be proposed. They proceeded with the amendment 
through the Congress of the United States, according to the 
rules laid down by the Constitution. It came here from these 
representatives of the people everywhere. Then it was pro- 
posed by Congress, two-thirds of the Members voting for it. 
It was submitted to the States of the Union, and 45 of the 48 
States of the Union voted for it overwhelmingly, according to 
the rules laid down for adopting amendments to the Consti- 
tution. 

And now the Senator from Connecticut comes upon the floor 
and says it was in effect a willful interference with the rights 
of the people of the other States, dwe to the desire and prefer- 
ence of the South. That is the sort of idea he has about it. 
The Senator from New York, because the liquor interests’ cain 
has been taken from them, because they have stirred up this 
confusion or attempted to, because they have attempted to 
bring the Constitution of the United States into disrepute on 
account of their gain having been affected, says now you ought 
to be careful about adopting this proposed amendment lest you 
increase that sort of feeling, lest you cause it to spread through- 
out the country. The saloon people and the liquor traffic do 
not appear to recognize that the world has progressed. They 
seem to be in the attitude of the man who stood still; and yet 
they have learned a little, I judge, from the procedure heretofore 
of people who have been opposed to the traffic. 

The other day in Baltimore they attempted to have a great 
parade, and the papers announced that the antiprohibition com- 
mittee would regard all keepers of saloons as traiters to the 
cause who refused to close their saloons during the three or 
four hours in which the parade was expected to march. They 
learned that they themselves could not even have a parade and 
demonstration without closing the saloons, the agencies that all 
the people have insisted shall be closed for all time. 

The Senator from New York thinks we will bring the Con- 
stitution into disrepute by adopting an amendment as provided 
in the Constitution. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] has offered this 
amendment, and he has offered it not to improve the condition 
but in the hope of defeating the resolution. He is an enemy to 
the cause. He is not in favor of the proposition of permitting 
women to vote. He makes no concealment of that fact. He 
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has not been in favor of it. He is not in favor of it now. He 
offers this amendment to injure the cause and not to help it. 
Why should his amendment be adopted? No other amendment 
of the 17 amendments to the Constitution of the United States 
has ever been submitted to conventions in the States. It has 
never been attempted to be done before. It is permitted under 
the Constitution, yes; but it has never been availed of. It 
has never been done heretofore, and why should it be employed 
now on this question, and why should it be proposed by an 
enemy of the resolution and expected to be indorsed by those who 
are its friends? I say it should not be done. 

Is there any reason to fear that in the United States of 
America in the adoption of this amendment the people will not 
have a fair expression of their views about it? Women only 
vote in comparatively a very few States. The men in all the 
States vote. They vote to elect members of the legislature, they 
vote to elect Members of Congress, they vote to elect United 
States Senators, and they will vote yonder upon this proposi- 
tion of the ratification of this amendment, which is proposed in 
accordance with the rules laid down for amending the Consti- 
tution. 

Can you say it is wrong to amend the Constitution according to 
the rules laid down for the purpose. If all the people of the 
country can not be trusted to amend the Constitution according 
to the rules provided in the Constitution, then is it not time that 
we have no further amendments? Some of these gentlemen, 
I believe from the arguments they have made, would be willing 
and think it better for the interest of the country in future 
that we have no further amendments to the Constitution, that 
the people can not be trusted to amend their own Constitution in 
the way they laid down when the Constitution was made for 
amending and changing it. That seems to be the idea some of 
them have. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BrANpDEGEE] inveighed 
against the degeneracy of the times. He talked about those 
ancient Senators of great ability and great courage who stood 
here and took the same oath that these Senators in these de- 
generate days take. He said they were courageous, that they 
were patriotic, that they regarded their oath when it was taken. 
I do not know whether the Senator thinks he is more loyal and 
more patriotic and more courageous than the Senators who are 
supporting this amendment or not. He may be more able, but 
I will not even make any concession on that point. 

That is the condition we are confronted with here to-day. 
No other amendment to the Constitution has ever been proposed 
in such a way as it is attempted to propose this. It never has 
been done. All the legislatures in the States are elected by the 
people. They are sent to their different assemblies representing 
their people. They will vote on this question, and if you had a 
convention and elected these representatives for this particular 
purpose they would be no more representative of the people 
than they are now. You are attempting here an innovation, so 
far as that practice is concerned. 

As to what the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Sauru] 
has said, the Senator still seems to be in the unreconstructed 
period. I live in the South. I have lived under the fifteenth 
amendment since I was born, practically. It is the law of the 
land, and what is the use in discussing conditions under which 
it became so? Where is the harm that shall come to us if here- 
after as to one-half of our people who have been denied the 
right to vote we shall utilize their ability and their judgment 
in the settlement of questions that affect local conditions and 
affect national interests? There has been, so far as I am con- 
cerned, no good reason urged here to-day at all why this amend- 
ment should not be adopted. I did not expect to say anything 
to-day and would not have done so except for those remarks 
from the Senator from New York [Mr. WapswortH] and the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BranpEGEE] that provoked it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, only a few words. I 
have listened with interest to what the Senator from Arkansas 
{Mr. Kirsy] has just said. Of course, I am opposed to the 
pending joint resolution, and have been from the beginning, but 
that does not affect the question of the amendment to it, as to 
which is the better way to reflect popular sentiment in its 
adoption or rejection. 

The Senator says that this is an innovation; that he desires 
to have this amendment adopted along the lines of the Con- 
stitution. It is no more an innovation if my amendment is 
adopted than the joint resolution would be as it stands as 
originally drafted, because the Constitution itself provides two 
modes of ratification, and it is left entirely optional with the 
Congress as to which mode shall be adopted. The Congress can 
determine that it shall go to the legislatures for adoption or the 
Congress can determine that State conventions called for this 
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sole purpose shall pass upon the ratification or the rejection of 
the amendment. 

The Senator from Arkansas says that this amendment of mine 
is introduced for the purpose of defeating the joint resolution. 
That is a very candid confession by one of the proponents of 
the measure. In itself it could not defeat the measure. There 
can be no question that every State in the Union would call a 
convention for the ratification or rejection of the amendment 
if we adopt this method. More than that, if they did not call 
it, the Federal Congress could call a convention. 

But it narrows itself to this, that if a legislature is elected, 
this, being one of the issues, may become subordinated in many 
States to other issues. It may become subordinate to the per- 
sonal equation of the candidates, and men may be elected to 
vote on this issue who will not directly reflect the mature judg- 
ment of their constituents. But if a convention is called for 
the sole purpose of ratifying or rejecting this measure, then the 
delegates to that convention will be merely the instrument of 
the popular will, as the Electoral College is the instrument of 
the popular will in the election of a President of the United 
States. When the Senator advances the argument that the 
adoption of this amendment would defeat the woman-suffrage 
amendment he concedes in that moment that the popular senti- 
ment in the States is not for the Susan B. Anthony amendment, 
and that the proponents of the measure dare not submit it to 
the popular will of.the people of America. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I simply want to add a word in 
connection with the statement just made by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD]. We are already informed through 
the press that the purpose has taken shape of immediately con- 
vening legislatures in extraordinary session to ratify this amend- 
ment. Those legislatures were not.elected upon the issue of 
suffrage or nonsuffrage; they were elected upon totally differ- 
ent issues ; and now it is proposed that men who were not selected 
by the people for the purpose of passing upon this issue shall 
pass upon it before the people even have the opportunity to 
again elect a legislature. 

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. KIRBY. The Senator suggests that there is a purpose to 
eall the legislatures of the different States to get immediate 
ratification. Where does the Senator get any such idea? Where 
is there anything upon which to base such a statement as a fact? 

Mr. REED. I will answer the Senator. I have already stated 
it, if the Senator had been listening. I said it had been repeat- 
edly stated in the press that that is the purpose of the leaders of 
this movement. I have seen what professed to be quotations 
by those who have been leaders of the movement. I have gen- 
erally found that the newspapers have been pretty able to prog- 
nosticate the movements to a reasonable extent in the future 
of the suffrage program. I have just been informed by a citizen 
of the State of Texas that two of the great papers of Texas are 
already advocating the calling of the legislature in extraordinary 
session for the purpose of ratifying this amendment, although 
the State of Texas by popular vote held within the last few days 
has defeated suffrage, I understand, the majority amounting to 
nearly 30,000. 

So we may as well understand that it is the purpose of the 
proponents of this measure to do everything within their power 
to keep from submitting it in any way to the popular will and 
to obtain ratification in any manner possible. I expect to hear 
all of these proponents within the next few months loudly pro- 
claiming their belief in the doctrine that the great people of 
the country shall in all respects rule. I wish they could bring 
themselves to an adherence to that doctrine to-day. 

The amendment which is proposed by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNpERWwoop] does give the people of the States, at 
least, the opportunity to have a vote on the selection of men to 
constitute the members of the convention. It will not work 
necessarily any delay, unless the delay is merely the vote to be 
attained by the extraordinary methods I have spoken of; that 
is, extra sessions of the legislatures called to ratify, the mem- 
bers of those legislatures having been elected for entirely differ- 
ent purposes. Why is it that men who claim to be in favor of 
government by the popular will are not willing to accept this 
amendment which will afford the people some chance to ex- 
press themselves? It seems to me there ought to be some 
Senators here, even from the suffrage States, who are willing 
to let the people of the States of this Union have the oppor- 
tunity to cast a vote at least for delegates to a convention 
that will debate and consider this important amendment to the 
Constitution. 
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Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. REED. I yield. : 

Mr. KING. I have not been privileged to hear all of the de- 
bate upon the resolution under discussion, and the question I am 
about to ask may have been fully answered in the debate. The 
question which I desire to submit to the Senator is this: Is 
there any valid reason why the question of amending the Con- 
stitution of the United States, as contemplated in the resolution 
now before the Senate, should not be submitted to a vote of the 
people of the States? For myself, if the Constitution is to be 
amended, I see no reason for denying the people the right to 
vote upon the proposed amendment. There is no question but 
what the proposed amendment to the Constitution materially 
changes the framework of our organic law and commits to the 
Federal Government authority which now belongs to the States. 
The proposed amendment is a limitation upon the powers and 
rights of the States, and likewise is a restriction upon the rights 
of the people within the States. To deprive them and the sov- 
ereign States in which they reside of rights now enjoyed by the 
States and the people is a very serious matter. If I may be 
pardoned for further occupying the time of the Senator, I would 
like to state, because I do not intend to discuss this question, that 
I can not bring my judgment to approve of the plan to amend 
the Constitution of the United States to grant woman suffrage 
through the Federal Government. While I have for many years 
been a believer in woman suffrage, and earnestly advocated 
within my State the right of women to vote, and urged that in 
the State constitution they should have the same political rights 
as men, I have always entertained the view that the question 
was one for the States to determine for themselves. This has 
been the view of all Democrats and those who believed in our 
form of government: The proposition now is to overturn the 
principles held sacred for so many years, and to further intrench 
upon the prerogatives of the States and the reserved rights of the 
people. Under our form of Government the States alone have 
the right to determine the qualifications of electors. If States 
may not ordain their own constitutions and determine their own 
domestic and internal affairs, this Republic will soon be de- 
stroyed. We often speak of the “ sovereign States of the Union,” 
and the Supreme Court of the United States has referred to the 
States as “indestructible.” One of the indispensable attributes 
of State sovereignty is the power to determine who shall hold 
office within the State. An elector is an official, and therefore 
an elector holds an office within the State. To deprive the States 
of the right to say who shall vote and who shall hold office is an 
abridgment of the rights of the State. It seems to me that this 
proposed amendment is along the lines of centralization, which, 
if persisted in, will lead to disastrous consequences. However, I 
am in the unfortunate situation of being unable to vote in har- 
mony with my convictions. I represent, in part, a sovereign 
State; and the mandate of my party and the people of my State 
requires that I vote for the submission of an amendment to the 
Constitution providing for woman suffrage. It is a matter of 
sincere regret to me that I am compelled to support a proposi- 
tion by my vote which is so repugnant to my conceptions of the 
rights of the States, and, indeed, the rights of the people them- 
selves, and which will prove to be a dangerous precedent and a 
continuing menace to the peace and welfare of this Nation. How- 
ever, I rose merely to propound the question which I have sub- 
mitted to the Senator, and not to argue the question so ably dis- 
cussed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. The only reason I have heard was the one ad- 
vanced by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Krtrsy], who, as I 
understood him-——— . 

Mr. KIRBY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. REED. I was trying 

Mr. KIRBY. The Senator stated he could not understand 
why the proponents of this measure insisted on the amendment 
being adopted regularly, as all other amendments to the Constitu- 
tion have been adopted. 

Mr. REED. I did not make any such statement. 

Mr. KIRBY. The Senator made a statement practically to 
that effect. 

Mr. REED. No; I did not make any such statement in effect. 

Mr. KIRBY. The question I want to ask is, Is it not a fact 
that all of the other 17 amendments to the Constitution have 
been adopted by being submitted te the State legislatures? Is 
it not true that a single amendment has never been proposed 
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otherwise? If that is true—and it is—then why does the Sen- 
ator wish to oppose it in this case and insist on an innovation? 

Mr. REED. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. STANLEY. I shall vote for the amendment to the Uon- 
stitution permitting women to vote. I do not think, however, 
that the statement of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kirny] 
is entirely warranted—that it necessarily follows that I shall 
vote to deprive the people of my State or of any other State of 
the right to express their opinion on the subject. I shall there- 
fore vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, there are now pending two ques- 
tions which have been propounded tome. I want to answer them 
in the order in which they were asked. The question was pro- 
pounded by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] what reason has 
been advanced for denying to the people of the States an oppor- 
tunity to express their desires with reference to this amend- 
ment? In answering that I have to say that the only reason I 
have heard advanced—but I have not been here during the en- 
tire debate—was the one brought forward by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Krrsy], which was that it would work delay, and 
his further reason that the method now proposed to be pursued 
is the method that has been pursued in adopting all other con- 
stitutional amendments. 

The other questions propounded to me were those just asked 
by the Senator from Arkansas, which embraced the idea I have 
already expressed as coming from him, namely, Is it not true 
that all other amendments to the Constitution have been sub- 
mitted in the same manner in which it is proposed to submit this 
pending amendment? All of the late amendments to the Con- 
stitution have been so submitted; but whether always that has 
been the rule I am not prepared to say. I confess to some little 
embarrassment when I must say that I can not answer with 
certainty. 

Mr. KIRBY. They all have been. 

Mr. REED. I think they all have been. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator asked me a third question— 
Why should there be a different method followed here? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, before the Senator 
leaves that point will he yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want to say to the Senator 
from Missouri that we have been admonished by him and by 
other Senators to remember the teachings of the fathers and to 
guide and govern our actions by their practices and their 
teachings. Immediately upon the adoption of the Constitution 
there were at least 10 amendments submitted when the method 
was new. Those amendments might very properly have been 
submitted to a convention called in each State, for there was a 
large number of them; but my recollection is that the fathers 
chose the other system. We have followed that system in- 
variably down to this time. Does not the Senator think that 
that is a good reason why we should continue to do so? 

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. President, first let me answer the 
Senator’s statement. I have frequently said in this Chamber 
that I have great regard for the wisdom of the framers of our 
Constitution and that I did not believe that those policies of 
government which they had inaugurated and under which we 
had lived and by virtue of which we have become the greatest 
nation of the world ought to be disregarded and treated lightly 
or set aside without mature deliberation, and all of that I re- 
affirm. But as to questions of policy of government, such ques- 
tions as the Monroe doctrine, such questions as the United 
States keeping herself free from entangling alliances, to all of 
these ancient doctrines my distinguished friend and those who 
are with him have turned aside their faces. Now, the Senator 
comes to me and asks me, on a mere matter of procedure, not a 
matter involving the principle itself, that we should be bound 
by the procedure they took. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri again yield? 

Mr. REED. I do. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not understand that that is 
the position taken by the Senator from Missouri. I understand 
his argument is that it is a fundamental right of the people of 
the States in a referendum to decide this matter, rather than 
that it should be decided by the legislatures of the States. I 
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do not understand that the Senator has heretofore argued that 
this is a mere matter of choice between two procedures. I 
understand his argument to be that it is a question of sub- 
stantive right of the people to pass’ upon these questions. I 
called his attention to the fact that we are pursuing the policy 
that was pursued by the fathers, for obviously they thought it 
was the better policy. Now, the Senator seems to think that at 
the present time, at least, the policy of the fathers is not the 
one we ought to follow. 

Mr. REED. Oh, I do not think anything of the sort in the 
sense that the Senator puts it. There are really two questions 
presented here: One is, Shall the people of the States be de- 
prived of the right, which they have reserved in their constitu- 
tions, to determine the qualifications of the voters of their re- 
spective States—shall that right be taken away from them by 2 
Federal amendment? Upon that I answer that it ought not to 
be taken away, first, because to take it away is violative of the 
very genius of our dual system of government, a government by 
independent States and by a central nation at the same time. 
Upon that we have the wisdom of the fathers, for they so wrote 
the law. We have the experience of the country and we have 
the principle of government that the people of every State ought 
to have the power to name their own electorate, especially when 
that electorate is voting only on local affairs, and that when the 
Federal Government comes in, contrary to the wisdom of the 
fathers—to which the Senator from Montana now appeals for 
the first time in many months and which he has been assidu- 
ously denying all along—and proposes to deprive the people of 
the States of the right they have reserved in their constitutions 
to themselves to change the qualification of Voters, that is an 
impingement and an impairment of the very structure of our 
Government. Now, that is the first question. But when you 
come to the question how that Constitution shall be amended, 
the particular form to be followed is a matter of procedure and 
is not a matter of principle, except that you may follow a pro- 
cedure which will be calculated to deny the people a right or 
calculated to extend to them a right. 

It is true, I believe, that in the past we have followed the 
method of submission to the legislatures, but it is also true that 
when the fathers wrote the Constitution they provided two 
methods. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I am calling the 
attention of the Senator to the fact that, when they were called 
upon to make a choice between the two methods, they chose the 
one we propose to follow while you propose another one. 

Mr. REED. They proposed two methods. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; but when they were obliged 
te make a choice between the two methods, they chose the one 
that you propose to cast aside. 

Mr. REED. They proposed two methods, and when they came 
te submit their amendments it is true they submitted those 
amendments to the legislatures of the States. Very well; let 
the precedent stand for whatever value there is to it; but let me 
call attention to the difference in conditions. In those days the 
smaller population all over the country, the fact that every 
man was closer to the public questions of the day, the fact 
that every one of these questions had been discussed for years 
and that the principles of government which were involved in 
the constitutional amendments upon which the vote was about 
to be taken had been the subject of debate, and political align- 
ments had been made, so that a legislature elected might be 
well said to go there instructed and with a full understanding of 
what the people wanted, may have been very great factors in 
determining the question. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I think the Senator 
is quite right about that. The very subject before us, however, 
has been debated before the people of this country for 75 years 
or more. 

Mr. REED. Now, I will answer that. The very subject be- 
fore us has been debated by the people of the United States— 
by a few of the people of the United States—for a good while; 
it has been debated by a few agitators—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does not the Senator think that 
as many have participated in that debate as participated in the 
debate of the fundamental principles expressed in the first 10 
amendments to the Constitution? 

Mr. REED. Not in the same proportion, nor anything like it. 
I will tell you how the debate has been conducted in my State. 
I know something about what has gone on there. It has been 
the subject of laughter and jest more than of any serious con- 
sideration. Ladies have come, as i said the other day, and 
asked to address audiences that were called together by Demo- 
erats or Republicans. They have been accorded the platform 
and have spoken their little piece, bowed themselves out, and 
the business of the evening went on. Nobody regarded it in a 
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very serious way. We had a vote on it. There was not any 
debate during that campaign on woman suffrage, except on one 
side. Some of the ladies turned out and spoke for it. I be- 
lieve I state the truth when I say that the great mass of the 
women of Missouri were totally indifferent to it, and when 
they got through the people voted it down by 140,000 majority. 

In the days when the Constitution was first amended, when 
the Bill of Rights was added, when Thomas Jefferson was 
gathering in his two hands, figuratively speaking, the lovers of 
human liberty and molding them into a tremendous force for 
the perpetuation of liberty, the burning issues of liberty were 
flaming in the hearts of all the people. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. And he submitted them to the 
legislatures of the States. 

Mr. REED. Yes; he submitted them to the legislatures. 
Take the full benefit of that. Now, I am going to show you a 
reason that ought to appeal—and would appeal to anybody but 
a suffragist—why this ought to be distinguished from the ordi- 
nary method of submission. Several States of the Union had 
the original right to fix the qualifications of their voters, and 
they proceeded in nearly every instance to write those qualifica- 
tions into their constitutions. They did so for the purpose of 
depriving the legislatures of any power or right ever to change 
those qualifications. Now it is proposed to take an action by 
which three-fourths of the States of the Union may change the 
fundamental law of this country so as to change the qualifica- 
tions of the voters of a State against the will of the people of 
that State. Upon such a question as that, where the people 
have reserved to themselves in their constitution the right to 
fix the qualifications, the least that this body can do is to pre- 
serve to the people in the form and manner of submission the 
right to express their opinions. That is what distinguishes 
this amendment from every other amendment, and the line of 
demarcation and of distinction is so plain that any man, except a 
suffragist, can see it; and a suffragist can see it, but will not 
admit it. That is the reason. 

‘I will take a concrete case. I went over it yesterday, but I 
venture to repeat it in substance. My own State, with 3,500,000 
people, has an electorate of many hundred thousand. Those 
people have written a constitution and said, ‘We will not 
again change the qualifications of voters; the legislature shall 
not do it.” Now, we propose to say to those people, “ The legis- 
lature shall or may do it; and not only your legislature, but, if 
your legislature should vote against it, the legislatures of other 
States can change the qualifications of the voter, which you 
expressly reserved to yourselves.” We ask at least that you 
give our people in some manner and form the opportunity to 
vote on this amendment; that if you pass it you will at least 
give us the privilege of having an election and of selecting our 
delegates to a convention to pass upon this particular question, 
and to that extent you will save to them a portion of the rights 
they sought to reserve in their constitution. Why is not that 
fair? Why is not that reasonable, and why should not Demo- 
erats here grant it? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr, REED. 
Senator. 

Mr. KING. Apropos of the discussion which was provoked 
by the statement of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kinsey], 
with respect to the manner of submitting the first 10 amend- 
ments and other amendments, my recollection of the historical 
circumstances attending the first 10 amendments is this: 
Patrick Henry, particularly, and some other Virginians, tendered 
some 13 or 14 amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, 10 of which constitute the first 10 amendments to that 
instrument. Those amendments were submitted to the people 
for discussion, and were earnestly discussed from the North to 
the South, many of those who were afterwards followers of 
Hamilton and the Federalist Party opposing the amendments 
and the followers of Mr. Jefferson and others supporting them. 
The legislatures chosen to pass upon the amendments were 
selected with reference to their views upon the amendments, so 
that in effect they constituted conventions selected by the 
people to vote upon the ratification of the amendments. The 
same can be said with respect to the eleventh amendment; the 
same can be said with respect to the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments, because they were live issues; they were presented 
to the’ people, all eyes were focused upon the same, and the 
members of the, legislatures were largely, if not entirely, 
selected because of their support of or their opposition to those 
amendments. 

Now, with respect to the legislatures that are at present in 
existence, some of which have been recently elected and some 
of which were elected two years ago, with half of the Senators 
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holding cver for four years—many of them were selected with 
reference to local issues, with reference to questions not involv- 
ing woman suffrage at all; so that in submitting to the legisla- 
tures in many of the States the proposed amendment it will 
be found that a portion or all of their members were elected upon 
other issues. The question of amending the Constitution of the 
United States, as contemplated in the resolution under consid- 
eration, was not an issue when they were elected, and they were 
chosen without reference to their views upon this question. 

Mr. REED. I thank the Senator for his statement; it is 
very clear. That is not all, Mr. President. In ordinary elec- 
tions in the States, when there is no matter of special impor- 
tance, it is frequently the case that you have great difficulty 
in getting anybody to go to the legislature who amounts to very 
much. I do not think that I would be guilty of a breach of 
courtesy even if I stated the plain fact that there have been 
times in this country when a man who was a member of the 
legislature of some State would apologize when he announced 
the fact; and, as was said the other day, it was because legis- 
latures were so susceptible to influence, because so Many scan- 
dals broke out in them, that the important matter of the elec- 
tion of United States Senators was taken away from the legis- 
latures altogether. In the Senator’s own State of Montana one 
conspicuous case arose in which I know that the Senator and 
his colleague took a distinguished part in favor of purity and 
decency ; but it was one of those cases that contributed mate- 
rially to the sentiment in favor of a direct vote of the people. 
I do not know whether we improved the personnel of the Sen- 
ate; I do not know, if we keep on having these expensive elec- 
tions, whether we will have improved the moral tone of the 
method of election. That is a question to be determined in the 
future. 

Mr. President, there are some Senators here from the South. 
I want to talk to them for a minute, not on the lines pursued 
by my friend Mr. SmirH this morning. I leave that argument 
to Senators from distinctly Southern States. Missouri is in 
the twilight zone, in a way, between the North and the South. 
We have the virtues of both, and the vices of neither. I do not 
know in how many Southern States this question has been sub- 
mitted to a popular vote in any form. It has just been sub- 
mitted in Texas, the great Empire State of the Southwest, that 
came into this country as an organized and independent gov- 
ernment, that has always proudly asserted its independence as 
a State, and whose people have always justly exhibited a pride 
in their great Commonwealth. The people have just voted in 
that State, and in a very decisive vote have repudiated woman 
suffrage. Now the Senators from that State, both of whom I 
esteem very highly, have this question to answer by their vote 
on this amendment; and I hope they will understand that I am 
not trying to make this unpleasantly personal, because that is 
not my object. 

This is the question: Would you now cast a vote the effect 
of which may be, so far as Texas is concerned, to have the 
present legislature,- elected upon a different issue, convened 
and have it declare for the ratification of this amendment, in 
the face of the decision of the people at the election just held? 
Or will you, at least, say this to the people of Texas, ‘“ While 
I voted to submit this proposed amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, I also voted for the Underwood amendment, which reserved 
to the people of the State of Texas the right to elect delegates to 
a2 convention and to give them the instructions of the people of 
Texas” ? 

That is the question that is presented there. 
Senators will answer that as they ought to answer it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. REED. Oh, yes; I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Before the Senator takes his seat, 
a very interesting question was precipitated yesterday by the 
discussion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoop] in 
respect to which I should like to have the views of the Senator 
from Missouri. If this amendment should prevail, what is the 
Senator’s view as to the machinery for conducting the election 
under which the delegates to the conventions in the various 
States should be selected? Is it his view that it should be 
provided by the State legislatures, or that Congress should 
provide it? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
answer that question in a moment, and let me pursue for the 
present the theme I was on? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I shall be very glad then to answer it; and if 
I start to take my seat without answering it, I hope somebody 
will call my attention to it, because I think the answer is very 
simple, plain, and easy. 
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oe I address myself to other Members from Southern 
ates. 

We all know that it has been the commonly understood 
situation that in the South the women have not desired the 
right of suffrage and that the sentiment has been strongly 
against suffrage. There have been more reasons than one for 
that. One of those reasons undoubtedly arises out of the race 
question. Another reason is probably found in the fact that 
for the most part the ladies of the South are intensely wedded 
to their home life, and are but little inclined to thrust them- 
selves into public affairs; and I think I can say, without at all 
disparaging the women of other parts of the country, that at 
least it is true that one of the most glorious types of woman- 
hood that ever beautified and rendered sweet and lovely this 
old earth is the women of the South. Down in the South you 
have taught State rights—a doctrine which was originally 
fundamentally right, if properly understood, but to which I 
have always thought the South gave too extreme a construc- 
tion, that resulted in the endeavor of the South to withdraw 
from the Union, for I do not believe that right ever existed; 
but I do say, as I ought to say in passing, that the man who 
would harshly judge the South to-day for the position that it 
took would be a most ungenerous man. 

The doctrine that the State of Georgia or the State of Missis- 
sippi or the State of South Carolina was a little republic in 
itself, whose people controlled its own affairs, and which in 
all local matters was a sovereign, with only the limitation that 
certain rights that had been yielded to the Federal Government 
should, of course, be subtracted from the sum total of the 
powers that the State otherwise would have had as a complete 
sovereignty—that doctrine was a splendid doctrine. It has 
been close to the hearts of the people of the South. It has, sir, 
been very close to the hearts of all men who have understood the 
dangers of centralized government. How can men from the 
South be found who will vote to take away the very thing that 
constitutes the control of the destiny of every State, that thing 
being the electorate itself? How can you, who have sought to 
retain as large a measure of power and control in your own 
States as possible, go back to your people and justify this sur- 
render of that right which lies at the very foundation of aH 
your rights, and which, when legislation follows, may be found 
to constitute the means by which the entire election machinery 
of your State will go into the hands of Federal agents? 

We might just as well look this question in the face. When 
politics run high, as they will again, and when passion rides in 
its chariots of fire across this land, as it will again, and when 
the clamors go up from the dark sisters of the South that 
they are not being permitted to vote, and the sisters of the 
North who belong to the political party that feels that it is 
losing votes down South get aroused, I want to say to you, 
Senators, you are very likely to get some legislation compared 
with which the force bill will be a gentle and merely persuasive 
measure. So I say that men of the South ought at least to give 
their people a chance to vote on this question. 

There was something said here in the argument to-day—and 
I am occupying the floor when I did not expect to stand here 
more than a moment—to which I want to allude, because of the 
fact that people of the different parts of this country know 
their own affairs, and that they may be misled by judging the 
entire country by the conditions of their own States or people. 

I readily confess—I not only readily confess, but I gladly 
insist—that the people of the State of Montana, with its not 
very large population, with its boundless opportunities, its -un- 
developed resources, may properly decide a question in favor of 
women voting, when under the conditions in other States it 
might be highly unwise. I know—any man who has visited the 
great West knows—that the people of these Western States that 
are sparsely settled are closer to their government and know 
more about their public men and public affairs than the people 
of the great congested States. An entirely different proposition 
is presented. I do not know what the vote of Nevada is to-day, 
but, if I recall aright, a few years ago, when I was serving on 
the executive committee of the national committee, I think 
they had a total vote of about 25,000 in the State. That vote is 
not as large as the votes of some wards of some cities. 

In a population of that kind, if a man is a candidate for Sena- 
tor or governor, every man, woman, and child in the State knows 
him and knows all about him. It is an intimate and close rela- 
tionship that exists. They know his public life; they know his 
private character; and not only the men, women, and children 
know him, but every well-bred dog recognizes him. So I some- 
times think that it is a greater compliment to be elected from 
one of those States than it is to be elected from a great, big 
State, where they do not know the men so well. 

The women in those Western States, with their environment 
and their surroundings, are closer to public affairs than they 
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are in the great, congested centers. I suppose there is not a 
lady of any intelligence in the State of New Mexico who does 
not know all about the distinguished Senators from that State. 
They know about their past and their present and, as nearly as 
anything human can judge, they know about what their future 
is going to be. They know who are the members of the legis- 
lature. They know the questions that are arising out there 
that affect them and affect their State. They have all been 
talked over. I do not mean to say that they have not anything 
else to do, but the life of the whole State is close to them. 

Let us take New York City. I do not pick it out as a place of 
ignorance, but as a place of great numbers. The average lady 
in New York City. does not know her Congressman or what his 
name is. There are a good many men who do not know. A 
good many hardly know where the capital of their State is, 
and they are not intensely ignorant at that. The problem is 
afar off. There are too many theaters and moving pictures and 
eabarets, and there are too many matters of interest happening 
every day, tens of thousands of events where there is one hap- 
pening out in these Western States; and that is not a dis- 
paragement of the Western States. Nobody ever heard me 
disparage the Western States. If I had my life to live over 
again, I would rather go in a place like that than in any other 
place in the world. So that it is so outrageously unjust for the 
people of one State to try to force a law upon the people of 
another State. 

What right have I as a citizen of Missouri, or what right have 
the people ef Missouri, or what right has the Legislature of 
Missouri, te say who shall vote in the sovereign State of Texas, 
when the people of Texas by their vote have just decided that 
question? And what right has Texas to say who shall vote in 
Missouri, when the people of Missouri are capable of deciding 
that question for themselves, and have decided it in recent 
years? What right have I te go down into Mississippi—a State 
where I have never had the privilege of visiting, but a State 
which I respect, and whose people I respect—and try to tell 
those people down there whom they ought to allow to vote? 
What right have I to insist that the question shall be submitted 
to a legislature composed in most of the States of the Union, 
when they are picked up at ordinary by-elections, of men who 
have very little te de, and who are sent to the legislature to 
fill out a ticket? 

Why, I tell you, sirs, that I have attended many political 
conventions in my State—and I cite it because it is as good 
a State as there is anywhere—and I have attended many politi- 
cal conventions where, when we got through making up the 
rest of the ticket, we would have to canvass the convention 
to find men who woeulkid let us put their names on the ticket 
for the legislature. Now, why not give the people of these 
States a chance to elect delegates to'a convention, at least? 
Why not give to the people of the State of Texas the right, 
before their privilege of fixing the qualifications of their 
voters shall be taken away from them, at least the right to 
express their opinions through delegates elected by the people 
and sent to a convention? How can any man justify a denial 
of that? 

The Senater from Montana [Mr. Watsm] asked me a ques- 
tion, which was 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, let me remark that 
the Senator apparentiy felt that I was endeavoring to ask him 
a hard question. I am sure that it was a very easy one for 
the Senator to answer. I did not intend to put it as a poser to 
the Senator at all. 

Mr. REED. Oh, I know the Senator did not, and I did not 
mean to make any reply that would give the impression that 
the Senator had. I am unfortunate when I talk in doing it in 
a sort of a brutal way, I guess. I do not mean it. 

My opinion is that the problem is very easy of solution. All 
that is necessary in the world is for the legislatures of the 
various States, when they meet, to pass a simple statute pro- 
viding for the selection of delegates to a convention, to be 
held at a certain time, to consider and pass upon the amend- 
ment. That machinery may be easily called into play by simply 
employing the ordinary machinery of elections for the purpose 
of taking the ballot. Of course, I would say, as a matter of 
preference, just my opinion that comes to me on my feet, that 
probably could be done best at some general election when the 
people would turn out. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 

Mr. REED. But, of course, the elections could be held before 
that, if the legislatures of the States should meet in time, or, 
if we are to have extra sessions, they could be convened for that 
purpose as well as the other. . 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, the legislature could or 
could not call a convention, as it saw fit. 
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Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. And, of course, legislatures that 
were against woman suffrage would not call a convention. 

Mr. REED. I do not think that would follow. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That would be the natural political 
tendency, would it not? 

Mr. REED. I would not say so. 
follow. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Is it not a fact that it would re- 
sult, first, in a contest before the legislature over the question 
as to whether a convention should be called, then a contest 
would occur before the people over the election of delegates to 
the convention, and finally a contest would ensue before the 
convention as to whether it should be adopted or not; and does 
it not mean there would be three fights ever this matter, and 
that is the reason why the Senator desires to pursue that 
method? 

Mr. REED. No; that is not the reason, not as the Senator 
puts it. It is true there might be a contest as to whether the 
convention should be called, but if there was any large senti- 
ment in favor of the proposition I have not the slightest doubt 
of its being called even by a legislature that upon a vote on the 
main question might be against it, and for this reason—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But, Mr. President—— 

Mr. REED. Permit me to complete the sentence. The argu- 
ment that the people have the right to express their opinion, and 
this is a means provided for the expression of that opinion, 
would be a very potential argument. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I agree with the Senator, but he 
will bear in mind that is exactly what we are now asking and 
what he is resisting. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We are asking that the people be 
given an opportunity, and he is objecting even to the submission 
of it. If he were a member of the Legislature of the State of 
Missouri, how could he consistently, with his record here, vote 
to call a convention? . 

Mr. REED. The Senator does not state my position with the 
fairness he usually manifests. You are not asking that the 
people be given a chance to vote. You are asking that the 
legislatures be given a chance to vote, and we, by this amend- 
ment, are asking that the people should be given a chance to 
vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should like to ask the Senator 
just one further question. If this joint resolution had been 
originally introduced with a proposition to submit it to conven- 
tions called in each of the States, would the Senator have voted 
for it? 

Mr. REED. I weuld have declined to vote for it and for the 
reason—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 

Mr. REED. I say it is a question that belongs exclusively 
to the people of each State. That is well known to be my posi- 
tion. But if I was a member of my State legislature and the 
question was presented as to whether the people of the State 
should have the right to vote on suffrage, and there was any 
considerable sentiment in favor of it, I would vote to give the 
people a chance to have that vote and decide that question. 
Now, I follow the Senator along in his objection. I do not think 
there would be any difficulty in getting the legislature to pass 
a law for submission; at least, there would not be any difficulty 
if there was any considerable sentiment in favor of the measure. 
At least there would be no difficulty in getting a convention 
called by any legislature that would ratify this amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. REED. Therefore you will not lose an hour or a second 
there. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The question would be presented 
in exactly the same way. Those legislatures that are in favor 
of the amendment would ¢all conventions, and those that were 
against it would not call the convention. 

- Mr. REED. Very well. If you had three-fourths of the legis- 
latures of the States in favor of suffrage, you would get your 
conventions in three-fourths of the States. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 

Mr. REED. And if you did not have three-fourths of the leg- 
islatures or could not get them ultimately, you never could pass 
your amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly, and you would have three 
fights to make instead of one. 

Mr. REED. Let us discuss the fights as a separate proposi- 
tion. The point I am making now is that there is no founda- 
tion whatever in your claim that you would be delayed because 
the legislatures would not act by calling the conventions, be- 
cause every legislature that would vote for suffrage, that would 
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vote to ratify this amendment outright, would certainly vote to 
call a convention. ._So you do not lose a minute. You do have 
to go and ask the legislatures to cast that vote, and if you do, 
that affords a little time while that law is being passed, and 
it may be passed at any session of the legislature for the people 
to discuss and understand the question. 

There would be a little delay in calling this convention. How 
much delay? Just enough delay. se that there could be fair 
discussion by the people. Do you want this thing or do you 
not want it? Do you want to change your fundamental law or 
do you want to retain it as it is? Before you change a funda- 
mental law that has been a part of the Constitution of the 
United States since the foundation of the Government, that has 
been engraven in the constitutions of the several States from 
the first, there ought to be a little period of discussion when 
the people have that issue segregated out and presented to them 
sharply for their consideration, and two months’ time or three 
months’ time and a debate before the people will do no harm. 

There would be three fights, says the Senator. There never 
ought to be a change in the fundamental laws of this country 
without discussion, and that is what the Senator means by a 
fight. If this measure is so sacred and so holy and if it car- 
ries so much of good as is contended, then the proponents of it 
can well afford to argue its blessings to their people and let 
their people become wise and advised. 

Now, we have elected a convention of delegates. 
proceeded to that point. How much time does it take for them 
to act? Just a reasonable time to debate and discuss this one 
question and vote upon it. Such a convention as that ought to 
meet, organize, debate the proposition, and adjourn in less than 
five days’ time. Probably if there was a decisive vote it would 
meet, organize, and adjourn on the same day. So there is 
nothing in the claim that this works an endless delay. The 
truth is that those who stand here crying for suffrage in the 
name of democracy are afraid to submit this question to a 
general vote. They are fleeing from a general vote. Those 
who stand here pronouncing encomiums upon the rights of the 
citizens of the Republic to vote regardless of sex are trying to 
deny the right to vote to the great electorate of this country 
upon this important question. There is no escape from that. 
That is all there is in it. The thing we are appealing for now 
is that the people shall have the right to vote at least to the 
extent that is provided by the Underwood amendment. How 
can you deny it to us? 

I know some people think this is a political question that 
ought to be settled so that we can play a little politics. Witness 
the ambitious rivalry of Democratic and Republican leaders. 
Democrats got together in the last days of the last session say- 
ing if we do not put this through the Republicans will put it 
through at the riext session. So we will put it through regard- 
less of the merits, in order that we may get the votes of the 
women. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President 

Mr. REED. And when this session is convened, behold the 
spectacle! Before the new committees were organized the 
Democratic chairman rushed forward with this bill, without 
a report from a committee, standing here like another Ajax, not 
defying but inviting the lightning, and declaring “ here is the 
Democratic Party ready to give you suffrage,” all in the hope 
of getting the votes of the women. 

Then upon the other side there is the little filibustering tac- 
tics to delay action by the Democrats, so that committees may 
be organized and the Republicans can bring in the bill and 
they can coddle the ladies and deceive them by the ardor of 
their advances. Although there is business of the most press- 
ing character, and although appeal after appeal has come for 
hearings, they have set aside all that, and the manly form of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson], stretched to its fullest 
height, is visible upon the floor demanding instantaneous ac- 
tion, by attitude and manner at least declaring to all these 
ladies, “ behold, I alone am the true lover of women. The Re- 
publican Party has always opened its hearts and its arms and 
its embraces to your cause, and we are the real champions of 
this measure.” 

Why this performance? For the cheap clap-trap political 
purpose of trying to get some votes, not because of the merits of 
the case. Let me tell these valorous and knightly gentlemen 
upon both side that they reckon without the intelligence of 
‘women, If the women of this country are fit to exercise the 
Sacred privilege of citizenship and voting then they will never 
vote the Democratic ticket or the Republican ticket because 
of the performances of either of these champions of their cause. 
They will see and have seen through the thin veneer of your 
pretenses and have understoed your motives from the first, and 
know ss well what you are up to as your wife knows when you 
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tell her you are going dewn town on business and she knows 
you are going for a game of poker. [Laughter.] Well, loek- 
ing for a game of pinochle, then. 

It may be that women are not by reason of mental attitude, 
not from lack of mentality, as well qualified for suffrage as men, 
but when it comes to the question of knowing what you are up 
to and seeing clear through you, they can see through the little 
shams and pretenses of a man in the dark of the moon without 
a star shining when you could not see through them if you had 
a microscope that magnified a thousand times. They know ex- 
actly what you are trying to do here to-day. They understand 
all about it, and in their hearts they despise you for it, and 
they play upon you one against the other just as women have 
played with foolish men since Eve and Adam met in the Gar- 
den of Eden. 

How thrilling it was yesterday when the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Watson], standing at his full height and speaking 
in a round rich tone, said as he waved his finger in the air in 
true dramatic style, “I shall insist that the Senate remain in 
session to-morrow until this great measure is passed.” Did he 
see the women flocking to the polls in Indiana and demanding 
ballots for Watson for anything he wanted? But I warn him 
that the women in Indiana if they come to vote will have 
“other fish to fry,” and other attachments to follow, and other 
questions to determine. The glorious vision of yesterday will 
have departed from their recollection. The inspiring scene will 
be lost in the limbo of time, the days of forgetfulness will have 
covered the great event, and in the silence of the grave it will 
be lost with many other celebrated and wonderful events. 

You Democrats who talked about initiative and referendum ; 
who went up and down your States declaring that it was the God- 
given right of the American citizen to cast a vote on every ques- 
tion ; who insisted that legislatures acted so improvidently and so 
thoughtlessly that it was not safe to trust them with the final 
enactment of a law; who declared that in every instance the 
people of the State should have the right to demand a reference 
to them of every act passed by the legislature; and who, when 
you secured the enactment of such a statute in the Western 
States, impressed upon your people that you had brought to them 
a new charter of liberty, a new Declaration of Independence, 2 
new and splendid guaranty of the rights of man—we ask you 
for a referendum of this constitutional question, and we point 
out the way for that referendum under the Constitution of the 
United States, and you propose to sit here with your speeches in 
favor of referendum votes in the one hand and a denial of a - 
referendum vote in the other. How are you going to justify it? 

Let me tell you something you will have to reckon with, you 
gentlemen who are forcing this measure. You will have to 
reckon with that large class of women who do not want the vote 
at all, who have never asked for it, who do not want to be equal 
to men, because they have always held themselves to be superior 
to men. You have got to reckon with that large Class of women 
who are not so vocal in their desires, who stay by the fireside and 
in the homes, and who are nét taking orders from anybody ; 
who are not repudiating old policies because they are told to do 
so. I venture the prediction that, whereas you may gain some- 
what of the force of some who may advocate this cause, you may 
lose some on the other side. 

Why not let the voters in the States have a vote on it? Texas 
has just voted. Why not let her have another vote? My State 
voted three years ago. I am willing to have a vote to-morrow ; 
and if the people of the State of Missouri vote for woman suf- 
frage, it is all right with me. So far as I am concerned, I do not 
think I would lift my voice about it. We ask for a referendum 
vote. I want to keep on repeating it to you referendum men who 
insist that the people have a right to a referendum vote on 
everything: What are you going to say when we ask for a mere 
referendum vote? Consistency is a rare jewel. I would like to 
see that jewel set firmly in the crown of glory and greatness 
that adorns the brows of some of my distinguished Democratic 
initiative and referendum friends. 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator kindly yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. REED. I will. 

Mr. ASHURST. I merely wish to say that my view of the 
situation is that jewelry is vulgar. 

Mr. REED. That depends entirely on who wears it and how 
it is worn. Of course, a diamond on a dirty shirt front does 
not look well, but I have seen diamonds so worn that they 
adorned the beauty, while beauty in turn graced them. So I 
think we might hang jewels all over the distinguished Senator 
and the jewels and he alike would be more resplendent. 

How many States have the initiative and the referendum? 
Has Iowa a referendum vote? I thought progressive Iowa had 
all the new things. I know Montana has the referendum vote 
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and Wyoming has the referendum vote and Texas has the refer- 
endum vote. It is impossible that the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
SHEPPARD] should have overlooked the referendum. Missouri 
has a referendum vote, and every time the people have voted 
they have rejected what the legislature did that was submitted 
to them, that without the least variation or shadow of turning, 
and I think generally to the benefit of the State. I think Cali- 
fornia is progressive enough to have the referendum vote. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REED. I will gladly yield to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. PHELAN. I was about to interrupt the Senator a mo- 
ment ago, Mr. President, to ask him if it is not true that Con- 
gress could provide for the calling of conventions in order to 
secure an expression from the people of the States. The Sena- 
tor seemed to assume in his argument, in answer to the Senator 
from Montana, that it would be necessary for the legislatures to 
call the conventions. 

Mr. REED. I did not so intend. I said it was the way it 
could be done. I did not mean to say that Congress could not 
provide it. 

Mr. PHELAN. That would defeat your purpose if it was only 
possible for the legislature to call the convention? 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; it would not defeat it. 

Mr. PHELAN. You seem to have a poor opinion of the legis- 
latures. 

Mr. REED. I have not a very exalted opinion of them, 
There was a time when men like Patrick Henry and Thomas 
Jefferson sat in the assemblies of their States, but really and 
candidly I do not know of anybody of that caliber who is run- 
ning for the legislature in any State just now. 

Mr. PHELAN. The Senator seems to have interrogated me 
on the question of the referendum. I want to assure him that I 
am in favor of the referendum and will probably support the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama. California 
is the home of the referendum. We have perfect confidence in 
our people and we consult them; and in this amendment before 
the Senate I have no question of doubt as to the response which 
California will make, because it is already a suffrage State. I 
believe in the principle of the referendum and therefore shall 
support the amendment. 

Mr. REED. I am delighted to find the 
opinion. 

Mr. PHELAN. May I be permitted to finish my statement? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. PHELAN. I wish it were incorporated in the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama that Congress 
should previde for the calling of the conventions. I would not 
like to leave it to the legislatures, because you first have to 
secure the legislature before you can secure the conyention. 

Mr. REED. Would you think, if we may just converse a 
moment about it, that there would be any question of your legis- 
lature in California calling a convention? 

Mr. PHELAN, 
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ture the other day voted for prohibition. There seems to be no 
communication between the several parties. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. So much the more reason then for submitting 
this question und any other question of importance to the people. 

Mr. PHELAN. The people are always right. 

Mr. REED. The people are not always right. Of course, they 
make mistakes, but the people have the right to say. I think 
we should agree on that, and if the people make a mistake they 
can correct it. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does tlhe Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MYERS. The Senator from Missouri seems to be rather 
severe on legislatures. Did not the legislature of Missouri once 
eleet the Senator to the United States Senate? 

Mr. REED. Is that the end of the question? 

Mr. MYERS. No; I have another question. Do you think 
any better result would have been obtained if there had been 
a direct vote of the people? 

Mr. REED. I will answer both questions. First, the legisla- 
ture elected me to the Senate after the people had a primary 
that instructed them to elect me—a State-wide primary, where 
we had a general vote. 

Mr. MYERS. A primary of your party only? 

Mr. REED. Yes; a primary of my party held under the law 
under which every man running on the ticket that I was on 
would vote for me in the legislature and every Republican 
would vete for the Republican candidate. I got a majority of 
the votes of the State, and I likewise got a majority of the votes 
in the legislature. 
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The Senator asks me whether a better result could have been 
obtained if the people had had a direct vote. I can only answer 
that by saying that the people ratified and confirmed the action 
of the legislature by afterwards electing me by a direct vote. 
I do not know but both of them made a mistake. [Laughter.] 

I do not claim infallibility for either of them. I do not claim 
the legislatures always are wrong. I would not be so under- 
stood. Many splendid and very patriotic men get into legisla- 
tures; very stupid men get into legislatures ; many men who act 
from improper motives get into legislatures. The Senator, along 
with me, voted to take the right away from the legislatures to 
elect Members of the Senate. I believe he voted with me on it; 
I know if he did not he stood with me on it, for legislatures 
have been found wanting. 

Now, I am delighted to find what the Senator from California 
says, and if I was understood as meaning that Congress could 
not provide the means, I was mistinderstood. I directed myself 
to the question of the Senator from Montana, and I answered 
him in part merely and answered otherwise, and thank the Sen- 
ator for his correction. 

Mr. President, if we could get one or two more votes of men 
who believe in the initiative and referendum, we would be all 
right here to-day. 

Mr. ASHURST. 
for an interruption? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. ASHURST. I want to point out to the Senator that, 
even should the Senate adopt the amendment, it would be of no 
utility.. I think I can demonstrate’ that to him in a moment. I 
am not without sympathy for the amendment of the Seiator 
from Alabama, but there is no use to waste time in trying to do 
that which will not be done. Suppose the Senate should to-day 
adopt this amendment. It would go to conference, and under the 
present make-up of the committees of conference the conferees 
would recede in five minutes from the Senate’s amendment. be- 
cause both the committee of the House and the committee of the 
Senate are opposed to this amendment or to any other amend- 
ment. The Senator from Missouri knows that as well as I 
know it. 

Mr, REED. Well, now the Senator—— 

Mr. ASHURST. Let me finish. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. ASHURST. What I say here is as well known as any fact 
can be to anybody, that both the commitieces are opposed to any 
amendment of any character whatever ; that the conferees would 
recede in three minutes; the report would come back to this 
body; and the conference committee’s report would not be re- 
jected, but would be accepted. We would simply have lost a 
week’s time; we would have been fooling ourselves and other 
people in attempting to do a vain and useless thing. 

I repeat, I am not without sympathy for the amendment, but 
it is of no practical utility whatever to urge it now. 

Mr. REED. Has the Senator from Arizona concluded? 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Now, the Senator brings me some information 
which he says I know as well as he knows it—well, I did not 
know it. I did not know that the committee of either House of 
Congress would deliberately betray its instructions. 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator pardon me there? 

Mr. REED. Let me finish the statement, and then I will 
yield. Whenever the conferees go out from this body with their 
minds made up in advance that they will not endeavor to carry 
out the action of this body, they go out to betray the body—— 
| Mr. ASHURST. Now, will the Senator yield? 
| Mr. REED. And I am not prepared to say that that is the 

situation. 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator is uniformly courteous, although 
at times he uses, as I myself do—I am a very frequent sinner 
in that regard—a word now and then that has a little sting to it. 
The conferees on the part of the Senate who would be appointed 
would not betray the Senate. Conferences are nearly a thou- 
sand years old; they go back to the days of the ancient Wite- 
nagemote. It has been the rule for centuries that when a matter 
is committed to conferees, when one house passes a bill in 
one form and the other house passes it in another form, the 
house that recedes does not betray. 

Mr. REED. No; but the man who goes out intending not 
even to try to carry out the instructions he receives—the Sena- 
tor has objected to my term, so I will not again use it—goes 
very far from fulfilling the obligations of his position. I will 
put it in that way. 

Mr. ASHURST. That might be true; but I will ask the Sena- 
tor if he does not believe that what I have related would be 
exactly the thing that would take place? -If we put this amend- 
ment on, does not the Seyator believe that that would take 
place? 
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Mr. REED. No; I am not prepared to think that, because I 
think it would be discreditable on the part of the Senate con- 
ferees to do a thing of that kind. I would think it very dis- 
courteous on the part of the House conferees not to give due 
and proper and serious consideration to any action of the co- 
ordinate legislative branch. To my mind, when the House of 
Representatives acts it speaks, so far as one branch of the 
legislature can, for the great American people, for no matter 
what may have been said, no matter how efforts may have 
been made to belittle it, it is the branch closest to the people, 
and it is the only way the great American people have to ex- 
press their voice, except as they may now and always have 
had that right in this bedy. 

Therefore, when the House of Representatives meets and, after 
due deliberation, passes upon a measure and sends it here, I 
think it-is worthy of the most serious consideration, and in any 
conference I have ever sat upon—though they have not been 
numerous—I have felt that the representatives of the House 
of Representatives had the right to be heard, their opinions to 
be weighed, and I never found them unwilling to hear and to 
weigh the opinions of the Members of the Senate. Upon the 
other hand, when this body speaks in the name of the American 
people, so far as one branch of the legislature can so speak, and 
when, after debate of days, it adds an amendment of this kind 
to a measure, I believe, first, that our conferees, as loyal Mem- 
bers of the Senate, will endeavor to have it accepted. I do not 
see why a question so well grounded in justice as this would 
not receive the cordial consideration and mayhup the support 
of the other House. So I hope my friend will at least give us 
his vote; for, if he dees give us his vote, and this matter is 
treated so summarily that it is disposed of in three minutes, 
there will be very little time lost, and he will at least have the 
satisfaction of saying to some of us that he gave the people of 
eur States an opportunity to vote and the people of his own 
State an'‘opportunity to vote. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, in response to the interroga- 
tory propounded by the Senator as to whether or not I would 
vote for the amendment, let me say that there is not a man in 
the Senate Chamber who feels more than do I the necessity for 
an amendment to the Federal Constitution to sweep away the 
present archaic, reactionary manner of ratifying and passing on 
referred amendments. Indeed, Mr. President, as I said the other 
day, under the present situation 4381 men compose Congress ; 
if they were of a mind to do so—they would not do so, I appre- 
hend—but if they were of a mind to de so, they could pass a 
joint resolution providing for kingly government or for a govern- 
ment directed by the apostles of secialism. Then, 3,500 men 
composing the legislatures of the States could ratify the amend- 
ment. So, I repeat, as I said the other day, that under the 
present archaic reactionary method of submitting amendments 
to be passed upon by the legislatures, and not by the people of the 
States, 4,000 men constitutionally and legally could sweep away 
every vestige of liberty which the American people possess; and 
likewise these 4,000 could transform this Government into a Bol- 
shevik government, into a soviet, into a kingly government. But 
the American people are not going to do that, for their particu- 
lar virtue is the virtue of knowing how to govern themselves and 
other people. 

I am in the near future going to urge with what poor capacity 
I have the proposed constitutional amendment which has been 
introduced by the Senator from Connecticut {Mr. BranprGrE] 
to provide that hereafter when constitutional amendments are 
submitted to the States they shall be ratified by the votes of the 
people of each State. The reason, however, why I shall not vote 
for this particular amendment at this particular time to be sub- 
mitted to a convention is the following: No constitutional 
amendment, except the prohibition amendment, has been more 
widely discussed, more thoroughly understood, than has this 
amendment. All the American people who can read, all the 
Amcrican people who receive mail and receive dispatches of any 
kind, know that Congress is submitting this amendment. They 
know: that the legislatures will be in session, and the people will 
not be taken unawares. They can petition their legislatures. 

Then, again, Mr, President, I hardly think it would be fair 
to what I would call the cause of woman suffrage to make an 
exception in this instance, after having amended the Constitution 
eighteen times since 1789, and upon each occasion the amendment 
having been submitted to the State legislatures. The first 12 
amendments were all submitted at one time, and two, I think, 
the first and second amendments which were submitted, are stil] 
pending. The eleventh amendment was submitted to the legis- 
latures; the twelfth was submitted to the legislatures; the 
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth were submitted to the legis- 
latures, and the sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth were 
submitted to the legislatures. 
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I hope the Senator will pardon me when I say—and [ want to 
say here that what he says on any question, whether I agree 
with him or not, carries with me great weight—I somewhat 
question the source from which the amendment comes. No man 
has a higher regard for the ability and the stalwart statesman- 
ship of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] than have I, 
but I rather suspect—no; I can not use that word—I dread, 
rather, that this may defeat, delay, and hinder the celerity with 
which I would like to see this amendment adopted. 

I think the Senator from Alabama is correct in his philosophy 
as to how amendments should be ratified, yet I do not wish to see 
this particular one singled out and have it ratified in this way. 
I trust, however, that we shall pass a joint resolution submitting 
an amendment to the Constitution providing that hereafter no 
amendment shali be ratified by a State except by the vote of 
the people. 

Mr: UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, if the Sentor from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Reep] will allow me, I should like te suggest te the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsHuRrstT] that the fathers some 128 
years ago in writing this Constitution previded a method by 
which the voice of the people might be heard. I listened with 
deliberation and care to the proponents of this measure for many 
months favoring the opportunity of the American electorate 
to pass on this grave question. Of course, we all know that the 
constitutional provision directly gives the opportunity if Con- 
gress avails itself of it. I did not rush into offering this ameni- 
ment, because I agree with the Senator that it would come 
stronger from the proponents of the measure, but when no one 
on that side, after advocating the submission of this question 
te the people, proposed the method, and the only constitutional 
method by which the voice of the people might really be heard, 
I felt that it was not rushing in; that with due modesty I might 
myself propose it. . 

Mr. ASHURST. I am speaking in the time of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Reep], but I want to say again that for the 
statesmanship of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from Alabama I have the highest regard. Indeed, so far from 
finding fault with their spirit of independence, I am inclined to 
overpraise it at times. 

Now, another thiag—and I hope I am_not offensive when I 
say it—I am very certain that, even if we should attach this 
method, which provides for ratification by conventions instead 
of by the legislatures of the proposed constitutional amendment. 
neither the distinguished Senator from Missouri nor the able 
Senator from Alabama would vote for the joint resolution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; but the Senator overlooks the fact 
that the position the Senator from Missouri and I occupy is net 
the proposition of favoring the establishment of the right of 
suffrage by the Federal Government and taking it away from 
the States, but the challenge has been repeatedly hurled on the 
floor of the Senate by the proponents of this measure that the 
people of the several States had a right to grant this privilege 
to the women of the country, and we have merely accepted the 
challenge which has been thrown at our feet. We challenge 
you to go to the hustings; we challenge you to submit this ques- 
tion to the people and not to the legislatures of the States. 

If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me for occupying 
his time a moment longer, let us analyze the situation. The 
Senator from Arizona thinks that because some 17 or 18 amend- 
ments have been adopted by the legislatures of the States that 
forecloses the other method provided in the Constitution. Let 
us see as to that. Ten of the amendments constituted the Bill 
of Rights, which it was understood would be adopted in the 
beginning when the original instrument was agreed to. Three 
of the amendments grew out of the Civil War, settling a great 
contest between the people of the sections of this country. Nee- 
essarily there was no issue made as to the right of the people to 
vote on the adoption of those amendments. In the case of the 
first 10 amendments all of the States were for them, the people 
were for them; and in the case of the 3 amendments growing 
out of the Civil War the South was on its back and the North 
was determined to ratify them and put them in the Constitution. 

As to some of the later amendments—for instance, the one 
changing the decision of the Supreme Court in reference to an 
income tax—almost every man on this floor, every man in the 
State legislatures, and the people themselves recognized that the 
power of the Federal Government in the beginning carried the 
right to levy an income tax, and that only by a divided court had 
that power been taken away from them. 

As to the amendment providing for ‘the election of Senators 
by the people there was no real opposition. Why delay the 
situation in that case when everybody was for it? But when you 
come to an amendment of this kind, the second direct attempt to 
invade the sovereign rights of the States and give their power 
to the Federal Government, it is not such a question as was 
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involved in the original amendments; it is a question that in- 
volves the very fundamental principles of our Government, a 
question that the people of the United States and the people 
of the sovereign States alone have the right to pass upon; and 
I insist that, if the gentlemen who are proponents of this meas- 
ure claim that this proposal should be submitted to the people 
in order to give them an opportunity to be heard and to pass 
upon it, then they can not deny the propriety and justice of 
adopting the only way by which the people of the sovereign 
States can reflect their direct will in the acceptance or rejection 
of this proposal. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Senator from Arizona makes 
the argument that because we have in the past adopted con- 
stitutional amendments by votes of the legislatures, therefore 
we ought not to change the method of ratification in this in- 
stance; yet he stands here telling us that the method of ratifi- 
cation by legislatures is so bad that he proposes to support an 
amendment to the Constitution which permanently takes away 
from them the right of ratification of amendments to the Con- 
stitution and confer that power upon the people. When the 
Senator comes forward with his amendment he will be met with 
the antiquity argument just as completely then as he can now 
summon it to his aid, for the argument will then be made, 
“ You are trying to change something that has existed all these 
years.” If it be true that the State legislatures and Congress 
together might pervert the very form of our Government, if 
that danger is great enough so that the Senator is willing to 
support a constitutional amendment to change it; and if that 
method is, as he described it, archaic and unfair, then why 
not embrace the chance which is now afforded in the submission 
of the proposed pending constitutional amendment? Let us sub- 
mit this proposed amendment in a fair way. Why submit it 
in an unfair and archaic way? Why not submit it in a fair 
and modern way? The argument goes too far, but it is adroitly 
made. 

I know the Senator from Arizona is distressed. He does not 
like to deny the people of his State a right to vote on any ques- 
tion that concerns them. He is that kind of a Democrat. Give 
them a chance to vote on this matter. Give the people of my 
State a chance to vote on it. I am begging for that; I am 
asking it in the name of over three and one-half miliion people. 
if you are going to amend the Constitution and force that 
amendment upon the people of my State, at least give those peo- 
ple a chance to express their opinion. They are a great people— 
not greater than the people of other States, but as great. They 
represent the best there is in education, intelligence, patriotism, 
independence, and love of country. Let them have a chance to 
have a vote to select delegates to Mo the thing that you say 
ought to be reserved to the people always. Let us have that 
chance now, not to-morrow. If it is good and righteous and 
fair to change the Constitution so that the people of the States 
will always have the right—if that is a good thing to do to- 
morrow or next week, why not do that good thing to-day? Why 
not deal with the question that is before us? 

Mr. ASHURST.. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
is one of the ablest lawyers I have ever seen, and he is aware 
that there is running all through our law the well-known prin- 
ciple that the rule of procedure shall not be changed nor the 
statute of limitations shortened while the cause is pending. 

Mr. REED. Ah; but the cause is not pending until the vote 
is taken here. 

Mr. ASHURST. It has been pending, I think, if not techni- 
cally at least practically for four years. One of the reasons 
why I would not at this time vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama is that I think it would be a change of 
the remedy while the case is pending. It would be unusual; it 
would be analogous to shortening the period of the limitation 
right in the middle of a trial. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; when the trial is on and rights have 
been fixed under the law then existing, of course, you can not 
change it; but this is a question that has not yet arrived at a 
point that it can be said to be “a cause.” When the Congress 
shall submit it to the people, then it may be said to be in that 
shape; and if after it had been submitted we were to undertake 
to change the method of submission, there might be something 
in the Senator’s argument; but it is more specious than it is 
persuasive. 

jut, Mr. President, because the question has been discussed 
surely does not justify the Senator’s position, for there is not 
a question that will be brought forward involving an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States in the next 50 
years that will not have been discussed in some form or other at 
some time by somebody. No; the Senator is without a reason; 
he has to go back on a referendum or else support the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama, I hope he will sup- 
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port it; I am begging him to support it; I am asking it in the 
name of the people of a great State who will not be given any 
chance to express their opinion unless the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Alabama is adopted. If they are for it, 
they ought to be allowed to register their will; and if they are 
ponmnns it, no one ought to deny them the right to protest effec- 
ively. 

There is another reason that I want to offer. I have often 
wanted to go to the Senator’s State—I have heard so much 
about it—and I have been so pleased with the people of that 
State whom I have met; but I do not know anything about the 
Senator’s State except as I hear about it and read about it. 
The Senator knows more about Arizona in a moment than I 
could learn by reading and studying for 5 years or 10 years, for 
he has lived there, and he is a part of the people of that State, 
and has the spirit of Arizona—the spirit that is born on the 
broad plains, the spirit that sweeps across Arizona’s glorious 
face upon the wings of the morning. He knows Arizona, but he 
does not know my State, and I do not know his. I would not 
deny him the right to have the people of his State vote on a 
question involving their fundamental rights. 

You ask me my position on this question. If we had the votes 
to pass an amendment to the Constitution providing that women 
could not vote in the State of Arizona, taking that question out 
of the hands of the people of the State of Arizona, or Montana, 
or Colorado, or Wyoming, I would not vote for such a proposi- 
tion, no matter who told me to, because I would say, “It is for 
the people of those States to regulate their own affairs.” But 
if such a proposition were brought forward—and it may be 
brought forward some day, for the tides run in and the tides 
run out, and. opinions change with time—if it ever is offered 
and I am sitting here I pledge the Senator now that I will vote 
against it; and if an amendment is offered which reserves to the 
people of the Senator’s State the right to vote and the Senator 
wants my vote in favor of that he will get it, because it would 
only. be the fair thing to do. 

There is not anything about this question that. need lead us 
into doing things that are unfair and unjust. I repeat, so that 
my position never will be misunderstood, that if an amendment 
were offered here to-morrow that would deny the people of any 
of these States where suffrage exists the right to permit their 
women to vote I would fight it as hard as I am fighting this, 
because it is the State’s business; and I have no right, as a 
citizen of Missouri, to interfere with the rights of the people 
of Wyoming or Arizona. Surely if the Representatives of those 
States asked that their people might vote I would give them 
that poor privilege, at least. 

Mr. President, I beg pardon for speaking so long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watsu of Montana in the 
chair). The question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD]. 

Mr. REED. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Gronna 
Ball 


Hale. 
Bankhead Harding 
Beckham Harris 
Borah Harrison 
Brandegee Henderson 
Calder Hitchcock 
Capper Johnson, Calif. y 
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex. Nugent 
Culberson Jones, Wash. Overman 
Cummins Kellog, Page 
Kendrick Phelan 
Kenyon Phipps 
Keyes Pittman 
Kirby Poindexter 
Knox Ransdell 
La Follette Reed 
Lenroot Sheppard 
Lodge Sherman 
McCormick Simmons — 
McKellar Smith, Ariz. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, the objection which has been 
made to the amendment by the proponents of woman suffrage 
is that it may delay the final adoption of the suffrage amend- 
ment. I plan to hasten consideration. The reason why a delay 
might be caused is that the House has passed the amendment 
in one form, and it would facilitate matters to have concurrence 
by the Senate; but, of course, the Senate is an independent 
body, and that is no reason which should be advanced to us. 


McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8, C. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont, 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 
Wolcott 
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Those of us who are in favor of national suffrage, and also in 
favor of the determination of all questions affecting the amend- 
ment of the Constitution by a vote of the people, desire to see 
that an opportunity shall be given to the people to vote; and to 
that end I have prepared an amendment to the amendment, 
with a view of facilitating the early determination by the peo- 
ple of their will upon this subject, so that there will be no need- 
less delay. 

I will read the amendment in order to comment upon it. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama reads 
as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the following article be proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which shall be valid to all intents and pur- 
poses as a part of the Constitution when ratified by conventions in 
three-fourths of the several States. 

The Constitution, as the Senate is aware, provides for rati- 
fication by three-fourths of the several States “ by the legisla- 
tures or by conventions, as one or the other mode of ratifica- 
tion may be proposed by the Congress.” ‘Therefore the Con- 
gress can propose, as the exclusive method of ratification, rati- 
fication by conventions; and I take it that the Congress can 
also propose the method by which these conventions may be 
called. 

I would oppose leaving it to the legislatures for the very rea- 
son that the legislatures might, if unduly influenced, delay the 
ratification by delaying the calling of the conventions. So an 
amendment to the Underwood amendment might read as fol- 
lows, which I will presently propose: 

The conventions shall consist of 100 members, being qualified elec- 
tors of the several States, and shall be voted for at large— 

That brings the question fairly before all of the people of the 
States, not by congressional districts, but at large. It is the 
one issue before them. 

Shall be elected at large by electors having qualifications to vote for 
members of the most numerous branch of the legislature. Such conven- 
tions shall be called to meet by the governors of the several States on 
the first Tuesday after the first Monday of September, 1919. 

That is an arbitrary date, but it serves the purpose of speedily 
determining what is the will of the electors, and allows ample 
opportunity for the campaign of education. 

I therefore submit that as an amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama. As the legislatures will 
not all meet for several years, this plan will, I believe, bring 
about an earlier ratification. 

While I am on my feet, I happen to have here a very eloquent 
testimonial of the wisdom of submitting all matters to a vote of 
the people. I do not know that it is entirely relevant; but it is 
doubtless interesting, and especially to Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber. 

In California, the referendum has been frequently used. Cali- 
fornia was among the very first States that resorted to the refer- 
endum, and, in most instances, it has expressed very fairly the 
will of the people. Sometimes, where the educational campaign 
has not been sufficiently extensive or intense, there may be a 
doubt as to the fair expression of the people. Anyhow, it is the 
expression of the men who participate in these elections, and the 
women, because both the men and the women vote in California. 
Therefore it is fair to say that the expression of opinion by the 
voters, with or without an educational campaign, is exactly what 
the voters want; and, as the Senator from Missouri said, if the 
people make a mistake, it is very easy to remedy it by an appeal 
from Philip drunk to Philip sober. 

What I have in mind is that on May 17 of this year a Member 
of this body holding a high and distinguished position undertook 
to instruct the people of my State in the political subdivision— 
and a very important one—of Los Angeles city as to how to vote. 
Of course, we resented it as an intrusion, because the occasion to 
which I refer was a municipal election; and all our chartered 
tities sacredly hold to the right to determine their local affairs 
by and for themselves. I will read the instruction which was 
sent out to the city of Los Angeles. I quote from the Los Angeles 
Times of May 18, 1919, a stand-pat Republican paper of general 
circulation. It is headed: 


SENATORS FOR WOODMAN—REPUBLICAN NATIONAL ORGANIZATION IN THE 
FIGHT TO SAVE LOS ANGELES, 


Dr. A. J. Scott, of Mayor Woodman’s campaign committee, yesterday 


peemrer the following telegram from United States Senator REED 
MOOT: 


Dr. A. J. Scort, 
Los Angeles: 


Senator Lopecn joins me in the hope that every Republican will sup- 
ort the Republican candidate for mayor in the coming city election. 
n’t let this administration point to Los Angeles as a Democratic 
city a year hence, when ‘the national campaign is on. The Nation is 
Republican. We hope Los Angeles will be. 
Regep Smoor, 


WASHINGTON, May 17. 
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I received just now, from the secretary of the Democratic 
county committee, this telegram: 


Los ANGELES, CALIF., June 4, 1919. 
Hon. Jamrs D. PHELAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


M. P. Snyder elected mayor of Los Angeles. All papers concede his 
election by 15,000 majority. Snyder now leading by 10,000. City 
clerk estimates total vote cast 75,000. 

F. Ray Groves, 
Secretary Democratic County Committee. 


I merely introduce that now to show that California is strong 
for the referendum, and that her judgment is generally right. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President 

Mr. ASHURST. Who was elected? 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. M. P. Snyder, mentioned in the telegram, is 
a Democrat, and has served that city before, conspicuously and 
well, as its mayor. Mr. Woodman is a Republican. Los Angeles 
is normally Republican. 

I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I merely wanted to ask what the response 
of the city was; and in view of that I wanted to ask the politics 
of the successful candidate. 

Mr. PHELAN. I have already anticipated that question. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator before he 
takes his seat will offer a resolution extending our thanks to 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] for his services in behalf of 
the Democratic Party in Los Angeles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment offered by the Senator from California. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama the following: 

The conventions shall consist of 100 members, being qualified electors 
of the several States, and shall be elected at large by-clectors having 
qualifications to vote for members of the most numerous branch of the 
legislature. Such conventions shall be called to meet by the governors 
of the several States on the first Tuesday after the first Monday of 
September, 1919. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California to the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment submitted by myself. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
DERWOOD]. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SWANSON (when Mr. Martin’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MARTIN] is detained from the Senate on account 
of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Cott]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCumBER] to the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosin- 
son] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cott]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] and vote 
“ nay.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENrose]. I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
SHIELDS] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague, the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. SatrrH], is absent from the 
Senate on account of illness. 

The roll call having been concluded, 
nounced—yeas 28, nays 55, as follows: 





the result was an- 


YEAS—28. 
Bankhead Gay McLean Smith, S. C. 
Beckham Harris Moses Stanley 
Borah Harrison Overman Swanson 
Brandegee Hitchcock Phelan Underwood 
Dial King Reed Wadsworth 
Dillingham Knox Simmons Williams 
Fletcher Lodge Smith, Md. Wolcott 

NAYS—55. 
Ashurst ,. Gronna McCormick Sheppard 
Ball Hale McKellar Sherman 
Calder Harding McNary Smith, Ariz. 
Capper Henderson Myers Smoot 
Chamberlain Johnson, Calif. Nelson Spencer 
Culberson Jones, N. Mex, New Sterling 
Cummins Jones, Wash. Newberry Sutherland 
Curtis Kellogg Norris Thomas 
Edge Kendrick Nugent Trammell 
Elkins Kenyon Page Walsh, Mass. 
Fall Keyes Phipps Walsh, Mont, 
Fernald Kirby Pittman Warren 
France La Follette Poindexter Watson 
Frelinghuysen Lenroot s, Ransdell 
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NoT 
wee McCumber 
Martin 
Owen 
I Penrose 
Se Mr. UnprErweop’s nmendment was rejected. 
Mr. GAY. 
was taken on the woman suffrage question, I explained my posi- 
tien briefly at that time. My positien to-day, Mr. President, is 
the same as it was then. There is no doubt in my mind that 
women should be given the right te vete. There is doubt, how- 
ever, that they will ever receive the privilege they: are now ask- 
ing by the methods which some of their supposed friends have 
adopted. It is a well-known fact that they have finally secured 
the necessary two-thirds vote of the Senate of the United States 
to pass the Susan B. Anthony amendment and-to submit that 
namendment to the legislatures of the varieus Stetes of the 
Union. The advocates of the Susan B. Anthony amendment 
have won a great victory and are justly entitled to al the praise 
and honor which comes with the winning of a battle which has 
been fought for so long a time. It is not my intention to at- 


VOTING—18. 


Pomerence 
Robinson 
Shields 
Smith, Ga. 


Brande Townsend 
Colt 
Gerr) 
(,or 


Mr. President, in February last, when the vate | Gay 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
| 


tempt to delay this legislation, but I do desire to present here | 


and now an amendment which 1 believe would be 
the necessary 36 States at the next meeting of their legislatures. 
I present this as a substitute for the amendment which is now 
before you. The amendment which I am about to present was 


"s » 7 . a * first assist: a or" i. ner o » tisi- | . * , 28 ° 
drafted by the former first assistant attorney general of Lov | amendment as in Committee of the Whole, the joint resolution 


nna and by the Demecratic national committeemen from that 
State when this matter was under discussion during the last 
session of Congress. 
the Susan B. Anthony amendment and is more liberal perhaps 
than the amendment which I have already presented for your 
consideration. 

Section 2 reads that fle several States shall have the wutherity 
to enforce this article by necessary legislation, ‘but if any ‘State 
shall enforce or enact any law in conflict therewith, then Con- 


ratified by | ¢ 
| Gerry 


t meets the objecti i ; re to | 
Ii meets the objection that many have to | . »onqment. 


| Senate ‘and open to amendment. 


gress shall not be excluded from enacting appropriate legisla- | 


tion to enforce it. 


‘hi oo wives —" States the ris’ i L fi i 
This, Mr. President, gives to the various States the right to | jont> the junior Senater from Utah [Mr. Krnc] and I are 


enact and enforce laws giving women the right te vote. It 


does not leave all questions to Congress, but puts the matter | The senior Senator from Tennessee is absent on account :of ill- 


where those who believe in State rights consider the power 
should be vested. 


> . s 7} t 7. @ States reve »¢ o 4 “ . : : * * 
Mr. President, it only requires 1 States to prevent the adop- | the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. LowNsEND] is paired 


tion of the Susan B. Anthony amendment, and I predict that 
there are 13 States that will never ratify the amendment which 
the Congress of the United States is about to present to the 
American people. The last vote in the State of Texas shows 
full well how the wind is ‘biowing. 

With the passage of the amendment which I am now present- 
ing to you as a substitute for the other amendments which have 
been offered, the objection would be removed and the required 
number of States would soon pass it and thus give the right of 
suffrage to those noble, patriotic, and splendid women of our 
country who have so long fought for this right and who so 
richly deserve the privilege. 

I offer the amendment which I ask the Secretary toe read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment offered by the Senator from Louisiana. 

The Secretary. The amendment is in the nature of a substi- 
tute: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con- 
curring therein), That the following article ‘be proposed to the legisla- 


Ss rete , wi sy > | . ° : 
The Secretary will read the | colleague [Mr. MARTIN], as previously stated, is detained from 


| the 
| Senator from Delaware |Mr. BaAu.]. 
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The result was announced—yeus 19, nays 62, as follows: 
YEAS—19. 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Simmons 
Stanley 
Swanson 
NAYS—62. 
McCormick 
MeCumber 
McKellar 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Hitchcock Penrose 
Johnson, 8. Dak. Pomerene 
Martin Robinson 
Gore Owen Shields 
So Mr. Gay's amendment was rejected, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there 


Bankhead 
«Beckham 

Dial 

Fletcher 


Harris 
Harrison 
King 
Myers 
Overman 


Thomas 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wolcott 


Ashurst 
Ball 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Capper 
Chamberlain 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dillingham 
Ed 


Gronna 

Hale 

Harding 
Henderson 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 

Keyes 

Kirby 

Knox 

La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 


Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, 8.:C. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 


Frelinghuysen 


Borah 


Smith, Ga. 
Colt 


Smith, Md. 
Townsend 


be no further 
will be reported to the Senate. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The joint resolution is in the 
If there be no amendment, the 
question is, Shall the joint resolution be read a third time? 

The joint resolution was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is, Shall 
the joint resolution pass? The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary preceeded to call ‘the roll. 

Mr. BALL (when his name was called). By a special -agree- 
paired with the senior Senater from Tennessee [Mr. SuHiccps]. 


ness in his family. Tf he were present, I would vote “ yea.” 
Mr. CALDER (when his nume was called). On this question 


with me in the affirmative against the senior Senator fram Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Penresr] in the negative. If I were at liberty 
to vote, ] weuld vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KING (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Smimeps] and the 
If I were permitted to 
vote, I should vote in the affirmative, but owing to the pair J 
withhold my vote. 


Mr. McLEAN (when his name was called). On this question 


| J am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cour] 


| and the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. 
| held my vote. 


I therefore with- 
if I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “nay.” 
Mr. SWANSON (when Mr. Marrrn’s name was called). My 


| the Senate on account of illness. He is paired with ‘the Sena- 


tures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of the | 
United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures, | 


shal! be valid as part of said Constitution, namely : 
ARTICLE —. 

Secrion 1. That 

shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on 


account of sex. 

See 
this article by necessary legislation, but if any State shall enforce or 
enact any laws in conflict therewith, then Congress shall not be excluded 
from enacting appropriate legislation to enforce it. 

Mr. GAY. Iask for the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. REED. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was eaHed). I make the 
Sale unnouncement of the transfer of my pair as on the previous 
vote, and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement made upon the last vote coneerning my pair and 
its transfer, I vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague, the 


the right of citizens of the United States to vote | 


Michigan [Mr. TownsEenp]. 


2. That the several States shall have the authority to enforce | 


a | Dakota [Mr. Jounson]. 
United | 


tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] and the Senator from South 
If my colleague were present, he would 
vote “nay ” and the two Senators with whom he is paired would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. KNOX (when Mr. PENROsE’s Dame was called). As 
already announced by the junior Senator from New York [ Mer. 
CALDER], my colleague [Mr. PENRosE] is paired with the junier 
Senator from New York and also with the senier Senator from 
My colleague has requested me to 
state that if he were present he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. McCKELLAR (when Mr. Sule ips's name was called). 


| The senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] is unaveid- 


ably detained on business and is puired with the junior Senater 
from Utah [Mr. Kino] and the junier Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. BALL]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when the name of Mr. Saxirx of Georgia 
was called). The senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. SmirH] 
wired me and asked that a pair be arranged for him on this 
question, which has been done. He also asked me to announce 


| that if he were present he would vote against the passage of 


the joint resolution. 
Mr. HARRIS. My colleague [Mr. Surry of Georgia] is paired 


| with the Senator from Oklahoma | Mr. OwEN] .and the Senater 


senior Senator from Georgia [My Smuru], is detained from the | 


Senate by illness. 


from Arkansas |Mr. Rosrnson]. 
ilmess. 
Mr. NEWBERRY (when Mr. Townsenp’s name was called), 


My colleague ‘is detained ‘by 


| My colleague {Mr. TowNseENp| is detained at home by illness In 
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his family. 
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He is paired as previously announced. He desired 


me to state that if present he would vote “ yea.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. 
Understanding, however, that if he were present he would vote 
just as I am about to do, I am at liberty to disregard the pair 
for the nonce. 


Mr. KIRBY. 


I vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
I announce the unavoidable absence of the senior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosrnson], who would have voted 
for the joint resolution if present. 


has been announced. 


Mr. McLEAN. 


here. 


I vote “ nay.” 
I desire to announce that the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE], for whom a pair has been arranged, 
is unavoidably detained outside the Capitol and unable to be 
I wish to announce that if present he would vote against 


the passage of the joint resolution. 
The roll call resulted—yeas 56, nays 25, as follows: 


He is paired and his pair 


I find that I can transfer the pair which I 
heretofore announced to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE], 
which I do and vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


I have a pair 





YEAS—56. 
“Ashurst “Tiarding -McCumber ~Ransdell 
Capper ~Harris McKellar “Sheppard 
{’hamberlain “Henderson ~McNary Sherman | 
—(ulberson “Jchnson, Calif. “Myers mith, Ariz. 
Cummins “Jones, N. Mex. “Nelson oSmoot 
~Curtis “Jones, Wash. —New Spencer 
tdge ~Kellogg Newberry ~stanley 
EKikins —Kendrick Norris Sterling 
~Fall ~Kenyon Nugent Sutherland 
“Fernald “Keyes Pace ~Thomas 
Trance ~-Kirby “Phelan “Walsh, Mass. 
Frelinghuysen “La Follette “Phipps Walsh, Mont. 
“tronna —BLenroot ~Pittman ~Warren 
Ilale @fcCormick “Poindexter Watson 
aaa NAYS—25. 
Bankhead Gay ~Overman Underwood 
“Beckham sierrises “Reed Wadsworth 
Borah Jitcheock “Simmons Williams 
Brandegee Knox Smith, Md. #AV olcott 
Pial “Lodge Smith, 8. C. 
Dillingham ~McLean “Swanson 
Fletcher “Moses “Trammell 
NOT VOTING—15. 
“Tall “™¢ore “Owen 3 a hields —_ 
—Calder—% ~Tohnson, S. Dake }Penrose— F ~ Smith, Ga. 
“Colt ~King = 2 -Pomerene ~“Townsend—z 


2 


Gerry. = «Martin Robinson * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas are 56 and the nays 

are 25. A quorum being present and the joint resolution having 

received the affirmative vote of more than two-thirds of the Sena- 

tors present and voting is declared to have passed the Senate 

in accordance with the Constitution of the United States. [Ap- 
plause on the floor and in the galleries.] 
TREATY OF PEACE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being Senate resolution 12, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution No. 12, submitted by Mr. 
Jounson of California May 20, as follows: 

Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to 
the representatives of Germany; and 
Whereas a synopsis only cf the treaty has been given publicity in the 

United States, and our people are entitled to know its full contents, 

and to what, if any, engagements they may have been committed ; and 
Whereas it is reported in the press that the entire treaty has been 


cabled to the State Department and is now in the possession of the 
State Department: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested 
forthwith to transmit to the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace 
completed at the Paris conference and delivered’ to the representatives 
of Germany. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator 
from California whether he will be willing to have his resolu- 
tion temporarily laid aside in order that a little routine busi- 
ness may be transacted? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. My intention was not to press 
the resolution this evening, but to ask to have it go over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I thought that was the Senator's in- 
tention. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes; it was. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the resolution can temporarily be laid 
aside we can transact some minor business. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, the suggestion 
is made by the Senator from Nebraska that the resolution be 
temporarily laid aside in order that some business which he has 
in hand may be transacted. As I understand the rule, in order 


that the resolution shall not be displaced it is necessary to 
secure unanimous consent to have that done. 


I am very agree- 
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able to the request. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be laid aside temporarily to be taken up 
to-morrow as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside to be taken up to-morrow at 2 o’clock. Is there 
objection to the request? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I would not want 
to exclude taking it up before 2 o’clock if other business before 
then is disposed of. 

Mr. SWANSON. That would have to be done by motion. 
It comes up as the unfinished business at 2 o'clock. If it is 
taken up before 2 o’clock, it must be taken up on motion. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; but if we agree to the 
unanimous consent that it can not come up until 2 o’clock, it 
could not be taken up prior to that time, even by motion. 

Mr. SWANSON. It would come up at 2 o’clock at any rate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests that any- 
thing in the nature of morning business can be done by unani- 
mous consent without laying aside the unfinished business. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then it is not necessary to 
ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that the Senator ask unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think if the Senator simply makes the 
request to lay the unfinished business aside temporarily, to 
hold its place, it will retain its place and then come up auto- 
matically. 

Mr. LODGE. Then it can be taken up at any time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then it may be taken up after 
the conclusion of morning business to-morrow or at 2 o'clock, 
if the morning business continues that long. Then it comes 
up automatically. Is that understood? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the Senator to withhold that motion 
for a moment. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; I withhold the motion. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask to have read the resolution which 
I send to the desk, and that it lie over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res, 64), as follows: 
Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. Borau, has stated in the Senate 

that certain interests in the city of New York have secured copies 

of the peace treaty with Germany, while the American people have 
been unable to secure one; and 
Whereas the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Lopes, has stated in the 

Senate that he knows of four such copies of said treaty of peaca 

with Germany now in New York, and that the only place where it 

is not allowed to come is the Unite@ States Senate ; ond 
Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. Boraw, has stated that the in- 


terests now having possession of said copies of said treaty are pecul- 
iarly interested in the treaty : Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby 
is, authorized and directed to investigate the matter with the view to 
ascertaining the facts, and particularly to ascertain and report to the 
Senate the names of the persons, corporations, or interests which have 
secured copies of said treaty, and from whom they were secured, and 
by what methods; and also to ascertain and report to the Senate in 
what manner and to what extent said interests are “ particularly ” 
interested in said treaty. For these purposes the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it is, authorized 
to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with the same, 
the expenses thereof, including the cost of travel, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or any sub- 
committee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to re- 
mind the Senator that the request of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Jounson] has not been disposed of. 

Mr. KING. I understood that it had been disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought the request of the Senator from 
California had been agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
derstand. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood there was no objection. 

SeverRAL SENATORS. There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I ask that my request may be 
disposed of, that the resolution which is the unfinished busi- 
ness, may be temporarily laid aside, to be taken up to-morrow 
at the conclusion of the morning business, or automatically, at 
any rate, at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate hears the re- 
quest of the Senator from California. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, what disposition was made of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska? 


The Chair does not so un- 
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Mr. LODGE. As I understand, the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska goes, under the rule, to the Committee to Audit 
and Contro] the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate under the rule. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
think it should first go to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
or to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent BPx- 
penses of the Senate? 

Mr. LODGE. 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
discussed that many times, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask that the resolution lie over until 
te-morrow, if that is agreeable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the rule and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
WALSH of Massachusetts presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Worcester, Mass., praying for the ratification of the 
proposed league of nations treaty, which were referred to the 
Comittee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. 
Brat 
league 
on Foreign Relations. 


We have 


Mr. 


He also presented a petition of Local Branch Connecticut | 


State Grange Patrons of Husbandry, of Suffield, Conn., and a 
petition of sundry citizens of Guilford, Conn., praying for the 
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Oakville Co., of Waterbury, Conn., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of the congregations of the 
Congregational Church of Wauregan, the Baptist Church of 
Plantsville, the Methodist Episcopal Church of South Manchester, 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Stratford, the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Seuth Farms, Middletown, and the Mary 
Taylor Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church of Milford; of the 
North Methodist Episcopal Church Society of Manchester, of 
the Christian Endeavor Society of the First Congregational 
Church of Norwich; and of sundry citizens of Ridgefield, all in 
the State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the repeal of 
war-time prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARDING presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 158, 
S. N. P. J., of Nottingham; of Local Lodge No. 153, S. N. 
P. J., of Youngstown; of Local Lodge No. 5, 8S. N. P. J., of 
Cleveland; of Local Lodge No. 20, 8. 8S. P. Z., of Cleveland; of 
Local Lodge No. 79, H. Z. J., of Cleveland; of the Jugo-Slay 
Republican Alliance, No. 8, of Cleveland; of the Jugo-Slav 
Republican Alliance, No. 9, of Cleveland; of the Jugo-Slav Re- 
publican Alliance, No. 21, cf Cleveland; of the St. Nikoia 
Society, No. 22, N. C. S., of Cleveland; of Local Lodge No. 275, 
S. N. P. J., of Maynard; of Local Lodge No. 358, S. N. P. J., 
of Power Point; of the Slovenian Benefit Society, of Barberton; 
of Local Lodge No. 279, S. N. P. J., of Ramsey; of Local Lodge 
No. 17, S. N. P. J., of Lorain; of Local Lodge No. 62, S. S. P. Z., 
of Lorain; of Local Ledge No. 104, S. N. P. J., of Lorain; of 
the South Slavic Catholic Union of East Palestine; of the 
St. Barbara Society of East Palestine; of the Slovenian Pro- 
gressive Benefit Society of East Palestine; of the Slovenian 
National Benefit Society, No. 55, of East Palestine; of Lecal 
Lodge No. 355, S. N. P. J., of Fairport Harbor; and of sundry 
citizens of Bridgeport, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
independence of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair dealing 
in connection with peace deliberations, which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON INTEESTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 
of the act of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, 
being the joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolution to authorize 
the President in time of war to supervise or take possession 
and assume control of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable, 
or radio system or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate 
the same in such manner as may be needful or desirable for 
the duration of the war, and to provide just compensation there- 
for,” approved July 16, 1918, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 4) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 641) to amend section 10 of an act entitled “An act to 
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I presume it goes to the Committee to Audit | 


The resolution will lie over | 


McLEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of | 
ford, Conn., praying for the ratification of the proposed | 
of nations treaty, which was referred to the Committee | 


| to be at the rate of $1 per printed page, 
; sum of $33. 
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provide for the operation of transportation systems while under 
Federal control, for the just compensation of their owners, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report (No. 5) thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unant- 
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1873) to amend the Articles of War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 1874) for the relief of Stephen A. Winchell; to the 


; Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: 
A bill (S. 1875) for the relief of Catherine Grace; to the 
Committee on Claims. 
REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
Mr. HENDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 


' proposed by him to the bill (S. 1839) to amend sections 2237 
‘and 2240 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
| was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to 


be printed. 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 

Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
63), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 


the cost of reporting hearings held on Costa Rican matters by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations at the last session of the Sixty-fifth 


| Congress, upon youcher to be approved by the Committee to Audit 
He also presented a memorial of sundry employees of the | P = 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, said payment 
and not to exceed the 


COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES, 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the following resolution (S. 
tes. 65), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenugrapher, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of 
the Senate, 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
66), which was read and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to order and have printed 5,000 copies of the 
revised covenant for a league 6f nations, as it is now embodied, to- 
gether with the original draft, in Senate Document No. 7, presented 
by Mr. PirTMAN under date of May 20, 1919. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEVELOPMENT OF COMMERCE WITH PANAMA. 


The following treaty was ratified by the Senate and the in- 
junction of secrecy was removed therefrom June 4, 1919: 
CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND PANAMA, SIGNED FEB- 

ruary 8, 1919, ror THE DEVELOPMENT OF COMMERCE BETWEEN THB 

Two COUNTRIES AND TO INCREASE THB EXCHANGE OF COMMODITIES 

BY FACILITATING THE WORK OF TRAVELING SALESMEN. 


The Senate: 


I transmit herewith, to receive the advice and consent of the 
Senate to its ratification, a convention between the United States 
and Panama, signed February 8, 1919, for the development of 
commerce between them and to increase the exchange of com- 
modities by facilitating the work of traveling salesmen. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THE WuitTe Howse, 

Washington, March 1, 1919. 
The PRESIDENT: 

The undersigned, the Acting Secretary of State, has the honor 
to lay before the President, with a view to its transmission to 
the Senate, if his judgment approve thereof, to receive the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate to its ratification, a convention 
signed February 8, 1919, between the United States and Panama, 
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for the development of commerce between them and to increase 
the exchange of commodities by facilitating the work of traveling 
salesmen. 
Respectfully’ submitted. 
Frank L. Pork. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, February 27, 1919. 


The United States of America and the Republic of Panama 
being desirous to foster the development of commerce between 
them and to increase the exchange of commodities by facilitating 
the work of traveling salesmen have agreed to conclude a con- 
vention for that purpose and have to that end appointed as their 
plenipotentiaries : 

The President of the United States of America, Frank L. Polk, 
Acting Secretary of State of the United States of America, and 

The President of the Republic of Panama, Sefior José Edgardo 
Lefévre, chargé d’affaires of the Republic of Panama near the 
Government of the United States of America, 

Who, having communicated to each other their full powers, 
which were found to be in due form, have agreed upon the fol- 
lowing articles: 

ARTICLE 1. 

Manufacturers, merchants, and traders domiciled within the 
jurisdiction of one of the high contracting parties may operate 
as commercial travelers either personally or by means of agents 
or employees within the jurisdiction of the other high contract- 
ing party on obtaining from the latter, upon payment of a single 
fee, a license which shall be valid throughout its entire terri- 
torial jurisdiction. 

In case either of the high contracting parties shall be en- 
gaged in war, it reserves to itself the right to prevent from 
operating within its jurisdiction under the provisions of this 
treaty, or otherwise, enemy nationals or other aliens whose pres- 
ence it may consider prejudicial to public order and national 
safety. 

ARTICLE II, 

In order to secure the license above mentioned the applicant 
must obtain from the country of domicile of the manufacturers, 
merehants, and traders represented a certificate attesting his 
character as a commercial traveler. This certificate, which shall 
be issued by the authority to be designated in each country for 
the purpose, shall be viséed by the consul of the country in 
which the applicant proposes to operate, and the authorities of 
the latter shall, upon the presentation of such certificate, issue 
to the applicant the national license as provided in Article I. 

ARTICLE IT. 

A commercial traveler may sell his samples without obtaining 

a special license as an importer. 
ARTICLE Iv. 

Samples without commercial value shall be admitted to entry 
free of duty. 

Samples marked, stamped, or defaced in such manner that 
they can not be put to other uses shall be considered as objects 
without commercial value. 

ARTICLE V. 

Samples having commercial value shall be provisionally ad- 
mitted upon giving bond for the payment of lawful duties if 
they shall not have been withdrawn from the country within a 
period of six months. 

Duties shall be paid on such pertion of the samples as shall 
not have been so withdrawn. 

ARTICLE VI. 

All customs formalities shall be simplified as much as possible 

with a view to avoid delay in the dispatch of samples. 
ARTICLE VII, 
Peddlers and other salesmen who vend directly to the con- 


sumer, even though they have not an established place of busi- | 
ness in the country in which they operate, shall not be con- ; 
sidered as commercial travelers, but shall be subject to the | 


license fees levied on business of the kind which they carry on. 
ARTICLE VIII. 

No license shall be required of: 

(a) Persons traveling only to study trade and its needs, even 
though they initiate commercial relations, provided they do not 
make sales of merchandise. 

(b) Persons operating through local agents which pay the 
license fee or other imposts to which their business is subject. 

(c) Travelers who are exclusively buyers. 

ARTICLE Ix. 

Any concessions affecting any of the provisions of the present 
treaty that may hereafter be granted by either high coutracting 
party, either by law or by treaty or convention, shall immedi- 
ately be extended to the other party. 
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ARTICLE Xx. : 

This convention shall be ratified; and the ratifications shall 
be exchanged at Washington or Panama within two years, or 
sooner if possible. : 

The present convention shall remain in force until the end of 
six months after either of the high contracting parties shall 
have given notice to the other of its intention to terminate the 
same, each of them reserving to itself the right of giving such 
notice to the other at any time. And it is hereby agreed be- 
tween the parties that, on the expiration of six months after 
such notice shall have been received by either of them from the 
other party as above mentioned, this convention shall altogether 
cease and terminate. 

In testimony whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have 
signed these articles and have thereunder affixed their seals. 

Done in duplicate, at Washington, this 8th day of February, 
1919. 

[SEAL.] 

[ SEAL. ] 


FRANK L. Po. 
J. E. Lerivee. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 5, 
1919, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 4 (legisla- 
lative day of June 3), 1919. 


UnitTep Staves ATTORNEY. 


D. E. Simmons to be United States attorney, southern district 
of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 4, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock neon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, never far from any of us, we call upon Thee 
out of the deeps of the soul for courage, strength, faith, and 
grace to sustain us through the obligations of this day, that we 
may be the better prepared fer whatever Thou dest lay upon us 
to-morrow. 

Now is the day of salvation. If we live up to the high-water 
mark of Christian manhood to-day, now, in this werld, we need 
have no fears for the morrow nor for the world that is to come. 

To live, to act, to progress is tge psalm of life in this world 
and the world to come. 

Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof. Protect, cuide, 
and strengthen us for the present moment, and all praise and 
gratitude shall be Thine. In the Great Exenmplar’s name. 
Amen. 

The Journal ef the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. SEARS rose. 

The SPEAKER. 
Florida rise? 

Mr. SEARS. 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will wait a moment. Any 
Members who desire to take the oath of office will present them- 
selves. 


For what purpose does the gentleman from 


I ask unanimous consent to proceed fer three 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. GLYNN, Mr. HUDDLESTON, and Mr. LEE of Georgia 

appeared before the Speaker’s desk and took the oath of office. 
PROPOSED SOLDIERS’ HOME AT ST. CLOUD, FLA. 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I introduced a 
bill (H. R, 8468) to establish an old soldiers’ home at St. Cloud, 
Fla. I am going to send to the Speaker’s desk some petitions 
| that I received in support of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not yet obtained consent. 

| Mr. SEARS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for three 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
what is the subject? 

Mr. SEARS. An old soldiers’ home. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? 
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Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we expect to take up appro- 
priation bills in a very short time, and the gentleman will have 
an opportunity to address the House, I am sure, in connection 
with the consideration of one of those bills. 

Mr. SEARS. I simply want to ask the Speaker to refer these 
petitions to the Committee on Appropriations. It will not take 
over a minute. I can not do that in the other time. 

Mr. MONDELL. The rule in regard to matters of that kind 
is that they shall be placed in the basket. 

Mr. SEARS. If the gentleman objects, of course I can not help 
it; I do not care to take up the time of the House. These 
petitions are signed by old soldiers. I have presented them as 
the son of a Confederate soldier. Does the gentleman object? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming objects. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman can take it up on one of the 
appropriation bills. 

ENEOLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolu- 
tion of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 79. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use of 
Confederate veterans in their State convention, June 17 and 18, 
1919. 


CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 


The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House dispense with business in order under paragraph 4, 
Rule XXIV, as to Calendar Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unan- 
imous consent that the House dispense with the business of 
Calendar Wednesday. Is there objection? 

Mr. DYER. Reserving the right to object—which I do not 
intend to do, but probably shall hereafter, unless it is a matter 
of great importance—I hate to see Calendar Wednesday dis- 
pensed with at the beginning of a Congress for fear of the 
precedent. I would like the gentleman from Wyoming to tell 
us the situation as to these appropriation bills which it is neces- 
sary to have enacted and passed before July 1. What appro- 
priation bills are there that went over from the last session 
that must be considered and passed before July 1? 

Mr. MONDELL. There are four of the larger supply bills— 
the District of Columbia bill, the sundry civil bill, and the Army 
and Navy bills—and in addition to those is the railroad appro- 
priation bill. It is highly important, in my opinion, that this 
program of legislation or appropriation which came to us as a 
heritage from the last Congress be disposed of in the House, if 
possible, by the 15th or, at the furthest, the 16th of this month. 

Mr. DYER. The gentleman realizes that that can not be 
done unless the Members of the House, and particularly those 
upon our side of the Chamber, refrain from a great deal of 
what, in my judgment, I consider unnecessary debate. If we 
are to pass these bills by that time, I hope the gentleman, the 
leader of the majority, will try to use his influence upon the 
Members upon this side of the House not to engage in unneces- 
sary delay by debate and motions and things of that kind. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will do that. 

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I think it is important that we should have a ruling. I sub- 
mit a parliamentary inquiry or I will make the point of order 
that the unfinished business should be disposed of, and that the 
unfinished business is a vote upon the Agricultural appropria- 
tion bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
That has been decided. It was decided last by the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. Speaker Crark, holding that that should go 
over until Thursday instead of Wednesday. Is there objec- 
tion to the unanimous-consent request of the gentleman from 
Wyoming that the business in order on Calendar Wednesday be 
dispensed with? 

There was no objection. 

INVESTIGATION OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Kansas rise? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I want to make an announce- 
ment to the membership of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman is recog- 
nized for one minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Immediately following the ac- 
tion of the House on the Agricultural appropriation bill I shall 
eall up or submit a resolution from the Committee on Rules, 
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House resolution 78, introduced by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Grawam], providing for a general investigation of the 
War Department. 

The SPEAKER. 
cultural appropriation bill. . 


The business before the House is the Agri- 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
a my remarks in the Recorp on the Agricultural appropria- 
tion bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks on the Agricultural appropriation 
bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Agricultural appropriation bill is be- 
fore the House, and the previous question has been ordered. 
The question arises as to the amendments on that bill. Is a 
separate vote demanded on any amendment to that bill? If not, 
the Chair will put the amendments en gross. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendments. 

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I have a motion to recommit the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. BLACK. I am not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any gentleman who is opposed to 
the bill who desires to offer a motion to recommit? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I desire to offer a motion to recommit, 
and am a member of the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BLACK. I am not a member of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and, of course, I yield to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, who is a member of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will first recognize a member 
of the committee on the minority side. If no such gentleman 
desires to offer a motion, the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON], who offers the following 
motion to recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. ANDERSON moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Agri- 
culture with instructions to report the same back forthwith with an 
amendment striking out, on page 71, line 4, the figures “ $1,500,000,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the figures * $2,500,000.” 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. WINGO. I ask unanimous consent that the paragraph 
of the bill to which this motion applies be reported, so that we 
inay know what it is about. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the paragraph referred to be reported. If there be no 
objection, it will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For cooperative agriculiural extension work, to be allotted, paid, 
and expended in the same manner, upon the same terms and condi- 
tions, and under the same supervision as the additional appropriations 
made by the act of May 8, 1914 (38 Stat. L., 372), entitled “An act to 
provide for cooperative agricultural extension work between the agri- 
cultural colleges in the several States receiving the benefits of an act 
of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto, 
and the United States Department of Agriculture,” $1,500,000; and all 
sums appropriated by this act for use for demonstration or extension 
work within any State shall be used and expended in accordance with 
plans mutually agreed upon by the Secretary of Agriculture and the 
proper officials of the college in such State which receives the benefits 
of said act of May 8, 1914. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to recommit. 

The question was taken; on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Winco) there were—ayes 33, noes 100. 

Accordingly the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LEVER. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 346, nays 1, 
answered “ present ” 2, not voting 80, as follows: 


YEAS—346. 
Ackerman Ayres Benson Brand 
Alexander Babka Black Britten 
Almon Bacharach Bland, Ind. Brooks, II}. 
Anderson Bankhead Bland, Mo. Brooks, Pa. 
Andrews, Md. Barbour Bland, Va. Browne 
Andrews, Nebr. Barkley Blanton Browning 
Anthony Bee Booher Buchanan 
Ashbrook Begg Bowers Burdick 
Aswell Bell Bor Burroughs 
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Butler 
Byrnes, 82C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Catdwell 


Campbell, Kans. 


Campbell, Pa. 
Candler 
Cannon 
Cantrill 
Caraway 
Carss 
Carter 
Chindblom 
Clark,.Fla, 
Clark,'Mo. 
Classon 
Cleary 
Coady 

Cole 

Collier 
Connally 
Cooper 
Copley 
Costello 
Crago 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Callen 
Currie, Mich. 
Curry, Calif. 
— 


arrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Denison 
Dent 
Dewalt 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Doremus 
Dowell 
Drane 
Dunbar 
Dunn 
Dupré 

yer 

agile 

ichols 
Ydmonds 
Elliott 
Elston 
Emerson 
Esch 
Evans, Mont. 
Evans, Nebr. 
Evans, Ney. 
Fairfield 
Fess 
Ritzgerald 
Flood 
Fordney 
Foster 
Frear 
French 
Fuller, Tl. 
Gallagher 
Gallivan 
Gandy 
Ganly 
Gard 
Garland 
Garner 
Garrett 
Glynn 
Good 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 


Baer 
Benham 
Boies 
Briggs 
Brinson 
Brumbaugh 
Burke 
Carew 
Casey 
Christopherson 
Crisp 

Dale 

Davey 
Dempsey 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doughton 
Eagan 
Ellsworth 
Ferris 


Graham. Hl. 
Green, Lowa 
Grecne, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hardy, Colo. 
Hardy, Tex. 
Harrison 
Haskell 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayden 
Hays 

Heftin 
Hernandez 
Hersey 
Hersman 
Hickey 
Hicks 

Hoch 
Holland 
Houghton 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Huling: 
Hull, Tenn. 
Husted 

Igoe 
Jacoway 
Jefferis 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Miss. 


Johnson, Wash. 
Johnston, N. Y. 


Jones, Pa. 
Jones, Tex. 


Juu 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kettner 
Kincheloe 
King 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Kleczka 
Knutson 
Kraus 
LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Langley 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Layton 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Lee, Ga. 
Lehlbach 
Lesher 
Lever 
Linthicum 
Little 
Lonergan 
Longworth 
Lufkin 
Luhring 
McAndrews 
McArthur 
MeCulloch 
McDufiie 
McFadden 
McGlennon 
McKenzie 
McKiniry 
McKinley 
MeLane 


CONGRI 


ISSTONAL 


MeLaughlin, Nebr.Sanders, N.Y. 


McPherson 
MacCrate 
Mactiregor 
Madden 
Magee 
Maher 
Major 
Mansfield 
Mapes 
Martin 
Mays 

Mead 
Merritt 
Michener 
Miller 
Minahan, N. J. 
Monahan, Wis. 
Mondell 
Moon 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Moores, Ind. 
Morgan 
Mott 


Nelson, Mo. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn. 
Newton, Mo. 
Nicholls, 8. C. 
Nichols, Mich. 
Nolan 
O'Connell 
Ogden 
Oldfield 
Oliver 

Olney 
Osborne 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Paige 

Park 

Parker 
Parrish 

Pell 

Platt 

Pou 

Purnell 

Quin 
Radcliffe 
Ragsdale 
Rainey, H. T. 
Rainey, J. W. 
Raker 
Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Randall, Calif. 
Randall, ‘Wis. 
Rayburn 
Reavis 


Ricketts 
Riddick 
Robsion,-Ky. 
Rodenberg 
Rogers 
Romjue 
Rose 
Rouse 
Rowe 
Rubey 
Rucker 
Sabath 


McLaughlin, Mich.Sanders, Ind. 
NAYS—1. 


Blackmon 


Walsh 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”’—2, 


Sinnott 


NOT VOTING—80. 


Fields 

Fisher 

Focht 
Freeman 
Fuller, Mass. 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goldfogle 
Goodall 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Graham, Pa. 
Griffin 
Hamill 
Hamilton 
Hastings 
Hill 

Howard 
Iiull, Lowa 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 


So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Steenrerson with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas, 
Mr. Kann with Mr. WHALEY. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. McKrown. 


James 


Jobnson, 8. Dak. 


Kahn 
Kearns 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kiess 
Kreider 
Larsen 
Luce 
McClintic 
McKeown 
Mann 
Mason 
Montague 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Morin 
Mudd 
Peters 


Sanders, La. 
Scott 

Sears 

Sells 

Shreve 

Sims 
Sinclair 
Sisson 
Slemp 

Smal 

Smith, Mich. 
Smith, N.Y. 
Smithwick 
Snell 

Snyder 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Ohio 
Stevenson 
Stiness 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sweet 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla. 
Tillman 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Towner 
Treadway 
Upshaw 
Vaile 

Vare 
Venable 
Vestal 
Vinson 
Voigt 
Volstead 
Walters 
Ward 

Wason 
Watkins 
Watson, Pa. 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Webb 
Webster 
Welling 
wey 
Whaley 
Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Wilfiams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 
Winslow 
Wise 

Wood, Ind. 
Woods, Va. 
Woodyard 
Wright 
Yates 
Young, N. Dak. 
Young, Tex. 
Zibiman 


Phelan 

Porter 

Reber 

Riordan 
Robinson, N. C. 
Rowan 
Sanford 
Saunders, Va. 
Schall 

Scully 
Sherwood 
Siegel 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, M1. 
Steenerson 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Temple 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tilson 
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Mr. Desrpsty with Mr. Rriorpan. 

Mr. Hvurcuinson with Mr. Frrats. 

Mr. GraHam of Pennsylvania with Mr. MonTacvur. 

Mr. Mann with Mr. Brackmon. 

Mr. Borges with Mr. Briaas. 

Mr. Ectsworty with Mr. Brrnson. 

Mr. Foenr with Mr. Carew. 

Mr. FREEMAN -with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. GoopaLL with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Donovan. 

Mr. Hurt of Iowa with Mr. Doorrne. 

Mr. IRELAND with Mr. DovucHrTon. 

Mr. JAMeEs with Mr. EaGan. 

Mr. JoHNnson of South Dakota with Mr. Frerps. 

Mr. Kearns with Mr. FisHer. 

Mr. Ketty of Pennsylvania with Mr. Gopwin of North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


Kennepy of Rhode Island with Mr. GoLpFoGLe, 
Kress with Mr. Grier. 

Kremer with Mr. Hastings. 

LEHIEBACH with Mr. How Arp. 

Mason with Mr. McCrrntic. 

Morr with Mr. Mooney. 

Peters with Mr. PHELAN. 

Porter with Mr. Rosrnson of North Carolina. 
SANForD with Mr. Rowan. 

ScHatxi with Mr. Saunvers of Virginia. 
SIEGEL with Mr. Scutry. 

TemMeLe with Mr. SHERwoop. 

Mr. THompson of Ohio with Mr. Surrivan. 

Mr. Titrson with Mr. Sumners of Texas. 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote “aye. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called? 

Mr. LUCE. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be recorded. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I vote “aye.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen- 
ing when his name should have been called? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I was just at the door of the cloakroom 
and had a man stationed to notify me when my name was 
reached, but the Clerk got by. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Speaker, did the bells ring twice? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not inform the gentleman. 

Mr. BAER. I was called from the room by a constituent, but 
if I had been:present I would have voted “ aye.” 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I -vote “aye.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen- 
ing when his name should have been called? 

Mr. KEARNS. I was in the Hall, but'I did not hear my name 
called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to say that the rule 
dees not contemplate that a Member can vote simply because 
he did not hear his name called. It is on the theory that the 
gentleman’s name was not called at all, and therefore the only 
way that a Member can properly qualify is that he was present 
and listening, did not hear his name ealled, and therefore is 
allowed ‘to vote on the theory that his name was not called. 
Unless gentlemen ean ‘state that they were present and listen- 
ing when their names ‘should have been called, they do not 
qualify. 

Mr. KEARNS. I could not have heard my name if it had been 
called, there was so much confusion in the room. I was present. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman will state that he was 
present and listening to hear his name called, the gentleman can 
not qualify. 

Mr. KEARNS. 
ing the roll call, and did not hear my name called. 
much confusion in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the: gentleman has 
qualified. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, Mr. Mawn, and I desire ’to be ‘recorded 
“present.” 

The name of Mr. ‘BLackston was called, and he answered 
“Present,” as above recorded. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I just ‘came in; I was at the far 
end of the Hall, but before I got down here I heard other names 
ealted right after mine. 

The SPPAKER. ‘Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes; but I did not hear it. 

The Clerk called Mr. Sapatu’s name, and he answered ‘‘Aye,” 
as above recorded. 


” 


I think I was; I was doing: nothing but watch- 
There was 
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Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I understood the 
Chair to state that I could only vote “ present.” I wish to vote 
* present.” 

The SPEAKER. 
vote “ present.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HavucreN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


The rule does not allow the gentleman to 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON WAR EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 78. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and 
he is hereby, directed to appoint from the membership of this House a 
select committee of 15 members, for the Sixty-sixth Congress, and which 
said committee is hereby authorized to fully investigate all contracts 
and expenditudes made by the War Department, or under its directions, 
during the present war; and, in addition to the powers herein conferred, 
shall have the same powers and authority as are now conferred by the 
rules of this House upon the standing Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department; said committee is hereby authorized to send for 
persons and papers, to administer oaths and affirmations, to take testi- 
mony, to sit during the sessions of the House and during any recess 
which may occur during its sessions, and may meet at such places as 
said committee deems advisable. Said committee is also hereby author- 
ized and empowered to appoint such subcommittees as it may deem 
advisable, and such subcommittees, when so appointed, are hereby 
authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths and tak» 
testimony, and to meet at such times and places as said committee shall 
from time to time direct. 

Resolved further, That said select committee shall report to the 
Iiouse, in one or more reports, as it may deem advisable, the result of 
its investigations, with such recommendations as it may care to make. 

Resolved further, That the Speaker of the House is hereby authorized 
to issue subpenas to witnesses, upon the request of said committee or 
any subcommittee thereof, during any recess of Congress during the 
Sessions. 

Resolved further, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be directed 
to serve all subpoenas and other process put into his hands by said com- 
mittee or any subcommittee thereof. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to correct the spelling of the word “ expenditures,” in 
line 6. 

The 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time for debate on the resolution be limited to 
40 minutes on a side; that 40 minutes be controlled by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou] and 40 minutes by 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent that the time for debate on the resolution be limited 
to 40 minutes on a side; that the gentleman from Kansas 
control 40 minutes and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Pou] 40 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the resolution as 
to its purpose and scope speaks for itself. The Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department found itself confronted 
with a very great work, and believing the work should be thor- 
oughly done did not feel like undertaking it with the standing 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. So it is 
proposed that a special committee of 15 members provided for in 
this resolution shall undertake this great work. 

During the period that the United States has been engaged in 
war the War Department has expended to May 1, 1919, 
$16.300,000,000. 

Expenditures for aircraft, $948,000,000. 

Expenditures for ordnance, $4,323,000,000. 

Expenditures for camps, cantonments, and manufacturing 
establishment, $974,000,000. 

Res., $105,000,000. 

Average expenditures of the War Department for three years 
prior to the beginning of the war: 
Fiscal year 1914 
BONE, SIUIIED | TINT so aiunicandaucchaioupsteesiedeties ineleiedipedianlenimag tinal daabinteneds 126, 000, 000 
Fiscal year 1916 132, 000, 000 

The people of the United States are entitled to know just 
how that money was expended, and in order to advise the 
country as to the manner in which it was expended it will be 
necessary for a committee of this House to make such an 
investigation as is contemplated in this resolution. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, 
through their chairman [Mr. Grauam of Illinois], stated to 
the Committee on Rules this morning that in making a pre- 
liminary survey of the work to be done it was discovered that 
it ‘would probably be necessary to appoint a number of sub- 
committees, probably five in all, one to undertake the investi- 
gation of the aircraft production, another of ordnance, another 


SPEAKER. Without objection the correction will be 


$123, 500, 000 
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of the camps and cantonments, another of the Quartermaster 
Department, and so forth. The resolution provides that these 
subcommittees may report at any time any conclusion that 
they have reached. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Does not the gentleman feel that the in- 
vestigation of aircraft expenditures by Mr. Justice Hughes has 
been taken by the American people as having been very thorough 
and a complete vindication? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There has been a thorough in- 
vestigation made of that, but it comes to the knowledge of 
Members of the House and to the country that since that investi- 
gation was made there have been activities by the Aircraft 
Division and large sums of money spent. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And, as a matter of fact, has not more 
been expended since that investigation than was expended up 
to that time? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I was about to follow what I 
had already said with that statement. It is also true, I will 
say in further answer to the gentleman from New York, that the 
Aircraft Division of the War Department is probably now 
expending large sums of money for aviation fields. The country 
would like to know the necessity for that expenditure of money, 
in view of the fact that we are raising money from the people in 
every way that we can devise. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. For a question. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Does not the gentleman know that before 
any expenditure was made for aviation fields the Secretary of 
War came before the Committee on Military Affairs and laid all 
the cards on the table and explained what he was going to do 
and the prices he was going to pay for them, and did he not get 
an authorization of this Congress to do it? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The question as to whether or 
not the money is being wisely expended for aviation fields at 
this time is a matter that may well be inquired into by a com- 
mittee of this House. 

Mr. McARTHUR rose. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
further, and I shall not bother him any more? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Oregon. 

Mr. McARTHUR. Is it not true that in the report of Mr, 
Justice Hughes he specifically stated that he made no investiga- 
tion of the spruce production of the Northwest and admitted 
that it ought to be investigated? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. His report indicated it was a 
someWhat limited investigation. Indeed the appointment of 
Mr. Justice Hughes carried a limitation upon his activities. 

Mr. LITTLE. And I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York if there is any objection from the Committee on 


Military Affairs to an examination of these expenditures? 


Mr. CALDWELL. Oh, no; and I do not want the gentleman 
to misunderstand my question. I propose to vote for this reso- 
lution, not because I believe they are going to find anything 
but because I am sure they will not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded 
for this colloquy. The country expects a thorough investigation 
of all the expenditures. It expects the committee making this 
investigation to be thorough and impartial. It is not intended, 
it could not be the intention of this House, that any innocent 
person shall be punished. It is not intended that anybody 
should be embarrassed who has not placed himself in a posi- 
tion to be embarrassed, but it should not be the intention of any- 
one that a guilty person should go unpunished or unexposed. 
If anyone has misspent or unwisely expended public money 
through the activities of the War Department, the country 
should know who that person is and the extent of the ex- 
penditures. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, there is certainly no objection to 
the purpose of this resolution on the part of the minority of this 
House. If there has been extravagance, the minority party 
wishes that extravagance exposed. If there has been rascality, 
no one is more earnestly in favor of exposing the rascal than 
the Democratic minority on this floor. So far as the purpose 
of the resolution is concerned there is no controversy, but there 
is a division of opinion upon this point. The introducer of 
this resolution stated before the Committee on Rules this 
morning that the desire was to have a nonpartisan investiga- 
tion, and in the next breath we were infornied that the pur- 
pose of the majority is to put 10 Republican Members on this 
investigating committee and 5 Democratic Members. In 2h 
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fairness I submit that the preponderance is .too great. 


of two Republicans and one Democrat. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
not? 

Mr. POU. I wish it were as I first stated [laughter], and 
if the people of this country had not been deceived it would 
have been that way. Now, this subcommittee goes to Europe. 
You have two Republicans and one Democrat. As man to 
man, is that fair? Is that a nonpartisan committee? Men 
who have served on these investigating committees have some 
idea of how arduous their duties are. It is impossible for 
one man to properly represent the side of the minority, if 
there is such a side. For my part, I can not understand why 
you gentlemen want to divide this committee in the proportion 
of 10 to 5 if you really intend to have a nonpartisan investi- 
gation. If you intend to have a partisan investigation, if you 
intend to put things over as you want to put them over, with 
no proper regard for the rights of the minority, then take your 
10 and give us 5; but if you mean what you say, that this 
investigation is to be fair, is to be judicial, is to be nonparti- 
san, in the language of the gentleman who introduced the 
resolution, you will be willing to divide in the proportion of 
9 and 6. 

I do not know, but I venture the assertion that never in the 
history of Congress will you find one single great investigating 
committee where the preponderance was 2 to 1 in favor of 
the majority. You have got your majority ; you can do whatever 
you wish. In the name of fair play, why is it you are not 
willing to give the minority one more vote on this great com- 
mittee, which is to do this great work and which is to conduct, 
according to you, a nonpartisan investigation? Now, Mr. 
Speaker, that is about all I have to say. I have an amendment 
which I would like to introduce and have pending, and which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read. I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be considered as pending, to be voted on 
at the proper time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to 
object to that request for unanimous consent. I do not object 
that it shall be read for information and be pending, but I 
object to unanimous consent that it be voted upon. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment 

The SPEAKER. 
an amendment. 

Mr. POU. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
read for the information of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Pou: In line 4, after 
the word ‘“ Congress,’ insert the words “of whom not less than six 
shail be taken from the minority party.” 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used six minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ferss]. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to note that there will 
be no opposition to the creation of this committee as expressed 
by the speaker who has just left the floor and has been ex- 
pressed by different persons unofficially when the matter was 
talked about. The country not only expects but demands-the 
facts concerning the expenditures of the War Department. It 
is not a new thing. It follows the procedure after at least two 
great wars in which our country was engaged. 

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. FESS. Not now. The country demands it and for that 
reason no one ought to resist it. If in this riot of expenditure 
induced by the war there has been extravagance and if the ex- 
travagance was such that could not be avoided, the country 
will properly excuse it. If it could have been avoided, there 
is no reason why the country should not know it. Men have 
said, “ What do you expect to do with these facts; we all ex- 
pected mistakes to to be made, and to get this information 
after the war is over would be conceding that the water is 
over the wheel and nothing to be gained by it.” I have heard 
that from some quarters. But there is something to be gained 
by it in the suggestion that mistakes made unnecessarily 
should be avoided if under the exigencies of the future we shall 
be called upon to do anything like what we have done. 


LVIII——41 


[Laughter. ] 
It is hard to get over the habit, is it 





The time has not come for the offering of 


Then I ask to have it read for the information of 


But 


The 
committee should be divided at least in the proportion of 9 
and 6. Think what sort of an arrangement you will have. 
This committee will be divided into subcommittees of three, of 
course, made up of two Democrats and one Republican—no; 
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that is not the great thing in my mind. It is not simply to 
show the facts of the great war in expenditures and to give 
the information to the public which it has the right to possess, 
but it is to look into present expenditures because, unless the 
facts are brought to the public, there will continue future ex- 
penses that the public ought not to suffer. That is the main 
reason for this investigation, and I think that the people in 
responsible positions would be glad to have the facts brought 
out with a view of immediate relief. 

The Federal Reserve Board in the May report makes the as- 
tonishing statement that the monthly expenditure of the Gov- 
ernment is $1,400,000,000. This is seven months after the war 
is over, and if that rate continues to the end of the year it will 
use up all the available funds either from the borrowing or the 
taxing source and leave the Nation by the 1st of January with 
a deficit of over $2,000,000,000 and a half of a year yet to be 
accounted for. The people have the right to know what these 
expenditures are, and where there is unnecessary continuance 
it should be pried away from the Government if we have got 
to use, figuratively speaking, a 40-foot pole to do it. Everyone 
knows ; 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. FESS (continuing). That there is now existing a de- 
termination and elaborate effort to maintain agencies that were 
purely war agencies on the basis that those war agencies have 
become peace agencies and the country will suffer if we do not 
continue them. What we want—I can not yield to the gentle- 
man now—are the facts, not only to show what was done un- 
necessarily—and if nothing unnecessarily was done nobody is 
harmed—but the facts as a groundwork for needed relief legis- 
lation in the immediate future. 

Now, as to the make-up of the committee, I can see how my 
friend Pov, the gentleman from North Carolina, might say he 
would prefer 9 to 6 instead of 10 to 5. The reason it was put 
at 10 to 5 is that this committee will almost certainly divide 
itself into five subcommittees, and the five subcommittees could 
not be represented on a basis of 9 to 6 Without putting some 
one on two subcommittees, and the easy way to effect it would be 
to make your five subcommittees, 3 for each subcommittee. It 
would be unwise to make it unduly large, say 25 instead of 15, 
for the reason that this committee must sit constantly. The 
work is simply tremendous ; you can not now see the limit of the 
range, and to call 25 men out of this body to sit- permanently, 
to be almost permanently absent from the session while the in- 
vestigations are going on, would take more of the membership 
from the House than it is wise to do. It seems to me that if 
9 to 6 would be satisfactory to friend Pov, the gentleman from 
North Carolina, that 10 to 5 would not be unsatisfactory to him. 
What he said about the ability of one, person to sit as a per- 
manent representative, that it would physically fatigue him, 
probably is true, but 9 to 6 will not remedy that. You will 
increase the fatigue. I believe that the majority party, which 
is responsible for the investigation, should be given the power 
to make it effective. 

My friend who just left the floor conceded that and expressed 
the wish that it were two Democrats to one Republican instead 
of two Republicans to one Democrat. If that was an honest 
expression, as it was, then his objection can not be serious, I 
am sure. 

Mr. POU. If my friend will permit, I merely meant that if 
it had to be two to one, that it should be two Democrats and one 
Republican. 

Mr. FESS. And I will be just as frank with my friend and 
say that sinee it can not be Democratic it must be Republican. 
Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. REAVIS. I recall the gentleman from North Carolina 
saying that if the people had not been deceived in the late elec- 
tion it would have been two Democrats. 

Mr. FESS. I do not want to comment on that statement. It 
was an amusing one to me at the time, especially when viewed 
in the light of the campaign slogan, “ He kept us out of war.” 
But, in spite of what some Members may insist, this investiga- 
tion is designed to get the facts and to get them primarily for 
the benefit of the public rather than the benefit of any political 
party. If it were true that it was for the benefit of some politi- 
eal party, then I would confess my doubts of the wisdom of the 
proposed legislation. But it is for the benefit of future legis- 
lation to get at the unnecessary expenditures that will continue 
unless we expose the extravagance as it has existed. And I am 
sure the resolution will pass. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield nine minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CanTRILL]. 











642 


CANTRILL, 


Mr. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the Heuse, 


the country is to be congratulated that upen this proposition 
there is absolutely no division of sentiment in the Rules Com- 


mittee or upon the floor of this House. I am sure that the mem- 
bership of this House, at least, understands thoroughly the 
purpose of this resolution and of this investigation. Now, of 
course, our Republican friends will not publidy make the 
admission that they are going into this investigation for the 
purpose of digging up campaign material for the presidential 
election next year. Of course, confidentially, we here all know 
that that is their purpose. Now, so far as the Democratic mem- 
bers of this Rules Committee are concerned, and so far as the 
Democratic side of the House in this Congress is concerned, so 
far as the War Department is concerned, we welcome this in- 
vestigation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] My hope and 
my prayer that this great Republic of ours will never be 
drawn into another war. But, gentlemen on that side of the 
House, if we are, when you have completed this investigation 
and it becomes a part of the files and of the records of this 
Government, and if you happen to be in power when the next 
yes, you can go back to this record and see how a real and 


is 







war « 
the vreatest war in all history was successfully conducted by a 
Deniecratic administration. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


I congratulate the Committee on Rules in finally being able 
to get into the House with a report from the Committee on 
Ruies, and I want to absolve from that criticism entirely the 
distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], who is 
the chairman of the committee, because he has been present at 
every meeting of that committee. But it is a fact, which the 
record ef the Rules Committee will show, that although you 
have cight members to our four on that committee, you have 
never been able to get a quorum of the Rules Committee of this 
Congress without the presence ef the Democratic members of 
the committee. [Applause on the Demoeratic side.|] And you 
bring this resolution in here te-day because of the fact that 
three out of feur Democratic members of the Rules Committee 
were there this morning to make a quorum and voted for this 
report and te bring it before the House, when there were but 
four members of the Rules Committee present out of eight 
that the Republicans have on that committee. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] You would not be here on the floor with the 
resolution to-day if it were not for that fact. And to show 
that we are not playing any partisan politics in the matter in 
the votes that were supposed to come before the Rules Com- 
mitiee this morning, I went so far as to pair with a Republican 
member of the committee in order to give him an opportunity to 
be associated with the members of his regiment to-day that are 
having a meeting over in New York. 

Now, gentlemen, the Democratic Party on the floor of this 
House and the War Department welcome this investigation, 
and we believe that when you have finished it you will find your- 
selves exactly in the same attitude as you did when you spent 
three or four months investigating other members of the ad- 
ministration in the so-called leak investigation, when every 
Republican member of that investigating committee had to sign 
a report exonerating in full every branch of the Democratic 
administration. [Applause en the Democratic side.] 

Ah, this is a wonderful precedure, but we weleome you to go 
to it. Investigate what? Investigate the proceedings ef an 
administration that has turned the tide of battle, that has 
crushed Prussianism, that has brought the greatest victory to 
American arms in all the history of the Nation? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Investigate what? Why, you tried it 
in the last Congress. You had military officers who had been 
discharged from the service coming before the Rules Committee 
to investigate the Argonne Forest Battle, the greatest battle 
in all history, and yet if you had heard these gentlemen talk 
before that committee you would have believed that the Ameri- 
can arms had suffered disgrace and defeat in that battle, when, 
upon the other hand, they had stamped themselves the greatest 
soldiers in the history of the world. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Ah, gentlemen, we have no objection to this. The 
sensible people of this couniry understand the purpose of it. 
Why do you net come in here—the people have put you in con- 
trel—-why do you not come in here and bring in legislation to 
meet the preblems of the day and not look into the water 
that has already gone over the wheel? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] There are great problems here for this Congress 
to solve, and you admit it. You talk about efficiency in run- 
ning the Government! The American people have net forgotten 
that the Democratic Party ran the Government successfully in 
all of its phases during the greatest war in history. And now 
you say that the Democratic Party is not efficient, and you are 
so inefficient that you would net be here on this floor to-day 
With this resolution if the Democratic members had not given 
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you a quorum .in your committee this morning. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

I am not criticizing the chairman of the committee. He is 
entitled to the high position which he holds in his party’s serv- 
ice. No member of this committee is criticizing the chairman 
of the committee for any unfair treatment of the Democratic 
members of that committee, but the point to which I call the 
attention of the country here to-day is that you are wasting and 
frittering away time in investigation of things that are passed, 
when there are great problems to be solved. And the business 
of this House, and especially the business of the majority side, 
since you are charged with power, should be not put to the inves- 
tigations of the past, but in solving the problems of the present 
and of the future. 

I commend to my Republican friends on that side of the House 
the action of the Republican Party recently taken in Kentucky, 
The Republican Party in Kentucny recently had a platform con- 
vention; but, gentlemen, not one word in that platform, from 
start to finish, though it was a long platform, dared to criticize 
the national administration. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Pov] use 

Mr. POU. I yield 10 minutes to the 
[Mr. Wetty]. 

The SPEAKER. 
10 minutes. 

Mr. WELTY. Mr. Speaker and genilemen of the Howse, a 
year ago to-day the irst and Second Divisions were engaged at 
the front south of Soissons, with a hope that they would stop 
the retreat of the French. The marines were a part of this 
organization, and they were sent near Bois de Belleau, a short 
distance northwest of Chateau-Thierry. They arrived there 
about June 1, 8,000 strong, and it was estimated that these 
lads did not only hold back but repulsed, time and again, four 
times their weight. On June 6 an advance was made, and this 
part of the battle ended June 18, at which time it was learned 
that these two divisions did not only check but defeated the 
Germans by driving them out of the woods and for a number 
of miles beyond; but when the roll was called some of the 
companies had no commissioned or noncommissioned officers 
left, and out of the 8,000 marines who went in 6,200 were either 
killed or wounded. Col. Catlin, who was in command. of one of 
these regiments, told me that 60 per cent of the rank and file of 
these boys were college men, and that in one regiment 93 per 
cent of its men were either marksmen, sharpshooters, or expert 
riflemen. 

A year ago to-day the Germans knew for the first time how 
Americans can fight. Our soldiers had looked forward to this 
day for months, and now they were permitted to demonstrate 
the difference in a man when he fights for an ideal and one 
who fights for property and because he is told to fight. They 
were not only ready but willing to hold up the traditions of 
American soldiers. Heretofore he fought on his own soil and 
near his front door, that others might enjey freedom and equal- 
ity of rights, but it was the first time that he crossed the seas 
and planted the American banner on foreign soil, demonstraiing 
that the spirit of freedom was a growing and continuing spirit. 
It was a new spirit planted, and when Europe saw how gal- 
lantly they fought they concluded that American soldiers had 
not only caught but possessed the spirit of the Crusaders. 
With them it was ever onward and no retreat. 

I have just returned from the Walter Reed Hospital, where 
one of these brave lads submitted to a fifth major operation, 
due to a piece of bursting shell entering his left lung during 
this battle. His comrades tell me that he refused to be berne 
off of the field, and when told at the hospital that he could not 
resume the fight he wept because he could no longer continue 
with his comrades in this great fight for freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, he is not the only one at Walter Reed possessing 
this spirit; there are hundreds of others, maimed for life, 
happy in the thought that they had a part in this great world 
struggle, even though their bodies are physically disfigured for 
life. 

I am sorry to say that there are those with us to-day who 
have not caught this spirit of sacrifice; but their one and only 
thought was how much they could get out of this war for them- 
selves. And when the draft act was passed they were busy 


The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
some of his time? 

gentleman from Ohio 


The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 


getting soft places for their sons within the draft age, and I 
am sorry that in the selection of hundreds of theusands of offi- 
cers they, too, were commissioned and became nothing more 
nor less than rubber stamps for these profiteers. 
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Business had to be mobilized in order to support these lads, 
and thousands of business men, laborers, too old to shoulder 
the gun, were willing to make every sacrifice in order that we 
might win; and these men have contributed just as much toward 
the success of our cause as the boys on the field of battle, but 
these spirits possessed by the soldier, business man, and laborer 
demand now that the light of publicity be thrown on every man, 
woman, and child who had a part in the prosecution of the war, 
so that the profiteer and vampire may be known by their cow- 
ardly slinking way, and withdrawal from this light because of 
a sense of guilt; and, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
let us help in throwing on this light.in order to point out their 
illegal acts, so that full justice might be administered. 

During the prosecution of this war I received numerous com- 


tention of the President, officers of the War Department, and 
the Department of Justice, because I believed that the enemy 
should not know that we had these with us who would steal from 
ihe Government while others were giving their lives to maintain 
the same. But now that the war is over I think it high time 
that a searching inquiry should be made with a view of prose- 
cuting everyone who may be found guilty of profiteering or of pre- 
senting a false and fraudulent claim to the Government, I know 
that there are those who believe that an inquiry will not result 
in any good, because of our experiences during the Civil and 
Spanish-American Wars, and they point with justification to 
the fruitless inquiry of the Beef Trust scandal, when 21 years 
ago they had thousands of pounds of embalmed beef on hand 
which they could not sell to the public, but found ready market 
after the declaration of war with Spain. But, Mr. Speaker, are 
we not suffering to this day because those in authority at that 
time failed to do their duty? I well remember when the first 
cans of beef came to Chickamauga Park, some of the cans were 
bulged out, and when opened the meat had a green, slimy ap- 
pearance, and for some reason our pet dogs in camp and the 
razor-back hogs of Georgia refused to touch it when thrown to 
them for food ; yet the officers passed it for food to the soldiers, 
and for want of anything better they ate it after being cooked. 
And what was the result? Two-thirds of the soldiers became sick. 
I have seen hundreds of soldiers drop during a drill or parade, 
as though they were hit by a bullet. I ask again, can a Gov- 
ernment long live when it permits acts of this sort to go un- 
punished? Mr. Speaker, I may not know the signs of the times, 
but I doubt if another beef scandal can be put over on the 
American public. 

I know there are some who want to make politics out of this. 
In my resolution of inquiry, which was referred to the Rules 
Committee May 20, I asked for a nonpartisan committee, but I 
understand that the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department and others on the majority side ask for 
«2 committee of 15, with only a third of them Democrats. 

The President and Secretary Baker did not ask a soldier or 
business man offering his services for his politics. It so hap- 
pened in my State that a large majority of the judge advocates 
and other officers selected were Republicans. I do not know 
what has been the practice in other States, but I have come to 
the conclusion that Secretary Baker in his attempt to avoid the 
politics of the Civil and Spanish-American Wars was leaning 
backward. However, it seems that there were those under 
his authority who did not share his views when it came to the 
selection of these officers. I was informed by Gen. Crowder that 
when it came to the selection of judge advocates from Ohio that 
the matter was left exclusively with Secretary Baker, and yet 
I found upon inquiry from the Secretary of War that he did 
not know a single judge advocate selected from Ohio. But some- 
how from the hundreds of able lawyers in Ohio it so happened 
that only three were of the Democratic faith, and a majority 
came from Cincinnati, because the examining committee thought 
Cincinnati was the largest city in Ohio, and every good lawyer 
must come from the larger cities. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I am not asking 
for a nonpartisan committee because of a desire that Democrats 
should be protected. Far from it. I believe that a man who 
defrauded a Government during the war is a traitor and should 
be dealt with accordingly; and I do hope that when you come 
to a traitor who professes to be a Democrat that no blank car- 
tridge be used. 

But I am asking for a nonpartisan committee, because these 
men who profiteered during the war possess neither politics nor 
religion. They assume their cloak only to appear in respectable 
company. I am not saying that my good friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, does 
not intend to go to the bottom in this investigation, but he will 
probably find that he may be embarrassed, because some of these 
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have powerful friends among those who organized not only the 
Senate but the House as well. [Applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [|Mr. Hutrines}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvinia is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Speaker, when this country entered into 
the Great War people generally believed that in the high civiliza- 
tion of the twentieth century war was impossible. We were 
entirely unprepared. We were told to be neutral. There were 
some men here and there over the country, red-blooded men, 
who urged preparation. But we were told at that time that 
they were “nervous and hysterical,” and that there was no 


| danger of war. The people did not recognize the fact that a 
plaints, and I have contented myself by calling them to the at- | 


ravening tiger was loose in the world. They did not recognize 
at that time that it was the duty of humanity and of this great 
Republic to go in and destroy that tiger. 

And so the dictates of humanity forced us into this war. We 
were unprepared. Our regular officers had had no experience— 
not one of them—in the handling and equipping and supplying 
of great masses of men. They knew nothing about gas and 
grenades and trench warfare. They had not small arms muni- 
tions, artillery, airplanes, motor trucks, food, clothing, or even 
an army, and it was a stupendous task, and, of course, mistakes 
were made. Of course, in the hurry and confusion cost was 
not considered, and of course there was great extravagance. 
But to the everlasting credit of the American people ali loyal 
men of all parties joined hands in common front against the 
common foe [applause], and for the first time in the history of 
the country the minority party supported the majority adminis- 
tration in time of war. 

Now, I believe, with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess]; 
that this investigation should go on, not so much to determine 
who has been making mistakes or even to expose grafters and 
profiteers, desirable as that may be, but for the purpose of 
informing Congress how it may put an end to the enormous 
outlays and the expenses that are still going on without diminu- 
tion six months after the war is over. The people are entitled 
to know what the facts are, but I also believe that investigation 
will show that the men who were at the head of the war opera- 
tions were honestly doing the best they knew how. Honest 
mistakes that have been made we can overlook. Honest ex- 
travagance we can forget. The point of this investigation 
should be to inform this Congress as to the measures to be taken 
to cut off unnnecessary expense and to better equip Congress to 
handle the far more important matters that are pressing for 
solution. [Applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from North Carolina use some of his time? 

Mr. POU. How many more speeches, I would like to ask, will 
there be on that side? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Probably two; and then I shal! 
reserve a little time in which to move the previous question. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Froop]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
FEss] says the country demands this investigation. I do not 
know whether there is much demand for it in the country or 
not, but I know that the Democratic administration welcomes 
it. The Democratic membership of this House will vote for it. 
I shall vote for it, because it provides for a better committee, 
with broader powers than any existing committee, for the pur- 
pose of investigating the expenditures in the War Department 
and the general conduct of the war. 

I should have preferred, Mr. Speaker, to see a joint com- 
mittee of the Senate and House appointed. Such a committee, 
I believe, would have attracted the attention of the country 
and held it, whereas a committee here, making an investigation, 
and a committee over there on the other side of the Capitol 
making an investigation, will not do that. It would have been 
less expensive for the Government and less trouble to the offi- 
cials of the War Department to appear before one committee 
than before two committees. It would have resulted in a more 
thorough investigation. I should have preferred such a com- 
mittee on the conduct of the war and the expenditures for the 
war, such a committee as we had after the war between the 
States. But as we are not in control of things and can not 
dictate what kind of a committee we shall have we will sup- 
port the committee provided for in this resolution. I for one 
believe I speak the unanimous voice of the Democratic side 
when I say we shall vote for this as the very best proposition 
to make this investigation that the Republicans will present to 
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the House. We hope to improve it by amendinent, but we are 
so willing for this investigation that we will vote for it whether 
it is nmended or not. 

The Democrats of the House and the Democrats of the coun- 
try sre proud of the splendid record which the able and effi- 
cient Secretary of War has made, and proud of his honest and 
splendid management of the multiplied duties of his great 
office. [Applause.] 

We are proud of the glorious record .made by American 
armies across the water [applause], and we want to see every 
man who has failed in his duty to his country in this great hour, 
wh: s taken advantage of the exigencies of war and the hur- 
ried manner in which great things had to be done, to improperly 
enrich himself, whether he be a Democrat or a Republican, 
exposed and brought to justice. [Applause.] 

Mr it would have been better if there had been a 
larger representation given to the Democrats upon the proposed 
inittee. I think the suggestion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Pov], that the Democrats have six and the Re- 
publicans nine, is certainly fair and certainly reasonable. I 
see no answer to his position. I see no reason why there 
should be more than three subcommittees of this proposed com- 
mittee. Two of those subcommittees could have two of the 
subjects of investigation assigned to each of them. This would 
meet the argument for five subcommittees. If that were done 
there could be three committees of five members each, three 
Democrats and two Republicans 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. You are wrong again. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOOD. I mean three Republicans and two Democrats. 
I wish it were the other way. [Laughter.] Three Republicans 
and two Democrats. Such a division would appeal more to the 
sense of justice and right of the country than a division of two 
to one, as we are to have it in the proposed committee. It 
would be nearer nonpartisan and would appeal more strongly 
to the sense of justice and right of the Members of this House 
But whether this committee be partisan or nonpartisan, I want 
it created. I want to see a thorough investigation made. 
I want to see a speedy investigation made, and I know that the 
War Department and the Democratic administration and the 
Democratic membership of this House and the Democratic 
Party in the country have nothing to fear from this investiga- 
tion. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoneworrtHy]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, this being admittedly a 
nonpartisan investigation, I have been highly edified in listen- 
ing to the absolutely “ nonpartisan’ speeches that have_been 
made upon that side of the House. I can net avoid the conclu- 
however, that beneath the braggadocio of some of these 
gentleman there lurks a little timidity about what may happen 
as a result of this investigation. While undoubtedly there has 
been a great waste of public money, for which the people of 
this country will have to pay, I sincerely trust it will not de- 
velop that any money has beeen misused for the benefit of any 
person or corporation. That is one of the things we are going to 
try to find out. 

In iny district there has been a Government activity—if that 
is the word to use. There was activity there for four or five 
months, during which some six or seven million dollars was 
spent in the erection of an alleged nitrate plant. One of the 
most beautiful spots in my county is now a devastated ruin and 
all work has been finally abandoned, but before it is finally paid 
for it will have cost the American people something over 
$12,000,000. I heard many rumers—-not very pretty ones—TI do 
not vouch for them—connected with the construction of this 
plant, rumors in the first place as to the qualifications necessary 
in order to obtain employment. I shall not elaborate upon these. 
But | heard of one instance, pretty well vouched for, of a man 
who obtained employment there as a carpenter, a man who had 
been well satisfied with wages amounting to in the neighborhood 
of 515 a week, who, through some influence or other, obtained 
employment there at a salary of $75 a week. He discovered 
that his job apparently consisted of every now and then ap- 
prouching a wall and hammering in a nail which another gentle- 
mai kindly held for that purpose. He was eonscientious enough 
to have some doubt whether the wages he was being paid, con- 
sidering the amount of work he did. were not a trifle excessive, 
and he was somewhat concerned to observe after a few days 
that another gentleman was almost continuously in attendance 
upon him. When he walked up to hammer in a nail this other 
gentleman would observe him apparently with intense interest. 
When he sat upon a bench to rest and to ruminate, possibly 
upon the noble deeds of our great Secretary of War, he ob- 
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served that this man was watching him intently. Finally he 
became disturbed and Le accosted the man and said, “ Sir, what 
does this mean? Are you shadowing me? Are you a detec- 
tive?” The man replied, “ No, sir; Iam your helper.” [Laugh- 
ter.] Those are some of the things that we propose to investi- 
gate under this resolution. 

Let us join together, Republicans and Democrats, in this 
House to see to it that the American people are fully advised as 
to where these vast expenditures have gone. [Applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, how much time is 
there remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Pou] has 10 minutes and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camr- 
BELL] has 12 minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
Carolina use some time? 

Mr. POU. There will be only one more speech on this side. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetx]. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, very early in the history of our 
Government the House provided for certain committees whose 
duty it was to examine into the expenditures of Government de- 
partments. Those committees have not always functioned as 
they should. ‘I believe it to be the duty of those committees to 
hold sessions in every Congress and to examine into the expendi- 
tures and all of the expenditures of the departments. They 
have not always done so; but in almost every session of Con- 
gress, and invariably so at the close of periods of great ex- 
penditures, these committees have made examinations, and 
special committees have been appointed for that purpose. 

In ordinary times the War Department spends about $125,- 
000,000 to $130,000,000 a year. Since the war began it has ex- 
pended $16,000,000,000. One division of the War Department 
has expended more than $4,000,000,000. Manifestly these enor- 
mous expenditures should be audited and examined and inquired 
into. I assume they would be, without regard to whether Repub- 
licans or Democrats controlled the House. I believe we are pro- 
posing nething more than the gentlemen on the other side would 
have proposed if they had had control af the House. I feel confi- 
dent that the gentlemen on the other side expect, and are per- 
fectly honest in their statement that they desire to have these 
investigations made, though I am frank to say that I never 
before heard a man express so much regret with regard to some- 
thing that he wanted to have done as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CanrriLi], who just spoke, expressed. While he was 
exceedingly anxious, so he said, to have these investigations 
made, he spoke with great regret with regard to them. 

Mr. Speaker, the important work of this Congress wil be 
constructive ; but, as we proceed first with our program of ap- 
propriations and then with our program of constructive legisla- 
tion, it becomes our duty—the American people expect it of us— 
to have a fair and thorough investigation, and we expect a fair 
investigation, of the activities and expenditures of the depart- 
ments of the Government. 

Something has been said about the representation on this com- 
mittee, and gentlemen have insisted that the minority should 
have a larger representation than is suggested. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Frss}, I think, explained that matter fully 
and clearly. The minority could not be given a larger repre- 
sentation than is proposed on this committee if it is to be 
divided into subcommittees, as it seems necessary that it should 
be, without increasing the committee to a size that would call 
from other active werk a larger number, both of the minority 
and the majority, than can be well spared. All of the legislative 
committees of the House will be very busy, and the active, force- 
ful men on both sides will be needed in that work in as large 
number as are available, and it would not be wise, either from 
the standpoint of the majority or the minority, to have these 
investigating committees too large in number. In view of the 
situation, I think the arrangement made is eminently fair and 
just, and I want to say for the majority that we are taking up 
these investigations not in any spirit of endeavor to make 
political capital, whatever gentlemen may say, but because it is 
our duty to do so. It would be their duty if they were in con- 
trol of the House to make such an audit and examination as 
would inform the American people of the manner and character 
of the very great expenditures during the period of the war. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have noticed that since the 
beginning of this session of the Congress several of the older 
Members of the House have taken occasion to address them- 
selves particularly to the new Members of the body. For just a 
moment I venture to do that thing. 

You gentlemen who come here as new Members have heard’ 
for a good many years of the gag rule and the steam roller. 
Now, I want to say to you that in just a few moments you are 
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going to see these modern instrumentalities of politics in very 
full and active operation. 

The issue will be put to the test here when the gentleman 
from Kansas moves the previous question. If the previous 
question be carried, then all possibility of amending this rese- 
lution will fail. If it be not carried, then the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pov] will have the opportunity of offering 
the amendment which he has had read for the information of 
the House, and that is te provide that the minority representa- 
tion on the committee shall be not less than six in number. 

Of course, the resolution which is before you does not change 
the majority and minority representation; that is left to the 
honored Speaker of this House. But I assume that the Speaker 
of this House will carry out the plan that was officially an- 
nounced to the Committee om Rules to be “ the plan ” and name I0 
majority members and 5 minority members. Against that in- 
justice I protest. 

. A friend 9f mine on that side, and I am very fond of him, 
spoke to me a few moments ago of the similarity of debate in 
this Congress and eight years ago, when the Demoerats first 
came into power. On this question of investigations I agreed 
with him as to some of the debate, but let me point out this 
difference in the investigations which the Demoerats ordere1 
and the investigation which the Republicans now propose to 
order. 

The steel investigating committee consisted of nine members— 
five majority and four minority. The sugar investigating com- 
mittee consisted of nine members—-five majority and four 
minority. The so-called Muthall investigating committee eon- 
sisted of seven members—four of the majority and three of the 
minority. The Pujo investigation was conducted by one of the 
standing committees of the House, the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. My friend from North Carolina said that in 
the history of the Government there had been no investigating 
committee in which there were 2 to 1. My friend is mistaken. 
I venture to eall your attention to a committee, and I hesitate 
somewhat to do it, because when brought to recollection I fear 
it will be pregnant with sad memories to those on the Re- 
publican side. In the last Republican Congress you created what 
was commonly ‘known as the Ballinger-Pinchot investigating 
committee. It was a joint committee, as this committee ought 
to be, of the House and the Senate, and you had eight of the 
majority party and four of the minority. That is the only 
precedent you have. You remember what happened to you after 
the Ballinger-Pinchot investigation. Gentlemen, why not play 
the game fair? [Applause on the Democratie side.] 

The membership of this House, the relative proportion of 
party representation, entitles the minority under all the rules 
of the game to the representation suggested by the amendment 
that will be proposed, if opportunity be given, by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. We gave it to you while we were in 
power. Aye, more. Why not at least begin this matter with 
some semblance of fairness? 

Of course, we do not oppose the investigation. It is to be an 
investigation of what in many respects is the most glorious 
chapter in the history of this United States. The job was done 
with thoroughness and completeness. We do not object, and we 
welcome the opportunity to show the effictency with which those 
charged with the responsibility dealt im this great crisis of the 
world. But I do insist, Mr. Speaker. that in common decency, 
measured by all the decent precedents of the past; in common 
fairness, measured by the standard which we ourselves have 
set, we are entitled to this proportionate representation upon 
this very important committee. I appeal to the sense of fairness 
of this House to vote down the previous question and give us an 
opportunity to have a vote on the amendment that will then 
be offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. [Applause 
on the Demoeratic side. } 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, before taking any 
more time, I want to call attention of the gentleman from North 
Carolina to some rather formal amendments to the resolution 
that I shall ask unanimous consent to make. 

Mr. POU. I have no objection if they are the corrections the 
gentleman showed me. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Line 6, page 2, I ask unanimous 
consent that the word “ further” be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to strike out, on page 2, line 6, the word “ further.” 

Mr. IGOE. Reserving the right to object, why not vote down 
the previous question and them we can take up this amendment 
and others at the same time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is another matter. 

The SPBAKER. Is there objection to the er: of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? 

There was ‘no objection. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I ask unanimous eonsent that 
in line 10, page 2, the word “ further” be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. On page 2, line 12, I ask unant- 
— consen sent that the word “select” be added after the word 
oT Sa . >» 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. In line 14, page 2, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the word “further” be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with a great deal of interest to the discussion on this resolution. 

Gentlemen on the Democratie side say they court the investiga- 
tion that it preposes—in fact, they are anxious for such an in- 
vestigation—but the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garretr] 
is not satisfied with the way the committee is made up. He has 
Caiied the attention of the House to the faet that in other inves 
tigations authorized by the House the political proportions of 
the committees differed from the proportions proposed here. He 
cited, I think, four precedents—the steel investigation, the sugar 
investigations, and the so-called Money Trust or Pujo investi- 
gation. I call the gentleman’s attention and the attention of the 
House to the fact that each of these investigations was to in- 
quire into industrial and financial institutions of the country 
rather then a political [laughter on the Democratic side} or gov- 
ernmental activity. 

Mr. DUPRE. Ah, the gentleman has let the cat out of the 
bag. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I suggest to the 
Kansas that the gentleman is perfectly right 
of a politieal or governmental activity—they 
under this administration. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. of Kansas. Have been. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] Oh, gentlemen seem pleased. In all prob- 
ability the investigation will disclose that there has been a 
mingling of political and governmental activities. I have not 
the slightest doubt of that. The other precedent referred to 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett] called for an 
investigation ef a governmental activity, but the membership 
of that eommittee was composed exactly as it is proposed to 
compose this committee, in the same proportion of the majority 
and the minority members. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman refer to the Pujo com- 
mittee? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; the Ballinger committee. 
However, it was a eommittee to investigate a governmental 
activity, and that is what this committee is. There is nothing 
unfair about these proportions. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. That was a Republiean committee, and that 
is what this committee is to be. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes; that is true. I congratu- 
late the Republican side of the House.and the country upon 
the fact that the Republicans have an opportunity to make a 
delayed investigation of the activities of the War Department, 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The Democratic majority that 
went out in the last Congress had many opportunities to in- 
quire into the activities of the War Department. Many fail- 
ures have been called to the attention of the country that did 
not seem to get a response from the committees of this House, 
and the matters were not investigated. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. For a question. 

Mr. PELL. In what way does the proportion of this pro- 
posed victory investigating committee compare with the pro- 
portions of the committee which investigated the Spanish War? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am really not able to answer 
the gentleman. I think, however, that that was a joint com- 
mittee, although I am not sure. Mr. Speaker, this resolution 
calls for an imvestigation that is so collosal in its nature that 
there will have to be at least five subcommittees. The sensible 
thing to do will be to have two Republicans and one Democrat 
upon each one of these subcommittees, rather than to have two 
Republicans and one Democrat on a portion of the subcommit- 
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Mr. Speaker, I move the previ- 


do. I 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 197, nays 154, 


move 


The time of the gentleman from Kansas 


On that I demand the yeas and nays. 


answered “ present’ 2, not voting 76, as follows: 
YEAS—197. 


Ackerman 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md. 
Andrews, Nebr. 
Bacharach 
Baer 
Barbour 
Begg 

Benham 
Bland, Ind. 
Boies 

Bowers 
Britten 
Brooks, Il. 
brooks, Pa. 
Browne 
Browning 
Burdick 
Burroughs 
Butler 


‘ampbell, Kans. 


‘annon 
“*hindblom 
“hristopherson 
asson 

‘ole 

‘ooper 
“opley 
‘ostello 
‘rago 
‘ramton 
‘rowther 
“‘urrie, Mich. 
‘urry, Calif. 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Dunbar 
Dunn 
Dyer 
Echols 
Edmonds 


Elliott 


Alexander 
Almon 
Ashbrook 
Aswell 
Ayres 
Babka 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bee 

Bell 

Black 
Bland, Mo. 
Bland, Va. 
lanton 
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Casey 

Clark, Mo 
Cleary 

Coady 

Collier 
Connally 
Crisp 

Cullen 

Davis, Tenn. 
Dickinson, Mo. 


Fairfield 
Fess 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foster 
Frear 
French 
Fuller, Il. 
Garland 
Glynn 

Good 
Goodall 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Il. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Ilamilton 
Hardy, Colo. 
Haskell 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Ilays 
Hernandez 
Hersey 


Houghton 
Hulings 
Husted 
Jefferis 


Johnson, Wash. 


Kearns 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
King 
Kinkaid 
Knutson 
LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Langley 
Layton 
Lehlbach 
Little 
Longworth 


Luce 

Lufkin 
Luhring 
McArthur 
McCulloch 
McKenzie 
McKinley 
McLaughlin Mich. 
McLaughlin, Nebr. 
MacCrate 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee 

Mapes 

Mason 
Merritt 
Michener 
Miller 
Monahan, Wis. 
Mondell 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Moores, Ind. 
Morgan 

Mott 

Murphy 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn. 
Newton, Mo. 
Nichols, Mich. 
Nolan 

Ogden 
Osborne 

Paige 

Parker 

Platt 

Purnell 
Radcliffe 
Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Randall, Wis. 
Reavis 

Reber 

Reed, N. Y. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers 

Rose 


NAYS—154. 


Dominick 
Donovan 
Doremus 
Drane 

Dupré 

Eagle 
Evans, Mont. 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Gallagher 
Gallivan 
Gandy - 
Ganly 

Gard 

Garner 
Garrett 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Hardy, Tex. 
Harrison 
Ilavden 
Heflin 
Hersman 
Holland 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Ilull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Miss. 


Johnston, N. Y. 


Jones, Tex. 
Kincheloe 
Kitchin 
Kleczka 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 


Lee, Ga, 
Lesher 
Lever 
Linthicum 
Lonergan 
McAndrews 
McDuffie 
MecGlennon 
McKiniry 
McLane 
Maher 
Major 
Mansfield 
Martin 
Mays 

Mead 
Minahan, N. J. 
Moon 

Neely 
Nelson, Mo. 
Nichols, 8. C. 
O'Connell 
Oldfield 
Oliver 
Overstrect 
Padgett 
Park 
Parrish 


Q 

Ragsdale 
Rainey, H. T. 
Rainey, J. W. 


Raker 
Randall, Calif. 
Rayburn 
Riordan 
Romjue 


Rowe 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanford 

Scott 

Sells 

Shreve 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
ap 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Mich. 
Snell 

Snyder 
Stephens, Ohio 
Stiness 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 


Summers, Wash. 


Sweet 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Towner 
Treadway 
Vaile 

Vare 

Vestal 

Voigt 
Volstead 
Walsh 
Walters 
Ward 
Watson, Pa. 
Webster 
Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Winslow 
Wood, Ind. 
Woodyard 
Yates 
Young, N. Dak. 
Zihiman 


Rouse 

Rubey 
Rucker 
Sabath 
Sanders, La. 
Sears 

Sims 

Sisson 

Small 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smithwick 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stephens, Miss. 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 


Thompson, Okla. 


Tillman 
Upshaw 
Venable 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Webb 
Welling 
Welt 
Whaley 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 
Wise 
Woods, Va. 
Wright 
Young, Tex. 


the previous 


Anthony 
Benson 
Brumbaugh 
Burke 
Carew 
Clark, Fla. 
Dale 

Davey 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dooling 
Doughton 
Eagan 
Ellsworth 
Evans, Ney. 
Ferris 
Fields 
Fisher 
Freeman 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "— 


Blackmon 


Dewalt 


NOT VOTING—76. 


Fuller, Mass. 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goldfogle 
Graham, P> 
Griffin 
Hamill , 
Hastings 
Hicks 

Hill 

Howard 
Hull, Iowa 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
James 


Johnson, S. Dak. 


Kahn 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kelly, Pa. 


Kennedy, R. I. 
Kettner 
Kiess 
Kraus 
Kreider 
Larsen 
McClintic 
McFadden 
McXeown 
McPherson 
Mann 
Montague 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Morin 
Mudd 
Olney 
Peters 
Phelan 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following additionsi pairs: 
Until further notice: . 

Mr. AntTHOoNyY With M.. BENSON. 

Mr. BuRKE with Mr. Crark of Florida. 
Mr. FREEMAN with Mr. DAvrey. 

Mr. Futter of Massachusetts with Mr. Evans of Nevada, 
Mr. Kaun with Mr. DENT. 


Mr. Hicks with Mr. KETTNER. 
Mr. KEttEy of Michigan with Mr. Howarp., 


Mr. Kraus with Mr. Moore of Virginia. 

Mr. RopensBerG with Mr. OLNEY. 

Mr. WAson with Mr. STEVENSON. 

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no,” but I have a gen- 
eral pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. McI'ap- 


DEN, who would have voted “ yes.” 


and anSwer “ present.” 
The name of Mr. DEWALT was called, and he answered “ Pres- 


ent.” 


Porter 

Riddick 
Robinson, N. C, 
Rodenberg 
Rowan 
Saunders, Va. 
Schall’ 

Scully 
Sherwood 
Siegel 

Smith, Il. 
Steenerson 
Stevenson 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Temple 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tilson 

Wason 


I desire to change my vote 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. POU. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question, was taken; and there were—yeas 341, nays 0, 
answered “ present ” 1, not voting 87, as follows: 
YEAS—341. 


Ackerman 
Alexander 
Almon 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md. 
Andrews, Nebr. 
Ashbrook 
Aswell 
Ayres 
Babka 
Bacharach 
Baer 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bee 

Begg 

Bell 
Benham 
Benson 
Black 
Bland, Ind. 
Bland, Mo. 
Bland, Va. 
Blanton 
Boies 
Booher 
Bowers 
Box 

Brand 
Briggs 
Brinson 
Brooks, Ill. 
Brooks, Pa. 
Browne 
Browning 
Buchanan 
Burdick 
Burroughs 
Butler 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrnes, Tenn. 
Caldwell 


Campbell, Kans. 


Campbell, Pa. 
Candler 
Cannon 
Cantrill 
Caraway 
Carss 

Carter 

Casey 
Chindblom @» 
Christopherson 
Clark, Mo. 


Classon 
Cleary 
Coady 
Cole 


Copley 
Costello 
Crago 
Cramton 
Crisp 

Cullen 
Currie, Mich. 
Curry, Calif. 
Dale 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Denison 
Dewalt 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dominick 
Donovan 
Doremus 
Dowell 
Drane 
Dunbar 
Dunn 

Dupré 

Dyer 

Eagle 
Echols 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Elston 
Emerson 
Esch 

Evans, Mont. 
Evans, Nebr. 
Fairfield 
Fess 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foster 

Frear 
French 
Fuller, Ill. 
Gallagher 
Gallivan 
Gandy 


Ganly 

Gard 
Garland 
Garner 
Garrett 
Glynn 
Godwin, N. C. 
Good 
Goodall 
Goodykoontz 
Graham, Ill. 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hamilton 
Hardy, Colo. 
Ilardy, Tex. 
Haskell 
Hawley 
Hayden 
Hays 

Heflin 
Hernandez 
Hersey 
Hersman 
Hickey 

Hoch 
Holland 
Houghton 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Hulings 
Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
Jefferis 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Miss. 


Johnson, Wash. 
Johnston, N. Y. 


Jones, Pa. 
Jones, Tex. 
Juul 
Kearns 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kincheloe 
Kin 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Kleczka 


' Knutson 


LaGuardia 
Lampert 


The question is on the resolution. 
Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 


Langley 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Layton 
Lazaro 

Lea, Calif. 
Lee, Ga. 
Lesher 

Lever 
Linthicum 
Little 
Lonergan 
Longworth 
Luce 

Lufkin 
Luhring 
McAndrews 
McArthur - 
McCulloch 
McDuffie 
McGlennon 
McKiniry 
McLane - 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
McLaughlin, Nebr, 
MacCrate 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee 

Maher 

Major 
Mansfield 
Mapes 

Martin 
Mason 

Mays 

Mead 

Merritt 
Michener 
Minahan, N. J. 
Montell 

Moon 

Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa, 
Moores, Ind, 
Morgan 

Mott 

Murphy 
Neely 

Nelson, Mo. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn. 
Newton, Mo. 
Nicholls, 8. C. 
Nichols, Mich, 








1919. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


647 





Nolan 


Rhodes Snell Ward 
O'Connell Ricketts Snyder Wason 
Ogden Riddick Steagall Watkins 
Oldfield Riordan Stedman Watson, Pa. 
Oliver Robsion, Ky. Steele Watson, Va. 
Olney Rodenberg Stephens, Ohio Weaver 
Osborne Rogers Stiness Webb 
Overstreet Romjue Strong, Kans. Webster 
Padgett Rose Strong, Pa. Welling 
Paige Rouse Summers, Wash. Wiel 
Par Rowe Sweet Whaley 
Parker Rubey Taylor, Ark. Wheeler 
Parrish Rucker Taylor, Colo. White, Kans. 
Platt Sabath Taylor, Tenn. White, Me. 
Pou Sanders, Ind. Thomas Williams 
Purnell Sanders, La. ‘Thompson, Okla. Wilson, Ill. 
Quin Sanders, N. Y. Tillman Wilson, La. 
Radcliffe Scott Timberlake Wilson, Pa. 
Ragsdale Sears Tincher Wingo 
Rainey, H. T. Sells Tinkham Winslow 
Rainey, J. W. Shreve Towner Wise 
Raker Sims Treadway Wood, Ind. 
Ramsey Sinclair Upshaw Woodyard 
Ramseyer Sinnott Vaile Wright 
Randall, Calif. Sisson Vare Yates 
Randall, Wis. Slem Venable Young, N. Dak. 
Rayburn Smal Vestal Young, Tex. 
Reavis Smith, Idaho Vinson Zihiman 
Reber Smith, Mich, Voigt 
Reed, N. Y. Smith, N. Y. Volstead 
Reed, W. Va. Smithwick Walsh 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—1, 
Blackmon 
NOT VOTING—87. 

Anthony Gould Kettner Phelan 
Britten Graham, Pa. Kiess Porter 
Brumbaugh Green, lowa Kraus Robinson, N. C. 
Burke Griffin Kreider Rowan 
Carew Hamill Larsen Sanford 
Clark, Fla. Harrison Lehlbach Saunders, Va. 
Crowther Hastings McClintic Schall 
Davey Haugen McFadaen Scully 
Dempsey Hicks McKenzie Sherwood 
Dent Hill McKeown Siegel 
Dooling Howard McKinley Smith, Il. 
Doughton Hull, lowa McPherson Steenerson — 
Eagan Humphreys Mann Stephens, Miss. 
Elsworth Husted Miller Stevenson 
Evans, Nev. Hutchinson Monahan, Wis. Sullivan 
Ferris Ireland Montague Sumners, Tex. 
Fields James Mooney Temple . 
Fisher Johnson, 8. Dak. Moore, Va. Thompson, Ohio 
Freeman Kahn Morin Tilson 
Fuller, Mass. Kelley, Mich. Mudd Walters 
Goldfogle Kelly, Pa. Pell Woods, Va. 
Goodwin, Ark. Kennedy, R. I. Peters 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. FIsHEr. 

Mr. Britten with Mr. Crarx of Florida. 


Mr. HavucGen with Mr. Davey. 


Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. McCLintIc. 

Mr. McKINLey with Mr. PELL. 

Mr. Watters with Mr. Woops of Virginia. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote “ yea.” 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr. MILLER. I was present. 

The SPEAKER. That is not sufficient. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. CAmpsBett of Kansas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4226), being the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, H. R. 
4226, the District appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. And pending that motion, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BucHAnan] if we can not agree upon time for general debate? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What suggestion has the gentleman to 
make? How much time will your side require? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. So far as I am concerned, I do not 
care to use more than 30 minutes. I would suggest that we 
limit the debate to 40 minutes on a side, unless the gentleman 
has a lot of requests for time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let us say 45 minutes on a side, with this 
understanding, that if no contest is made upon the half-and-half 
plan it will be limited to 45 minutes on a side, but if there is a 
contest I think we can agree to time on that subject alone, 


— 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Make it 40 minutes on a side, and 
I will agree to the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. All right. Let it go. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. And the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BucHANAN] to control half the time and I the other half. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent that the debate be limited to 80 minutes, one- 
half to be controlled by himself and one-half by the gentleman 
from Texas. Is there objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, is it proposed at 
the conclusion of that time to begin the reading of the bill 
to-day? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is my desire. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the motion that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 4226, the District appropriation bill, with 
Mr. Towner in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4226) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the {fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes, 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent that the first reading of the bill may be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HAvuGEN]. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, in response to the request of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL], concerning the 
present status of the Federal road act, I desire to submit a 
communication from the department, which gives the informa- 
tion, and I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the 
REcorp, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH]. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, while the subject is 
still fresh in our minds, I desire to advert to the resolution 
just passed by the House, and particularly to the speech made 
by my distinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett]. 
Gentlemen will recall that that side of the House voted unani- 
mously against ordering the previous question, on the ground 
that they had not received fair treatment in that they were 
allowed only 5 out of 15 members on this committee; in other 
words, they contend that with committees, particularly inves- 
tigating committees, the proportion for the majority should be 
less than 2 to 1. 

Since listening, profoundly moved as I was, by the affecting 
character of that speech, I have precured a copy of the Con- 
gressional Directory of the Sixty-third Congress, that being 
the first time that the Democratic Party had had for many 
years an opportunity to impress their policies upon the country 
and who were then in complete control of this House. The 
gentleman. from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett] said that there was 
no precedent in the history of this House for giving the minority 
on any committee which had investigating powers as low as 
one out of two. I will proceed to read certain committee lists 
to test his statement. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And he was addressing him- 
self particularly to the new Members. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. He was appearing in the character of a 
good old uncle. 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman evidently has my state 
ment confused with the statement made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pov]. i 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no. The gentleman from Tennessee 
made this positive statement. He said: “Treat us at least 
fairly ; let there be some semblance of decency; give us more 
than one out of every two, because there is no precedent in 
history for less.” 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will allow me, I will 
read the list of one of these committees. 
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I read at random from one of the various investigating com- 
mittees as formed by the Sixty-third Congress, when the Dem- 
ocratic side was in power: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department: James 
M. Graham, of Illinois; Oscar Callaway, of Texas; Joseph A. Goulden, 
of New York; Dudley M. Hughes, of Georgia; Tom Stout, of Montana. 

Count them; five Democrats. I now read the names of the 
other members: 

Frank W. Mondell, of Wyoming; Charles H. Burke, of South Dakota. 

Count them, my friends; two Republicans. In other words, 
when the Democratic Party had assumed control of the affairs 
of this House, instead of giving the Republicans a better deal 
than we are giving the Democrats now, they gave us only two 
out of seven. The proportion was two and one-half to one, in- 
stead of two to one. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will in a moment. Let me read an- 
other: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the War Department— 

That is the kind of committee we have just formed—a Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department. I read: 

John A. M. Adair, of Indiana; Hannibal L. Godwin, of North Caro- 
lina; John J. Eagan, of New Jersey; Peter J. Dooling, of New York; 
Frank L. Dershem, of Pennsylvania. 

Five. On the Republican side of the committee: 

Ernest W. 


One. They were kind enough to give us one out of six on 
that committee. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Now, gentlemen, I am not going to debate the question 
whether it would have been better or not to have given the 
minority a larger proportion, though it seems to me very patent 
that in a committee of 15, where there are to be five separate 
subcommittees, it is the only proportion which would be fair to 
both sides of the House. But the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. GARRETT] says that we have been unfair; that we have 
been indecent. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
me two minutes more? 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
more. That is all I can give. : 

Mr. LONGWORTH. He accuses us-of indecency in this mat- 
I am sure my friend from Tennessee did not have in mind, 
when he made that attack on this side of the House, the treat- 
ment that we received—without complaint, I assume, because I 
did not happen to be a Member of that Congress myself—without 
complaint, the proportion of only one out of two and one-half. 
As a matter of fact, if we had followed the precedent set by the 
party that is now in the minority, which was then in a majority 
for the first time in many years, the proportion of this com- 
mittee would have been as 11 to 4. 

In other words, gentlemen, we have not only treated you fairly, 
but we have treated you much more fairly than you treated us. 
My friend from Tennessee may shed tears, if he likes, in ad- 
dressing this House, but I beg of him not to shed “ crocodile 
tears.”” [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BucHANAN] for 40 minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett] five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, it came as a very great sur- 
prise to me that any gentleman on that side should care to re- 
open an issue which has just been so shamefully settled. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] In the remarks which I made, 
referring to investigating committees, I referred to special in- 
vestigating committees. I did not refer to the standing com- 
mittees of the House. We have made no complaint as to the 
assignments given us upon the standing committees of the 
House. Those were accepted without protest. I think myself 
that the arrangement was as fair as it could have been made. 
What I complained of was the assignment upon this special 
committee. The able gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loneworru], 
however, has seen fit to call attention to the five-and-two propo- 
sition in the Sixty-third Congress. In that Congress the Demo- 
eratic Party had a majority of about 143. In this Congress the 
Republicans have a majority of about 41. And yet we gave 
you upon the standing Committee on Expenditures at that time 
the same proportion, notwithstanding our majority of 143, that 
you have given us at this time with your majority of only 41. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


toberts, of Massachusetts. 


Will the gentleman from Minnesota give 


I yield the gentleman two minutes 


et. 


Mr. GARRETT. In just a moment I will try to. Now, in 
view of the fact that this matter has been reopened, and as I 
see the honored Speaker of the House leaving the Chamber, I 
desire to make an appeal to him. I stated in the course of my 
remarks that I supposed the Speaker would carry out the plans 
that had been formulated by his party’s steering committee, 
but upon reflection I think I was mistaken and that I did the 
Speaker a grave injustice in that respect. Notwithstanding 
this resolution which has been forced upon the Speaker of 
this House, notwithstanding the program which has been laid 
down by the steering committee of the majority side, that there 
shall be 10 to 5, I yet have—and that is my only remaining 
hope—an abiding faith that the Speaker of this House will, 
fair as he is, disregard the recommendation of his party’s 
steering committee and do us the decent justice that ought to 
be done when it comes to appointing this committee. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] With that expression, Mr. 
Chairman, of the confidence I have in the fairness and the jus- 
tice of the Speaker of this House, who now remains our only 


' hope for justice, the episode, so far as I am concerned, is closed. 


[Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee yields back 
the remainder of his time, two minutes. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, how much time 
have I consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 33 minutes left. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.: I wish the Chair would call my 
attention to the fact when I have spoken 20 minutes, if I suc- 
ceed in speaking that long. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will try to do so. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the House, I feel as though an armistice relative to the 
recent heated discussion at least has been signed; not that the 
war is over, but that an armistice has been signed. 

Now, I want to call attention to something that you are all 
interested in, because you represent all parts of this country. 
The bill that I am going to present to you pertains particularly 
to the Canital of the Nation—your Capital—and if you discover 
any politics in it, any partisanship on the part of any member of 
the committee presenting it—and I am a part of that—I wish 
you would point it out. We have endeavored here to proceed in 
an economical way, not because of past extravagance, but 
because we want to do justice to the people of this District, the 
city of Washington, and the people of the United States. I 
want to make an illustration, a comparison. Your subcommittee 
is composed of five members. 

Having been connected with municipalities before I came to 
Congress, I can not help thinking that your subcommittee really 
are aldermen of the city of Washington. Now, if this were 
Cleveland, Detroit, Minneapolis, St. Louis, or some other city of 
that size, perhaps your five aldermen here could get along pretty 
well, provided we had six months or a year’s time in which to 
investigate all these matters; but we have not that time, and 
this is not Cleveland, Cincinnati, Detroit, or any other city of 
similar size. This is Washington, the Capital of the Nation. 
And I want to tell you the more you study it the more you will 
be surprised to find the complexity of the conditions which con- 
front your little board of aldermen. 

In the ordinary city the taxgatherer collects the money, the 
board of aldermen Cistribute it, and it is all audited by one 
office. Not soin Washington. I am not condemning the system, 
I am merely stating to you.a fact. I will give you a few illus- 
trations to show you the complexity and the trouble that your 
subcommittee have to contend with. Appropriations for the 
District of Columbia are carried in the District bill proper, 
which I now present to you. Large sums are carried in the 
sundry civil bill. Large sums are carried in the legislative, 
executive, and judicial bill, and the deficiency bills always carry 
appropriations for the District of Columbia. The funds for 
park maintenance are carried in the sundry civil bill and are 
expended by the Chief of Engineers of the Army. That is only 
one instance. To keep track of all these different things, first, 
where do we get the money for a particular purpose; next, how 
is it disposed of and under whose guidance—these are some of 
the complications. 

The funds for the water department are carried in the Dis- 
trict bill, but are expended partly by the District Commissioners 
and partly by the Chief of Engineers of the Army. Those things 
all have to be watched, audited, and looked after, and your little 
board of aldermen of five men have got to straighten out all 
those things and explain to 485 Members why it is so, and all 
about it. 


Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
Illinois. 

Mr, MADDEN. I do not want to bother the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I shall not consider it any bother. 
I shall be glad to answer any question, if I can. 

Mr. MADDEN. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if all the park police force under the direction of the Army 
are not paid out of the Army appropriation bill? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No; they are not. We pay a part 
of them and the Federal Government. pays another part. 

Mr. MADDEN. I did not think we paid any part. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am informed by the clerk of the 
Committee on Appropriations that we do. 

Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman will yield—— 

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. SISSON. At the beginning of the war the police force 
was very greatly reduced, and a certain number of men were de- 
tailed from the Army on police duty, and they were paid out 
of the police fund. Of course, this committee had nothing to 
do with that, because they were regularly appointed as police- 
men for the District of Columbia. They were detailed as police- 
men, and they were in their uniforms. How many there were 
{ do not know. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think that is correct. I will 
just give you briefly a few other illustrations. Mind you, I 
am not criticizing this thing. I am simply showing the obstacles 
and confusion that your committee have to contend with, both 
in the appropriations and the settlement. 

The Zoological Park, with an annual appropriation of $115,000, 
{s under the Smithsonian Institution. There is a small appro- 
oriation for the burial of indigent soldiers, which is under the 
War Department. 

The public buildings and grounds, care and maintenance of 
parks,-and so forth, are under the War Department. Rock 
Creek Park and Potomac Parkway are under a commission. The 
Aqueduct Bridge is under the War Department. Columbia 
Hospital is under a board of trustees. The salaries and ex- 
penses of the office of public buildings and grounds are under the 
War Department. The $240 bonus to employees is carried in the 
District bill, but we did not inaugurate it. The refunding of 
taxes, an indefinite sum, is in the District bill. 

I simply cite these things to you to show you that this is 
different from any other city in the country, and that in order 
to comprehend it fully much time should be consumed in investi- 
gating it. 

Now, as to the present bill. The last appropriation bill, for 
1919, including deficiencies, amounted to $15,451,318.66. The 
bill under consideration: carries $14,782,981. The bill which 
failed of passage carried $14,093,701. You must bear in mind 
that we spent a good deal of time here in the last session in the 
consideration of a District of Columbia appropriation bill, which 
passed the House but failed to become a law, owing to the fact 
that the Sixty-fifth Congress expired on the 4th of March. That 
bill carried $689,280 less than the present bill. In this bill we 
have not come up to the estimates of the commissioners, and we 
have not come up to the estimates of the War Department. We 
have not given them all that they asked for, but we have done 
pretty well, I think. We have given them within about $800,000 
of what they requested. 

Gentlemen, owing to the failure of the passage of the last bill 
I really think the District of Columbia suffered more incon- 
venience, considering the amount involved, than almost any 
other branch of our Government. The bill failed of passage, 
and it left things in a very disordered state in the District of 
Columbia. So, in order to expedite the passage of this bill, 
your committee virtually took the old ‘bill, which failed of 
passage the last time, and called it the foundation of this bill. 
It is true we raised some salaries. We raised the salaries of 
teachers. We put on some new employment; but the bill passed 
the scrutiny of this House, and it carried $14,782,981. Now, we 
have taken that as the foundation, so to speak, or the nucleus, 
of the present bill, and we have added a little over $600,000 to 
it. We were then in war. At least, hostilities had only been 
partially suspended. We felt a little cramped for funds. We 
did not go on with many improvements. In other words, I 
choose to style the old bill which failed of passage simply a 
maintenance bill. Consider that remark, gentlemen. In other 
words, instead of being a bill to add new improvements or to 
go ahead with new and needed construction, it was simply to 
inaintain the things that we had. 

Therefore, I call the old bill which failed of passage the 
maintenance bill. We have taken that bill and added $600,000 
or $800,000 to it in the matter of new construction that the 
District of Columbia very much needs. 


I yield to the gentleman from 
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Take the item of streets, which I think is the largest. The 
old bill carried no appropriation whatever, not a single dollar, 
for the improvement or opening of new streets in the entire 
District of Columbia. We simply tried to maintain those we 
already had as best we could, and provided for no new con- 
struction whatever. ‘The present bill, owing to a change in 
conditions, for new work on streets has added to it $282,300. 
We have added a partial and moderate amount to. what the 
District Commissioners have asked for in the estimate. I am 
frank to say that in the last old bill while the commissioners 
made an estimate of improvements desired, still they said that 
“we think it would not be advisable to go into new projects if 
you will properly maintain the old ones.” So we did so, but 
now we have added a reasonable and moderate sum of $282,300 
for the advancement of new work on about 20 different high- 
ways in the District of Columbia. 

We have also put into the bill what is called a consolidation 
of the improvement of new streets. Heretofore in District im- 
provements in the old city of Washington the appropriations 
have been made in a lump sum, and by reference simply to 
certain streets on the back of the estimates. While the im- 
provement of suburban roads have been made by appropriations 
carried in detail on the face of each bill, in this bill the com- 
mittee recommends carrying one item for street improvement, 
and it will have the effect of presenting to Congress on the face 
of the appropriation bill every street that is to be paved or re- 
paved during the ensuing year. So that the entire Congress 
can pick up the bill and pick out streets we are going to im- 
prove and the amount we are going to pay therefor in each 
case. Whether that is an improvement it is for the Congress 
to determine. I think it is. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does this committee give any serious atten- 
tion to the matter of street cleaning and the removal of gar- 
bage? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will come to that in a few min- 
utes. I will say that. we do, and for street cleaning we appro- 
priate a large sum of money in this bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. I was going to call the gentleman’s attention, 
and through him the committee’s attention, to the fact that it 
frequently happens that those charged with the responsibility 
of removing the garbage pay no attention to it, and that the 
property owners are required to go without having the garbage 
removed, and are subjected to the stench that ensues from a 
failure to carry it away. It happen, in many instances, that the 
men who are employed to take the garbage away refuse to do 
it unless somebody pays them extra for doingit. It seems to me 
that there ought to be some method devised by which regularity 
of action would follow the appropriation in the matter of re- 
moval of garbage, and that the people who pay the taxes would 
not be imposed upon by the contractor or employees and be re- 
quired to pay additional money for the work that ought to be 
done and paid for out of the appropriation. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have had a little difficulty on 
the garbage question. The contractors were not able to comply 
with the contract. We have taken over the garbage plant at 
Cherry Hill, bought it, and paid $85,000 for it, improved it to 
the amount of $35,000, and we are virtually running our own 
garbage proposition. We have been obliged to do so, but I 
think we are doing it cheaper than we did under the old 
system. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is supposed to be a garbage-reduction 
plant. Of course, the garbage must be gotten to the plant be- 
fore it can be reduced. The thing I am complaining of is that 
the garbage is not moved from the premises, and that the people 
have to pay these men for doing the work that Congress appro- 
priates the money to pay for. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I hope that the gentleman is not 
censuring the Commissioners of the District. 

Mr. MADDEN. No; Iam calling attention of the committee 
to the matter so that the committee may make inquiry into it 
and remedy it. 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. I will state to my friend that some time back 
there was a good deal of complaint about the garbage. That 
came to our attention and we called the attention of the Dis- 
+rict Commissioners to it, and they stated that they had had a 
great deal of complaint. Legislation went into the bill year 
before last and the money was appropriated, and we find that 
there has been very much less complaint since. The difficulty 
has been to get labor to do this work. I do not think the gen- 
tleman will find that the complaints will continue now that we 
are getting labor enough, 
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Mr. MADDEN. If I may be permitted to say, my next com- 
plaint is that after having called up those who are sup- 
posed to be in supreme authority at the District Building you 
get a man on the telephone who states that yew want te vom- 
municate with some one else; and tries to switch you off onto 
somebody else. You can not find the somebody else, and finally, 
when you have tried five or six, they switch you back to the 
first man and he tells you that he has not the time to talk to 
you about it. It seems to me that there is something radieally 
wrong at headquarters where they do the executive work. It 
makes no difference how many men you employ to do a thing 
if the man at the head pays ne attention to complaints and fails 
to see that you get it done. 

Mr. SISSON. How recent has this complaint been? 

Mr. MADDEN. Every day. 

Mr. SISSON. I am inclined to believe the gentleman has just 
been troubled a little and it worries him to the extent that he 
makes it every day. 

Mr. MADDEN. It does net worry me at all. I was simply 
telling the facts as I found them. Of course, I believe that if we 
call the matter to the attention of this committee, they will be 
able to call it to the attention of the people who were complained 
about. 

Mr. SISSON. I was just thinking perhaps the gentleman had 
heard seme of the old complaints that came to us in large num- 
bers some time ago. We have net heard complaints lately. 

Mr. MADDEN. I am only complaining about things that I 
know myself. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I think I can settle 
this difficulty. Yeu have a subeommittee now, a little board of 
aldermen, that is going to investigate the garbage question thor- 
oughly, and I think the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Mapprn] 
will be satisfied with the next bill that is reported and with all 
that comes in between that time and now, because we are going 
to watch that. 

I am going to make my remarks a little shorter than I in- 
tended. Let us take the question of repairs: on streets. As I 
say, this is a constructive bill. Under the previous bill repairs 
on streets contained an item for only $375,000.. The commission- 
ers, however, this time reeommend $675,000. We went as far as 
we thought we could under all the conditions, and we have 
allowed them $500,000 for repairs to streets, because [ believe 
the streets of Washington ought to be kept in good repair. 

Sewers—there is but one item, and it is new—$40,000. There 
has been a great deal of talk about what is called the upper 
Potomac interceptor. It is a proposition that will cost about 
$40,000. When that is completed the function of that inter 
ceptor will be to collect the Georgetown sewage, now dis- 
charged inte the Potomac River, and carry it into the regular 
sewerage system of the city. Hence there will be no further com- 
plaint about the water in the Potomae being impure and! un- 
healthy. That little $40,000 item, I think, is going to be pretty 
well expended. 

In the last bill we could not give a single dollar—we did not 
feel as though we could—with which to build any permanent 
school buildings. We therefere gave you 60 little pertable 
schools, emergency propositions; but we determined then that 
when the war was over and peace was declared we would 
attempt to rebuild or add some permanent additions to our 
school buildings, so we have taken up four school buildings 
that we think are most essential at this time. There is the 
Petworth School, where the limit of cost is $130.000. There has 
already been appropriated on that school $87,000, and we 
have added in this bill $20,000 additional. Unless that is done, 
virtually we will have to stop doing things at the Petworth 
Scheei. 

At the Burrville School the limit of cost is $60,000: Forty 
thousand dollars has already been appropriated, and they must 
have $10,000 more right now in order to continue the building 
at all. 

At the Monroe School the limit of cost is $130,000. Ninety 
thousand dollars has been appropriated, and we give them 
$20,000 more. Perhaps we were a little bit niggardly 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes, 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the committee know anything about 
what percentage of children of school age are required to attend 
school only for half a day? 

Mr. DAYIS of Minnesota. I could not tell the gentleman: 
We did net have any hearings on that. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it seems that we are not 
giving the District school facilities enough, and that instead of 
giving the amount required for the completion of the schools, to 
a partial amount of the limit of cost, you ought to allow the full 
cost and have the schools completed. 
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Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. We have given exactly what the 
commissioners said they wanted for those four school buildings. 

tee! MADDEN. Very well; then you ought to build some more 
schools. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We are going to. There are 16 
or 17 in contemplation, but we can not build them just now, at 
least the commissioners do not think it advisable, and we have 
taken these four buildings at their own figures. 

Mr. MADDEN. There is money in the Treasury to the amount 
of $5,000,000. Why not take that and build some ‘scheol build- 
ings and give the children a chance to go to schoel? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am afraid that the gentleman is 
now talking about the financial system of the District. F 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. MAPES. Can the gentleman tell us how much has been 
appropriated to build different schools with a limit of cost so 
low that it is impossible under present conditions to complete 
them ? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. [ think there are 16 or 17. 

Mr, MAPES. Does not the gentleman think that the com- 
mittee in making these appropriations originally and fixing the 
limit of cost below what is advisable under present conditions 
either was in error or else the committee now ought to increase 
the limit of cost so that the buildings can be constructed? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They ought to and they will, but 
when the limit of cost was fixed material wags not as high as it 
is now. 

Mr. MAPES. But if the buildings were needed at that time, 
they are much more needed now, with the greatly increased 
population in the District, and ought not the committee to change 
the limit of cost so that they can construct these buildings? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have 80 portable sehool build- 
ings to take care of that situation. 

Mr. MAPES. But they are not used. Answering the gentle- 
man from Illinois: [Mr: Mapprn], I can say that in some of the 
sehools, to my personal knowledge, all of the pupils up to and 
including the fourth grade are prevented from going to school 
more than one-half day beeause of the lack of school facilities. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman realize that under the 
provisions of this bill the men who take up the ashes and the 
garbage and the trash of the District draw a great deal more 
money than do the several hundred school-teachers who are 
teaching the school children of this District? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I realize that to. a certain extent, 
but I realize some of the men who hate been taking up ashes 
have lost about $60,000 this year: 

Mr: BLANTON. [I am talking about the laborers who actu- 
ally take them up; who are receiving more money than good 
schoel-teachers who are teaching the children in this District. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I agree with the gentleman in this, 
and I am glad to say we raised’ the sehool-teachers—— 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to raise them as high as I can. 

Mr. DAVIS: of Minnesota. The blue sky is a little toe much 
forme. I want to raise the school-teachers, and we have raised 
them a little bit in here, and if the gentleman does not make the 
point of order it will go through. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is so little. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Well, I do not know. The poorest 
paid sehool-teacher under this bill, if it becomes a law, will be 
$1,040 per schoo) year. v 

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will. 

Mr. PLATT. Has it not been the settled policy of the Wash- 
ington sehools for quite a number of years not to require the 
little children of the first and second grades to go to school 
more than half a day? I know it was five or six years ago, and 
I think it is goed policy. 

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not tell; we have had no 
hearings upon that at all. I think the old bill and this bill to- 
gether contain between 40 and 50 new employments, and we 
have raised the salary of a few people in the old and new bill, 
but very little in this particular bill. I speak of the old bill 
as the one that my colleague [Mr. Stssen] and myself worked to 
get through the House last year, but which failed in the Senate. 
Now, we come to the question of salaries that my friend speaks 
of. This bill contains the following: Four hundred and ninety- 
eight school-teachers in class 4. The basic salary, according to 
this bill, is $850 each, which added to the $240 bonus makes 
$1,090. Five hundred and forty-three in class 3. The basie 
salary under’ this bill is $800. Add the $240 to that and you 
have $1,040. Three hundred and sixty-four in class 2. The 
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basic salary under this bill is $800, nothing below that, all 
$800, and adding the $240 to it makes $1,040. Ninety in class 1. 
Eight hundred dollars basic salary; in other words, this bill 
raises the small-grade teachers—1,495 of them—that is, the 
kindergarten and low grades, those who were a few years ago 
getting $540. If this bill passes, the lowest one will get $1,040. 
In other words, we add $78,750 to the salaries of these low-grade 
teachers. 

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman will allow me, of course it 
does not add this $240. i 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is true, but they get the $240 
bonus. 

Mr. MADDEN. To the low-grade teachers. The act gives the 
$240 bonus to everybody in Government service receiving less 
than a certain salary. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I understand that very well. I 
am simply saying, in reference to the low-grade teachers not 
being paid very much, what they actually got out of the Treas- 
ury, and $1,040 is the lowest. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman know every clerk almost 
who has entered the Government service during the recent war 
has entered on a salary of at least $1,000 plus this bonus? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I know that very well, indeed, and 
the matter has been discussed and considered, and I will tel! 
the gentleman this: They say—and it is not my argument—that 
they work six days in the week, and the little school-teacher, 
they say, works only five days—— 

Mr. BLANTON. Works seven. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They say that; I do not say that. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESS. I would like to know what is to become of the 
schools if we can not find a reconciliation between the salaries 
of men and women who do not need to prepare to do the work 
and get higher salaries than the teachers who spend much time 
to prepare after this expenditure? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.. I will tell the gentleman what I 
think will be the result: Many, many, many of them will retire 
from teaching and go off to do other work. 

Mr. FESS. What will become of the schools? [Applause.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does not the gentleman know, 
without asking me—he is one of the best educators in the 
country—does not the gentleman know what the result will be? 

Mr. FESS. I will say to my friend I feel 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I agree before the gentleman an- 
swers. 

Mr. FESS. I feel sure the gentleman is struck with the prop- 
osition I have in mind, and I ask this question seriously: With 
the scale of prices now ranging, what is to become of the class 
of men or women who want to go into school work and must 
spend a lot of time to get ready when other people who do not 
need to spend any time to get ready for the work get much 
higher rates than they do? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Of course, that is true, especially 
this new class of clerks that come under the war-work system. 
The teacher is partly cared for under the longevity system. 
Under the longevity system the school-teacher’s salary keeps 
increasing every year, and therefore it is an inducement to hold 
him or her to the job. It is a good deal like the young man 
graduating from Annapolis. Every year he gets a fogy in- 
crease of salary, and by the time he is about 62 years old he is 
retired at $4,000 or $5,000 a year for the remainder of his life. 
The longevity system has a tendency to induce the teachers to 
remain. The prospect which longevity pay holds out to them 
in my humble belief will keep many, many of them on the job. 

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS.of Minnesota. I will yield. 

Mr. MAPES. Under this longevity system what is the mini- 
mum the primary teacher will receive? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. For the primary teacher it is 
about $1,040, with the bonus. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Minne- 
sota desires additional time—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I would like to have three or 
four minutes. 

Mr. SISSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be given five minutes additional, with five minutes additional on 
this side. I want to say this in justice—— 

Mr. WALSH. You can not do that in committee after the 
time has been agreed upon. 
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Mr. SISSON. That is true, but if nobody raises objection 
right now we can. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If my friend from Texas [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] will give me, say, about two minutes, that will be 
all I want. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Ordinarily. my friends, I am 
against riders on appropriation bills; in fact, almost univer- 
Sally against them. Now, there are one or two little riders on 
this bill. We have in here a provision that the Commissioners 
of the District when they purchase automobiles or office furni- 
ture and supplies shall be authorized to purchase them from 
the general supply committee of the Army, and so forth. You 
have heard of that. In all the other branches of the Govern- 
ment there is a law which authorizes that to be done. The 
District of Columbia is the exception. Now, that is new legis- 
lation. Any man here can make a point of order on it. But we 
trust that you will not leave the District of Columbia out in 
the cold and simply say, technically speaking, that a point of 
order lies and that you will knock it out. We have added this 
in order to make it absolutely safe: 

Provided, That this section shall not be construed to amend, alter, or 
repeal the Executive order of December 3, 1918, concerning the transfer 
of office material, supplies, and equipment in the District of Columbia 
falling into disuse because of the cassation of war activities. 

In other words, we do not want to conflict with the Executive 
order of the administration in passing this legislation. We 
thought we would like to be very safe on the proposition. I do 
not believe any man here, when there are some automobiles and 
desks to be supplied, would object to them buying them from 
that supply bureau when they can buy them cheaper there than 
at any other place. But it is new legislation. If you want to 
knock it out on a point of order, all right. 

And there are one or two other pieces of legislation like that. 
Now, the committee is in a hurry, because the officials of the 
District of Columbia, the departments here, need to have this 
bill passed. 

And there is a great big question called the “ half and half.” 

I am not going to discuss it at this time. A portion of 
the House think one way and many others disagree with 
them. If anybody is going to raise that question now and spend 
half a day or a day on it, you are at liberty to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 1. Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution extending the right of suffrage to women. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson]. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to go into the 
details of this bill, but in explanation of the money appro- 
priated in the bill which failed, for street improvement, it is 
fair to state that we did reappropriate all the money which had 
been carried in the previous bill, not a dollar of which had been 
expended in new streets, not because, in many instances, the 
new streets and the new pavements were not needed but because 
by order of the War Material Board of the Army the District 
of Columbia, like all other cities situated like the District of 
Columbia is situated, was not permitted to get any material of 
any kind, and, in addition to that, they were not permitted to 
get labor. So while the money was available for that use the 
District Commissioners could not use it. The war conditions 
at that time were such that when this bill was made up the 
subcommittee agreed unanimously with the commissioners in 
their recommendations simply to reappropriate all the money 
that had heretofore been appropriated for those purposes, and 
that was done, 

Now, they have either used, or have contracted to be used, 
practically all of the reappropriated money; that is to say, 
the current law carries the money, and they are authorized to 
spend and contract up to the ist day of July. That has been 
done. 

Now, your committee gave to the District Commissioners 
some $350,000 for new work, which means that within 12 months 
there will be infinitely more money expended on the streets and 
more streets improved within the same length of time than in 
any other period in the history of the District of Columbia, so 
far as my knowledge goes. But that was due to the fact that in 
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these days now, the closing days of this year, they are letting 
the contracts for the streets under the current ‘law. So, as a 
matter of fact, while on its face the bill does not carry quite 
as much for streets annually as is usually carried, it is carrying 
at least 334 per cent more for streets actually in one year than 
has ever been ¢arried heretofore. 

I want to say also just a word about the school-teachers’ 
salaries. The current law for the first time increased the base 
pay of school-teachers. The lowest-paid school-teacher was 
$500. That is what is known as the longevity law, and before any 
Member of Congress will be able to understand anything about 
the longevity law he will have to go back to the act which was 
passed many years ago to ascertain just exactly its provisions 
and as to the classification of teachers. Last year we raised 
the base pay of teachers from $500, which was the lowest, to $750. 
We eliminated the three lower grades and put all four grades 
on the $750 basis. Now, this does not mean that $750 is the 
salary of the school-teachers, because every year that they teach 
a certain sum is added to that amount. But, gentlemen of the 
committee, under the current law the lowest pay that a teacher 
gets on entering any department of the school work is $870. 
That, plus the $120 now carried and the $120 bonus, makes $240, 
and the lowest-paid teacher will now enter school at this next 
session getting $1,140 on entrance. 

Mr. SHREVE. Will the gentleman yield just at that point? 

Mr. SISSON. I will yield only for a question, as I have but 
10 minutes. 

Mr. SHREVE. 
schools? 

Mr. SISSON. The salaries of the teachers of the high schools 
are also graded, and they also have longevity. 

Mr. SHREVE. What amount will they draw this year? 

Mr. SISSON. Class 6-B, I think, is that of the high-school 
teachers. They get $2,020, and then the extra $120 bonus, which 
makes $2,140. 

Mr. SHREVE. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. SISSON. Now, I had heard so much complaint about the 
salaries of the school-teachers in the District of Columbia that 
I wrote to the schools of all of the cities of over 100,000 in- 
habitants in the United States, and I got from them reports 
as to the salaries which they paid, and, with the longevity pay 
carried under the longevity law, together with the $250 raise 
which we gave last year, plus the $240 bonus this year, the 
base pay of the teachers of the District of Columbia is higher 
than that of nearly all of the cities of the United States, and 
there is only one city which for several years has paid as 
much, and that is the city of Beston. The city of Philadelphia 
last year, beginning this session, raised their base pay to about 
the Boston standard. 

Now, those are the cities whose salaries are comparable with 
those of the District of Columbia. Therefore I am not willing 
that the statement shall go unchallenged here that the school- 
teachers of the District of Columbia have not been treated 
fairly by your present subcommittee, beeause if you will com- 
pare the salaries paid the District of Columbia teachers with 
those paid in the cities where the inhabitants themselves volun- 
tarily vote the tax, you will find that the District of Columbia 
is in advance of nearly all the cities, and, with the exception 
of the city of Boston and the city of Philadelphia, is slightly 
above those of Cleveland and Detroit, which also pay good 
salaries. 

Now, your subcommittee did not feel warranted in inereas- 
ing the salaries, because a teacher goes in in many cities with 
what they call a probation period. Here they go on at $1,040; 
the next year they get $1,080, and so on for 10 years, gradually 
increasing each year that they remain in the service, and then 
when they go from the lower grades to the higher class—we 
call them “ grades”—they do not lose that longevity, but the 
longevity which they have earned is added to the base pay of 
the next higher grade which they enter. It is, therefore, a 
most difficult problem for your subcommittee to tell how much 
money is needed to take care of what is called longevity pay. 
The schoo] authorities and the Board of Education make the 
best estimates they can. But if a school-teacher dies or leaves 
the service and a new teacher comes in, that makes the longevity 
pay a little bit less than it would be otherwise, because the 
first school-teachers do not get longevity pay. It amounts, in 
round numbers, to something like $575,000, so that you can take 
a $500,060 fund and divide it up among the school-teachers in 
ueccordance with their longevity. Therefore this complaint on 
the part of the school-teachers in regard to being underpaid 
heretofore may be a just one; but if it is a just one, it is a 
criticism of the entire school system of America and is not 
local here in Washington, because we are along with Boston 
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and Philadelphia, and in Philadelphia they did not pay the 
increased rate until last year, when they had a reorganization 
and a reclassification. 

Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. VARE. Is it not a fact that a beginner at $1,040 in the 
District of Columbia receives a salary larger than any beginner 
elsewhere? 

Mr. SISSON. That is true. Counting the bonus of $240 this 
year, they get even a higher salary than in Boston or Phila- 
delphia. But I am speaking of what was carried in the current 
law by the committee. We put it right up to the top notch. 
For that reason I felt that school-teachers’ salaries were reason- 
able, and I shall not raise any complaint. But I do not believe 
that the raise which the subcommittee and the full committee 
put into this bill, as compared with the current law, was justi- 
fied as compared with other similar salaries paid elsewhere 
throughout the United States. 

Now, I want to say one word with reference to school build- 
ings. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. SISSON. I wanted just two minutes to explain the 
school-building items, but I ean do that under the five-minute 
rule. F 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
colleague from Texas [Mr. BLanton]}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, at the outset I ask leave to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I have impatiently waited up to this time, after nearly 30 
hours have elapsed, for some older and abler Member of this 
House to properly denounce one of the most atrocious and das- 
tardly crimes that has ever been attempted in this Republic. I 
have waited for weeks, hoping that some older Member of this 
Congress would take the floor and properly denounce the das- 
tardly attack that several weeks ago was made upon that former 
little giant of this House, our lamented Hon. John L. Burnett, 
of Alabama, who probably would be among us now, giving us 
his good advice and counsel, had it not been for the probable 
shock caused by the deadly, dastardly, cowardly anarchist bomb 
that was sent into his household at the time so many others 
were sent through the United States mail from one side of the 
United States to the other. 

Time and again on the floor of this House recently I have 
warned this Congress of the fact that there were harbored under 
this Government, by groups of men in organizations, these 
vicious anarchistic tendencies. I noticed in the papers a denial 
immediately on behalf of the organizations to which I referred, 
denying that they had any connection with deadly bombs placed 
on the front doorstep of a Cabinet officer of the United States 
in the dead hour of night. Would you expect a murderer to ad- 
mit his ‘crime? 

I realize, when I call attention to the fact that these organi- 
zations harbor such things, there are thousands of good men, 
loyal and patriotie citizens of this country—even Members of 
Congress, loyal and big men they are—who are members of or- 
ganized labor unions of this land, and who do not approve of 
such actions. But I have warned this Congress heretofore that, 
no matter how many good men there are in unions, the fact re- 
mains to-day that it is in the unions of this country, it is among 
organized labor in this country, that anarchists find harbor and 
succor and protection. 

I call attention to the warning I gave this Congress May 23, 
1919, published in the Appendix to the ConGREssionaL ReEcorp, 
wherein I recited the partial war record of labor unions, and 
facts clearly demonstrating that they were dominated by the 
radical and vicious element, and wherein I challenged Mr. 
Samuel Gompers and the American Federation of Labor to dis- 
prove any of such statements, to wit: 

“Mr. Branton. Mr. Speaker, when my good friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DALLINGER] stated that thousands of our 
soldiers have been held idle in the camps of this country solely 
because officers afraid of losing their jobs refused to discharge 
many worthy cases I agreed with him as far as he went, but 
suggested another reason why they have been held, to wit, that 
in Texas and elsewhere Mr, Samuel Gompers, the president and 
master of the American Federation of Labor, stated that he and 
organized labor would never stand for war-time wage schedules 
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to be reduced one cent, and that Mr. Gompers’s opposition to 
speedy demobilization had greatly influenced the holding of the 
boys in the camps of this country. 

“In the closing hours of the Sixty-fifth Congress I called at- 
tention to the fact that our labor unions had permitted Socialism 
and Bolshevism to dominate and use them as cat’s paws, and, 
regardless of how much and often he preached to the contrary, 
Mr. Gompers allowed such domination to prevail, and has not 
purged such organizations of such viciousness. I further called 
attention to the fact of organized labor’s partial war record, 
and stated that the time had come when Congress must decide 
whether this Government is to be run in the interests equally 
of the 110,000,000 people of this Republic or whether it is to 
be selfishly run by Mr. Gompers in the class interest of the 
3,000,000 members of labor unions. 

“In a speech in Texas I repeated such statements, following 
which, in a published interview, Mr. Gompers, without a single 
denial, stated: ‘That I confessed an utter incapacity of under- 
standing the plainest proposition of right, justice, freedom, and 
democracy.’ 

“Comparing Mr. Gompers’s democracy with my own, he rep- 
resents only 3,000,000 people, whose union slogan is ‘ Fer our- 
selves only,’ while I have deeply at heart the welfare and inter- 
ests equally not only of Mr. Gompers’s men but also of the 
other 107,000,000 people of the United States of America. 

“The Dallas Central Labor Council, the crafts at Cleburne, 
Tex., and others have tried to excuse this war record by partial 
denials, and by calling attention to the fact that some members 
of unions loyally served in France, and wanting to know where 
I was, and then asserting that I was busy attending banquets 
and theater parties. 

“Union members who during the war profited by raids on 
the Public Treasury can not hide now behind the patriotism of 
member-soldiers or excuse themselves by beclouding the record. 
The issue is too vital. The record must be kept straight. 

“T represent no interests other than the welfare of my con- 
stituents generally, and have never received one penny contribu- 
tion, campaign or otherwise, from any source. I have many 
unions in my district, in the cities of Abilene, Baird, Sweet- 
water, Ballinger, Coleman, Cisco, Ranger, Eastland, Strawn, 
Mineral Wells, Comanche, Brownwood Lampasas, Llano, San 
Saba, Brady, and other places. Nevertheless I have lately paid 
out of my own pocket nearly a thousand dollars for printing, 
addressing, and mailing to them these criticisms. 

“Raised on a farm, having delivered groceries in the back 
door of practically every home in Austin, and by keeping books 
at night earning every dollar expended for five years’ training 
at my State university, I could not be unfriendly to laborers. 
I heartily favor lawful unions. I heartily favor the labor prin- 
ciples in the peace treaty, namely: ‘Laber is no commodity; 
association for Jawful purposes; adequate wage; 8-hour day 
and 48-hour week; 1 rest day; abolition of child labor; equal 
pay for men and women doing work of equal value; equitable 
economic treatment; and female inspectors.’ No fair-minded 
person would demand less or would demand more. 

“Any system is vicious that destroys individual competitive 
efficiency and incites lazy, inefficient, indifferent service upheld 
by foree, Every doctor, lawyer, preacher, teacher, farmer, Con- 
gressman, officer, banker, merchant, and unorganized laborer 
succeeds only when in honest competition he renders the most 
efticient service of greatest value to the public. To hold their 
positions and advanee their incomes members of unions have 
ceased to rely upon individual skill and efficient service, but 
new collectively depend almost entirely upon Mr. Gompers, 
force, and anarchy. If unions will abolish strikes, picketing, 
boycotts, force, disregard of law, and anarchy, I will be their 
strongest friend, but without such reform I am against them 
forever and eternally. Now, to correct the record. Unions 
may boast they have done this or that for the war, but I chal- 
lenge Mr. Gompers to disprove any of the following well-known 
facts: 

“The Railroad Administration certifies that the raises de- 
manted by the four great brotherhoods and granted to the rail- 
road employees by Direetor McAdoo approximated $754,811,000; 
that the additional raises later demanded of and granted by 
Director Hines approximated $67,500,000, aggregating $822,- 
811,000 raises in salaries (during war) to 400,000 employees 
(far from trenches); that in 1917 passenger conductors re- 
ceived $135 to $165 per month plus overtime, but with the 
raises they now receive an average of $180 per month plus time 
and a half for all time they put in over eight hours a day and 
are granted one day off each week. 

* Duties of a passenger conductor are not very laborious, un- 
pleasant, or hazardous. Did not the Government require more 
sacrifice of the soldier to fight on foreign soil, sometimes 24 
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hours per day in cootie-infested trenches, knee deep in mud, 
for $33 per month and keep, than it required of the passenger 
conductor to continue working 8 hours per day 6 days a 
week during the war for $135 to $165, plus overtime, per month? 
We can not forget the brotherhoods’ threat to tie up every 
railroad in the United States while in a death struggle 
Wwe were rescuing the world. No highwayman ever drew a 
deadlier weapon or made a deadlier threat. No wender after 
throwing up his hands and delivering over the $754,811.000 the 
honest statesman McAdoo resigned. We can not forget the 
later threat or revolution. No wonder Director Hines handed 
over the additional $67,500,000. But, alas, this $822,311,000 
is paid by the unorganized bleeding public. Has our service 
improved over 1917? The service is good, bad, or indifferent, 
just as the employees will it. Employees make the service. 
Unions furnish the employees. If the service is‘ good, credit 
unions; if bad, hold unions responsible. 

“The department certifies that the raises granted to telegraph 
employees aggregate $3,300,867. Telephone raises are now 
being determined, yet in Indiana union strikers attempted to 
chase poor helpless work girls off the roofs of buildings. And 
telegraphers are now threatening a nation-wide strike. 

“While every raise granted to postal employees was justly 
merited, still could- not the demand have waited for peace? 
Upon criticism being made that it takes an extra day or two 
longer than necessary for New York mail to reach Washington, 
Mr. Gompers condemned the whole Postal Service. Who per- 
forms the Postal Service? From the time such letters are 
posted until they are delivered they are handled by members of 
unions. They are collected, stamped, distributed, bagged, trans- 
ported, handled, and delivered by unions. If the service is 
good, the unions deserve the credit. If the service is bad, the 
unions should be held responsible for it. 

“ During the war unions have forced wage schedules to a maxi- 
mum of $1.25 per hour plus time and a half for over. eight 
hours—more than the governor of Texas receives, more than cir- 
cuit judges in Texas receive. Unions accomplished this by 
striking 6,000 times during the war, each aver.uging 18 days. The 
armistice was signed November,11. This is May. Yet sev- 
eral hundred thousand soldiers have been held idle in camps 
without excuse. Why? Simply because Mr. Gompers threat- 
ened in Texas and elsewhere he would not permit any reduction 
in war-time wage schedules. With Mr. Gompers against speedy 
demobilization, it is easy to understand why thousands of our 
soldiers have been held absolutely idle in the camps of this coun- 
try. He said that he and unions would not stand for any reduc- 
tion. Speedy demobilization would tend to reduce. Therefore 
there could be no speedy demobilization without disaster to the 
Republic, if Mr. Gompers’s threat meant anything. Yet one 
county in my district, Runnels, with many of its boys yet in 
camps, is begging for 1,000 laborers to harvest the wheat. I 
introduced on the day this Congress met a bill te promptly 
discharge from the service upon application every man physically 
fit whose purpose when enlisting was to serve only for the dura- 
tion of the war. I hope that it will be promptly passed. 

“ Exclusive of all postal and railroad employees elsewhere pro- 
vided for, unions demanded a blanket bonus of 7120 for each 
of the 240,000 Government clerks. Congress obeyed and granted 
the $120 bonus, but required such clerks to work eight instead 
of only seven hours per day. Mr. Gompers said it was 
‘damnable,’ altheugh the eight-hour day was still a plank in 
the union platform. He demanded its veto. Unions published 
threats to march on the Capitol and te cripple the Government 
by walking out. President Wilson sized: up the situation and 
realized that the peril menaced the whole world, hence vetoed 
the eight hours. These 240,000 clerks, many occupying posi- 
tions vacated by soldiers and many industrially exempt, took 
their $120 bonus and continued to work only seven hours. 
Without such bonus these clerks drew salaries up te $2,500 per 
year, paid twice a month. Were unions satisfied? They later 
demanded a blanket $240 bonus for the next year. Congress 
promptly granted it, giving to each of these 240,000 clerks a $240 
bonus, and they still work seven hours. Many receive large sal- 
aries from private concerns for work after 5 p.m. They enjoy 
all the pleasures of Washington,-work in comfortable buildings, 
with ice water and electric fans, are allowed 30 days’ vacation 
en full pay, 80 days additional on doector’s certificate with fuil 
pay, all 52 Sundays, all legal holidays, half Saturdays in sum- 
mer, and all special occasions; some drive their own automo- 
biles, wear the finest tailored clothes, and own their own homes. 
And they are now arranging to demand a still larger bonus when 
Congress meets. 

“Yet on April 25, 1919, when Maj. Gerow requested some of 
the clerks in the Zone Finance Division of the War Department 
to work a little overtime in erder to more promptly mail out the 
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little $60 bonus checks granted to soldiers, some of these clerks 
struck against their Government and walked out and ceased to 
function when their Government most needed their services. 

“Last July Gen. Crowder said it would be unnecessary to 
draft boys, as he was going to make every man either work or 
fight. Mr. Gompers defied him, threatening that if the ‘ work-or- 
fight’ order was applied to them, unions would not stand it. 
Gen. Crowder then requested and Congress drafted 670,000 18- 
year- -old boys, costing millions in educational expenses alone. 

‘The Bolshevik Lenin threatens death to captive Americans 
unless we release Mooney. Unions threaten disastrous strikes 
if we do not comply. 

“ With other death threats, Lenin from Russia demands Debs’s 
release. Our unions threaten ruinous strikes unless we comply. 

“ Forty-five States have ratified national prohibition. It is a 
part of the fundamental law of the land; yet our unions threaten 
2 nation-wide strike against our Constitution. A majority of 
union members are nonusers, yet unions threaten ‘no liquor no 
work.’ Chicago’s 175 unions demand that Congress repeal pro- 
hibition. 

“And to avert direful calamity during his enforced absence in 
Europe, the President has been influenced to ask that of Con- 
eress which Congress will never do—repeal any portion of the 
prohibition laws, which are the result of 40 years’ tireless 
effort. 

“The Washington school board lately suspended a teacher for 
teaching Bolshevism in the public schools. Unions are now 
demanding her reinstatement. The penalty was light, for the 
board merely suspended such teacher for a week only. If she 
was teaching Bolshevism to the children of this Nation’s Capital, 
instead of being suspended she should have been discharged. 

“Since March 11, 1919, unions have paid a horde of barkers 
$25 per week to picket the Raleigh Hotel, and they stand at each 
entrance to this hotel and defiantly insult every man, woman, 
and child who enters by telling them that they are ‘ not decent’ 
as they are patronizing a ‘scab’ hotel. 

‘(News item, Evening Star, Washington, D. 


C., Apr. 10, 1919.] 


ICKET IS FINED $25 ON WOMAN’S CHARGE—MRS, ROUSE RESENTED RE- 
MARKS AS SHE WAS LEAVING HOTEL RALEIGH, 

“Hiugh R. Truelove, a newcomer to Washington, making his home at 
929 E Street and employed, he says, by the striking waiters as one of 
the pickets of that organization fighting the Hotel Raleigh, arrested 
April 7 and charged with making indecent and threatening remarks 
to patrons of the hotel, was tried and convicted in the District of 
Columbia branch of the police court to-day and sentenced by Judge 
John P. McMabon to pay a fine of $25. 

“ The complainant in the case was ore. Ethel Rouse, a member of the 
College Woman's Commentty at Lutherville, Md., who testified that 
. in company with her husband and two girls associated with her 
in the community work, went to the Hotel Raleigh for lunch, and when 
leaving the hotel Truelove insulted her and her party by remarking, 
‘Decent people no longer patronize the Hotel Raleigh. If you were 
decent you would not patronize the hotel.’ 

“ Truelove in his defense said that he was employed by the striking 
waiters at $25 a week to stand at the main entrance of the hotel and 
make certain stereotyped remarks to all patrons of the hotei entering or 

ng the building, among those set remarks being the one he was 
harged with applying to Mrs, Rouse and her friends. 

“JT am informed that these striking waiters, besides their 
wages paid and wholesome food furnished them by the hotel, 
received tips from patrons as high as $6 to $8 per day, and that 
some of them would hardly notice you if you offered them a tip 
of less than 50 eents. The following is one of the 16 demands 
made of the hotel by the union: 

“Steady and extra waiters shall.have at each meal the choice of at 
east one roast, one entree, with an additional fish entree on fast days, 
also soup, potatoes, one vegetable, coffee, tea, or milk, bread and butter, 

and one dessert. A wholesome breakfast shall also be served. No one 
kind of roast or entree may be served more than once in any four con- 
secutive days. 

“ Every good woman who enters this hotel is subjected to in- 
sult by having forced in her hand a vicious cartoon card and 
told she is entering a scab hotel. Unions here have lately so 
picketed 23 merchants in Washington. Why? Because Amer- 
icans in the Capital of the American Republic refused to bow 
to unreasonable autocratic union demands. 

‘The American Federation of Labor has publicly threatened 
to put out of Congress every Member who has dared to disobey 
Mr. Gompers. Because duty impelled, I have taken my life, 
political and otherwise, in my hands by warning my people of 
facts; the Carmen’s District Council of Kansas City 
notified me April 26 that it was urging the brotherhood for the 
State of Texas to replace me with a friend to unions. 

“ From the four corners of the United States I have filled my 
wastebasket with anonymous threats apprising me of the in- 
numerable kinds of deaths that will befall me and my family if I 
ever again opel ny mouth against unions. One from Altoona, 
Pa., advised me that the brotherhood would never let me escape, 
as I had been marked for special suffering. Another from Al- 
toona, in the name of the 10,000 members of the railroad brother- 
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hood there, calls me ‘a dirty, low-lived, copperheaded, Confed- 
erate dog surviving 61-65.’ Another from Altoona assures me 
that next year unions will pick a soldier in my district to use in 
ridding Congress of me. The Fort Worth Record belittles me 
with irony and ridicule. In defense of unions the Comanche 
Enterprise threatens me with political destruction and questions 
my prohibition record, notwithstanding during 20. years I have 
made several hundred prohibition speeches, have helped to dry 
numerous Texas counties, and of the Texas delegation in the 
Sixty-fifth Congress I was the only Congressman who spoke for 
national prohibition, and numerous prohibition bills were intro- 
duced by me. 

“T have before me a printed application for membership in the 
International Typographical Union from an unorganized town. 
It requires the obligation to be sworn to by the applicant before 
an officer qualified to administer oaths. I copy from said obliga- 
tion the following: 


“That my fidelity to the union and my duty to the members thereof 
shall in no sense be interfered with by any allegiance that I mer now 
or hereafter owe to any other organization, social, political, or religious, 
secret or otherwise. 

“Thus union is placed before God and country. 

“Lately in New York Dr. Scott Nearing publicly urged a 
bloody revolution against the United States; 3,000 members of 
various unions, of the most radical type it is true, applauded. 

“In the Pythian Temple here in Washington on May-day eve, 
under the auspices of the Fur Workers Union et al., and with 
Government officers present, bloody revolution against the 
United States Government was publicly preached and ap- 
plauded, the red flag anthem was sung, and the following was 
embraced in resolutions adopted: 


“Labor now knows its strength. Labor now makes demands. And 
these demands are heard; they must be heard, for labor, in its might, 
has learned to achieve for labor, and labor’s word is fast becoming law, 


“And concerning this meeting on May -day eve the Washington 
Star said: 

“The spirit of anarchy, nihilism, Bolshevism, sabotage, and defiance 
of vested power and authority in Government dominated ‘the assembly. 

“T realize that many, many honest, upright, loyal, patriotic, 
deserving citizens in unions do not approve. Yet the vicious 
element controls unions. Socialism and Bolshevism are making 
catspaws of unions. The revolutionists of Seattle were members 
of unions. I. W. W.’s are unbridled unionists, even if they are 
disowned by Mr. Gompers. Several hundred thousand union 
men are foreigners and can not speak English. Yet, when that 
little, fearless giant, Congressman Burnett, proposed a proper 
immigration measure to keep anarchists in Europe and Asia he 
was sent a deadly bomb through the United States mails. 

“Does the public longer wonder why we Congressmen hesitate 
to disobey Mr. Gompers? Has the public ever received a death 
bomb specially prepared and sent to kill a family? Verily, the 
tail is wagging the dog. Verily, Mr. Gompers has us all buffaloed. 
Three million union men organized have under duress and are 
slave driving the other 107,000,000 unorganized peoples of the 
United States. 

“Newspapers are hog tied. Not a merchant, banker, lawyer, 
doctor, preacher, or legislator can open his mouth without an 
attempt to ruin him. What is the remedy? There is only one. 
The other 107,000,000 people must organize to properly control 
unions. 

“The Dallas Council properly asks where I was during the 
crisis, but unjustly accuses me of being inattentive to duty and 
‘ gloriously entertained with banquets and theater parties.’ Since 
war began I have devoted to the cause every moment of my 
time, every dollar of my salaty above a meager living, and every 
doHar I possessed. I have even sacrificed my home. Since the 
adjournment of Congress, working both a day shift and a night 
shift, I have put in from 12 to 16 hours per day trying to allevi- 
ate the sufferings of the people of my country. Yet, when com- 
pared with the sacrifice made by our brave soldiers both in 
France and in the camps of this country, I have done nothing.” 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I refuse to yield, Mr. 
only 25 minutes in which to discuss a big subject. 

Mr. GARD. The gentleman refuses to yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Right now Ido. If I had more time I would 
gladly yield to the distinguished and able gentleman from Ohio. 

Neither Mr. Gompers nor the American Federation of Labor, 
nor anyone for them, has denied or disapproved any of my 
assertions. 

Has anyone denied that when Dr. Scott Nearing preached 
revolution against the Government of the United States there 
were 3,000 members of unions applauding ‘him? When he 
preached revolution against our Government he was applauded 
by 3,000 men, every one of whom was a member of some union. 
Has anyone denied that Lenin, from Russia, the admitted 
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Bolshevik leader of anarchy, sent a notice to this Government 
that if the United States does not release Debs he will shoot 
captive Americans, and that. we find unions of the United States 
saying, “Comply with Lenin’s request or we will call a strike 
that will shatter the United States from San Francisco to 
Florida”? Has anyone denied that Lenin, from Russia, sent us 
a notice, “ Unless you release Mooney,” the convicted bomb 
thrower of San Francisco, who murderously caused a score of 
innocent people to lose their lives, “ we will shoot captive Ameri- 
cans that we hold at this time,” and that we find some of the 
unions of this country saying, ‘“ Comply with Lenin’s request 
or we will turn this Government upside down with a nation- 
wide strike”? Has anyone denied that here in the Nation’s 
Capital, here in Washington on May-day eve, a meeting was 
held in the Pythian Temple, if you please, under the auspices 
of the Fur Workers’ Union and others, in the presence of secret- 
service men of this Government, dominated by a bunch of an- 
archists, nearly every one of whom were members of unions, 
and that they sang the red-flag anthem, and they preached bloody 
revolution openly against this Government and against the flag? 
And we men in Congress have never opened our mouths about it. 
Why? Echo answers, “ Why?” 

On the front page of the Washington Post yesterday morning, 
on the front page of the Washington Times that came to us at 
noon yesterday, and on the front page of the Washington Star 
that. came to us yesterday was a story telling us that a deadly 
bomb at the dark hour of midnight had been placed upon the 
front doorstep of your Attorney General. Those papers carried 
at the same time and on the same front page the intelligence that 
on that very night there had met in Washington representatives 
from. all the unions in this city, many of them Government em- 
ployees, who were addressed by the wife of this convicted bomb 
thrower of California. Not a man in this Congress opened his 
mouth. Why, may I ask? Have you been getting the same 
anonymous letters that I have been getting? The following 
appexred in the Washington Post: 


Grear “ Wer” Prorest—CENTRAL LABor UNION 


CaPIToL JUNB 14. 


Plans for a monster demonstration by organized labor of Washington 
in front of the Capitol on Flag Day to protest against “ war-time” 
rohibition and legislation preventing the manufacture of 23 per cent 
eer are nearing completion, it was announced at the meeting last night 
of the Central Labor Union at Musicians’ Hall, 1006 E Street NW. 
Pledges to participate in the mass protest have been received by the 
central body from every labor union in the District. Some organizations 
have adopted resolutions imposing fines upon members who fail to take 
part. 


To Mass 50,000 aT 


MES, MOONEY SPEAKS. 


Mrs. Rena Mooney, who is touring the country and speaking before 
all central labor bodies in behalf of her husband, Thomas Mooney, and 
others convicted in connection with the bomb-plot explosion during the 
preparedness parade in San Francisco in 1916, addressed the meeting. 


The following is the item appearing in the Washington Times: 
LABOR TO HOLD WET RALLY HERE JUNE 14, 


Organized labor will stage a monster demonstration against prohibi- 
tion and legislation affecting the manufacture of 22 per cent beer in 
front of the Capitol on Flag Day—June 14. Plans toward this end were 
furthered last night at a meeting of the Central Labor Union in Mu- 
sieclans’ Hall, 1006 B Street NW. Mrs. Rena Mooney, wife of Thomas 
Mooney, who was convicted of bomb throwing in the San Francisco 
preparedness parade in 1916, addressed the meeting. 

Pledges to participate in the demonstration are being reecived by the 
central body from every labor union of the District. Some loeal labor 
organizations will impose fines on members whe fail to take part, it 
was announced. 


The following is the item appearing in the Washington Star: 


LABOR TO HOLD WET RALLY HERE JUNE 14, 


Organized labor will stage a monster demonstration against prohibi- 
tion and legislation affecting the manufacture of 29 per cent beer in 
front of the Capitol on Flag Day—June 14. Plans toward this end were 
furthered last night at a meeting of the Central Laber Union in Mu- 
sieians’ Hall, 1006 E Street NW. Mrs, Rena Mooney, wife of Thomas 
Mooney, who was convicted of bomb throwing in the San Francisco 
preparedness parade in 1916, addressed the meeting. 

Pledges to participate in the demonstration are being received by the 
central body from every labor union of the District. Some local labor 
organizations will impose fines on members who fail to take part, it 
was announced, 

Hence it can not be denied that on the very night a mur- 
derous assassin wrecked many buildings in Washington by ex- 
ploding a deadly bomb at the residence of the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States the labor unions of Washington, em- 
bracing employees of the United States Government, entertained 
Mrs. Mooney, the wife of a convicted bomb thrower now serving 
his just sentence. What was her mission? For what purpose 
was she granted an audience? Is it not well known that she is 
now appealing to unions to go behind the law, behind the judg- 
ments of courts, behind the mandates of society and. force 
the release of her felon husband? Yet some Government em- 
ployees give a ready ear. While our newspapers announce to us 


655 


that our Government is turning heaven and earth upside down 
to hunt out and arrest these late murderous conspirators 
against Government, such newspapers in the same issue advise 
us that the federated unions of Washington, embracing Govern- 
ment employees, have entertained the wife cf a convicted bomb 
thrower, who by such audience and hearing is at least influ- 
enced to believe that such unions will help her to evade the 
law and free the murderer. Why the necessity of going to the 
trouble and expense of ferreting out the crime and arresting 
and convicting such criminals if unions are te undo justice and 
help criminals to escape? . 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I will not yield now. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman says no Member of Congress 
opened his mouth. I am a new Member, but I should like to 
open my mouth to resent the statement of the gentleman that 
the men he names are all union men. 

Mr. BLANTON. I hepe when you open your mouth again 
you will tell these anarchists—I do not care whether they are 
laber unionists or not—that if they de not step their praetices 
we will hang them as high as Haman, and I hepe you tell Mr. 
Gompers that if he does net purge his labor unions of anarchy 
and disregard of law that Congress, representing the people, 
will do it for him. They have been sending me anonymous 
letters from all over the United States, telling me that if I 
ever opened my mouth against the unions again what woulkd 
happen to me and my family. De you think they believe they 
ean scare 2 man who comes from west Texas? [Laughter.] 
I have lived in west Texas tee leng te be scared by a mur- 
derous anarchist. 

What did the Washington Star say about this Pythian Temple 
meeting in Washington which occurred on May-day eve? 
After they met, they passed the following resolution: 

Labor now knows its strength. Laber now makes demands. And those 
demands are heard—they must be heard—for labor in its might has 
learned to achieve for labor, and laber’s word is fast becoming law. 

Ceneerning this meeting the Washington Star said > 

The spirit of anarchy, nihilism, Bolshevism, sabotage, and defiance 
oS law and autherity in government dominated the whole assem- 

Not a man in this Congress has raised his veice against it. 
Why? Tf will tell you. Mr. Gempers has got us all buffaloed. 
Why, when the Keating banquet was held here, shortly after the 
adjournment of Congress, there appeared in the Washington 
Star the next day the following threat to Congressmen from 
the American Federation of Labor, if you please, the following 
threat from its seeretary, Mr. Morrison, who says that the 
Ameriean Federation of Labor is going to put out of Congress 
every man who refuses to obey the mandate of Samuel Gompers. 
Is that what has kept eur tongues tied, or is it the threat of 
bombs like those that came into the home of our Hon. John L. 
Burnett, the little giant from Alabama? 

I wish my friend, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Banx- 
HEAD] was here. I want him to go back to the good people of 
Fayette County, Franklin County, Lamar County, Marion 
County, Pickens County, Winston County, and Walker County, 
in his district, and apologize to his splendid constituency for 
jumping on me the other day because I attempted to tell the 
people the facts connected with organized labor. My good Ala- 
bama friend,is too good a man and too able a Representative to 
indorse the evils I am condemning. Let me repeat again Secre- 
tary Morrison’s threat, as it appeared in the Washington Star, 
to wit: 

An active campaign is to he conducted by organized labor throughout 
the Nation to defeat Members of Congress who have shown themselves 
te be the foes of labor and who are responsible for the failure to deal 
with unemployment problems during the last session. Strong and de- 
termined efforts will be made to elect men carrying union cards or 
otherwise known to be friends of labor. 

This was aan last night by Frank Morrison, secretary of the 
American Federation of Labor, who was one of the principal speakers 
at the testimonial banquet given to Edward Keating, retiring Member 
of Congress from Colorado, by the joint conference retirement committee 
mypeneneae. various organiza of Government employees. 

In a highly spirited speech Secretary Morrison declared organized 
labor knows its friends and enemies, and that persistent warfare is 
te be waged against the latter. Already plans for a general campaign 
have been discussed by officers of the federation. He said that organi- 
zations want to see more trade-unionists in both branches of Congress. 
He severely scored those legislators who have failed to support legis- 
lation beneficial to the working classes of America. 

Go down here to the Raleigh Hotel in Washington, take your 
wife into the main entrance of that hotel, and you will find down 
there right now paid barkers—paid $25 a week by unions here 
in Washington—to stand there at the main entrances and tell 
your wife, and every other good woman who enters there, that 
she is not decent, that she is going into a scab hotel, that she is 
not decent if she goes there. If one of them were to attempt to 
tell a man or woman in my district a thing of that kind, do you 
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know what would happen to him? Let me again call your 

attention to the report of such matter in our daily press, to wit: 
[News item, Evening Star, Washington, D. C., Apr. 10, 1919.) 

PICKET IS FINED $25 ON WOMAN’S CHARGE—MRS. ROUSE RESENTED 


Seo 


REMARKS AS SHE WAS LEAVING HOTEL RALEIGH. 

Ilugh R. Truelove, a newcomer to Washington, making his home at 
929 E Strect, and employed, he says, by the striking waiters as one of 
the pickets of that organization fighting the Hotel Raleigh, arrested 
April 7 and charged with making indecent and threatening remarks to 
patrons of the hotel, was tried and convicted in the District of Columbia 
branch of the police court to-day and sentenced by Judge John P. Mc- 
Mahon to pay a fine of $25. 

The complainant in the case was Mrs, Ethel Rouse, a member of the 
College Woman's Community at Lutherville, Md., who testified that she, 
in company with her husband and two girls associated with her in the 
community work, went to the Hotel Raleigh for lunch, and when leaving 
the hotel Truelove insulted her and her party by remarking, ‘‘ Decent 
people no longer patronize the Hotel Raleigh. If you were decent you 
would not patronize the hotel.” . 

Truelove, in his defense, said that he was employed by the striking 
waiters at $25 a week to stand at the main entrance of the hotel and 
make certain stereotyped remarks to all patrons of the hotel entering or 
leaving the building, among those set remarks being the one he was 
charged with applying to Mrs. Rouse and her friends. 

And also let me again call your attention to the statement 
made by Manager Weston that besides the wages and good and 
wholesome focd furnished these striking waiters they had been 
making in tips from six to eight dollars per day, and would 
hardly give you any service for a tip under 50 cents; and also 
that, among their many demands, they demanded the following: 

Steady and extra waiters shall have at each meal the choice of at least 
one roast, one entrée, with an additional fish entrée on fast days; also 
soup, potatoes, one vegetable, coffee, tea, or milk, bread and butter, and 
one dessert. A wholesome breakfast shall also be served. No one kind 
of roast or entrée may be served more than once in any four consecutive 
days. 

This is an everlasting disgrace to Washington, and to the 
United States, and to America, and to civilization, and you 
snow it as well as I do. Why do not we Members of Congress 
wake up and stop it? The reason that it is permitted by the 
police of Washington is because you Republicans in power and 
we Democrats, who ought to be, do not take the proper action 
to put it out of business. Why, it would destroy the business 
enterprise of almost any person or aggregation of persons. I 
am glad that the Raleigh is so well established that they can 
not ruin it. They can not hurt the Raleigh. We fellows have 
been coming here to the Raleigh for 20 years before we came to 
Congress. They could not hurt it, but they can keep some of 
the Congressmen away from there. You remember before this 
Congress met the unions sent to every. Member of Congress a 
letter saying, ‘‘ Don’t you go to the Raleigh Hotel.” How many 
of you obeyed the mandate in that letter? Here is one who has 
not obeyed it. Here is one that can look them square in the 
eye and say, “ When you tell me to do this or that, I will tell 
you to go to hell.” I shall do my duty. That is the kind of a 
inan Iam. That is what my people sent me here to tell them, 

Disregard of law? These paid barkers are paid to disregard 
the law. What regard for law have they when they tell a 
good woman she is not decent simply because she prefers to 
patronize the Raleigh Hotel? The unions have gotten beyond 
the control of Mr. Gompers and of the good men in unions, 
even if he and they would control them. The vicious are in the 
saddle. 

Why, read the following notice in this afternoon’s paper: 

ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND WETS TO BE IN PARADE HERE. 


More than 100,000 men and women workers, representing all parts of 
the country, are to participate in the huge antiprohibition demonstra- 
tion before Congress on Flag Day, June 14. Those in the parade will 
not be marching as individuals, according to the officials of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, who are compisting plans for the demonstra- 
tion, but will march as representatives of millions of workers all 
through the United States who are solidly opposed to the enforcement 
of the war-time prohibition bill in as far as it applies to light wines 
and beer. 

Labor Congressmen will address the workers from the steps of the 
Capitol. The demonstration will be under the auspices of the Central 
Labor Union. 

What is a labor Congressman? 


What do they mean by 
labor Congressmen? 


Why, we are all for labor and for lawful 
labor unions. Have we any Congressmen here who belong to 
unions? I say, no; there are.no such men here. The mem- 
bership of this body are honorable men, are for labor and law- 
ful unions, but belong to no class or organization. Why should 
the good men who belong to the unions here in Washington, and 
who may favor prohibition and not want its repeal, be fined for 
not parading on the 14th against prohibition? The papers said 
yesterday that such members would be fined. On page 30 of 
the McClure Magazine for June Mr. Gompers says that— 

To stop them, deliberately and by force, from the use of their beer and 
wine is as unjust as it would be for a crowd of vegetarians to get together 
and pass a law to stop you and me from eating meat. 

That is an old academic question, thrashed out and decided to 
the contrary nearly 50 years ago. Yet, Mr, Gompers intimates 
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that if we take away their beer and wine, laborers may turn 
into Bolshevists. I wish that my good friend from Georgia 
[Mr. UpsHaw] would carefully digest the above, and then go 
back to Atlanta and explain why it is that he takes the floor in 
defense of unions when I point out the things they should purge 
their organizations of. Every State in the Union, except the 
three little ones, have ratified national prohibition. I told you the 
other day that I can not follow my beloved President when he 
asks me to repeal prohibition, as good a Democrat as I am. 
[Applause. ] 

Now, when the war was going on we found the railroad con- 
ductors on passenger trains, who did little work, and even had 
to have an auditor to go with them to take up the tickets. 
These conductors who were getting $135 to $165 a month plus 
time and a half for all time put in over eight hours and getting 
one day off each week, more than we paid the boys who were sent 
to the trenches of France, who stood fighting for 24 hours in 
trenches knee deep in the mud, cootie infested, fighting like the 
devil to save the country—we find 400,000 railroad men, organized 
like no organization was ever perfected before, coming to the 
Government in our hour of need and insisting that if we do not 
give them $754,000,000 right now in cash they are going to ruin us 
and going to tie up the railroads. They said: “ We will tie up 
the railroads from Alaska to Florida.” 

Mr. McAdoo, statesman like he was, did like you and I would 
have done. When a highwayman pulls a pistol or a gun on you-- 
we west Texas fellows do not usually let them get the drop on 
us—but if they do get the drop on us we throw up our hands. 
Mr. McAdoo did like you or I would have done and west Texas 
would do when the other fellow gets the drop on us, and said 
“take the money.” 

But he was honest, for when he turned the $754,000,000 over 
he resigned. Then they came to Mr. Hines, and they said: “Ii 
you do not give us $67,500,000 more, we will cause a revolu- 
tion in this country.” Mr. Hines did what we would have done. 
He handed over the money. That $822,000,000 came out of the 
pockets of the people of the United States. It came out of the 
pockets of the bleeding public of the United States. Talk about 
$10 shoes! Do you know why there are $10 shoes and $12 shoes? 
It is because these laborers, organized in these cities, are getting 
$1.25 an hour. The manufacturers of Hannan and Nettleton 
and Clapp and other shoes which you purchase for $12 or $15 
do not make any more than they did 10 years ago when you 
bought those shoes for $5. It all goes into the pockets of 
organized labor. Maybe they deserve it. 

The Rochester Herald of Thursday, April 10, 1919, published 
the startling notice that the local electrical union would thence- 
forth demand the following: 

That its journeymen receive $9 per day of six hours; that its 
foremen of five or more men receive $10.50 per day of six hours: 
and that all time over that was to be paid for at the rate of $3 
per hour; that on Saturday they would work only three hours, 
yet receive a full day’s wages; that when they worked in rain 
or snow they would receive $18 per day for six hours. 

The Washington Times yesterday said editorially that the 
time had come when laborers would work six hours for their 
employer, six hours for themselves, have eight hours for sleep 
and four for pleasure. Therein lies part of the vice. They 
clamor for shorter hours and higher wages only to do double 
employment and receive double salaries, just as is being done 
now by thousands of Government employees here in Washing- 
ton who work seven hours for the Government and a great part 
of their time for private firms and corporations. If through 
strikes and force and disregard of law unions can force $9 a 
day for six hours, they can force $18 for three hours, and if 
railroad conductors on passenger trains can in war time force 
$180 per month plus time and a balf for all time over eight 
hours and over six days a week they can force a salary of $500 
for six hours with treble for overtime. The Board of Concilia- 
tion under such circumstances is a farce, and we ought to do 
away with it and save the thousands of dollars we spend on it 
each year. 

Six thousand strikes in war time—a holdup of the people, 
and I say that the time has come for the tail to quit wagging 
the dog. It has been wagging the dog too long. Every extra 
dollar obtained by strikes has come out of the unorganized 
public. When you fellows wake up and find that the other 107,- 
000,000 unorganized people of this Government have awakened 
to this situation, and they find that their money has been going 
to 3,000,000 organized men who have been slave driving them 
and this Government—when you find that out you are going to 
be just as afraid of the voice of the 107,000,000 people as we 
are now afraid of the voice of Morrison, when he tells us in 
the Washington papers that he is going to put us out of Congress 
if we do not obey. He will not beat me out of Congress, I 
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promise you that. I have labor unions all over my district, 
but they have confidence in me. The laboring people in my 
district know that I am a better friend to them now than these 
Congressmen who get up on the floor and preach unionism and 
say they believe in strikes and force, and when you say that 
it is a perversion of the oath you took under the Constitution 
of this Government. I am not afraid of them. They are not 
going to beat me out of my district. I beat three men the last 
time, one of them an ex-Member of Congress and two legis- 
lators, by 15,000 majority, and much of the majority was 
made up of laboring men, and I will do it again. But if I have 
‘to be beaten, if they put a bomb under me to-night, Mr. Chair- 
man and colleagues, I am ready to face my Maker and say, 
“God, my witness, I have done my duty in warning my col- 
leagues of this awful thing that is grappling at the throat of our 
Republic.” 

But what happened to the late lamented Mr. Borland, from 
Missouri, will not happen to me. This man made a good fight 
and deserved to win, and I believe that he would still be living if 
his heart had not been broken by the fight Mr. Gompers and or- 
ganized labor made upon him. They claim his defeat and gloat 
over it. Here is the kind of literature they used in Colorado. 
Here is one of their circulars: 


To organized labor and its friends: 

Ben C. Hilliard, Democratic candidate for Congress, is a friend of 
organized labor. He has established the workday system in the Denver 
schools, and all mechanical work is being done by organized labor. 

The President of the United States has proven himself a friend of 
organized labor. He deserves a Congressman who will stand with him 
for progressive legislation. s 

Hilliard’s opponent is an officer with the State militia. 

Let us, my dear colleagues, do full justice to the unions of our 
country, see that they receive every consideration to which they 
are entitled, put into execution every labor principle contained 
in the peace treaty, but at the same time wake up and tell unions 
and tell Mr. Gompers that they must purge themselves of law- 
lessness and anarchy, for this Government must be run in the 
interest and welfare of all the 110,000,000 people alike if we 
follow the mandates of the Father of our Country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia to the extent that they are 
sufficient therefor and the remainder out of any moncy in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, but the amount to be paid from the Treasury 
of the United States shall in no event be as much as one-half of said 
expenses, in full for the following expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, except 
amounts to pay the interest and sinking fund on the funded debt of said 
District, of which amounts one half is appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and the other half out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia, namely. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the paragraph. I do not care to discuss it at length, except to 
point out that it is clearly a change of the statute of June 11, 
1878, which fixes the proportion that Congress shall appropriate 
as the amount that the Federal Government shall bear in the 
expenses of the District, found in volume 20 of the Statutes at 
Large, page 104. 

Now, I make this point of order, being one of those who are in 
favor of abolishing the half-and-half system in the District of 
Columbia, but I do not think it should be done upon a general 
appropriation bill. I think it should be considered by the Dis- 
trict Committee in regular course and that legislation should be 
brought into the House after hearings have been held, and I sub- 
mit this is a change of organic law and is not in order upon a 
general appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire 
to be heard? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I do not know as a 
question of parliamentary law whether the gentleman is right 
or not, but I have been informed that this question has arisen 
several times and a point of order has been made upon which 
it has been universally decided, or at least two or three times, 
that it is not subject to the point of order under the Holman 
rule, and it has been so decided by two or three Speakers before. 
I may be wrong, but I think I am right, that the Holman rule 
protects it. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire whatever to 
take up the time of the committee in arguing the point of 
order if the Chairman does not care to hear from me. Of 
course, I take the position that the point of order is not well 
taken, that this amendment is clearly in order under the rules 
of the House. Mr. Chairman, as the Chair makes no intima- 
tion as to the views of the Chair I will briefly argue the point 
of order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the statement of the 
gentleman will be of value, whether the Chair needs to be in- 
formed about the matter or not. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly true under 
the rules of the House that legislation is not in order upon 
an appropriation bill, with certain exceptions, one exception 
being under clause 2 of Rule XXI, which says that legislation is 
in order when it— 


Shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and 
salaries of the officers of the United States— 


Of course, that is not applicable here— 


by the reduction ot the compensation of any: person paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States— 


That is not applicable— 


or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill: Pro- 
vided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon 
the report of the committee or any joint commission authorized by 
law or the House Members of any such commission having jurisdiction 
of the subject matter of such amendment, which amendment, being ger- 
mane to the subject matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

Under existing law, the act of June 11, 1878, half of the 
expenses of the District of Columbia is paid out of the Treasury. 
Now, the paragraph read, against which the point of order is 
made, is legislation, but what is the character of that legisla- 
tion? It repeals the law saying half the expenses of the Dis- 
trict government shall be paid out of the Treasury, and the 
paragraph goes further and it says that no amount paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States for the expenses of the 
District shall amount to as much as one-half of the expenses, 
which clearly, beyond cavil, reduces the amount appropriated 
out of the Treasury of the United States, and it fits like a glove 
the section of the rule providing that legislation is in order if 
it reduces the amount covered by the bill. I count myself 
happy, Mr. Chairman, however, to have precedents fortifying 
me in this position. 

Way back in the Fifty-second Congress, when the Holman 
rule was adopted—and. the language of the rule was, word for 
word, what it is now—the Speaker held that a motion to recom- 
mit, which is nothing but an amendment, reducing the propor- 
tion of the money to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States for the expenses of the District under one-half of the 
expenses was a retrenchment, that it reduced the amount cov- 
ered in the bill, and that it came within the Holman rule, and, 
therefore, was in order. For the last three Congresses, I may 
state, this amendment has been before each one of those Con- 
gresses, and has always been held in order under the provi- 
sion of the Holman rule, as it reduced expenditures. Every 
Chairman who has passed upon it has so held. I call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp of December 
10, 1914, when an amendment exactly like this was offered, 
a point of order made against it, and the question was argued, 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] in the chair 
held: 

The Chair is of the opinion there is but one question in this, and that 
is the question of germaneness. ‘The Chair will resolve that in favor 
of the amendment and hold that it is in order. The Chair, therefore, 
overrules the point of order. 

Now, I can continue, Mr. Chairman, to go on and consume 
the time of the committee, but if I proceed I shall simply be 
talking in a circle, for I have already, I think, clearly shown 
to the Chair that the rules of the House provide that legislation 
is in order on an appropriation bill in certain cases, one case 
being when it is germane and it reduces the amount of money 
to come out of the Treasury of the United States. The object 
of the Holman rule is a wholesome, beneficial one to economize 
and save money, and it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, this is a 
splendid time to put into effect retrenchment. 

The amendment in question retrenches. It legislates, the 
legislation being to reduce the amount of money coming out of 
the Treasury, and the amendment specificaliy says that in no 
case shall the amount of money appropriated out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States for the expenses of the District of 
Columbia equal one-half of the amount of the appropriation 
bill. If it can not equal one-half, it is undoubtedly a retrench- © 
ment, and, in my opinion, is clearly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s statement, as the Chair 
understands it, is borne out clearly by a long line of rulings. 
The organic act of June 11, 1878, provides that, to the extent to 
which Congress shall approve of said estimates, Congress shall 
appropriate the amount of 50 per cent thereof and the remain- 
ing 50 per cent of such approved estimates shall be levied and 
assessed upon the taxable property and privileges in the said 
District other than the property of the United States and the 
District of Columbia. 
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The language of the bill provides— 

That the following sums are appropriated out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia to the extent that they are sufficient therefor, and 
the remainder out of any money in the T'reasury mot otherwise appro- 
priated. 

It is, ef course, clear that this is a change of existing or basic 
law. It would be within the rule which does not allow legisla- 
tion upon appropriation bills if it were not within one of the 
exceptions of such rule. The exception of the rule, called to the 
attention of the Chair by the gentieman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp], is the exception that provides that if by the amendment 
offered or the change in the law the appropriations are reduced, 
the exception prevails and the rule to that extent is nullified. 

In this case it is quite clear that if the language of the bil! 
remains a reduction of expenditures from the Treasury of the 
United States must necessarily result. The very point has been 
decided in two recent cases exactly in point except the posi- 
tions were reversed. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], 
I think, was in the chair when the bill as presented contained 
the provision exactly in accordance with the organic act: 

That one-half of the following sums, respectively, be appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury. 

And in two successive years the geutleman from Texas [Mr. 
GARNER] held, after an elaborate argument in the first instance, 
that the language of an amendment offered as a substitute, 
almost, if not exactly, identical with the language which is now 
the first section of this bill, was in order as an amendment to 
the original law, because of the fact that it reduced expendi- 
tures. 

So it seems to the Chair it is quite clear that it is the duty 
of the Chair to hold that the point of order against the first 
section on that aecount is net well taken, and the objections are 
overruled. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Executive office: Two commissioners, at $6,000 each; engineer com- 
missioner, so much as may be necessary (to make salary $6,000) ; secre- 
tary, $2,700; 3 assistant secretaries to commissioners, at $1,600 each ; 
clerks—1 $1,500, 3 at $1,400 each, 1 $1,200, 1 (who shall be a stenog- 
rapher and typewriter) $1,200, 1 $840, 2 at $720 each; 2 messengers, 
at $600 each; stenographer and typewriter, $1,200. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on that. 

Mr. WALSH. 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois making 
the point of order desire to be heard? 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a disposi- 
tion to increase the salaries of some that are already fixed by 
statute, but there is no disposition to increase the salaries of 
the little fellows who receive $900, $1,000, or $1,100. 

I request, Mr. Chairman, that this paragraph be passed at 
this time and be taken up for consideration after the bill has 
been read. And I will withdraw any action on this at the 
present moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the paragraph be passed temporarily. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I have no objection, Mr. Chair- 
man, to taking it up later. The gentleman may change his mind 
and withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and 
directed, from time to time, to prescribe a schedule of fees to be paid 
for inspecting passenger elevators and for inspecting hotels, public halls, 
moving-picture shows, theaters, and other places of amusement which 
are required to have annual licenses, and for inspecting buildings which 
are required by law to have fire escapes; and they are further author- 
ized and directed to impose fees for all inspections or service to be per- 
formed by any public officer or employee of the District of Columbia 
under any law or regulation now in force or hereafter enacted ; said 
fees to cover the cost and expense of such inspections or service ; and 
a schedule of such fees shall be printed and conspicuously displayed in 
the oflice of the said commissioners, and said fees shall be paid to the 
collector of taxes, District of Columbia, and deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States to the credit of revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia and the United States in equal parts. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the paragraph. It is clearly new legislation and should properly 
come before the Committee on the District of Columbia, which 
has jurisdiction of legislation of this nature. And it seems to 
me it is pernicious legislation, in addition, to have the owners 
of the premises inspected pay for the inspection. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman 
make the point of order or reserve it? 

Mr. MAPES. I intend to make it, but I will reserve it if the 
gentleman cares to have me do so, 


I reserve a point of order on this paragraph, 
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I wish the gentleman would. I 
wish to say that this is the same provision carried in the bill we 
passed here last session and whieh failed to become a law. 
Mr. SISSON. ‘We are already operating under that law now, 
and this statute is carrying that out. I will state frankly that 
we have no possible objection to the gentleman’s committee 
going into this whole matter and bringing in a proper law, but 
until that is done I think the very safety of the people to be 
benefited would demand ‘that they have this inspection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It was passed before in the other 
bill, and:no objection was raised to it. 
Mr. SISSON. And they have had this inspection. 
Mr. MAPES. What does the gentleman mean by the state- 
ment that this is the law now? 
Mr. SISSON. I say this is the law under which they are now 
operating—this statute here now. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SISSON. This is the law now. 
Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will yield further, I want 
to inquire is it not a fact that this is what has been construed 
by the District authorities to be the law? 
Mr. SISSON. I did not intend to go into that. 
Mr. CRAMTON,. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will 
complete the statement. The autherities have construed the 
law as giving them the authority; but recently, through litiga- 
tion, it has been developed that they have not the authority ; 
and in order to continue the inspection in the same way and 
with the same charges as heretofore they have asked for this 
legislation. 
Mr. SISSON. Yes. This has been the construction placed 
upon an old statute for quite a while. Now, if you do not do 
this, there will be practically no inspection in the District. 
There is no provision made to pay the inspectors eut of these 
fees. I will say frankly to the gentleman that the Committee 
on Appropriations will be glad if the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Mapes] will permit this item to remain in the bill until a 
statute can be put on the statute books, because then the com- 
mittee will have an absolute guide as to what ought to be dene 
in this case. 
| Mr. MAPES. If the gentleman will permit, this is clearly 
‘new legislation. It is not on the appropriation act passed last 
| session. While I do not desire to go into the merits of the ques- 

tion now, it seems to me it is not desirable legislation, and it 
strikes me that the Committee on Appropriations should report 
| an appropriation to pay these inspectors, rather than ‘to have 
| them paid by the men whose premises they inspect. 

Mr. SISSON. I will say to the gentleman that in most of the 
cities they have a fee system for the inspection of elevators, 

i where a certificate or license is issued. A regular license is 
posted up in every elevator. I do not know of any exception ‘to 
that, although there may ‘be exceptions. But in-order to run 
an elevator in most of the cities a license is required, and that 
license states on its face the last inspection of the elevator, and 
a certain fee is paid for that license. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, in most of the States the feo 
charged is only a nominal fee and is net a fee intended to cover 
the cost of inspection. 

Mr. SISSON. That is not the case here. 

Mr. WALSH. It says, “ Said fees shall pay the cost of in- 
spection.” 

Mr. SISSON. It is conducted on the fee system. I have not 
the information here, but I understand a certain fee is charged 
for inspecting the buildings. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. MAPES. Does the language in this paragraph in any 
way interfere with the authority of the commissioners to make 
the inspection of elevators, and so forth? Does it not simply 
authorize them to charge the owners of the premises for the in- 
spection? In other words, if this language is stricken out, 
would it interfere in any way with the right of the commission- 
ers to inspect the buildings and the elevators? 

Mr. SISSON. The testimony of the commissioners is that 
this language is absolutely necessary now. 

Mr. MAPES. Necessary for what? 

Mr. SISSON. Necessary for the inspection of these build- 
ings. 

Mr. MAPES. The language does not so read. 

Mr. SISSON. That is the construction they have placed upon 
it. They have had some little litigation in reference to the power 
of the District Commissioners to regulate the elevators under 
the present law—that is, the statute—and that lawsuit which 
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was in progress at that time was the occasion for the District 
Commissioners asking for this authority. The last committee 
unanimously gave it to them, and this committee simply re- 
affirmed the action of the committee before. 

Now, I hope the gentleman will permit this provision to remain 
in the bill, and that his committee will take the matter up and 
prepare a well-considered plan for having the elevators in the 
hotels and public buildings inspected. 

Mr. MAPES. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that the language of 
this provision seems to me clear that it can not in any way inter- 
fere with the actual inspection. This language simply author- 
izes the commissioners to provide a schedule of fees for the own- 
ers of the premises to pay for the inspection ; and for that reason, 
Mr, Chairman, I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think it is subject to a point of 
order, although it is very unfortunate. It is very important 
legislation and the inspection of buildings, which by law are 
required to have fire escapes, will not be carried on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. MAPES. It seems to me clear, Mr. Chairman, that there 
is nothing in this provision that justifies the remark of the chair- 
man reporting the bill, that it in any way prohibits or restricts 
the commissioners in authorizing the inspection of buildings and 
elevators and fire escapes and what not. It is so apparent from 
the language of the provision that I do not want to let the 
remark of the gentleman from Minnesota go unanswered. 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. Suppose that this legislation goes out and the 
District Commissioners find themselves where they can not 
have these elevators inspected, and suppose an accident occurs in 
an elevator. Of course, I suppose the gentleman is willing to 
assume the burden of that responsibility, but I am frank to say 
that no member of the Committee on Appropriations was willing 
to assume that burden, especially when the gentlemen charged 
with enforcing this law were so positive that they needed this 
additional fund. The fees have already been fixed. This does 
not change any fees nor the amount of money that is paid for 
any inspection, but there has been ne authority heretofore to 
require that an elevator which on inspection is found to be in 
bad shape shall be condemned. ‘They insist very strenuously 
that they need this power. If the gentleman is willing to assume 
the responsibility, I will say frankly that the Committee on 
Appropriations have absolutely no pride in the matter. 

Mr. MAPES. I dislike to take the réle of calling the atten- 
tion of the members of the Appropriations Committee to the 
testimony of the commissioners on this subject, but I think if 
they will read the testimony of the commissioners they will see 
that their recollection of the testimony is very much distorted. 
The commissioners themselves testified that this has nothiog 
to do with their right to make the inspection but with the right 
to make the charge. 

Mr. SISSON. But they must have the inspection fee for the 
purpose of getting the men to make the inspection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Public Utilities Commission: For salaries (including inspector of 
as and meters, $2,000; assistant imepectore of gas and meters—1 

1,200, 2 at $900 each; messenger, $600); in all, $33,000: Provided, 
That no person shall be employed hereunder at a rate of compensation 
exceeding $4,000 per annum. : 

Mr. MAPES. I move to strike out the last word. I should 
like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who has 
charge of the bill, who the persons are who are employed by the 
Public Utilities Commission in addition to the people mentioned 
in this paragraph. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That proviso was a safeguard put 
on there which is carried in the current law, so that they shall 
not, under any emergency that might arise, employ anybody at a 
greater rate of compensation than $4,000. They seemed to have 
pretty complete blanket authority under the utilities proposition, 
and that was put on there for the reason I have stated. It is 
carried in the permanent law. 

Mr. MAPES. This appropriates specifically only $4,000; but 
there is a lump-sum appropriation of $33,000. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. L. will read the gentleman the 
schedule of salaries: Executive secretary, $4,000; accountant, 
$3,000 ; assistant accountant, $2,000; traffic engineer, $3,600; in- 
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spector, $1,600; another inspector, $1,600; another at $1,400; 
another at $1,200; inspector of gas and meters, $2,000; assistant 
inspector of gas and meters, $1,200; another at $900; inspector 
of electric meters, $1,600; chief clerk, $1,800; clerk and stenog- 
rapher, $1,400; another clerk and stenographer, $1,200; another 
at $1,200; another at $1,000; messenger, $720; another mes- 
senger at $600, making $32,920. That is the salary list. Now, 
there has been no increase in it or anything of that kind. 

Mr. MAPES. Why does the Committee on Appropriations in 
this case change its settled policy of a great many years against 
appropriating lump sums and in favor of making specific appro- 
priations? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have not done so in this case. 

Mr. MAPES. Why have you changed from the specific appro- 
priation to the lump sum? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have not changed. It has al- 
ways been a lump sum, and I have simply given the gentleman 
the details that make up that lump sum. 

Mr. MAPES. Why in this particular item does the Committee 
on Appropriations report it in a lump sum instead of specifi- 
cally, as it does in other cases? 

Mr. SISSON. Under the specific law authorizing these com- 
missioners to make the valuation in the District of Columbia 
they carry a lump sum, and have no pay roll and no salary, be- 
cause they did not know at what salary they could get the men. 

Mr. MAPES. Is not this true, that under this appropriation, 
instead of dividing the $28,000 among these different employees, 
as the gentleman from Minnesota has read, the commissioners 
could divide it into seven equal parts and pay each man $4,000? 

Mr. SISSON. I suppose they could have done that. 

Mr. MAPES. My question is, why the Appropriation Commit- 
tee recommended in this instance against the long-settled policy 
of lump-sum appropriations? 

Mr. SISSON. I have e!ways been opposed to lump sums. But 
at this particular time we could not have made up a pay roll, nor 
could the District commissioners have made it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired: 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be recognized in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment. I think I have the 
information which my colleague is seeking. I think the motive 
which actuated the committee was this: We could have put 
into the bill the salary roll which has just been read by the 
chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. Davis. To have done so 
would have tended to make such a roll permanent or qa statu- 
tory roll, and we feared that it never would be reduced, and so 
it was felt by the subcommittee that there would be a better 
chance of hereafter cutting down appropriations for the utility 
commission if we appropriated a lump sum. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. In 1918 the appropriation was 
$34,000, but they only spent $28,785.07. When you put them on 
a statutory roll you never knew a salary reduced. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr, WALSH. I would like to ask the chairman of the sub- 
committee or the gentleman from Michigan under what au- 
thority of law are these employees and officers paid, the list 
of which the chairman of the subcommittee has read. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That list was paid under the authority of 
the appropriatiton bill of the current year, but if the bill is 
passed as reported I suppose that list in so far as it may be 
necessary for the work of the commission will be continued. 

Mr. WALSH. I direct the attention of the gentleman from 
Michigan to the fact that it is paid under the current law or 
under the item carried in this bill. There is no authority for 
spending any of this money for salary to other people, because 
the amount of salary is limited to $2,000. 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I think the gentleman is in error. 

Mr. WALSH. They may have paid it under the next para- 
graph. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the 
value of small punctuation marks sometimes. He will notice 
the parentheses surrounding this language: 

(including inspector of gas and meters, $2,000; assistant inspectors of 
gas and meters—1 $1,200, 2 at $900 each ; messenger, $600). 

The important language is “for salaries *; in all, 
$33,000.” That whole $33,000 may be used for salaries and the 
gentleman overlooks the parentheses. 

Mr. WALSH. I did not overlook the parentheses, but my 
question is, What authority of law is there for paying anybody 
$1,200, $1,600, or $900, and various other positions that have been 
paid for? 
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think you will find it under the 
act of March 4, 19138, creating the public-utilities commission. 
Paragraph 95 reads as follows: 

The commission shall have the power in each and every instance to 
employ and prescribe the duties of such officers, clerks, stenographers, 
typewriters, inspectors, experts, and employees as it may deem necos- 
sary to carry out the provisions of this section, and to fix and pay 
their compensation within the appropriations provided by Congress. 

Mr. WALSH. And that is the authority for the list that the 
gentleman has just read? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
them on the statutory roll. 
n has greatly decreased. 
Mr. WALSH. I should think so, when we consider the state 
of the public utilities. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The expenses are greatly decreas- 
ing, and if you put these on the statutory roll you never knew a 
salary on the statutory roll reduced. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For incidental and all other general necessary expenses authorized by 
aw, including the employment of expert services where necessary, 
S20,000 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Can the gentleman inform the committee what this 
$20,000 is to be expended for? I notice that the language here 
includes the employment of expert services, which I suppose 
was provided for by the lump-sum appropriation of $33,000 in 
the preceding paragraph. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No; that is extra. I read the 
gentieman the law under which they were authorized to employ 
expert services. They had a man named Beeler here, and some 
others, when we were all jammed up in consequence of war 
work, when the cars were stopped, and everything of that kind. 
They employed this man Beeler and paid him quite a salary to 
put in these skip-stops and the platforms and things of that 
kind. The cost of that is included in this $20,000. There has 
to be considerable more of that kind of work done before we 
have satisfactory services on the part of the street cars. This is 
not the $33,000 salary item at all. 

Mr. MAPES. Teo bear out what the gentleman said, that the 
expenses were being reduced, I notice this appropriation is for 
$20,000, and last year the appropriation for the same item was 
$25,000. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. MAPES. I would like to ask the gentleman how much 
of the $25,000 was paid to the expert, Mr. Beeler? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I netice here the expenses: Serv- 
ices of John A. Beeler, 71 days, at $110 a day, $7,810; services 
of assistant, $7,261, without giving the number of days. 

Mr. MAPES. The assistant was paid more than the principal? 

Mr. DAVIS-of Mimmnesota. Yes; he apparently worked longer. 
Traveling expenses, John A. Beeler, $150.68; traveling ex- 
penses, assistant, $81.10; total expenses, aside from expert's 
fees, $231.78. Total, $15,302.78. 

Mr. MAPES. Was that all of the $25,000 that was expended? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is all that was expended for 
this particular expert. 

Mr. MAPES. Who is this Mr. Beeler? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. He is supposed to be the greatest 
expert in the United States on matters of this kind. They paid 
him 2 pretty goed salary, something I rather objected to at the 
time, but they said they could not get Mr. Beeler—and they 
had to have him, they thought—for less than $110 a day. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Minne- 
sota yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
the floor. 

Mr. MAPES. I yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minueseta for five minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WALSH. Is this the expert who is responsible for elim- 
inating the six tickets for a quarter system of fares and impos- 
ing the 2-cent extra charge for transfers, along with increasing 
in number of flat-wheeled cars upon which we are obliged to 
ride, and disrupting things generally? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I have no official information along 
that line, except that I have conversed with some members of 
the Utilities Commission, without naming them; but Mr. Beeler 
had nothing to do with this at all. The Utilities Commis- 
sion proper fixed the 2-cent transfer charge. 

Mr. WALSH. And this $110-per-day expert advice that he 
has been giving—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 

Mr. WALSH 
the cars? 


Yes; but they did not want to put 
The work of the utilities commis- 


sit 


} 


The gentleman from Michigan has 


It was not on the transfers at all. 
It was not upon the fare or the equipment of 
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Ro. 

Mr: GARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the language 
beginning on line 10, page 9, and including all the language in 
line 12, on the same page, including the figures $20,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Page 9, line 10, strike out all of Mnes 10, 11, and 12, including the 
figures $20,000. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to have information 
about this item, but it seems to me that the carrying of this 
tremendous lump-sum item in this appropriation bill is simply 
an invitation to do again what was apparently done in the em- 
ployment of some experts at what would seem to be highly 
exorbitant fees and perquisites in connection with the duty 
which must repose in the Publie Utilities Commission. I think 
that I am not overstating the case when I state that the public 
utilities of Washington, the Capital City of the Nation, particu- 
larly in regard to its street car services, are entirely inadequate, 
and the word “inadequate” is a most mild expression. Not 
alone during the time of confusion incident to the coming of 
many people into Washington, but to-day the street car service 
in Washington is a crying shame. The people who are de- 
pendent upon it, and there are thousands of them dependent upon 
it, are compelled to resort to the shifting system of reporting at 
different times and all sorts of staggered hours, all sorts of sub- 
terfuges made to meet the existing contingencies, and the sum 
result of what has been done in regard to the street car service 
in the city of Washington has been the charge of 2 cents for a 
transfer, which the Capital Traction Co. said it did not want 
and did not need, and the Washington Electric Railway have 
said is not sufficient to tide it over its financial difficulties. Now, 
I but speak of this because when we consider all that has been 
done we have this lump sum of $20,000 here open as an invita- 
tion to these men who compose the Public Utilities Commission, 
these men who are intrusted and who have the authority, an 
unquestioned authority, to provide good public utilities for the 
people of Washington in transportation, in gas, electric light, 
and in telephones 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARD. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman know who make up the 
Public Utilities Commission? 

Mr. GARD. Why, the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia make up that commission. 

Mr. WALSH. Do they appoint themselves the Public Utili- 
ties Commission? 

Mr. GARD. Oh, no; they are by operation of law. By opera- 
tion of law the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia are 
the Public Utilities Commission, and it would seem to me that 
these excellent gentlemen, two of them residents of the District 
of Columbia and one a delegate from the Engineer Corps, by 
themselves and their present assistants are in all respects com- 
petent to do that which the law impeses on them to do, and that 
is to oversee the publie utilities, the different public utilities 
in the District of Columbia, and I repeat, not alone to the resi- 
dents here but to the visitor at the National Capital. The public 
utilities of the eity of Washington, in telephone and transporta- 
tion especially, are a erying shame, and I think instead of having 
a lump-sum item of $20,000 here carried to attract some alleged 
expert who receives out of $20,000 about $15,000 in his per diem 
eharges and in his expenses and everything of that kind, that 
what we need is a more rigid adherence to that which the law 
imposes upon the Public Utilities Commission, their counsel, 
their inspectors, and all who get the greater part of this $33,000 
charge, to see that for all the people of the United States here 
in the Capital City are maintained as they should be maintained 
the public utilities, and I would be pleased to hear from mem- 
bers of the committee regarding the continuation of this item of 
$20,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will state that 
the hearings and the statement of the commissioners as to what 
became of the $20,000 in the last item are as follows: Steno- 
graphic services and notes, $2,000; car tickets, $25; books, 
periodicals, and so forth, $150; stationery and office supplies, 
$875 ; blank books, printing, and so forth, $1,400; postage, $100; 
traveling expenses, $250. Then comes expert services, which I 
do not think will be necessary next time, $15,000; making a 
total of $20,000. Now, that is what the $20,000 item wascomposed 
of last year and the estimate for the next year the same thing. 
Now, if this is stricken out the utilities commission will have 
nothing to work upon at all. This really is contingent ex- 
penses. Now, that is the way it was put to your subcommittee, 
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Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, with the word of the chairman of 


the committee, I ask unanimous.consent to modify the amend- 


ment proposed so as ‘to strike out the ‘figures “$20,000” .anii 
insert “ $10,000,” because it would seem to.me that would cover 
all the emergency which seems to ‘face the ‘District: of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] :as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Modified amendment offered by Mr. Garp: ‘Page 9, line 412, strike out 
the figures ‘‘ $20,000’ and insert in lieu thereof the figures “‘ $10,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. offered 
by the gentleman from .Ohio. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have :my .colleague read a little from the hearings along ‘this 
particular line, which will take two or three minutes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if I may -be reeognized, I 
wish to say I do not care to delay the committee, but the metion 
pending is, in effect, a motion ‘to end the work of ‘the Public 
Utilities Commission, and whether wé favor.or disapprove some 
of the results.of their work, we.all agree that the subject mat- 
ter, pertaining, as it does, to:our public utilities, is.one of ‘the 
utmost importance to the people of this city. I am sure that 
if the street railroads, for instance, of Washington were now 
under public ownership and rendered serviee only one-half as 
poor as we have had here the last year it would be hailed :-every- 
where as a proof of ‘the failure.of municipal ownership. Now, 
I am sure the gentleman does ‘not want to: end :the work of :the 
only public agency that there is at:present struggling with these 
problems. But that is what his amendment would result in. 

Now, in:the hearings one of the commissioners, Mr.-Gardiner, 
expressed his views as to:the need of this money for experts, 
which is what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ‘Garp] especially 
objects to. He points out that the Public Utilities Commission 
is of the same membership as.the Distriet commission, and there- 
fore these men on the Public Utilities-Commission have all the 
other multitudinous duties of District Commissioners to attend 
to, and henee they must-either entirely neglect their work as 
commissioners, which is very important, or they must-to a large 
degree delegate the work of investigation under the Public 
Utilities Commission. Mr. Gardiner, one of the commissioners, 
said: 

As public utility commissioners we should ride on those street cars 
every day; we should drive along the tracks and ride on the street cars ; 
and we should take up the complaints of the people and look into them 
and find out the conditions. ‘That is what a public utility commission 
should do, but we can not do it. As = know very well, we are kept 
right in that building all the time. That is my own opinion about this 
thing. * * * ‘The Public Utilities Commission should be a separate 
body, who should devote all their attention ‘to their work. ‘Then it 
would not need the services of all of these experts. 

But this ‘Congress has created a commission composed of 
these commissioners, and ‘unless this bill is to blindly legislate 
out of existence the only body now charged with that work we 
must continue a decent appropriation that will enable them to 
do their work. And while I agree with the motives that I am 
sure inspire the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp], I am sure it 
would be extremely shortsighted for this House, without inves- 
tigation and simply on the impulse of the moment, to hamstring 
the work of this utilities commission. 

Mr. MAPES. ‘Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MAPES. Can the gentleman tell us whether the Public 
Utilities Commission has investigated anything in connection 
with the street car service here except the question of the fares 
and putting into effect the skip stops? 

Mr. CRAMTON. The Public ‘Utilities Commission has up 
the matter of gas rates, the electric rates, the whole electric 
situation, the valuation of these utilities, :and, as one of these 
matters, this matter of street car service, and that ihcludes both 
the matter of fares and of service, the furnishing of more cars, 
the routing of cars, the issuance of transfers, providing skip 
stops, and other propositions of that kind. 

Mr. MAPES. What has it done to improve the service and 
prevent the tie-ups and the delays in the traffic? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I hope my colleague will understand 
that I am not one of the experts that is provided for in this 
appropriation and I am not prepared to answer all of those 
questions in detail. . 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gan has expired. 


The time of the gentleman from Michi- 


Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman:from 
Ohio ‘rise? 

Mr. GARD. I rise to be heard on ‘the modified amendment. 


I have not been heard on that. However, I will'be very glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Stsson]. 
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Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the utilities com- 
niission has not acted as promptly as I would like in regard to 
the valuation :of.all the public utilities in the District.of Colum- 
bia, but they have had some litigation. They have been as- 
sisted in the making of these valuations, but every point has 
been contested by some of the companies. Some of the com- 
panies ‘have agreed ‘to the valuation, and the commission has 
made:a valuation.on the majority of the utilities. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption ? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS .of Minnesota. Is it not a fact—not only a fact 
now, but contemplated in the future—that there is going to be 
more litigation in regard to this matter, and that out of this 
fund they would have to pay some of the expenses? 

Mr. SISSON. I was about-to say that they are getting down 
to the point where they expect to make some orders to carry 
into effect all.of the reforms that they hope to be able to bring 
about in the District of Columbia. 

This legislation, you will all recall, was made necessary by vir- 
tue of a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which decided that before you:could make.a rate as ‘to railways 
the burden of proof was .on the-Government to be able to show 
that the rates were not confiscatory. I have never agreed to the 
soundness of that decision, but still that.is the position in which 
we find ourselves. That made it necessary not only throughout 
the States, that valuation of railroads.on the part of the Federal 
Government should be made, but also within the District of 
Columbia. Congress was about to -pass an act granting uni- 
versal transfers, and another bill was introduced consolidating 
the street railway companies. Col. Harding was then on the 
District commission, and Col. Harding and the atterneys came 
before your subcommittee some years ago and stated that in 
the event that legislation should be enacted it would simply 
put the District into litigation, and they requested that :nothing 
of that sort should be done until this physical valuation should 
be made. Now, we have all agreed that the public utilities 
in the District of Columbia are not what they ought to be, but 
your committee did not feel that it would be proper for it to 
deprive the commission of the money which it requested and 
which it might need in the event it had quite a good deal of 
litigation in reference to any other order which it might eriter. 
So we left this sum at $20,000 not to enable them to'bring about 
soe very reforms that my friend from Ohio desires to be made 

ut : 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
an observation? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Also our committee feels that if there is:a 
change in the legislation as to'the kind ef commission we should 
have, the committee headed by my colleague from Michigan 
[Mr. Mares] should wrestle with that problem. 

Mr. SISSON. Yes; and his committee framed the legislation 
by which we are operating. 

Mr. MAPES. I am glad that there ‘is one piece of ‘legislation 
that the Committee on Appropriations is willing that the regular 
Committee on ‘the District of Columbia should handle. 

Mr. SISSON. ‘We will turn it all over to you. 

Mr. MAPDS. I-:rose to ask the gentleman a question about 
a subject to which he referred when he spoke about legislation 
being proposed some time ago leoking toward the consolidation 
of the different companies. I saw a notice in one of the news- 
papers a few days ago tothe effect that a public utilities com- 
pany had defaulted on the ‘interest on its bonds, and the news- 
paper article went on to say that a company was organized 
some time ago for the purpose of bringing about a merger of 
the two companies. I would like to ask the gentleman if the 
Public Utilities Commission is doing any work to bring about 
the consolidation of the two companies here? 

Mr. SISSON. Some time ago I went into the matter with a 
great deal of earnestness, but whether that earnestness was 
accompanied by much ability I do not know; but I have'been a 
very strong advocate of a universal transfer. I also felt that 
if we did not have universal transfers we ought to have a con- 
solidation of the companies. You would thereby be relieved of 
managerial and overhead charges, it seems to me, which would 
tend :to ‘bring the business into a position where ‘the overhead 
charges’ would be brought down to about half what:they are now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. SISSON. 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
quest? . 

There was no objection. 





I ask unanimous consent to proceed for two 


Is there objection to the gentleman's re- 
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Mr. SISSON. Now, if I could have my way about it, I would 
like to eliminate the two companies and have but.one company. 

Mr. MAPES. It is universally conceded that two street car 
companies in one city are a nuisance. 

Mr. SISSON. That is absolutely true. 

Mr. MAPES. I wanted to direct the gentleman's attention to 
this question: Is there not some way in which the Public Utili- 
ties Commission can spend this money in the employment of 
expert services to force a consolidation of the two companies? 

Mr. SISSON. My understanding is that before you could 
make a consolidation, even by act of Congress, it would be 
necessary that the body making the order of consolidation should 
not only have the authority to make the order, but also under 
that decision of the Supreme Court in making the consolida- 
tion it would be necessary to have a physical valuation of the 
property, so that the accounts might be properly adjusted. Of 
course, they could make a consolidation, but they would have 
to agree upon the respective values of the properties. But when 
you are compelling them to do it you ought to have the facts 
whereby you and the court could sustain the order. 

Mr. MAPES. As a matter of practical procedure, is there no 
way that we can compel a consolidation of the companies here, 
except by taking them over by the Government? 

Mr. SISSON. I do not know about that. I think Congress 
would have the power to pass an act requiring them to consoli- 
date, but the Utilities Commission or some other commission 
would have to make the valuation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has again expired. Dees the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Garp] desire time? 

Mr. GARD. Yes; I desire to be heard in favor of the amend- 
ment offered by me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can be modified by unani- 
mous consent, reducing the amount from $20,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. GARD. I want to be heard on that. I was heard on the 
proposition to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, first, I would like to inquire how 
tong the chairman in charge of the bill desires to keep the com- 
mittee in session? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We would like to proceed for an 
hour longer, but probably we shall not be able to proceed more 
than half an hour. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
quorum. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I say I would like to proceed for 
an hour, but I know we can not, and hence I was going to suggest 
that the committee rise at 6 o'clock. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the chairman of the committee intends to 
move to rise at 6 o'clock, I will withdraw the point. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes; at 6 o’clock I will move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, if there was any sort of pro- 
cedure by which. the public utilities of Washington could be 
benefited and the benefit accrue to the people who live here and 
who come here, I should be in favor of any sort of an appro- 
priation, even in excess of this lump-sum appropriation: of 
$20,000. 

The test of public utilities, which are created and have their 
existence only for the benefit of the public, is in the good they 
bring to the public, and it is not a proper carrying out of an 
authorized service when the extent of benefit of any public 
utilities commission consists in giving increased rates to tele- 
phone companies, gas companies, electric-light companies, and 
street railway companies, and no benefit is afforded to the 
people who are compelled to use these commodities. I would 
not for a moment think of handicapping the Public Utilities 
Commission of Washington, but here we have three commission- 
ers, we have a number of officers whom the chairman says it 
is the plan not to carry on the permanent roll, because they hope 
every year that there will not be any necessity for their con- 
tinuance. Therefore they carry only little inconsequential items 
amounting to about $3,800, whereas the bulk of the appropria- 
tion, the $28,000, is spent upon assistants, upon counsel for the 
public utilities commission, upon engineers, upon inspectors, 
upon men who do the work. The only thing that remains 
therefore for this $20,000 which they said a moment ago they 
thought there was no use for—the chairman of this commitee, 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], has figured out that 
practically all the expense of last year was the expense of the 
expert, which will not be needed this year. But in order that 
full scope might be given to whatever necessities could arise, 


Mr. Chairman, I suggest the absence of a 
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in order to give full scope to the payment of all necessary ex- 
penses, it was my thought to decrease this apparently unneces- 
sary provision of $20,000 at least to $10,000. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. GARD. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
commission to stop work? 

Mr. GARD. I want them to go to work. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Can they go to work unless they 
have the money? 

Mr. GARD. They certainly can go to work. 
$33,000 in a previous item. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman’s argument is cer- 
tainly in favor of these utility companies themselves, because 
they want the commission to stop work, and not to spend any 
money, and not to do anything. 

Mr. GARD. They have their own salaries and this $33,000 
with which to carry on their work, and unless the gentleman 
can tell me something immediately in prospect for which this 
$20,000 can be properly expended, then I must insist upon my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Garp]. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Garp) there were—ayes 6, noes 10. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that there 
is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 6, the noes 
are 10, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. BLANTON. I made the point of no quorum before the 
Chair -made that announcement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will not the gentleman withdraw 
that point? 

Mr. BLANTON. I would rather have a larger vote here than 
the few Republicans who sit over there and the few Democrats 
who sit here. I think there are about 14 Republicans on the 
other side. 

Mr. GARD. There are hardly 20 people in the Hall, and I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I thought we could proceed rapidly 
with the appropriation bill, but it does not appear possible to 
do so, and I will move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TowNer, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, H. R. 4226, had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 


Does the gentleman want this 


They have 


JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILL PRESENTED TO THE WHITE HOUSE FOR 
THE APPROVAL OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that this day they had presented to the White House for the 
approval of the President of the United States the following 
joint resolution and bill: 

H. J. Res. 79. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use 
of Confederate veterans in their State convention, June 17 and 
18, 1919. 

H. R. 1200. Making appropriations for certain expenses inci- 
dent to the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and for 
other purposes. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 


H. J. Res.1. Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution extending the right of suffrage to women. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. KREIDER 
the oath of office. 


appeared at the bar of the House and took 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 57 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, June 5, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


I move that the House do now 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and. memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 4746). authorizing; the: Secretary 
of War to donate one German. cannon or:fieldpiece to. the village 
of Oxford, N. Y.; to: the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R..4747) authorizing. the Secretary..of War te 
donate.one German cannon or fieldpiece to. the: vilage-of Greene, 
N: Y.; to the Committee on: Military: Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.. 4748) authorizing the Secretary of War. to 
donate to the village of Richfield: Springs,. N: Y.,. one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill.(H. R. 4749). authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate. to the village of Cooperstown, N. Y.,.one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a: bill (H. R. 4750) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the village of Sidney, N. Y., one German: cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4751) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate one German vannon or fieldpieee-to. the. village of Walton, 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4752) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon: or fieldpiece to the village of Delhi, 
N. Y.; to the Committee.on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4753) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Deposit, 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Military: Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754). authorizing the Secretary of War.to 
donate to. the village of Union, N. Y., one German cannon: or 
fieldpiece; to. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,.a bill (H.R. 4755) authorizing the Secretary. of War to 
donate to the village of Endicott, N. Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a.bill (H. R..4756) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Johnson City, N. Y¥., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on: Military Affairs. 

Also, a.bill (H. R.. 4757) authorizing the Secretary of War:to 
donate to the city of Oneonta, N. Y., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) authorizing: the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city.of Norwich, N. Y:, one German:cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4759) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Binghamton, N. Y., one-captured German 
cannon or’ fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

By Mr: DARROW: A bill (H. R. 4760) to increase- the effi- 
ciency of the Medical Department of the United States: Navy 
and to improve the status and efficiency of the Hospital Corps 
of the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. McFADDEN:: A bill (H. R. 4761) to: abolish the Bur 
reau of the Comptroller of the: Currency and the: office of‘ the 
Comptroller of the Currency, and authorizing the Federal 
Reserve Board to perform the duties thereof; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency: 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 4762) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War:to donate to the city of Brooklyn, N. Y., four Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 4763) authorizing the Seere- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Washingtonville, Ohio, 
one cannon or fieldpiece; to the: Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4764) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate:to the: counties of Guernsey, Morgan, 
Monroe, Muskingum, Noble, and Washington, State of Ohio, 20 
German cannons or fieldpieces each, with carriage, together 
with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 4765) authorizing the See: 
- retary of War to donate to the village of Newfield, N. Y., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. MAJOR: A bill (H. R. 4766) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to certain cities-in Missouri one German 
cannon or fieldpiece, with equipment; to the Committee on. Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 4767) to repeal section 19 of the: 
trading-with-the-enemy act; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of:cer- 
tain employees of the Government Printing Office; to. the Com- 
mnittee on Printing. 


By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 4769) authorizing the Secretary: 


of War to deliver a condemned cannon to the village of Heuvel- 
ton, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By: Mr. CANTRIEL.:: A bill (H. R. 4770) to amend the war- 
risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A‘ bill (H: R. 4771) authorizing the estab- 
lishment of a poultry experimental farm near Glendale, Ariz.; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill: (H. R. 4772) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate‘to the village of Hamburg, N. Y., one cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (EH: R. 4773) previding for wage in- 
creases in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4774) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish a German cannon, with carriage 
and cannon balls, to. the twin cities of Danville and Buckeye 
City, Ohio; to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H.R. 4775) authorizing. the Com- 
missioner of Navigation to..register as-a vessel of the United 
States the foreign-built vessei called the J. A. Bisso; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McGLENNON: A bill (H. R. 4776) increasing the limit 
of cost for a Federal building at Bayonne, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings.and Grounds: 

By Mr. SWEET: A. bill (H. R. 4777) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize the establishment of a. Bureau of 
War Risk Insurance: in: the Treasury Department,” approved 
September 2, 1914, and. for other purposes; to the Committee 
on: Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4778) to provide 
for a site and erect a public building thereon at Clinton, Tenn. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings: and Grounds. 

Also,.a bill (H. R. 4779). to provide for:a site and erect a publie 
building. thereon. at Lenoir City, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon. at Oneida, Tenn.; to the Committee.on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a: bill (H.. R. 4781) to provide a site. and erect a. public 
building thereon at Lafollette; Tenn.;. to the Committee on 
Public Buildings. and Grounds; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) te provide a site and ereet a public 
building. thereon at Jefferson City, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4783). to: provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Rockwood, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings: and: Grounds; 

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (HB. R. 4784) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Carnesville, Ga.. ne German 
cannon: or fieldpieee; to the Committee om Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hartwell, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee: on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hy R. 4786) authorizing the Secretary of: War to 
donate to the city of’ Watkinsville, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also; a bill (HJ Re 4787) authorizing the Secretary of War:to 
donate to the city of Monroe, Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on: Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4788) authorizing the Secretary: of War to 
donate to the city of Covington, Ga., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 4789) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Madison; Ga., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4790) euthorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greensboro, Ga., one cannon or’ fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4791) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Washington, Ga.,. one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee: on Military Affairs. 

Also, a: bill (H. R. 4792) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city of Lexington, Ga., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4793) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Elberton, Ga., one German.cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also; a» bill (Hi. R. 4794) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Danielsville, Ga., one cannon: or: fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on: Military Affairs. 

By Mr: KINCHBLOE: A bill (H. R. 4795) authorizing the 
Secretary. of War. to donate to the city of Hopkinsyille, Ky., two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Calhoun, Ky., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hawesville, Ky., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4798) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donatg to the city of Madisonville, Ky., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4799) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Morganfield, Ky., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 4800) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the village of East Aurora, N.. Y., one 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Springville, N, Y., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4802) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the village of Winsted, in the town of Winchester, in the State 
of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) to provide for the purchase of an 
additional site and the erection of an addition to the present 
post office thereon at Waterbury, in the State of Connecticut; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 4804) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Williamsburg, Blair County, Pa., 
one German cannon, fieldpiece, or other war trophies; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4805) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to furnish a German, Austrian, 
Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with carriage and suitable outfit 
of shells, to the city of Albany, Ky.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Corbin, Ky. ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
earriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Pineville, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Somerset, 
Ky.: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Harlan, Ky. ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
earriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Benham, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4811) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of London, Ky.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Lynch, Ky.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Burkesville, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4514) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Manchester, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. t 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Hyden, Ky.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a Gernran, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Burnside, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Monticello, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to Whitley City, Ky.; to 
the Comnittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Mount Ver- 
non, Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Middlesboro, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Tompkins- 
ville, Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4822) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Livingston, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4823) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Williamsburg, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Barbourville, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4825) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Grayville, Ill., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eldorado, Ill., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4827) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of West Salem, IIl., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cypress, IIL, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 4829) to relieve Congress 
from the adjudication of private claims against the Govern- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 4830) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to create a Department of Labor” by providing for a 
bureau of the unemployed; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 4831) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for making further and more effectual provisions 
for the national defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 
8, 1916; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4832) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish a 4-inch fieldpiece, cap- 
tured by the Three hundred and fifteenth Infantry on November 
11, 1918, in action against Cote de Morimont, north of Verdun, to 
the city of Philadelphia ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4833) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Moore, Okla., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4834) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Purcell, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4835) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lexington, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4836) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sulphur, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to tue Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4887) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Hickory, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4838) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Dougherty, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Paoli, Okla., one German cannon ofr field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Washington, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Elmore City, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Maysville, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4843) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Lindsay, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) authorizing the Secretary of. War to 
donate to the town of Stratford, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Wynnewood, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Pauls Valley, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4847) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Rosedale, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieidpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Byars, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4849) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Harrah, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4850) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Guthrie, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4851) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wayne, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Blanchard, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Norman, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Noble, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Britton, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Luther, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Arcadia, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4858) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Edmond, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4859) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Oklahoma City, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Crescent, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Marshall, Okla., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4862) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Mulhall, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4863) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Coyle, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4864) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Stillwater, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4865) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Perkins, Okla., one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4866) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Yale, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H,. R. 4867) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cushing, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Davis, Okla:, one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. * 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4869) to amend section 
4516 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and section 
2 of an act entitled “An act to promote the welfare of American 
seamen in the merchant marine of the United States, to abolish 
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arrest and imprisonment as a penalty for desertion and to secure 
the abrogation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and to 
promote safety at sea,” approved March 4, 1915; to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to safeguard, by a license control of imports of potas- 
sium salts and by imposing an import duty thereon, the inter- 
ests of domestic potash producers; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4871) to prohibit the 
transportation of illegally caught lobsters, also the importation, 
bringing into, or landing in the United States of any lobsters 
less than a certain size taken or obtained outside of territorial 
limits of the United States; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4872) to 
repeal the law known as the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Stillwater, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Yale, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating money 
therefor ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Cushing, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Edmond, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4877) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Norman, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4878) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Purcell, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4879) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Davis, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Sulphur, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4881) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Wynnewood, State of Oklahoma, and appropriat- 
ing money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Pauls Valley, State of Oklahoma, and appropriat- 
ing money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) for the erection of a public building 
in the town of Lindsay, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4884) for the erection of a public building 
in the town of Stratford, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

3y Mr. HERSMAN: A bill (H. R. 4885) increasing the limit 
of cost for a Federal building and site at San Luis Obispo, Calif. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOULD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) creating a 
commission to devise a policy of cooperation between. the em- 
ploying and the working element of the United States, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Labor. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of Michi- 
gan, favoring the payment to each discharged soldier, sailor, and 
marine of a bonus in addition to his regular pay and allowance ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Michigan, relative to 
freight rates on materials for public works ; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Michigan, favoring an 
appropriation by Congress to secure the early eradication of the 
European corn borer in the State of Massachusetts ; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

- Also, memorial from the Legislature of Michigan, favoring the 
enactment of laws preventing the return to the United States of 
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any German or Austrian whe has been engaged in opposition to 
the United States and its Allies, and that all alien’ enemies in- 
terned in this country be deported and forever debarred from 
returning ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Aliso, memorial from the Michigan Legistature, favoring the 
enlarged canalization of the St. Lawrence River; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Memorial from the Ohio Legislature, 
requesting all trophies of the late war captured by Ohio troops 
be collected and sent to Ohio as perpetual memorials; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FESS: Memorial from the Ohio Legislature, request- 
ing the Secretary of War to make provision that all trophies of 
war captured by Ohio troops be collected and sent to Ohio, to 
be kept as perpetual memorials; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4886) to correct the 
military record of Edwin Collar; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4887) to ecorreet the military record of 
Harrison R. Crecelius; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) to correct the military record of 
Anderson Creason ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4889) to correct the military record of 
John B. Hutchings; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) to correct the military record of 
Benjamin Munkers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) to correct the military record of 
William Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4892) for the relief of William M. Gritten; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4893) for the relief of George W. Drake; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4894) for the relief of Robert Griffin; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of Jessie Lee; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4896) for the relief of James B. Norman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) for the relief of Christopher L. 
Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) for the relief of Vincent Rust; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4899) for the relief of James F. Alexander; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4900) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur C. Gregg; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4901) granting an increase of 
pension to Clarence L. Wimer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

$y Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 4902) granting a pension to 
George W. Earhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Harvey Shimer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4904) granting a pension to Jacob Gish; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Howard H. 
Long; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark Hebblethwaite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 4907) for the relief of cer- 
tain pay officers of the United States Navy; to the Committee 
on Chims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of Julio Carrazco, a 
citizen of Mexico; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EMERSON, A bill (H. R. 4909) granting an inerease 
of pension to Seth N. Byers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar P. Quiggle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) granting a pension to Mathew N. 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) granting a pension to Emma A. 
Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) granting a pension to Mrs. Edward 
McLaughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4914) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nannie A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to 
Jehn A. Johnsen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aise, a bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to 
John §. Lozier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bil (H. R. 4917) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Cribbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Paulus; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Margaret Pressler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 4920) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter V. Gruesbeck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 4921) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Culbertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) is correct the military record of 
James Hennessy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4928) to correct the military record of 
Andrew K. Hite; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R..4924) to correct the military record of 
Barnebal Schwartz; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H:. R. 4925) to correct the military record of 
the late Warren W. Wilkinson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 4926) granting a pension to 
Jacob Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 4927) for the relief of 
Nancy A. Parson, C. M. Parson, D. F. Staggs, Ollie Staggs, Rosa 
Staggs, Lena Birchfield, Alice Birchfield, Bertie: Gwin, Greely 


| Gilbert, Linville Gilbert, and Nelson Gilbert; to the Committee 


on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4928) to reimburse T. Caffey, postmaster at 
Leeds, Ala., for money and stamps stolen from said post office 
at Leeds, Ala., and repaid by him to the Post Office Department; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4929) granting a pension to James E. Nor- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4930) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton Sigsby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4931) granting an increase of pension to 
John Goss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 4932) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Will; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 4933) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Hartman ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4934) granting. a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Loomis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H.. R. 4935) granting o pension to 
Peter L. Johnson; to the Committee om Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) granting a pension to Henry 
Meal; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 4938) granting a pension 
Ella V. Altmeyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4939) granting a pension te Sarah M. Ju 
Bertrand; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4940) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Robertson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4941) granting an inerease of pension to 
Stewart Wells; to: the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4942) granting an increase of pension. to 
James A. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4943) granting an increase of pension to 
William Tomlinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4944) granting an inerease of pension to 


A. 


to 


| William H. Snowden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4945) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. S, Sipolt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4946) granting an increase of pension to 


Enos Snodgrass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) granting an increase of pension to 
William Goodman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4949) granting an increase of pensien to 
Victor Fousse ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan C. Dobbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 4953) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick M. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) granting an increase of pension te 
Ezekiel H. Ballah ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 4955) for the relief of 
Walter Parks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4956) providing for the 
purchase of certain inventions, designs, and methods of aircraft, 
aircraft parts, and aviation technique of Edwin Fairfax Naulty 
and Leslie Fairfax Naulty, of New York; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R.°4957) granting a 
pension to Eliza Hess Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4958) grant- 
ing an increase cf pension to Jesse B. Connelly ; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4959) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Meacham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to 
Louis N. Hickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 4961) granting an increase 
of pension to Simon P. Kieffer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4962) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgeanna C. Pierson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Clifton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4964) for the relief of Jacob W. Moyer; to 

“the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4965) granting a 
pension to Robert Goodman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4966) granting a pension to Bridget 
Mitchell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4967) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Dick; to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Malissa Sands; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4969) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4970) for the 
relief of Harriet Fisher; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 97) to pay 
to Silas McElroy, of Cleveland, Ohio, the sum of $10,000 for 
injuries received while in the service of the Government; to the 
Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Christian 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, David Lord, pastor, urging 
amendment to the National Constitution; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. D. P. F., No. 14, relating to Jugo-Slav 
affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Jefferson Lodge, No. 9, Independent Order 
of Odd Fellows, protesting against affairs existing in Poland; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. , 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of Licking Lodge, No. 80, 
of Newark, Ohio, of the International Association of Machin- 
ists, favoring the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. ; 

Also, petition of Licking Lodge, No. 80, International Associa- 
tion of Machinists, opposing continuance of daylight-saving act ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of members employed in first and 
second class post offices of the United States and its island pos- 
sessions, relating to increase of salary; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BEGG: Petition of Civil War veterans over 72 years 
of age who are members of the Ohio Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home, Erie County, Ohio, asking that they be given $50 per 
month instead of $40; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Sill Post, No. 57, Department of Ohio, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of North Baltimore, Ohio, to provide for 
the burial of the Civil War veterans and their wives; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church 
congregation of Auburn, Salem County, N. J., protesting against 
repeal of war prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition protesting against repeal of war- 
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Lodge No. 21, Z. S. Z., relating to 
Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. R. Z. No. 3, relating to Jugo-Slav affairs; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. . 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of Ministerial Association of Bucyrus, 
Ohio, to grant to all American Indians full rights of American 
citizenship; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of the Zriuski, Frankapen, No. 
18, C. of L. of Illinois, urging justice to the Jugo-Slav; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DARROW: Petition of P. H. Molter and seven other 
residents of Philadelphia, Pa., opposing repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Idle Hour Tennis Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Sparta, Monroe County, 
Wis., opposing the daylighi-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of sundry farmers, voters, and taxpayers of 
Baraboo, Wis., asking for repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Crosse, Wis., protesting against 
luxury-tax law ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of St. John the Baptist, 
K. S. K. J., organization of Wenona, Ill., on the Jugo-Slav- 
Italian matter; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Utica, Il., protesting 
against any modification of the war-time prohibition act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Rockford (Ill.) Gas Co., opposing repeal 
of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Rykert & Andrews, of Sycamore, Ill., for re- 
peal of luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of McAdams & Sons, of Ottawa, Ill., for repeal 
of tax on automobiles and other industries; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Automobile Dealers’ Association, 
favoring H. R. 2857, to regulate the interstate use of auto- 
mobiles; to the Committee on ‘Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolution adopted by the Board of Super- 
visors of Broome County, N. Y., favoring the repeal of the so- 
ealled daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of residents of Cherry Valley, N. Y., and vicinity, 
asking the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Otego Valley Grange No. 1427, urging the 
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculure. 

Also, memorial of Binghamton Grange, 1072, of Binghamton, 
N. Y., favoring the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of residents of Walton, N. Y., for the repeal of 
the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of residents of Oneonta, N. Y., and vicinity, for 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of residents of Vestal, N. Y., and vicinity, urging 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of residents of Binghamton, N. Y., and of 
Smyrna, N. Y., asking for the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Tiger Post, No. 23, American Legion, against 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Lithuanian residents of Binghamton, N. Y., 
for the protection of Lithuania by the United States of America 
from foreign aggression ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorials of Benjamin T. Ash and other jewelers of 
Binghamton, N. Y., and vicinity; of Hills, McLean & Haskins, 
of Binghamton, N. Y.; and of J. Gordon Black, of Richfield 
Springs, N. Y., favoring the repeal of the so-called luxury taxes ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the New York Sales Co., Universal Motor 
Co., Larrabee-Deyo Motor Truck Co., of Binghamton, N. Y.; 
also of Clark A. Sandford and Earl E. Jenkins, of Margaretville, 
N. Y.; also of R. W. Hume, of Oneonta, N. Y., opposing manu- 
facturers’ sale tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petiticn of residents of Richfield Springs, N. Y., and 
vicinity, asking the repeal of section 904 of the revenue law of 
1918 and other sales taxes in title 9; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. . 

Also, memorial of Methodist, Baptist, and Presbyterian 
Churches of Deposit, N. Y.; also Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Cooperstown, N. Y.; also Sunday school of High Street Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, of Binghamton, N. Y., urging the rejec- 
tion of the President’s recommendation that light wines and beer 
be removed from the operation of the war-time prohibition act ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Methedist Episcopal:Church, Emporia, Kans,, protesting against 
the proposed repeal of any part ofthe avar-time prohibition act; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Overbreok, Kans., protesting 
against the proposed .repeal of portions .of ‘the avar-time :prohi- 
bition act; to the Committee on the. Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: Petition of Mrs. Mattie Hopper -and 
others, of Briggsville, Ark., »rotesting against the repeal.of .war- 
time prohibition on beer and light wines; to the: Gommittee-on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of MeKessan -& 
Robbins, the Hastings Pavement Co., ‘the .R. R. Appleton :Co., 
all of New York City, in the State.of New York, favoring day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Oil Seeds Co., of New York City, opposing 
appropriation fer continuance of Department of Labor Employ- 
ment Service ;:to the Commitee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Samuel Meckler, of Brooklyn, N. Y., con- 
demning the atrecities against the Jews in Poland; .to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of G. Levor.& Co. (Inc.) and 300 employees, :of 
Greater New York and New York State, urging against repeal 
of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of sundry Jugo-Slavic organiza- 
tions of Adah, Ralphten, Gray’s Landing, Fayette City, Orient, 
Boswell, Republic, and Edenborn, in the Twenty-third congres- 
sional district, State of Pennsylvania, against a subjugation of 
any part of their mother country to Italy ; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Star Junction, Pa., against 
the repeal of war-time prohibition as it relates to wines and 
beer ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution passed by Local Union No. 3163, United Mine 
Workers of America, Macdonaldton, Pa., favoring operation: and 
supervision-of mines by the United States Government; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolution passed by Local Union No. 3078, United Mine 
Workers of America, Meyersdale, Pa., favoring United States 
Government control of mines; to the Committee on Mines:.and 
Mining. 

Also, resolution passed by Local Union No. 3168, United Mine 
Workets of America, Berlin, Pa., favoring United States Gov- 
ernment control] of mines; to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Also, petition of York Run Grange, No, 1699, Patrons of ‘Hus- 
bandry, Smithfield, Pa., for repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Central Presbyterian Church, 
of South Brownsville, Pa., favoring a dry Nation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Sabbath-schoo] convention 
held in the First Methodist Bpiscopal Church, of Perryopolis, 
Pa., favoring a dry Nation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petitions of Leo E. 
Adler, I. Shnoper, and Mrs, I. Shnoper, all.of Providence, R. L, 
urging passage of resolution condemning atrocities committed 
against the Jews in Poland and other Slavic countries; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of E. B. Hale, Catherine A. Ross, Annie Me 
Manus, Mary Quinn, Emma W. Littlefield, K. H. Clark, Cora B. 
Hoard, Henry R. Davis, Mary EE. Davis, Amey L. Willson, J..J. 
McGrath. Mary T. Waish, Martha S. L. Potter, J. Howard 
Covell, Katharine H. Austin, Mary Mackie, and ‘E. Carol Hodge, 
all of Providence, R. L, and A. Shuman & Co., of Boston, Mass., 
protesting against repeal of daylight-saving law ; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution adopted at :mass meeting of 10,000 -citizens 
at Providence, R. L, protesting against the Jewish massacres in 
Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pawtucket (R. I.) Chamber of Commerce, 
protesting against proposed repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. LONERGAN: Resolutions of the Plantsville ¢(Conn.) 
Baptist Church, for prohibition between demobilization :and 
January 16, 1920; to the Committee on ‘the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of many residents of Onondaga Val- 
ley, Onondaga County, N. Y., protesting against the repeal-of :the 
war emergency prohibition measure; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: ‘Petition of Walbridge & Go,,:.of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., urging repeal .of 10 sper eent tax .on ‘sporting -goeds,; 
to the Committee on Ways:and Means. 

Also, petition of Dr. William M. Mehl,.of Buffalo, ‘N. ¥Y., urging 
repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee :en the .Judi- 
ciary. 


By Mr. HOCH: Petition of 396 voters, members of the First 
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Also, petition.of Brost Bros., of Depew; E.:B. Olmsted (Inc.) 
and Xlepser ‘Bros., of ‘Buffalo.; and Buffalo Automebile ‘Dealers’ 
‘Assecintion, all of New York :State, asking removal .of ‘tax .on 
automobiles ; to the:Committee:on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Industrial Traffic Club, of Buffalo, N. Y., 
opposing -rider in railroad appropriation bill which would strip 
Interstate: Commerce Commission of power from long-and-short- 
haul clause act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, :petitien of :members .of ‘Retail Merchants’ Association, 
P. M. Smith and 29 employees, J. A. Wateham,‘George S. Stani- 
land, .Metropolitan Life Insurance .Co. ‘and 45 employees, all of 
Buffalo, .N. ‘Y., against repeal of -daylight-saving law; to ‘the 
Committee .on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition requesting ‘the Secretary of War 
to remove to the State of Ohio :all ‘trophies :eaptured ‘by ‘the 
Ohio -troops during the war :with Germany; to ‘the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON .of Wiseonsin: :Petitions :from .citizens -of 
Shell Lake ;and of Grantsburg, Wis., ‘protesting against the 
President's recommendation that ‘Congress lift:the ban on wine 
and beer; .to the Committee on the. Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition :of executive committee of 
Workers’ Defense Union, of New York ‘City, relative to the 
labor problems; to the Committee:on Labor. 

Also, petition’ of Richey, Browne .& ‘Donald (Inc.), of New 
York, against .proposed continuance:of:the Department of Labor 
Employment Service; to the:Committee:on Labor. 

Also, .petition of Shaw-Walker Co. and 500 :employees, ‘the 
Allen-Nugent Co., Carter, Macy & Co. (Inc.),:the Metal & Ther- 
mit Corporation, and McKessan & Robbins, all of New ‘York 
City and State of New York, favoring daylight+saving law.; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of Division 12, Ancient Order of 
Hibernians, against the, Smith ‘bill; ito .the-Committee:on Educa- 
tien. 

Also, petition of Bosten :Chamber .of ‘Commerce; Cambridge 
Board of Trade; Andrew .J, Peters, mayor of Boston; Jordan 
Marsh & Co.; Sylpho Nathol Go.; ‘Boston Insurance Co.; A. 
Lincoln Filem and others, ineluding 350 retail merchants, all 
in Massachusetts, against repeal of the daylight-saving bill; :to 

‘the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Retail Trade Board,:Chamber of Commerce, 
Boston Mass., representing .350 leading Boston stores, urging 
repeal of luxury tax; to: the'Committee on Ways:and:Means. 

Also, petition of Associated Industries: 6f Massachusetts, D. M. 
Dillon, Steam Boiler Works, :and the Atlantic ‘Works, :protesting 
against appropriation for ‘the .continuanee of the United States 
Employment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Gentral Labor Union,-of Gardner, Mass., pro- 
testing against war-time :prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. ‘A. Day, of Charlton; Methodist 
Episcopal Churches of Spencer and Leominster; .and E. A. 
Bedurtha and 95 others, of Leominster, all in ‘the State of 
Massachusetts, against amendment to the war-time prohibition 
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 400 wounded patients, against curtailing ap- 
propriation to maintain General Hospital No. 10, at Brookline, 
Mass.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petitions of Mrs. 'R. G. Green, of the ‘Peo- 
ple’s Church, of Westwood, Calif., and L. B. Hinman, pastor 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Auburn, Calif., urging the en- 
forcement of the present war-time ,prohibition measure; to ithe 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of San Franciseo Labor :Council, urging early 
enactment of legislation now pending which -provides homes fer 
returned soldiers and sailors; to the ‘Committee :on ‘the Public 
Lands. 

Also, letter ‘by John ‘Kelly, keeper, Geast ‘Guard \Station No. 
820, Point Reyes, Calif., and asseciates, urging the adoption of 
proposed legislation amalgamating ‘the Coast ‘Guard ‘Service 
with the Navy Department; to the Committee:on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the San Pranciseo Labor ‘Council, urging the 
repeal of the war-time prohibition measure as it affects manu- 
facture of beer and light wines; to the:-Committee: on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: Petition of members of South Harvey 
Methodist .Episeopal ‘Church and Sabbath School against :repeal 
of the war prohibition:act; to the: Committee:on the Indiciary. 

‘By Mr. ROUSE: :Petition of Fred A. ‘Peeper, of :Covington, 
Kys protesting against repeal :of daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of sundry citizens of New York 
City, protesting against the tax on sodas and ice cream; to the 

! Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of Chevrolet Tarrytown Leahy, urging repeal 
of tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Metal & Thermit Corperation, New Yerk, 
opposing the continuance of the Department of Labor Employ- 
ment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of MacArthur Bros. Co.; McKesson & Rebbins; 
the international committee of the Young Men’s Christian Assoe- 
ciation; and Emma J. Carr, principal Lockwood Academy, all of 
New York, favoring daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCHALL: Petition of Jacob Roth and others, to intro- 
duce a bill to save Jews in Poland and eastern countries; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of C. E. Pendell and others, to repeal daylight 
saving; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SEARS: Petition of New Engiand Association and cit- 
izens of St. Cloud, Fla., asking that national soldiers’ home be 
located at St. Cloud, Fla.; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. SMITH of Dlinois: Petition by citizens of the seven- 
teenth congressional district of Illinois, in behalf ef the rights 
of the Jugo-Slavs under the peace trexty with Austria; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, protest against modification of war-time prohibition act 
from citizens of the seventeenth congressional distriet ef Illi- 
nois; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEELE: Protest of the Basten Board of Trade and 
individual residents of Easton, Bethlehem, and Northampton 
County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, against the repeal of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Croatian Gymnastic Society, of Seuth 
Bethlehem, with reference to disposition of provinces under 
consideration by the peace conference; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STINESS: Resolution of mass meeting of 10,000 eiti- 
zens of Providence, R. L., protesting against the Jewish massa- 
cres in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of D. B. MaGee, pastor 
University Church, of Salina, Kans., protesting against repeal 
of the prohibition law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George F. Walsten, against repeal of the pro- 
hibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of members wnd friends 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hotchkiss, Colo., 
protesting against amendment of prohibition law pertaining to 
beer and light wines; te the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members and friends ef the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Hotchkiss, Colo., against repeal of the war-time 
prohibitxon measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALTERS: Petition of St. Jeseph’s Sedality, of 
Johnstown, Pa., against the Smith educational bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Education. : 

Also, petition of Ladies Sodality of the Church of the Immacu- 
late Conception, B. V. M., of Johnstown, Pa., against the Smith 
educational bill; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of St. Columba’s Sedality, of Johnstown, Pa., 
against the Smith educational bill; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Also, petition of St. Patrick's Ladies’ Soedality of Johnstown, 
Pa., against the Smith educational bill; to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, petition of St. John’s Ladies’ Sodality of Jehnstewn, Pa., 
against the Smith educational bill; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of American Car & Foundry 
Co. of Huntington, W. Va., favoring the present daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. \ 

Also, petition of Huntington Lodge, No. 104, International 
Association of Machinists, of Huntington, W. Va., favoring the 
repeal of the daylight-saving law; te the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 5, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Ahnighty God, we inveke Thy blessing upen our laber this 
new day. The words which are spoken here are far-reaching in 
their effect. The final conclusions of this high office have to do 
with the happiness and prosperity of millions ef Thy people. 
Give us a just sense of our responsibility. Give us a blessed 
consciousness of the Divine Presence, that we may knew that we 
are working together with God in the upbuilding of a fairer, 
higher, and sweeter civilization. For Christ’s sake. Amen, 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 


itr 
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The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the preceed- 
ings of the legislative day of Monday, June 3, 1919, when, on 
request of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous consent, the further 
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 
a quorum, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Gronna 
Ball Hale 
Borah Harding 
Brandegee Harris 
Calder Harrison 
Capper Henderson 
Chamberlain Hitchcock 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. 
Curtis Jones, N. Mex. 
Dial Jones, Wash. 
Dillingham Kellogg 
Edge Kendrick 
Elkins Kenyon 
Fall Keyes 
Fernald King 
Fletcher Kirby 
France Knox 
Frelinghuysen La Folletie 
Gay Lenroot Ransdell 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-five Senators have 
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

GILLESPIE PLANT EXPLOSION (S. DOC. NO, 30). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting a supplemental estimate 
of appropriation in the sum of $327.77 requir. . by the War De- 
partment for payment of claims for personal injury or death 
sustained through the explosions and fires at the T. A. Gillespie 
Loading Co.’s plant in Oetober, 1918, which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Commiitee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

LONGEVITY PAY OF TEACHERS (S. DOC. NO. 29). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Board of Commissioners of the District ef Columbia 
submitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation in the sum 
of $73,000 required for longevity pay to scheol-teachers and 
allowances to principals, as previded for by law, for the fiscal 
year 1919, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYEES OF POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT (S. DOC. NO. 28). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recom- 
mendation of the Auditor for the Post Office Department for 
the reappropriation of the unexpended balances of the appro- 
priations for compensation to employees of that office for the 
fisenl year 1919, which, with the accompanyimg papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill CH. R. 3157) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, in which 
it requested the cencurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage 
to women, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LODGE. I present two telegrams in the nature of peti- 
tiens from citizens of Helyoke, Mass., which I ask to have 
printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


Lodge 
McCormick 
McCumber 
McKellar 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Penrose 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pomerene 


Sheppard 
Sherman 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith. Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 


HOLYOKE, MASS., June 2, 1919. 
Fon. H. Lopae, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Resolution adopted at mass meeting May 29, 1919, by citizens of 
Polish extraction in Easthampton : 

“ Whereas on the 22d day of May, 1919, there were held in nearly 
all cities of the United States meetings and demonstrations at which 
ene portion of the population was being incited in a @emagogic manner 
against the other: and : 

“Whereas at these mectings there was made an attempt at dis- 
gracing in the eyes of the American people the new Polish State now 
arising from bondage of over a century; and 

“ Whereas, due to an ingenious propoganda, the Senate of the United 
States, contrary to the tenets of the Monroe doctrine and to the prin- 
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ciple of the inviolability of the internal affairs of each and every 
country, interfered, without previously investigating the merits of the 
case, with the internal affairs of Poland, we therefore, American citi- 
zens of Polish descent, resolve as follows: 

* First. To call upon the Secretary of State of the United States to 
curb forthwith said propaganda as carried on by the Jews, propaganda 
which is spreading unrest and racial hatred. 

“Second. To impress upon the American press the necessity for a 
proper caution in connection with spreading news concerning Poland 
as supplied by the Jews, in order to avoid the jeopardizing of the good 
name of the American journalism, which good name might suffer a 
blot as soon as authentic information in re alleged massacres of the 
Jews in Poland would be on hand, : 

“Third. We call upon the Jewish population in America to be dili- 
gently cautious of the motives prompting the slandering of the Polish 
nation and behold the pernicious results of the anti-Polish propaganda, 
which can not but bring harm to the Jews in Poland, and which would 
solely benefit the Germans. 

“We furthermore ‘resolve to forward copies of these unanimously 
adopted resolutions to the President of the United States, to the Secre- 
tary of State, and to the Speakers of both Houses of the United States 
Congress.” 


C. LEWANDOWSKY, Chairman, 


HOLYOKE, MASS., May 31, 1919. 

HeNry CapoTr LODGE, 

United States Scnate, Washington, D. C.: 

The following resolutions were adopted at a mass meeting of Ameri- 
can citizens of Polish extraction, May 30, at Kosciusko Hall, Holyoke, 
Mass. : 

“ Whereas almost on the very day when, at the peace conference in 
Paris, there were going on negotiations concerning the eastern 
frontiers of Poland, malicious intrigue attempted to disgrace Poland 
in the eyes of the world at large and of America in particular, by 
donqunenes Poland as a country of pogroms and of anarchy was 
started; and 

“ Whereas for the purpose of achieving the aforesaid end Jewish propa- 
gandists did not hesitate to provoke racial hatred in America at a 
time when each and every loyal citizen of this country should be 
duty bound to preserve harmony among American citizens of what- 
ever creed or race; and 

“ Whereas these very propagandists attempt to drag the United States 
Government and Congress into their shady political game by insinu- 
ating interference with the international affairs of Poland, an un- 
dertuking which might establish for Europe a precedent for a simi- 
lar meddling with the internal affairs of the United States: We, 
therefore, American citizens of Polish descent, protesting solemnly 
against the unparalleled carelessness of disgracing the good name 
and the honor of the Polish nation without previously investigating 
the merits of the matter, without securing information from official 
Polish sources, do herewith 

“ Resolve, To call upon the United States Government to curb the 
investigating of one portion of the American Nation against the other 
in time to prevent the harm from passing beyond repair. 

“To urge upon our fellow citizens to be more impartial, equitable, and 
just in giving credence to rumors concerning Poland ; rumors emanating 
invariably from the same source and invariably benefitting solely the 
Germans. 

_ “Yo call upon the American press, urging the latter to familiarize 

itself with matters Polish through the medium of trustworthy corre- 

spondents who have no racial interest in slandering Poland. 

“ Furthermore, we resolve to forward copies of this resolution, which 
was carried unanimcusly, to the President of the United States, to the 
Secretary of State, to the Speakers of both Houses of Congress, and to 
the Associated Press.” 


Hon. 


KOSCIUSKO CLUB, 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a memorial of the Congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mott, N. Dak., and a memorial 
of sundry citizens of Thompson, N. Dak., remonstrating against 
the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul, Pleasant Grove, Rock Dell, Rochester, Salem, 
High Forest, Orion, Haverhill, Oronoco, Farmington, Viola, 
Eyota, Elmira, Cascade, Stewartville, Marion, Janesville, St. 
Clair, Smith Mills, Waldorf, Waseca, Eagle Lake, New Richland, 
Otisco, Matawan, Wells, Alma City, Pemberton, Morristown, 
Medford, Dover, Kalmar, and Waconia, all in the State of Minne- 
sota, praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Duluth, White Bear, Glenwood, Paynesville, Minneapolis, Fergus 
Falls, Rush City, Buffalo, and Hutchinson, all in the State of 
Minnesota, remonstrating against the repeal of the so-called day- 
light-saving law, which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at the twenty-fourth 
annual convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the 
Diocese of Washington, Washington, D. C., favoring the enact- 
ment of legislation to extend the franchise in the parishes and 
separate congregations of the Protestant Episcopal Church in 
the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAPPER presented memorials of the congregations of the 
First Baptist Church of Topeka, the Union Church of Castleton, 
the Presbyterian Church of Trousdale, the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Tonganoxie, the First Methodist Church of Winfield, 
and the Methodist and Congregational Churches of Centralia; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Wellington, and 
of sundry citizens of Scott City, Colony, and Highland, all in 
the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the repeal of war- 
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time prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. NEWBERRY presented memorials of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Kalamazoo, of sundry citizens of Holland, and of 
sundry rural letter carriers of the counties of Ottawa, Muskegon, 
Kent, and Newaygo, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. TowNSEND) presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Portland, Romeo, Big Rapids, Mount Clemens, Ionia, 
Lyons, Detroit, and Cadillac, all in the State of Michigan, remon- 
strating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. TowNSEND) presented a petition of Charles A. 
Learned Post, No. 1, United States World War Veterans, of De- 
troit, Mich., praying that conscientious objectors be prohibited 
from wearing the victory buttons, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. TowNsSEND) presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Jackson, Mich., praying for. the repeal of the so-called 
“Juxury ” tax, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. TOWNSEND) presented a petition of Local 
Branch, No. 2, United National Association of Post Office Clerks, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for a readjustment of salaries of 
postal clerks, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I send to the desk and ask to have read a 
telegram from Chicago, Ill., signed by certain injured private 
soldiers who have been discharged and are in hospitals at 
Chicago. 

There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


CHICAGO, ILL., June 3, 1919. 
lion. L. Y, SHERMAN, , 
Washington, D. C.: 


Army Hospital No. 32 ordered closed June 15. Patients transferred 
to Fort Sheridan. We in wheel chairs and on crutches protest leav- 
ing fireproof building and moved where our lives will be endangered in 
wooden buildings already condemned and publicly protested. We were 
willing to give our lives in France, but refuse to risk being burned alive 
here. Are heipless unless you interest Illinois Senators and Congress- 
men to keep us where we will be safe from death by fire and where we 
can have some comfort and recreation. Some of us are paralyzed. 
Many are unable to move without help. For God’s sake come to our 
rescue, 

Privates Walter F. Darmsfel, Edward Sauer, Ernest A. Cohn, 
George Prokosch, Harrison H,. Webb, Johnston Rowlsiton, 
{onea Krzywacki, M. B. Kipp, Gus Meyn, Charles H. 
Vanfleet, George F. Hadd, Maurice T, Blair, Frank C, 
Schultz, Charles Chandler, Harry Rackowcky, Irvine 8. 
Tucker, Vito Adamo, Thomas H, Tiller, and 100 more of 
our pals if you want them. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 
counties of Hancock and McDonough, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the'repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mon- 
mouth, Little York, and Kirkwood, all in the State of Illinois, 
remonstrating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the Aroostook and 
Penobscot Union Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Presque Isle, Me., remonstrating against the free entry of po- 
tatoes from all other countries, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Yar- 
mouth, Me., praying for the ratification of the proposed league 
of nations treaty, which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Muaple- 
ton, Me., remonstrating against the repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERNALD presented the memorials of B. C. McLaughlin, 


| Kk. B. Tetley, G. H. Gove, and sundry other citizens of Maine, 


remonstrating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PHELAN presented a memorial of the California Cattle- 
men’s Association, of San Francisco, Calif., remonstrating 
against Government ownership or operation of marketing facili- 
ties, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. KNOX presented a memorial of the General Assembly of 
the State of Pennsylvania, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas in the proper economic development of the resources of the 
various States of the Union, it is essential that a connected system 
of main arteries of traffic between the States be evolved, which will 
assist in the marketing and distribution of their products and com- 
modities ; and 
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Whereas in order to develop such an interstate system the Federal 
Government should establish a national awe system and make 
the necessary appropriations to carry the same into effect; and 

Whereas in the construction of a system of main arteries an oppor- 
tunity will be offered to provide employment, during the period of 
adjustment of this Nation, for unemployed labor and the herocs 
returning from France: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved (if the house concur), That the members of the General 

Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania hereby petition the 

Congress of the United States to establish a national system of high- 

ways, and to cooperate with the States of the Union in carrying out 

plans for the development of such a system, together with the provi- 
sions of the present Federal aid act or any amendment or amendments 
thereto. ‘ 

Resolved, That the present appropriation for Federal aid to the States 
be continued and increased, and the States urged to undertake com- 
prehensive highway improvements to keep pace with the transportation 
needs of the Nation. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Commonwealth forward a copy 
of this resoluticn to the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States, and that a copy thereof be sent to each Member -of said 
bodies from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

W. P. GALLAGHER, 
Chief Clerk of the Senatc. 

The foregoing resolution was concurred in by the house of representa- 
tives May 6, 1919. 

Tuomas H. Garvin, 
Chicf Clerk of the House of Representatircs. 


OPFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Harrisburg, May 17, 4919. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 88: 

I, Cyrus E. Woods, seerctary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
having the custody of the great seal of Pennsylvania, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing and annexed is a full, true, and correct copy 
of concurrent resolution No, 14-B, passed by the General Assembly of 
the “Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, petitioning the Congress of the 
Unite) States to establish a national system .of highways, etc., as the 
same remains on :file and appears of record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the 
great seal of the State to be affixed, the day and year above written. 

{SEAL ] Cyrus E. Woops, 

Secretary of the Commonicealth. 

Mr. KNOX presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., remonstrating against the repeal of the so-called 
daylight-saving law, which -was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 7 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Unionville, 
Newmansville, Towanda, and Powell, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving 
law, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. ‘ 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Meadville, 
Cochranton, Pen Argyl, Williamsport, Monessen, Wilkes-Barre, 
Hatboro, Lock Haven, Pittsburgh, Hersham, Houston, Shenan- 
doah, West Chester, South Brownsville, Gowen City, and 
Ulysses, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the repeal of war-time prohibition, whicli were referred to the 
Conunittee on the. Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Loeal Grange No. 1358, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Pleasant Hill, Pa., and a petition of Local 
Grange No. 1686, Patrons of Husbandry, of Gratz, Pa., praying 
for the ratification of the proposed league of nations treaty, 
which were referred to the Committee.on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Eureka, Mont., remonstrating against the repeal of war-time 
prohibition, whiely was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

SOLDIERS’ VIEW OF ANARCHISTIC OUTPRAGES. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I hold in my ‘hand a copy 
of the ‘Come Back of June 4, 1919. The Come Back is -pub- 
lished by and ‘for the patients ‘and enlisted »personnel of the 
Walter Reed Army General Hospital, with the authority of the 
Surgeon ‘General of the Army. It has, under the title “More 
plain words,” a rather brief statement in every way showing 
the spirit we would expect in the gallant boys of the Army, 
Navy..and Marine Corps. I ask that the Secretary may read 
the article headed “More plain words.” 

Mr. BRANDEGHRE. What is the newspaper? 


Mr. FLETCHER. The Come ‘Back, published at the Walter | 


Reed Hospital. 

The VICE ‘PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MORE PLAIN WORDS. 


Under the caption ‘‘ Plain words,” a circular, setting.out the creed of 
the anarchist bomber, was found among the ‘tattered clothes of the ter- 
rorist who was blown :to pieces when he dynamited ‘the *yhome of A. 
Mitchell Palmer, Attorney General, late Mon 4 

We take those “plain words ” of social sedition, proclaiming “Down 
with the powers that be,” to represent the tenets of all ‘the band of 

reds" who tried to murder several officials by setting infernal. ma- 
chines and wrecking the homes of their intended victims. 

i it is ‘time for “plain werds” when ‘bombs are scattered and when 

The Anarchist Fighters’ put out literature announcing “It is war, 


The Chair 


class war, against the darkness of your laws and the institutions you 
eall order.” 

Army men are used to plain words. Open speaking and to the point 
is right in our line. We are just back from a campaign where “ Over 
we go!” meant worlds of trouble for the Prussian lads who had said 
that our “so-called order ” of democracy was all bunk. 

We left several of our best “ buddies” on the torn fields of France 
because we think our “so-called order” is one of the finest institutions 
on earth. 

We have come back home with a deeper pride in the freedom of our 
laws because we have seen strong men die for their perpetuation and 
because we have looked upon the wreckage of other “so-called orders.” 

We have come back home, some of us with empty sleeves and shat- 
tered nerves, to enjoy the pane of freedom, for which we have suffered 
through two red ‘years. € are a peace-loving lot, but we instinctively 
reach for the musket -when we hear slander of the good things for 
which that old flag stands. 

If there must be a house cleaning at home we are the boys to do it. 
If the autocracy of terrorism prowls in the shadows we are the ‘fel- 
lows who are ready to go seouting for the scowling face. 

We don’t propose to allow Columbia to beeome a “no clean man’s 
land”; we’ve had enough of the “ so-called order” of might in Flanders. 

Mystic promises of terror don’t worry us. Prussian propaganda made 
black threats in more trying days; it bluffed lets of folks but not our 
outfit. We have seen the German menace smashed like an eggshell. 
We saw the infernal machines of the greatest war engine in history 
beaken to atoms and the boasted Head Hussars hurled from their holds 
of hate. 

We know how to subdue spies and snipers and submarines. 
squelch the sneaking terrorists. 

We don’t want any misunderstanding. Our order of democracy and 
justice is here to stay. The officers we placed at the head of our 
Government are going to stick on the job. ‘Old Glory” is going to 
float over a land of folks who do not hide bombs under front perches. 

That is all of our plain words. In the drive on the terrorists you can 
count on those of us in the uniform of the United States for the front- 
line positions. 


We ean 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 122) authorizing a commission 
to acquire and maintain a cemetery in France in the name of the 
United States for the reception and interment of the bodies of 
American officers and men who lost their lives in connection with 
the European war, and to appropriate $500,000 therefor, and 
for other purposes, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 7) thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 1274) making it unnecessary 
to secure permits from the United States Shipping Board for 
the construction of ships in American shipyards for foreign 
aecount, reported it with amendments and submitted -a -report 
(No. 8) thereon. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (8S. 648) to provide for the equi- 
table distribution of captured war devices and ‘trophies to the 
States and Territories of the United States and to the District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 9) thereon. 


RATIFICATION OF TREATIES (S. DOC. 


Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution (S. Res. 67), and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the manuscript submitted by the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Mosps] on June 2, 1919, entitled “ Ratification of 
treaties—method and procedure in foreign countries and proceedings 
in the Senate in the case of rejected treaties,” be printed as a Senate 
document, 


NO. 26). 


27). 


LEAGUE OF NATIONS (S. DOC, NO. 


Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Printing, reperted the 
following resolution (S. Res. 68), and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the articles submitted by the Senator from Llinois 
[Mr. McCormick] on June 2, 1919, entitled “The league of nations,” 
be printed as a Senate document. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF IRELAND AT PARIS. 


Mr. BORAH. I report from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions in an amended form Senate resolution 48 submitted by me, 
and I submit a report (No. 6) thereon. As it has been changed 


igo that it would be difficult for the Secretary to read, I will 


read it. 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States earnestly requests the 
American peace commission at Versailles to endeavor to secure for 
Edward De Valera, Arthur Griffiths, and Count George Noble Piunkett 
a hearing before said peace conference in order that they may present 
the cause of Ireland. 

I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Idaho whether he thinks it will require any length of time for 
consideration ? 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator mean of the peace conference ? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. ‘No; whether it will require any con- 
siderable length of time of the Senate? I have a resolution 
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coming over from yesterday, and I do not want it to be 
crowded out. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not think it will take any considerable 
length of time. I do not know of any debate to be had upon it. 
I do not intend to discuss it at length myself, unless debate is 
started by some other Senator. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Otherwise, I should like to have the reso- 
lution go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not think it will take any length of time 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I dislike very much to object 
to the immediate consideration of this resolution, but I con- 
sider it ill-advised, and really none of our business. I shall 
object to the immediate consideration of the resolution. I shall, 
however, satisfy myself when it comes up in the regular way 
with merely voting against it and shall not take up the time of 
the Senate to discuss it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution goes to the calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S, 1377) for the relief of Amherst W. Barber; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 

A bill (S. 1378) to authorize the Central Railroad Co. of New 
Jersey to construct a bridge across the navigable waters of 
Newark Bay, in the State of New Jersey; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEW: 

A bill (S. 1879) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Marengo, Ind., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1380) granting a pension to Mary E. Hagedorn; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 1381) granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
widows of deceased soldiers of the Utah Territorial Militia who 
served in the Indian wars in Utah Territory, and to amend the 
act approved March 4, 1917, entitled “An act to pension the sur- 
vivors of certain Indian wars from January 1, 1859, to January, 
1891, inclusive, and for other purposes”; and 

A bill (S. 1382) granting an increase of pension to Melvin G. 
Harmer; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HENDERSON: 

A bill (S. 1383) to amend section 4 of the act entitled ‘An 
act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as 
amended June 18, 1910; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
inerce. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1384) for the relief of George W. Samson (with 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee vu Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: 

A bill (S. 1385) to donate war trophies to the city of St. 
Paul, in the State of Minnesota; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FERNALD: 

A bill (S. 1386) granting a pension to Sarah J. Strout (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1387) granting a pension to Walter White (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: 

A bill (S. 1388) to correct the military record of John L. 
O’Mara and grant him an honorable discharge; and 

A bill (S. 1389) for the relief of Jacob Swartz; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1390) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his dis- 
cretion, to deliver to each of the several county seats in the 
State of Utah captured German cannon, cannon balls or shell, 
and gun carriages, condemned United States cannon, cannon 
balls, and shells, or gun carriages; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: 

A bill (S. 1391) to add certain lands to the Sequoia National 
Park, Calif., and to change the name of said park to Roosevelt 
National Park; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1392) for the relief of Capt. S. M. Neisser, United 
States Army, retired; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1393) granting a pension to James W. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Dority (with accompanying papers) ; and 
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A bill (S. 1895) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Gunther (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DIAL: 

A bill (S. 1396) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Newberry, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1897) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Orangeburg, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1898) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Pickens, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S, 1399) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Spartanburg, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1400) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of St. Matthews, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1401) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Sumter, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1402) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Saluda, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1403) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of St. George, 8. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1404) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of York, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1405) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Walhalla, 8. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1406) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Darlington, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1407) authorizing the Secretary of War to dcenate 
to the city of McCormick, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1408) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Moncks Corner, 8. C., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1409) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Ridgeland, 8. C., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1410) authorizing the Secretary of War to donzte 
to the city of York, S. C., one ‘ aptured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1411) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Walterboro, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1412) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Winnsboro, 8. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1418) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Union, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bié (S. 1414) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Florence, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1415) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Georgetown, 8S. C., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1416) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Dillon, 8. C., one captured German cannon. 

A bill (S. 1417) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Gaffney, 8. C., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1418) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Greenville, 8. C., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1419) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Greenwood, S. C., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1420) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Hampton, 8S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1421) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Edgefield, S. O., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1422) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Kingstree, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1423) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Laurens, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1424) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Lexington, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1425) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Lancaster, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1426) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Manning, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1427) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Marion, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1428) authorizing the Secretary ot War to donate to- 
the city of Anderson, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1429) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Allendale, 8. 0., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1430) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Bamberg, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1431) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Barnwell, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1482) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Beaufort, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1433) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Bennettsville, 8S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1484) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Bishopville, S. C., one captured German cannon ; 

A bill (S. 1485) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Abbeville, S. C., one captured German cannon; 
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A bill (S. 1436) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Camden, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1487) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Charleston, S. C., on captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1438) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Chester, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1489) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Chesterfield, S. C., one captured German cannon; 

A bill (S. 1440) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Columbia, S. C., one captured German cannon; and 

A bill (S. 1441) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Conway, S. C., one captured German cannon; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 46) extending until July 1, 1920, 
the effective date of section 10 of the act entitled “An act to 
supplement existing laws against unlawful restraints and mo- 
nopolies, and for other purposes,” approved October 15, 1914; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 47) authorizing and directing 
the Director of the Census to collect and publish statistics of 
marriage and divorce; to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. HARRISON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 48) proposing an amendment to 
Article V of the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


AUXILIARY ENGINEER CORPS. 


Mr. RANSDELL, By request I introduce a bill to create an 
auxiliary engineer corps in the United States Army for duty 
on works of public improvement, and I ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1876) to create an auxiliary engineer corps in the 
United States Army for duty on works of public improvement 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. RANSDELL. To accompany the proposed bill is a brief 
statement explaining its purposes, which I ask to have printed 
in the Recorp. 


Brief to accompany the proposed bill for an auxiliary engineer corps, 
under the direction of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 
The purpose of this bill, briefly stated, is: 

1. To provide an organization auxiliary to the Army Engineer Corps 
and subseet to the orders of the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army, in the discharge of his duties and needed for the efficient and 
economical performance of the Government work under his charge. 

2. To provide an efficient working organization, complete from top 
to bottom, with a military status based solely upon the merit system 
and with provisions for continuity of service and moderate pay, but with 
sufficient inducement offered men to enter and remain in the organiza- 
tion as a chosen profession and life work, in which the lowest-paid 
employee may have a chance to make something out of himself if he is 
made of the right stuff. As the honor men of the West Point Mili- 
tary Academy furnish the personnel of the Army Engineer Corps, so 
shall our colleges and schools throughout the United States furnish 
their honor men for the proposed personnel of the auxiliary engineer 
corps through the civil service. The functions of this organization are 
clearly set forth in the bill. 

3. To provide a complete business and engineering organization for 
all its departments in the field and office of highly trained and expe- 
rienced men as a national after-the-war necessity to meet existing con- 
ditions that will put the United States on a par with England, which 
has its Corps of Royal Engineers, and with France, which has its 
Corps de Pont et Chaussee, that construct and take care of the public 
works, transportation, and highway facilities in those two countries. 

4. To meet existing unusual conditions which defy and hinder eco- 
nomical progress, that can not be met except | the legislation proposed 
in this bill, to lift the Engineer Service at large out of the present 
ever-shifting conditions, and to give permanency and stability to the 
Service. Men enter the service and use the training they receive to 
obtain better positions and better pay outside the fon ineer Service. 
There are no means available and no inducements to offer any man to 
remain in the service. Conditions in this respect are growing worse. 
Experienced men who have been in the service for many years quit to 
better their conditions financially, and in many instances they more 
than double their pay by leaving the service. The loss of every trained 
and experienced man is a dead loss to the service as well.as a financial 
loss to the Government, and what is worse, it reduces efficiency, ham- 
pers and cripples progress, and at times brings work to a standstill. 
On the other hand, the men quitting the service have nothing to lose 
but everything to gain financially. The proposed bill remedies all these 
defects. There is a remedy provided nearly in every section, that is 
called for by present conditions. 

5. The proposed legislation will stabilize wages on public works and 
will have the same influence on the Nation’s industries. It will elimi- 
nate strikes. No one has ever heard or known of a strike within a 
military organization. The thing is impossible, unthinkable. The 

rinciples laid down in this bill when pet to practice will provide the 

Jnited States a well-organized and highly intelligent and scientific de- 
pendable working force, instead of the present force of individuals 
without esprit de corps, everyone for himself. 

, 6. The three-year training period provided before a man can get 

into the permanent organization will call for those sound qualifications 

upon which the proposed organization will be built. 

7. The Engineer Service at large now contains the men qualified and 
ready to be mobilized into the permanent organization, also some men 
who are in the three-year training period. 
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8. The war has revolutionized many ideas and given man’s judgment 
a new setting. The legislation proposed by this bill is an evolution 
which is called for by conditions due to the war and for which there 
can be found no remedy except by an act of Congress. There is no 
other — to get out of the deep rut. All effort and progress now are 
like climbing up hill on roller skates; anyone who has ever tried the 
latter performance will understand the meaning. 

9. It is not a change of engineers which the country called for, but 
a@ permanent organization with a military status, to consist of the 
experienced men trained in the Engineer Service, men with the special 
qualifications needed in the ae of our Nation’s waterway 
work and with provision for filling its depleted ranks and under the 
orders and direction of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
~. as to relieve the War Department of all duties not strictly 
military. 

10. The proposed legislation is not a salary grasp; ability, length of 
service, an resent pay establish the grade of the personnel in the 
auxiliary engineer corps, as shall be determined by the efficiency board 
provided in the bill. 

11. The business men of this country will support this measure. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 


Mr. KNOX submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 70), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, authorized 
to employ an assistant clerk at the rate of $1,800 per annum, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ADDITIONAL PAGES. 


Mr. HARDING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
69), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby 
is, anthorized and directed to employ five additional pages for the Senate 
Chamber, at $3 per day each, for a period lasting until the end of the 

resent session of the Rixty-sixth Congress, to be paid from the miscel- 
aneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CALENDAR MONDAY, 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that 
hereafter I shall insist upon the observance of the rule relating 
to Calendar Monday. This means that after the conclusion of 
routine morning business no Senator may speak or introduce 
any business not on the calendar so long as there is objection. 
I do this in order that the calendar may be considered during 
the morning hour on Mondays until 2 o’clock, as is contemplated 
by the rule. I give this notice now in order that Senators may 
understand that there will be nothing personal in any objection 
that I may make. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 3157. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

TREATY OF PEACE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was informed privately 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcucocx] that he wanted 
to call up his resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I supposed that the reso- 
lution came up as a matter of right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ruling of the Chair has been 
for four years that such resolutions do not come up unless they 
are called up. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry, and, if I may do so, I should like to make a pre- 
liminary statement before I submit the question. The Indian 
appropriation bill is on the calendar. I am very anxious to get 
it up this morning. I do not ‘think it will take very long to 
dispose of it. It is important that this legislation should get 
through at the earliest date possible, and I want to ask if debate 
is in order on the pending resolution during the morning hour? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is, after the routine morning 
business has been completed. It has been the invariable ruling 
that resolutions coming over were debatable. 

Mr. CURTIS. Under Rule VIII it is provided that— 

All motions made before 2 o’clock to proceed to the consideration of 
any matter shall be determined without debate. 

Of course, the question is whether this resolution comes up as 
a matter of fact without motion. If it comes up as a matter of 
course it is subject to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Chair is quite clear about this 
matter. It was the custom of Presiding Officers prior to the 
inauction into office of the present occupant of the chair to for- 


I should like to have the resolution laid 
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mally lay before the Senate all reselutions coming over from a 
preceding day, but the present occupant of the chair has made 
the ruling, and the Senate has acquiesced in it, that he would 
not lay such resolutions before the Senate, but that the Senators 
who had submitted them should have the right to call them up 
before the clese of morning business. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I shall not take up any more 
time, but I trust that the Senator from Nebraska will get 
through as secon as he can, because I should like to get up the 
Indian appropriation bill at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, of course I have no de- 
sire unduly to detain the Senate on this matter, and I have 
already assured the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curris] that 
I should not do so. I realize the great desirability of bringing 
before the Senate the appropriation bill to which the Senator 
from Kansas refers, but I have suggested to him that it would 
be a very easy matter under the circumstances for him to secure 
frem the Senator from California [Mr. JoHNson] permission 
temporarily to lay aside the unfinished business, as we have 
done in many other cases, and then to put through the appro- 
priation bill which he desires passed. 

Mr. President, I ask first that the Secretary read the reso- 
lutien. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 64), as follows: 
Whereas the Senator from Idahe, Mr. Borau, has stated in the Senate 

that certain interests in the city of New York have secured copies 

of the peace treaty with Germany while the American people have 
been unable to secure one; and 

Whereas the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Lopes, has stated in 
the Senate that he knows of four such copies of said treaty of peace 
with Germany now in New York and that the only place where it is 
not allowed to come is the United States Senate; and 

Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. Bornan, has stated that the inter- 


ests now having possession of said copies of said treaty are peculiarly 
interested in the treaty: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby 
is. authorized and directed to investigate the matter with a view to 
ascertaining the facts, and particularly to ascertain and report to the 
Senate the name'of the persons, corporations, or interests which have 
secured copies of said treaty and from whom they were secured and by 
what methods, and also to ascertain and report to the Senate in what 
manner and to what extent said interests are “ particularly” inter- 
ested in said treaty. For these purposes the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it is, authorized to 
send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ 
a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page. to report 
such hearings as may be had in connection with the same, the expenses 
thereof, incinding the cost of travel, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I assume that there will 
not be any very substantial objection to the adoption of this 
resolution. I realize that, as a proper formality, it must first be 
sent to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, and I shall later on ask that that action be 
taken; but it seems to me a matter of the most tremendous 
urgency that an investigation should be had of the charge made 
upon the responsibility of two Senators upon the fleer of the 
Senate that copies of the peace treaty with Germany have fallen 
into the hands of New York interests while being withheld from 
the Senate of the United States. 

The demand for an investigation should have been made by 
the Senators who lugged into the Senate this very serious charge. 
They do not appear to have appreciated either the gravity of 
their own statements, or the embarrassing position in which 
they place themselves by not demanding an investigation. They 
declare, in effect, that the President of the United States with- 
holds copies of this treaty from the Senate, and they insinuate 
very broadly that he permits copies to go to business concerns 
in New York City. These concerns, they say, have particular 
interest in the treaty, of which they have secured advance copies. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I am ready to 
take all the blame that can be placed upon me by the Senator, 
but I wish he would not say “they.” I said nothing whatever 
about financial interests. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I shall quote what the Senator said—— 

Mr. LODGE. I wish the Senator would. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And I assume when the Senator from 
Massachusetts, leading the main body of the Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber, and the Senator from Idaho, leading 
the other faction of his party, concur on the same day in making 
these charges and insinuations against a coordinate branch of 
the Government, that they are in accord, and that what one of 
them says is indorsed by the other. These New York con- 
cerns—— 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Idaho has no objection to 
that statement, but he thinks that it may be a little harsh upon 
the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts did not say anything about “special interests” at all, nor 
“particular interests,” nor anything of that sort. I was sorry 
he did not; but he did not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, it is pnssible that the Senator from 
Massachusetts is in a slightly different attitude from the Senator 
from Idaho. They concurred, however, in their attack. Appar- 
ently these special New York interests having an interest in the 
treaty did not permit the Senator from Idaho to examine it while 
in their possession, whereas the Senator from Massachusetts 
appears to have been particularly favored. These New York 
concerns, they say, have particular interest in the terms of the 
treaty. This involves an attack upon the President of the 
United States of the most scandalous character. 

It appears to be a new chapter in the attack on the treaty 
itself, a new chapter in which both of the Senators concur. 
It is done for the purpose of attacking the treaty. It conveys 
to the public mind the idea that there is a secret combination 
between the commission headed by the President in Paris and 
the business interests in New York, by which the latter are 
to be given advance information withheld from the Senate—a 
monstrous charge. Men who make such a charge owe it to the 
public to demand an investigation, and they would have de- 
manded an investigation if they had been making a charge in 
the public interest and not merely for the purpose of injuring 
the great treaty and postponing the establishment of peace. 

I was not in Washington on the day these senatorial state- 
ments and insinuations were made; but I searched the papers 
in vain to find a report of any demand by either of the Senators 
that the scandalous situation they pictured be investigated. 
Indeed, the Senator from Idaho went so far as to say upon 
the floor of the Senate that he did not want an investigation. 

Personally I have no knowledge of this matter; I have never 
seen the treaty, nor asked to see it. I do not know the New 
York interests that have copies. If any New York interests 
have copies, they evidently have closer communication with the 
enemies of the treaty than with the friends of the treaty. I 
want to know how those New York interests got those copies; 
if they have them; the country wants to know; the Senate must 
find ont. It is not sufficient to leave the matter to the con- 
fidential knowledge of the Senators who are fighting this treaty. 
We are all entitled to know what New York interests are using 
copies of this treaty in their business, not simply those Senators 
taken into the confidence of the aforesaid New York interests. 

Mr. President, I shall not, unless it becomes necessary, take 
the time to quote into the Recorp all of the statements made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Idaho 
on June 3, but I notice one statement made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts in which he says that he held in his hand yes- 
terday a copy of the treaty and that it was offered to him to 
bring here. He says that it was not given to him, but that it 
still exists in New York. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Does he say why he would not aceept it? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think he does. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. What was the reason? I should like to 
have that go in the Rrecorp also; also the page from which the 
Senator is reading. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am reading from page 558; and as the 
Senator is so curious, I will read that paragraph. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK (reading)— 


Mr. Lopse. Mr. President, I will now take occasion to say what I was 
going to say out of order when the request for unanimous consent was 
before us. Now, I will say in order =e the woman-suffrage joint 
resolution that the treaty is in New York. I had a copy of re in my 
hand yesterday, and I heard of several others. I was offered a copy 
to bring on bere and show to my colleagues. I said that no copy could 
come into my hands without being made public 


It evidently did come into his hands without being made pub- 
lic; and, if we are to believe the reports, it rested in his hands 
for an hour and a half. ’ 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. He meant that he would not acvept it 
and bring it down here unless he made it public. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know any great moral advan- 
tage of such a treaty coming into the hands of the Senator 
from Massachusetts and being withheld from the hands of his 
associates. I can see no great moral boast in that. If he held 
the treaty in his hands, he held stolen goods—goods probabiy 
secured by bribery; goods which the President of the United 
States and other international representatives in Paris had 





1919. 


promised should not be made public, for public reasons, and in 
order that the negotiation of the treaty might not be inter- 
fered with— 

Therefore, it was not given to me, but it is there in New York. I 
heard of four copies in existence in New York. 

The Senator is very well advised, evidently, of these nefarious 
interests concerning which the Senator from Idaho has made 
some rather: strong insinuations— 

How many more there may be in the country I do not know; but, as 
far as I can make out, the only place where it is not allowed to come 
is the Senate of the United States. 

That is a pretty strong statement for a Senator of the United 
States to make—that the President is withholding copies of the 
treaty from the Senate and permitting it to go everywhere else, 
and into the hands of concerns that have special interests in the 
treaty. How a Senator could have believed such a thing, and 
not have demanded an investigation, I do not understand. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a moment? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will. 

Mr. FALL. What information has the Senator that the Presi- 
dent is withholding the treaty from the Senate? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. My information is of various characters ; 
and it is a matter of world-wide notoriety that the representa- 
tives of the nations which made this treaty agreed, for the pub- 
lic interest and in the interest of an early peace, to withhold 
the publication of the copies until a result had been secured with 
Germany, just as has always been the case in the negotiation 
of treaties. , 

Mr. FALL. That is my understanding of the general situa- 
tion—that is, that there should be no publicity given to the 
treaty—but I have not any information leading me to believe 
that the President has refused to give it to the Senate, because 
a treaty is given to the Senate in confidence, and publicity is not 
given to it except by the consent of the President or the Senate. 
We on this side, I am sure, have no information that the Presi- 
dent would decline to give the Senate the treaty, but we have 
proof that the Senator from Nebraska is leading the opposition 
to an inquiry for the treaty. That is all we know about it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator is going far afield from the 
issue which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. FALL. I will come to that issue before we get through 
with it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. When we come to debate the question of 
whether the Senate of the United States should break into 
presidential negotiations, and demand the tentative copy of a 
treaty before it has been signed by the enemy, the Senator is 
going into a field in which he will find no precedent whatever for 
the Senate making any such meddlesome demand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And, if the Senator will pardon me, he is 
going into a field where George Washington denied that the 
Senate had the right to enter. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Absolutely. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me to 
correct that statement a moment, the message of George Wash- 
ington was to the House of Representatives; and he distinctly 
said that he had already furnished to the Senate of the United 
States all the information, including every particle of the evi- 
dence, every letter, and all communications. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator is right about that. 
happen that the House did ask for the information. 

Mr. FALL. Exactly. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But the President denied the right of the 
legislative branch of the Government. 

Mr. FALL. Oh, no. He denied it to the House, because of 
the publicity, and stated that he had already transmitted to the 
Senate of the United States all the infermation. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to add, however, that he 
did not transmit it, or transmit anything, until after the treaty 
was completed and signed. 

Mr. FALL, That is a question as between the Senator from 
Montana and historical records with reference to the matter and 
President Washington’s own note to the House, to which refer- 
ence has just been made. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, there is later 
authority on this question than George Washington. 

Mr. BORAH. I was going to say, why do you quote George 
Washington? You have repudiated all his doctrines. 

Mr. SWANSON. We have the illustrious Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopgE] as a later authority on this question. If 
the Senator will permit me, I should like to read, for the edifica- 
tion of the Senator from New Mexico, what the distinguished 


It does 
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chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee said on this ques- 

tion. He is a very fine authority on the prerogatives of the 

Senate and the prerogatives of the President. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I shall be very glad to have the Senator 
0 So. 

Mr. FALL. The Senator from Virginia always edifies the 
Senator from New Mexico. I shall be glad to have him pursue 
his ordinary course. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator 
latest authority we have, in 1906. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, that was during the adminis- 
tration of a Republican President, was it not? 

Mr. SWANSON. I was about to suggest that. I want to 
show what the Senator’s views were when a Republican Presi- 
dent was engaged in negotiations-and a demand was made by 
some Democrats for certain information. I should like to put 
in a later authority on that point. This was the Algeciras con- 
ference, and Senator Bacon was trying to get some information 
with reference to it. 

Mr. BORAH. May I make a suggestion? That has been read 
some twenty-five or thirty times. May I suggest that we have 
a special print of it, so that we will have ready access to it? 

Mr. SWANSON. I shall be very glad to have printed the por- 
tion of it that I shall read: ; 

He is entitled under the Constitution to come here and join with 
us in the consideration of treaties or other executive business. As 
a matter of fact, that was never done but by Washington, and it has 
been abandoned ever since, although the right remains recognized by our 
rule to-day. Yet I think we should be disposed to resent it if a request 
of that sort was made to us by the President of the United States. 

a € a cs * * e 

Mr. President, I repeat we are justly jealous of our own prerogatives 
and our own rights, but we can not maintain them or insist upon them 
unless we are equally observant of the prerogatives and the rights of 
the other departments of the Government. Tt is a mere invasion of 
the powers and rights of the President if we are to plunge in at a 
stage of the negotiation where we have no business whatever and 
demand from him the instructions which he has given to his properly 
appointed representatives. When the treaty made by those representa- 
tives comes before us, then is the time, and not before, in which we can 
properly ask for information in regard to all which led up to it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator to 
ask a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. What is the date of that? 

Mr. SWANSON. January 24, 1906, when there was a Repub- 
lican President. 

Mr. NORRIS. That was before the promulgation of the doc- 
trine of “ open covenants of peace, openly arrived at.” It does 
not apply now. 

ae SWANSON. That does not change the constitutional 
right. 

Let me give another suggestion to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, which, I think, has not been put. As was suggested 
to me by a distinguished Senator the other day, it would be 
just as right and just as just if the President were to send 
word to us that, if not incompatible with the public interest, he 
would be obliged if we would send him our secret Journal. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. In conclusion, Mr. President, I have very 
little to say. The Senator from Massachusetts has gone on 
record in the declaration that this treaty is under the control of 
the President of the United States; that the United States has 
no representatives in Paris besides the President. He has 
made the statement, almost flat-footed, that those representa- 
tives, under the control of the President of the United States, 
have given out copies of this treaty. He states that there are 
at least four, and I think he really said five, copies extant in 
New York at the present time. The Senator from Idaho in- 
dorses what he says, and declares that those treaties are in the 
hands of interests which are using them for private purposes, 
because they are interested in the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me, the Senator from Idaho asserted the right to print 
it in the Recorp, while the Senator from Massachusetts would 
not even bring it to the Senate at all. That is where they 
differ. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 

Now, I say the time has come for an investigation. I want to 
know what interests the Senator from Massachusetts has been 
talking to. I want to know what interests there are which 
are denounced by the Senator from Idaho as having special 
interests in the terms of this treaty. I want to know how those 
interests got possession of copies of this treaty, and hold them 
in New York at the present time, and confidentially discuss 
them with Senators of the United States. I think the people 
of the United States have a right to know, and therefore I ask 
that this resolution be referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 


from Massachusetts is the 
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Mr: LODGE. Mr. President; I wish the Senator from: Ne- 
braska would not talk in such-a violent way. He frightens me), 
he frightens the Senate, when he gets se violent: 

Let me say to my friend from Virginia 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I hope the Senator will not construe as 
violence what is simply a robust voice gathered upon the plains 
of the West. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know where it was gathered: 

I want to say to the Senator from Virginia that that para- 
graph from my speech, which has: been read: here repeatedly— 
I think the Senater from Idaho understated it when he’said it 
had been read twenty-five times—is just as correct and ‘true today 
as it was then, absolutely. We can not compel the President to 
send anything here, and what I spoke about: was asking for: 
instructions, his instructions: to his: representatives: We are 
not asking for instructions: We are asking for a public docu+ 
ment, and he can refuse it if he sees fit. 

Now, Mr: President, let me come to the question ofthe investi- 
gation, which I shall be delighted to have ordered: I went 
to the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate this morning and said that I 
hoped he would get through this morning this resolution get- 
ting autherity from the Committee to Audit and Control. To 
my surprise I found that the Senator from Nebraska, who isin 
such a state of hurry and haste, had had it: put over, so that I 
could net get it before the Senate this morning. If I had had 
my way we would have passed it and begun the investigation at 
once. I shall be delighted to-have it come to my committee; 
which is also the committee of the Senator from Idaho, and we 
will investigate each other with great pleasure. 

The Senator: finds fauit that we did not: carry. on an investi- 
gation in New York. I am not aware that we have any. au- 
thority to carry on investigations: 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Oh, Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. Let me finish. I did not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But the Senator is: misrepresenting: my 
statement and my position, and I am sure he does not desire 
to do that. What I criticized the Senator for was not demand- 
ing an investigation in the Senate, as I have now demanded it. 

Mr. LODGE. I noted down that the Senator said, “should 
have investigated.” 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; the Senator is enitrely mistaken. I 
have it here in writing. 

Mr. LODGE. At all events, I saw no reason why we should 
undertake an investigation in New York. 

Now, let me state all that the committee can: possibly find 
out from me. I will state it now. It will save time. 

I was shown a copy of the treaty with Germany: by a friend 
of mine who is connected with no interest, but is entirely a 
private citizen. How it came into his- hands I did not: inquire. 
He is-a man of the utmost uprightness of character. If I were at 
liberty to mention his name, which I am net; the whole country 
would know that there never was a more outrageous suggestion 
than to suppese that anything could have come into his- hands 
by corruption. It came to him, I have not any question, in a 
perfectly legitimate way; I have no knowledge how. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Day before yesterday the Senator spoke of 
four copies of the existence of which he had knowledge. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to tell: my poor 
little story in my own way, I will came-to that. 

Mr. THOMAS: Mr. President, I stand rebuked by the un- 
conscious arrogance of conscious: power and will take my: seat. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no arrogance to it; but the Senatorvis 
trying to tell it, and no doubt can tell it much better than I. 
I wanted to go on and tell it in my own way, and then he ean 
tell it in his way afterwards. 

Mr. THOMAS. I merely asked a question, Mr. President, and 
I am sorry that I interrupted the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I am coming to it if the Senator will permit 
me. I think I have at least the right to tell it in my own way. 
I had the floor. 

I was going on to say that that copy I. had an opportunity: to 
examine, at least one article of it. The text of the treaty 
covers 208 folio pages: The whole treaty, French and English 
text beth, covers 415 pages. The English text covers 208 small 
folio pages, as I reeall. The only part that: I: acquired any sort 
of familiarity with was an article at the end, which:seemed to 
be a sort of addendum to the body of the treaty with Germany, 
because it had nothing te do with the peace with Germany, but 
which established, at great length—I think it is as longas the 
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league of: nations: article; that is a mere guess, but. I should 
think: so—a: great: and: permanent organization for the interna- 
tionalization of labor, a very interesting article. I was after« 
wards told. by. another. gentleman, wholly unconnected with any 
great business or financial interests in: any way, that he alse 
had a. copy, which he would allow me to take and examine at 
length; and. LI told him I preferred not to take any copy to 
bring here, because any copy that. was put into my. hands I 
should feel it my duty to make public. It was this gentleman 
who said. to me that: he knew of four copies: in: New York. 
That is merely hearsay. I know. personally of: only. two. 

L saw nobody. representing. a financial interest. I did not. go 
within 2. or 3 miles of Wall Street. Therefore I can not bear 
testimony. as to the possession of copies of the treaty by finan- 
cial interests. But it. was stated by the State Department when 
they were explaining what IT had said and what I had seen, 
although. the State Department was not with me when IT saw 
it.. They said that. they tlought I must have seen. parts of 
the treaty which were in the hands of financial interests: in 
New York. I suggest, when you begin. to investigate, you: in- 
vestigate your own department. at the start. They said that 
publicly. It was published in the newspapers. 

Nobedy. has denied: the presence of those copies here or in 
New York. Of course, there is-a copy here in the State De- 
partment, and I have no doubt that Senators more favored 
than IL have Seen it.. Those copies are here. How they came 
IL do not pretend to say. They- must have come ffom Paris: 
They must have been given out by somebody who had: control 
of. them. I do not pretend to say who did it. I. only know 
they are here in this country and; on the authority of the State 
Department, that they are in the hands of some of the finaneial 
interests. That is. not my statement: 

Now, Mr. President, that is all I could’ suggest to any com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator state who in the State 
Department made that. statement and to whom it was made? 

. Mr. LODGE. Mr. Frank Polk. made it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. To whom? 

Mr. LODGE. He made it to the press, and it. was: printed in 
the press that evening. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator is willing sometimes to take 
the press statements, but I notice on other oecasions he dis- 
credits them. 

Mr: LODGE. TI am not fond of speaking of private conversa- 
tion, but I know personally that the statement was givem That 
is all I'can give in the way of testimony. That is all) T shall 
give. It would be on my part a gross breaeh: of faith to state 
the names of the two gentlemen, who are friends: of mine, who 
told me they had copies. That I shall decline, of course, to 
give; but: anything beyond that question which the Senator 
from Nebraska thinks he will find’ serviceable I shall be only 
too happy to give, and I will call before the committee every- 
one he can suggest. 

Mr: BRANDEGEE. Including the pexee commission? 

Mr: LODGE. Yes; including’ tle peace commission, if I 
ean reach them. TI shall’ be very glad to find out the: whole of 
it. That is the whole story, as far as TE know it: 

Mr. FALL. If the Senator from Massachusetts: will allow 
me a moment—— 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FALL. Does not the Senator think it would be a good 
idea to call before the Senate Committee the Senator from 
Nebraska himself, who a few days sinee in the Senate stated 
definitely of his own knowledge certain things with reference to 
this treaty, knowledge which none in this: body has except as 
communicated by him. I refer to his statement with reference 
to the resolution of the Senator from California, made on the 
23d of May and printed in the Coneressionat Reoorp. For 
instance, he said that he can state definitely that. no publica- 
tion of this treaty had been made in any country whatsoever, 
and yet’ the public press notifies us of the fact that: it has been 
made and is on sale in a book of 415 pages to-day, in Norway, 
Sweden, Denmark, or in any neutral countries of the Continent 
as well asin Germany. He has made the statement; as I under- 
stand him, that he knew the: President of the United States 
wanted the treaty made public. He said: 


I do not know that I am going too far, but I feel justified in saying 
that: the President of the United) States would have no objection, so 
far as the United States and the prome of the United States are con- 
cerned, to. the full publication of this document, but it. can net be pub- 


lished in the United States: without: getting back to other countries. 
+. a - - te * & 


As: I say, I hesitate to go too; far:in. statingythings that I believe I 
know ; but i do know that it would be a cause of infinite embarrassment, 
particularly in France, to make publie: at this. time the present terms 
of the demands being made on Germany. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I suggest in the investigation the chairman should investi- 
gate as to the source of knowledge of the one member of this 
committee who apparently has some confidential knowledge 
which the other Members of the Senate have not. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course the Senater from Nebraska is a 
leading and most distinguished member of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee. He is right there, and he can investigate 
fiimself while he is investigating us. That is all very easily 
done. 

Mr. President, the whole thing is very simple. There is no 
question about the fact that copies of the treaty with Germany 
are in this country. That is admitted by the State Department, 
and I can bear witness to having seen one. ere is no ques- 
tion whatever that they are on sale in neutral countries, as the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Fatt] has just said. 

Now, I can see no good reason why we should not have from 
the State Department the official copy of the text of a treaty 
which the rest of the world has no difficulty in procuring. But 
if the President thinks there is any reason why we should not 
have it, why does he not tell us so, and the whole demand would 
eease at once? Yet we know nothing but this hearsay, what 
the newspapers say, and what the Senator from Nebraska thinks 
the President thinks. One word would stop it. 

Mr. FALL and Mr. HITCHCOCK addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pomwrrene in the chair). 
Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. FALL. I presume the Senator would not consider the 
sending of the treaty to the Senate as imparting instructions 
to us to publish it, or as necessarily followed by a publication 
of the treaty. 

Mr. LODGE. Not in the least. All treaties are marked con- 
fidential, and they are published only when we take off the 
injunction of secrecy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, a moment ago I said that 
George Washington had denied the right which is sought here. 
The Senator from New Mexico very properly said that matter 
happened to come before George Washington in the shape of a 
resolution from the House of Representatives. I then stated 
that he was perfectly correct about the source, but that the 
language which Gen. Washington used was equally applicable 
to either branch of the National Legislature. I shall quote that 
language now. 

Mr. President, I am reading from one of the ablest recent 
presentations of the constitutional power of the United States 
as related to world affairs and treaty rights. It comes from 
the pen of the former Senator from Utah, Mr. Sutherland, one 
of the three greatest lawyers who have been in this body since I 
have been here—one of the best international lawyers. I can 
not find the original, but I am quoting it as quoted by him in 
this book. 

Mr. FALL. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield. 

Mr. FALL. Does ex-Senator Sutherland attempt to set out 
the entire letter of Washington or only a part of it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He sets out so much of it as applies to the 
particular question that you and I are now discussing. 

Mr. FALL. 
the Senator admitted was contained in the letter, to the effect 
that he had already communicated to the Senate all these docu- 
ments, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
nor by its right. 
this: 

The nature of foreign negotiations requires caution, and their suc- 
cess must often depend on secrecy; and even when brought ta a con- 
clusion a full disclosure of all the measures, demands, or eventual con- 
cessions which may have been proposed or contemplated would be ex- 
tremely impolitic; for this might have a pernicious influence on future 


negotiations or produce immediate inconveniences, perhaps danger and 
mischief, in relation to other powers— 


That is, foreign powers— 


The necessity of such caution and secrecy was one cogent reason for 
vesting the power of making treaties in the President, with the advice 
and censent of the Senate, the principle upon which that body was 
formed confining it to a small number of members. 

Then he goes on to deny the special right of the House of 
Representatives to make a demand of that sort. 

Now, then, I want to quote a little from ex-Senator Suther- 
land in connection with this point. Then I shall quote a little 
from, perhaps, the ablest diplomatist and international lawyer 
that the other side has furnished to the country sinee the Civil 
War, with two exceptions—Senator Spooner, of Wisconsin. 
From ex-Senator Sutherland I now quote. He tells how in 
the convention forming the Constitution the framers had a 
great deal of dispute as to with whom should be left the treaty- 


Yes; but not on the demand to the Senate 
The language that Gen. Washington used is 


But he does not set out that portion of it which 
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making power, some of them wanting to imitate the example 
of Great Britain and leave it exclusively with the Executive, 
others wanting to go to the opposite extreme and leave it to 
the House of Representatives. Then ex-Senator Sutherland 
says: 

In the end the plan which was finglly adopted commended itself to 
the good sense of the convention as insuring preliminary secrecy and 
expedition whenever necessary, without losing the benefit of the thor- 
ough consideration and popular approval which would result from the 
am yep action of the Senate, in which every State would have an 
equal vote and an equal-opportunity of being heard. Negotiation with 
foreign Governments is a matter of such delicacy that it can be carried 
on far better. by a single person, like the President, than by a large 
number of officials, like the Senate, while the combined judgment of 
the larger number, including both President and Senate, respecting the 
value and wisdom of the result of the negotiation will generally prove 
a safer reliance. 

The unwisdom of premature and sometimes of ultimate public dis- 
closure of treaty or other negotiations with foreign Governments is 
so clear that the refusal of President Washington to accede to a 
request from the House of Representatives to lay before that body the 
instructions, correspondence, and documents relating to the negotiation 
of the Jay treaty was appreved by the House itself, and has ever since 
been recognized as establishing a wise precedent for subsequent 
guidance. 

Now, Mr. President, our forefathers happened to be in that 
particular generation very remarkable men in their knowledge 
of what had been taking place upon the earth in connection 
with the formation of governments and the carrying of them 
on. They finally decided that so far as the negotiation of a 
treaty was concerned it should be left with the Executive, un- 
trammeled, unworried, unbothered by anybody, and that so far 
as the making of a treaty was concerned, after the result of the 
negotiation was made known, that it should be the deliberate 
action of this body, representing in equal numbers the separate 
States of the Union, this Government being combined of these 
United States. 

One of the three or four ablest men who have appeared upon 
the other side of the Chamber sjnce the Civil War was fornier 
Senator Spooner, of the State of Wisconsin. Senator Spooner 
said, on page 1418 of the CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorp of January 
23, 1906: 

I believe that it is not a proper course to be pursued by the Senate 
is pommest to our foreign relations, save in extraordinary circumstances, 
f at all. 

That was in connection with a resolution that had been intro- 
duced by the late Senator from Georgia, Mr. Bacon, then upon 
the Foreign Relations Committee, wanting to know the status 
of the negotiation which the then President of the United 
States was carrying on. 

The Senate— 

Says Senator Spooner 


has nothing whatever to do with the negotiation of treaties or the con- 
duct of our foreign intercourse and relations save the exercise of the 
one constitutional fumction of advice and consent, which the Constitu- 
tion requires as a precedent condition te the making of a treaty. 

Not the negotiation of it. 

Except as to the participation fh the treaty-making power, the 


Senate, under the Constitution, has obviously neither responsibilities 
nor power. 


Mr. President, this comes with a geed deal of weight when 
you consider the man who uttered it. He was by long odds the 
ablest man in conneetion with our foreign affairs I have known 
in this Chamber, except, perhaps, two others. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will continue reading, 


if the Senator 
will pardon me, until I finish this part from Mr. Spooner. 


Mr. FALL. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (reading)— 

From the foundation of the Government it has been conceded in 
practice and in theory that the Constitution vests the power of ncgotia- 
tion and the various phases—and they are multifariows—of the conduct 
of our foreign relations exclusively in the President. And, Mr. Presi- 
dent, he does not exercise that constitutional power, nor can he pe made 
to do it, under the tutelage or guardianship of the Senate or of the 
House or of the Senate and House combined. 

Mr. President, from the beginning of this discussion down to 
now there has been a plain, palpable, and obvious effort and de- 
sire, or something that looked like it, to nag and worry and be- 
devil the President of the United States, not with regard to the 
making of a treaty but with regard to its negotiation, and every 
possible step has been taken to create in foreign countries the 
impression that his own people are not behind him. Instead of 
leaving him to his constitutional function, and then considering 
what he has done after he has done it and brought it here, you 
have been constantly suggesting and nagging and worrying and 
bedeviling, and you are up to it now. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts talks as if the 
treaty had been completed. The treaty not only has not been 
completed but we are in negotiation with Germany right now 
about its modification in certain respects, and it was a very wise 
thing upon the part of the President not te send a part of the 
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treaty here, or the treaty in process of negotiation, instead of 
waiting until after it was finally negotiated. The treaty has not 
been negotiated yet. The other side to the treaty—Germany, 
Austria, Turkey—has not yet signed it. The other side to the 
treaty has requested modifications, and the latest news shows 
that, as far as the financial part of the treaty is concerned, there 
are going to be modjfications: And yet you want your own Ex- 
ecutive, charged by the Constitution with the exclusive right— 
not under your tutelage at all—of negotiating treaties, to send to 
you parts of the negotiations in process of construction. From 
day to day, I suppose, he ought to have sent you just what they 
had done the day before, according to these gentlemen, and then 
correct the day after to-morrow what they had undone the day 
before. 

As to this particular matter of copies of the treaty being in 
New York, I will undertake to wager a doughnut or two that 
when we come to find out who has these treaties, who has these 
copies of the treaty, we will find that they are Republicans, and 
that the man who first brought back a copy, or several copies, of 
the treaty is a Republican, and a high financial magnate in the 
Republican Party. 

Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just one moment. Now, then, as to how 
the copies could have gotten here, I can imagine only one honest 
way in which they could have come. The German commis- 
sioners violated faith, published the treaty, and sent it not only 
over Germany but over neutral countries. They afterwards 
apologized for it, and said that the publication had taken place 
at Berlin contrary to their will and without their consent. It 
is possible that one of these copies in French and in German 
and in English, which I am informed are on the streets in 
Holland, in Denmark, and in some other parts of the world, 
have been gotten hold of honestly; but the insinuation, if such 
an insinuation is intended—and I hope it is not—that the 
President gave it to some interests somewhere, while declining 
to give it to the Senate of the United States, or that somebody 
in the President’s confidence, by the President’s consent, did it, 
is a thing which I repel, and I do not believe is true. 

Now I will yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. I will not interrupt the Senator now, but I 
shall try to get the floor later. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well. 

Now, Mr. President, there are those who think that this Gov- 
ernment has been awkwardly constructed—the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Boray] is not one of them, I am glad to say—and 
that our forefathers blundered in many respects. Some people 
think that we ought not to have had a Government limited by the 
will of the people as expressed in the Constitution at all, but 
that it ought to have been left, as the British Parliament is 
left, to do whatever we thought was well and right. There are 
others who think that all of the lines of demarcation between 
the powers of the respective parts of the Federal Government 
in the Constitution are “ mort honored in the breach than the 
observance.” 

I believe that the Constitutional Convention did one of the 
wisest things it ever did when it put the treaty-making power 
just exactly as it did—in its first stage of negotiation, for the 
purpose of secrecy and surety and for keeping the confidence 
amongst nations and amongst States, exclusively in the hands 
of the President of the United States, for, as George Washington 
Says here: 





The nature of foreign negotiations requires caution, and their success 
must often depend on secrecy ; and even when brought to a conclusion a 
full disclosure of all the measures * * * proposed or contemplated 
would be extremely impolitic. 

As Senator Spooner says in what I read you a moment ago, 
the very purpose and object of giving the President exclusive 
negotiatory power, as contradistinguished from the treaty-mak- 
ing power, was that the whole treaty power might work effec- 
tively. You can not carry the negotiations of a treaty to the 
newsboys on the street and have their votes as to what you are 
going to do next. 

The President of the United States had a right to do what he 
has done; he was wise in doing it; and the proceedings in this 
body demonstrate his wisdom, for in so far as we have inter- 
fered we have interfered only to mar and not to mend. 

Then when it came to the making of a treaty the framers of 
the Constitution were also wise there. They said that while we 
will entrust negotiations exclusively to the Executive, we will 
not trust the final result to him; he must take into his confidence 
then the ambassadors from the States who represent these 
United States in this Union and who are assembled in the Senate 
of the United States. So they made him do that. 

Then, thinking further that the other House—the direct rep- 
resentatives of the people—were not consulted, they said, “ We 
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will make it safe by requiring two-thirds of the Senators present 
to vote affirmatively in favor of a ratification before a treaty 
shall be valid and binding. We feel assured that two-thirds of 
the Senators will never do anything in connection with our for- 
eign affairs that a majority of the House of Representatives 
would not be in accord with.” 

Mr, President, if this copy or these copies of the treaty have 
not come by getting hold of the German copies, and if they have 
come to any special interests—and it will be discovered later on 
that the head of the interests is a Republican—then they must 
have been gotten out in some wrongful way; and if so, that is 
not a thing to be proud of. 

So far as I am concerned, it seems to me, now that the Ger- 
mans have published the treaty, it does not make much differ- 
ence whether it is published everywhere else or by us or not; 
but the President has made an agreement with these other 
peoples that the treaty was not to be published until it was com- 
pletely negotiated and until Germany had signed it. And, by 
the way, that is only courtesy and comity to Germany, enemy 
as she is, She did not live up to it; she violated the trust re- 
posed in her. <A part of the consideration that led men to come 
to that conclusion of temporary secrecy was that we ought to 
wait until the other side to the treaty has agreed to it before 
We send it to our own people—until Germany, Austria, Turkey, 
and Bulgaria have signed up. 

The treaty can not be sent to the Senate until the negotiations 
are completed, and the negotiations can not be completed until 
Germany and the others have signed. It begins to look as 
though Germany is not going to sign, and that we shall have 
to go to Berlin. When we go to Berlin we shall have a different 
treaty. If we are forced to go to Berlin we are not going to be 
satisfied with the present treaty. There will then be other exac- 
tions. There will have to be additions to it. 

Now, how are Senators helping the United States in Europe 
in these negotiations? Is what you are saying here in the 
shape of carping and criticism helping your representatives 
there? Are you gaining for them the greater confidence of 
neutrals and enemies and friends by what you are doing and 
saying here? If you are destroying that confidence, are you 
doing it deliberately and for a set purpose, or are you doing it 
accidentally and just out of pure foolishness? Which is it? 

I think, Mr. President, that I have demonstrated the fact 
that the language of George Washington would apply to the 
Senate as well as to the other House, although the language 
which I have quoted was used in reply to a House resolution. 

I wish merely to state this before I conclude: It has been 
universally admitted that the President’s power of negotiation is 
so exclusive that he may make a treaty, have it signed, and then 
pocket it, as Thomas Jefferson did in the case of a treaty with 
Great Britain; or the President may send the treaty to the 
Senate, the Senate may amend it, and then he may pocket it at 
the White House, as Taft did in reference to the British arbi- 
tration treaty, because he declined to pursue the negotiation 
any further, and the Senate had no right to negotiate and no 
method of doing it, because that was the President’s exclusive 
power and his exclusive right. As Taft said, you remember, “I 
merely put that treaty on the shelf, waiting for the people to 
elect a new Senate’; and he added, in his very felicitous and 
facetious way—he was the best loser, by the way, that America 
has ever had—*“ but the people instead of changing the Senate 
changed me,” and the treaty is still on the shelf at the White 
House. He did, however, what he had a right to do and what 
everybody knew he had a right to do, as did Washington and 
Jefferson and Madison in the cases with which Senators are, 
or ought to be, acquainted. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, the Senator, of course, pursues 
one of the methods of argument by reading a portion of a docu- 
ment proving his point and declining or failing to read the other 
portion. In Senator Sutherland’s work he was commenting 
upon a certain condition which might exist and giving his 
views with reference to the publicity of pending treaty negoti- 
ations or the publicity of certain documents after a treaty had 
been concluded. For the purposes of his argument no more 
than for the purposes of the Senator’s argument was it neces- 
sary for him to disclose the entire facts of the case. It would 
not have been, however, at all disastrous, in so far as the argu- 
ment was concerned which Senator Sutherland was making, 
to have disclosed the entire George Washington letter, but it 
would have been disastrous to the Senator if he was attempting 
to make any argument to disclose the entire Washington letter. 

The House of Representatives called upon Washington by 
joint resolution for certain letters from and to foreigners dur- 
ing the negotiations in connection with a treaty. The treaty 
had been communicated to the Senate of the United States 
prior to that time, and the treaty was ratified by the Senate, I 
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may say. The House of Representatives for the purpose of 
openly discussing not the treaty itself, because the seal of 
secrecy had at that time been removed from the treaty, but for 
the purpose of discussing the actions of certain negotiators 
and certain private information upon which the negotiators 
acted, requested this information from the President. The 
present occupant of the chair [Mr. PoMERENE in the chair] will 
of course recall at that time that all sessions of the Senate of 
the United States were seeret; there were no open debates in 
the Senate. In the House of Representatives the debates were 
open. President Washington replied, making the argument ex- 
actly as it has been read by the Senator against publicity of 
the negotiations or of private documents in public debate in the 
House of Representatives, but stated to the House of Representa- 
tives that he had sent every one of the papers requested by 
them, together with all of the other papers in the case, to the 
constitutional body entitled to their possession, the Senate of 
the United States. That statement is made in the same Wash- 
ington letter. 

IT asked to interrupt the Senator for a moment while he was 
reading Senator Spooner’s remarks, to request that he read 
Senator Bacon's remarks at that time. Senator Bacon was a 
very eminent and very prominent Senator, a member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee of this body for many years, and 
died :s the chairman of that committee. It was his resolution 
to which Senater Spooner was objecting. 

There are soine Senators in this body, Mr. President, who are 
sticklers for preeedent and who do not agree with the Presi- 
dent of the United States, or at least with the declarations of 
the President of the United States, with reference to open 
diplemacy and “open covenants openly arrived at.” I am 
sorry to say that there are many Senators upon my side of the 
Chamber who insist that all treaties should be discussed behind 
closed doors, with the audience excluded from the galleries. I 
am not one of those Senators. I think, sir, as the President 
said—and I shall not undertake to quote his words—when he 
addressed this body and the other body with reference to the 
Brest-Litovsk treaty which had just been made, a new era had 
come, nnd he eongratulated Lenin and Trotski and the Bolshe- 
viki that they insisted upon conducting the negotiations at 
Bresi-Litovsk openly and publishing the treaty broadcast. 

While the President of the United States should be pretty 
fair authority, and despite the fact that once before his senti- 
ments upon this particular subject at issue have been read into 
the Rucorp, yet in view of the fact that fifteen or twenty times 
the sentiments of Senater Spooner or the words of Senator 
Spooner and the words of Senator Lopeér and others have been 
read into the Recorp, I shall presume upon the time of the Sen- 
ate to eall attention again, specifically, to the President’s ideas 
entertiiined prior to this time, at least, and even later, when he 
addressed the Congress of the United States upon the German 
Bolsheviki treaty. Referring to the President, he says: 

But there is another course which the President may follow, and 
which one or two Presidents of unusual political sagacity have fol- 
lowed, with the satisfactory results that were to have been expected. 
He may himself be less stiff and offish, may himself act in the true 
spirit of the Constitution, and establish intimate relations of confi- 
dence with the Senate on his own initiative, not carrying his plans to 
compiction, and then laying them in final form before the Senate, to be 
aecepted or rejected, but keeping himself in confidential communica- 
tion with the leaders of the Senate while his plans are in course, when 
their advice will be of service to him and his information of the great- 
est service to them, in order that there may be veritable counsel and a 
real accommodation of views, instead of a final challenge and contest. 
The policy which has made rivals of the President and Senate has 
shown itself in the President as_ often as in the Senate, and if the 
Constitution did intend that the Senate should in such matters be an 
executive council it is not only the privilege of the President to treat 
it as such, it is also his best policy and his plain duty. (Woodrow 
Wilson's Constitutional Government in the United States, ch. 5 (1917).) 

Mr. President, I have maintained since my entrance into public 
life that secret diplomacy was the greatest evil which our de- 
mocracy was compelled to confront, that there lay more injury 
and more evil to the body politic, to the people, to our Govern- 
ment itself, and to the perpetuity of our American institutions in 
secret diplomacy than in all other weaknesses contained in our 
form of government or written in our Constitution combined. 
If precedent as established is followed in the treatment of this 
matter now at issue—and precedent, of course, will be insisted 
upon even by those who under different conditions or at different 
times have urged an opposite point of view—as it is now being 
insisted upon, the great people of the United States will know 
nothing about this treaty until it is published, if it is ratified. 
They know nothing about it now, ard it appears that they are 
practically the only people in the world who are in ignoranee 
of it. They are not to be informed of it, and, finally, under the 
forms of precedent, it will be communicated secretly by the 
President of the United States when he brings it back with him 
to this Chamber, which will, upon motion of some Senator or 
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Senators, proceed to close its doors and consider this treaty 
changing the form of the Government of the United States, in 
secrecy from the people whose Government it is. 

Senators insist upon precedent in this matter. Why, Mr. 
President, a portion of the treaty, a tentative draft of the treaty, 
was brought back by the President of the United States, and 
the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate and the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House were called into consultation 
by him. He presented it to them; they discussed the matter 
there. What was the purpose? Why should he have presented 
a portion of the treaty to them, and why should his associates 
here, or his counsellors in the Senate, insist that he does not 
want the other portion of the treaty presented, confidentially at 
least, to us? 

They may be right. The Senator from Nebraska is always 
assuming knowledge which he does not impart to us. He has 
intimate sources of knowledge, doubtless. He may be justified 
in saying that the President of the United States does not want 
the true text of this treaty to come before the Senate, and be 
eonsidered by it, either publicly or privately. However, Mr. 
President,.in view of the many declarations of the President of 
the United States upon this subject, unless I have a definite 
assurance that the President has so stated—not intimated to 
some Senator, in whose word, of course, I will have confidence— 
I must say that I doubt the objection of the President of the 
United States to a consideration of the treaty as so far agreed 
upon. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FALL. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator conceive conditions to exist 
in Europe that might call for withholding the publication of the 
treaty from the public until after it had been submitted to the 
German representatives and they had full opportunity to dis- 
euss it and present it to their Government, and perhaps their 
Government had opportunity to take advices from various parts 
of the—Empire, I was about to say? I will withdraw the word 
“ Empire” and say “the Republic of Germany.” 

Mr. FALL. I ean conceive of such conditions, but enly upon 
the assumption that the people of France do not want this treaty, 
and therefore that the negotiators are afraid to give publicity to 
it, or that the people of England do not want the treaty, and 
therefore that their negotiators decline to give it to them. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that the delegates from 
Germany themselves would request that the treaty be withheld 
from the public until they had an opportunity to examine it and 
to communicate its contents to their Government? 

Mr. FALL. Oh, the Senator may be correct. Gerfmany may 
have made such a request. Of that I have no knowledge. I do 
not know whether she has or not. Has the Senator seen any 
suggestion that Germany has requested that it be kept pri- 
vate? 

Mr. KING. I have seen some intimation in some of the press 
to the effect that the German delegates asked that knowledge of 
the terms of the treaty be withheld from the public. 

Mr. FALL. Well, I have not. There were no German dele- 
gates until the treaty was prepared and presented to them. 

Mr. KING. I understand; but I mean after it was presented 
to them. Does not the Senator think also that a treaty of this 
character, where it was only tentative—that is to say, it had 
not been agreed upon by the other side, and they had not pre- 
sented any definitive terms—should be withheld from the public 
until the other side had an opportunity to examine its contents 
and to make their suggestions, if they had any to make, of 
changes or modifications which they regarded as essential to 
secure their rights and perhaps to secure the support of their 
Government? 

Mr. FALL. The course which the Senator has suggested is, 
of course, one which has been almost universally followed in 
the past history of the world; but it has been said that it was 
so followed because it was in the power of those who were in 
absolute control of the countries of the world to make treaties 
of peace or treaties of commerce or treaties of alliance, offensive 
or defensive, without the knowledge or their constituents or of 
their subjects, and that it was not the business of the subjects, 
It was under conditions of that kind that this preeedent was 
established. The President of the United States himself has 
called attention to it much more eloquently than Iean. We had 
all hoped that those conditions had been so changed that the 
negotiations for this peace might be open. 

Now, as to our own attitude and as to what I think, reply- 
ing further to the Senator, allow me to say this: 

Great Britain and France and Italy and the other Allies 
had been at war with the German Empire for several years 
before the United States entered the war. These nations, in- 
cluding Russia, had a treaty—a hard and fast treaty—nego- 
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tiated between the representatives of those countries, and 
under their constitutions binding upon the countries them- 
selves, not submitted to their peeple in any way whatsoever. 
They had entered into a treaty by which it was agreed that 
Russia would not make peace with Germany or with the Central 
Powers without the consent of Italy, France, and Great Britain ; 
that Great Britain would not make peace with Germany or the 
Central Powers without the consent of France, Italy, and Rus- 
sia, and each of the other nations was bound by that treaty. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. FALL. Let me conclude my sentence. Each of the other 
nations was bound by that treaty. We knew that treaty to 
exist when we entered the war. The Congress of the United 
States declared that the acts of the German Empire constituted 
war, and that we declared the state of war thus thrust upon 
us to exist. We did not declare war against Germany, as the 
Senator recalls, directly. We made that declaration, knowing 
that the Allies had this agreement between themselves, that 
they would meet in common at the peace table, and that neither 
would sign any agreement of any kind or character with any 
or all of the Central Powers without the consent of the others, 
or unless the others also signed it. 

Now, that far I am correct. If the Senator wishes to ask me 
a question, I will yield at this point. 

Mr. KING. I was not quite sure whether I apprehended the 
meaning of the Senator; and I wanted to ask him whether he 
felt that it was an act for which the Allies should be criticized, 
when they were in a war for their very existence, that they 
entered into treaties, offensive and defensive,.and those treaties 
stipulated that neither should make a treaty of peace with the 
enemy without the consent of all? 

Mr. FALL. Oh, no; oh, no. I have not the remotest idea of 
criticizing the Allies. Anything is justifiable under the plea 
of self-defense, as the Senator knows well as a lawyer. This 
was a perfectly justifiable act, of course, and I am not attempt- 
ing to criticize it at all; but I am stating the historical and 
record facts, that the United States did not enter into any 
such alliance with those States. It could not have done so, 
except by negotiations carried on through the President, pre- 
sented to and ratified by this body. Therefore, I can say that 
this Government had no understanding of any kind or character 
with reference to the signing of peace treaties with the other 
Allies. Is not that statement correct, as the Senator understands? 

Mr. KING. As I understand the statement, I think the Sen- 
ator is correct. 

Mr. FALL. 

Mr. KING. But it does not seem to me that the mere fact 
that there was a treaty, to which the Senator has referred, 
between the Allies before we entered into the war changes the 
proposition as to the propriety, if those making the treaty 
thought that such was the proper course to pursue, of with- 
holding knowledge of the treaty from the public until certain 
conditions had been complied with, or until the treaty had been 
submitted to the enemy and they were perfectly willing that it 
should be disclosed to the public. 

Mr. FALL. The Senator has asked me a question as\to my 
judgment about these matters, and I will proceed to give it. I 
am trying to give it logically, and I will reach the point he is 
speaking of right now. I have it in mind. 

Mr. President, remember that we were not a party to any 
treaty as to how the terms of peace should be arrived at. Re- 
member that the President of the United States had solemnly 
said to the Congress of the United States and to the people of 
the United States that with the causes of this war we were 
not concerned; we had nothing to do with it. Remember that 
only recently the Vice President, the presiding officer of this 
body, has publicly stated that he was ashamed to acknowledge— 
I am not attempting to quote his words, but I think this is what 
he said, in effect—that for years he had believed that we had 
nothing to do with or nothing in common with those who were 
fighting this war, that our interests were not as theirs, and that 
he had changed his opinion. The President of the United States 
notified the people of the United States that with the causes of 
this war—whether they might be ethnological, whether they 
might be geographical, whether this war might have been brought 
about because there were certain numbers of alien people within 
the boundaries of a certain geographical division, irrespective 
of the cause of the war itself—this country was net concerned. 
Many of us disagreed with him at that time. I am frank to 
say that I am one who disagreed; but he held that opinion. 

Therefore, when this country entered the war, in every com- 
munication to foreign Governments and to our own people on 
the subject, the President of the United States treated the 
Allies not as allies of this country, but, to use his own expres- 
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sion, as those countries with which we were associated in fight- 
ing the war; and I defy any Senator to read every remark 
made by the President upon this subject and to point out to me 
where he has not, with all his magnificent ability in handling 
language, declined to commit himself to the fact that we were 
allies of Great Britain, France, Russia, Italy, or of the other 
combatant countries. Not only do I defy you to show where 
he has ever intimated that we were allies, but, with his usual 
insight and discernment in the use of words, he has used a word 
which would convey to any mind the distinction which he has 
clearly in mind and which, up to the time when he went to 
Europe, he undoubtedly insisted that the people of the United 
States should bear in mind. 

Now, sir, what were the causes of the war, as he set them 
forth in his message to the Congress of the United States? I 
am not going to undertake to quote them. Senators remember 
why we went to war with Germany—why the President of the 
United States stated that we were justifiable in declaring a 
state of war to exist, which he did ask us to declare to exist. 
Not one word with reference to the thousand and one matters 
which he is now considering through the assistance of the geo- 
graphical and ethnological experts, who have overrun the streets 
of Paris; not one word of any invitation or desire upon his part 
that we should divide the roundheads from the longheads in 
Europe and set aside to each of them, or to the Czechs or to the 
Teutons, a certain geographical division. I say that the Presi- 
dent of the United States might well have followed the example 
of other Presidents before he proceeded to Europe. He might 
well have taken counsel with himself; he might well have ac- 
quired the frame of mind which he was undoubtedly in when he 
wrote those words which I have read into the Recerp. If he 
had any idea of entering into such negotiations as he is now 
embarked upon he might well have taken counsel with himself 
and followed the example of other illustrious Presidents and 
consulted the Senate of the United States before he proceeded to 
bind himself hard and fast to Great Britain, to France, to Italy, 
and to the other allied countries of whom we are only associates. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FALL. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator mean to suggest in the state- 
ment he has just made that the President of the United States 
or that the Government, in dealing with the Central Powers after 
their defeat, should have conducted negotiations separate and 
apart from the governments with which our Government was 
associated during the war? 

Mr. FALL. I mean just exactly that. I mean, sir, that the 
tnitea States of America was entitled to deal, through its Presi- 
dent as negotiator, with the German Empire, Austria, and their 
allies, and that upon making their peace we should have de- 
clared it, brought our soldiers home, and they should be here 
now, in my judgment, and restored the conditions prior to the 
war, or agreed upon new conditions upon which our people might 
do business with the German people. 

Mr. KING. Then, as I understand 

Mr. FALL. Pardon me; I am going to answer the Senator. 
That is my judgment and it is my judgment of what should be 
done today. Then, as we were associated with these other 
people, and as the people of the United States of America are a 
peaceful people; as the people of America, while a great warlike 
people, are not a military people; as the people of the United 
States of America want peace forever, and will never change 
the condition of peace of their own free will, then the President 
of the United States, and I think justifiably, should have said, 
and I think his hands would.have been upheld had he said: 
‘We will now sit here; if you desire, we will counsel with you 
when you undertake to arrange the much more complex condi- 
tions existing between you and the German Empire. We have 
been your associates in this fight. We have fought to prevent 
future wars. We have fought for the United States of America, 
and its fight. Now, we are perfectly willing to be enrolled 
among those who will use every effort consistent with national 
sovereignty and integrity and American patriotism to assist 
you in preserving peace, not only for the next 10 years or the 
next 40 years, but for the next 100 years, or for unknown or 
untold centuries. We will sit here, if you so desire. We have 
settled our personal matters, those of particular interest to the 
people of the United States. We are back on a peace basis, 
except that this treaty has not yet been ratified. Pending its 
ratification, pending its consideration, pending my return to the 
United States carrying it with me as a completed document, I 
will sit here and counsel with you, with this statement—that 
if you can arrive at a treaty between yourselves any portion of 
which tending toward keeping the peace of the world in the 
future I can support, I will underwrite that treaty for you or 
that portion of that treaty.” 


















You have been asking what I thought should have been the 
process of the negotiations, what I thought should have been 


deference to the great position which he holds, I say that these 
are my sentiments, and what I should have done. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. FALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that if the President 
of the United States were merely an advisor, a sort of an 
amicus curiz, as I understand the position of the Senator, in 
the negotiations, then after the treaty of peace had been made 
between the allied Governments and the Central Powers, if this 
Government had underwritten it he would have subjected him- 
self to a storm of criticism—— 

Mr. FALL. Oh, Mr. President—— 

Mr. KING. Let me complete the question. 

Mr. FALL. But the Senator assumes to put me in a position 
which I do not occupy. 

Mr. KING. As I understood the Senator, and I am, of course, 
placing the interpretation upon the Senator’s remarks that 
seemed to me to be obvious. Assuming that my interpretation is 
correct, does not the Senator think that would have been an en- 
tangling alliance against which he and other Senators are now 










































































inveighing? 
Mr. FALL. What are you in now? 
Mr. KING. I will wait until the treaty is signed, and then 





I shall be very happy to tell the Senator. 

Mr. FALL. You saw a tentative draft of the proposed league 
of nations. What does the Senator call that? I did not pro- 
pose the league of nations. I stated distinctly, and I reiterate 
it now for the benefit of the Senator, that looking on during the 
negotiations for peace, if I, in my judgment, believed that those 
negotiations had resulted in such a state of affairs that under 
the terms of the treaty peace could be kept, that it would con- 
duce to peace, in so far as the terms relating to peace or con- 
ducing to peace hereafter were concerned, I would have rati- 
fied it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Myers in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which is Senate resolution No. 12. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I had not intended to enter upon 
this line of discussion. It was brought out, as the Senators 
know is so often the case, by first one suggestion and then 
another. I shall consider, with the permission of the Senate, at 
some early date in the future some portions of this treaty and 
state some of my particular objections to it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator from New Jer- 
sey will permit me, everyone seems to be in favor of the resolu- 
tion submitted by my colleague. Can we not have unanimous 
consent to refer it to the committee? Then if Senators want to 
do so they can continue to debate it. 

Mr. THOMAS. May I ask to which resolution the Senator 
refers? 

Mr. NORRIS. The resolution of the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock]. 

Mr. THOMAS. The resolution of the Senator from Call- 
fornia [Mr. JoHNson] is now the unfinished business before 
the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand, but it will take only a moment 
to get unanimous consent that this resolution of investigation 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield to the Senator from Nebraska for that purpose? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am perfectly willing to do so if 
it is understood that I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Boran] is interested in this resolution. 

Mr. NORRIS. He is not opposed to it; he is in favor of it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I thought he might want to dis- 
cuss it, 

Mr. NORRIS. He can discuss it at any time. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not know whether he will 
want to discuss it when it is away from the Senate or not. I 
think I shall object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made and the reso- 
lution goes to the calendar. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I may be wrong about the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Idaho, but I know he was waiting 
here and expected to discuss the matter. 

Mr. NORRIS. He can discuss it when it comes back from 
the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understand that, but he may 
want to discuss it now in view of the remarks of the Senator 
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from Nebraska [Mr. HitcHcocx]. Let it lie on the table until 
the Senator from Idaho returns to the Chamber. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. May I suggest to the Senator 
from Washington that the discussion for the last hour has been 
on the resolution which the Presiding Officer has just laid 
before the Senate anyway? The Senator from Idaho will have 
ample opportunity in which to present his views and to answer 
the senior Senator from Nebraska, so I trust the Senator will 
make no objection to the request for unanimous consent to 
refer the resolution to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It may only delay the refer- 
ence of it until the Senator from Idaho comes into the Chamber. 
Then, if he does not want to discuss it at that time, it can go 
to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. NORRIS. My request was that the resolution introduced 
for the investigation by my colleague be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, where it has to go under the rule before we can pass it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
objection was made. 

Mr. NORRIS. I so understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution then goes to the 
calendar. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. KENYON. I was just going to ask a question with the 
permission of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FReEtinc- 
HUYSEN]. I would like to ask the Senator from California 
[Mr. JoHNSON], whose resolution is now before the Senate and 
the unfinished business, when he expects to get a vote on it? 
There are some very important bills on the calendar, which 
we would like to have brought up, and this stands in the way 
of any other business. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I hesitate tu 
state when I expect to get a vote on it, but I will answer the 
Senator from Iowa by saying that I am going to endeavor to 
get a vote upon it and shall continue in that endeavor every 
time the matter is laid before the Senate until a vote is ob- 
tained. I trust it may be within the next hour or so. If not, I 
hope within the next day or so, and if not then, within the next 
week or so, but at any rate I am going to continue it as the 
unfinished business until it comes to an issue and we learn 
exactly what our rights are or whether we have any righis 
at all. 

Mr. KENYON. Then I hope the Senator will not lay the reso- 
lution aside for anything that may come along, but let us get 
rid of it and go on with some other business that does not 
require so much time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I quite agree with the Senator, 
and I shall not consent to lay it aside again. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution we were discussing before 2 o’clock be laid on the 
table without prejudice. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is satisfactory to me, unless we can 
have it referred. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Washington [Mr. JonEs] 
thinks the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH] may want to speak 
upon it, and he does not wish to have it referred until the Sena- 
tor from Idaho says whether he wants to speak upon it or not. 
This will not delay it long. Unanimous consent can be asked 
later in the day that it be referred to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks 
that the resolution lie on the table, going over without objec- 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to ask the Senator from California if 
he will not consent to temporarily lay aside the unfinished busi- 
ness, so that I may call up the Indian appropriation bill? It is 
very important that that bill should be acted on speedily. I 
thought the order had been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to know 
first if there is any objection to the request of the Senator from 
Utah. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. By unani- 
mous consent, that will be the order. 

Mr. CURTIS. I now renew my request of the Senator from 
California. It is important that the Indian appropriation bill 
shall be passed before July 1. In some of the departments they 
are already issuing furloughs to clerks because they have not 
money to pay them for this month. That being true. I would 
like to get the Indian appropriation bill through this afternoon. 
I do not think it will take over an hour or an hour and a half. 
If it should take a longer time, then I would very gladly consent 
to laying it aside. 


What is the request of the 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Califernia. I regret exceedingly that I can 
not comply with the request of the Senator from Kansas. I 
would be delighted to do so, but so much time has been oecu- 
pied with what seemed to me a simple proposition that I want 
te bring it to a conclusion at the earliest possible mement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. CURTIS. I give notice that I am going to stay here and 
do my best toward calling up the Indian appropriation bill. To- 
morrow morning, if it is not called up to-day, I shall call it up 
at the conclusion of the morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business, Sen- 
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| it should be withheld? 


ate resolution No. 12, is before the Senate and the pending | 


question is the motion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Hrrcncock] to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, on which the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Frerine- 
HUYSEN] is entitled to the floor. 


absence from the Chamber the resolution of the Senator from 


to be referred. I wish to say that if the Senator from Nebraska 
will ask unanimous consent, which will not interfere with the 
pending order, that it go to the committee, whatever I have to 
say upon it I can say while it is in the committee just as well 
as while it is here. 
be considered now, I will not object. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion intreduced by me last night be new referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Conirol the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Srencer in the chair). Is 
there ebjection? The Chair hears none, and the resolution is 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I want to say a 
few words briefly in support of the resolution offered by the 
Senator from California [Mr. JouNson]. I do not propese to 
make any extended remarks. I think this issue has been clearly 
debated by the Senate, probably at too great length, and I 
noticed this morning that the discussion of the resolution of 
the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. HircnucocKk] drifted into the 
quesiien as to why the Senate was net furnished with a copy 
of the treaty. Seme few days ago I introduced a similar rese- 
lution, requesting the ¢‘ommittee on Foreign Relations to trans- 
mit to the Senate an official copy of the treaty of peace. I care 
nothing for the ferm the resolution is to take. The Senate 
should be furnished with « copy of the treaty of’ peace imme- 
diately. 

Frem my State and frem every section of the country there is 
a demand fer an authentic copy of this very impertant document, 
insistent inquiry as to why it is withheld and suggestion that 
continued refusal to make public the treaty necessarily implies 
that no reliance can be placed on the summary. Demand for 
publicity is made by lawyers, bankers, professional and educa- 
tional men, and also by importers and manufacturers who are 
anxious to shape their commercial pelicy according te the lines 
of the treaty. To many of these men the summary has become 
an object of suspicion, and to some of actual distrust. 

We have never had a War similar to this, and there was never 
so much interest in any public question. Anxiously the people 
awaited information of the treaty, and all that they received was 
a publication in the newspapers of what purported to be a sum- 
mary. One naturally would expect a summary to be followed by 
the publication of that which was summarized. <A sufficient 
time has elapsed for the receipt of the treaty. In fact, I am 
informed it is in the hands of the State Department. The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Rogrxson], in his recent speech, if I 
understood him correctly, gave as the reason why the treaty is 
Withheld that negotiations are still in progress, and then he 
volunteered the information that seme changes have heen made 
in it, information based apparently not on any word of the Presi- 
dent or of the Department of State but derived solely from the 
press. If treaties can be made omy with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, is it not strange that the Senate must look to the 
press for information? If our sole source of information is the 
press, Can anyone maintain that the treaty is being made with 
our advice? Perhaps there are some among us who will main- 
tain that the treaty is being made in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the Constitution. To me, a layman, it seems that the 
treaty is being made in open defiance of all precedents. How can 
anyone say that the treaty is being made with the advice of the 
Senate when the Senate knows nothing of the negotiations 
except what it gleans from the press? Can it be that he who is 
negotiating that treaty believes that he needs no advice and 
spurns the provision of the Constitution which requires that 
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treaties must be made with the advice of the Senate? An alleged 
detailed summary has been published broadcast throughout the 
country. If it is a summary, if it is honest, if it was given 
forth in good faith, why is the whole document, now that it is 
in possession of the State Department, withheld from publica- 
tion? 

I should like to ask the former chairman of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, who has acted as the spokesman of the admin- 
istration, this question: What is the real reason the official 
draft of the treaty is not forthcoming? Is there any reason why 
And this question also: Has the former 
chairman been afforded an opportunity of seeing and reading the 


| copy seid to be in the State Department? 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I have stated to-day that 


| I have neither seen nor asked to see a copy of the treaty.. I am 
| confident that it would be a breach of the proprieties for me to 
Mr. BORAH subsequently said: I understand that during my | 


ask the Executive or any branch of the executive department of 


| the Government to look at a copy of a treaty that is not yet 
Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock] went over upon the supposition that | 
I might desire to debate it and therefore it was not permitted | 


negotiated, a copy of a treaty that will not be fit to come to the 
Senate until it has been negotiated in accordance with the uni- 
versal custom of the Government since it was established. There 


| is not an instance the Senator can point to in the last 100 years 
| in which the Senate has asked the Executive to send to it a 
| copy of a treaty under negotiation. 


If the Senater will ask permission that it | 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
statement, 


I thank the Senator for his frank 
He has quoted a precedent, but I will quote later in 


my speech the reasons why the precedent should be at this time 
| disregarded by the President, because he himself has made a 


change by his messages to Congress in the very precedent and 
pelicy heretofore established: 

If there is any real reason why it should be withheld, why 
dees net the President make a plain statement to Congress and 
show why secret covenants secretly arrived at are indispensable. 
It is stated that the treaty contains a provision that when three 
signatories. are obtained from the allied powers, the treaty be- 
comes effective. Does this mean that if Italy, France, and Eng- 
land signed, they may resume commercial relations with Ger- 
many immediately, and thereby secure an advantage over the 
United States, unless this Senate will take the treaty on faith, 
and, without even reading it, consent to it? If any attention is 
to be paid to our commercial interests, is it not right and proper 
that a copy of the treaty be furnished to this Senate, so that its 
study may be at once commenced? 

It may be that, owing to the difficulty with Italy, it was-neees- 
sary to frame the treaty in this way, but, as I understand it at 
the present time, Italy is in agreement, and the danger that lurks 
in this provision may fall on the United States. 

I can not understand why, if the German delegates are to be 
entrusted with this treaty, the United States Senate can not be 
trusted with it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The German delegates are no more en- 
trusted with this treaty than the representatives of the United 
States are entrusted with it. The German delegates are not the 
treaty-ratifying body. They bear the same relation to Germany 
that the President of the United States and his associates on the 
American commission bear to our country. They are to nego- 
tiate the treaty. Aftet they have negotiated it, after they have 
signed it, it will then be submitted to the ratifying body in Ger- 
many. The Senator realizes that this treaty has not been laid 
before the British Parliament; he realizes that it has not been 
laid before the Chamber of Deputies; it has not been laid before 
the Italian Parlinment for ratification or for reading, even. It 
has not been laid before any ratifying body. It is exclusively 
and properly in the hands of those who are engaged in negotiat- 
ing if. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator probably well knows 
there is no parliamentary body except this one that has the 
ratifying power. I do not know the source of his information, 
and I venture to say that a copy of this treaty, or a correct 
summary of it, has been perused and scanned by the members 
of the parliamentary bodies of Europe. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 'The Senator from New Jersey is mis- 
taken in saying that the Senate of the United States is the 
only body which will pass in ratification upon this treaty. It 
is the custom with treaties of this sort to submit them for 
ratification to the responsible Governments of the country. It 
is true there have been treaties negotiated in the past of a 
minor character that were not submitted to Parliament, but 
this treaty undoubtedly will be submitted to the House of Com- 
mons for approval. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I ‘see nothing in 
the argument of the Senator from Nebraska which will con- 
vince me that the treaty should be withheld from the Senate 
and the people of the United States. Those of us who are to 
bear the responsibility to vote upon it are anxious to study it 
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in connection with the proposed covenant for a league of na- 


tions, and we should not be denied that right. Neither should 
the President longer withhold information from the American 
people, in view of the promise he has made to them. 

It was stated here the other day that it was contrary to 
precedent to send to this body a treaty of peace, inasmuch as 
it is left to the President to negotiate the treaty, and that, 
therefore, it would not officially come before this body. until he 
had presented it. The President, however, is acting as a peace 
delegate in this connection rather than as President. What has 
been the situation? In every war that we have ever had—and 
there never was one like this—the President has been in Wash- 
ington directing the peace commissioners and conferring with 
the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate. He remained 
at the White House, ready to give to the treaty his impartial 
opinion and, when necessary, instructing the peace commission- 
ers and directing changes if in his judgment the draft is not 
in the interests of the United States. Finally he sends it to 
the Senate with his recommendations. The President in this 
connection is acting as a peace delegate, and when he returns to 
the United States he returns with the treaty. He comes as a 
peace delegate, it is true, but really as a partisan committed to 
the terms of peace, and the American people are denied his im- 
partial judgment and opinion as their President. 

The only coordinate branch of government which can give 
the American people an impartial consideration of this treaty, 
inasmuch as they have been deprived of the impartial judgment 
of the President, is the Senate. It is therefore desirable that 
the President should immediately release the text of the treaty 
of peace in order that we may have sufficient time to consider 
the terms and give to the peace delegation at Versailles, as 
representatives of the people of this country, our suggestions. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should like to know the atti- 
tude of the Senator from New Jersey. Assuming that the 
President either wisely or unwisely has agreed with the other 
delegates to the peace conference not to give it out, what would 
the Senator say to that? ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will come to that later, because 
I will state to the Senator from Montana that it is in open 
defiance of the President’s promise to the American people that 
he would have no secret covenant secretly arrived at. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Would the Senator have him 
break his promise to the other representatives? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would have him revise it and 
say the time has come when the American people should have 
the information, as I promised them on January 8, 1918, they 
would have. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Permit me to remind the Senator 
the resolution is not to ask the President to revise his promise, 
but to break his promise, assuming that it has been given. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator, in 
connection with the question asked by the Senator from Mon- 
tana, if the President has promised the other Governments that 
he will not give publicity to the treaty, then has he not already 
violated that agreement in giving a summary, assuming the 
summary to be correct? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NORRIS. Is not that just as bad, if that is a correct 
summary, as to give us the treaty itself? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am very glad the Senator has 
asked that question. I think everyone naturally assumes, and 
it is a very reasonable assumption in view of everything we 
know and have heard about this matter, that the representa- 
tives at the peace conference agreed among themselves not to 
give out the full text of the treaty, but to give out only a sum- 
mary thereof, and that summary has been given out in strict 
accordance with the agreement, presumably. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator assume that the summary is 
correct and that it is a summary of the entire treaty? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator from Montana as- 
sumes that the summary was given out by and under the direc- 
tion of the delegates at the peace conference. 

Mr. NORRIS. But the Senator has not answered my question, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I assume that it is a reasonably 
accurate summary. 

Mr. NORRIS. Assume that it is not only reasonably accurate, 
but that it is accurate. It seems to me we ought to have no 
assumption if that summary has come from the President. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. How can I assume it? 
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Mr. NORRIS. Then what is the difference between giving 
that summary publicity and making the whole treaty public and 
letting everyone draw his own conclusion as to what it is? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is another question altogether. 
That is a question that should be addressed to the wisdom of the 
conference at Paris. They agreed among themselves, I assume, 
not to give out the full treaty, but to give out a summary which, 
I assume, they approved. 

Mr. NORRIS. Again, the Senator has not answered the ques- 
tion. What is the difference between the two, as far as pub- 
licity is concerned, if this summary is correct? What more 
harm could come from giving out all the treaty and letting every- 
body draw his own conclusion as to what it might mean than 
giving out somebody’s conclusion as to what the treaty means? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not know that there is the 
slightest difference, but I am directing my mind to what they did 
over there. They reached the conclusion that it would be pru- 
dent and wise to give out a summary and that it would be im- 
prudent and unwise to give out the full treaty. They may have 
erred, they may have reached a very senseless conclusion, but I 
want the Senator to assume that the President of the United 
States, either upon his own motion or being constrained to that 
course by the views of the others, agreed that the whole treaty 
should not be given out. 

Mr. NORRIS. Assuming that to be true, we have not any 
official knowledge of it. The reply to this resolution, if those are 
the facts, would give an official statement in substance the same 
as the Senator from Montana has given, and that would be an 
answer; that is, I take it—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But it would be quite appropriate. 

Mr. NORRIS. While it would convince me that it was a very 
unwise thing to do, as the Senator said, he might conclude it was 
a foolish thing to do, it would at least be a proper answer to the 
resolution, and, I presume, would end the controversy. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But would it not be equally appro- 
priate for the Senate to find out what the facts are before it 
demands the production of the treaty? 

Mr. NORRIS. That is the way to find out. I do not believe 
there would be any difference in passing a resolution that would 
ask the President whether he has made this kind of an agree- 
ment. Would it not be just the same thing, in effect, as to pass 
this resolution and ask him to send the treaty to us? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am very glad, indeed, the Senator 
from Nebraska takes the view that if the President did enter 
into such an agreement, either willingly or being constrained to 
do so by reason of the views of the other delegates there, we 
ought not to ask him to break his agreement. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I would not, and if the President makes 
that answer, no matter how great a mistake I might think he 
had made, if he_says officially that those are the facts, then it is 
finished; I will have to abide by it, and I would abide by it. 
It seems to me this resolution is the way to reach it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have no quarrel with the Senator 
from Nebraska, only I think the right way is to ascertain the 
facts beforehand. 

Mr. NORRIS. How can that be done? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The State Department will tell 
you. The Committee on Foreign Relations is to ascertain what 
the fact is, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] has the floor, and he will proceed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I want to say to the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WAtsH] that I would far rather 
have the President keep his promises to the American people and 
revise his promise to the peace delegates than to break his 
promise to the American people. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana and Mr. McCORMICK addressed the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield to the Senator from Mon- 
tana, in view of the fact I made the statement just now. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I quite agree with the Senator. 
I am wholly in accord with his desire that if the President made 
such a promise I should like to ask him to revise it; but I have 
not the slightest doubt that before he made it he had in mind his 
promise to the American people. I have no doubt in the world 
if he could have his own way this treaty would be placed in the 
form in which it is now, even if it is incomplete, before the 
American people. -We all understand that at the outset he 
was desirous of giving to this proceeding a greater degree 
of publicity than was given to it, but he was overruled by rep- 
resentatives of France, Italy, and Japan, if we can rely upon—— 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Where does the Senator—— 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Wait a minute. I am coming to 
this point. I apprehend very likely that if the President was 
asked to revise his promise he would say he had reflected wpon 
the matter with the other gentlemen associated with him. If 
that were true, what would the Senator from New Jersey do? 
Would he still demand the treaty? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I most certainly should demand 
that the President keep his pledge made to the American people 
January 8, 1918. I yield now to the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, I venture to suggest to 
the Senator from Montana that, if this entirely respectful reso- 
lution were passed, it would fortify the President in suggesting 
to his colleagues that the American people still cherish some 
faint faith in the pledge that we would have “open covenants 
openly arrived at,’ and would help him to persuade his col- 
leagues that he ought to abide by his pledge therein implied. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. May I ask a question, with the 
indulgence of the Senater from New Jersey ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to say that I do 
agree with the Senator from Illinois |[Mr. McCormick] that 
this is an entirely respectful resolution. Attention has already 
been called in the Senate to the fact that it is not in the form 
of the respectful resolutions which have usually been addressed 
to ithe President with reference to such matters. 

in that connection, reference was made this morning to a late 
discussion on this general subject by Senator Sutherland, for- 
merly a Member of this body, who states in the very same con- 
nection that the only appropriate way to draft a resolution in 
relation to matters of this character is to ask the President 
respectfully, if the matter is not inconsistent with public policy, 
to transmit the decuments that are requested. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I care nothing for 
the verbiage of this resolution. I hope it is in plain terms 
calling for a copy of this treaty. I think the time has come to 
speak plainly, and I will not—— 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No; I will not yield wntil I finish, 
and then I shall be very glad to answer any question. I am 
going to conclude what I have to say in a few moments. I have 
been interrupted so often that I have spoken longer than I in- 
tended. 

The only coordinate branch of government which can give 
the American people an impartial consideration of this treaty, 
inasmuch as they have been deprived of the impartial judg- 
ment of the President, he being committed at the peace table, 
is the Senate of the United States. It is therefore desirable 
that the President should immediately release the text of the 
treaty of peace in order that we may have sufficient time to 
consider the terms and give to the peace delegafion at Ver- 
sailles, as representatives of the people of this country, our 
suggestions on these great questions. 

On January 8, 1918, the President of the United States came 
before Congress and delivered this message : 

It will be our wish and purpose that the processes of peace, when 
they are begun, skall be absolutely open and that they shall involve 
and permit henceforth no secret understandings of any kind. The day 
of conquest and aggrandizement is gone by; so is also the day of 
secret covenants entered into in the interest of particular governments 
and likely at some unlooked-for moment to upset the peace of the 
world. It is this happy fact, now clear to the view of every public 
man whose thoughts do not still linger in an age that is dead and 
gone, which makes it possible for every nation whose purposes are con- 


sistent with justice and the peace of the world to avew now or at any 
other time the objects it has in view. 


not 


Then followed the famous 14 points, the first one of which is: 

I. Open covenants of peace, openly arrived at, after which there shall 
be no private international understandings of any kind but diplomacy 
shall proceed always frankly and in the public view. 

When the President of the United States appeared before 
Congress on December 2, 1918, he stated his intention of depart- 
ing immediately for Europe. He gave his reasons and made 
this pledge to the American people and to this body: 

I slall be in clese touch with you and with affairs on this side of the 
watcr and you will know all that Ide. At my request the French and 
Ei h Governments have absolutely removed the censorship of cable 
news, which until within a fortnight they had maintained, and there 
is now no censorship whatever. exercised at this end, except upon 
attempted trade communications with ememy countries. * * * 
did so at the advice of the most experienced cable officials, and I hope 
that the results will justify my hopes that the news of the next few 
months may pass with utmost freedom and with the least possible 
delay trom each side of the ecean to the other. 


I irusted the President of the United States, as did the 
American people. The American people are patient, they are 
long-suffering, but the time will come when they will resent 
vigorously the secrecy of these negotiations. No sufficient rea- 
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son has been given why the doctrine of open covenants openly 
arrived at, so frequently proclaimed as an essential, has not 
been practiced. ‘‘ You can fool some of the people all of the 
time, you-can fool all of the people some of the time, but you 
can not fool all of the people all of the time.” The President 
of the United States is responsible to the people of this country, 
and it is his duty to keep the pledge he has made. It is plainly 
his duty to tell what he is doing, and as he appears unwilling 
to do so it is our duty to remind him of his promise, and that 
is the purpose of this resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, at the outset I wish to express 
my regret to the Senator from: Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] that 
I interrupted him this morning at a time when my interruption 
seemed to be an annoyance. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I trust the Senator will allow 
me to say that his interruptions are never to me an annoy- 
ance, and I hope I am incapable of being in any way rude to 
him. I did net intend to be. All I meant to say was, and I 
think what I did say was, that I was coming to that point 
in my own poor way if he would give me time. I certainly 
did not intend to be otherwise than courteous to the Senator 
from Colorado. I:always welcome interruptions from him. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the fact that the Senator from 
Massachusetts is always ceurteous, not only to myself but to 
all of his associates, is what prompted me at this time to ex- 
press regret that I had asked a question at a time when 
possibly I might have interfered with his general current of 
thought. 

I did not intend further te delay the progress of this resolu- 
tien to a final vote until the little colloquy of day before yester- 
day projected a new feature into the controversy and which 
formed, and very preperly formed, the basis of the resolution of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrencocx]. I am glad, Mr. 
President, that the Senator from Nebraska prepared and intro- 
duced his resolution so promptly, and I know that it would 
have been even more promptly intreduced had he been here at 
the time the colloquy took place. 

Mr. President, the situation, so far as I am able to compre- 
hend it, may be thus summarized: Early in May the peace con- 
gress at Paris concluded tentatively its labors. In umediately 
thereafter, for reasons doubtless of a convincing character to 
them, the members of that congress agreed inter se to postpone 
the publication of the treaty, but gave to the world a synopsis 
of the treaty which purported, at least, to convey an intelligent 
idea of its contents. At the same time a complete copy of the 
propesed agreement was forwarded to the office of the Secre- 
tary of State at Washington, and it has been there ever since. 

Copies of this treaty were, asa matter of course and of neces- 
sity, furnished to the representatives of the German Govern- 
ment or of the German people, who doubtless received them 
subject to the same injunction, but, characteristically, the 
treaty was published in Germany withcut regard to the cendi- 
tion. 

About this time the Senater from Califernia [Mr, Jomnson ] 
prepared and introduced his resolution instructing the Secre- 
tary of State to transmit to this body a complete copy of the 
proposed treaty. Pending that resolution, the Senater from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopeGe] was shown by a friend of his in the 
city of New York what purported to be a complete copy of the 
treaty, accompanied by the information that at feast four such 
copies were in the hands of private parties in that city. 

At the same time the Senator from Idahe [Mr. Boram]| made 
this announcement on day before yesterday on this floor, which 
is found on page 558 of the Rrecorp: 

That the treaty is now in the possession of certain interests in New 
York City. While the Senate of the United States is asking for a 
treaty with which it will ultimately have to deal, and while the Ameri- 
can people are asking for a tveaty by which they will ultimately, in all 
probability, be bound, and are wnable to secure it, certain interests in 
the city of New York are in the possession of this treaty and are dis- 
cussing it. 

It was after and doubtless because of that statement that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover] gave to the Senate the 
information which he had upon the subject. In a colloquy 
which immediately followed between the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Swanson] and the Senator from Massachusetts the fol- 
lowing statements were made: 

Mr. Lopar,. * * * ‘The copies of the treaty were given out that 
I have referred to, and they found that many of them were going to 
America, and an order was issued from our headquarters in Paris that 
no more were to be permitted. 

Mr. Swanson. By whom were they given eut? 

Mr. Lover. Given out by the authorities. 

Mr. Swanson. What authorities? 

Mr. Lover. The representatives of the United States. 

Mr. Swanson. What representatives ? 


Mr. Lopcr. 1 suppose some of the President's followers. 
suppose he gave them out himself, 


I do not 
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Mr. Swanson:. What: followers? . They are not. representatives:. I 
have undérstood they do net represent: the United States: 
‘ Mir Liopem:. There are no representatives: over there except: the Presi+ 
dent's personal: agents: 


Mr. Swanson. There is nobody authorized: to: give out: foreign: affairs: 


under the. Constitution except the President of the United: States, 

Mr. Loner: Very well, then; they were givem out: by his: order. 

Mr: Swanson: Does: the: Senator make: that statement. on his: owr 
responsibility? 

Mr. Lopep. No; I do not know whether he ordered it or not. 

Mr. Swanson: Does: the Senator know where: they’ came from? 

Mr. Liopap. They came: from: Paris: They were: given out: by our 
representatives there. 

Mr: President, I think it is: a necessary conclusion: from: this 
diseussion, that. the Senator. from: Massacliusetts: not: only saw 
one of: these: copies: but received information: at the same: time 
justifying his statement that: they: were: given out by: representa- 
tives. of the United States in Paris. I was astounded at that 
declaration, and felt that it should: be: considered at: some: time 
im: the: future, in: view of the: serious: nature of the assertion, 
because: if it: be: true that. by an agreement between the Nations, 
ineluding our: own, none of these copies: was to be made public; 
and if it be also true that pending this agreement,, and: while: it 
was in full force, some -representative or representatives of 
the Government did transmit these: copies: to: New Yorls,. those 
representatives should be identified. and disciplined in the ab- 
sence of some cogent explanation justifying their extraordinary 
action. I: think, therefore, that, this: resolution: is: net: only de- 
sirable, but absolutely necessary, for if, in addition to what I 
have said, it be alse. true—and. I have no. doubt: that: the: Senator 
from Idaho believed it to be true when he made the statement— 
that certain interests in New York, deeply concerned: in. the 
terms. and in the. ratification. or rejection of the: treaty, had 
been favored with these copies-in: advanee of information given 
to: the American people, then there has not only, been a breach 
of the agreement: but a: betrayal, in se: far as information. of the 
contents of the treaty may be concerned, of the: interests. and 
possibly of the well-being. of the United: States. 

We know that. there are great interests: in this. country cen- 
tering in the city of New York, with which. presumably up to'this 
time. the Senator from: Idaho is: not on familiar terms; but to 
which he further made referenee in a subsequent part of the 
discussion by the statement: 

I want. the President to: know that those people in New York who 
have these copies are using it in a. semipublic. way, to: wit, in'a way 
which will inform all those who are interested. with them as to its 
contents, and I’ shall not assume until the facts have shown the con- 
trary: that: when that fact is. brought to the attention of the President 
he will withhold from the people that which: those who:are particularly 
interested in the treaty have in their possession. 

This. conclusion, Mr. President, is a. correct one,. for,. if it: be 
true that certain specific parties. of powerful industrial, eco- 
nomic, and commercial. standing: in: the United States; have, in 
spite. of. this. agreement, been. able to forearm: themselves: with 
copies of the treaty, then it is-equally true that they have: some 
sinister, or at least some. private, purpose in view as contra- 
distinguished: from. the public interest; and it is not only the 
right but the duty under those: circumstances of the President 
of the: United: States at onee to take: the publie into his confi- 
dence and see: to: it that the full text of the treaty is immedi- 
ately published. I do not pretend to: know anything about. the 
matter beyond the statements which were made by the two 
distinguished. Senators: who made. the: statements: to which: I 
have called: attention. 

I have: refrained, Mr. President, from discussing the treaty: 
for a number of reasons: which: seemed. to: me; at least, to. be 
controlling. In the first place, I do net know: what the treaty 
is; and: can. not. knew until the: Exeeutive sees: fit in some 
manner to inform the Senate of its contents. I do not believe 
that we can safely: discuss it in advance of full knowledge: of 
its. terms, and I am not at all, convinced that its discussion in 
this bedy. in: advance of its transmission will be helpful to the 
treaty-making: powers across the sea. 

Moreover, Mr. President, I entertain, and have always enter- 
tained, the conviction that we have no jurisdiction over this 
treaty; and: can have no. jurisdiction over it until the Executive 
sees fit in. the: usual course to submit it to our consideration. 
I have heretofore diseussed my understanding of that provision 
of the: treaty-making power which clothes the Senate with an 
authority which must be jointly exercised with that of the 
ixeeutive.. I shall not attempt at this time to review what I 
have said. on that subject, but I do not think that I overstate 
the: proposition when I. say that, with two or three exceptions, 
among whom Mr. Madison and the late Senator Bacon may, 
perhaps, be considered the most conspicuous, the overwhelming: 
judgment. and opinion. of the great lawyers andi statesmen of 
the past.and of the present has been that the: President may’ 
consult the Senate or decline to consult the Senate in advance 
of the signing of a treaty and its transmission to this bedy 
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by the Executive;. that in: almost all instances he has deemed 
it expedient to: submit the treaty to us: after it has been com- 
pleted: by: negotiation,.and it is: only when he takes the initia- 
tive, either prior to: the negotiation: of the treaty or after- 
wards, that: our part of the treaty-making power comes into 
play. While we: may be concerned; and deeply concerned, 
regarding the covenants of any proposed: treaty subject to 
negotiation; while: we have: a right, of course, following the 
dictates: of our individual. consciences, to. diseuss it in advance 
of its reeeption,, I think the proposition I have stated is 
unchallengeable. 

The Senator from. Massachusetts,. wlio eomplained this morn- 
ing: that he liad been: so frequently quoted, always: took that 
ground prior to the inauguration of the present President of 
the United States; and, if I remember correctly, lie always 
advocated: cloture prior to that time;. but has been one of the 
champions: in opposition to: the propesition: since: The Senator 
is a man of great versatility; but if it be true that consistency 
is the vice of little minds, it is equally true that the Senator is 
entirely free from that vice; and if I were uncharitably dis- 
posed: I might emphasize the fact that upen the great ques- 
tion of the league- of nations: the Senator las been’ equally 
emphatic in his advocacy of and his dissent from the virtue or 
the expediency of that great proposition: 

Now, Mr. President, a word or two with regard to the pend- 
ing resolution and I will yield the floor: I may do the Senator 
from. Massachusetts a grave injustice—and if so, E am very 
sorry—but [ can not relieve my mind from the suspicion that on 
any other occasion than this: he would use: his: great knowledge 
and his great powers of argument in vindication of the right 
and jurisdiction of the Committee on Foreign Relations to take 
charge of and investigate the matter before the final’ investiga- 
tion by the Senate. It is: true: that many resolutions compara- 
tively unimportant have by unanimous consent been immediately 
considered: which; if referred, would have gone to that cem- 
miitee. but this: is: not’ an: unimportant resolution. IF am sure 
that the author of it, at least; does not so-regard it, netwithstand- 
ing: the fact: that itis couched! in: terms-entirely at variance with 
allof the preeedents of the past. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 

Mr.. POMERENE: Does the Senator know of any instance 
in which there has been material difference of opinion amongst 
Senators as to any statement of fact involved in a resolution 
when that reselution has: not been referred to a committee for 
inquiry and report?’ | 

Mr. THOMAS: No, Mr. President; I do not. I think I so 
stated when I had: the floor upon another occasion in the dis- 
eussion of this particular subject: 

Mr. President,. [ wish FE could dismiss- from my mind tle im- 
pression that this resolution is more of'a political resolution than 
anything else; that it is one of tlie various: movements, now so 
common and with which we shall become more familiar as time 
shall pass, leading up: to the great presidential campaign of 
1920 and designed:as:material for that campaign. Of that I am 
not complaining; human nature is-humam nature, whether we 
find it on the other side or on this side of the Chamber, and the 
play of polities, to use a common expression, is one which has 
its experts on this side as well as upen the other side of the 
Chamber.. I have come to this conclusion by listening to and 
reading the diseussions upon the other side of the Chamber of 
this particular resolution. It seems to me that they are com- 
posed, generally speaking, of 99 per cent of politics and reflections 
upon the President of the United: States and 1 per cent of genuine 
argument. 

Mr. President, it may be that the result of a policy like this 
will be beneficial to those who are responsible for it. As to 
that, however, I am alse somewhat doubtful: We: all knew 
that since the death of Mr. Roosevelt—whose demise has been 
publicly mourned and privately rejoiced over—many candidates 
for the Presidency of the United States have blossomed,. and 
will continue to blossom, on the other side of this Chamber; 
and each, of course, is plowing his own furrow with his own 
heifer, in the hope that his plowshare will turm up. the par- 
ticular presidential grub. I hate to say anything that will put 
a damper upon the aspirations of my brethren upon the other 
side, for all of whom I entertain the highest personal opinion; 
yet I must remind them that never in the history of the United 
States has a Senator been nominated and elected to the Presi- 
deney; and from: some of the performances that I have seen in 
this: body since I have been here, on both sides, EF lave’ long 
age ceased to wonder at what once addressed itself toe my mind 
as a2 most: remarkable phenomenon. So, while we may sow, 
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I have always regretted the intrusion of the personal factor 
into the consideration of any international question,. unless, in- 
deed, circumstances exist of the most irrefragible character 
reflecting upon the motives or the intentions of those conducting 
the negotiations. Some one has said that vituperation is not 
argument, but a mere form of self-indulgence; and I have 
never known a man to enter into it very largely who did not 
both weaken the force of his argument and justify suspicion 
of his sincerity. Now, it is very difficult for many people— 
good people, too; well-meaning people and sincere people—to 
discuss the league of nations, which is the most prominent fea- 
ture of the proposed treaty, either as advocates for or oppo- 
nents of that measure, without impugning the motives, ridi- 
culing the arguments, or aspersing the mental integrity of their 
opponents; and that, Mr. President, if it is continued in, is just 
as sure as anything can be to drive the consideration of this 
creat treaty into the arena of party politics, and thereby either 
largely imperil its success or contribute to its defeat. 

I say this. Mr. President, not as an advocate of the treaty, 
because I do not know whether I shall vote for it or not, and 
I do not propose to commit myself until I have thorouglily 


familiarized myself, or become as familiar as I can, with all of !} 


its various specifications and covenants. I am not an enthusiast 
over a league of nations. I certainly have not been well dis- 
posed toward some of the articles of the original draft. I am 
not entirely sure that the amendments which have been offered 
are sufficiently comprehensive to remove my objections.- But, 
Mr. President, I have no more doubt of the earnestness and the 
patriotism and the sincerity of those who believe in this league 
of nations, as it is drawn or otherwise, I have no more doubt 
that they are inspired by the highest motives of patriotism and 
sense of duty than I have that I try to be guided by the same 
lofty principles and sentiments in my consideration of it. 

The President of the United States has for a long time borne 
the greatest burden ever placed by fate and the circumstances 
of the times upon the shoulders of a human being. He has car- 
ried the weight of the world upon himself and has been com- 
pelled to act not only as the advocate but as the arbiter of the 
inightiest problems that ever confronted a peace congress or any 
other congregation of men since civilization began. That he has 
made mistakes goes without saying; that he may have made 
blunders is equally probable; but that he has been actuated 
by a high sense of duty, a love of country, and with a full reali- 
zation of his great responsibilities and their consequences I 
inake no more doubt than I would presume. to express the same 
doubt with regard to the responsibilities and performances of 
the martyred President. Whether or not I agree with the 
President finally in the vote which my duties require me to cast 
in this body, I here and now pay tribute to his intelligence, to 
his wisdom, to his patriotism, and to his statesmanship. 

I sometimes think, Mr. President, that men can not forgive 
Mr. Wilson for the part he has been compelled to play, and 
has played so well, in the greatest crisis that has ever con- 
fronted the world of mankind, and that his fault in their eyes 
is that fate so arranged the destinies of America as to have 
laid its heavy hand upon the Republic during his administra- 
tion; and I am reminded by the history of my country that 
every Executive compelled to meet, because confronted with, ex- 
traordinary conditions and responsibilities had to undergo the 
same ordeal and walk through the same valley of misunder- 
standing and vituperation, only to receive, when too late for 
him to appreciate it, the grateful plaudits of an admiring 
posterity. 

Mr. President, a friend of mine a day or two ago handed 
me this clipping, which I will read. It is entitled “A Voice 
From the Past”; and then follows this quotation: 

The President succeeded on this occasion because he acted without 
sense and without constraint in a panorama that was gotten up more 
for the benefit of his party than for the glory of the Nation and the 
honor of the dead. * * * We pass over the silly remarks of the 
President; for the credit of the Nation we are willing that the 
veil of oblivion shall be dropped over them and that they shall no 
more be repeated or thought of. 

Then follows the comment: 

This is not an extract from an editorial in the New York Sun or 
the New York Tribune. Nor were the sentiments quoted above taken 
from any of the public utterances of Senator PoINDExTER or Senator 
SHERMAN or Senator McCormick. They are from an editorial that 
was printed in the Harrisburg Patriot and Union on November 24, 
1863, and have no reference to Woodrow \W\Vilson. 

The President in question was Abraham 
marks ’’ were the Gettysburg speech. 

So, Mr. President, in time to come, some may be remembered, 
if remembered at all, only because of their abuse and misun- 
derstanding, their vituperation and derogation, of the President 
of the United States. I do not wish to be understood in what 
I have just said as in the slightest degree reflecting upon the 
purpose or the sincerity of the author of this. resolution; but I 
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do say that when a resolution like this comes—which should be 
addressed to the President, instead of which it is addressed to 
the Secretary of State, which should be conditioned upon com- 
patibility with the public interest, and that condition is absent, 
and which is sought to be forced through this body without ref- 
erence to the appropriate channels—it justifies a criticism of the 
course pursued. 

I do not myself see the present importance of the motion, if it 
be true that publicity has already been given to this treaty, and 
in any event I am willing to agree with my associates upon a 
time to vote upon it. I have no desire to take up the time of the 
Senate or of the country, to postpone or delay the consideration 
of important appropriation bills by an interminable discussion 
of a resolution that ought to come to a vote. 

I hope, therefore, that before long the Senator will suggest 
the possibility of a unanimous-consent agreement under which 
we can dispose of the question one way or the other, get it 
behind us, as we have finally gotten the suffrage amendment be- 
hind us, and take up these more important, practical, and im- 
mediate measures. 

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator from North Dakota wish to 
discuss the pending resolution? 

Mr. McCUMBER.. I wish to say Just a word on this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BORAH. The one we are now considering? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. Very well; I yield. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, in this great world crisis, 
when the greatest burdens that were ever imposed upon public 
men are now being carried on the shoulders of delegates as- 
sembled in Paris, I feel that I should be worse than wasting 
my time if I spent a single moment in attempting to put the 
President in a hole by holding up his declarations for “ open 
covenants openly arrived at” on the one hand and his acts 
of secret covenants secretly arrived at on the other hand. 

I do not agree with his declaration at all in international 
relations. There never has been a time in the history of the 
United States when every international question was not con- 
sidered by the Senate behind closed doors; and even at our 
legislative sessions we have often, when we considered that 
we were trenching upon ground which might create interna- 
tional ill feeling, immediately voted to close the doors and to 
consider the mnatter in secret. 

As between two families in which there is a proposal for 
marital relations, each family may consider from its own stand- 
point the advisability of the proposed union. Now, if it were 
possible that each must publish what was said in the family 
circle concerning the family of the other, there would be eter- 
nal enmity between those two families. So in the family of 
nations, in order that we may secure a fair and just considera- 
tion of every matter without at the same time affecting the 
other country in a way that would make that country our 
enemy for all time, we have found it necessary—and every 
other nation in the world has followed the same course—to 
consider those delicate international questions behind closed 
doors. 

Mr. President, the President of the United States, in his 
declarations that appeal possibly to the ear but do not appeal 
to the judgment in the practical affairs of life, has seen fit to 
use the phrase that is so often quoted before the Senate of the 
United States. Not agreeing with him upon that, I think he 
has found that it is not applicable in considering the thousands 
of complex and delicate questions that are arising in that dis- 
tracted country to-day, and among people upon whose lips is 
still the froth of battle and in whose hearts is still the hate of 
conflict ; that it is not wise that all that is said and done should 
be openly said and done before the entire world. So, if he 
entered into an agreement with the other nations of the world, 
or if he opposed it, and the other great nations—our Allies— 
forced the matter to be considered behind closed doors, I think 
that they used the better judgment; and I would not for a 
moment infringe upon their right to first bring before us a com- 
pleted treaty, signed and negotiated, before we had anything 
to do with it. 

But, Mr. President, a little different situation is presented 
to-day. A portion of this treaty has already been published. 
It is asserted, and asserted in such a way that I can not doubt 
its authenticity, that complete copies of the treaty have fallen 
into the hands of certain Americans and American interests, 
and possibly into the public forums of some of the other coun- 
tries of the world. That presents a little different aspect of 
the case. Now, I am not in favor of voting for this resolution 
exactly in the form that it is. I believe that it should have 
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been addressed to the President of the United States and not 
to the Secretary of State. But that is merely a matter of 
form, because the Secretary of State will act only upon the 
advice and with the consent of the President of the United 
States. I do think, however, that we ought to follow one 
precedent that has been a precedent from the very beginning of 
the intercourse between the executive and the legislative 
branches of the Government, and that is, in asking for any 
matter in which the executive department has in the first in- 
stance the entire and complete jurisdiction, it is but proper 
that we ask that department to give us the facts “if not in- 
compatible with’public interest.” 

Now, what objection can there be to that? I will ask the 
Senator from California [Mr. Jounson] if he would have any 
objection to so amending: his resolution that there shall be 
added after the word “ requested,” on line 2, the words “if not 
incompatible with public interest ”? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, in response to 
the Senator’s query, I will say that I have no objection to the 
addition of such a matter, and I will explain, if desired, the 
reasons why the resolution is addressed to the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is entitled to explain, and I 
yield for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The Senator has well remarked 
that the particular proposition that is presented here is ‘a vastly 
different proposition from that presented by the ordinary diplo- 
matic procedure, or that which comes to us during the ordinary 
proceedings when treaties are considered. As he says, there has 
been given to the people a synopsis of the treaty. That synopsis 
has been printed by the official authority of the Secretary of 
State. In the possession of the Secretary of State is the com- 
pleted document, as we understand, and therefore, a decument 
having been given out by the Secretary of State that presumably 
gave a synopsis of the particular treaty, to the entire information 
the Congress and the people are entitled. I shall be very glad, 
if the Senator deems it essential, to amend the resolution in 
the respect that he suggests by adding “if not incompatible with 
the public welfare.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I can see no impropriety in 
the world in asking the President of the United States or the 
Secretary of State to give us this information, if not incom- 
patible with public interest; and I can see no impropriety or 
inconsistency, if the facts justify it, in the President’s saying 
that it has been agreed between the nations of the world that 
entire publicity shall not be given until the instrument has been 
completed. That would be a sufficient answer to the American 
people, in my opinion, and would be a full justification, for 
certainly if there has been an agreement that all of the facts 
which are being considered shall not be given publicity until 
they arrive at an arrangement, then the President can well 
say, “It is against the public interest for me to break the word 
of the representatives of the United States that this shall be our 
course of conduct.” 

So, Mr. President, I can see no reason on earth why we can 
not properly ask the President for this information through 
the Secretary of State, coupling with it the courteous phrase 
which we have always used, “if not incompatible with public 
interest.” Then if the President thinks the facts warrant the 
statement, notwithstanding the fact that some portions have 
been made public in the shape of a synopsis and that some por- 
tions have surreptitiously escaped from the control of the dele- 
gation, he will fairly and honestly say to the American people 
that he does not think it compatible with public interest—and 
he might say, with national honor—to disclose to the public 
at present all of the terms of the proposed treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President—— — 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I agree with very mucli that the 
Senator has said about the delicacy of international treaties, 
where each nation wants to secure the fullest possible advan- 
tages for its own country without giving the negotiations to the 
world; but there is one suggestion I should like to make to fhe 
Senator that has been troubling me somewhat. 

This is a confessedly unfinished treaty, subject this minute to 
amendment of any item in it by the commissioners having it 
now under charge. What advantage can it be to the Senate to 
have it at present? What use have you or I or any other Senator 
for an unfinished, still amendable, and still being amended 
treaty ; and what is our purpose in wanting it, if we are in fact 
earnestly engaged in an effort 'to carry the treaty to a final 
vote in the Senate? I can not see thé purpose in wanting it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There can not be so very much more in 
these supposed treaties that are in the hands of certain financial 
or other interests in New York than that which is contained in 
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the synopsis; and I am rather inclined to think that at least 
under all the conditions the American people have a right to 
know whether or not there is anything so diametrically opposed 
to what has been given out in the synopsis as to justify any 
such apprehensions as have been created by the mere verbal 
statements and hints. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But the knowledge of the fact to 
which the Senator refers came out subsequently to the introduc- 
tion of this resolution. I am only wondering why we want an 
unfinished treaty that the President does not himself willingly 
give out? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know, Mr. President, I want the 
President to express an opinion whether or not he wishes 
willingly to give it out. I do not want the President to be 
charged with attempting to hold this matter in secret of his 
own accord when, as a matter of fact, he would like to give it 
out. I would be perfectly willing to present the matter to him 
and ask him to give us the facts if not incompatible with the 
public interest, and his judgment will determine whether or 
not it would be so incompatible. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There is great force in what the 
Senator says, and it is appealing. The thing itself has justified 
at this time this particular course. If this had gone to the 
committee, it seems to me, the very argument the Senator makes 
here might have led us long ago to pass this resolution, and I 
think we could have done it. I think the Senator’s appeal is 
one that would strike a reasonable man; and if there is any 
necessity for this action at all, which I still can not see, it 
strikes me how easily the course would have been, as applied 
to the Hitchcock reselution, to have it go to the committee for 
its consideration and report to the Senate in the usual way. 
Suspicion attaches to it, perhaps, that it is desired to avoid 
the committee’s investigation. 

Mr. McCUMBER. As I satd before, if I thought this was be- 
ing done in any way to gain some kind of a partisan or political 
advantage, I would never vote for it, because I think that in 
this particular season in the world’s history we ought to lay 
aside our partisanship. I must assume that it is in the best 
of faith that we may secure for the benefit of the American 
people all that has been given to the world and nothing more, 
and if the President feels, as I have an opinion that he will 
feel undoubtedly, that he can not with justice to us or his col- 
leagues give out this information, all he has te do is to say so. 

Mr. President, I move to amend the resolution by insert- 
ing—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is not in or- 
der at this time. There is a motion before the Senate, and the 
amendment is not in order, unless the original mover of the 
resolution accepts it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I aceept the amendment, 
which I understand it is to add “if not incompatible with pub- 
lie interest.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed modification will 
be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the word “ requested,” in line 2, 
sert “if not incompatible with the public interest.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This modification of the origi- 
nal resolution will be made. 

Mr. KELLOGG obtained the floor. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator fronr New Jersey? 

Mr. KELLOGG. If it is only for a questien. 

Mr. EDGE. I wish te ask a question of the Senator who 
offered the amendment. I have no particular objection to the 
amendment, but I did not have the opportunity of hearing his 
entire argument, having been called from the Chamber. On 
what particular line of reasoning does he assume it is neces- 
sary to insert the words “if not incompatible with the public 
interest” when it has been so clearly established by the vari- 
ous arguments during the last three weeks that the public 
already has to a great extent the entire document?: The Sena- 
tor from California feels that there is no objection to including 
it, but if the public already has it, and it has been clearly estab- 
lished that they have, I can not conceive why it could possibly 
be incompatible with the public interest. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know that the public has a true, 
authenticated copy of the treaty or that any portion of the pub- 
lic has a true copy of the final agreement or so far as it has 
progressed to-day. I explained in my argument, and I would 
not wish to repeat it at this time, that certainly this is tre 
usual courteous way of addressing the President upon diplo- 
matic questions which he has under consideration. It is his 
right, of course, no matter whether we use the term or not 
to state to us that it is not compatible with the public in- 
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terest for him to do so at this time, but the old custom of inter- 
course between the legislative and executive branches upon 
matters that are peculiarly within the jurisdiction of the legis- 
lative branch has been to make the request in this courteous 
language. 

Mr. EDGE. If I may have just a moment more, with per- 
mission of the Senator from Minnesota 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
has the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield to the Senator if he will be very 
brief. I was going to make a few remarks on this matter my- 
self. 

Mr. EDGE. 
moment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, ordinarily I would not take 
ithe time of the Senate to discuss this resolution, as I know there 
is important business pending, but it is a matter of principle, 
I think of great consequence to the people of this country, and 
I wish very briefly to state the reasons which impel me to vote 
for it. 

I do not agree with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCumper] with regard to consideration of treaties in secret 
session. I supported and voted for a rule to change the rules 
of the Senate so that treaties should be considered in open ses- 
sion. I did not mean by that that all treaties and all discussions 
were to be considered in open session. I meant to make that 
the rule, subject to exception whenever the Senate should so 
vote, because whenever there arises a situation where the rela- 
tions of foreign countries are so delicate that the subject to be 
discusssd may affect our interests, the doors should be closed. 

I realize that it is the prerogative of the Senate and to the 
interest of the public that it should be done under such circum- 
stances. But I do believe that the day of secret treaties and the 
day of the consideration of treaties of such vast importance in 
ithe world as this are past and that they should be considered in 
the open. I shall not base what I have to say upon any narrow 
construction ef the declarations of the President in the past 
nor upon his declarations at all, except I would remind the 
Senate that they were not simply remarks made in passing during 
some public speech under the enthusiasm of the occasion. The 
principles laid down by the President as to open covenants were 
deliberate statements delivered in a message of the greatest im- 
portance, in which he outlined the 14 points which in his mind 
should form the foundation of the world peace to terminate the 
war, and in the list it was made the corner stone of this peace 
that diplomacy shouid be in the open, “ Open covenants of peace, 
openly arrived at, after which there shall be no private interna- 
tional understandings of any kind, but diplomacy shall proceed 
frankly and in the public view.” 

Not alone that, but the President has stated this time and 

gain as the principle in which he believed. I do not say that 
all the conversation across the table at Versailles in the peace 
conference should be made public or that the meetings should 
be open to the entire public. I believe, however, that the great 
fundamental principles which the allied Governments are lay- 
ing down in this treaty should be given to the world and should 
from time to time be made known to the people of the United 
States as well as to the people of other countries. They have a 
right to consider them. That self-determination which seems to 
be the corner stone of the President’s theory of peace should 
impel him and should impel everyone in good faith to see that 
the people are informed as to the real terms of this treaty. 

Mr. President, do we realize the tremendous importance to 
the world of this peace treaty? As the war involved more na- 
tions, more peoples, greater destruction and devastation, greater 
change in governments and overthrow of nations than has oc- 
curred in the same time since recorded history, so this peace 
treaty involves issues of greater moment to the people of the 
world than any and all the other treaties, I might say, that have 
ever come into existence and have gone on the tides of time. 

The treaty proposes to determine the destiny of many nations 
and many peoples with aspirations of self-government, to divide 
territories, to impose punishment an dthe burdens of the war, 
and to evolve from this world chaos a peace that will be more 
satisfactory to the world than any prior peace, a peace that will 
be permanent. If it is to be a lasting peace, if it is not to be 
simply the cause of future wars, it must to a certain degree 
satisfy the aspirations of all the struggling nations of the world. 
Our country entered the war to protect our rights, our people, 
and our institutions, and to aid in developing such a peace, and 
we should from time to time be informed of the facts as to the 
activities of the peace commissioners in France. 

Does the Senate remember the tremendous arraignment in the 
English journals of the secrecy that was observed in Paris and 
the injury it did in England and the other countries of Europe? 
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Perhaps it was necessary. I am not disposed to criticize what 
has been done in that regard, but the situation is different now. 
I might lay aside entirely the declarations of the President, 
and I do not discuss them with any partisan view ; I might disre- 
gard all his statements and all consideration of the consequences 
to the people of this country and the people of the world in con- 
nection with an understanding of the terms of the treaty which 
are about to be imposed upon them; but there are other reasons 
why the Senate will not at this time encroach upon the preroga- 
tive of the President by asking for the official text of this 
treaty. I realize fully that the negotiation of the terms of the 
treaty is peculiarly the prerogative of the President. I realize 
that he might consult the Senate, and concerning a treaty of 
such great importance to his country I think it would be wise; 
but he must decide that. ; 

The peace pact has been drafted after months of careful con- 
sideration by the principal statesmen of Europe, including our 
own commissioners. It has been delivered to the representatives 
of the German Government. It would seem inevitable that upon 
such delivery it would be made public. But beyond that let us 
look at it reasonably. 

A synopsis of this treaty was published, and presumably it 
was intended that the summary should embrace an accurate de- 
scription of the terms of the treaty, so that we might be informed 
as to the character of the treaty our commissioners were negoti- 
ating. If the synopsis was accurate the publication of the treaty 
can do no harm. If it is not accurate, without impugning the 
motive of anyone, there is every reason why we should have 
the treaty at the earliest possible moment. The American people 
have a right to express their opinion upon the settlement of these 
great issues. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not mean by that that we should always 
have our ear to the ground to catch every sound of public ap- 
proval or disapproval, but I remember the statement William H. 
Vanderbilt once made, that everybody knows more than anybody ; 
and the Senate of the United States can learn something from 
the people of this country. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. The Senator, as I understand his very clear ex- 
position of this question, concedes that the jurisdiction of the 
Senate as a part of the treaty-making power does not attach 
until after the treaty is made. Am I right in assuming that? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I concede that the Executive has the right 
to negotiate the terms of a treaty, but, of course, it has no bind- 
ing effect until it is ratified by the coordinate branch of the 
Government which is a part of the treaty-making power. I con- 
cede that the President need not consult the Senate before he 
has formulated the treaty, if that is his judgment, although I 
believe he should have done it, and that practice is justified by 
precedent. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit another inquiry? 

Mr. KELLOGG.’ I yield. 

Mr. KING. The Senator has just used the word “ formu- 
lated.” Does the Senator contend that the treaty is now formu- 
lated in the sense that jurisdiction of the Senate attaches and 
that it is the duty of the President to submit it to the Senate 
now? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not for ratification, of course. I concede 
this. For five months the statesmen of the allied countries 
have labored in Paris to formulate a treaty which it is stated was 
to be presented to Germany for Germany’s signature, and, as 
Lloyd-George said, it must be signed either in Paris or Berlin. 
That treaty was given to the German representatives. It has 
been published in Germany. Beyond that, it has been given 
secretly to citizens in our own country. I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor if there is any citizen in this country more entitled to know 
its terms than a Senator of the United States, who has upon him 
the great responsibility of considering its terms or making 
suggestions as to its revision? 

Mr. KING. If the Senator propounds that question for the 
purpose of avoiding—and I do not use that word harshly—the 
question which I propounded to him, and he has not answered 
ny question, I will say very frankly I think the Senate is as 
much entitled to it, and more so, than any citizen of the United 
States, the Senate being a part of the treaty-making power. If 
the Senator will permit me ,the point I am making is this: Does 
the Senator concede that the treaty is so formulated now that 
we are entitled, as a matter of right under the Constitution, to 
have it submitted to us for consideration? 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator’s question is whether the 
treaty is at present completed sufficiently that the Senate may 
consider it for ratification, I should say no; but the Senate is 
entitled to know at this time the contents of that document, 
and there can be no harm, but the greatest good, accomplished by 
giving it to the Senate. A respectful request to the Secretary of 
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State to produce a copy of the treaty is without objection and 
should be made. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Secretary of State knows of any rea- 
son why it should not be produced, if it is not compatible with 
the public interest, he can so state, and then the Senate can con- 
sider whether his statement justifies the Senate in further in- 
sistence. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. The question which I propounded did not call for 
an answer as to the question of the expediency or policy, but the 
question of right, predicated upon the Constitution, and I ask the 
question again, with the permission of my friend, the Senator 
from Minnesota, because he has not answered it. Does the Sena- 
tor say that the Senate, as a matter of right under the Constitu- 
tion, is entitled now to have the treaty submitted to it by the 
President of the United States? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do. 

Mr. KING. I think the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not as a completed treaty fur the purpose 
of ratification, but for the information of the Senate. As 1 
said before, it is unbelievable that this treaty should be given 
out to private citizens without giving it to the Senate, and it 
should be resented by the Senate, and it should be resented by 
the people of this country who are entitled to know its con- 
tents. 

In further answer to the Senator from Utah, ordinarily when 
commissioners or the President negotiate a treaty its terms are 
not given to the public either by synopsis or by publication of 
the entire text to a part of the world, but it is given to the Sen- 
ate in confidence, and the Senate usually refers it to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. The President or the high com- 
missioners have not followed this ordinary custom of negotiat- 
ing a treaty and first submitting it to the Senate, but they are 
negotiating a treaty and first submitting it to Germany and then 
to private citizens of this country, and third, at a time when it 
suits the convenience of the commissioners or the President, to 
the Senate of the United States. When the President or the 
commissioners, whoever is responsible, makes the treaty public 
by giving it out, either by a synopsis or a full text to the people 
of Germany or to the people of this country, or any of them, the 
Senate is entitled to the same rights that others enjoy, and in- 
deed has a greater right. It should be given to the Senate first, 
and I can not see any way that it will embarrass or prejudice 
the negotiations at Paris or the President if this document is 
given to the Senate. 

I know nothing of the pledges the President may have made. 
I have no desire that he should break his word to the states- 
imen of the allied nations. We do not know that he has given 
any pledge. We have read in the Associated Press—and that 
is the only information we have—that he has pledged himself, 
but the President has not so informed us nor has the Secre- 
tary of State nor any of the commissioners that they have given 
pledges that this treaty should not be published. We have read 
the synopsis in the public press. We are told that the treaty 
is in the hands of Germany and in the hands of private citi- 
zens in this country, and no one denies it. Under those circum- 
stances we. have the right to insist that it should have been 
given to us first. 

Mr. PHELAN. If the Senator will yield to me I should like 
to ask him a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. PHELAN, It seems that some one has given out a copy 
of an inchoate treaty. The Senator does not pretend to say 
that it is the final treaty, but it is subject to possible objections 
by the German Government and to correction. 

As I understand the Constitution and the law, and I am sure 
the Senator will agree with me, the Senate has no jurisdiction 
over the making of a treaty until it is submitted to the Senate 
by the President of the United States, and therefore it is not 
incumbent upon the President or anyone representing him 
either by courtesy or by legal requirement to submit a treaty 
which has not been finally negotiated between the high con- 
tracting parties. In fact, it would be in the nature of an affront 
to send to the Senate something that was not complete, and the 
Senate would have no jurisdiction of it until the President had 
complied with his constitutional duty to negotiate the treaty. 

The Senate, therefore, in worrying over the absence of this 
pretended draft of a treaty is doing an idle thing, and I ask the 
Senator is it not the law that the President must first negotiate 
the treaty and then submit it to the Senate, and the Senate has 
no voice in the determination of the terms of that treaty until the 
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President has made his final report to the Senate submitting to 
the Senate the treaty? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I think I am fully aware of 
the constitutional power of the Senate. The Senate has ne 
constitutional power to ratify a treaty until it has been made. 
I quite agree that the Senate has the right and power to give 
its advice in any phase of any negotiation, and it has been 


-| frequently asked, and it may offer that advice without a re- 


quest, because the question whether a treaty shall finally be 
made is decided by the Senate of the United States. Where 
a treaty has progressed so far that it has been formulated by 
the allied and associated governments and presented prac- 
tically as an ultimatum to Germany, and has been published in 
Germany and in this country, as well as delivered to private 
citizens, the Senate has a constitutional right to it and may 
advise the President of its opinion as to any of the terms of the 
treaty. I think some of the advice the President has received 
from publicists and statesmen of the United States has been 
of some benefit to the American people. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit an inquiry there? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Is the right of the Senate any greater to tender 
the President advice than the right of the House of Representa- 
tives to tender him advice? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir; because treaties are made with 
the advice and consent of the Senate and not of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate longer. 
What I have said is not uttered with a view to casting any 
obstacle in the way of the President. I agree, as I did during 
the entire course of the war, that the American people should 
be united, and that there should be no partisanship. displayed 
in prosecuting the war or in adjusting foreign complications. 
I feel that this attitude should prevail now, that every Senator 
should act upon this great question according to his conscience 
and judgment, and that the American people have a right to 
express to their Senators their opinion by petition or otherwise. 
It is because I desire that the American people shall have accu- 
rate information and that Senators may have accurate informa- 
tion on which to found their opinions and advice that I am 
impelled to vote for the pending resolution. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I was so much impressed very 
shortly after I was sworn in as a Member of this deliberative 
body with the action on the part of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. THomMAS], when he held up to the view of the Senate a 
very large volume of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, purporting 
to be, as I recall it, the oral contributions of the last 10 days 
of the last session, that illustration being perhaps a forerun- 
ner of a little less deliberation and more action from the 
Sixty-sixth Congress, that I do not want to offend and take 
more than a moment of the time of the Senate to express a 
single thought in connection with this resolution. 

While I am, may I say, still fresh from the country outside of 
the Senate Chamber, and perhaps have not yet absorbed the 
germ which seems in a way to develop long arguments, many of 
which, however, are very interesting and instructive, I believe 
that the passage of this resolution is important, particularly as 
a protest from the Senate of the United States to our representa- 
tives in Paris, not that the Secretary of State because of the 
passage of this resolution would probably send—for he probably 
would not—the peace treaty to this body, but rather that we shall 
send directly on the passage of the resolution to our representa- 
tives abroad this viewpoint—that we are not criticizing neces- 
sarily the action, which was undoubtedly deemed proper and 
necessary, agreeing with the representatives of other major na- 
tions originally, that the peace treaty should not be made public. 
That was perhaps in every way justified; I know nothing to the 
contrary ; but conditions have certainly changed. 

To-day it is a well-established fact that the peace treaty is In 
the hands of people in various sections of the world; and by 
the passage of this resolution we at least present the feeling of 
this body, representing the people of the country, that, if such 
an understanding was justified some weeks ago, to-day, at least, 
under existing circumstances, if it is necessary for us to officially 
pass a resolution to demonstrate it, the President of the United 
States should insist at another meeting with Clemenceau, Lloyd- 
George, and those with whom he has agreed, that the ban of 
secrecy under present conditions should be lifted, and that the 
Senate of the United States should be possessed of the docu- 
ment that is now apparently in the hands of the people of so 
many countries of the world. 

For that reason I feel that the resolution is very important, 
so as to give that thought and that sentiment to the President, 
representing us, and we representing the people. 












CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I had intended to say something 
on the resolution presented by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Hircncock] this morning. The opportunity, however, did not 
present itself. I-shall say something which may be relevant 
to that resolution, notwithstanding the fact that it has gone 
to the committee, and then -submit a few observations ‘with 
reference to the pending resolution. 

I should have been satisfied to have left the treaty to-be pub- 
lished at the pleasure of the President if the action of the 
peace conference had been confined to the question of making:a 
treaty; but when the peace conference assumed the responsi- 
bility of not only formulating a treaty with the enemy, but of 
incorporating in that treaty what the President in France:a 
few days ago stated in unmistakable’ terms to be a :super- 
government for the world, then this whole matter became some- 
thing more than a treaty. 

It became a matter of grave concern not only to’ the ‘treaty- 
making power, technically speaking, but a matter of the utmost 
concern to the American people to- know just what kind of a 
supergovernment we were to have aud how it is incorporated 
in the treaty. and why, as Mr. Taft repeats night after night, it 
is indispensable to the performance and-execution of the treaty: 
In other words, we are facing a situation such as has never 
before confronted us, such as the men who framed the Consti- 
tution and previded for the treaty-making power never: con- 
templated, to wit, a situation in which we are not only ‘making 
a treaty, properly speaking, but under the guise of ‘making-a 
treaty are indeed changing the entire structure of our Goy- 
ernment. 

So I.say—and I-suspect that is the attitude of mind of the 
able Senator from California [Mr. JoHnson}]—that had these 
two matters been entirely divoreed and the treaty with Ger- 
many had remained, as these things were contemplated by 
these who provided for the treaty-making power, distinctly and 
separately a treaty, there would have been very littlediscussion 
as to ats publicity until-such time as the President saw’ fit’ to 
make it public. But the league of nations incorporated in the 
treaty is being discussed from one end of the land to the other, 
and it is being constantly stated to the American people that 
the two are inseparably connected, and that the ,treaty with 
Germany can not be made effective without the league of na- 
tions. While that debate is going on by. some one who assumes 
to know what the terms of the treaty are, those who are. op- 
posed to the league of nations are placed at the disadvantage 
ef debating something as to which the retort is made to us, 
“You do not know anything about it.” There is scarcely a 
night passes but Mr. Taft alights from his special car and tells 
the American people what the contents of this treaty are, while 
the American people know nothing about it through those upon 
whom is devolved the responsibility of knowing under the Con- 
stitution. Should not both sides and all parties and the people 
generally have equal opportunity to know the contents and 
terms of the treaty? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BORAH. TI yield. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator from Idaho assure the 
Senate that he knows personally that Mr. Taft makes state- 
ments of that character concerning this treaty? 

Mr. BORAH. I have read it over and over again until it has 
become perfectly familiar—as I have no doubt the Senator has 
heard over and over again, as I understand he has been out 
with Mr. Taft—I have read over and over again that Mr. Taft 
says the treaty with Germany can not be made. effective and 
can not be earried out and executed without the league of 
nations being incorporated in and made a part of it. If that is 
true, it presupposes that Mr. Taft is familiar with all the 
details of the treaty, which he says can not be executed without 
the league of nations. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, I can say to the Senator that, from 
the several times that I have heard Mr. Taft speak, practically 
his whole discussion is upon the league of nations, of which we 
have official copies here published by the Senate, word for word, 
and concerning which there is no need to make any other 
inquiry as to its contents; that aside from that the only state- 
ment Mr. Taft makes is that it will be necessary to. create 
some international machinery—he does not say what—to carry 
into effect a treaty against Germany and to compel her to 
observe that treaty after it is signed. ‘That is the extent, the 
beginning and the end, of what Mr. Taft-says. 

Mr. BORAH. I thank the Senator for his contribution. It 
sustains precisely what I have-said, to wit, that Mr. Taft rei 
erates that the peace treaty must be carried out through -and 
by means of machinery provided by the league of nations. Now, 


how does Mr. Taft know that the details of the treaty can not 
be executed other than by the machinery of the league of 
nations unless he knows something about the treaty? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. ‘Will the Senator from Idaho tell us 
what compulsion ‘there is» going to be'to require Germany to 
observe the’ terms of’ the treaty if the various nations make 
the treaty and go home and leave nothing to require and ‘to 
compel Germany to earry out its terms? 

Mr. BORAH. ‘That is what’ I-say. 

Mr.. HITCHCOGK. ‘That is:all that Mr.: Taft says. 

Mr..BORAH. Well,:that is precisely what I say. \Mr. Taft 
says that this: treaty cam not be executéd unless the league of 
nations is created and the machinery of the league is put into 
operation. ‘There have been a vast number of treaties in the 
last 150 years made and executed without the league of :na- 
tions, and it is not entirely clear to'an obtuse mind, like some 
of us are supposed unfortunately to pessess, why ‘that could 
not be true again, unless: there are some: peculiar ‘terms and 
conditions written into the German treaty of which: we have 
no knowledge and of which Mr..Taft has: sufficient knowledge. 
One reason why we want’ the treaty is because’ we believe -it 
can be shown that the league is not necessary to the treaty. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to: put some ‘questions to 
the Senator from Idaho, if he will-permit. ‘Will the’ Senator 
from Idaho tell the public how it is going to be possible to 
insure the existence of Poland, which is necessarily set up under 
the terms of this treaty, and must be-set up, no matter what 
they are; what means are to be adopted: to secure the inde- 
pendence of Ozechoslovakia, which »we -all have agreed .must 
be a new nation, created ander the terms of this treaty? Can 
the Senator answer those two: questions? -Is the United States 
going to guarantee the existence of those countries? .Is Great 
Britain going to. guarantee the existence of those: countries? 
Can Germany be depended upon to permit the existence of these 
countries? 

The:Senator from. Idaho ean very well see that there is no 
possibility in carrying out the very. purpose of this war, uniess 
seme machinery is set up of an international character to 
earry out the will of the countries that are ‘imposing this 
peace upon Germany. 

Mr. BORAH. I suppose: the Senator «would :also include 
Shantung along with Poland? 

Mr.. HITCHCOCK. Well, I -will be satisfied if the ‘Senator 
from Idaho. will merely answer the questions I. have asked. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I will answer. 

I do not know how you are going to carry out the plans 
which have been formulated at Versailles without. knowing the 
terms of the treaty, and I do not: know ‘how you are going to 
do it with a league of nations. such as you have formed. The 
league of nations which you have formed -is-as pewerless and 
ineffective to do. what the Senator in his: fancy contemplates 
that. he and Mr. .Taft.are going to do-as anything: of which I 
ean conceive. It has absolutely no power ‘to do anything, except 
superinduce and bring on war, and it is utterly without power 
to prevent war or carry on war when it comes. It is almost 
perfect to bring on war. In fact, with such things in it as 
Shantung it practically -guarantees war. But it is wholly in- 
efficient to prevent war. 

I was going to say, Mr. President, when interrupted by the 
Senator from Nebraska, that we would have been content to 
have left the treaty where it now is in the hands of the Execu- 
tive and with certain Governments of Europe and certain peo- 
ple in New York had the matter been divorced from the league, 
But when they became intertwined and interlaced, the ex- 
President constantly insisting to the American people that a 
great danger arises out of the breakdown of that treaty with 
Germany without the league attached to it, it becomes neces- 
sary for those who are concerned in it to know its details. 

Again, Mr. President, when the President of the United 
States took his second departure for our foreign capital he 
advised the people of the United States that when the treaty 
with Germany came back here the league of nations would be 
so interwoven with it, its conditions and its terms, that those 
who were opposed to the league of nations would find it exceed- 
ingly difficult to disentangle ‘and disengage the two instru- 
ments, and, therefore, if we did not propose to delay peace we 
would be compeHed to accept the league of nations, whether we 
desired it or not. I think that is a fair statement of what the 
President said; it is certainly a fair statement of what the 
President intended. 

Now, what is the situation? We have’ the league of nations 
in its present form. We have no knowledge ‘whatever of the 
manner in which it is intertwined or interwoven with the treaty 
itself, and yet we are advised by no less an authority than the 
negotiator of the treaty that it was the desire and purpose of 
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those with whom he was associated so to intertwine it with 
the treaty that we would have to accept the league or else 
postpcne the treaty of peace. Are we not entitled, therefore, in 
view of the task which is imposed upon us and the difficult 
undertaking which has been put up behind closed doors in Paris 
for us to deal with, to have both instruments and to know 
precisely how we are to meet the situation? 

I want you to reflect for a moment upon the situation which 
confronts the Senate of the United States. A conclave of am- 
bassadors, sitting behind closed doors at Versailles, have delib- 
erately sat down to the task of imposing upon the American 
people, whether they want it or not, a league of nations by so 
linking that league up with the treaty of peace, which, in some 
form we do want, that we have to take the former in order to 
get the latter. They have had weeks and months to frame up 
their scheme so as to make it impossible for the American peo- 
ple to have a deliberate choice as to the two propositions. Per- 
haps never in the history of the world was it ever before 
deliberately determined to deprive a free people of a choice 
or of the right of selecting between two propositions—whether 
they would take one and leave the other or whether they would 
surrender their judgment upon one rather than refuse the other. 
But this is the situation which confronts us, and the instrument 
by which this is accomplished is now in possession of all the 
world, practically, except the people of the United States. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Witrams] said this morn- 
ing, and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THomas] reiterated it, 
that there is a disposition upon this side of the Chamber to 
assail the President personally. The Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Hrrcxcock] thought the mere statement that the treaty of 
peace was at large in this country was a criticism of the Presi- 
dent. Let me say now, once for all in this debate, because I 
presume it will continue for some time, that, so far as the Presi- 
dent is concerned as President or in his individual capacity, 
separated and divorced from this scheme of a league of nations, 
I have no personal feeling which I propose or wish to gratify 
here or elsewhere; but, in so far as he is attempting what, in 
iny judgment, is a betrayal of the independence and sovereignty 
of this Republic into the hands of foreign powers, there is no 
energy that I possess and no intellectual power which is mine 
that I will not exert here and elsewhere to frustrate his designs. 
I do not challenge other men’s motives; I am not discussing 
the league of nations from the viewpoint of other men, and 
therefore I do not assail individuals; but, as I view it from my 
standpoint, from the vision which I get into the future, if I 
should do less than all that is within my power to frustrate 
that design, I would feel that I had written myself down beside 
the betyayers of the American people. The Senator from Colo- 
rado and the Senator from Nebraska, much as I admire them 
personally and little as I desire to quarrel with them, will make 
ho progress with the Senator from Idaho by charging personal 
assailment of the President. I intend at no time, unless driven 
to it, to engage in such tactics. But I do propose to speak freely 
and sincerely of this scheme as I see it, and that is a surrender 
of the dearest rights of a free people to the domination and 
control of foreign powers. This is not merely the negotiation 
and completion and ratification of a treaty. Those of us who 
view it as we do—and the Senator from Nebraska no doubt 
thinks it is our misfortune—look at it in an entirely different 
light, and no individual can stand between me and anything 
that I can do to defeat what I consider a treacherous scheme to 
forfeit those rights and privileges, without which we would be 
without power to choose our own policies or determine our own 
future. 

Furthermore, the President said in his Decoration Day ad- 
dress a few days ago that those who were opposing this scheme 
were placing themselves in the same position and in the same 
attitude as the men who opposed the formation of the American 
Union, and that we would be just as ashamed in time to come as 
those who had attempted to thwart the efforts of the patriots 
who finally consummated the organization of our free institu- 
tions and set in operation the Constitution of the United States. 
I can not conceive of a more vicious attack upon the loyalty and 
patriotism of Senators or citizens than that attack and all 
which it implies. Does anyone suppose, now that the enemy are 
conquered, the war is over, and, thank God, free speech has been 
restored in the American Republic, that all the attacks in this 
fight are going to be on one side? If the supporters of the league 
prefer that style of debate, there will be blows to give as well 
as blows té take, 

Neither the times from which the President chooses his figure 
nor the facts connected which his figure recalls are entirely 
happy. We might well retort that those who are now trying to 
place the people of the United States in a league which will be 
controlled or dominated by European powers and under the Eu- 
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ropean system are the legitimate descendants of the Tories who 
insisted that the patriots of 1776 were making a great mistake in 
trying to establish and maintain here upon the Western Conti- 
nent a free, independent, seif-governing people, that which we 
who oppose the league are now contending for. 

The time is here, the hour has struck, when men must speak 
boldly and without hesitation, and leave time to judge who are 
disloyal to American institutions. 

When Mr. Taft opened his campaign in Portland, Oreg., after 
the first draft of the league, he declared that certain Senators, 
mentioning their names, were not to be trusted overnight, unfit, 
in other words, either in morals or patriotism, to be heard or 
heeded. Let those who are on the inside, who are in possession 
of all the documents, like the President and apparently the 
ex-President, make public those documents and give all parties 
the information to which they are entitled and then let them 
proceed to the debate upon a high plane and the discussion of 
the subject upon its merits and we will be glad to conform to 
their method of debate. But if they prefer the other style of 
warfare it may be that necessity will require us to conform 
to that also. 

Mr. President, I stated on the floor of the Senate the other 
day that it was understood there were copies of this treaty in 
New York in the hands of business interests. I have no doubt 
about that at all. I did not say anything in my statement 
which indicated that the President had delivered those copies 
to those interests. On the other hand, I stated specifically that 
I assumed when the President ascertained that these interests 


‘had gotten hold of them he would feel that he was relieved 


from the arrangement he had made with the associated Gov- 
ernments and would publish the treaty to the American people. 
I have no right to assume, and I have not assumed, that the 
President would deliver these copies to these persons in New 
York, and it is not necessary for the Senator from Nebraska to 
go so far as to draw that inference from anything I said. If 
he is anxious to turn the matter into a reflection it must be 
either by reason of his misguided zeal or because he is uncon- 
sciously betraying knowledge personal to himself. 

Mr. President, there are a great many people in Paris, and 
some of them are as thoroughly intertwined with the business 
interests of New York as the league of nations will be inter- 
twined with the German treaty when we get it back here. I 
have in my own mind very little doubt as to how those copies 
of the treaty got to New York. We have had investigations 
heretofore which showed how quick some men who had been 
trusted transmitted information to Wall Street, and millions 
have been made by them, as they have confessed themselves, 
by inside information which they had. I do not attack or 
assail the President. I simply say that it is my belief the 
copies are there; they can be had; and it is immaterial to me 
whence they came. I believe those who are greatly concerned 
undoubtedly in all of the terms of the treaty, and especially 
interested in some provisions of it. have the document before 
them. I do not say I know it. I have not seen the docu- 
ments, and yet I feel I know it; I am just as well satisfied that 
they are there, and have been for the last 10 days, as I can be 
of anything which I have not seen with my own eyes. 

I did not make the statement, Mr. President, for any other 
purpose than to help get the treaty published. That is the 
only thing in which I am interested, and I feel that the Senator 
from Nebraska would concede that if copies of the treaty are 
at large, and have been put into hands which are semipublic, 
certainly nothing can be lost by their being sent here. 

Again, Mr. President, we know that the treaty has been pub- 
lished in Germany for the last several days, according to the 
Associated Press, the only source of information in these days 
of “open covenants openly arrived at.” We know that it has 
been published in Berlin, and that copies are in Switzerland, in 
Denmark, in Holland, in Norway, and in Sweden, and are cir- 
culating throughout the world. I take it, therefore, that no 
possible advantage can be derived by the Germans by reason 
of the fact that we should be given the information. Nothing 
can be conveyed from here to Germany that Germany has not 
had for weeks, and if any disturbance should arise by reason 
of the publication of the treaty it will not be a disturbance in 
Germany, but it will be a disturbance among the many millions 
of American people who still love and are deeply concerned 
over things which relate to the life and honor of this old Re- 
public. The disturbance will be among those who believe that 
the treaty, with the league intertwined and the obligations 
which it imposes upon us, will be such that, if accepted, would 
be detrimental to our interests and at war with our future happi- 
ness and tranquillity. 

Suppose it should appear in this treaty, as has been stated to 
the public, that it ratifies the outrage upon China by the Ger- 
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mans in 1905; suppose it should appear unmistakably that in 1905 
the German Government went into China and took possession 
of Shantung or certain interests therein by force and held them 
in the same way until after the breaking out of this war, when 
Japan, another military power, took possession of those interests 
under a solemn pledge to return them to the Chinese people at 
the end of the war; suppose it should appear that this outrage 
has been perpetuated and underwritten and guaranteed—by 
whom? By the man power, the sons and brothers and fathers, 
of the United States. 

When that comes to be well understood by the American peo- 
ple the disturbance over the treaty will be under the American 
tilag and not in Germany. It would seem to be the judgment of 
the American people that is feared. 

These are the things, Mr. President, which have been fore- 
shadowed, and which, by reason of the obligations which we 
are assuming under the league, are of transcendent moment, 
not to the Senate alone but to all the people of the United 
States; and therefore we are asking for the text of the treaty 
in order that we may not only have it ourselves but that these 
whom we represent may have it. 

Why are Mr. Taft and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrren- 
cock] and this combination of able gentlemen presenting this 
matter to the American people? Mr. Taft has advised us why. 
He proposes to make public opinion so strong, so irresistible, 
according to his statement, that the American Senate can be 
and will be whipped into submission. Are we not entitled to 
have public opinion informed on both sides of the question? 
Are they so afraid of the justice and wisdom of the cause as 
to feel. under the necessity of withhholding from us the facts 
that both sides may be presented? 

A great New York paper, perhaps one of the great news- 
papers in the world, the other day said in its editorial columns 
that the Senate of the United States must ratify the treaty for 
the same reason that the Germans must sign it. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BORAH. Just a moment. That newspaper said the Sen- 
ate of the United States must ratify the treaty for the same 
reason that the Germans must sign it. That is the point at 
which we have arrived in this discussion. A dictatorial power, 
speaking as-if by authority within a short distance of where 
these treaties have been circulating for the last 10 days, notifies 
the American Senate that it must act as the Germans act, under 
force and duress! 

I say to this newspaper we will not consider it and pass 
upon it whipped, coerced, and forced like a conquered people. 
This paper and all kindred spirits, so anxious to hasten their 
country into this compromising alliance with foreign powers, 
will learn that the Senate will deal with this question as be- 
comes American Senators. We will debate and we will have 
the facts upon which to debate, and some, at least, will disre- 
gard threatened coercion. Those who are urging this surrender 
of American rights will have to meet their antagonists in the 
open field of fair and free discussion, and deal with the ques- 
tion upon its merits. 

I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. The Senator has spoken of Mr. Taft endeavoring 
to create this sentiment. I want to call his attention and the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that the chairman of the 
Democratic national committee, accompanied by the Secretary 
to the President, is now touring the country under the some- 
what—well, let me not characterize it—under the claim of call- 
ing together the State committees for the purpose of consulting 
with reference to the party welfare, but that in each instance 
the business transacted is the discussion of the league of 
nations; and the effort is made, and I think generally suc- 
cessfully, to have an official ratification by the Democratie 
State committees of the league of nations, thus seeking to eom- 
mit the Democratic Party to this league, and to do that at a 
time when the terms of the league itself are not yet submitted 
to the American people; and this distinguished chairman has 
gone further, and in substance has asserted that he is the 
representative of the President in this business. 

So that if the country is to be committed, or if the Democratic 
Party is to be committed, to a league of nations which is inter- 
twined with the treaty so that they are inseparable, and if the 
treaty of peace also contains clauses which have not yet been 
made public, which are in fact agreements with reference to the 
future government of the world, it seems to me that before pub- 
lie opinion is formed and forced in this way at least the publie 
might have the evidence in the case laid before it. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Idaho yield for just a moment in connection with the re- 
marks just made by the Senator from Missouri? 
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Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of. New Mexico. The Senator has criticized quite 
severely some people who are trying to create sentiment in favor 
of this league. If his criticism is justified, I should like to ask 
him whether his criticism: would not apply with equal force to 
those who have been making speeches over the country against 
the league of nations? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I shall answer that with very 
great pleasure, with the consent of the Senator whose time I 
am taking. 

There was submitted to the Senate, or rather there has been 
submitted to the country—yes, submitted to the Senate—a docu- 
ment said to constitute the agreement of the league of nations. 
It was sent here, it was said, for discussion. We proceeded to 
discuss it, and the country proceeded to discuss it. Subsequently 
it was amended. In that amended form the country proceeded 
to discuss it. The point I am making is that it is now said 
that there are in the treaty of peace certain provisions and condi- 
tions. which modify and which affect the league of nations, so 
called, in the most radical way; and, without that being sub- 
mitted to the country, without that being submitted to the Senate, 
and in advance. of it, the Secretary to the President—who, of 
course, goes out as his spokesman, and who has professed to 
speak for him—and the chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee have been trying to commit the Democratic organiza- 
tion to this document, when the complete document is not be- 
fore us. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, not. only have we, as I say, the 
ex-President and the able, faithful chairman of the Democratic 
National Cemmittee presenting arguments to the country why 
this treaty and league should be accepted, but all kinds of 
arguments are being presented to us from our considerate 
friends abroad. We are not quite free to settle this matter 
among ourselves, but day by day and week after week there 
appear in some of the leading papers of the country, if not all 
of them, an argument presented by our friends across the sea 
telling the American people how if they falter they will disap- 
peint the world and chaos will come if they do not accept a 
league of nations to guarantee the integrity of the British 
Empire. 

I read what appeared yesterday. This is from Lord Robert 
Cecil. The deep-seated and profound solicitude of this family 
for the welfare of this country is hereditary. It was his famous 
father who in the midst of our Civil War and when free institu- 
tions needed friends declared, “The people of the South are 
the natural allies of England; the North, on the other hand, 
keeps an opposition shop.” A high standard, but not an un- 
familiar one. Could he have had his way our Union would 
have been torn in twain and the cause of free institutions put 
back a thousand years, Knowing, therefore, something of the 
standards and ideals of this family in dealing with the cause of 
this. country, let us appreciate Lord Ceeil’s anxiety for our 
morals and his conception of our obligations. 

I read: 

I see it suggested in some places that the United States should not 
accept membership in the league of nations because it might involve 
some sacrifice of nationa] severeignty. It would be foolish to deny that 
if nations are to make any organizations for peace each of them must 
be content to modify in some degree, however slight, its liberty of 
action. That is the inevitable result of cooperation, and [ do not wish 
to underrate the sacrifice involved; but, after all, nothing is worth 
doing in this world that can be done without a sacrifice, and if any 
real change in the present international status is to take place it can 
only be because the nations of the world are so convinced of the 
evils of war that they are ready to risk something to prevent its occur- 
renee in the future, J 

Yes, Mr. President; involving some sacrifice, some surrender 
of sovereignty! May I ask what sacrifice the country of which 
this gentleman is so prominent a citizen will make when it 
enters this league of nations? What possible sacrifice has the 
British Government made by reason of its joining the league? 

We heard a great deal in this country before we went over to 
Versailles about the freedom of the seas. You have not heard 
anything about it since. Great Britain notified the courteous 
gentlemen from the other countries that the question of the 
freedom of the seas was not a matter which came within the 
jurisdiction of the Versailles conference. Why? That left to 
Great Britain her dominancy of the sea, which, with her addi- 
tional power secured by reason of this war, enables her to 
dominate the world inside the league or outside the league. 
Her supreme navy and her dominancy of the sea is her foreign 
policy, and to it all other nations must bow. That which was 
essential to her independence and her sovereignty and her power 
was excluded from the consideration of the Versailles confer- 
ence at the first sitting. 

England, when this treaty is signed, will control one-fourth 
of the inhabited globe and dominate one-third of its entire 
population. Her guns are trained across every strategic path 
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of the sea. She has her forts and her fortified harbors and her 
coaling stations and her islands in every part of the inhabitable 
globe. With her supreme navy and the seas within her control, 
she is in complete domination of the league of nations from the 
very first hour that it is organized. 

Mr, HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BORAH. Just a minute and I will yield to the Senator. 

Now, I ask, what has England sacrificed? By virtue of this 
war she will acquire territory directly or indirectly almost as 
large as the United States. She has acquired people over whom 
she will exercise control to the number of about 33,000,000. 
She has not surrendered one iota of her sovereignty or her 
power as an independent nation, as I shall show in a few min- 
utes, by virtue of her voting power in the league. On the other 
hand, Mr. President, the moment we enter this league we change 
our entire policy of a century and a half. That which has been 
regarded as our safety and our security, which has enabled us 
to strengthen and to grow through this century and a half, the 
policy of Washington, is surrendered. The minute we enter 
the league we not only surrender the policy of Washington, 
but we surrender the policy established by Monroe. Those 
policies which have distinguished us through all these years 
and enabled us to acquire the commanding position which we 
now hold among the nations of the werld, which enabled us to 
enter this war in the full panoply of power, and practically to 
determine the cause of civilization, are to be surrendered. I 
ask any candid man what does England surrender in compensa- 
tion for this? What great national policy does she forego? 
What tradition does she reject? What right, privilege, or pres- 
tige does she sacrifice? 

“Ah,” Lord Robert Cecil says, 
made.” 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BORAH. Just a moment. Not only has England re- 
tained her policy but she has acquired an additional advantage. 
Under and inside of this league of nations, covered by it, is the 
same old balance of power—a combination or an alliance of 
reat Britain and France and the United States, so that Great 
Britain not only has her old balance of power with the United 
States to take the place of Russia, but she has, in addition to 
that, the league of nations, which she absolutely controls by 
her votes, to guarantee the territorial integrity of one-fourth 
of the inhabitable globe, and to hold in constant subjection one- 
third of the inhabitants of the earth. If the league works, very 
well, she controls it; if the league breaks down, very well, she 
has her balance of power with Ameriea as her ally. 

I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I was present in the 
Senate here on the 26th of May, when the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Rrep] made a very ferocious attack upen the league 
of nations, and I think the-Senator from Idaho listened to 
him. The burden of that attack was that this league of 
nations was to be dominated by some 17 small nations of 
color; and I did not hear the Senator from Idaho dissent from 
that claim at that time. I should like the Senator from Idaho 
now to state whether he agrees with the Senator from Mis- 
souri, his colleague in these attacks, that this league is to be 
dominated by these 17 small nations of color, or is it to be 
dominated by Great Britain? 

Mr. BORAH. It will be dominated by Great Britain when 
Great Britain is interested, for Great Britain dominates the 17 
small nations. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Oh, that is the idea? I am glad to have 
some reconciliation effected, because I was distressed over the 
thought that this league of nations would otherwise have two 
masters. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I have observed the distress of the Sena- 
tor for several days; it seems verging on despair. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. At an earlier date we were told that it 
was to be dominated by the kings and potentates of Europe and 
Asia, and then it got to be Great Britain, and finally it got to 
be these petty nations that the Senator from Missouri_classi- 
fied. Now I understand that the Senator from Idaho goes 
back to the old claim that it is to be dominated by the British 
Empire. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho yield 
to me? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. REED. Nobody is so dense as a man who purposely 
closes his ears and shuts up his mind. What I said was per- 
fectly plain, and has been once explained to the Senator from 
Nebraska, and explained in language so simple that I am sure 
he understood it; but, so that it may appear in the Recorp 
again at this time, I will restate it, with the courtesy of the 

nator. 
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We heard for months a great deal about a league of nations. 
We read through the press excerpts of what it was claimed 
was to go into this league. In the month of November or 
December—I have forgotten which—I made a speech in eppo- 
sition to this league of nations in progress of formation, and T 
started with the assumption that such a league, if it had force, 
would necessarily embrace the principal nations of Europe, and 
I said that if it did embrace the principal nations of Europe 
there would be a certain number of kingdoms represented and 
there would be certain Asiatic powers. I assumed then that 
this league would be what the President~had said it must be, 
a league embracing the principal nations of the world; and I 
showed that if it did embrace the principal nations of the 
workl there would be only two or three republics and a large 
bnumber ef kingdoms, with the exception of the governments_ 
that were in process of formation, the character of which we 
could not yet tell. 

That was my speech, that the Senator 
which I said that kings weuld dominate. They would have 
dominated in that kind of a league. They would have domi- 
nated if the league had been formed as the President said 
he was going to form one, embracing all the principal nations of 
the world. 

Later we obtained a copy of the league of nations, which 
gave us the information that there were five nations—France, 
Japan, Italy, Great Britain, and the United States—which were 
to constitute the members, and certain other nations named in 
a secret protocol, the names of the nations being kept from us. 

I discussed that question, and I assumed at that time that the 
backward nations, the half-civilized nations, would not come 
into the league, and I discussed the question from that stand- 
point. Finally we were given the list of these nations, and to 
my astonishment, and I think to the astonishment of every man, 
we found Liberia, and Haiti and Hedjaz, and Honduras, and 
Nicaragua, and Siam, and India, and other half-civilized or 
retrograde nations placed in the league with the power each 
te cast a vote in the league the equal of the vote of the United 
States or the equal of the vote of any other nation. I discussed 
that, and called attention to the fact that the nations of dark 
skin were in the majority, and that on any race question they 
would be very likely to vote together and vote for the dark- 
skinned proposition. I also called attention to the fact that 
what had been previously denied—denied by my friend and de- 
nied by others—that Great Britain would have five votes in the 
league had been disclosed now was, six votes, and that Great 
Britain had a preponderating influence in the league beeause of 
those six votes. 

The Senator can call those contradictory statements if he 
wants to. but they are absolutely consistent. The only change 
is that we have been more and more finding out the iniquities of 
this monstrous document. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 
yield to me for just a moment? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I want to make this observation: 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] has detailed to us the 
difficulty he had in arriving at a basis for his discussion of the 
league of nations. It just occurred to me that it might have 
been advisable for him to wait until he got the league of nations 
before he began the discussion ; and I should like to suggest, with 
reference to the treaty of peace, that it might be a good thing 
for Senators to withhold their discussion until they know what 
it is. 

Mr. REED. Exactly. 

Mr. BORAH. Let me answer that by saying this: It would 
have been better for the Senator from Missouri to have joined 
the League to Enforce Peace, and then one of the contributors 
to that league, who seems to be in possession of the document 
at this time, could have informed him of what the contents were. 
There seems to be a conduit between the League to Enforce 
Peace and those who possess the information with reference to 
the contents of this treaty, and I hope that when the Senator 
begins his investigation he will call first some of the most prom- 
inent members of the League to Enforce Peace. 

Now, I want to call attention to how another sacrifice has 
been made by Great Britain. 

We first have the council, composed of five great powers, all 
of whom, except the United States, are interlinked with secret 
treaties—secret treaties which Mr. Balfour has been candid 
enough to say would not be abrogated, notwithstanding the 
league of nations—secret treaties between Japan and Great 
Britain, and Italy and Great Britain, and we are to have one 
between France and Great Britain, so we are advised. But, 
Mr. President, we go from the council to the assembly, and we 
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see something perfectly fascinating in its audacity. It really 
is a stroke of genius, such as no other nation, in my judgment, 
ever had the genius to suggest, and no other nation except the 
United States has had the inverted genius to accept. 

The members of this league are, first, the United States of 
America; second, Great Britain. That ought to have ended 
the proposition. The United States has one vote, Great Britain 
one vote. 

Now, tell me, Senators, who still have some regard for this 
country and who do not regret that-your ancestors came here, 
upon what possible theory would you proceed further in foreign 
affairs in reference to foreign nations than to give Great Britain 
and the United States the same number of votes? But, they say, 
naming the British Empire—which includes Canada—then Can- 
ada, Australia, South Africa, New Zealand, India. Is there any 
possible reason why India or New Zealand should have a vote 
in that assembly and not the State of Minnesota? Are not New 
Zealand and India just as completely controlled in foreign 
affairs by the foreign office of Great Britain as Minnesota is in 
our foreign affairs by the United States? Is there any differ- 
ence between giving India, New Zealand, and Australia a vote 
and giving it te New Mexico or Ohio or even the new State of 
Idaho? Upon what possible theory? It arises out of the supreme 
desire of the English nation to show that it is sacrificing some- 
thing in this grand scheme of cooperation. Six votes to our one 
in the assembly, and that assembly, do not forget, is a matter 
of tremendous moment under this new covenant. 

Both in the council and in the assembly, wherever a majority 
vote is sufficient, Europe and Asia will completely dominate 
every situation. The whole thing will be completely in their 
hands. We will be under the voting power of foreigners. In all 
cases where unanimous vote is required the situation, in many 
respects, will be worse. While it is true that in some instances 
we could check affirmative action, so could any nation of Europe 
check affirmative action on our part. If we as a nation or 
people should feel under the necessity of urging affirmative 
action as essential to peace or to our own protection, one nation 
could veto anything we might desire to do. If we wanted to 
move, for instance, to enforce the Monroe doctrine, one nation, 
Japan or New Zealand, could veto our action. If we desired to 
prevent colonization of the Japanese immigration upon the 
Western Continent, one nation could veto that right. In other 
words, this great Republic must bow in shameless subserviency 
to foreign powers and depend for all time in the future as to its 
policies upon what foreign nations will deem wise and proper. 

So, Mr. President, I challenge any man upon this floor or, 
if my weak voice can be heard in the House of Parliament, I 
ask any Englishman to state where sacrifice has been made 
upon the part of the British Government in entering into this 
league of nations. It is in a position to dominate and control 
and direct its policies just the same as it to-day directs and 
controls the policies of the British Empire; and never for a 
single moment did it lose sight of that proposition, from the 
first step in the writing of the league until it was completed. 

Just a word, Mr. President, with reference to another matter, 
and I will conclude. A good deal has been said in the last 10 
days with reference to this being a party question. Unfortu- 
nately, I presume, I hold a little different opinion about this 
than most of my colleagues on this side of the Chamber. There- 
fore I do not assume to speak for anyone but myself. 

The able Senator from Arkansas [Mv. Rosrnson] said the 
other day in his address that he regretted very much a tendency 
upon this side of the Chamber to make this a partisan question, 
and that, while they were desirous of holding it out of party 
politics upon that side, there was a disposition here to force it 
into party polities. My friend from Arkansas had not lately 
visited the Isle of Patmos. He should have sought a later 
revelation. 

Why, at the very time he was speaking here upon the floor of 
the Senate the chairman of the Democratic committee in Chi- 
cago Was muking it a party issue and was so declaring to the en- 
tire country, if the Associated Press dispatch be a correct state- 
ment of what he said and was so declaring. He declred he 
welcomed it as a party issue, and then proceeded to put the 
party brand upon it. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

Mr. BORAH. In just a moment. If you will read the Associ- 
ated Press dispatch from Chicago in the Washington Post of 
May 29, you will see I am correct. I have not seen it denied. 
In other words, he pointed to many achievements of the Demo- 
cratic Party, and, of course, pointed to the record of Mr. Wil- 
son, which was proper, and then pointed to the league of 
nations as the greatest issue of the party and the greatest 
achievement of all time. A party issue! The second night be- 
fore the President left for Europe he called his party organiza- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 5 


’ 


tion in conference. Mr. Cummings hastened from the White 
House to the first public rostrum, and in a public speech an- 
nounced that the Democratic Party was supporting the league 
and that those who were opposed to it were opposing it for 
party reasons. By this declaration by the chairman of the 
party made a few hours after consultation with the President, 
this league was made a party question, so far as the Democratic 
Party is concerned. 

During the recess of Congress I had the pleasure of visiting 
some 11 States of the Union in the discussion of this matter. 
I crossed the path of the able chairman several times. There 
was no place where he visited and no council which he called 
in which it was not left unmistakably within the knowledge of 
the public that the Democratic Party as a party is behind the 
league of nations. It was everywhere understood that support 
of the league is a test of party loyalty. There is not an in- 
formed man in Washington who does not know that to be true. 

It has been a party issue, Mr. President, ever since the Presi- 
dent of the United States called his conference, and Mr. Cum- 
mings now is traveling over the country organizing in every 
part of the country, and one of the principal arguments in favor 
of the Democratic Party, as he puts it, is the covenant of the 
league of nations. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not know that my recollec- 
tion of the press reports of the Chicago meeting is any better 
than that of the Senator from Idaho, but if my recollection is 
correct, the chairman of the Democratic committee took the 
position that the league of nations should be ratified—that it 
should not be made a party issue. 

Mr. BORAH. No, Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. But that if any other party 
wanted to force it as a party issue, he was ready to take up 
the fight. I would like to concur in that suggestion. If there 
is any party that wants to make it a party issue, the Democrats 
of this country, in my judgment, will welcome the issue. 

Mr. BORAH. There is no use for the Senator from New 
Mexico to occupy my time with that proposition. The Senator 
from New Mexico knows infinitely better than the Senator from 
Idaho that it is a party issue in the Democratic Party now and 
has been ever since the covenant was first announced. There 
is not a Democrat in the country who does not know that his 
party as a party is supporting it. 

I noticed the other day there was a nonpartisan dinner in New 
York in favor of the league of nations. The gentleman who 
presided at that dinner was a distinguished Democratic judge, 
and the main speaker was the nonpartisan chairman of the 
Democratic Party, Mr. Cummings, and the other speaker was 
that gentleman whom we all know is nonpartisan in all his 
actions, Mr. McAdoo. 

If you will read the report of his speech in the New York 
papers you will have no doubt about the fact that while Mr. 
McAdoo always desires to be nonpartisan, he is so obsessed with 
the idea of the league of nations and that it will be so helpful 
to the Democratic Party that he was forced to admit that it was 
the greatest achievement of the party of which he is a member. 

Mr. President, there is only one objection which I make to 
that, and that is it takes so much credit from our friend Mr. 
Taft. I do not think it is fair to deprive that distinguished 
gentleman of his proportion of the glory. Is it true, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that they pay a vast amount of deference to Mr. Taft? 
The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rospinson] went so far the 
other day as to say that since Mr. Taft began to advocate the 
league of nations he had redeemed himself before the. American 
people. Mr. Taft will doubtless realize that he was once in a 
fallen state and that redemption came by his. supporting a 
league of nations, which league of nations Mr. Cummings tells 
us is a Democratic achievement. 

Mr. President, how could you prevent its becoming a party 
issue. Let us test the question first by mere party tactics or 
expediency and then let us test it by a higher standard. Let 
us suppose the league is defeated. It will necessarily be de- 
feated by Republican votes. Will the Democratic Party then 
abandon the fight; will it not in 1920 then point to its defeat, 
denounce the Republican Party for defeating it, and then go to 
the country declaring that a great plan for world peace had 
been frustrated by the Republican Party? And will the Repub- 
lican Party indorse the declaration of the Democrats and admit 
its mistake? If it does not, then will it not be an issue to fight 
out in the campaign? It is simply impossible to keep this out 
of the campaign in some way in 1920. It is not an ordinary 
treaty, interest in which will die out when ratified or defeated. 
It is a matter of tremendous political moment, one which has 
aroused the people deeply, and one upon which they will ulti- 
mately be heard. 


Will the Senator yield? 
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Suppose, on the other hand, the league is ratified. 
Democratic Party, as its distinguished chairman 
McAdoo are already claiming, will point to it as the great 
achievement of the party. Even if we should support ft as 
Republicans we will be given no credit. You will recall how 
faithfully we supported the war. But 10 days before the elec- 
tion the President made the war and all questions growing out 
of the war a party issue. He appealed directly to the people to 
elect a Democratic Congress. Whether we vote for or against 
the league the Democratie Party is already claiming it and 
will claim it is a party issue. I trust we are not without the 
wisdom which comes from experience after the last six years. 

But, Mr. President, let us test this upon a higher plane. 
There is a deeper and profounder reason why it must be a party 
issue. It should not be made a party issue for nrere party ad- 
vantage. I agree to that. I agree, further, that no man should 
support or oppose it beeause his party tells him to do so, but 
this is a question upon which the American people are widely 
separated and irreconcilably divided. Those who are in 
favor of it will so express themselves and those who are op- 
posed to it will express their opposition. How can they do so 
except through party action? Under eur form of government 
the peeple can only speak effectively through politieal organi- 
zations called political parties. There are hundreds and theu- 
sands and millions of people in this country whe will want to 
elect a President and a Congress in 1920 opposed to the policy 
of this country meddling in European affairs. If by our act 
here we commit this country to such a policy no power can pre- 
vent the issue being settled by a popular vote in 1920. You ean 
not disfranchise a people by the political parties in power join- 
ing upon a certain issue. You can monopolize almest anything 
in this country. But you can net monopolize the right of the 
people to erganize a political party. And the only possible way 
that the masses can effectuate their purpeses is to act through 
political parties and organizations. 

I have been in 11 States of the Union since Congress closed 
and I entertain no doubt at all that the great mass of the 
people are against any principle which will take their sons to 
Europe to do police service or te protect European boundaries. 
I have no doubt they are unalterably epposed.to this thing of 
entering into the broils and turmoils of Burope. Do you sup- 
pose these people will consent to be deprived of their votes in 
this manner? If the Democratic Party indorses and the Re- 
publican Party indorses or remains silent, de you think they 
will yield up their loyalty to their country for loyalty to their 
party? If you do, you are deomed to disillusionment. I am 
making no threats; I am stating a fact. On this great question 
the people are ahead of their leaders. ‘Their hearts are sownder 
and their minds clearer. : 

I expect to see the Republican Party true to, its: traditions, 
loyal to its teachings for half a century, loyal to the precepts 
which brought it into existence, declare in favor of. rdmaining 
nloof from European alliances and in favor of Kurope!remain- 
ing out of American affairs. I expect to see it declare in favor 
of the untrammeled sovereignty and independence of this Re- 
public. I expect to see it declare that no power exeept the 
power of this Government, through the processes of government, 
shall ever have the right to commit this country to war, either 
directly or indirectly. I expect to see it declare in favor of 
bringing the boys out of Europe and keeping them out of 
Europe unless our own. Republic shall be threatened, and if it is 
threatened we will determine that and not some foreign council. 
But it is just as certain to my mind as anything in the future 
can be that if the two old parties should favor a contrary policy 
some other means will be found. through and-by means of which 
the people will express and effectuate their views. 

Why, Senators, shall we say that the question of how much 
tariff shall be levied is a party issue but whether we shall en- 
tangle ourselves in European affairs is not a party issue? 
Shall we say that the question of who secured woman suffrage 
is a stupendous party issue but the question of whether or 
not we shall hold intact the Monroe doctrine is no concern of 
a party? Shall we say that the question of economy is a party 
issue but the question of whether our Government shall re- 
main free and independent as it was organized is of no concern 
to our party? Reflect for a moment what a miserable coward 
you are making of the party of which you are members. Shall 
we say that the amount of taxes which you shall pay is a party 
issue but whether our sons shall aecept 2 eal of war in de- 
fense of foreign boundaries is not a party issue? I repeat, we 
can not play the game upon so low a plane. 

It is true that this may lead to a realignment. 
be a blessing to our country. A false issue has too long divided 
the South and the North. Let the Mason and Dixon line dis- 
appear before the burning issues of the salvation of our com- 
mon country. The North and South may have different views 


The 
and Mr. 


That might 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





over demestic questions. But in loyalty to our institutions and 
devotion to our independence geography does not divide our 
people. Let us stop finessing. Let men line up. Let those 
who believe that the American people should continue inde- 
pendent and free to control their own affairs according to their 
own wisdom and judgment stand upon one side and those who 
believe that we should transfer some of our most vital powers 
to a supergovernment controlled by foreigners stand upon the 
other. Let those who continue to adhere to the policy of Wash- 
ington and Jefferson and Jackson and Lincoln stand upon one 
side and those who would surrender our traditions, our teach- 
ings, and our policies to the interpretation, construction, and en- 
forcement of European alliances stand upon the other. Yes, 
indeed, there will be party division. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, before the Senate ad- 
journs I want to do justice to Mr. Polk, of the State Depart- 
ment, and I desire to do it in the presence of the Senater from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. Earlier in the day the Senator 
from Massachusetts said: 

I only know they-— 

Meaning copies of the treaty— 
are here in this country and, on the authority of the State Department, 
that they are in the hands of the financial interests. That ix not my 
statement. Now, Mr. President, that is all I ceuld suggest to any 
committee. 

Mr. Hitcucock. Will ithe Senator state who in the State Department 
made that statement, and to whom it was made? 

Mr. Loper. Mr, Frank Polk made it. 

Mr. Hrrcencock. Te whom? 

Mr. LopGr. He made it to the press, and it was printed in the press 
that cyening. 

[ have taken the treuble tu asceriain where it was printed, 
and so far as I am able to ascertain there was no publication 
anywhere coneerning a statement by Mr. Polk, except in the 
Washington Star. I will read that portion of it which seems 
to refer to this matter. The article was written by Mr. Oliver 
Owen Kuhn. It does not purport to give a quotation from Mr. 
Pelk, but is an allegation by Mr. Kuhn. It states: 

It is admitted by the State Department that separate sections of 
the treaty, notably the financial and economic clauses, haye fallen into 
hands of others than the department, but the department says it is 
not apprised of the reported fact that still other interests, notably 
the New York group of international financiers; have the document 
in full. 

Other than State Department copies of the document, the only com- 
plete text that has been received in Washington, so far as known by 
the department, is that received by the Japanese Embassy, which copy, 
the department has been assured, was forwarded on to Tokio. 

Investigation of just how the treaty fell inte the hands of the New 
York financiers could be made, but the department here fails to indi- 
cate that it will take any steps in this direction. Lt is certain, how 
ever, that the treaty has not been transmitted to outside interests in 
America other than by mail or by person. Senator Lopes charges that 
the treaty came from attachés of the American commission to nego- 
tiate peace. The department in Washington declares that it is so far 
removed from the scene of negotiations that it can not affirm or deny. 

Mr. VPresident, that is rather a different statement from that 
which the Senator from Massachusetts averred. I took occa- 
sion immediately after his statement to call up Mr, Polk over 
the telephone, and he declared positively that he had not made 
the statement attributed to him by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and that the only thing Ne had said was, referring to 
the statement of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] on the 
floor of the Senate, that it might be true, but he had no means 
of knowing whether it was true or not. I say this in justice 
to Mr. Polk. 

Mr. LODGE... Mr. President, the statement in the Star to 
which the Senator from Nebraska refers and of which he has 
read a portion says: 

This may be said to summarize the State Department's answer to the 
charges made by both Mr. Lopcs, chairman of the Fereign Relations 
Committee, and his party cohort, Mr. Boran. 

I do not exactly know what “a party cohort” is. 

Mr. President, on the day on which the first discussion about 
the presence of the treaty in this country arose, after the ad- 
journment, as I was going to my office, I was met by a reporter 
of the Associated Press, who stopped me and said, “the State 
Department says that what you saw were fragments ox extracts 
of the treaty in the hands of some New York business firm.”. I 
asked, “ What did I say in the Senate?” He replied, “ that you 
had seen the whole treaty.” I said, “I am not in the habit of 
deliberately lying in public or private; I did see the whole 
treaty.” The inquiry from this reporter who had just come from 
the State Department annoyed me a good deal, and I called up 
Mr. Polk on the telephone then and there. He said the reporter 
had misunderstood him; that, of course, he had not intended to 
question any statement I had made; and that all he had said 
was that he thought what had been referred to might be por- 
tions of the treaty relating to financial matters which had 
fallen into the hands of New York bankers or business men, 
whoever they were. That was the statement on which I acted. 
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I certainly meant to do no injustice to Mr. Polk, of whom I have 
the highest opinion, but he told me himself that he had made 
the statement of the cliaracter to which I have referred to the 
reporter, 

I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 23 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 6, 
1919, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, June 5, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Father in heaven, we come to Thee with all the accumulated 
faith of the past, assured by the faith resident in our souls, 
seeking wisdom, strength, and courage from the source of all 
that is reliable. 

We only know a Kittle. Thou art infinite. Inspire us to the 
right and hold our course onward and upward, that out of all 
the confused conditions which surround us in the physical, 
intellectual, moral, and spiritual life we may fulfill the highest 
and best conditions. Through Him who taught us by word and 
example how to live together in peace and harmony. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, the roll call in yesterday’s 
RecorpD shows that I was absent. I desire to say that I accom- 
panied Gov. Robinson, of Oklahoma, his staff, and members of 
the Oklahoma delegation in Congress to New York for the pur- 
pose of welcoming home the Oklahoma soldiers of the Thirty- 
sixth Division. I also wish to say that if I had been present, I 
would have voted for the Agricultural bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement is out of order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. Trtson] asks leave of absence for three days on 
account of illness. 

The SPEAKER. 
granted. 

There was no objection. 


EMPLOYEES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution 
and move to discharge the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Agricultural Department from further consideration of House 
resolution 66, and that it be called up for immediate considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Agricultural Department be 
discharged from further consideration of resolution 66, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 66. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to promptly report to the House of Representatives at the 
earliest date practicable the following facts : 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the Department of Agriculture who are employed by any person, 
f or corporation, the name of such employer, the hours of service 
given to such employer, and the amount of compensation recetyed by 
such employee per month for such outside service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers are in the em- 
ploy of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of 
service, and amount of compensation per month, respectively, received 
by each and all of said relatives. 

(3) Phe amount of annual income, if any, over and above the salary 
received bv the Government employees in said department. 

To Girect che attention of said department more fully to the particular 
information reguested, reference is made to the form of questionnaire in 
Hi. J. Res. 5. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman. yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that such a mo- 
tion is net debatable, and I therefore move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order on the motion to dis- 
charge the committee. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas to discharge the committee. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BLANTON ) there were 71 ayes and 5 noes. 

So the motion to discharge the committee was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the adoption of the 
resolution, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. 


Without objection, the request will be 


And that motion is debatable? 
That question is debatable. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 5, 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I presume the purpose of the 
gentleman is to ascertain whether there are employed in the 
Department of Agriculture persons who hold dual positions? 

Mr. BLANTON. That is my purpose. I understand that 
there are, and in every other department of the Government,’ 
existing for years. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In the second paragraph the 
resolution provides that the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
submit the names of all employees, and so forth, in the employ 
of the Government. How could the Secretary of Agriculture 
make a report as to all employees of the Government? 

Mr..BLANTON. Any employees of the Government in his 
department. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I submit that there should 
be an amendment, because the Secretary of Agriculture would 
have no general jurisdiction such as is indicated here. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is mistaken about that. For 
instance, the question is as to the report of the names of all the 
employees in his department who have relatives in other depart- 
ments of the Government. That is the purpose of section 2. 
It does not relate entirely to employees in the Agricultural 
Department. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am afraid the gentleman’s 
resolution will defeat itself if it passes in this form. He 
should say “in the Department of Agriculture.” If he would 
strike out “ Government” and insert ‘“ Department of Agricul- 
ture,” he would cover the situation. I question whether the 
resolution might not go so far as to relieve the Secretary of 
Agriculture from making any report at all. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on line 11, after the word “ employees,” there be inserted the 
words “in the Department of Agriculture.” 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to amend 
by inserting after the word “ employees,” in line 11, the words 
“in the Department of Agriculture.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Has the gentleman any idea as to what tie 
expense of this will be? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; it will not put the Government to the 
expense of more than $150 for printing a certain questionnaire, 
which I will give to each one of these departments, and in fact 
have already sent them out to some of them; that is, if my 
questionnaire is used. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will not some clerks have to be employed in 
the matter? 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no. As far as that is concerned, I take 
it that most of these questionnaires will be delivered to the 
joint congressional commission which now has the matter under 
investigation. Anyway each department now has sufficient 
clerks to handle it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
man yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Since there will be no oppor- 
tunity for amendment, I suggest these things to the gentleman: 
I think the word “ promptly ” is superfluous in line 2, because 
the resolution provides further on that the report shall be 
made at the earliest date possible. Then, I think the word 
“also” should be added at the end of line 6— 


various branches of the Department of Agriculture who are also cm- 
ployed by any person, firm, or corporation. 


Mr. BLANTON. I think the word “promptly” should re- 
main there, because the earliest date practicable to some people 
means 6 months or 12 months or 18 months, and we ought to 
give the department to understand that we want these reports 
just as soon as they may be had. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the suggestion as 
to that. It is a matter of tautology only. I think the word 
“also” should be inserted at the end of line 6— 


the names of all Government employees in the various branches of the 
Department of Agriculture who are also employed— 


And so forth. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by inserting 
the word “also” after the word “are,” at the end of line 6, 
page 1. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, at the end of the line insert the word “ also.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Under section 2 of this resolution the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is required to report all those employees 
in his department who have any relatives employed in his or 
in other departments. The gentleman knows that there are no 
records in the Department of Agriculture showing that fact, and 
the only way that the Secretary of Agriculture can obtain that 
information is to call before him every employee of the depart- 
ment and ask that employee whether he or she has relatives in 
any other department of the Government. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no. If the gentleman will read section 
3, or rather the end of the resolution, he will see that a proper 
method is pointed out, suggested to every one of the heads of 
these departments, whereby they may easily ascertain everything 
that we ask of them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is House joint resolution No. 5 the one in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What information does that convey to the 
Department of Agriculture that would enable the head of that 
department to answer this question? 

Mr. BLANTON. If they will submit that form of question- 
naire proposed by me in House joint resolution No. 5, which 
can be done very easily, to each employee in the department, 
within 24 hours that department can have the answers to every 
question asked. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Section 3 of the resolution provides that the 
Secretary of Agriculture must report not only these other things 
that have been mentioned, but he must carry on a census among 
the employees of the Department of Agriculture to find out how 
much income they have over and above their salaries in the 
department. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no. If he will submit my proposed 
questionnaire to them, which they can answer in 24 hours, he 
can have all of this information at his finger ends ready to give 
it to Congress. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What valuable purpose does the gentleman 
expect to serve in having Congress provided with the amount of 
income of each employee of the Department of Agriculture over 
and above his salary? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am very glad the gentleman has asked 
me that, and I will explain it so that he can easily under- 
stand it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. 
plain. 

Mr. BLANTON. I stated on the floor of the House the other 
day that down in the Bureau of Mines, as chief chemist of that 
department, Mr. Charles L. Parsons was paid by the Govern- 
ment $4,800 a year, and in that same department Mr. Parsons, 
although an employee of the Government, although he was ex- 
pected to give the seven hours a day, from 9 a. m. until 5 p. m., 
to this Government, although this Government was paying him 
for the brain that he is supposed to use for the Government 
in those seven hours of work a day, has had housed in that 
department as an officer of a private corporation the American 
Chemical Society, with its corps of clerks in there, and which 
had no connection with this Government—a corps of clerks and 
employees which are not connected with the Government in any 
way whatever, he receiving an extra salary of $3,500 from this 
corporation. And last year from 13,500 members of that private 
corporation he collected in a department of this Government 
$137,000, that went into the coffers of this institution; that this 
institution has been getting its rent free from the Government; 
that it has been getting its janitor service free; that it has been 
getting its ice water and electric lights and fans free; and that 
the only time Mr. Parsons has to give to the private corporation 
is the time that was supposed to have been given to this Govern- 
ment, from 9 a. m. until 5 p. m., because no employee of this 
private corporation could remain in that building after 5 o’clock 
p. m. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Not yet. I want to fully answer the gentle- 
man, so that he will understand it. [Applause on Republican 
side.] 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think I clearly understand as to that one 
man. The question I desire to ask is this: Admitting that the 
information with reference to this employee would be of value 
to the Congress, under the terms of the gentleman’s resolution 
the Secretary of Agriculture is required to report whether any 
employee in his department has a house in Washington, we will 
say, or somewhere else, which rents for so much a month, and 
that that is a part of his income over and above his salary. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes it does, 


I will ask the: gentleman to make it very 


Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman must let me answer him. A 
few weeks ago an employee of this Government, a Mr. Gallup, 
who had been in the employ of the Government for years as a 
clerk, died. I am reliably informed that his administrator re- 
ports that that clerk left an estate of about $187,000 of District 
securities, money loaned in this District on first-mortgage liens. 

He further reported that this clerk in the department left 
$34,000 of securities in his hands, as good as Government bonds, 
that could be taken down here to a bank and cashed any day. 
When clerks are coming before this Congress like they will be 
doing in a few days, clamoring for an increase of bonus, when 
Congress has already increased their bonus first to $120, when 
Congress, on further demand and further insistence, has in- 
creased their bonus to $240, when we could not give our good 
soldiers who have come back from France and Flanders but a 
little $60 bonus; when, as I say, they will be coming in here in 
a few days asking us to give them more bonus, when, if this 
resolution is answered properly—and I pointed out the proper 
way for it to be answered—it will be shown to this Congress 
that some of these clerks at least have more money than al- 
most any other financial institution in this District; that they 
have piled it up year after year. Some of them have money 
loaned to banks, I understand. They are going to come here 
and ask us to raise their bonus. Some of them may need a 
bonus, some of them may need an increase of salary, but why 
not give it to the ones needing it and not make it a blanket 
raise; do not make it a blanket raise to the inefficient as well 
as the efficient ; do not give it to the particular clerks down here 
in the Finance Division of the War Department who, when they 
were asked to work two or three hours’ extra time more 
speedily to mail out this $60 bonus to our deserving soldier 
boys, struck against the Government and walked out and said, 
“To hell with the soldiers’ bonuses; we will not work over the 
time prescribed by Congress, seven hours.” 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I would like to state that the gentleman has 
not made it very plain why every employee of the United States 
should be put through a “ third-degree ” operation to find if they 
have some income above their salaries. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I have made it plain to every person 
in this House except my good friend from Kentucky. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. BARKLEY. 
statement. 

Mr. GARRETT. I note the gentleman has three matters of 
inquiry. One of them refers to the question of their employment 
besides Government employment. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. I see no objection to that. The other is to 
get the names of relatives of those who are employed in other 
departments. I do not see any particular harm about that, but 
I want to ask the gentleman from Texas if he does not think he 
is going too far when he undertakes to ascertain and have re- 
ported to this House the income other than the income that is 
derived from their employment. The gentleman here would 
have reported the income derived from investments. In other 
words, he is delving into the private affairs of these people in a 
way that does not seem to me the Congress is justified in doing. 

Mr. BLANTON. Just a moment. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me first answer the two gentlemen, the 
one from Kentucky and the one from Tennessee. I assumed 
that inquiry was a proper one by answering it. It is a proper 
one. What right have we to look into the private income of 
individuals employed by this Government? We have just this 
right: If they were demanding merely a salary, that would be 
all right, but it is not merely a salary they demand, but they’ 
come in here each term of Congress and each se&Ssion of Con- 
gress and each piece of session and demand in addition to the 
salary an extra bonus paid to every one of them in a blanket 
raise, 

Mr. 
tion? 

Mr. BLANTON. Just a moment. If these people are getting 
salaries that will not pay expenses, if these people are getting 
salaries that will not pay house rent and grocery bills and dry 
goods bills and telephone bills and all of the incidental expenses 
that come to a family and a household, then they have got the 
right to ask for a blanket bonus of $360, which they are going 
to do in a few days, but if there is a clerk like Mr. Gallup, who 
has got $187,000 loaned out in District securities, I would ask 
if you are not concerned in knowing that fact when you grant a 
man in that financial situation a $860 bonus when you sat here 


The gentleman overestimates his clarity of 


3ARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 





and reduced the bonus to your soldier boys dowh to a little 
measiy $60. 
Mr. BARKLEY. 
tion’? 
Mi 
lina. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker. I want to suggest this to the 
gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman from Texas. The 
eman’s third prevision is: 
mount of anuual income, if any, 
y the Government employees in said department. 
lrobably we would have no right to pass that anyway. 
Poles 


Will the gentleman yield for a further ques- 


BLANTON, I yield to the gentleman from North Caro- 


sen 

Th: 
ceived 
The 
of the Government in reference to the collection of taxes 
on 
the Treasury 
income of any person who has to make a return or information 
found on the return. It would be contravening both the policy and 
the siatute of the Goveriment to direct the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture or even the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to ascertain 
inauke public such income by a simple House resolution. It 
would require a joint resolution of the two Houses to be signed 
by the President, which would be practically repealing that por- 

of the law. 

I think the gentleman from Texas. in view 
willin strike out section 8. It 
whi the gentleman has in mind, 

i acree with the gentleman from Texas, and also as expresseil 
by the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Garrett], that the first 
am! second paragraphs or sections are all right, and that there 
is no objection to them. but if I were the gentleman I would 
strike eut seciion 3. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Spexuker, the distinguished gentleman 
fiom North Carolina, of conrse, knows more about the rules of 
the House and the law than I do. I certainly admit that, but 
I want to call the gentleman's atiention to the rulings wnder 
liule XXII, under which I have called up this resolution. He 
will find that back for 100 years this House has ruled that it 


ana 
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of that, should be 
no useful purpose 


to seTVes 


has the right, through resolutions, to call on any department ; 
vernment at any time fer any kind of information that | 
exists in that department that will aid the membership of the 


of G 


House in passiug upon questions which may come before it for 
consideration. 

Mr. KITCHIN. But if there is a law against it - 

Mr. BLANTON. If there is a law against it. But if it is a 
ru _— “ 
Mr. KITCHIN. 


tar 


It is ne ruling. It is the law. If the Secre- 


Secretary of Agriculture goes there to find out the commis- 
would say, “ You can not get that.” 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the law re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from North Carolina merely relates 
to the Internal Revenue Department giving out information to 
the public. It has nothing in the world to do with the ques- 

of the House of Representatives calling on the department 

Government for information that exists in that department. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the better judgment 

gentleman from North Carolina. 
» SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] pro- 
isa parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARD. I want to know when is the proper time to offer 

amendment to strike out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
‘hat can be done when he yields the floor. 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the better judgment of the older 

en in Congress on this question, and I move that section 3 be 

icken from this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

es that section 3 be stricken from the resolution. 
GARD. A parliamentary inquiry. Does the gentleman 
that or ask unanimous consent that the amendment be 
fied ? 
SPEAKER. 
ugreeing to the 

The motion was 

Mr. BLANTON. 
on the resolution. 

The question w 
ordered, 

The SPEAKER. 
resolution. 

The question was tuken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, under the same section of the 
rule 
sideration of House resolution No. 65. 


sioner 


Texas has the floor, 


3LANTON | 


The gentleman moves it. 
motion. 
agreed to. 


Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 


The question is 


as taken, and the previous question was 


The question is on the adoption of the 


JUNE 5, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Labor be 
discharged from further consideration of the resolution which 


| the Clerk will report. 


over and above the salary re- | 


| ployee 


incomes forbids anybody in the Internal Revenue Bureau or | 
Department from divulging the amount of the | 


f Agriculture desired to find out what the exact return is |! 
n the Bureau of Internal Revenue, he could go there, but when 


The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 65, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Labor be, and he is hereby, requested 
to promptly report to the Llouse of Representatives at the earliest date 
practicable the following facts: : i 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the Labor Department who are employed by any person, firm, or cor- 
poration, the name of such employer, the hours of service given to 
such employer, and the amount of compensation received by such em- 
ver month for such outside service. ; 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers, are in the em- 
ploy of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of 
service, and amount of compensation per month respectively received 
by each and all of said relatives. i ; 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their Gov- 
ernment salary received by the Government employees in said depart- 
ment. ‘ 

Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in House joint reso- 
lution 5, as one calculated to elicit the information sought. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In just a moment. I move, Mr. Speaker, 
first, that the vote by which the former resolution was agreed 
to be reconsidered and that motion laid on the table. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late. This motion is 
now pending. The question is on discharging the committee, as 
moved by the gentleman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, now I move that the vote by 


| which the former resolution was passed be reconsidered and 


that the motion be laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will wait until we dispose 


| of this. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conseiat that 
the sume amendments which were made to the preceding resoliu- 
tion be considered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
section 3 of House resolution No. 65 be stricken out. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gen- 
tleman will modify his unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the sume amendment——— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair put the unanimous consent that 
the gentleman asks, that section 3 be stricken out. 

Mr. BLANTON. There were some other amendments besides 
the one to section 3. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
right to objeet-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit the amendments 
and have them reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, [ move the adoption of the 
following amendment, that—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. You do not require the amend- 
ment to section 1. That is all right in this instance. 

Mr. BLANTON. I move that on line 10, after the word “* em- 
ployees,” there be added “in the Department of Labor.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the 


|; amendment, namely, that section 3 be stricken out, with the 


understanding, however, that section 3 embraces only the three 
lines 1, 2, and 3. 

Mr. GARRETT. That other ought to go out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemaa from Texas moves to strike 
out lines 1, 2, and 3 on page 2. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by striking out, 


in addition to that, lines 4, 5, and 6 


Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. GARKETT. 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. 


I do not yield the floor. 
The gentleman loses the floor when he offers 


The Clerk will report the amendment offered 


| by the gentleman from Texas. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike it all out. 
Mr. GARD. There is not any motion. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 


| gentleman from ‘Texas. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. BLANTON moves to strike out all of section 5, from lines 1 to 6, 


| on page 2, inclusive. 


I move that the committee be discharged from further con- | 


The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question, 

The previous question was ordered, 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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The SPEAKER. 
lution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BLANTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Branton, a motion to reconsider also the 
vote by which resolution No. 66 was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 


The question is on the adoption of the reso- 


EMPLOYEES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department be discharged 
from further consideration of House resolution No. 67. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of House resolution No. 
67, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 67. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
requested to promptly report to the House of Representatives at the 
earliest date practicable the following facts: 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the Interior Department who are employed by any person, firm, or 
corporation, the name of such employer, the hours of service given to 
such employer, and the amount of compensation received by such 
employee per month for such outside service. ; 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers, are in the employ 
of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of service, 
and amount of compensation per month respectively received by each 
and all of said relatives. 4 : 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their Goy- 
ernment salary, received by the Government employees in said depart- 
ment. 

Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in H. J. Res. 5 as 
one calculated to elicit the information sought. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to discharge the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, 
line 11, after the word “ employees,’ 
Department of the Interior.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Amend, page 1, line 11, by in- 
serting, after the word “ employees,” the words “in the Department of 
the Interior.” 


The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield in- a moment. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I offer the following amendment: To strike out all of 
section 3, lines 1 to 6, on page 2, inclusive. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a further 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Amend, page 2, by striking out 
all of lines 1 to 6, inclusive. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now I vield to my colleague from Texas. 

Mr. BLACK. I want to know what useful purpose the gen- 
tleman expects to accomplish by requiring the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary of Labor, and the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to find out how many brothers a man may have in the 
service, or how many sisters he may have? In what way would 
that affect the compensation or the merits of it? 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I think I can answer the gentleman 
to his entire satisfaction. 

Mr. BLACK. Or the subsiance of his employment. 

Mr. BLANTON. Since I introduced a resolution here the 
other day to appoint an auditor to audit the accounts and 
expenditures in the United States Employment Service I under- 
stand that there has been dismissed from that service within 
the last few days quite a score of employees on big salaries, 
including the sister of the director of that department, who last 
July carried a book in her pocket which authorized her to go 
to any railroad station in the United States and sign up a slip 
and call for transportation. She used that book in New York 
on the 4th day of last July to get transportation and Pullman 
service for three different people from New York to Atlantic 
City, and on the 7th day of July transportation and Pullman 
service for herself from Atlantic City back to New York. That 
is a practice that I want to break up in this Government. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And I want to say that in 
breaking it up I am just as loyal a Democrat as there is on 
the floor of this House. [Applause.] 

I want to say further, Mr. Speaker, that this system at which 
I am aiming these resolutions right now is not a Democratic 
system. It is a vicious system, as I said the other day, which 


On 
insert the words “in the 


I offer an amendment. 


, 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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we Democrats inherited from our good brothers on the Repub- 
lican side six years ago. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Has -that answered the gentleman 
Texas? 

Mr. BLACK. That is not to my mind a satisfactory answer, 
to require the heads of these departments to find out how many 
brothers and sisters and mothers and fathers an employee may 
have that are employed by the Government. It seems to me, if 
the gentleman wants to find out whether we have any useless 
employees in the Government service, he is not going about it 
in the right way. I do not think the second paragraph of your 
resolution will serve any useful purpose. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Densmore has the right to employ his 
sister. Other members or officials of that Labor Department 
have the right to employ their wives, if they can give just as 
good service as anybody else. But when they get to riding 
around over this country on Government transportation, if you 
please, from Washington to the California coast, and from New 
York to Atlantie City, and to the various other watering places 
of this country in the summer months, I want to know it. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman answer this 
question ? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the answers to the% inquiries that you 
propose to propound disclose any information of that sort? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; they will. 

Mr. BLACK. In what way? 

Mr. BLANTON. Because I have had good auditors promise 
me that when these departments call upon them they are going 
to give the evidence, and they are not afraid to do it. |Ap- 
plause on Republican side.] 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BLANTON. Gladly. 

Mr. GARD. The gentleman is doubtless aware of the fact 
that there was created in the last Congress, and appointed in 
part by the Speaker, a joint congressional committee for the 
investigation of the salaries in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; lam aware of that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARD. What purpose not embraced within the purview 
of the employment of such a committee as that is contained in 
the gentleman's request for information from these departments? 

Mr. BLANTON. It is to bring out evidence that is covered 
by no part of the questionnaire prepared by this joint congres- 
sional committee. One member .of that committee has made 
speech after speech in Washington, at banquets and meetings 
of the employees of this Government, saying, “ Don’t be afraid 
of us, boys; we are not going to hurt you, but we are going to 
help you.” [Laughter on Republican side.] I have tried my 
best to get that joint congressional committee to prepare a ques- 
tionnaire that will elicit the information that I want to know, 
as one new Member of Congress, when I pass upon the reclassi- 
fication of salaries. 

Mr. GARD. Would it not be better for the gentleman to save 
the condemnation until this joint legislative committee can make 
its report? 

Mr. BLANTON. Iam saving it. If you just knew all I have 
got in my pocket you would think I am saving it. [Laughter.] 
Does the gentleman want to ask me any further questions? 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GARD. It is not a matter of saving it. It is a matter 
of saving your condemnation until you see what this committee 
appointed for this purpose is going to do. 

Mr. BLANTON. My good friend, who has occupied the bench, 
well knows that a judge upon the bench does not pass judgment 
until the culprit comes before him in the court, and then he 
passes his condemnation, 

Mr. GARD. Whom does the gentleman call the culprit, the 
joint legislative committee or the clerk in the District of 
Columbia? 

Mr. BLANTON. I say it with due deliberation that when 
this House appoints a joint congressional committee to bring 
us evidence that we are to use in passing upon the reclassifi- 
eation of salaries, when that joint congressional committee 
are spending thousands of dollars of the people’s money in 
doing it, they ought to bring us information that is worth 
something. 

Mr. GARD. Possibly they will. 
know they are not going to do that? 

Mr. BLANTON. They have not asked a question of a man 
or woman or child in this District that would elicit the informa- 
tion whether or not employees are working for private concerns 


from 


How does the gentleman 





or private individuals or private corporations, and giving more 
of their time on the outside than they are giving to this Gov- 
ernment, 
Ir. GARD. That is a difference of opinion between those 
\ compose this joint legislative committee and the gentleman ; 
but in all good faith to this committee, which the gentleman 
voted for, the House members of which themselves distin- 
cuished former Members of this House, were appointed by the 
honored former Speaker of this House, ought we not in all fair- 
ness to wait in our condemnation at least until the evidence is 
before us and not go off upon any assumption or wild ideas that 
something is going to happen that may not happen at all? 
words, I want to voice my confidence in this joint con- 
ssional committee until 
lence. [Applause.] 
BLANTON. 
man from Ohio is a fair and judicial one. 


n 
X 
, 


I know they have abused that 


tha 
ready 
which have already been answered by every one of these em- 
ployees of t 
piled into a voluminous record that will probably cost thousands 
rs-to print and put on our desks and into the pages of 
vhich many of us will never look—— 

Mr. GARD. I presume the gentleman from, Texas will look 
into 1, 

Mr. BLANTON. I will look into it, I promise you, but I want 
to obtain the evidence that they fail to obtain. Their evidence 
is all in. So far as they are concerned, the case is closed, and 
I want to bring additional evidence here, because, fortunately, 
my good colleagues, you and I are the ones who are to pass 
upon their report and upon the reclassification of salaries. This 
joint congressional cemmittee is merely a creature of this House. 
It is merely a servant of this House, to help gather information 
here for our guidance, If they do not prepare to bring all the 
evidence we want, we have the right to take steps to obtain the 
balance for ourselves. I do not know whether my good friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Garp] would be interested in this additional 
evidence or not, but I promise you I will be interested in it. 

Mr. GARD. I shall be quite as much interested as the gentle- 
nan is. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


be glad that a new Member helped him to get this information. 

Mr. GARD. The difference between the gentleman and my- 
self is that I am not explosively premature. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, there is something in that. I might 
tell my good friend a joke on myself in that connection. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EMERSON. Tell the joke. 

Mr. BLANTON. 


one of the greatest men who legislate in this Capitol to-day. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Turn around, so we can hear you. 

Mr. BLANTON. Iam talking to my good Democratie friends 
now. There happened to be a tennis racket in the automobile, 
and I said to Senator Sueppanp, * That is one of the greatest 
games that we have in this country to-day.” 
I said, “ It teaches you the three great essentials in life.” 
said, “ What are they?” 
quickly and to see correctly, and then it teaches you, second, to 
think quickly and think correctly, and, thirdly, it teaches you to 
act quickly and act correctly.” The Senator said, “Oh, 
golf has got it skinned,a city block. 
vreat essential.” I said, “ What is that, Senator?” 
“Tt teaches you how to act deliberately.” 
on me in connection with the statement made by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Garp]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARD. 
teachings of that 
plause.] 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
permitted himself to be slightly misled probably by the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] with reference to 
the “ congressional committee.” 
kind which performs the work that has been spoken of, 


He 


ancient and honorable Scotch game. [Ap- 


The 


President and not a joint congressional committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is a joint congressional commission, and I 
want to say that the members of it are my friends, and I con- 
sider them so, and I would not say a word to even hurt the 
feelings of one of them. Two of them have been very kind to 
me. One of them came to my office and discussed the matter 


In | 


Mr. Speaker, the statement of the gentle- | 
All I am trying to | 
do by these resolutions is to bring before this Congress evidence | 
will not be elicited by the questionnaires which have al- | 
been prepared by the joint congressional committee, and | 


is Government, which evidence is now being com- | 





If he inspects it with that clear, judicial | 
mind of his, when he comes to make up his conclusions he will | 


I was going down to one of the departments | 
not long ago with Senator Suerrarp, who, in my judgment, is | 


He said, “ Why?” | 


I said, “It teaches you, first, to see | 


Golf teaches you the | 
He said, | 
And that is the joke | 


I commend to the gentleman from Texas the | 
I think the gentleman from Texas has | 


I know of no committee of that | 


JUNE 5, 


with me. One of them wrote me. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri came to my office and discussed it quite at length with 
ine, but could not promise that he could do anything for me in 
getting my proposed questionnaire submitted, I want to say I 
have perfect confidence in the great Democratic leader on this 
side of the House, Mr. CHamp Crark. I consider him one of 
the great men of this country, and I am willing to follow him in 
his splendid leadership here. I am not casting any aspersions 
on his appointees, but he is human, the same as everybody else. 
If he was not human he would not be sitting in this buneh of 
fellows now. [Laughter and applause.] Mr, Speaker, I move 
the previous question en the amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BLANTON. I move the previous quéstion on the resolu- 
tion. 

The previeus question was ordered, 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Branton, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

EMPLOYEES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Com- 

mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department from further 


‘ eonsideration of Heuse resolution 68. 


The SVEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 68. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to promptly report to the House of Representatives at the earll- 
est date practicable the following facts: 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the Navy Department who are employed by any person, firm, or cor- 
poration, the name of such employer, the hours of service given to such 
employer, and the amount of compensation received by such employee 
per month for such outside service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers, are in the em- 
ploy of the Government, their thames, department of service, hours of 
service, and amount.of compensation per month respectively received by 
each and all of said relatives. 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their Gov- 
ernment salary, received by the Government employees in said depart- 


} ment. 


Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in H. J. Res. 5 as 
one calculated to elicit the information sought. 


The SPEAKER. 
the committee. 

The motion to discharge the committee was agree! to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

On page 1, line 11, after the word “ employees,” 
the Navy Department.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 11, after the word “ employees,” 
Navy Department.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 


The question is on the motion to discharge 


insert the words ‘in 


insert the words “in the 


| ment. t 


The Clerk read as follows: : 

Page 2, strike out all of section 3, including the lines 1 to 6. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
tute for the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 3 and insert in licu thereof: 

“Sec. 3. That the Clerk of this House do report te the House what 
Members have their sons or their relatives as clerks, and the ages and 
accoinplishments of said relatives.” 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to accept that 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendinent as 
amended by the substitute. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of ihe reso- 


substi- 


: | lution as amended. 
cominittee that corresponds the nearest to that is one which | 


was indeed authorized by Congress, but one appointed by the | 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BLANTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 


| whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


EMPLOYEES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice be discharged from 
further consideration of House resolution 69. 





1919. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 69. 

Resolved, That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, requested 
to promptly report to the House of Representatives at the earliest date 
practicable the following facts: 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the Department of Justice who are employed by any person, firm, or 
corporation, the name of such employer, the hours of service given to 
such employer, and the amount of compensation received by such em- 
ployee per month for such outside service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers, are in the 
employ of the Government, their names, department of service, hours 
of service, and amount of compensation per month, respectively, re- 
ceived by each and all of said relatives. 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their 
Government salary, received by the Government employees in said 
department. 

Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in H. J. Res. 5 
as one calculated to elicit the information sought. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas to discharge the committee, 

The motion to discharge the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of the distin- 
guished gentleman from South Carolina who offered a substi- 
tute amendment a few moments ago, I want to state to that 
good gentleman that I do not know who is his secretary. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, what is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution to discharge the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Justice and adopt the 
resolution. 

Mr. BLANTON. I move the previous question on the motion 
to discharge the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say to the gentleman from South 
Carolina that I do not know who occupies the position of his 
secretary, but I want him to know, and I want every other man 
in the House to know, that the man who sits in my office as 
my secretary and draws $2,000 from this Government came 
here from Texas in order to accept the position with me in 
Washington; that he gave up a position of general superin- 
tendent of one of the biggest firms in Galveston, Tex.—Clarke 
& Courts—known from one side of Texas to the other. He 
gave up a position that paid him $2,400. He had under him 
over 100 men that he supervised; and that is the kind of talent 
I am giving to the people of my district on a salary of $2, 

a year as one of the employees of my office. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I introduced the resolution in order that 
all the righteousness might come out at one time. If that 
disturbs the gentleman from Texas, I regret it, but what I 
would like to know is how Thomas L. Blanton, jr., occupies the 
position on the clerks’ roll as clerk to THomas L. BLanTon, of 
Texas, as he did last year, and also if he did not have a son on 
the roll as a page. The gentleman says he does not know who 
my secretary is, and he says that his secretary gave up a $2,400 
position. I will say to the gentleman that my secretary is Eugene 
Hutchinson, of Rock Hill, 8S. C., a man 35 years old, whom I 
have paid $2,400 ever since he has been here. He is a good 
clerk, and the gentleman will not find in any investigation that 
I have been dividing the salary with him either. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I was sure of that when he 
offered the amendment. 

Mr. SPEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I will not yield further now. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I did not think so. 

Mr. BLANTON. Because we have appropriation bills to con- 
sider. Oh, L yield, if the gentleman has anything that he wants 
to get rid of. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman stated that he was sure of 
that when I offered the amendment. I would like to know if 
the gentleman is merely playing with the House and asking 
questions by means of resolutions and also asking questions 
of Members merely for the purpose of hearing himself talk? I 
am becoming impressed that that is what heis doing. [Applause 
and laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, if I am playing with the House, 
I want the gentleman to know that the House is sitting here 
willing to be played with. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The House is suffering a good deal. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman asked me why there ap- 
peared upon the roll the name of my son as my secretary. Evi- 
dently the gentleman has not been attending the sessions of this 
House. Evidently the gentleman does not read the ConcGrEs- 
SIONAL ReEcorpD, because it was stated upon the floor of this 
House during the last Congress, when that question was raised 
by my economic friend from Indiana [Mr. Woop], and it was put 
into the Recorp by affidavits, sworn to before a notary public, 
that the name of my son was placed on that roll in order to 
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control the $2,000 salary, so that I could provide an efficient 
office force; that from time to time I had had as many as three 
and four different employees in my office; and I want to state 
for the benefit of my distinguished friend from South Carolina 
(Mr. STEvENsSoN] that ever since this Congress adjourned, when 
lots of you good friends of mine were off on your vacations, de- 
served as they were, because we had been working very hard, I 
spent from 12 to 16 hours in my office almost every day and night 
since the adjournment ef Congress. I have had a day shift and 
a night shift. [Applause.] And I have paid as high as $100 a 
month out of my pocket for clerk hire. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I decline to yield, because I want to get 
through here, so that we may go on with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BLANTON. I decline to yield. 
tion on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will not. 

Mr. STEVENSON. What is the name of the gentleman's 
secretary that he says he has now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
tion is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution. was passed and to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, have the amendments been incor- 
porated in this resolution? If not, I would like to offer them 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. They have not been. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, that has been overlooked. I 
ask unanimous consent to consider these amendments. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to offer amendments except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the following amendment may be considered as a part of the 
resolution. On line 11, page 1, after the word “ employees,” 
add the words “in the Department of Justice.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks wnanimous 
consent that there may be incorporated the amendment which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 11, after the word “ employees,” imsert the words “in 
the Department of Justice.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
section 3 of the resolution be eliminated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that section 3 of the resolution be eliminated. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I now move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to and to lay that on 
the table, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

EMPLOYEES IN THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post Office Department may be discharged 
from further consideration of House resolution 70. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to dis- 
charge the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 
ment from further -.consideration of the resolution which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House rgolution 70. 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, requested 
to promptly report to the House of Representatives at the earliest date 
practicable the following facts: 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the Post Office De- 
partment who are employed by any person, firm, or corporation, the 
name of such employer, the hours of service given to such employer, and 
the amount of compensation received by such employee per month for 
such outside service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers, are in the em- 
ploy of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of 
service, and amount of compensation per month respectively received by 
each and all of said relatives. 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above the salary 
received by the Government eee gor in said department. 

To direct the attention of said department more fully to the particular 
——s requested, reference is made to the form of questionnaire fn 
H. J. Res, 5. 


I move the previous ques- 


The ques- 


reso- 
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The SPEAKER, The question is on discharging the commit- 
tee from further consideration of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, on page 1, 
line 10, by inserting the words “ in the Post Office Department ” 
after the word “ employees.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 10, after the word “‘ employees,” insert the words ‘‘in the 
Post Office Department.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was-agreed to. ; 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, on page 2, by 
striking out section 3. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, strike out all of lines 1 to 6, inclusive. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, there was one question asked 
ly my distinguished friend from South Carolina [Mr. STEVEN- 
son], which inadvertently I did not answer. He is entitled to 
nn answer. He asked me why it was that I had a son who was 
u page boy in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Oh, no; I did not ask any such question. 

Mr. BLANTON. What did the gentleman ask? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I stated that the gentleman had a son 
who was a page in the House of Representatives last year. I 
did not ask any question. I also stated that he has a son whose 
name is now on the roll as his clerk. I did not ask the gentle- 
man any question about it. 

Mr. BLANTON. He has a right to have an answer to that 
inquiry. Under the old custom, the good old Republican custom, 
which has prevailed here in Washington back to a time when the 
inemory of man runneth not to the contrary, the party in power 
ins the distribution of certain patronage. When I reached here 
two years ago, a new man from west Texas, I was told that I 
had a position of page in the House of Representatives at my 
disposal. 

I spoke to my people in my home town shortly afterwards, to 
a big audience of them, and I said: “ People, I have at my dis- 
posal in Washington the position of page. It is considered by 
some men ’’—possibly by the gentleman from South Carolina— 
“as an insignificant position, but I consider it an honorable 
position. I would like for one of your west Texas boys to occupy 
it. You can not afford to send your boy up there; but if you can 
und want to do it, I will promise any man here if he will send 
his boy there I will appoint him page in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; but if you can not send your boy I will consider it 
un honor for my boy to sit in the House of Representatives at 
the knee of CHamp Crark, of Missouri.” 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. And my people 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of 
order. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
good friend 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It really would be in the nature of a par- 
liamentary inquiry, but probably that would not be parlia- 
mentary. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
Texas is not discussing the resolution. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, in the interest of a semblance of 
order I demand the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have the floor, and I am going to get 
through in just about a minute. I told my people 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a ruling. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair really was not listening to the 
gentieman from Texas, he regrets to say. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
sist on a ruling. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, although the distinguished 
Speaker was not listening to me, evidently I had the attention of 
the distinguished gentleman from Alabama. [Laughter.] I 
told my people that if they did not want me to have my son asa 
page or their son as a page, there would be enough Republican 
boys here to act as page, but I preferred to give it to a Demo- 
cratic boy from west Texas 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


In a minute I will yield. I will yield to my 


Under those circumstances I will not in- 
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Mr. CARTER. Did I understand the gentleman to say -ear- 
lier in his remarks that he told his people that they could not 
afford to send their boys here to Washington to take the place? 

Mr. BLANTON. I said they could not afford to do it. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARTER. That is what I wanted to get in the Recorp. 

Mr. BLANTON. I told them 

Mr. CARTER. That is prior to the time you told them you , 
were going to appoint your son. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. The remark of my distinguished friend from 
Oklahoma is very facetious. It remains the fact I had the ex- 
press permission of my people, and I want to say now if any 
good Republican friend of mine will give me his page patronage 
I will put my little son back here, because I am willing for him 
to associate with this splendid body of men, even though he 
does have to look into the countenance of my good friend from 
Alabama occasionally. [Laughter.] I move the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I withdraw that and offer an amendment. 
In line 10—no; the amendments have been agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution 
amended. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
amendment been offered in line 11? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports to the Chair that the 
amendments have been offered and agreed to. The question is 
on the resolution as amended. 

The question was taken, and the resolution as amended was 
agreed to. 

On a motion of Mr. BLANTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


as 


Has the 


EMPLOYEES IN THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce be discharged from the further 
consideration of House resolution 71. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a statement? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield, because we 
are wasting time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the gentleman ought to allow the 
House to have a statement from our committee about this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not yield; debate is not 
in order. 

Mr. BLANTON. I can not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce from further con- 
sideration of resolution 71, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 71. 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it is 
hereby, requested to promptly report to the House of Representatives at 
the earliest date practicable the following facts: E 

(1) The names of all Government employees of said department who 
are employed by any person, firm, or corporation, the name of such em- 
ployer, the hours of service given to such employer, and the amount of 
compensation received by such employee per month for such outside 
service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose ome (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers, are in the employ 
of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of, service, 
and amount of compensation per month, respectively, received by cach 
and all of said relatives. 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above the salary 
received by the Government employees in said department. 

To direct the attention of said department morc fully to the particu- 
lar information requested, reference is made to the form, of question- 
naire in H. J. Res. 5. 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, in justice to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I want to say that this com- 
mittee reported to me this morning that they would like to take 
this matter up and consider it later on and be willing to give 
me a hearing on it, but in view of the fact that this resolution 
is so simple that it can be easily understood by anyone by 
reading it the first time I do not consider that a hearing is 
necessary on it, and I would consider it a waste of time to 
have a hearing on it; and in view of the fact we are passing 
upon: similar resolutions at this time, I do not care to hold 
this resolution up, and, therefore, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

In line 11, page 1, after the word “employees,” insert “in 
the Interstate Commerce Commission.” ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman offers an amendment, which 
the Clerk will report. 


The question is on discharging the com- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line 11, after the word “ employees,” insert:°the words “in 
the Interstate Commerce Commission.” 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire just five minutes 
to discuss this.matter in connection with the lecture which I 
received a few minutes ago, and lest I might be considered as 
not speaking strictly to the motion,’ I will ask permission ‘to 
proceed either in or out of order for five minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will agree to the gentleman proceeding 
in order. 

The. SPEAKER. .The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
STEVENSON] asks permission to speak for five minutes, not perti- 
nent to the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object. 

Mr: STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I am going to speak anyway 
in réference to the statement which the gentleman made, in 
which he misconstrued my position about there being relatives 
embraced in the employees. ‘The gentleman is calling upon the 
departments here to require employees to state what relatives 
they have in any of the departments. Now, those employees are 
mere clerks, the subject of executive appointment and subject 
to removal. They are under the power of the heads of the de- 
partments and have no power to name a relative that.goes into 
some other department, and, therefore, if there is any blame 
attached to their relatives being in other departments it can 
not be laid upon the innocent clerk who is in a department and 
has a relative somewhere else. 

The gentleman says that I’seem to be rather inclined to look 
upon the office of page as insignificant. Oh, no; I do not. I 
was told that I had one to my credit, but when I tried to get 
the place I found the son of Mr. Branton and the son of every- 
body else as pages. I had not any son, and I never got the ap- 
pointment of any page. ‘The point I: make is, if it is wrong 
for a-clerk:. in a. department to have a brother or- son or an 
uncle or an aunt in another department or in. that: particular 
department, where they are appointed by a responsible head, 
it is wrong for a man who is connected with the Government 
and has the power to appoint a subordinate to name his near 
relative to perform that work. [Applause.] Therefore: I asked 
for this information, and if the.gentleman does: not like it I 
can not help it. 

I will state also, Mr. Speaker, that at the Jast session, when 
my friend was after the clerks up yonder and talking about rela- 
tives, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] brought up the 
question, and he admitted that he had .a-14-year-eld boy on the 
roll as his clerk. And he has got him there to-day, and. he 
admitted he got part of the pay. 

Mr. BLANTON. I did not» admit anything of: the kind, and 
it is not-so. 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘The following is from the CongREssIONAL 
Recorp of ' March 14, 1918, page 3507: 

Mr. Woop of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in: the two minutes allotted 
me I desire to call the attention of the House to the inconsistency of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON],-who is decrying the. very 
small raise provided by this amendment to the employees of this Gov- 
ernment. Mr. BLANTON is being fairly well paid for his services. at 
$7,500 a year. In-addition to that he is receiving, as l,am informed, 
more than $700 mileage: per. session ; also $2,000 a year for a son who 
is a clerk in his office. * * °* 

Mr. BLantTon.’ The gentleman would not want to: make a misstatement. 

Mr. Woop of Indiana. What is your clerk’s name? 

Mr. BLANTON. My son is a clerk, but my son gets very little of that 
money. Mrs. R. L. Arceneaux is one of my clerks in my office, at $1,200 
a year, and from time to time I:-have had various: other employees. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. | Does not the gentleman think it comes in 
bad faith for a Member of Congress 

Mr. STEVENSON. I say that’ from a’ Member of Congress 
who: by implication reflects on every employee of the Govern- 
ment. who has a relative in any other department, it comes with 
bad .grace to employ their own ‘relatives to -plaees: subject to 
their appointment and designation where they may draw money 
from’ Uncle Sam. 

Now, my friend said that he asked his people from west Texas 
if they wanted to-send a page or if he should put in*his own 
son. I say, whom did he ask? ‘There ure a great many: people 
in that district, which is 600 miles long. Did he talk by news- 
paper advertisement? Did he address a letter to each constitu- 
ent who has a son, or did he say to one or two if they would not 
send their-sons he would put his son in? 

Mr. CARTER. I just wanted to say that I understood the 
gentleman’ from Texas to state that he called all of the people 
in his district in mass meeting and submitted: this momentous 
question to them, and they told him they would not send their 
boys, and he then asked to send: his:son. 

Mr. STEVENSON. § Yes. “The gentleman ‘from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON] comes Here and by implication reflects upon the name 
of every clerk in the department, because, forsooth, they have a 
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relative. of some kind: in some other department. I say, Mr. 
Speaker, it is unworthy of this Congress to make any such im- 
plication and then runaway from the fact that some of their 
own clerks are their sons and especially while in the name of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] is standing the name 
of Thomas L. Blanton, jr., on the record of the Clerk of the 
House down here as his clerk, and, unless 1 am mistaken,’ he 
is-only 15. years old. 

Mr. BARKLEY. «I desire to discuss the amendment. 

Mr, BLANTON. I understood that the Chair recognized me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Barktrry]. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Gentlemen of the House, I sincerely hope 
that this resolution will not be adopted. On yesterday the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which this: reso- 
lution was referred seven days ago, took official action to con- 
sider it and to invite Mr. BLanton to come before it and testify 
with: réference to it. “Ever sinee this: resolution was introduced 
and ‘referred to our committee we have been holding hearings 
every day on the return of the telegraph and telephone wires 
of this country to their private owners. We have had no oppor- 
tunity to consider this resolution, and at this particular time 
this resolution, above all those which have been brought in here, 
ought to be considered: carefully. 

Now, the Interstate Commerce Commission is not a political 
body. ‘All their employees are under the civil service. They 
do not even control the appointment of their own clerks, except 
in making selections from the certified list furnished by the Civil 
Service Commission. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The_gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANTON. That committee; by the action of the House 
just taken, has already been discharged, and the gentleman from 
Kentucky is, therefore, speaking out of order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am speaking now, Mr. Speaker, on the 
motion for the adoption.of this resolution, and: I-submit that is 
not out of order. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman is not out of order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is not a'body in the United States 
that is:now busier than the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
as everybody in this House knows, and if you pass this resolu- 
tion it will require that commission to -appoint additional 
clerks to investigate, not only the employees in Washington but 
every employee of the: interstate: Commerce Commission every- 
where else: in the United: States, to find out whether they have 
any relatives, not.alone in’ the employ of the- Interstate Coni- 
merce ‘Commission, but also in every other’ branch of the 
United States: Government ;and: of all resolutions that ought 
not to be adopted ‘at this time ‘without full consideration of 
a committee, this: one:is the most unnecessary and foolish, 
placing a burden on the Interstate -Commerce Commission. 
Therefore I hope this resolution will not be adopted. [Ap- 
plause and cries of “ Vote! ”’] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker,: fortunately there is in the 
little room yonder evidence of every employee of this House in 
writing. Whatever clerks I have are set down in«writing in a 
printed ‘book in that little: room. 

Mr. BARKLEY. -Mr.-Speaker, I make the point: of order 
that the gentleman is not discussing the amendment. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr.°“Speaker, I am speaking on the resolu- 
tion. 

The 
order. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘I'am not going to take up the time of the 
House on trivial matters. But, Mr. Speaker, I do want to say 
this, in answer to the gentleman, that: Ihave heard from the 
time I was a small boy that when you put a coal of fire upon 
a terrapin’s back you are going to get some action. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I decline to yield. 

Mr. STEVENSON. All right. I will answer the gentleman 
later. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘And I expected, Mr. Speaker, when I 
brought these resolutions in here, in order to get evidence before 
this House, that personal attaeks would he made upon me by 
Members, but more especially: from: the other-side of the House 
than this side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KNUTSON. You have been disappointed—— 

Mr.. BLANTON. Yes; Iam a little disappointed. My coal 
of ‘fire seems to be burning more Democrats than Republicans. 
[Laughter ‘and ‘applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 


SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is in 
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Mr. STEVENSON. 
not do that. 

Mr. BLANTON. I withdraw that, Mr. Speaker, and offer the 
following amendment. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is pending. The Clerk will 
report it. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BLanTon: Page 1, line 11, after the word 
“employees,” insert the words “in the Interstate Commerce Com- 
m1S8103. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word in justice to 
the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and its members. This resolution, which was sent to the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, was brought up 
yesterday afternoon by its chairman [Mr. Escu]. That com- 
mittee, under the chairmanship of Mr. Escu, has been as busy 
as it could be without holding night sessions. We go there at 
10 o’clock in the morning and stay there until the House meets, 
and take a recess and get back at 2 o’clock, and stay there as 
long as there is anything to do, which is as late as 5 o’clock 
almost every day. 

Now, it has been utterly impossible to consider all that is 
before the committee, things of the very highest importance, 
as expeditiously as they ought to be considered and yet justify 
the name of “ consideration.” Mr. Escn brought this matter 
up before the committee yesterday afternoon, and kindly and 
courteously, I am satisfied—because that is the kind of a man 
he is—wrote Mr. Branton and asked him to come before the 
committee and explain the merits of the resolution and ex- 
plain what he wanted and what facts he had that would justify 
the committee in making a favorable report on this resolution ; 
and now, before it was possible for the committee to act, the 
gentleman from Texas moves to discharge the committee, 
pparently with the idea that it is willfully refusing to do its 
duty. The rule provides that all these resolutions shall be 
officially referred to committees, and if this committee is to be 

ischarged from the consideration of this resolution at this 

ne what was the use of referring it to the committee? I 
have respect for the committee, and I know it is the honest 
intention and purpose of the committee to hear Mr. BLANTON 
fully and also hear anybody else who has anything to say with 
reference to the resolution, and to report it, with or without 
amendment. 

Now, this is the only one of the resolutions that I know any- 
thing about. The committee voted unanimously to treat Mr. 
BLANTON with all courtesy, and yet he comes in here and says 
the resolution is so simple that it is unnecessary for him to be 
theard by our committee. It seems to me the House is treating 
the matter too much in a spirit of levity and fun. What is the 
use in the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee trying 
to hear evidence on the resolution, as it ought to be heard, if 
the House is going to arbitrarily discharge the committee when 
it had absolutely no time in which to consider it? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out section 3. 

Mr MONDELL. No reflection is involved to the effect that 
any committee of the House has not endeavored to take action. 
Under the rules the resolution is privileged after seven days. 
The committee could have acted without hearings if desired. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] has the right to 
call his resolution up, and it is not necessarily a reflection on 
the committee when he does so. 

Mr. SIMS. I admit that he is within his parliamentary 
rights. I did not mean that he was personally doing anything 
wrong. But what do we know about the merits of this resolu- 
tion? There may be justification for this resolution, but I do 
think that the House ought not to discharge the committee from 
the consideration of the resolution when the committee is doing 
everything it can to consider it in a proper way. I think this 
kind of action will get us nowhere, and bring confusion and 
troubles to the House. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like to suggest also that the com- 
mittee took occasion to inquire of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission what it would cost to get this information that this 
resolution calls for, and that we have had no opportunity to get 
a reply from them. 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. We are trying to investigate it on its 
merits, and to treat the House as it ought to be treated, and to 
help the gentleman, as far as we can, to ascertain whether there 
is anything in it justifying the adoption of such a resolution. I 
think this resolution ought to be voted down, not on the ground 


Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
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that there may not be merit in it, but on the ground that we do 
not know whether there is or not, that it is a dragnet which may 
run the Government and the commission into an expenditure of 
many thousands of dollars, and tie up this commission, by in- 
vestigating facts as to who has kinfolks in that department or 
who is receiving some compensation on the outside. 

Mr. REAVIS. The resolution calls for kinfolk in any Govern- 
ment department. 

Mr. SIMS. That is all right, but nobody can tell how much 
expense it is going to involve, and before reporting this resolu- 
tion we were trying to find out about how much expense there 
will be in getting the replies to this particular resolution accord- 
ing to its terms. It seems to me we ought to have time to do it, 
because this resolution is not a war emergency or any other 
kind of an emergency measure. While the gentleman is 
thoroughly within his parliamentary rights, I think the House 
ought not to accept the responsibility of acting on this kind of 
a matter without any information whatever when information 
is available and can be secured that will be a real guidance for 
the action of the Members of the House. 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLANTON. I move that section 3, on page 2, be stricken 
out. 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment already pending, 
the amendment in line 11, page 1. The question will first be 
taken on that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. I move that, on page 2, section 3 be stricken 
out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, strike out all of lines 1 to G, inclusive. 


Mr. BLANTON. I move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment must first be voted upon. 

Mr. BLANTON. All right. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to discuss this amendment for 
one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Did not the gentleman from Texas move 
the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. He withdrew it. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I did not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The stenographic report will show that 
the gentleman moved the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. That question is not before the House yet, and 
I do not think it is proper to shut off discussion here in an arbi- 
trary way. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
man off. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am going to close all 
I have to say about the little lectures I have received from the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]. He closed with a very 
witty remark awhile ago that “ when you put a coal on a ter- 
rapin’s back you always see him move.” Now, Mr. Speaker, 
he evidently referred to me. [Laughter.] Now, I have not 
voted against his resolution. I am the man who brought the 
coal in here, and this is the terrapin on whose back it got. [Indi- 
eating Mr. BLANTON]. The measure was passed, and up to that 
time the temperature of the gentleman was about the same as 
that of the ice water in this House, and in two or three minutes 
it was as hot as the branch water that we get over in the House 
Office Building, and he began to reply to me after he had ac- 
cepted the amendment, after it had been adopted, and after we 
had passed another resolution. It struck him that that thing 
was beginning to burn him a little. It took about the right 
length of time for the coal to begin to heat through the shell of 
a terrapin, and he is the terrapin, and he is the one that got 
burned. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. STEVENSON. Wait a minute, Mr. Speaker. As this thing 
goes along, history grows. The gentleman is apparently denounc- 
ing clerks for having kinsfolk in the service of the Government, 
and since we discussed the fact that at the last session the gentle- 
man was the father of a page in this House, and that he was 
and still is the father of a clerk in the shape of a 14-year-old boy, 
it comes out that, bless your soul, he had a clerk in the post 
office at the same time. Why, Mr. Speaker, he was getting to be 


I have no disposition to shut the gentle- 
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2 monopoly. He was violating the Sherman Act, and he ought 
to have been dissolved by an order of the Supreme Court. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, in final reply to the distin- 
guished gentleman from South Carolina, I want to say that if 
there are any pernicious practices carried on in the House of 
Representatives I want the people of South Carolina to deter- 
mine who is most responsible, their Representative who has been 
here for years and years or a new. man from Texas who has 
been here only one term. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If you want to submit that to the people 
of South Carolina, they will give you an answer very quickly, 
but I am not going to call a meeting to determine whether I shall 
have a page in the House or not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on my amend- 
ment. 

The 
tion 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
on a division (demanded by Mr. Sims and Mr. Bark Ley) there 
were—ayes 112, noes 2. 

Accordingly the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 
Mr. BARKLEY. 
Mr. BLANTON. 
the yeas and nays. 

with it. 

The SPEAKER. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, seven Members, not a suffi- 
cient number, seconding the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands a 
division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 106, noes 55. 

Accordingly the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BLANTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
py which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


EMPLOYEES OF THE UNITED STATES RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
{nterstate and Foreign Commerce be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of House resolution 72. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tiouse resolution 72. 


Resolved, That the Director General of the United States Railroad 
Administration be, and he is hereby, requested to promptly report to 
the House of Representatives at the earliest date practicable the fol- 
lowing facts: . 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the United States Railroad Administration who are employed by any 
person, firm, or corporation, the name of such employer, the hours of 
service given to such employer, and the amount of compensation re- 
ceived by such employee per month for such outside service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers, are in the em- 
ploy of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of 
service, and amount of compensation per month, respectively, received 
by each and all of said relatives. . 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their Gov- 
ernment salary received by the Government employees in said depart- 
ment. 

Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in H. J. Res. 
one calculated to illicit the information sought. . 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. There is no debate on the motion. The 
question is on the motion to discharge the committee. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BLANTON) there were—ayes 73, noes 49. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line 11, after the word ‘ employees,” insert “in the official 
offices of the United States Railroad Administration.” 


Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. What does the gentleman mean by “ official 
offices ” ? 

Mr. BLANTON. As distinguished from traffic employees. 

Mr. SIMS. They have got “official offices” all over the 
United States, with officers that used to be in charge of the rail- 
road as managed by private corporations. Every letterhead 


SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to strike out seec- 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, upon that question I demand 


The gentleman from Texas demands the 


5 as 


LVIII 45 


Then maybe they will quit monkeying | 


| 
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announces that it is the United States Railroad Administration. 

There will be an immense amount of trouble and expense in- 

curred under such a resolution as this. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


ment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, strike out section 3. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 


amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


on the passage of the resolution as amended. 


Mr. RAYBURN. 


no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
that no quorum is present, and evidently there is no quorum 


here, 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 


Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is 


Mr. SIMS. Was the question being taken on the previous 
question or on the passage of the resolution? 


Mr. BLANTON. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


Let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. Speaker, the Chair having an- 
| nounced that there is no quorum here, are not gentlemen out 
| of order? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Missouri is correct. 
Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The gentleman from Texas made the point 
; of no quorum and the call of the House follows automaticaliy. 


Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, the Chair had declared the mo- 
tion for the previous question carried and started to announce 
that the question was on the adoption of the resolution. 


The 
mistaken. 
ried 


Mr. WINGO. 
The SPEAKER. 


SPEAKER. 


The Chair thinks that the gentleman is 
The Chair said that the previous question was ear- 


And the Chair had started to make the state- 
ment that the question is on the adoption of the resolution. 


The Chair thinks that the gentleman from 


‘Texas had risen in time to make the point of no quorum and 


that that was in order. 


The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 


the Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk 


will call the roll. 


Those in favor of the previous question will 


say “aye” and those opposed will answer “no.” 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 311, nays 8 


’ 


answered “ present ” 3, not voting 107, as follows: 
YEAS—311. 


Ackerman 
Alexander 
Almon 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md, 
Andrews, Nebr, 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Aswell 

3abka 
Jacharach 
Baer 
Bankhead 
Barkley 

Bee 

Begg 

Bell 

Benham 
Black 

Bland, Ind. 
Bland, Mo. 
Bland, Va. 
Blanton 
Boies 
Booher 
Bowers 

Box 

Brand 
Briggs 
Brinson 
Britten 
Brooks, Ill. 
Brooks, Pa. 
Browning 
Burdick 
Burroughs 
Byrnes, 8. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Campbell, Kans, 
Candler 
Caraway 
Carss 
Carter 
Casey 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clark, Mo, 
Classon 
Cleary 


Cole 
Connally 
Cooper 
Cramton 
Crisp 
Crowther 
Cullen 
Currie, Mich, 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dominick 
Doremus 
Dowell 
Drane 
Dunbar 
Dunn 

Dupré 

Dyer 

Eagle 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Histon 
Emerson 
Esch 

Evans, Mont. 
Evans, Nebr. 
Evans, Ney. 
Fairfield 
Ferris 

Fess 

Fields 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foster 
Frear 
Freeman 
French 
Fuller, Tl. 
Gallagher 
Gandy 
Ganly 
jarland 
Garner 


Garrett 
Glynn 
Godwin, N. C. 
Good 
Goodykoontz 
Graham, Ill. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hamilton 
Haskell 
Hastings 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayden 
Hays 

Heflin 
Hernandez 
Hersey 
Hersman 
Hickey 

Hoch 
Holland 
Houghton 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Hulings 
Hull, Tenn. 
Husted 

Igoe 
Jacoway 
Jefferis 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Miss. 


Johnson, Wash. 


Johnston, N. Y, 
Jones, Pa. 
Jones, Tex. 
Juul 

Kearns 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kincheloe 

Kin 

Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Kleczka 


Knutson 
Kreider 
LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Langley 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Layton 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Lee, Ga, 
Lesher 
Lever 
Little 
Lonergan 
Longworth 
Luce 
Lufkin 
Lubring 
McAndrews 
McArthur 
McClintic 
McCulloch 
McDuffie 
McGlennon 
McKeown 
McKiniry 
McKinley 
McLane 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
McLaughlin, Nebr. 
MacCrate 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee 
Maher 
Major 
Mansfield 
Mapes 
Martin 
Mays 

Mead 
Michener 
Miller 
Minahan, N. J. 
Monahan, Wis. 
Mondell 
Moon 
Mooney 
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Meore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Moor Va. 
More 

Mott 
Murphy 
Nelson, Meo. 
Nelson, Wis 


Newton, Minn. 


Nicholls, 8. C. 


Nichols, Mich, 


O'Connell 
Ogden 
Oliver 
Olney 
Osborne 
Paize 
Part 
Parker 
Parrish 
Peters 
Piatt 
Purneil 
Quin 

R 


Buchanan 
Curry, Calif. 


Ayres 
sarbour 
Senson 
Blackmon 
Browne 
Brumbaugh 
Burk: 
sutler 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Pa, 
Cannon 
Cantrill 
Carew 
Clark, Fia. 
Coad; 
Collier 
Copley 
Costello 
Crago 
Dak 
Davey 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Deni 
Donevan 
Dooling 
Doughton 


Ramseyer 
Randall, Calif. 
tandall, Wis. 

Rayburn 
Reavis 
Reber 

Re ed, a oF 
Reed, W. Va. 
Ithedes 
Ricketts 
Riddick 
Robinson, N.C, 
tobsion, Ky. 
Rodenberg 
Rogers 
Romjue 
Rose 

Rouse 

Rowe 

Rubey 
Rucker 
Sabath 
Sanders, Ind 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Scott 

Sears 

Sells 

Shreve 
Sinelair 
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Sinnott 

Slemp 

Small 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Mich. 
Snuyder 
Stedman 

Steele 
Stevenson 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sweet 

Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas 
Thompson, Ohio 


Thompson, Okla. 


Timberlake 
'Tincher 
Tinkham 
Towner 
Treadway 


Volstead 


NAYS—8. 


Gard 
Ilardy, Tex 
ANSWERED 
Dewalt 

NOT 
Kagan 
Echols 
Elisworth 
Visher 
Fuller, Mass. 
Grallivan 
troldfegie 
Goodall 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gould 
Graham, Da. 
Gireene, Vt. 
Griffin 
Hamill 
Hardy, Colo. 
Hicks 
Hill 
liull, lowa 
liumphreys 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
James 
Johnson, 8. Dak. 
Kahn 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, R. I. 


VOTING- 


Merritt 
Nolan 


* PRESENT ” 


Stillness 
107. 
Kettner 
Kiess 
Kraus 
Larsen 
LehIbach 
Linthicum 
McFadden 
McKenzie 
McPherson 
Mann 
Mason 
Montague 
Moores, Ind. 
Merin 
Mudd 
Neely 
Newton, Mo. 
Oldfield 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Pell 

Phelan 
Porter 

Pou 
Ragsdale 
Riordan 
Rowan 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the fellowing pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Barbour with Mr. Ayres, 
Mr. Brown with Mr. Benson. 
Mr. Burke with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. Burter with Mr. Campreirt of Pennylvania. 
Mr. Cannon with Mr. CantTricr. 


Mr. CopLtey with Mr. Carew. 


Mr. CosTELLo with Mr. Crarxk of Florida, 


Mr. Crago with Mr. CoLrrer. 


Mr. Dempszey with Mr. Davey. 
Mr. Dentson with Mr. Donovan. 
Mr. Ecwots with Mr. Doorrna. 
Mr. ELitswortn with Mr. Eacan. 
Mr. Fvrter of Massachusetts with Mr. FisHer. 
Mr. GoopALt with Mr. GALLIVAN. 
Mr. Goutp with Mr. GoLproGLe. 
Mr. Gramam of Pennsylvania with Mr. Grirrin. 
Mr. Greene of Vermont with Mr. Krerrner. 


Mr. Harpy of Colorado with Mr. LintHicum. 


Mr. Hicks with Mr. MonrTacve. 
Mr. Hirt with Mr. NEEry. 
Mr. Hutt ef Iowa with Mr. OLprietp, 
Mr. HvurcHiInson with Mr. OVERSTREET. 
Mr. JAMEs With Mr. Papcerr. 

Mr. Jounson of South Dakota with Mr. Pett. 


Walsh 
Ward 
Wason 
Watkins 
Watson, Pa. 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Webb 
Webster 
Welling 
Welty 
Whaley 
Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 
Wood, Ind. 
Woods, Va. 
Wood yard 
Wright 
Yates 
Young, N. Dak. 
Young, Tex, 
Ziblman 


Sims 
Sisson 


Stiness 


Sanders, La. 
Sanford 
Saunders, Va. 
Schall 

Seully 
Sherwood 


Siegel 

Smith, IH. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smithwick 
Snell 

Steagall 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Miss, 
a Ohio 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Taylor, Colo, 
Temple 
Tillman 
‘Tilson 

Venable 

Voigt 

Walters 
Winslow 

Wise 


Mr. Kerrey of Michigan with Mr. PHELan. 
Mr. Kennepy of Rhode Island with Mr. Pov. 
Mr. Kiess with Mr. RAGspAre. 

Mr. Ireranp with Mr. Coapy. 

Mr. Wrnstow with Mr. Dovenron. 

Mr. WaLTERs with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas. 
Mr. SANForp with Mr. Harrrson, 

Mr. Kann with Mr. Dext. 

Mr. Lemwrteacn with Mr. Suaeners of Texas. 
Mr. Mann with Mr. Blackmon, 


Mr. McFappen with Mr. Dewatv. 

Mr. Kravs with Mr. Rrorpan. 

Mr. McKENzIE with Mr. Sanprers of Louisiana. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. Saunpers of Virginia. 

Mr. Moores of Indiana with Mr. Rowan. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Scurty. 

Mr. Newton of Missouri with Mr. Smrru of New York. 

Mr. Porter with Mr. SuHrerwoop. 

Mr. Ruopes with Mr, SterHens of Mississippi. 

Mr. Srecer with Mr. Tayror of Colorado, 

Mr. SNetxi with Mr. Titman. 

Mr. STEVENSON with Mr. VENABLE, 

Mr. TeMPLe with Mr. STEAGALL. 

Mr. Vorer with Mr. Wiser. 

Mr. Titson with Mr. Surrirvan. 

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with Mr. 
McFappen. I voted yea. I desire to withdraw that and answer 
“ present.” 

The name of Mr. DeEwALt was ealled, and he answered “ Pres- 
ent.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to prefer a request 
for unanimous consent. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DEWALT], the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Srws], and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escx] have convinced me that 
this Railroad Administration resolution should have a hearing 
before their committee. Having been convinced by them on that 
point, I ask unanimous consent that I be permitted to withdraw 
the resolution from the consideration of the House and that the 
motion whereby the committee was discharged from further con- 
sideration be vacated, so that the resolution may be sent to that 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that all proceedings had up to this time on the resobution 
be vacated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

EMPLOYEES IN THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service from further considera- 
tion of H. Res. 73, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

llouse resolution 73. 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission be, and it is hereby, 
requested to promptly report to the House of Representatives at the 
earliest date practicable the following facts: 

(1) The names of all Government employees of said department who 
are employed by any person, firm, or corporation, the name of such em 
ployer, the hours of service given to such employer, and the amount of 
compensation received by such employee per month for such outside 
A (2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, brother or brothers, are in the employ 
of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of service, 
and amount of compensation per month, respectively, received by each 
and all of said relatives. 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above the salary 
received by the Government employees in said department. 

To direct the attention of said department more fully to the particu- 
lar information requested, reference is made to the form of questionnaire 
in H. J. Res. 5. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on discharging the com- 
mittee from further consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RUCKER. I desire to discuss the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion to discharge the commnit- 
tee. No debate is in order under the rules. The question is on 
discharging the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, on page 1, 
line 11, by inserting after the word “employees” the words 
“in the Civil Service Commission.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, after the word “ employees,” 
Civil Service Commission.” 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I think I owe it to my good 
friend the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Stevenson], 
and to the rest of my colleagues, to take enough time to read 
to you the following statement: 


by inserting the words “in the 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


I, Mrs. C. S. Benton, upon oath state: I am seeretary to Congress- 
man BLANTON, in whose employ I have been for two years. Until 
my marriage to Maj. C. 8S. Benton, on March 12, 1919, my name was 
Mrs. Ruby Louis Arceneaux. Prior to March 1, 1919, I have worked 
quite a great deal at night in various Government departments, work- 
ing from three to five hours per night, making from $25 to $30 a 
week for such night work, though I made as much as $9 one night. 
While in the index card section of the War Risk Bureau, in the Elks’ 
Hall on FI Street NW., under Mr. Lawrenee Gilnagh as chief, IF re- 
ceived a check for $79.79 for two weeks, working those two wecks, 
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however, from 5 p. m. to 11.30 p. m. I also worked at 119 D Street, 
in the old Southern Building, in various sections of the War Risk 
Bureau. I know a number of Government employees who do such 
extra work at night in order to take advantage of the good compensa- 


tion paid. 
(Signed) Mrs. C. 8. BENTON. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me, the undersigned authority, on 
this the 26th day of March, A. D. 1919. 

W. W. PICKERING, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia, 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield, because I do 
not want to waste any further time. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Rucker) there were—ayes 92, noes 41. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, on page 2, 
by striking out all of section 38, and upon that I demand the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, strike cut all of lines 1 to 6, inclusive. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion on the amendment. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to oppose the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. 
question. 

Mr. RUCKER. 


The question is on ordering the previous 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, is there no way by which a 
Member of the House can be heard except the gentleman from 
Texas to oppose this amendment or any of them? 

The SPEAKER. Any Member can be heard if the previous 
question is not ordered, but the previous question is not de- 
batable. ‘The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for not to exceed five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 
question, 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to inquire of the Speaker 
whether or not it is the policy to be pursued in this House that 
a man should try on half a dozen different occasions to oppose 
a resolution but can not get recognition? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, that is not a parliamentary 
inquiry. , 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLANTON. Speaker Crark decided, that in the closing 
hours of the last Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I submit that it is a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman makes a motion to amend his resolution. We 
demand recognition to oppose the resolution, but the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] to move the 
previous question and gives no other Member an opportunity to 
get recognition to oppose the resolution. 

Mr. WALSH. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. The Chair 
will state the rule. As Members are well aware, the rule is that 
a Member in charge of a bill or resolution is always entitled to 
recognition to move the previous question. If the House adopts 
the previous question, of course, no one else is allowed to debate 
it; and the Chair is following the universal practice to always 
recognize the gentleman in charge of a bill to move the previous 
question. - 

Mr. BLANTON, And, Mr. Speaker, I asked recognition for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, -The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

I object. 

Objection is heard. 

Mr, Speaker, I move the previous question 


The question is on ordering the previous 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


107 


Mr. CRISP. I would like to call the attention of the Speaker 
to this proposition; 1 am not familiar with the conditions here. 
The Speaker stated the proposition exactly, except where the pre- 
vious question is ordered on a motion where there has been no 
debate there are 20 minutes’ debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER. But complaint has been made that the gen- 
tleman from Texas had debated the question. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course, the Chair is absolutely 
then—— 

Mr. BLANTON. And I was asking for recognition. 

The SPEAKER. Exactly; and the Chair feels compelled to 
recognize the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. No one is entitled to speak. 
on. the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CARTER. Debate can be had on this resolution, can it 
not, if the gentleman from Texas will not insist on the previous 
question? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CARTER. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACK. I think the Chair stated in error when he says 
we had adopted the previous question on this particular resolu- 
tion, because we have not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk so informs the Chair. 

Mr. BLACK. I think the Members will agree we have not. 

Mr. WALSH. It was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the previous ques- 
tion. The question is on the adoption of the resolution as 
amended. 

The question was taken, and the resolution as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. RUCKER. 


correct, 


The question is 


It could have been, but it is too late now. 
I mean when the motion was made. 
The House has ordered the previous ques- 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

“The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUCKER. Does the Chair think it will do me any good 
for me to ask for a division? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

On motion of Mr. BLANTON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


EMPLOYEES 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department be discharged from fur- 
ther consideration of House resolution 74, and upon that I move 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department be dis- 
charged from further consideration of the resolution, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 74. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested 
to ae. report to the House of Representatives at the earliest date 
practicable the following facts: 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the War Department who are employed by any person, firm, or cor- 
poration, the name of such employer, the hours of service given to such 
employer, and the amount of compensation received by such employee 
per month for such outside service. 

(2) The nameg of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers are in the em- 
ploy of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of 
service, and amount of compensation per month respectively received 
by each and all of said relatives. 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their Gov- 
ernment salary, received by the Government employees in said depart- 
ment. 

Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in House joint réso- 
lution 5 as one calculated to elicit the information sought. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT. On yesterday the House passed a resolu- 
tion providing for a special committee, and in that resolution 
there was conferred upon that committee to be appointed all the 
jurisdiction which under the general rules of the House belongs 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 
Now, my inquiry is, Is this resolution, in view of the action 
taken by the House yesterday, now privileged, or could it be 
without being before that new committee, upon which these 
functions have been conferred by action of the House, for seven 
days? 


IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recall the exact language, 
but the Chair’s recollection is that the special committee was 
ziven the powers of the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department. The Chair’s recollection of the language would 
he that it did not supplant the Committee on Expenditures but 
that it gave them the same jurisdiction, and if the gentleman 
wishes to look up the matter, can he refer to it 

Mr. GARRETT. I think I can find it here in the Recor. 
The question, I will say to the Chair, I think is somewhat im- 
portant to be considered at this time. The language is on page 
640 of the Recorp. The resolution will be found there. 

The SPEAKER. .The Chair is of the impression that does 
not mean to supersede the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. It simply confers on that new committee 
such additional powers. The Chair would rule that the Cem- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department was still in 
existence. 

Mr. GARRETT. The thought that was in my mind, and I am 
only submitting this because 
SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear the gen- 


The 
tleman. 

Mr. GARRETT. Because of its possible importance in other 
matters. I think it probable that the committee was super- 
seded. Certainly its character was to some extent changed; if 
not its jurisdiction, certainly its personnel. The resolution 
which was passed, of course, does not say where the personnel 
of that committee is to come from. That is within the discre- 
tion of the Speaker. Of course, it seems to be generally under- 
stood that gentlemen who are now members of the Committee 
on Expenditures in the War Department will become members 
of this special committee, but that is a matter with the Chair 
wholly. Now, there is in fact created here a new special com- 
mittee, and upon that committee there is conferred all of the 
powers, all of the authority, and all of the jurisdiction that has 
up until now been exercised by this standing committee of the 
House. 

Mr. TOWNER. 

Mr. GARRETT. I will. 

Mr. TOWNER. Does not the gentleman think that the Con- 
mittee on- Expenditures in the War Department, after having 
acquired jurisdiction, could not have it taken away from them 
by the subsequent appointment of a committee, even if it in- 
cluded the jurisdiction of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department? 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, no; I do not think so. I think if, by 
the action of the House, the character of a committee is changed 
and the jurisdiction of it is changed—I mean changed to an- 
other committee—if that, in fact, has been done, if this resolu- 
tion be construed to mean that, the reasoning of the gentle- 
man from Iowa would not apply. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think the Chair is entirely 
correct in his view that the appointment of the select committee 
in no wise affected the status or the jurisdiction of the exist- 
ing committee. Two committees exist; but whether that be 
true or not can not affect the matter now before the House. 
This resolution was properly referred to the regular standing 
committee, and the motion is to discharge that committee. 
Therefore it matters not what the effect of the later action of 
the House relative to the appointment of a new select com- 
mittee may be. A motion to discharge the committee to which 
this resolution was referred, and properly referred, is in order. 

Mr. GARRETT. Provided it was before the committee seven 
days, which this has been; and, I insist, provided further, that 
the jurisdiction has not been taken away from that standing 
committee by action of the House within the seven days. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman would not suggest there was 
apything in the resolution adopted by the House that took 
from the regular standing committee its jurisdiction. But 
whether that be true or not, this resolution was referred to 
that committee, and if if is now the desire of the House to 
have that committee discharged for any purpose, either for the 
purpose of passing the resolution or re-referring it, this motion 
is in order. 

Mr. GARRETT. If the Chair will bear with me just a 
moment, here is where I think important questions may arise 
in the future. Will this special committee have all the juris- 
diction that under the general rules of the House is conferred 
upon the Committee on Expenditures? For instance, upon 
matters other than the investigation which this committee is 
to make, upor whatever resolutions or bills will be referred to 
this committee, will they go to the seven Members who con- 
stitute the present standing committee of the House, and will 
the jurisdiction of matters other than this investigation be 
confined to those seven members, or will that whole committee 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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of 15 have the jurisdiction which heretofore has been exer- 
cised by the standing committee? 

Mr, MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT. I will. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will not this be the situation, that mat- 
ters referred by the Speaker to the select committee will come 
under the jurisdiction of the select committee, but, on the 
other hand, a reference to the standing committee would bring 
the matter under the jurisdiction of the standing committee? I 
doubt not that the Speaker will have that in mind when matters 
are referred by him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the question of order 
raised by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett] can 
readily be settled. The resolution of yesterday requires the 
Speaker to appoint a committee which, among other things, 
shall have the powers of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. The Chair has not yet appointed such a com- 
mittee, and therefore it seems to the Chair it is impossible to 
say that now, before the appointment of such a committee, the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department has been 
abolished. Therefore it seems clear that a motion to discharge 
the committee is in order. After the new committee is appointed 
the Chair will give consideration to the point raised by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand the motion to 
discharge the committee has already been adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to discharge the committee has 
not yet been put. The question is on discharging the com- 
mittee. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, without further yielding the 
floor, I wish to say that I never have believed in gagging any- 
body, and I think I owe it to the distinguished gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Rucker] to yield to him to be heard in opposi- 
tion to this resolution. Therefore I yield such time as he may 
want, otherwise reserving the floor. How much time does the 
gentleman want? ° 

Mr. RUCKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON] embarrassed me somewhat when he offered to yield 
me time. I told him frankly I did not want to accept time 
from him because I was opposed to his resolution. And he 
embarrasses me in the speech he just made, in which he dis- 
claims a purpose to gag the membership of the House. The 
gentleman flatters himself—he can not gag the House except 
for a brief season, and he can only do that with the aid of 
Republican Members. [Applause on the Democratic side.] He 
makes the Republican side act very much like a jumping-jack, 
and the performance is very ridiculous in the eyes of the 
world. 

What is the proposition? To discharge a committee. What 
committee? A committee appointed by the present Speaker of 
this House—a Republican committee—not divided exactly as 
badly as the one the Chair is going to appoint, not 2 to 1, but 
to all practical purposes it is just as bad. 

Mr. FLOOD. It is 2 to 5. 

Mr. RUCKER. That is worse than the other. The effort is 
to discharge a Republican committee of the House from the 
consideration of a resolution regularly referred to that com- 
mittee by a Republican Speaker, and yet you. Republicans, when 
a division is demanded, in order to secure time and opportunity 
to debate the pending resolution, every one of you stands up 
here at the behests of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton ] 
as if you were proud of your new leadership. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Every one of you votes to do what? To 
discharge your own committee, appointed by your own Speaker, 
and to discharge it without debate or consideration. |Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Oh, gentlemen, your conduct is 
flimsy and hypocritical. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON] is playing into your hands, and you think you will 
gain some political advantage. “Nobody objects to the inquiry 
proposed, but we do object to this spectacular performance put 
on the stage by the gentleman from Texas, which can result 
in no good but which will require the useless expenditure of 2 
large sum of money. You Republicans have demonstrated that 
you will vote to help any turbulent Democrat do a turbulent and 
foolish thing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

What is it? Why, the State Department, the War Depart- 
ment, the Interior Department, the Post Office Department, and 
every other department of the Government, in order to satisfy 
the inquiries, the inquisitiveness and curiosity of the gentleman 
from Texas, must investigate, tell the world how many of those 
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antiquated people down there in the Treasury Department or in 
the Interior Department or in the War Department how many 
of those old superannuated ladies and gentlemen have nieces or 
nephews or cousins or uncles or aunts in these or some other 
department of the Government. How are you going to get it? 
Get it from the files? The Lord knows the Government has not 
reom enough in its archives to hold all the files that have been 
piling up since this abominable practice of civil service—and I 
want it understood that I mean what I say—since this fraudu- 
lent device called civil service was fostered upon the people, and 
hence you will have to get the information by personal inquiry, 
if you get it at all. There are some 110,000 or 115,000 elerks in 
the various departments in Washington. 

And the gentleman from Texas asks that a personal inquiry 
be presented to each and every clerk to ascertain whether he 
has a brother or a sister or an aunt or a cousin or a step- 
father or a stepsister or a stepmother or a stepbrother or 
some one else of a remote degree of relationship to him some- 
where in the Government service; after you get that informa- 
tion what are you going to do about it? The worst condition 
that can possibly be revealed will not provoke a worse criticism 
or one more embarrassing and humiliating than the admissions 
which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton] has made in 
this debate. [Applause.] 

Oh, you gentlemen talk about economy. You are the most 
valiant set of economists the world has ever known. You are 
rabid in your enthusiastic desire for economy. We had an 
exhibition of Republican economy yesterday and have had 
for several days while the Agricultural appropriation bill— 
one of the greatest bills ever considered by this House—was 
under consideration, when the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore] and other good Republicans, exemplars of gov- 
ernmental economy, stood up here and howled and whooped and 
stormed about the reckless extravagance that kad been prac- 
ticed in the framing of the Agricultural appropriation bill, and 
denounced the bill. [Laughter.] 

That distinguished and flowery orator and statesman from the 
State of Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], who seldom ever addresses 
the House, said the bill was the offspring of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Lever]. Well, if the gentleman from South 
Carolina is the sire of that bill and the Republican membership 
is its dam, I am somewhat suspicious of it, although it looks 
good to me. [Laughter.] But what about the Agricultural ap- 
propriation bill? You Republicans confess that you reported 
the bill of the gentleman from South Carolina bodily, with only 
two or three amendments, and what are the amendments? Some 
great change in policy? No. Following the lead of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Lever], as you ought to do if you 
want to serve your country at all, following the course he has 
established for you to pursue during the brief term of Republican 
control in the House, you adopted his bill literally, and the only 
change you reformers and economists made in its was to increase 
the amounts appropriated in two or three paragraphs, and yet 
you have the nerve to talk about economy. [Applause.] 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. RUCKER. 

Mr. MADDEN. 

.Mr. RUCKER. No. 

Mr. MADDEN. If he does, we will fix it on the next bill so 
that he can net complain. 

Mr. RUCKER. I am making no complaint—I am not in the 
least surprised, but I am diseussing insincerity, and I do not 
eare whether it applies to Illinois or to Texas; if you were sin- 
cere, how comes it that every one of you Republicans voted for 
the Agricultural appropriation bill which so many of you de- 
nounced in debate? Your delay of it cost the Government of 
the United States nearly the amount the bill carries. [Laugh- 
ter.] I am speaking extravagantly on that perhaps, but a man 
is liable to become extravagant when he looks into the faces of 
these distinguished men and great economists on the Republican 
side of the House and reflects that we must endure them for 
two long years. [Laughter.] I well remember on my first 
entry into this House at this session what awe and wonder 
came over me when I looked over that side of the House and 
saw all those strange people and missed so many familiar faces 
of good men on this side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, personally I like those gentlemen over there 
very well as individuals, but I object to the number of them. 
[Laughter.] I would have more confidence in the wisdom of 
our legislation and be happier if we could subtract about 50 
from the Republican side of the House. [Laughter.] The 
trouble is you have too much power to do wrong, and you exer- 
cise it too frequently. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Yes, with pleasure. 
Does the gentleman complain about that? 
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Mr. RUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman has referred to a bill. 
bill had he reference to? 

Mr. RUCKER. The Lever bill, the Agricultural appropriation 
bill, that you took over from him. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let me say to the gentleman, for his in- 
formation, that the bill as it passed the House carried nearly 
$5,000,000 less than the amount carried by it when reported by 
the Democratie Senate. 

Mr. RUCKER. Oh, no good man will hold the House responsi- 
ble for the action of the Senate. Do not tell me about what the 
Senate did! How much will the Senate add to the Lever bill, 
which you accepted and approved and asked the House to adopt 
last week? [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen, I hope the time will come when men everywhere 
and of every political party will have the courage of their con- 
victions and learn that even yet consistency is a jewel. You Re- 
publicans vote to discharge all these committees, and they are 
of your own creation. Why? What does it mean? Another 
$100,000 in all probability will be expended in order to ascertain 
how many cousins and brethers-in-law and sisters-in-law and 
husbands and wives and uncles and aunts are employed in the 
Treasury Department, and when you get it what will you do 
with it? What earthly value will the information be to Congress 
or to the country? The law permits at least two of a family to 
hold civil-service positions. 

The gentleman from Texas says the joint legislative com- 
mittee that was recently appointed, Mr. Speaker, by your prede- 
cessor, under a law passed by Congress, will not make a report, 
or if it makes a report there will be nothing in it. Oh, the gen- 
tleman’s wisdom is perhaps extensive, he is the embodiment of 
much that is good and all that is bad in Texas [laughter], and 
he seriously fears the committee may not report everything de- 
manded by his peculiar tastes and notions, his conception of 
ethics in public affairs, and his ideas of administrating govern- 
mental functions, 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
man yield for a question? 

Mr. RUCKER. I have not the time. The gentleman from 
Texas will demand the previous question within the hour. 

Mr, ANDREWS of Nebraska. Just a question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired, 

Mr. RUCKER. 

Mr. BLANTON, 
gentleman like? 

Mr. RUCKER. Ten minutes more. 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for 10 minutes more. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Now, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUCKER. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Does the gentleman think that 
the gentleman from Texas does not have the conviction of his 
own opinions? 

Mr. RUCKER. “ Does he not have the conviction of his own 
opinions?” [Laughter.] The gentleman propounds a conun- 
drum, and I am not good at solving conundrums, therefore 
I can not answer it. I would respectfully refer the gentleman 
from Nebraska to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH], 
who perhaps can answer him. I confess I can not answer 
the inquiry submitted, and as my time is short I hope I will 
not be interrupted with requests to solve any more Chinese 
puzzles. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman says that the joint committee appointed by 
the Speaker, composed of three distinguished ex-Members of 
the House, will not perform its duty. I do not know exactly 
what accusation the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton] 
made against that commission, because I was not in the room, 
but I understand he paid his respects to that commission this 
morning, and that the burden of his song was that that great 
joint committee—composed of men who certainly are his equals 
in intellectual attainments, in fidelity to duty, and in integrity 
of character—had failed or refused to accept and adopt his 
peculiar method of preparing a questionnaire. Oh, he tells the 
House, and told it yesterday and the day before, that he had 
appealed to that commission to insert in the questionnaire a 
certain question designed to secure information as to what 
other employments, if any, Government clerks are engaged in, 
and the commission refused to do it. The gentleman charged 
that, as I am informed. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 


What 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


Oh, Mr. Speaker! 
Mr. Speaker, how much time would the 


Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman admits my statement is true, 
and I charge that a half truth is often worse than a falsehood, 
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because it generally suppresses and conceals facts which ought to 
be stated in order that the exact truth may be known. 

The gentleman knows that the letters he wrote to members of 
that commission were written three days after every question- 
naire had been printed, and that his letter reached the commis- 
sion on the same day that those printed questionnaires were 
actually placed in the hands ef more than 100,000 clerks in the 
employ of the Government. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; 1 do not know anything of the kind. 

Mr. RUCKER. Well, then, I will tell you something else that 
you do not know. “ There are more things in Heaven and earth, 
Horatio, than are dreamt of in your philosophy.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Sure. 

Mr. RUCKER. Let me say to you that the poet correctly de- 
scribed the conduct of some people—I am not going to point out 
any particular man on that side or this—when he wrote: 

With smooth dissimulation, skilled to grace 
A devil’s purpose with an angel’s face. 

And then another great author dealing with the same sort of 

a man says: 
And thus I clothe my naked villany 
With eld odd ends stolen out of holy writ, 
And seem a saint when most I play the devil. 

If that fits anybody here let him wear it. It seems to me so 
uljustifiable and absurd for one claiming to be a Democrat to 
raise all this fury and commotion here for the amusement and 
gratification of the majority party. No one of them would aid 
or encourage the gentleman from Texas ‘[Mr. BLANTON] if he 
did not hope to derive some political advantage from this un- 
seemly and unwise performance. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUCKER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. For just one question. 

Mr. RUCKER. Yes; I gladly yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
side would weed out of this Government any graft or corrup- 
tion ? 

Mr. RUCKER. 
are helping you and I am afraid you do not know what 
the devil you are doing. Whatever you are trying to do 
they are all helping you, every mother’s son of them. [Laugh- 
ter.] And as every one of the Republican Members is op- 
posed, according to your own testimony, to any 


do not seem to know it. 
do not seem to know it. 
of the gentleman from Texas against that commission are un- 
becoming and unwarranted. Those gentlemen deserve no criti- 
cism at the hands of Members of the House. 


forming a great duty, and if this House permits them to finish | 
the work which they are doing they will make a report that | 


will at least be gratifying to Congress and to a hundred million 
people in this Nation, whether the gentleman from Texas is 
satisfied or not. Let me tell you it is a big task. There are 
over 110,000 employees in the Government service under the 
jurisdiction of that committee. The work can not be done in a 
minute; but I have reason to believe that conditions have been 
discovered, and will ultimately be revealed, which will surprise 
this House and excite deep interest throughout the country. 
And let me tell you in confidence you gentlemen on the Repub- 
lican side are responsible for that condition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we had some discussion: here a day or so 
ago about—what do you call that roller thing? 

SEVERAL MeMBers. Steam roller. 

Mr. RUCKER. Of course, you gentlemen on the Republican 
side know what it is because you are familiar with it. If ever 
I want to get a correct definition or name of any of these mod- 
ern engines in polities which make men lose their manhood and 
their individuality, I always go over to the Republican side and 
there get accurate information, because you know what these 
things are. But we have heard something about that, and now 
the steam roller is to do something here that the gentleman from 
Texas advocates. 
RETT], recognized as a leader and as one in authority, or if the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crark], the chosen leader of our 


side of this House, offers a proposition here, you gentlemen be- | 
come agitated and call for quorums and for divisions and roll | 
ealls and raise thunder about it; but when the gentleman from | 


Texas [Mr. BLanton] asks you to engage in a piece of folly 
which he hopes will embarrass somebody in administration cir- 


all vote for it. 
Now, I refer again to the steam-roller business which in a 
few moments will be resorted to. 
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sought to get the floor and, under the rules of ‘the House as 
construed—and I assume correctly construed by the Speaker— 
nobody can be heard unless by the grace of the zentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTON] we are permitted to take the floor. See 
how ungracious a position it puts me in. I have permission to 
speak here this evening, not by right of my membership in this 
House, not because the sovereign people of the greatest Demo- 
cratic district in America sent me here [laughter]—do not 
laugh at that for it is true—but because the gentleman allows 
me to speak. Yes; I am indebted to the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. BLANTON] and must doff my hat to him for the poor privi- 
lege of standing here and indulging in these desultory remarks. 

Mr. HARDY. They will vote for the previous question, and 
then you do not have any rights. 

Mr. RUCKER. Oh, yes; they will vote for the previous ques- 
tion and deny Members an opportunity to speak. They do not 
want to hear the pending resolution discussed. 

Mr. Speaker, I discover my time is up. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas for the privilege of occupying the floor a few 


| “employees ” 
Did the gentleman expect anybody on that | 


It has to come from a Democrat if it is to be done at ail. | 
I think you are right in that, but they | 


exposure | 
of graft, I think they must be after something else, and you | 
You are making political capital | 
for them, and they have sense enough to know it, though you | 
I repeat that the vicious tirades | 





A dozen Democrats have | 


moments. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that on page 1, in the 
first line of the second section, after the woré 


“ employees,” 


the words “in the War Department” be inserted; and also 
the following amendment, that, on page 2, section 3 be stricken 


out. 


The SPEAKER. 


ments at the same time. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


tion to it. 


The SPEAKER. 


fered by the gentleman from Texas. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The gentleman can not offer two amend- 
I thought maybe there would be no objec- 


The Clerk will report the amendment of- 


Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 1, line 5, after the word 


insert “in the War Department.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


on page 2. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 2, strike out section 3. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


on the adoption of the resolution. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


lution. 
Mr. 


GARNER. 
| yeas and nays. 


. | this hundred thousand dollars or more on these resolutions, 
They are per- | 


Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out section 3, 


The Clerk will report the’ amendment. 


Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 


The question is on the passage of the reso- 


And on that, Mr. Speaker, I call for the 


I want to know who it is that wants to spend 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 181, nays 109, 


answered “ present ” 1 


Ackerman 
Aiexander 
Almon 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md. 
Andrews, Nebr, 
Ashbrook 
Ayres 

Babka 
Bacharach 
Baer 


| Begg 


Benham 
Bland, Ind. 
Blanton 

Boies 

Bowers 
Brooks, Ill. 
Brooks, Pa. 
Browning 
Burdick 
Burroughs 
Campbell, Kans. 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 


| Classon 
If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gar- | 


Cole 

cooper 

Copley 

Cramton 
Crowther 
Currie, Mich. 
Dallinger 
Darrow 

Davis, Minn. 
Dickinson, lowa 


. ™ . | Dowell 
cles and enable him to return to Congress then you Republicans | 


Dunbar 


| Dunn 
| Echols 


Edmonds 
Elliott 


YEAS—181. 


Emerson 
ivans, Mont. 
Evans, Nebr. 
Evans, Ney. 
Fairfield 
Ferris 
Fess 
Focht 
Yordney 
Foster 
Frear 
French 
Fuller, Il. 
Garland 
Glynn 
Goodall 
Goodykoontz 
Graham, Il. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hamilton 
Hardy, Colo. 
Haskell 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Ilays 
Heflin 
Hernandez 
Hersey 


Houghton 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Hulings 
Jacoway 
Jefferis 
Johnson, Ky. 


Johnson, 8, Dak. 


Johnson, Wash. 


Juul 
Kendall 


Kennedy, Iowa 


Kettner 
Kincheloe 
Kinkaid 
Kleezka 
Knutson 
Kreider 
Langley 
Layton 
Lea, Calif. 
Little 
Longworth 
Luce 
Lufkin 
Luhring 
McClintic 
McKinley 


not voting 138, as follows: 


Quin 
Radclifie 
Raker 
Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Randall, Calif, 
Randall, Wis. 
Reavis 

Reber 

Reed, N. Y. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers 

Rose 

Rouse 

Rowe 

Rubey 


McLaughlin, Mich.Sanders, N. Y. 
McLaughlin, Nebr.Scott ° 


MacCrate 
Madden 
Magee 
Mapes 
Michener 
Miller 


Monahan, Wis. 


Mondell 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 


Nelson, Wis. 


Newton, Minn. 


Nicholls, 8. C. 
Nichols, Mich. 
Ogden 
Osborne 
Paige 

Peters 
Purnell 


Sells 

Shreve 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Smith, [Idaho 
Smith, Mich. 
Snyder 
Stiness 
Strong, Kans. 
Summers, Wash. 
‘Taylor, Tenn. 
‘Thompson, Ohio 
Tillman 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
‘Towner 

Vaile 

Vare 

Vestal 
Volstead 
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Walsh 
Ward 
Wason 
Webster 


Aswell 
Bankhead 
Barkley 

Bee 

Bell 

Black 
Bland, Mo, 
Bland, Va, 
Booher 

Box 

Brand 
Briggs 
Buchanan 
Byrnes, S. C, 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler 
Caraway 
Carss 
Carter 
Casey 

Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cleary 

Crisp 

Curry, Calif. 
Davis, Tenn. 


Dickinson, Mo, 


Dominick 


Anthony 
Barbour 
Benson 
Blackmon 
Brinson 
Britten 
Browne 
Brumbaugh 
Burke 
Butler 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Pa. 
Cannon 
Cantrill 
Carew 
Coady 
Collier 
Connally 
Costello 
Crago 
Cullen 
Dale 
Davey 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dent 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Eagan 
Ellsworth 
Elston 
Esch 
Fields 


Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 
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Wilson, 111, 
Wood, Ind. 
Woodyard 


Young, N. Dak, 


NAYS—109. 


Drane 
Dupré 
Dyer 

Kagle 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Gallagher 
Ganly 

Gard 
Garner 
Garrett 
Hardy, Tex. 
Hastings 
Hayden 
Holland 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Johnson, Miss, 
Johnston, N. Y. 
Jones, Tex. 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Lee, Ga, 
Lesher 
Lever 
Lonergan 
McAndrews 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—1. 


McDuffie 
McGilennon 
McKeown 
McKiniry 
McLane 
Major 

or 
Mansfield 
Martin 
Mays 
Mead 
Minahan, N, J. 
Moon 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Nelson, Mo. 
O’Connell 
Oldfield 
Oliver 
¢ Jverstreet 


Rainey, H. 'T. 
Rainey, J. W. 
Rayburn 
Robinson, N.C. 
Romjue 


Dewalt 
NOT VOTING—138, 


Fisher 
Freeman 
Fuller, Mass. 
Gallivan 
Gandy 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goldfogle 
Good 
Goodwin, Ark, 
Gouid 
Graham, Pa. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griffin 
Hamill 
Harrison 
Hersman 
Hicks 

Hill 

Hull, lowa 
Humphreys 
Husted 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
James 
Jones, Pa. 
Kahn 
Kearns 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kiess 


LaGuardia 


Lampert 
Larsen 
Lazaro 
LehlIbach 
Linthicum 
McArthur 
McCulloch 
McFadden 
McKenzie 
McPherson 
MacGregor 
Mann 
Mason 
Merritt 
Montague 
Moores, Ind. 
Morin 
Mott 

Mudd 
Neely 
Newton, Mo, 
Nolan 
Olney 
Padgett 


Ragsdale 
Riddick 
Riordan 
Rodenberg 
Rowan 
Sabath 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. Brinson. 

Mr. Britten with Mr. Connatty. 

Mr. Costet1e with Mr. Doremus. 

Mr. FrReNcH with Mr. CULLEN. 

Mr. Goop with Mr. GALLIVAN. 

Mr. Greene of Vermont with Mr. Frerps. 
Mr. Hustep with Mr. LinrHrcum. 

Mr. Kearns with Mr. HeERSMAN. 

Mr. McKenzie with Mr. KircHin. 


Mr. Kine with Mr. Lazaro. 


Mr. McArtHour with Mr. Nrery. 
Mr. McCuttocH with Mr. OLNEY. 
Mr. HutcuHinson with Mr. Pov. 


Mr. Morr with Mr. SasatsH. 


Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. Sims. 
Mr. SAnpers of Indiana with Mr. SMArt. 


Mr. Stemp with Mr. Sears. 


Mr. Strong with Mr. SMIrHwIck. 
Mr. Treapway with Mr. WHALEY. 
Mr. Watson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rrorpan. 
Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


ing when his name should have been called? 
On the contrary, Mr. Speaker, instead of being 
present and listening, I was at my office working. 


Mr. KING. 
The SPEAKER. 


Zihiman 


Rucker 
Sanders, La, 
Sisson 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stevenson 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla. 
Upshaw 
Venable 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Webb 


Wright 
Young, Tex. 


Sanders, Ind. 
Sanford 
Saunders, Va. 
Schall 


Siegel 

Sims 

Slem 

Smal 

Smith, Il. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smithwick 
Snell 
Steagall 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Ohio 
Strong, Pa: 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex 
Sweet 
Temple 
Tilsco 
Treadway 
Voigt 
Walters - 
Watson, Pa, 
Whaley 
Winslow 
Wise 

Yates 


Was the gentleman in the House and listen- 


The gentleman can not qualify. 


71 


Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I can not qualify, but I want 
to know if I can answer “ present.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not. 

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. McFappen. I voted “no,” 
and I wish to withraw that vote and answer “ present.” 

The name of Mr. Dewatt was called, and he answered “ Pres- 
ent,” as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. Branton, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


EMPLOYEES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department be discharged from 
further consideration of House resolution 75, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 75. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
requested to aw report to the House of Representatives, at the 
earliest date practicable, the following facts: 

(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the Treasury Department who are employed by any person, firm, or 
corporation, the name of such employer, the hours of service given to 
such employer, and the ameunt of compensation received by such em- 
ployee per month for such outside service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers are in the em- 
ploy of the Government, their names, department of service, hours of 
service, and amount of compensation per month, respectively, received 
by each and all of said relatives. 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their Gov- 


ernment salary, received by the Gevernment employees in said depart- 
ment. 


Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in H. J. Res. 5 as 
One calculated to elicit the information sought. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas to discharge the committee from further con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend on page 1, 
line 11, by inserting after the word “employees” the words 
“in the Treasury Department,” and on page 2 by striking out 
section 3. 

The SPEAKER. The ccvtleman from Texas offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk yi.) report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. BLANTON: Page 1, line 11, after the word “ em- 
ployees”’ insert ‘“‘in the Treasury Department,” and, on page 2, strike 
out section 3. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I think this amendment is a 
good one and needs no further argument. Therefore I move the 
previous question on the amendment. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker,.a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACK. Is it not in order to divide this amendment 
and offer a substitute for it? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to separate the amendment. 
It is in order to offer a substitute unless the previous question 
is ordered. 

Mr. BLANTON, I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be in order to 
offer a substitute unless the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BLACK. I have a substitute that I want to offer. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas has 
moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. But parliamentary inquiries are being made. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it the gentleman 
has offered one amendment to line 11 and on that has moved 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it the gentleman 
offered ene amendment, which embraced two sections, and on 
that amendment the previous question is demanded, 

Mr. WINGO. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
amendment. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of order? 

Mr. WINGO. It goes to two different sections in one amend- 
ment. 
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The SPEAKER. 
that. 

Mr. WINGO. Considering one section at a time or consider- 
ing the whole thing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will excuse the Chair, but 
perhaps he did not understand. 

Mr. WINGO. I ask for a division. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, certainly; any gentleman can ask for a 
division of the amendment. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I want to propound this parlia- 
mentary inquiry: Do I not have the right to offer a substitute to 
the first part of his amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right unless the 
previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BLACK. I offer that substitute. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARNER. Does the Chair hold that if the previous ques- 
tion is ordered on the resolution and amendments a substitute 
for the amendment can not be offered? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the Chair would hold that. 
tion is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division on the previ- 
ous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks for a divi- 
sion on the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 71. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. RUCKER. For a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana make 
the point of order that there is no quorum present? 

Mr. ASWELL. I withdraw it for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RUCKER. I respectfully ask if it will be in order to 
move to remove the gentleman from Wyoming and put the gen- 
tleman from Texas in as a majority leader. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, the gentleman would make a good one. 

Mr. RUCKER. I think there is where he ought to be; he 
ought to be on that side. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer a motion to re- 
commit. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. BLACK. 


The Chair knows of no rule that forbids 


The ques- 


that is a parlia- 


adoption of the 


Recommit where? 
To the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department. I offer the following motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first state that the question 
was taken and the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. I make 
the point of order that the committee being discharged from the 
consideration of the resolution the motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the point of order 
holds. 

Mr. BLACK. I make the motion to recommit, and the motion 
is to recommit the bill to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, with instructions to strike out section 2 of 
the bill, and report forthwith. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers the mo- 
tion to recommit, which the Clerk will report. The Chair 
neglected to ask the gentleman if he is opposed to the resolution? 

Mr. BLACK. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BLAcK moves to recommit the resolution to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department, with instructions to strike 
out section 2 of the resolution, and report forthwith. 

Mr. BLACK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to discuss the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WALSH. Oh, no; the previous question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor; the pre- 
vious question has been ordered, 
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Mr. BLACK. Not on the motion to recommit. 


Mr. 


GARNER. 


No; the previous question has not been 


ordered on this motion to recommit; it is on the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman is correct, but the Chair’s 


recollection is that the previous question is not necessary on 
a motion to recommit except to prevent amendment and that 
debate is not permissible. 


Mr. GARRETT. 


instance—— 


The SPEAKER. 


man do so. 


Mr. GARRETT. 


and there was debate, at least I think I can. 


The SPEAKER. 
GARRETT. 


Mr. 


No; 


mind is not that. 


The SPEAKER. 


vents debate. 


motion to recommit. 


Mr. RUCKER. 


the matter 


Mr. Speaker, I can cite the Chair to an 
The Chair will be glad to have the gentle- 
In which a motion to recommit was made 


The Chair is perfectly willing 
my friend here has in 


The Chair thinks the previous question pre- 
The object of the previous question on a motion 
to recommit is to prevent amendments. The question is on the 


Is it in order to ask unanimous consent to 


give the gentleman from Texas five minutes to discuss it? 


ask 
minutes. 


Mr. BLANTON, 


object. 


The SPEAKER. 


unanimous consent that the gentleman 


may have five 


I object to that; ordinarily I would not 


The question is on the motion to recommit. 


The question Was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
Chair was in doubt. : 
The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 70, 


noes 103. 


Mr. BLACK. 
The SPEAKER, 


On that I make the point of order that there is 
no quorum present. 


Clearly there is no quorum present. 


Sergeant at Arms will summon absent Members, the Doorkeeper 
will close the doors, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. MAPES. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MAPES. 


The SPEAKER, 


Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 
The gentleman will state the point of order. 


Is it too late to make the point of order that 
a motion to recommit on a simple resolution is not in order? 


having been taken. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 162, 
answered “ present” 2, not voting 149, as follows: 
YEAS—116. 


Alexander 
Almon 
Ashbrook 
Aswell 
Ayres 
Babka 
Bankhead 
Bee 

Bell 

Black 
Bland, Mo, 
Bland, Va. 
Booher 
Box 
Brand 
Briggs 
Buchanan 
Byrnes, 8. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler 
Caraway 
Carss 
Carter 
Casey 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo, 
Cleary 
Collier 
Connally 


Ackerman 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md. 
Andrews, Nevr. 
Bacharach 
Baer 

Begg 
Benham 
Bland, Ind. 
Blanton 
Boies 

Bowers 
Brooks, IL. 
Brooks, Pa. 
Burroughs 


Campbell, Kans, 


Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Cole 

Copley 
Cramton 
Crowther 


Crisp 

Davis, Tenn, 
Doiisick 
Drane 

Dupré 
Evans, Mont, 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Gallagher 
Ganly 

Gard 

Garner 
Garrete 
Hardy, Tex. 
Hastings 
Hayden 
Holland 
Howard 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
Johnson, Miss. 
Jolinston, N: Y. 
Jones, Tex. 


Lanham 


Lankford 
Lea, Cacif. 
Lesher 
McAndrews 
McClintic 
McDuffie 
McGlennon 
McKeown 
McKiniry 
McLane 
Maher 
Major 
Mansfield 
Martin 
Mead 
Minahan, N. J, 
Moon 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Nelson, Mo. 
Nicholls, 8. C. 
Nolan 
O’Connell 
Oldfield 
Oliver 

Park 
Parrish 
Quin 
Ragsdale 


NAYS—162. 


Currie, Mich, 
Curry, Calif, 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Dunbar 
Dunn 

Dyer 

Echols 
Edmcnds 
Elliott 
Histon 
Emerson 
Evans, Nebr. 
Evans, Nev. 
Fairfield 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster 
Freeman 


French 
Fuller, Ill. 
Garland 
Glynn 
Goodell 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hardy, Colo, 
Haskelt 
Hawley 
Hays 
Hernandez 
Hersey 


» Hickey 


Hoch 
Houghton 
Huddleston 


The Chair thinks it is too late, the vote 


Rainey, J. W. 
Rayburn 
Romjue 
Rouse 
Rucker 
Sanders, La. 
Sisson 
Smithwick 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stevenson 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla, 
Tillman 
Upshaw 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 


y 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 
Woods, Va. 
Wright 
Young, Tex. 


Hulings 
Husted 
Jefteris 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. Dak, 
Johnson, Wash, 
Jones, Pa. 
Juul 

Kendail 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkaid 
Kleczka 
Knutson 
Kreider 
Lampert 
Layton 
Longworth 
Luce 

Lufkin 
Luhring 
McArthur 
McCulloch 
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McKinley 


Ogden 


McLaughlin, Mich.Osbcrne 
McLaughlin, Nebr. Paige 


MacCrate 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee 
Mapes 
Michener 
Miller 


Monahan, Wis. 


Mondell 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Morgan 
Murphy 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn. 
Nichols, Mich. 


Anthony 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Benson 
Blackmor 
Brinson 
Britten 
Browne 
Browning 
Brumbaugh 
Burdick 
Burke 
Butler 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Pa. 
Cannon 
Cantrill 
Carew 
Classon 
Coady 
Cooper 
Costello 
go 
‘ullen 
Dale 
Davey 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dent 
Dickipson, Mo. 
Denovan 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Fagan 
Eagle 
Elisworth 
Bech 


Peters 

Platt 
Purnell 
Radcliffe 
Raker 
Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Randall, Wis. 
Reavis 
Reber 

Reed, N. Y. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Riddick 
Robsion, Ky. 
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Rogers 

Rose 

Rowe 
Sanders, N. Y, 
Scott 

Sells 

Shreve 
Sinclair 

Slem 

Smith, Mich. 
Snyder 
Stephens, Ohio 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 


Summers, Wash, 


Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Timberlake 
Tincher 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—2., 


Dewalt 


Lonergan 


NOT VOTING—149, 


Ferris 

Fess 

Fields 
Fisher 

Frear 

Fuller, Mass. 
Gallivan 
Gandy 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goldfogle 
Good 
Goodwin, Ark, 
Graham, Pa, 
Greene, Vt. 
Griffin 
Hamill 
Hamilton 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Heflin 
Hersman 
Hicks 

Hill 

Hull, Iowa 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
James 

Kahn 
Kearns 
Kelley, Mich, 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kettner 
Kiess 

Kraus 
LaGuardia 
Langley 


Larsen 
Lazaro 
Lee, Ga. 
Lehlbach 
Lever 
Linthicum 
Little 
McFadden 
McKenzie 
McPherson 
Mann 
Mason 
Mays 
Merritt 
Montague 
Moores, Ind. 
Morin 
Mott 
Mudd 
Neely 
Newton, Mo. 
Olney 
Overstreet 
Padgett 


Rainey, H. T. 
Randall, Calif. 
Riordan 
Robinson, N. C. 
Rodenberg 
Rowan 


- Rubey 


Sabath 
Sanders, ind. 


So the motion to recommit was rejected: 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Brownine with Mr. EaGte. 


Mr. Cooper with Mr. GAnpy. 
Mr. Fess with Mr. HEFLIN. 


Tinkham 
Towner 

Vare 

Vestal 
Walsh 
Wason 
Webster 
Wheeler 
White, Kans, 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood, ina. 
Woodyard 
Yates 
Young, N. Dak. 
Zihiman 


Sanford 
Saunders, Va. 
Schall 

Scully 

Sears 
Sherwood 
Siegel 

Sims 

Sinnott 
Small 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Snell 
Steagall 
Steenerson 


Stephens, Miss. 


Stiness 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex, 
Sweet 
Temple 
Tilson 
Treadway 
Vaile 
Venable 
Voigt 
Volstead 
Walters 
Ward 
Watson, Pa. 
Webb 
Whaley 
Winslow 
Wise 


Mr. Frear with Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina. 
Mr. Merritr with Mr. LAzAro. 


Mr. ScHaAtt with Mr. Mays. 

Mr. SmitH of Idaho with Mr. Ranpatt of California. 

Mr. Strness with Mr. HENry T. RAINEY. ; 

Mr, Sweet with Mr. Rosprnson of North Carolina. 

Mr. VousTeap with Mr. WEBB, 

Mr. Warp with Mr. RuBey. 

Mr. Kraus with Mr. Sears. 

Mr. HAvuGEN with Mr. LEVER. 

For balance of day: 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. Lee of Georgia. 

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “ yea,” but I have a 
general pair with Mr. McFappen, and I no desire to withdraw 
the vote of “ yea” and answer “ present.” 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. 
open the doors. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the passage of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has already been 
ordered. The question now is on the adoption of the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of House resolution 76, and 
upon that I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a resolu- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 76. 
Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce be, and he is hereby, re- 


quested to promptly report to the House of Representatives at the 
earliest date practicable the following facts: 


The Doorkeeper will 


(1) The names of all Government employees in the various branches 
of the Commerce Department who are employed by any person, firm, or 
corporation, the name of such employer, the hours of service given to 
such employer, and the amount of compensation received by such em- 
ployee pe month for such outside service. 

(2) The names of all employees whose spouse (wife or husband), 
father, mother, sister or sisters, or brother or brothers are in the 
employ of the Government, their names, department of service, hours 
of service, and amount of compensation per month, respectively, received 
by each and all of said relatives, 

(3) The amount of annual income, if any, over and above their Gov- 
—- Salary received by the Government employees in said depart- 
ment, 

Attention is directed to the form of questionnaire in H. J. Res. 5 as 
one calculated to elicit the information sought. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. The commit- 
tee has not been discharged. The question is on the motion to 
discharge the committee. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what be- 
came of the amendments to the last resolution. They were 
never voted on. The resolution has not been passed with the 
amendments? Are they embodied in the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they were voted on and 
passed. 

Mr. WINGO. I asked for a division on that, and the gentle- 
man moved the previous question. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Brack] came in with a motion to recommit, and I have 
sat patiently waiting for a vote on that, because I wanted a 
separate vote on each of the two amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is mis- 
taken. The motion was agreed to before the motion to recom- 
mit was put. 

Mr. BLANTON. That was the case, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware that a separation was 
not made. The gentleman asked the Chair if they could be 
separated, and the Chair said they could, but no request was 
made at the proper time. 

Mr. WINGO. I think the Chair will find that the reporter’s 
notes will show the question was never put on the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may be right. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Page 1, line 11, after the word “ employees” insert “ Department of 
Commerce,” and on page 2, strike out all of section 3. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. BLANTON: Page 1, line 11, after the word “ em- 
ployees ” insert ‘‘ Department of Commerce,” and on page 2 strike out 
all of section 3. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I think these are good amend- 
ments. I do not know that any good would be derived from 
argument, and I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of no quorum, and the Chair will count. [The Speaker pro- 
ceeded to count.] 

Mr. BLANTON. 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not do that while the 
Chair is counting to ascertain whether or not there is a quorum 
present. [After counting.] One hundred and ninety-eight gen- 
tlemen are present, not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will close 
the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and 
the Clerk will eall the roll. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 185, nays 89, 
answered “ present” 1, not voting 154, as follows: 

YEAS—185. 


Andrews, Nebr. Baer 
Anthony Begg 
Ashbrook Benham 
Babka Bland, Ind. 
Bacharach Blanton 


Mr. Speaker, to save time, I ask for the 


Boies 
Bowers 
Brooks, Ill. 
Brooks, Pa. 
Burdick 


Ackerman 
Alexander 
Almon 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md. 
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Rurroughs 
Byrnes. S.C. - 
Campbell, Kans. 
Casey 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clark, Mo 

Cate 

Copley 

Cramton 
Crowther 
Currie, Mich. 
Dallinger 
Darrow 

Davey 

Davis, Minn. 
Dickinson, Towa 
Dowell 

Dunbar 

Dunn 

Dyer 

Edmonds 

Elliott 
Histon 
Smerson 
ans, Nebr. 
Evans, Nev. 
Fairfield 


ess 









Fordney 
Foster 
Freeman 
French 
Fuller, Il, 
Garland 
Glynn 
Goodrykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Lil. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griest 


Acswell 
Rankhead 
tarkley 
Be 
Bell 

Black 

Biand, Mo. 
sland, Va. 
Boober 

Rox 

Brand 
Briggs 

Buchanan 
Byrns, Tenn, 

Candler 

Carawey 
Carss 

Carter 

Collier 

Connally 
Crisp 

Davis, Tenn 
Dominick 





Ayres 
Barbour 
senson 
Blackmon 
Brinson 
sritten 
Browne 
Browning 
Brumbaugh 
Burke 
Butler 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Pa. 
Cannon 
Cantrill 
Carew 
Clark, Fila. 
Classon 
Cleary 
Coady 
Cooper 
Costello 
Crago 
Cullen 
Curry, Calif. 
Dale 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dent 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Drane 
Eagan 
Eagle 
Echols 
Ellsworth 





Hadley 
Hardy, Cole. 
Haskell 
Hawley 
Hays 
Hernandez 
Hoch 
Houghten 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Hulings 
Hasted 
Jacoway 
Jefferis 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. Dak. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jones, Pa. 
Juul 
Kendali 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kincheloe 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Rieczka 
Knutson 
Kreider 
Lampert 
Layton 

Lea, Calif. 
Lonergan 
Longworth 
Luce 

Lufkin 
Lubring 
McAndrews 
McArthur 
McClintic 
McCulloch 
McDuffie 
McKinley 
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McLaughlin, Nebr. Rose 


MacCrate 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee 

Mapes 
Michener 
Miller 
Minahan, N. J. 
Monahan, Wis. 
Mondell 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Morgan 
Murphy 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn, 
Nicholls, 8. C. 
Nichols, Mich. 
Nolan 

Ogden 
Osborne 
Paige 

Peters 
Purnell 

Quin 
Radcliffe 
Ragsdale 
Raker 
Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Randall, Wis. 
Reavis 

Reber 

Reed, N. Y. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Riddick 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers 


McLaughlin, Mich.Romjue 
NAYS—89. 


Dupré 
Flood 
Gallagher 
Ganly 
Gard 
Garner 
Garrett 
Hardy, Tex. 
Hastings 
Hayden 
Holland 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Johnston, N. Y. 
Jones, Tex. 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Lesher 
McGiennon 
McKeown 
McKiniry 
McLane 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”’—1. 


Maher 
Major 
Mansfield 
Martin 
Mays 

Mead 
Montague 
Moon 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Nelson, Mo. 
O'Connell 
Oliver 
Park 
Parrish 
Rainey, J. W. 
Rayburn 


Robinson, N.C. 


Rucker 
Sabath 
Sanders, La. 
Sisson 
Small 


Dewalt 
NOT VOTING—154. 


Esch 

Evans, Mont. 
Ferris 

Fields 
Fisher 
Fitzgerald 
Focht 

Frear 

Fuller, Mass, 
Gallivan 
Gandy 
Godwin, N. C, 
Goldfogle 
Good 

Goodall 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Graham, Pa. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griffin 
Hamill 
Hamilton 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Heflin 
Hersey 
Hersman 
Hickey 

Hicks 

Hill 

Hull, lewa 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
James 
Johnson, Miss. 
Kahn 

Kearns 
Kelley, Mich. 
Felly, Pa. 


Kennedy, R. I. 
Kettner 
Kiess 

King 

Kraus 
LaGuardia 
Langley 
Larsen 
Lazaro 

Lee, Ga. 
Lehibach 
Lever 
Linthicum 
Little 
McFadden 
McKenzie 
McPherson 
Mann 
Mason 
Merritt 
Moores, Ind. 
Morin 

Mott 

Mudd 

Neely 
Newton, Mo. 
Oldfield 
Olney 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker 

Pell 

Phelan 
Piatt 
Porter 

Pou 

Rainey, H. T. 
Randall, Calif. 
Riordan 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


Rouse 

Rowe 

Scott 

Sells 

Shreve 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephens, Ohio 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash, 
Sweet 

Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tillman 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Towner 
Upshaw 

Vaile 

Vare 

Vestal 
Volstead 
Walsh 

Wason 
Webster 
Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wood, Ind. 
Yates 

Young, N. Dak. 
Zihlman 


Smithwick 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stevenson 
Taylor, Ark. 
Thompson, Okla. 
Venable 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Welling 

Welty 

Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 

Woods, Va. 
Wright 

Young, Tex. 


Rodenberg 
Rowan 
Rubey 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanford 
Saunders, Va, 
Schall 

Scully 

Sears 
Sherwood 
Siegel 

Sims 

Slemp 
Smith, Ti. 
Smith, N. ¥. 
Snell 

Snyder 
Steagall 
Steenerson 
Stiness 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex, 
Temple 
Thomas 
Tilson 
Treadway 
Voigt 
Walters 
Ward 
Watson, Pa. 
Webb 
Whaley 
Wilson, Til. 
Winslow 
Wise 
Woodyard 








JUNE 5, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Escu with Mr. WEBB, 

Mr. Focut with Mr. Ayres, 

Mr. Hamitron with Mr. Crrary. 

Mr. Kine with Mr. DRANE. 

Mr. Pratt with Mr. FiTzGERAvp. 

Mr. Snyper with Mr. THomas. 

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “nay,” but I have a 
general pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Mec- 
FapbEN, and I now wish to change my vote to “ present.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. DewAtt, and he answered 
“ Present.” 

The result of the vote was announced, as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. <A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will 
open the doors. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote 
whereby the House resolution was passed, and move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BLANTON. I move that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to reconsider? 

Mr. BLANTON., Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. What becomes of the gentleman’s motion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion is pending. Does 
the gentleman make it as a motion, or does he ask unanimous 
consent? 

Mr. WINGO. He made it as a motion. 

The SPEAKER. I thought he made it as a unanimous-con- 
sent request. 

Mr. BLANTON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to lay the 
motion on the table. 

Mr. WINGO. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
where an objection is made, he can not make the double motion. 
Has he made a motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. He has made the motion to reconsider, and 
then the motion to lay that on the table. 

Mr. WINGO. Can‘he make both at the same time where there 
is objection? 

The SPEAKER. He did not make them at the same time, 
He made one subsequent to the other. 

Mr. WINGO. I am not sure; I am asking for information. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. The motion 
is to lay the other motion on the table. The question is on 
agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EMPLOYEES UNDER THE UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD. 


Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries be discharged 
from the further consideration of House resolution 77. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries be discharged 
from further consideration of House resolution 77, which the 
Clerk will report. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 77. 

Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board be, and it is hereby, 
requested to age report to the House of Representatives at the 
earliest date practicable the following facts—— 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, enough has been read of the 
resolution to make it apparent ‘that it is not a privileged reso- 
lution, and hence the motion to discharge the committee is not 
a privileged motion; and inasmuch as we have wasted nearly 
the whole day with this Democratic filibuster, with appropria- 
tion bills pending, I make a point of order against the motion, 
the point of order being that only resolutions addressed to the 
President and the heads of the executive departments have 
privilege. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. And I am quoting from the House Manual 
in section 836. If the Speaker desires anything more in con- 
nection with that, I will call his attention to-—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire any further sug- 
gestions on that line unless somebody desires to be heard 
against it. 

Mr. BLANTON. I admit that the point is well taken. 

Mr. ASWELL. The gentleman refers to “a Democratic fili- 
buster.” I would like to ask who is supporting the filibuster? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will answer that question by saying that 
it is entirely a Democratic performance. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
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EXTENSION OF BEMARKS. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to prefer a unani- 
mous-consent request. I ask unanimous consent to extend and 
revise my remarks on the matters that came up to-day. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks already 
made. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
same request. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 4226, 
being the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 4226, the District of Columbia appropriation bill. The 
question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNeEr] 
will please take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H R. 4226, the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, with Mr. Towner in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
H. R. 4226, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which the 
Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose last evening there 
was an amendment pending, offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Garp], to strike out “ $20,000 ” and insert ‘“ $10,000,” in line 
12, page 9. The question is on that amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, for motor vehicles, $30,700. All of said motor vehicles and 
all other motor vehicles provided for in this act and all horse-drawn 
carriages and buggies owned by the District of Columbia shall be used 
only for purposes directly pertaining to the public services of said Dis- 
trict, and shall be under the direction and control of the commissioners, 
who may from time to time alter or change the assignment for use 
thereof or direct the joint or interchangeable use of any of the same by 
officials and employees of the District: Provided, That no automobile 
shall be acquired hereunder, by purchase or exchange, at a cost, includ- 
ing the value of a vehicle exchanged, exceeding $1,500 for one seating 
four or more persons and $1,200 for one seating less than four persons. 

Mr. WALSH Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
the reason for the increase in the limit of cost of these vehicles 
that can be purchased under this exchange procedure, Last year 
they were limited to $900 and $700. Now the limit has been 
increased to $1,500 and $1,200. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I believe the reason is that, al- 
though that limit was fixed in the old bill, they had to come to 
the deficiency committee to get an increase of this amount, and 
the increase is really now in the law under the deficiency bill. 

Mr. WALSH. They could not get suitable vehicles under the 
smaller limitation? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think the gentleman will find 
there is a good reason for every one of these increases. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase and maintenance, hire of livery, of means of transporta- 
tion for the coroner’s office and the morgue, jurors’ fees, witness fees, 
removal of deceased persons, making autopsies, ice, disinfectants, tele- 
phone service, and other necessary supplies for the morgue, and the nec- 
essary expenses of holding inquests, including oneen: services in 
taking testimony, and photographing unidentified bodies, $5,000. 

Mr. TAYLOR of:-Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. A signal honor has been conferred to-day upon 
one of the Members of this House, and I feel that not only the 
Member himself but the membership of the House are honored, 
and that the Members should have the opportunity of expressing 
their approval. Gen. Petain, the great French general, has sent 
from the French front to Gen. Kuhn, of the Seventy-ninth Divi- 
sion, the decoration* of the Croix de Guerre, to be conferred 
upon our colleague, Royat Jonnson, of South Dakota. [Ap- 
plause.] Gen. Kuhn has conferred that decoration upon our 
eolleague to-day. I feel it is something that we ought to be 
proud of, [Applause.] 


Absolutely not. 


The Clerk read as follows: ' 

For enforcement of game and fish laws, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the commissioners, $100. 

Mr. GARD. I move to strike out the last word of this very 
inconsequential item for the purpose of asking about the game 
laws in the District of Columbia. What are the game laws in the 
District of Columbia? Do they apply to wild game or to the 
games that flourish in the haunts of peace? Does this apply to 
the police force, or is there a game and fish protective associa- 
tion or anything like that in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I really can not inform the gentle- 
man of all the details as to how they expend this money. I do 
not think they expend the whole $100. In case some Member of 
Congress should get on a rampage and go out and hunt wild 
geese or ducks or chickens, he might be subject to the provisions 
of the game laws of the District. 

Mr. GARD. Does the gentleman mean that there is any laxity 
of enforcement of the game laws of the District of Columbia, 
which accounts for this small appropriation? I have made the 


| inquiry in good faith, because I did not know there was any 


necessity, in this District of 10 miles square, for any very elab- 
orate system of game laws; but after hearing the gentleman’s 
suggestion about chickens I realize that I may be in error, 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am informed that there is some 
wild game flying over, which occasionally alights out here on 
the Anacostia Flats, ducks and things of that kind. 

Mr. GARD. Ducks? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes; and if anybody shoots them 
and they fail to inform the authorities—the gentleman will no- 
tice that the amount here is pretty large—$100. We have spent 
out of that some $42. 

Mr. GARD. The amount was so inconsequential that I won- 
dered whether there were any game laws at all in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If the gentleman will yield, I notice 
on the House Calendar there is a bill (H. R. 1199) to prohibit the 
purchase, sale, or possession for the purpose of sale of certain 
wild birds in the District of Columbia. That was introduced, I 
think, by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GranHam]. I am- 
sorry the gentleman is not a member of the deficiency committee, 
for if this bill goes into effect, as it will, we might have to have 
a deficiency of $25 or $50. 

Mr. GARD. That is to take care of the wild birds. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes; these wild birds alight on the 
flats of Anacostia. We are going to make a park at Anacostia 
some day, and we want to prevent the wild birds from encroach- 
ing on it. 

Mr. GARD. One hundred dollars is sufficient, the gentleman 
thinks, to maintain the sanctity of the game laws of the District 
of Columbia, and no more? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes; it was considered sufficient 
by the subcommittee, after extensive hearings, a few years ago. 
I think the fact is that a few years ugo they had $200, but it was 
cut down. 

Mr. VARE. 
it not? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For carrying out the provisions of the act approved March 1, 1899, 
entitled “An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to remove dangerous or unsafe buildings and parts thereof, 
and for other purposes,” to pay members of the board of survey pro- 
vided for therein, other than the inspector of buildings, at a compensa- 


This sum has been in the bill year after year, has 


Yes. 


| tion of not to exceed $10 for each survey, and to pay the cost of making 


safe or removing such buildings upon the refusal or neglect of the owners 
so to do, the unexpended balance of the appropriation made for this 
purpose for the fiscal year 1913 is reappropriated for the fiscal year 


| 1920. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to ask the chairman of the committee how much 
will be available under this paragraph and how it happens that 
the appropriation made for 1913 is still unexpended. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The record shows that the balance 
available July 1, 1918, will be $1,753.81. That amount is now 
available, or nearly all of it. 

Mr. WALSH. What was the original appropriation? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not tell, but it was not a 
very large sum. That amount is available, and the commis- 
sioners think it is all that will be necessary during the coming 
year. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase of metal identification number tags for horse-drawn 


vehicles used for business purposes and motor vehicles in the District 
of Columbia, $15,000. 
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Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis] if this sum, $15,000, is a misprint. The item, I 
notice. is increased from $1,500 last year to $15,000 this year. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 
I think we had $10,000 in this item last year. 

Mr. MAPES. I have the act before me, and it contains $1,500. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Then that is probably a misprint. 
I think the item was $10,000 last year. There was quite a 
deficiency, which has been taken care of in the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. The license has been changed recently here so 
that an increase is occasioned by that. 

Mr. MAPES. The langauge is the same. 
used for? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Chiefly, and I think wholly, for the 
purchase of tags that are sold to the owners of automobiles. 
The number of automobiles is increasing very rapidly, and I 
think they changed the style of the tag so that they are a little 
more expensive, but it was deemed advisable. 

Mr. MAPES. They have not increased ten times in the last 
year. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague will permit, 
I might suggest that under a former system an automobile 
license was permanent, whereas now it is annual. Each year 
every automobile must acquire a new license tag, whereas before 
only the new machines were compelled to buy them. 

Mr. MAPES. Has that inereased the expense from $1,500 to 
$15,000? 

Mr. CRAMTON. It immensely increases the number of tags 
that must be furnished. Before it was a permanent license, 
and a man might use one license for five years if he did not get 
a new car. Now every automobile in the District must have a 
new license each year. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will permit, in the current law the amount is $10,000, and I am 
reading now from the official record. 

Mr. MAPES. I have the act before me for the year ending 
June 30, 1918, and in that year it was $1,500. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is the year before. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Michigan 
yield? 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. I would like some information in respect to the 
rights of a Congressman residing temporarily in the Capital. 
What is our privilege as an automobile-owner? How many tags 
must we have? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield? 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The owner of an automobile registered in 
another State does not have to take out a license in the District. 
The tag of that State is recognized in the District of Columbia, 
except as to automobiles in the very friendly and interesting State 
of Maryland. There is a state of war as to automobile tags 
existing between the State of Maryland and the District of 
Columbia, and because the State of Maryland will not recognize 
in Maryland a District tag, the District does not recognize a 
Maryland tag. Otherwise the tag of any State is recognized as 
good in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FESS. So that an Ohio tag is recognized in the District? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I may say that I drive an old car under a 
Michigan tag, and I drive it in the District under that tag. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inform 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Mares] that recently—within 
the last year or two—they have required a double tag, one on 
the fore part of the machine and one on the rear. That is one 
eecasion for the additional expense. That question was asked of 
Mr. Brownlow by Mr. Sisson, the former chairman of this com- 
mittee, and Mr. Brownlow said that the extra tag was an extra 
burden of $5,000, but that it was worth that for purposes of 
making identification more practical. That is why they in- 
creased it $5,000 from the appropriation of $10,000 before. 

Mr. FESS. How long could an Ohio man temporarily residing 
here and having his automobile in the District use it on one tag? 

Mr. CRAMTON. One year. 

Mr. FESS. My concern is to know whether as a driver there 
is more than one tag necessary in order to be a law-abiding 
citizen, 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I could not answer that question. 

Mr. FESS. I think the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cram- 
TON] has answered that. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of answering further the question asked 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Frss]. 


What is this money 
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Even with regard to the State of Maryland, I will state to 
the gentleman that the State of Maryland readily recognizes 
the State number on any Member’s car, no matter from what 
State he comes. For instance, I have upon my Texas car, upon 
which I pay a Texas license, and which has been here in the eity 
of Washington for nearly three years, my Texas number on the 
front and on the rear. I can go all over the State of Maryland, 
and they readily recognize it. I can go in Virginia or New York 
or New Jersey or any other State, and there is a certain reci- 
procity existing between our home States and the District of 
Columbia and ether States, such as passes the car of a Member ; 
they readily recognize your State number, and it is absolutely 
unnecessary for any Member of Congress to pay the District 
license tax if he pays a license tax each year in his own State; 
and therefored pay my license tax in my own State every year. 

Mr. GARD. But it is not a matter of recognizing a man as a 
Member of Congress, is it? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; it applies—— 

Mr. GARD. If I am a resident of Texas and I come along 
with my automobile with my Texas license, I am recognized in 
every State in the Union wherever I may go. 

Mr. BLANTON. With this distinction, that Maryland will 
not recognize the license tax of any car from any State that 
does not in turn recognize the license tax of Maryland. It isa 
matter or reciprocity. That is the distinction, and the State of 
Texas recognizes a Maryland license tax. 

Mr. VARE. In other words, Maryland is in favor of reci- 
procity. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes; and every other State does that. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is a little more than that. The District 
desires to reciprocate with the State of Maryland, but Maryland 
will not reciprocate with the District, although Maryland does 
with every other State. 

Mr, BLANTON. I am not talking about any petty strife that 
may exist between the District and Maryland, but I am talking 
about what exists between other States and Maryland. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I de. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The gentleman says the State of 
Maryland will recognize these licenses. Suppose a Member of 
Congress resides in Maryland during the sessions of Congress. 
Does the gentleman think he can continue to use the license from 
his State and not take a license from Maryland, if he remains 
there over 90 days, say? 

Mr. BLANTON. I think a Member of Congress from the 
State of Maryland ought to pay the license tax in the State of 
Maryland, and that license tax ought to take him anywhere in 
the United States where there is a reciprocity existing between 
the States. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Usually the reciprocity is some- 
thing of this kind, that the license from an outside State, we will 
say from Maryland, in—take the case of my State, say Ilinois—- 
is good for three months where one comes into the State to re- 
side. Now, the question is where a Member of Congress comes 
here and resides in the District or in the State of Maryland and 
resides there three months, is it not compulsory on him to take 
out a license in the District or in the State of Maryland? 

Mr. BLANTON. I think not, where he is taxed for a State 
license and keeps it up each year. I have had my same car 
here for nearly three years. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 
myself, 

Mr. FOSTER. I have had this experience recently. I went 
down and they told me that an Ohio license was good only for 
one year. Do I understand the gentleman from Texas has been 
using a license for three years 

Mr. BLANTON. No. I have paid my Texas license every 
year. I keep the same number and repay my license annually 
in Texas. 

Mr. FOSTER. An Ohio license is good for one year, and they 
tax $2.50 for a chauffeur’s license for the city. 

Mr. BLANTON. My annual license tax in Texas costs about 
$15, something like that, if I remember correctly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Plumbing Inspection Division: To reimburse three assistant inspec- 
tors of plumbing for provision and maintenance by themselves of three 
motorcycles, for use in their official inspections in the District of 
Columbia, $15 per month cach, $540. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking the chairman what is the necessity of 
retaining the language in lines 3, 4, and 5, on page 18? I 


I have taken the chances on it 





understand the elevator inspectors went out the other day on 
the point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will inform the gentleman that 
they are doing the work just the same, whether that new 
language is in there or not. That language is for the purpose 
of requiring the parties to pay inspection fees to the inspector, 
but now since that was stricken out cn the point of order it is 
paid just the same, but we pay it instead of the elevators that 
are inspected. 

Mr. GARD. They are doing the work of inspection? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They have to do so. They are 
obliged to do so under the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Northwest: For paving with concrete Taylor Street, Rock Creek 
Church Road to New Hampshire Avenue, 30 feet wide, $19,000. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of being afforded some information by 
the chairman of the committee. I am desirous of knowing the 
plan followed in the District of Columbia for the improvement 
and repair of streets. I will state in the very beginning of 
what I have to say that I favor the very best possible streets, 
as well as all other public utilities in the city of Washington, 
but what I am interested in is knowing the legal method of 
awarding contracts. Or do they do it themselves? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They award contracts for such 
work. 

Mr. GARD. I notice these different appropriations all come 
out very nicely—say at $10,000 and $19,000. Is the appropria- 
tion made before the contract is awarded? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. These are the appropriations 
made, and we expect to build these streets within the limit of 
eost by contract. 

Mr. GARD. Suppose they make a contract, for instance, 
for the paving of Taylor Street, for which an appropriation of 
$19,000 is made, for $18,254? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
Treasury. 

Mr. GARD. Is it ever known that anything went back? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Very mueh of it goes back, I will 
inform the gentleman. 

Mr. GARD. Take the individual appropriations or the ap- 
propriations for the several streets, and are they entirely used, 
or is there any residuary fund? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Sometimes there is, as I tried 
to explain to the gentleman here in my opening statement. 
Heretofore this has been appropriated in a lump sum, and 
your subcommittee or committee thought it was net advisable. 
We thought it should be consolidated, and there should be 
specified on the face of the bill the streets to be improved and 
the amount to be expended therefor. They may have some 
little difficulty occasionally with this, but I hardly think they 
will. But I will say to the gentleman that if they contract for 
$49,000 and the work is performed for $40,000 the balance 
would go back into the Treasury. e 

Mr. GARD. How many so-called contraetors are there oper- 
ating in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not say; but I think the 
hearings will disclose that they have considerable competition, 
especially now. I was informed that a few years ago they did 
not have; that they had but very little competition; but now 
they say they have much of it. 

Mr. GARD. Can the gentleman tell me whether there is 
any apportionment to contractors in the city of Washington 
by which one contractor gets part of the city and another con- 
tractor another part? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. There is nothing of the kind now. 
The lowest bidder gets the contract. 

Mr. GARD. There is nothing of the kind now? 
mean that there have been instances of that kind? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I used to think there had been 
years ago, but I do not wish the Recorp to say that I really 
knew anything of that kind. But I used to think prebably 
there was. However, I am satisfied there is nothing of that 
kind new. 

Mr. GARD. Are there more than twe competing contractors 
for paving work in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They are not limited to contractors 
living in the District of Celumbia, but they get them from the 
outside also. 

Mr. GARD. But they do not get them from the oyttside. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They try to do so. 

Mr. GARD. Deo they get them? 


The balance would go into the 


Do you 
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not inform the gentleman as 
to that. They have done it, I understand, recently. 

Mr. GARD. Can the gentleman inform me if he has any in- 
formation about any particular street paved within the last 
year? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I have not that information now, 
because we had no new streets paved in the last year at all, as 
the commissioners did not recommend any paving, and the old 
standard bill contained nothing of that kind. 

Mr. GARD. That was on account of the necessity of con- 
serving materials during the war? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. The cost of materials was 
great, the shortage of labor was serious, and the expense was 
simply enormous. 

Mr. GARD. When are these contracts for repairing these 
streets to be advertised? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. As speedily as possible after this 
law is passed and the money becomes available, as I am in- 
formed. The commissioners and the committee are anxious now 
that we should go on now making what we call permanent im- 
provements, new work, and so forth, both on the streets and 
schools, which we had to leave out the year before. 

Mr. GARD. It is very desirable to do that. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is what we have been at- 
tempting to do. We have not been extravagant. We have only 
gone as far as we could reach. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man a2 question: Whether or not he has given consideration to 
thé fact that unless there is a clause added to the bill it might 
to some extent fail to carry out his purpose? In other words, 
if in any one of these particular contracts the estimates of the 
contractor or the lowest bidder would exceed the amount the 
commissioners could not award the contract? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not think they could. 

Mr. VARE. Now, then, if on another item they had a sur- 
plus of a thousand or more dollars, if given some latitude, they 
could award the contract where there had been a slight short- 
age without the commissioners coming back to Congress for 
additional authority. In other words, there ought to be a flexi- 
ble clause added, so as not to handicap the commissioners. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I know. We do not desire to 
handicap them, but that might be called new legislation. We 
are anxious to avoid new legislation. We have a very active 
District Committee and they are seeking for new work, and we 
are very willing that they should go out and take up new work. 
I refer to the new chairman of the District Committee, Mr. 
Mapes. 

Mr. VARE. There is only one period of the year when street 
paving can be properly done, when the climatic conditions are 
favorable, and if Congress would not be in session embarrass- 
ment might ensue in that regard. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will say to the gentleman that 
these new streets that we are proposing to improve here con- 
stitute what we call “new work.” Their improvement is to he 
upon estimates just made, or made 10 days ago. 

Mr. VARE. Are they estimates of the commissioners or are 
they estimates of street contractors backed up by bonds? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They are estimates which are 
new, not a year or a year and a half old. When we prepared 
these items we did not have an official copy of the estimates 
before us but a copy. The official estimates did not really get 
into our hands until we had prepared this bill, and when we had 
prepared it we found them to be correct, so recent are the 
estimates. 

Mr. VARE. If it is the purpose of the commissioners to do 
this work promptly, without delay, their estimates would in 
no wise confine a contractor to the precise sums specified in the 
bill. He has to finance the operation and he would send his 
engineers on the work and he will make his own inspection and 
he will back up his estimate by a bond. Now, if in any one of 
these cases his opinion would be that the cost would exceed 
the estimate of the engineer of the District, there would abso- 
lutely be no way of having that street paved without the Dis- 
trict Commissioners coming back to Congress for additional 
legislation. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 


The gentieman may be right in 
that. I think possibly that is a good curb to have on them. 

Mr. VARE. I might say, for the benefit of the committee, 
that IL speak from experience. I have seen the same thing 
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worked out. The estimate of an engineer who has no financial 
responsibility is one thing, while the estimate of a contractor, 
who must’ necessarily carry out the specifications, who must 
finance his operation, is another thing. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VARE. I do. 

Mr. MAPES. I notice a little further along here, on page 
this language following the items: 

In all, $282,300, to be disbursed and accounted for as “ Street im- 
provements " and for that purpose shall constitute one fund. 

I wonder if the gentleman can tell why that clause is placed 
there in that way? Would that cover a situation such as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania points out? 

Mr. VARE. I do not believe it would. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is to a certain extent a mat- 
ter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. MAPES. Would it cover the condition that the gentle- 
man points out? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The fund will be upon the books 
of the department down here as a sort of improvement fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has expired. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
out the last word. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to the bottom of page 19, line 24, in order to make a 
typographical correction, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to return to line 24, page 19, for the purpose of 
making a correction. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. In line 24, on page 19, the spelling of the 
word “ Delaware” should be corrected. I move that the cor- 
rection be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
made. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the clerk of the committee be autherized to correct any errors 
of spelling that may occur in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the clerk be authorized generally to 
correct the spelling throughout the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. ANDREWs]. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I move to strike out the last 
two words for the purpose of calling attention to the remarks 
concerning unexpended balances and the lapsing of appropria- 
tions. There seems to have been an intimation that an unex- 
pended balance might be available for further obligations 
within certain periods of time. Under an annual appropriation, 
as I understand it, the appropriation can be obligated under 
contracts or otherwise within the period of the year for which 
the appropriation is set apart and for no other time. Unless 
the contract is executed within the year for which the appro- 
priation is made it can not be bound by any contract executed 
subsequent to that period. Any unexpended balance, however, 
in that appropriation will stand for a period of two years 
thereafter for the payment of any obligation legally incurred 
within the period of the year for which the appropriation was 
set apart. If, however, the total authorizations within that 
year do not equal the total amount of the appropriation, the 
unexpended balance of that appropriation will lapse into the 
general fund or into miscellaneous receipts at the end of the 
third year following. So that if any item unpaid at the end 
of that third year legally incurred within the first year should 
be presented for payment an account could be stated and sent 
to Congress for payment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Disposal of city refuse: To enable the commissioners to carry out 
the provisions of existing law governing the collection and disposal of 
garbage, dead animals, night soil, and miscellaneous refuse and ashes 
in the District of Columbia, including inspection and allowance to in- 
spectors for maintenance of horses and vehicles or motor vehicles used 
in the perfermance of official duties, not to exceed $25 per month for 
each inspector for horse-drawn vehicles, $30 per month for automobiles, 
and $15 per month for motorcycles; fencing of public and private 
property designated by the commissioners as public dumps; and inci- 
dental expenses, $621,000: Provided, That any proceeds received from 
the disposal of city refuse or garbage shall be paid into the Treasury 
of the United States to the credit of the United States and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in equal parts: Provided further, That this appro- 
priation shall not be available for collecting ashes or miscellaneous 


refuse from hotels, places of business, large apartment or boarding 
houses, 


Mr. VARE. I move to strike out the last word for the pur- 
pose of asking the chairman of the committee a question. I 
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may 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


Without objection, the correction will be 
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should like to ask the chairman of the committee how the Dis- 
trict Commissioners provide for the removal of ashes? Is it by 
contract or is it by the city employees? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. By contract. I think the gentle- 
man is somewhat informed upon the situation of that asi 
contract. The matter has been satisfactorily adjusted and has 
gone into the deficiency bill, which is now in the Senate. 

Mr. VARE. But the District is still having its ashes removed 
by contract? : 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The ashes are still removed by 
contract, yes; but the garbage is a little different proposition. 

Mr. VARE. They are going to continue to have it done by 
contract? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The District bill gives the com- 
missioners authority to remove the ashes themselves, or by 
contract—either way. 

Mr. VARE. How much increase do they ask for the coming 
year over the past? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The last contract was for $78,000. 
The estimate this year, under the general head of disposal of 
city refuse, for the ashes part of it, was $100,000. They are 
getting it done now under a broken-down contract, so to speak, 
with very slight reimbursement, for a good deal less money than 
that, but it is impossible to do it next year for less than 
$100,000. They really do not think they can do it for $100,000. 
Maybe it will take $125,000, but they ask for only $100,000 now. 
I may state here that this total of $621,000 is composed of the 
following items: 

Garbage 

aerial te cic 100, 000 
Miscellaneous refuse 35, 4 
Night soil___ 

Dead animals 


Inspection 
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621, 000 

I will say to the gentleman that that matter has been can- 
vassed up and down, by this committee and the deficiency com- 
mittees of both the House and Senate, and I do not believe that 
a further examination of three months could cut that down one 
dollar, 

Mr. VARE. I have no thought of asking the committee to 
cut down the amount. I simply wanted to get the information 
for the benefit of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The experience they have had is 
going to be very beneficial to the city of Washington. 

Mr. VARE. I will ask the gentleman if it is not the fact that 
notwithstanding the commissioners had a bond filed for the 
removal of the ashes last year by the contractor, they found it 
was necessary to have $20,000 in the last deficiency bill in order 
to partly reimburse him for his losses? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Only very slightly. 

Mr. VARE. I say to partly reimburse him. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They thought it was cheaper to 
do it in this way. 

Mr. VARE. The District had to come to his assistance by 
making additional apprepriations, notwithstanding’ that the con- 
tractor had filed a bond. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. VARE. And there was a reliable surety company on 
the bond, which the District could have held, and have com- 
pelled to finish the job. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It would have 
trebled what the cost was, to enforce the bond. 

Mr. VARE. I fully agree with the gentleman. I had no 
desire to ask the question with the thought in mind that it was 
possible to reduce the item. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, the hour is late and we have been 
struggling through a heated day; the attendance is not very 
great, and I make the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry 
that we could not have read this bill for two or three hours 
to-day, because of the exigencies of the case, but I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. TowNer, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4226, the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


doubled, even 


COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE WAR EXPENDITURES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following gentle- 
men members of the Special Committee to Investigate War Ex- 
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penditures, under House resolution 78, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. GraAuHamM of Illinois, Mr. HAMILTON, Mr. McKenzie, Mr. JomNnson 
of South Dakota, Mr. Reavis, Mr. Mages, Mr. McCuLitocH, Mr. BLAND 
of Indiana, Mr. JeFFERIS, Mr. MAcGrecor, Mr. FLOOD, Mr. Garretr, 
Mr. Doremus, Mr. Donovan, and Mr. Lea of California. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

GoopwIn of Arkansas, indefinitely, on aceount of illness. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted— 

To Mr. Lever to withdraw from the files of the House, with- 
out leaving copies, papers in the case of J. W. Riser (H. R. 2470, 
65th Cong.), no adverse report having been made thereon. 

To Mr. AsHsBroox to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Henry N. 
Tippett (H. R. 1096), no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 6, 1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of a communication 
from the chairman of the United States Geographic Board, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation required by the board for 
necessary printing, being for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc, No. 
77), was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CALENDAR OF MOTIONS TO DISCHARGE COMMITTEES— 
NOTICE, 

Paragraph 4, Rule XXVIT: 

4. Any Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis- 
eharge a committee from further consideration of any public bill or joint 
resolution which may have been referred to such committee 15 days 
prior thereto. All such motions shall be entered in the Journal and 
printed on a calendar to be known as a “ Calendar of Motions to Dis- 
charge Committees.” Immediately after the Unanimous Consent Cal- 
endar shall have been called on any Monday it shall be im order to 
call up any such motion which shall have been entered at least 7 days 
prior thereto. Recognition for such motions shall be in the order in 
which they have been entered. When such motion shall be called up 
the bill shall be read by title only prior to a second being ordered by 
tellers, and no such motion shall be entertained as to a bill or joint 
resolution the title of which contains more than 100 words; after 
the reading of the bill by title the motion shall not be submitted to 
the House unless seconded by a majority by tellers; if such motion 
fails of a second, it shall be immediately stricken from the calendar 
and shall not be thereafter placed thereon. If a second be ordered, 
debate on such motion shall be limited to 20 minutes, one-half thereof 
in favor of the proposition and one-half in opposition thereto. Sych 
motions shall have precedence ever motions to suspend the rules and 
shall require for adoption an affirmative vote of a majority of the 
tuembership of the House. Whenever such a motion shall prevail the 
bill so taken from the consideration of a committee shall thereupon be 

laced upon its Cpcomnte ealendar, and upon call of the committec 
rom which any bill has been so taken it may be called up for consid- 
eration by any Member prior to any bill reported by said committee at 
a date subsequent to the discharge of said committee: Provided, No 


Member shall have upon such calendar more than two motions at the 
same time, 
No. 1. 


Hovusk OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 5, 1919. 
Hon, War. TyLer Page, Clerk. ‘ 

Sir: In accordance with paragraph 4, Rule X XVII, I move to 
discharge the Committee on the Judiciary from further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 466) providing for an additional judge 
for the district of Arizona, the same having been referred to 
such committee 15 days prior to this date. 

CarL HAYDEN, 
Member of Congress. 
No. 2. 
HovuseE or REPRESENTATIVES, Jute 5, 19719. 
Hon, Wa. Trier Pace, Clerk. 

Sim: In accordance with paragraph 4, Rule XXVII, I move to 
discharge the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1695) to amend 
section 4 of the act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 
1887, as amended, the same having been referred to such com- 
mittee 15 days prior to this date. 

Cart HAYDEN, 
Member of Congress. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1706) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Snake River about 3 miles above its confluence with 
the Columbia River near Pasco, Wash., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 21) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

$y Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 4971) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Emporia, Kans., two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces: to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Wamego, Kans., two German cannons 
or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4973) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Marion, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Westmoreland, Kans., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4975) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Peabody, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4976) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Harveyville, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4977) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Yates Center, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4978) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lyndon, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) authorizing the Secretary of War ta 
donate to the city of Burlingame, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 4980) authorizing the Secretary of War te 
donate to the city of Council Grove, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4981) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Eureka, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4982) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Strong, Kans., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4983) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cottonwood Falls, Kans., one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4984) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Burlington, Kans., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 4985) relieving honor- 
ably discharged officers and enlisted men from payment of pre- 
miums on policies of war-risk insurance for a period of two 
years from date of such discharge; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4986) to in- 
crease the limit of cost for the proposed new Federal building 
at Madison, Wis., and the site thereof; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 4987) to provide for the re- 
tirement of United States soldiers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 4988) to provide for the 
purehase of additional Iand for the enlargement of the site 
of the publie building at Stamford, Conn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4989) directing de- 
livery of State war-service records to the States requesting 
same; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 4990) to establish a bureau for 
the study of criminal, pauper, and defective classes ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4991) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the village of Fort Jennings, 
Ohio, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill CH. R, 4992) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Fayette, Ohio, one German cannon or 
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4993) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Napoleon, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece : to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4994) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Wauseon, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4995) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Paulding, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Van Wert, Ohio, one German cannon 
cr fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Bryan, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4998) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ottawa, Ohio, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4999) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Defiance, Ohio, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5000) to allow credit for 
husbands’ military service in case of homestead entries by 
widows, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 5001) granting annuities to all 
native or naturalized American citizens 65 years of age and over 
who have been residents of the country for 20 years and whose 
income is less than $300 per year; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5002) to provide pensions for all soldiers 
and marines of the Civil War, the Spanish-American War, and 
the Mexican War who now receive pensions at a minimum 
rate of $50 per month; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5003) to 
amend section 4414, Revised Statutes of the United States, to 
classify and provide salaries for clerks in the Steamboat- 
Inspection Service; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
und Fisheries. 

By Mr. BABKA: A bill (H. R. 5004) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to the city of Cleveland, county of 
Cuyahoga, State of Ohio, one cannon or fieldpiece with carriage 
captured in the war with Germany, together with a suitable num- 
ber of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 5005) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Lanesboro, Mass., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ELSTON: A bill (H. R, 5006) to add certain lands to 
the Sequoia National Park, Calif., and to change the name of 
said park to Roosevelt National Park; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 5007) granting citizenship to 
certain Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 5008) to provide for election of Osage tribal 
officers, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 5009) to amend section 3 of an act entitled 
“An act for the division of the lands and funds of the Osage 
Indians in Oklahoma, and for other purposes ”; to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5010) to regulate the payment of moneys to 
Osage Indians, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 5011) to establish a patent and 
trade-mark office independent of any other department, and to 
provide for compensation and infringement of patents in the 
form of general damages, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) to establish a United States court of 
patent appeals, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

3y Mr. RADCLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 5013) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the borough of Totowa, county of 
Passaic, N. J., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5014) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Prospect Park, county of Passaic, N. J., 
one German capnon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5015) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Haledon, county of Passaic, N. J., one 
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German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5016) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of West Paterson, county of Passaic, N. J., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5017) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Passaic, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 5018) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Stafford Springs, Conn., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5019) authorizing the Secretary of War tu 
donate to the town of Plainfield, Conn., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5020) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Stafford 
Springs, Conn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5021) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Rockville, Conn., two German cannons or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Middletown, Conn., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5023) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Willimantic, Conn., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McGLENNON: A bill (H. R. 5024) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the College of St. Elizabeth, 
Convent Station, Morristown, N. J., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5025) to extend existing 
pension benefits to Confederate soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
and to the widows of Confederate soldiers, sailors, and marines 
during the remainder of their lives; to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. , 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5026) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Watseka, Il; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 5027) to provide homes for 
soldiers, seamen, and marines, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 5028) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to the town of Morton, Pa., captured 
cannon or fieldpiece and suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD (by request): A bill (H. R. 5029) to 
provide for the manufacture and sale of alcohol for other than 
beverage purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5030) making 
appropriation for the construction and completion of certain 
public works on the Ohio, Mississippi, and Missouri Rivers; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 5031) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Everett, Bedford County, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the fran- 
chise in the parishes and separate congregations of the Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GOODALL: A bill (H. R. 5033) to provide for an 
examination and survey of the Saco River, Me., at or near its 
mouth; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr, RAKER: A bill (H. R. 5034) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the importation of nursery stock and other 
plants and plant products; to enable the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to establish and maintain quarantine districts for plant 
diseases and insect pests; to permit and regulate the move- 
ment of fruits, plants, and vegetables therefrom, and for other 
purposes,” known as the plant quarantine act, approved August 
20, 1912; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 5035) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Hillsboro, county of Jeffer- 
son, in the State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5036) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fredericktown, Madison County, Mo., two 
German cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ste. Genevieve, Ste. Genevieve County, Mo., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5038) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Van Buren, Carter County, Mo., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5039) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greenville, Wayne County, Mo., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5040) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Centerville, Reynolds County, Mo., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ironton, Iron County, Mo., one German can- 
non or freldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5042) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Farmington, St. Francois County, Mo., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5048) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Perryville, Perry County, Mo., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULD: Resolution (H. Res. 96) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to furnish the House of Representatives 
with certain information; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WALSH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 99) directing 
the United States Coast Guard to resume its operations under 
the Treasury Department; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 100) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the city 
of Lancaster, Wis., tents, cots, and blankets for the use of 
the World War soldiers in their home-coming celebration July 
3 and 4, 1919; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 101) to suspend 
the requirements of annual assessment work on mining claims 
during the continuation of the war in which the United States 
is now engaged and until midnight of December 31 of the year 
following that in which such war is concluded; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: Memorial from the Legislature of 
Ohio, requesting the Secretary of War to make-provision that 
all trophies of war captured by Ohio troops be collected and 
sent to Ohio to be kept as perpetual memorials; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Ohio, requesting the Secretary of War to make provisions that 
all trophies of war captured by Ohio troops be collected and sent 
to Ohio to be kept as perpetual memorials; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, memorializing Congress to advocate independence 
and protectorate for Armenia; to the Committee on Forejgn 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MOONEY: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Ohio, requesting the Secretary of War to make provision that 
all trophies of war captured by Ohio troops be collected and sent 
to Ohio to be kept as perpetual memorials; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally. referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 5044) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to examine and adjust the account of 
William R, Little, or his heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5045) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Christian Church at Missouri City, Clay County, Mo.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5046) for the relief of the heirs of John 
G. W. Brooks; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Estes; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5048) for the relief of Rueben McKroskie; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5049) for the relief of James W. Murray, 
jr.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 5050) granting a pension 
to Ella A. Pollard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5051) granting a pension to William Som- 
mers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5052) granting a pension 
to William H. Williams; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5053) granting a pension to Nettie B. 
Shores; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) granting a pension to John W. War- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) granting a pension to Sarah C. Mat- 
tox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5056) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Douthitt; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5057) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Daniels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5058) granting an increase of pension to 
Schyler C. Pool; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5059) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobe C. Walton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) granting an increase of pension to 
Joe Loudermilk, jr. ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5061) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5062) granting a pension to Sarah E. Dil- 
lon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5063) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Perkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5064) granting a pension to James M. Vint; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5065) granting a pension to James M. Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5066) granting a pension to James E. 
Yeager ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) granting a pension to James Cullivan; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5068) granting a pension to Nancy Grider ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Minor Howard; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension to George Eskew ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5071) granting a pension to Casey A. Cox; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5072) granting a pension to Virgil O. 
Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5073) granting a pension to Joseph Bessi; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) granting a pension to Frank R. Wall; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5075) granting a pension to Gilbert E. 
Donnells; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5076) granting 
a pension to Augustus H. Beecher; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 5077) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander B. Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Kizzie Gill, widow of Jeremiah Gill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5079) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Parrish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 5080) to correct the military 
record of John H. Addleman; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ELSTON: A bill (H. R. 5081) for the relief of J. E. 
Adams; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5082) for the relief of William O. Linsley ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 5083) for the relief of 
Edward W. Whitaker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5084) granting a pension to 
W. W. Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 5085) granting a pension ic 
Margaret Dexter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5086) granting a pension to Ann Bullard; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) granting a pension to Thomas L. 
Feyen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Doris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of John Dauberman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5090) ‘granting a pension to Amel G. John- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5091) granting a pension to Frank A, 
Morton ; to the Committee on. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5082) for the reimbursement of Parnell M. 
Cameron ; to the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. GRAHAM of Hlinois: A bill (H. R. 5093) - granting 
an increase of pension to Cicero R. Rhinearson; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOCH: A bill CH. R. 5094) to fix the status, for cer- 
tain purposes, of Elizabeth Dickson as a member of the Army 
Nurse Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5095) for the relief of Jacob 
Meyers; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 5096) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel J. Slanker; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5097) granting an increase of pension 
Jesse W. Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5098) granting an increase of pension 
George Brenizer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) granting an increase of pension 
Harvey Dittenhafer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) granting an increase of pension 
James H. Lockwood ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) granting an increase of pension to 
Raymond E. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension 
Aaron Boffenmyre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Corl; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5104) granting a pension to Estella R. 
Wetzel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5105) granting a pension to John George; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5106) granting a pension to Willard Kolp; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) granting a pension to Harry L. 
Kepler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) granting a pension to Rose Phillips 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) to complete the military record of 
Theodore Silas Steffy and for an honorable discharge; to the 
Comimittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5110) to correct the military record and 
grant an honorable discharge to Joseph W. Bevard; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5111) to correct the military record and 
grant an honorable discharge to Charles M. Bingham; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5112) to correct the military record and 
grant an honorable discharge to Adam B. Ackerman; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John S. Eliis; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5114) for the relief of John W. Seaver; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5115) for the relief of David B. Turnip- 
seed; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 5116) granting an imerease 
of pension to Nancy A. Meredith; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5117) granting 
an increase of pension to Lawson I’. Myers; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to Callie B. Boat- 
right: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5119) granting an inerease 
of pension to Sarah E. Talley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 5120) granting a pension 
to Eliza K. Leman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) granting a pension to Peter F. 
Wesner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5122) granting an 
increase of pension to William L. Pratt; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


to 
to 
to 


to 


to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and pavers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

3y the SPEAKER (by request): Petition ef Joseph E. Sil- 
verstein at memorial mass meeting in Rochester, N. Y., relative 
to persecution of Jews in Poland, and urging our Government 
to prevent further shedding of Jewish blood; to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of F. D. Beyer & Co., planing-mill 
work, chairman temperance committee, Tyrone, Pa., against 
reper! of war-time prohibition; to the Committee. on the 
Judiciary. 
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Alse (by request), petition of the Jugo-Slav Gynmastie So- 
ciety Sokal, protesting against Italian imperialism force in 
Jugo-Slav territory ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of mass meeting of St. Louis citi- 
zens at Moolah Tempk, protesting against the persecutions of 
Jews in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of Peter Ballenbacher, represent- 
ing Brewery Workers’ Union, No. 22, Pittsburgh, Pa., urging 
repeal of prohibition laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of Slovenic Progressive Benefit So- 
ciety, relative to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: Petition of mass meeting of citizens 
of Atlantic City,'N. J., protesting against the atrocities inflicted 
upon the Jews in Poland, Roumania, and Galacia; to the Com- 
inittee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: Petition of International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers, Local No. 558, Sheffield, Ala., relative to 
nitrate plant at Muscle Shoals, Ala.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURDICK: Petition of a mass meeting held at Provi- 
dence, R. I., relative to the persecution of Jews in European 
countries; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of First Methodist Episcopal Church 
and Sunday school, Bucyrus, Ohio, protesting against the repeal 
of war prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Boiler Makers, Iron-Ship 
Builders, and Helpers of America, Marion, Ohio, Local No. 336, 
favoring Government control of railroads; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of men’s bible class of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Chureh, Bucyrus, Ohio, protesting against any repeal 
of war prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, petition of Crestline (Ohio) Lodge, Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Clerks of America, to provide for Government control of 
railroads for a period of five years after peace has been de- 
clared ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Ohio Retail Clothiers and Furnishers Asso- 
ciation, Cincinnati, Ohio., urging the repeal of the so-called 
luxury-tax law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition of 10 citizens of 
Butler, Mo., urging retention of war-time prohibition and pas- 
sage of laws to enforce same; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition protesting against repeal of war- 
time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Sycamore, Ill., favoring repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Carnation Milk Products Ce., opposing an ab- 
solute long and short haul clause to section 4 of the aet to regu- 
late commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Garment Retailers’ Association, 
favoring repeal of section 904 of the revenue act, levying a tax on 
retail sales; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Public Utilities Commission of Illinois for the 
immediate return of the telegraph and telephone systems to 
their owners; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Wasco (Ill.) Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, opposing repeal of the war-time prohibition law; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Jugo-Slav organization of Oglesby, IIL, 
concerning the Jugo-Slav-Italian situation ; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition and memorial of the 
members and friends of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Moline, Ill, protesting against lifting the ban on the manu- 
facture and sale of wine and beer; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition and memorial of sundry citizens of Hancock 
County, l., protesting against the modification of the war-time 
prohibition act to permit the sale and manufacture of beer and 
wine, as recommended by the President of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition and memorial of sundry citizens of Augusta, 
Ill, protesting against the modification of the war-time prolibi- 
tion act to permit the manufacture and sale of beer and wine, as 
recommended by the President of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition and memorial of sundry citizens of Rozetta 
Township, Henderson County, IIl., protesting against the modifi- 
eation of the war-time prohibition act to permit the manufac- 
ture and sale of beer anc wine, as recommended by the Presi- 
dent of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of sundry citizens of Augusta, Ill, urging a re- 
peal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Milan, IIl., for the repeal 
of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of residents of Smyrna, Walton, 
Stamford, South Otselic, Delancey, and the vicinity of Norwich, 
all in the State of New York, for repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of American War Garden Committee and the 
Ansco Co., of Binghamton, N. Y., against the repeal of the day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: Petition of Slov-Sloga, stv. 342, re- 
lating to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HERSEY: Petitions of Rey. A. E. Morris and 93 resi- 
dents of Bangor, and G. H. Gove and 49 others, E. C. McLaugh- 
lin and 48 others, and E. B. Tetley and 20 others, all of Maple- 
ton, Me., urging continuance of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of Workers’ De- 
fense Union, New York City, demanding immediate repeal of the 
espionage act; to thee Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Shaw-Walker Co. and 500 employees, opposing 
repeal of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of National Pickle Packers’ Association, of Chi- 
eago, IIL, and of the Crockery Board of Trade, of New York, 
N. Y., urging retention of zone advances ; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Metal and Thermit Corporation, of New York, 
opposing the continuance of the Department of Labor Employ- 
ment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of residents of San Francisco, Calif., 
urging repeal of certain sections of revenue law; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of California Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
indorsing the movement for the establishment of a department 
of education with a Cabinet officer; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Also, resolution of California Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
indorsing rank for nurses in the Army, Navy, and Red Cross; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the American Federation of Arts, urging 
competent planning of landscape, architectural, and sculptural 
work in American cemeteries in France; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of Providence 
(R. I.) Housewives’ League, urging reduction in food prices; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Grand Court of Foresters of 
America for the State of Rhode Island, urging peace conference 
to apply doctrine of self-determination to Ireland, and also 
resolution protesting against favorable attitude of American 
peace delegates to claims of Jugo-Slavs and the entrance of the 
United States into any entangling European alliances; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Pawtucket (R. I.) Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation, protesting against proposed repeal of daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Resolutions adopted at the eighteenth 
annual convention of the California Federation of Women’s 
Clubs of California, Mrs. Herbert A. Cable, president, favoring 
a league of nations, indorsing a national department of educa- 
tion, favoring legislation giving proper recognition and rank to 
nurses, favoring a change in the citizenship Jaws affecting 
women, favoring legislation which will free child labor, and 
asking for enactment of legislation to withdraw protection of 
our Government of the United States from any American citi- 
zen who engages in traffic of alcoholic liquors in a foreign 
country; and also resolution of Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, 
Los Angeles Lodge, No. 602, favoring placing of railroads under 
Government control for five years; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protests of L. D. Webber, of San Diego, the La Habra 
Methodist Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Galexico, 
the Riverside County Christian Endeavor Union, Riverside, and 
the Methodist Episcopul Church of Normal Heights, San Diego, 
all in the State of California, against the lifting of ban on beer 
and wine, and also resolution by the San Francisco Labor 
Council, of San Francisco, Calif., indorsing the recommendation 
of President Wilson on the subject of war-time prohibition; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, appeal of Showley Bros. Confectionery, San Diego, 
Calif., for the repeal of 5 per cent excise candy tax; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of California Cattlemen’s Association, San 
Francisco, Calif., urging return of railroads to owners; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of San Francisco Labor Council, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., urging early passage of the bill furnishing home- 
steads to returned soldiers and sailors; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted at the sixteenth annual encampment, 
Spanish War Veterans of California, in favor of pensions for 
Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of First Baptist Church, Riverside; Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Normal Heights, San Diego; Missionary 
Federation of San Bernardino, all in the State of California, 
against lifting of ban on beer and wine; to the Committee oa 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition df California Cattlemen’s Association, of San 
Francisco, Calif., urging early control and regulation of the un- 
appropriated public domain for grazing purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of sundry patrons of soda 
fountain and ice cream parlors, protesting against the tax on 
sodas and creams; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Lumber Exchange of Baltimore, Md., and 
15,000 employees, protesting against repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of David F. Cramer for the initiative and refer- 
endum amendment to the Constitution of the United States; also, 
the noninterest bond bill, as advocated by Jacob Sechler Coxey, 
sr.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Edward S. Apple, of Baltimore, Md., against 


‘| repeal of daylight-saving law; Louis N. Adler, of Baltimore, 


Md., against repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
“mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. D. Virdin, protesting against the Poin- 
dexter bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Cohen, Coblen Co. and Hutzler Bros. Co., ef 
Baltimore, Md., for repealing section 904 of the revenue law otf 
1918; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. Roth Shoe Manufacturing Co., Ladies’ 
McKay Novelties, protesting against the persecution of Jews 
in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No, 3, Patriotic Order of 
Sons of America, of Maryland, favoring the Tower-Smith bill 
for betterment of public schools of United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

Also, petition of Maryland State Grange, relating to Mondell 
bill (H. R. 487) ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of employees of the Whitaker Paper Co., of 
Baltimore City, protesting against the repeal of daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of F. P. Patermal and United States Railroad 
Administration, and W. W. Widerman and 600 persons, making 
755 signers, all of Baltimore, Md., protesting against the repeal 
of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Ellicott Machine Corporation, of Baltimore, 
Md., protesting against a further appropriation for the continu- 
ance of the United States Employment Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. . 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Manufacturers and Traders’ 
National Bank, J..T. Snyder (president William Hengere Co.), 
Cc. A. Weed & Co., Louis L. Berger, Seegrist & Fraly, J. L. 
Hudson Co., W. H. Sanford Car & Foundry Co., all of Buffalo; 
and Frank Faust, manager Depew plant American Car & Foun- 
dry Co., Depew, N. Y., opposing the repeal of daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Stewart Motor Corporation, Buffalo, N. Y., 
opposing Department of Labor Employment Service ; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Retail Merchants’ Association, Johnson Kurtz 
Co., and Chevrolet Tarrytown Leahy, asking for repeal of luxury 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Alden-Marilla Sunday School Association, 
urging bill to define intoxicating liquors, all liquors containing 
more than one-half of 1 per cent of alcohol; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of McBriar Class, of Plymouth Methodist 
Church, 126 men, protesting against any change in the prohibi- 
tion law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of special clerks, members of 
Branch No. 31, United National Association of Post Office 
Clerks, of Syracuse, N. Y., protesting against the interpreta- 
tion of provisions in the Post Office bill so as not to provide 
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increases to designated special clerks; 
Post Office and Pest Roads. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Shelton, and the quarterly conference of West- 
port Methodist Episcopal Church, of Westport, all in the State 
nnecticut, oppesing the repeal of war-time prohibition ; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of United National Association 
of Post Office Clerks, Branch No. 10, Cleveland, Ohio, relative 
to salaries of post-oflice clerks; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Slovenie Progressive Benefit Society, Cleve- 
land, Ohio; Soi Naprey Lodge, No. 5, S. N. P. J.; Subenjska 
Jolind ; 
publican Alliance, No. 9, relative to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petition of W. S. Wings eastern sales man- 

f the Universal Portland Cement Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa., 


to the Committee on the 


of C 


ing against the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the | 


‘ommittee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of L. C. 
Cement Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa., 

the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
petition of George F.. Foss, general secretary Pennsyl- 
Vania State Chamber of Commerce, of Harrisburg, Pa., protest- 
ing against the repeal of the 
mittee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. MURPHY: Affidavits supporting House bill 4718, 
pension for Winfield S. Handley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ty Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Crockery Board of 
Trade of New York, urging retention of zone advances; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of International Union of United Brewery, 


Also, 


Flour, Cereal, and Soft Drink Workers of America, for exempt- 


ing 23 per cent beer from prohibition act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Petition of Ed Anderson, of Kin- 
derhook, and 44 other citizens of Pike County, and Edwin 
Batty and 19 other citizens, all of the State of Illinois, against 
repeal of prohibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. ROSE: Petition of First Methodist Episcopal Church | 
of Tyrone, Pa., protesting against any modification of war-time | 


prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. ROWAN: Letter from Frank E. Laughrum, of’ New | 


York City, regarding educational affairs; to the Committee on 
Education. 
Also, letter from Alfred D. Hadel, Lilian L. Hadel, Theo. 


Hadel, and Helena Hadel, of New York City, favoring daylight | 


saving; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. B. Overman, Remington Typewriter Co., 
Rogers-Pyatt Shellac Co., National Automatic Sprinkler Asso- 
ciation, Almerall & Co. (Inec.), New Amsterdam Casualty Co., 
American Cyanamid Co., and letter from Elliott H. Goodwin to 
chairman of Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, and 
Shaw-Walker Co., executive council of American War Garden 
Committee, all of New York, favoring daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Paris, ANen & Co., importers, New York City, 
against prohibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of T. A. Veckers, secretary National Pickle 
Packers’ Association, of Chicago, Ill, and William F. Dol- 
flinger, of New York City, earnestly urging retention of zone 
advances; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

3vy Mr. ROUSE: Petition of Newport Lodge of Elks, Newport, 
Ky., opposing repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 


By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of J. E. Sinclair | 


and 58 other residents of Caledonia, Le Roy, and Pavilion, 
and vicinity, all in the State of New York, urging the repeal of 
the so-called daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. ; 
Also, petition of 81 residents of Oakfield, N. Y., and vicinity, 
urg he repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the 
ttee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition ef 94 residents of Warsaw, N. Y., and vicinity, 
urging the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. SANFORD: Petitions of residents of Troy, Cohoes, 


and Watervliet, all in the State of New York, protesting against 
the enforcement of the eighteenth amendment until the United 
States Supreme Court decides the legality of same; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Berne, N. Y., favoring the en- 
forcement of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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Slovenian Mutual Benefit Association; Jugo-Slav Re- | 


Letzkus, of the Universal Portland | 
protesting against the repeal of | : 
| ice; to the Committee on Labor. 


daylight-saving law; to the Com- | 





| thought. 





Also, petition of residents of Cohoes, Troy, Watervliet, and 
Waterford, all in the State of New York, protesting against the 
enforcement of the eighteenth amendment until the United 
States Supreme Court decides on the legality of same; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition by citizens of the seven- 
teenth congressional district of Illinois in behalf of the rights of 
the Jugo-Slavs under the peace treaty with Austria; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. , 

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of the Pawtucket (R. I.) Busi- 
hess Men’s Association, protesting the repeal of the daylight- 


| saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. VARE: Petition of 1,008 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against tax on sodas and ice cream, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 359, Carpenters and Join- 
ers of America, asking provision for working conditions serv- 
ice United States Employment Bureau; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, petition of United Housesmiths and Bridgemen’s Union 
of Philadelphia, asking provision for working conditions serv- 


Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, against repeal of 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WASON: Memorial of Sunapee Lake Grange, No. 112, 
South Newbury, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Dorchester Grange, No. 280, of Dorchester, 
N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Bear Hill Grange, No. 39, of Henniker, 
N. H., asking for the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: Petition of Insley A, Bean and 46 
residents of Lewiston, Me., urging the continued enforcement of 
war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WINGO: Petition of Slov-Delavsko organization of 
Jenny Lind, Ark., relating to the controversy between Italy and 
Jugo-Slavs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of John Mohas, president, and others of Hart- 
ford, Ark., regarding controversy between Italy and Jugo-Slavs; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Frank Dominick, president, and others of 
Hartford, Ark., regarding controversy between Italy and Jugo- 


' Slavs; to the Cemmittee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, petition of John Zimmerman and others of Hartford, 
Ark., regarding controversy between Italy and Jugo-Slavs; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


SENATE. 
Fripay, June 6, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, every thought of Thy name is an ennobling 
Meditation upon Thy name is the inspiration and up- 
lift of the spirit of man. We begin our day’s toil thinking upon 
Thee and seeking Thy guidance and Thy blessing, that we may 
pitch our life and our service upen a plane that is well pleasing 
in Thy sight and at the clese of the day have the comfortable 
satisfaction that we have honored Thy name and advanced the 
interests of Thy people. We pray Thy guidance this day. For 
Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr, Curtis and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
was approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Post Office Clerks’ Union 
No. 125, National Federation of Postal Employees, of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the reclassification of salaries of postal 
clerks, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

. Mr. MOSES presented petitions of Local Union No, 558, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, of Sheffield, Ala., 
setting forth their grievances with the War Department regard- 
ing conditions, etc., at Muscle Shoals, Ala., which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Lodge No, 839, Order 
of B'nai B’rith, of Manchester, N. H., remonstrating against 
the massacre of Jews in Poland, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 
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Mr. McCUMBER presented memorials of’ sundry citizens of 
Stanton, Tyner, Hensler, and Bottineau, all in the State of 
North Dakota, remonstrating against the repeal of war-time 
prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union Ne, 558, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, of Sheffield, Ala., 
setting forth their grievances with the War Department regard- 
ing conditions, ete., at Muscle Shoals, Ala., which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. STERLING presented petitions of Local Branch No. 17, 
of Newark, N. J.; Local Branch No, 14, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; Lecal 
Branch No. 12, of New Orleans, La.; Local Branch No. 9, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio; Local Branch No. 3, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Local Branch No. 834, of Peoria, [ll.; Local Branch No. 983, of 
Albany, N. Y.; Loeal Branch No. 617, of Wheeling, W. Va.; 
Local Branch of Providence, R. I.;‘Local Branch No. 32, of 
Worcester, Mass. ; Local Branch No. 1029, of Springfield, Mass. ; 
Local Branch No. 112, of Portland, Me.; Local Branch No. 89, of 
Harrisburg, Pa.; Local Branch No. 1018, of Norfolk, Va.; Local 
Branch No, 803, of Grand Rapids, Mich.; Local Branch No. 963, 
of Little Rock, Ark.; Local Branch No. 10, of Cleveland, Ohio ; 
Local Branch No. 35, of New Haven, Conn.; Local Branch No. 
4, of Baltimore, Md., and Local Branch No. 1, of New York City, 
N. Y., all of the United National Association of Post Office Clerks, 
praying for the readjustment of salaries of postal clerks, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Edgemont, 
Parker, Tyndall, Fulton, Hitcheock, Beresford, Winner, Red- 
field, and Sioux Falls, all in the State of South Dakota, remon- 
strating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE. I present a resolution adopted by the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, petition- 
ing the Congress of the United States to establish a national 
system of highways, and to cooperate with the States of the 
Union in carrying out plans for the development of such a system, 
together with the provisions of the Federal aid act, or any 
amendment or amendments thereto. I move that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hamilton, Mont., remonstrating 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 374, B. Z. P., 
of Butte; of St. George Society Branch No. 68, N. C. &., of 
Anaconda; of Local Lodge No. 384, National Croatian Society, 
of Roundup; and of Local Lodge No. 43, J. S. K. J., of East 
Helena, all in the State of Montana, praying for the independence 
of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair dealing in connection 
with peace deliberations, which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Municipal Council 
of Gloucester, Mass., remonstrating against the repeal of the 
so-casled daylight-saving law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. IKCENYON presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 328, 
Slovenie National Benefit Society, of Madrid; of Local Lodge 
No. 69, Slovenic Workingmen’s Benefit Aid Union, of Madrid; 
and of Local Lodge No. 104, H. Z. IlL, of Scandia, all in the 
State of Iowa, praying for the independence of the Jugo-Slavs 
and for justice and fair dealing in connection with peace de- 
liberations, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Garden 
Grove, Iowa, praying for the ratification of the proposed league 
of nations treaty, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Le Mars, Iowa, remonstrating 
against any modification of war-time prohibition permitting 
the manufacture and use of wine and beer, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also. presented a resolution of Local Union No. 262, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, favor- 
ing an amendment to the war-time prohibition act permitting 
the manufacture and use of wine and beer, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 12, 
Slovenie Progressive Benefit Society, of Sublet, Wyo., praying 
for the independence of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair 
dealing in connection with peace deliberations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 
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Mr. FLETCHER presented a resolution in the nature of a 
petition adopted by the Council of the Protestant Episcopal 
Ohurch in the diocese of Florida, favoring the ratification of 
the proposed league of nations treaty, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES of Washington presented a telegram in the nature 
of a memorial from sundry citizens of Tacoma, Wash., remon- 
strating against the deportation, after the expiration of their 
terms of imprisonment, of Gopal Singh and three other sub- 
jects of India, which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. At the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs I desire to submit a report in 
his absence. From that committee I report back favorably, 
without amendment, the bill (S. 1373) to amend the Articles of 
War, and I submit a report (No. 10) thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the cal- 
endar. 

TREATY OF PEACE. 


Mr. CALDER. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report favorably, without 
amendment, Senate resolution 64, submitted by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Hircrcocx], -and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Hircncock on the 4th in- 
stant was read, as follows: 

Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. Borau, has stated in the Senate 
that certain interests in the city of New York have secured copies 
of the peace treaty with Germany while the American people have 
been unable to secure one; and 

Whereas the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Lopes, has stated in the 
Senate that he knows of four such copies of said treaty of peace with 
Germany now in New York and that the only place where it is not 
allewed to come is the United States Senate; and 

Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. Borau, has stated that the inter- 
ests now having possession of said copies of said treaty are peculiarly 
interested in the treaty: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby 

is, authorized and directed to investigate the matter with a view to 
ascertaining the facts, and particularly to ascertain and report to the 
Senate the names of the persons, corporations, or interests which have 
secured copies of said treaty and from whom they were secured and by 
what methods, and also to ascertain and report to the Senate in what 
manner and to what extent said interests are “particularly” inter- 
ested in said treaty. For these a the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it is, authorized to send 
for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths and to employ a 
stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to report 
such hearings as may be had in connection with the same, the expenses 
thereof, including the cost of travel, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any subcommittee 
thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in the general excitement caused 
by the presentation of that resolution I think but very little at- 
tention was given to its form. I know I gave very little atten- 
tion to it. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Krttoae], whom I 
do not see in the Chamber at the moment, prepared a substitute, 
which is much better in form. I should like to have the resolu- 
tion go over for the present, that the Senator from Minnesota 
may have an opportunity to present the amendment. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I understand it is the report of the com- 
mittee which has just been read. 

Mr. LODGE. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Would the Senator object to its considera- 
tion to-day? 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to have the resolution go over 
until there is an opportunity for the Senator from Minnesota to 
present his substitute, which he showed me yesterday and which 
I thought much better in form. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator object to the chairman of the 
committee who made the report asking unanimous consent that 
it be withdrawn? Then he can present the report later in the 
day with the amendment, if agreed to by the committee. Or 
does the Senator want to have the resolution go to the calendar? 

Mr. LODGE. I want to have an opportunity to make an 
amendment in the form of the resolution, if necessary. On ex- 
amination it seems to me to have been hastily drawn, and it 
ought to be in a different form. The Senator from Minnesota 
has one to offer. The resolution can be called up at any mo- 
ment. There is no need to send it back to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses to appreve the 
substitute. 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply thought that course would be the easiest 
way out. 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution is open to amendment, of course, 
before it goes to the Foreign Relations Committee. I under- 
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stand there is a motion to send it to the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, but I may be mistaken. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; the request is for immediate consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, then; I ask that it may go over. 

Mr. SMOOT. I thought it would be very much better to have 
it go back to the committee and let them consider the suggested 
amendment, and adopt it if they saw proper, and report it out 
and ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to get the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota before the Senate. It relates to the form. It 
has nothing to do with the expenditure of money; it is simply 
the form. 


Mr. SMOOT. Then I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion may lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
hears none. 

REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONTINGENT EXPENSES. 

Mr. CALDER, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the following reso- 
lutions favorably without amendments, and they were considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Resolution No. 17, submitted by Mr. Jones of Washington, 
May 20, 1919: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it. is hereby, directed to investigate and 
ascertain the facts relative to the suspension by the board of education 
of the District of Columbia of Miss Alice Wood, a teacher in the schools 
of the District, and report the same to the Senate, with its recom- 
mendations; and the committec, or any subcommittee conducting such 
investigation, is authorized to subpena witnesses, send for persons, 
books, and papers, to administer oaths, and take all steps necessary 
to ascertain the facts, and to employ such stenographic help as may be 
necessary at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and the 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may: sit during the sessions 
or recess of the Senate in conducting such investigation. 


Resolution No, 59, submitted by Mr. Spencer on the 3d in- 
stant: 


Resolred, That the Committee on Claims, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized, during the Sixty-sixth Congress, 
{to sed for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ stenographer at a cost of not exceeding $1 per printed page 
to report such hearings as may be had on any subject before said com- 
mittec, the expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate; and that committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit dur- 
ing any session or recess of the Senate. 


Resolution No. 61, submitted by Mr. Nerson on the 3d in- 
stant: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to held hearings, to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not to exceed $1 per 
printed page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
any subject which may be pending before said committee; to sit and 
ict at such times and places as it may deem pacer? during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate, the expenses thereof, including the cost of 
travel and subsistence of the members of the committee or any sub- 
committee thereof incident to any hearings which may be held in places 
ae than westinghen, D. C., to be paid cut of the contingent fund 
of the Senate. 


Resolution No. 62, submitted by Mr. Pace on the 3d instant: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to em- 
ploy a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to re- 
port such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which 
may be pending before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 
ony see thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of 
the Senate. 


Is there objection? The Chair 


‘ 


COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. CALDER, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the following reso- 
lution (S. Res. 73), and it was considered by unanmnous consent 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized, during the Sixty-sixth 
Congress, to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed 
page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any sub- 
ject which may be before said committee; the cxpenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or 


any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
Senate. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERKS. 

Mr. CALDER. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate resolution 49 for the employment of an assistant clerk to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, I report it favorably, with an 
amendment, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment was, in line 4, to strike out the words “ until 
otherwise appropriated by law” and to insert “during the 
present session of the Sixty-sixth Congress,” so as to read: 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk at the rate of $1,800 per annum, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate during the present 
session of the Sixty-sixth Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CALDER. I report back favorably with amendments, 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, Senate resolution 42, authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Claims to employ an assistant clerk, and I ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendments were, in line 8, to strike out “ $2,500” and in 
lieu to insert “ $2,200,” and in line 5 to strike out “ until other- 
wise provided for by law ” and insert “‘ during the present session 
of the Sixty-sixth Congress,” so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims of the United Statics Senate 
be, and it is hereby, authorized to employ ‘in assistant clerk_at the rate 
of $2,200 per annum, to be paid out of the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate during the present session of the Sixty- 
sixth Congress. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resoluticn as amended was agreed to 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills anda joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 1442) to provide for the establishment of a 
national employment system and for cooperation with the 
States in the promotion of such system and to regulate the 
expenditure of moneys that shail be appropriated for such 
purposes ; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1448) to amend section 81 of chapter 321, volume 35, 
part 1, Public Laws, relating to the naturalization of aliens; and 

A bill (S. 1444) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout 
the United States, and establishing the Bureau of Naturaliza- 
tion,’ approved June 29, 1906; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 1445) to equalize the effects of an act approved 
March 4, 1915, entitled “An act to provide for recognizing the 
services of certain officers of the Army and Navy in connection 
with the construction of the Panama Canal” (with accompany- 
ing papers) : to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

A bill (S. 1446) for the relief of Ellen M. Willey ; and 

A bill (S. 1447) to correct the naval record of Fred C. Konrad ; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1448) for the relief of Jacob Nice; 

A bill (S. 1449) for the relief of Charles Raudenbush ; 

A bill (S. 1450) to correct the inilitary record of John Ll. 
McGregor; 

A bill (S. 1451) for the relief of William Thomas Winstanley ; 

A bill (S. 1452) for the relief of Christian M. Otto; 

A bill (S. 1453) for the relief of Adolph F. Hitchler ; 

A bill (S. 1454) for the relief of John F. Kelly; and 

A bill (S. 1455) for the relief of John L. O’Mara ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1456) for the relief of Rinald Bros., of Philadel- 
phia, Pa. ; 

A bill (S. 1457) for the relief‘of Joseph W. Skill ; 

A bill (S. 1458) for the relief of Sylvester Bonnaffon, jr. ; 

A bill (S. 1459) for the relief of the estate of David B. Landis, 
deceased, and the estate of Jacob I’. Sheaffer, deceased ; 

A bill ¢S. 1460) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Kate Reaney Zeiss, administratrix of 
William B. Reaney, survivor of Thomas Reaney and Samuel 
Archbold, against the United States; 

A bill (S. 1461) for the relief of Morris Dietrich; and 

A pill (S. 1462) for the relief of Rose McIlwain; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Cornelius Branning; 

A bill (S. 1464) granting a pension to Cornelius Branning; 

A bill (S. 1465) granting a pension to Milton M. Lile; 

A bill (S. 1466) granting a pension to George H. Hauf; and 

A bill (S. 1467) granting a pension to Julia A. Hoffner; to 
the Committee on Pensions. . 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 1468) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
B. Eldred (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. CALDER: 

A bill (S. 1469) to create a Federal home loan board and 
home loan banks for the purpose of aiding in financing the con- 
struction of homes; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 1470) to donate war trophies to the State of Ari- 
zona; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (S. 1471) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion, to deliver to each of the several county seats in 
the State of Mississippi captured German cannons, cannon balls 
or shells, and gun carriages, condemned United States cannon, 
cannon balls or shells, and gun carriages; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1472) to prohibit immigration for a period of five 
years, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

3y Mr. SWANSON (for Mr. Martin): 

A bill (S. 1478) granting pensions to certain members of the 
former Life-Saving Service; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1474) for the relief of Richard J. Easton; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1475) to reimburse the estate of Gen. George Wash- 
ington for certain lands of his in the State of Ohio, lost by 
conflicting grants made under the authority of the United 
States; to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 1476) providing for the improvement of the road- 
way from the railroad depot at Fredericksburg, Va., to the 
national cemetery near Fredericksburg; and 

A bill (S. 1477) to establish the Fredericksburg and adjacent 
national battle fields memorial park, in the.State of Virginia ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1478) for the relief of W. T. Brogdon; 

A bill (S. 1479) for the relief of the estate of Moses M. 
Bane; 

A bill (S. 1480) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Edward I. Gallagher, administrator of 
Sharles Gallagher, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1481) to execute the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the heirs of William Pollock, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1482) for the relief of E. Scott Arrington; 

A bill (S. 1483) for the relief of Ida Banks; and 

A bill (S. 1484) for the relief of William Allman and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1485) granting a pension to Elmer E. Dickey; 

A bill (S. 1486) granting an increase of pension to Grace 
Boggs; 

A bill (S. 1487) granting 
Riley ; 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Turner ; 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 
Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 1494) granting a pension to James Mickian ; 

A bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Floyd B. Daugherty ; 

A bill (S. 1496) granting an increase of pension to Sophie M. 
Walker; 

A bill (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Rebecea (Taylor) Jones; and 

A bill (S. 1498) granting a pension to James W. Ruffin; to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. BECKHAM: 

A bill (S. 1499) for the relief of John McGovern; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1500) granting an inerease of pension to Leo V. 
Burchetts ; 

A bill (S. 


an increase of pension to Susan 


(S. 1489) granting a pension to George E. Harrison; 
(S. 1490) granting a pension to Roland B. Horsley; 
(S. 1491) granting a pension to R. H. Catlett; 

(S. 1492) granting a pension to Joseph H. Mayo; 

(S. 1493) granting an increase of pension to Oliver J. 


1501) granting a pension.to Arabella G. Walker; 
A bill (S. 1502) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Evans; 
A bill (S. 1508) granting an increase of pension to Jennie Y. 

Tleatherston ; 

A bill (S. 1504) granting an increase of pension to Samuel F., 

Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Brecken- 
ridge Wash; 
A bill (S. 1506) granting an increase of pension to William 

W. Ferguson ; 

A bill (S. 1507) granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. 

Durham; 

A bill (S. 1508) granting an increase of pension to David 

Britton ; 
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A bill (S. 1509) granting an increase of pension to Harlin L. 
Clark ; 

A bill (S. 1510) granting an increase of pension to Albert L, 
Newland; 

A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to W. H. Odum; 

A bill (S. 1512) granting a pension to James L. Graham; 

A bill (S. 1513) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Gibbons; and 

A bill (S. 1514) granting a pension to Charles William Vog- 
ler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3v Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 1515) to amend section 1 of the act entitled “An act 
to exclude and expel from the United States aliens who are 
members of the anarchistic and similar classes,” approved Oc- 
tober 16, 1918; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1516) for the regulation and im- 
provement of grazing on the public lands, and for other pur-’ 
poses; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 1517) to correct or amend the commission issued to 
Ansel Griggs Wineman (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 1518) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Breau (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 1519) making appropriations for expenses incurred 
under the treaty of Washington; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

A bill (S. 1520) granting an increase of pension: to Matthias 
V.. Bridges ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 49) authorizing the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library to provide for the restoration and com- 
pletion of the historical frieze in the Rotunda of the Capitol; 
to the Committee on the Library. 


REPEAI. OF DAYLIGHT-SAVING LAW. 


Mr. DIAL submitted an amendment proposing to repeal the 
so-called daylight-saving law, intended to be proposed by him 
to the Agricultural appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MOSES submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $2,000,000 to carry out the purposes mentioned in section 3 
of the act of March 1, 1911, to enable any State to cooperate 
with any other State or States or with the United States for 
the protection of watersheds of navigable streams, ete., intended 
to be proposed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $676 to reimburse Benson County, N. Dak., for money 
actually paid by that county to the State of North Dakota for 
the care of three insane Indians, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for the investigation and improvement of ce- 
reals and methods of cereal protection from $432,505 to $532,- 
505, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultural ap- 
propriation bill, which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

PRECEDENTS OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 71), 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Precedents and Decisions on Points of Order in 
the United States Senate, revised and indexed to and including the 
Sixty-fifth Congress, be printed in one volume as a Senate document, 
and that 1,000 additional copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 72), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sjxty-sixth Con- 
gress to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, and 
to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any 
subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
Senate. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has any Senator a resolution com- 
ing over from a previous day? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The resolution reported by the Commit- 
tee to*Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate was up for consideration, and I understand the Senator 
from Massachusetts objected to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I asked that it might go over, because I wish to 
have an amendment offered to it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator stated yesterday that he 
was ready for its consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I did, but I have come to the conclusion that 
the form of the resolution is very bad. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Can the Senator now state what amend- 
ment he thinks should be made? 

Mr. LODGE. I told the Senate that the Senator from Minne- 
sota drafted one, which he showed me yesterday, and on ex- 
amining it I think it is in a much better form. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I regret very much to notice that the 
enthusiasm of the Senator for this investigation is oozing out so 
prematurely. 

Mr. LODGE. 
get all there is in the investigation. 
anyway. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
fore yesterday—— 

Mr. LODGE. And held up by you for a day. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It was before the Senate all day yester- 
day and there was no intimation that it was not an effective 
resolution to produce the result. The statement was made that 
there would be a unanimous report, and now when it is brought 
in on the report the Senator objects to its consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to have an opportunity to amend it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. We are willing to have the Senator take 
ihe opportunity if he will do it, only we want to have present 
consideration. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CURTIS. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
Is there further morning business? 

Mr. BORAH. The resolution in reference to the peace dele- 
gates securing a hearing for the Irish representatives went over. 
Is it now on the table, or did it go to the calendar? My under- 
standing was that it went over. Did it remain on the table? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. My recollectfon of the matter is that the 
Senator from Mississippi |Mr. WILLIAMs] objected to the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution and it went over under 
the rule for a day. It is now on the desk of the Vice President, 
under the rule, as a resolution coming over from a previous 
day, and the Senator from Idaho can call it up if he wishes to 
do so, as I understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is on 
talked out yesterday until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BORAH. Not this resolution. 
talked on at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has gone to the calendar. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not think there wili be any debate upon 
it, and I ask unanimous consent to call up the resolution for 
consideration. 

Mr. CURTIS. If there is to be any debate whatever, I shall 
object. I do not think the resolution is as important as tiie ap- 
propriation bills. We must get the appropriation bil!s through. 
I am ready to call up the Indian appropriation bill. It is a 
privileged motion, and if the morning business is closed I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Indian ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. BORAH. The morning business is not closed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Ashurst France 
Beckham Gay 
LBorah Gronna 
Brandeg« Harris 
Calder Harrison 
Capper , Hitchcock 
Chamberlain Johnson, Calif. 
Culberson Jones, N. Mex, 
Curtis Jones, Wash. 
Dial Kellogg 
Dillingham Kendrick 
Elkins Kenyon 
Fall King 
Pletcher Kirby 


The Senator need not be disturbed. He will 
It is a perfectly silly thing, 


The resolution was introduced day be- 


the calendar. It was 


This resolution was not 


Knox 

La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
McCumber 
McKellar 
McNary 
Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 


Overman 
age 
Penrose 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, 8. C 
Smoot 
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Spencer Sutherland Walsh, Mass 


Stanley Swanson Walsh, Mont, 
Sterling Underwood Warren 

Mr. FLETCHER. My colleague, the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TramMMeE ty], is detained by illness. 

Mr. KIRBY. I announce the unavoidable absence of the 
senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosrnson] on public busi- 
ness. I will let this announcement stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. BORAH. I renew my request for unanimous consent to 
consider Senate resolution 48, Order of Business No. 7 on the 
calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of Senate resolution 
No. 48, being No. 7 on the calendar. Is there any objection? 

Mr. CURTIS. If I can have the assurance that there will be 
no debate on the resolution, I shall not object; otherwise, I 
shall object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can not guarantee that 
there will be no debate. 

Mr. CURTIS. Well, I object. 

Mr. BORAH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate resolution No. 48, being No. 7 on the calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I move that we take up the In- 
dian appropriation bill, which is a privileged motion. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I make the point of order that the mo- 
tion is not amendable by a substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. We are getting nowhere. The mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas is not in order during the morn- 
ing hour and before 1 o’clock, until the conclusion of morning 
business. 

Mr. SMOOT. Is morning business over, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; morning business is not get 
disposed of. 

Mr. BORAH. 
President. 


Watson 
Williams 


Then I will wait until it is disposed of, Mr. 


TREATY OF PEACE, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I offer an amendment to the resolution of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcucock] to strike out all 
of the’ resolution down to and including the words “ interested 
in said treaty,” on page 2, line 4, and to insert what I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Minnesota will be read. 

The Secretary. In the resolution of Mr. HircHcocx it is pro- 
posed to strike out all down to and including the words “ inter- 
ested in said treaty,” on page 2, line 4, and in lieu thereof to 
insert : 

Whereas it has been stated in the Senate that the hs gem peace treaty, 
which has been delivered to Germany, is being sold upon the streets 
of Berlin and openly circulated in Germany and other countries; and 

Whereas it is claimed that certain people or interests in the city of 


New York have also received from members of the American peace 
commission copies of said treaty: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Foreign Relations Committee be, and it hereby is, 
directed and authorized to investigate said charges and report to the 
Senate its findings, and if said charges are true, to ascertain in what 
manner and by whose authority copies of said peace treaty have becn 
furnished private citizens and denied the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to say that I shall be very glad if 
the Senator from Nebraska will call up his resolution, accept 
that amendment, and have it passed at once. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution, providing it is debatable. I do 
not wish to be forced to vote in this way without an explanation 
as to the changes which are proposed. Otherwise I should like 
to wait until 1 o’clock. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ther morning business? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have the assurance that if I 
renew my request for unanimous consent the objection will not 
be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any further morning busi- 
ness? If there be none, morning business is closed. 


There is objection. Is there fur- 


REPRESENTATIVES OF IRELAND AT PARIS. 

Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of Senate resolution 48, being Calendar No. 7. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I had intimated to the Sena- 
tor previously that I preferred that this matter should not come 
up by unanimous consent. I think it is ill-advised legislation. I 
can not consent to its coming up by unanimous consent. Let it 
come up in the regular way, and then I shall satisfy myself 
merely by voting against it. 
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Mr. BORAH. I understand that I am unable to make the 
motion to take it up before 1 o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can make the motion 
now. 

Mr. BORAH. Then I meve that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate resolution 48, No. 7 on the calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the resolution (S. Res. 48) urging the American peace com- 
mission to secure a hearing for the representatives of the Irish 
Republic. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. In connection with the resolution 
I simply ask to have printed in the REcorp a petition in behalf 
of the United Irish Societies of Seattle, Wash., for the passage 
of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

SEATTLE, WASH., June 5, 1919. 


Hon. WESLEY L. JONES, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear SENATOR: I take pleasure in forwarding to you for presen- 
tation to the Senate the following petition : 

Resolved, That the United Irish Societies of Seattle respectfully peti- 
tion the Senate of the United States that the resolution presented by 
Hon. WILLIAM E. Boran, requesting the American delegation at the 
peace conference to recommend to that body that a hearing be granted 
to the representatives of the Irish Pa chosen to plead for self-deter- 
mination be adopted and forwarded.to Versailles at the earliest practi- 
cable moment, 

Wa. O’Mutcnay, President. 
J. O’ConNoR, Secretary. 

With kind personal regards, 

M. J. COSTELLO. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I offer an amendment to the 
resolution as proposed to be amended by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The Secretary. At the end of the resolution as reported, it is 
proposed to add the following: 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States express its sympathy 
yen eee aspirations of the Irish people for a government of its own 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask for the reading of the resolution 
as reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 48) as proposed 
to be amended, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States earnestly requests 
the American peace commission at Versailles to endeavor to secure for 
Edward De Valera, Arthur Griffiths, and Count George Noble Plunkett 
a hearing before said peace conference in order that they may present 
the cause of Ireland. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, in so far as I am permitted to 
do so, for myself I accept the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to suggest, first, to the 
Senator from Idaho that I think the title of the resolution will 
require some amendment. 

Mr. BORAH. That can be done later. 

Mr. LODGE. That, of course, can be done later; but some 
amendment will be required to make the title conform to the 
resolution as amended by the committee. 

Mr. President, I voted with great pleasure for the resolution 
as it was reported by the committee, because I have always 
felt that every man is entitled to his day in court, and every 
nation, on that principle, is entitled to its day before the peace 
conference. I have done what little I could—and it was very 
little—to try to get hearings for the Albanians, the Koreans, 
and some other people who wished to be heard, and I was very 
happy, therefore, to join in asking for a hearing for the repre- 
sentatives of Ireland. 

My colleague [Mr. WatsH of Massachusetts] has presented an 
amendment containing a general statement of sympathy of a 
character which I know appeals to all of the American people. 
We have always as a Nation desired that all people should go 
on peacefully under a government of their own choice. 

When, however, Mr. President, the conference first met, 
ostensibly to make peace with Germany, I think everyone 
realized that the nations associated in the war against Ger- 
many had gathered at Paris in order to present to Germany a 
treaty for Germany to sign, putting an end to the war, and, if 
possible, putting an end to Germany’s power for evil, and that 
it would be utterly impossible for those nations, acting together 
_ in that way, to inquire into and interfere with each other’s 
affairs. 

I think that position was an entirely sound one, and it might 
have been used there to exclude even a resolution exciting such 
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general sympathy in the United States as that offered by my 
colleague ; but, Mr. President, that objection can no longer exist. 
The peace conference at Paris has passed far beyond their 
primary business of making peace with Germany and thereby 
bringing peace to the world. They have made omnipotence their 
province and have occupied the entire sphere of national and in- 
ternational relations the world over. More than that, they have 
deliberately entered upon the settlement of a question which is 
wholly ours—the Monroe doctrine. 

In the first draft of the treaty which was presented to us the 
Monroe doctrine was left somewhere among the voices heard in 
the air and the visions that are seen by capable visionaries, and 
we were told that the doctrine was safe, because it had been ex- 
tended to the whole world, which took away its entire meaning 
and all its characteristics. Now, however, there comes back a 
second draft with a direct statement in regard to the Monroe 
doctrine, putting it in a far worse position, in my judgment, than 
it was under the first draft, and that was bad enough. 

Article 21 in the new draft reads as follows: 

Nothing in this covenant shall be deemed to affect the validity of in- 
ternational engagements, such as treaties of arbitration or regional 


understandings, like the Monroe doctrine, for securing the maintenance 
of peace. 


The President, when he was presenting the treaty to the con- 
ference, simply said that article 21 was a new article—an accu- 
rate, if noc. an extensive, statement. The British delegates, 
however, put out an explanation of the new league as well as the 
President. They published a summary of the whole of the 
new covenant. Unfortunately, that explanation in its entirety 
has not come here; parts of it were sent, but we have never been 
favored with the whole of the British analysis. We have, how- 
ever, had sent to us their explanation of article 21 relating to 
the Monroe doctrine, and this is what the British delegates de- 
clared their understanding of its terms to be; that is, this is 
the interpretation which their Government puts upon article 21. 
I now quote: 

Article 21 makes it clear that the covenant is not intended to abrogate 
or weaken any other agreements, so long as they are consistent with its 
own terms, into which members of the league may have entered or may 
hereafter enter for the assurance of peace. Such agreements would in- 
clude special treaties for compulsory arbitration and military conven- 
tions that are genuinely defensive. 

The Monroe doctrine and similar understandings are put in the same 
category. They have shown themselves in history to be not instruments 
of national ambition, but guarantees of peace. The origin of the Monroe 
doctrine is well known. It was proclaimed in 1823 to prevent America 
from becoming a theater for intrigues of European absolutism. At first 
a principle of American foreign policy, it has become an international 
understanding, and it is not illegitimate for the people of the United 
States to say that the covenant should recognize that fact. 

In its essence it is consistent with the spirit of the covenant, and, 
indeed, the principles of the league, as expressed in article 10, rep- 
resent the extension to the whole world of the principles of the 
doctrine— 

Now— 

While, should any dispute as to the meaning of the latter ever arise 
between the American and European powers, the league is there to 
settle it. 

Mr. President, in the first place, the Monroe doctrine is not 
an international engagement, and never has been. At the last 
Hague convention our delegates specifically reserved it. It 
never has been formally accepted and acknowledged by any 
nation. It is not a regional understanding. I do not know who 
invented that strange phrase, but it is not what the Monroe 
doctrine is. If you set up a sign on some property you hold 
and state on it that “trespassing and shooting are forbidden 
on this property under penalty of law,” that is not a regional 
understanding; and the Monroe doctrine is not a regional un- 
derstanding, and never was anything like it. The Monroe doc- 
trine was our policy, and never anything else. Our fellow Re- 
publics to the south have sometimes attacked it and have some- 
times run to it with great enthusiasm for shelter; but it is not 
their doctrine. It is ours, and it rested, in the first place, upon 
the broad principle of self-preservation. That is the bottom of 
the Monroe doctrine. It is all ours; and now it is carried into 
this league of nations. It is already interpreted by England, 
although it is wholiy our affair, and it is to be determined in 
the future by the league of nations. 

Mr. President, any question which arises in regard to the 
Monroe doctrine, in my judgment, should be decided by only 
one power, and that is the power that has declared, interpreted, 
and maintained it—the United States, 

I do not mean at this moment to enter into any elaborate 
discussion of this point; but I bring it up because my colleague 
has offered an amendment, for which I shall vote, which might 
have been objected to in the past on the ground that those na- 
tions associated against Germany should not look into each 
other’s affairs; but when it comes to those nations taking the 
Monroe doctrine, our doctrine, our policy, and foisting it on 
the league of nations, and then telling us that they are going 
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te interpret it, I think they have carried their flight so far that 
if we choose to make a few suggestions about other matters it 
is quite legitimate and courteous to do it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator fronr Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I have an additional reason for 
supporting this resolution, which under ordinary conditions 
would not receive my support. 

Under my interpretation of the proposed league of nations, 
if there arose at any time in the future a revolution in Ireland, 
the British Government, under the distinct terms of the pro- 
posed league itself, on its own motion, could take the matter 
before the league of nations. If this action were not taken by 
Great Britain any other country a member of the league 
couid present the matter to the league of nations. To my mind, 
the language is perfectly clear. The language used in various 
sections of the different articles—not in one alone, but in 
others—is almost the identical language used in the Troppau 
pretecol to the Holy Alliance, to which the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PHELAN] so eloquently called attention a few days 
since in this body, under the terms of which Austria became 
the mandatory for the Holy Alliance and put down the rebel- 
lion in the Kingdom of Naples, and France became the manda- 
tory for the Holy Alliance and put down the rebellion led by 
the Spanish Cortez in Spain. The Troppau protocol simply pro- 
vided that should anything arise which might threaten the 
peace of the world the Holy Alliance should geal with it; and 
the Holy Alliance was more nearly a league of nations than 
is proposed by this document which the President has sent to 
the Senate, and—as suggested by a Senater, and I approve his 
suggestion—in better form. 

Under the terms of the protocol adopted in Troppau, using 
exactly similar language to that which is insidiously inserted 
in various sections of this document known as the draft of the 
league of nations, which we have here, the Holy Alliance un- 
dertook to interfere on this hemisphere; and against the league 
of nations the only country that dared lift its voice was this 
country, which is now asked to head a similar league of 
nations. 

Mr. President, I do not pretend at this time to discuss the 
legal meaning, the inevitable conclusion, which must be ar- 
rived at by anyone who understands the meaning of words, in 
considering this document which I have here before me con- 
taining a draft of the league of nations. The time is too short. 
I shall not trespass upon the time of the Senate. In my judg- 
ment, however—and I shall undertake to explain more fully 
at some later period—in the event that a revolution arose in 
Ireland, or in any other country, it would become the duty of 
the league of nations, upon the ground that the peace of the 
world might be threatened, to lend assistance to put down that 
revolution, exactly as France acted as mandatory and as Aus- 
tria acted as mandatory for the Holy Alliance in 1822 and 1823. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, very briefly, I do not see any 
parallel between the Holy Alliance and the proposed league of 
nations, and therefore the Senator has expressed unnecessary 
apprehension that smaller nations in rebellion might be pre- 
vented by the league from carrying out their purpose. George 
Washington was called an illustrious rebel, and rebellion is the 
ultimate right of all peoples. I do not see in the league that 
there is any provision by which, acting in concert, rebellions 
would be put down. The only authority is article 10 of the pro- 
posed draft: 

The members of the league undertake to respect and preserve, as 
against external aggression— 

External aggression— 
the territorial integrity and existing political independence of all 
members of the league. In case of any such aggression, or in case of 
any threat or danger of such aggression, the council shall advise upon 
the means by which this obligation shall be fulfilled. 

I understand that in the deliberations of the congress in 
Paris this contention came up, and the words “ external aggres- 
sion” were put in in order to clarify the very question which 
the Senator from New Mexico has raised. 

The Holy Alliance was organized not by free States but by 
autocratic States, and its avowed purpose was to put down the 
democratic movement in Europe at that time and to restore to 
the Spanish Crown its rebellious Provinces in South America. 
The league is organized for freedom; the league is organized by 
the great free countries of the world—because I will classify 
England, Italy, France, and the United States as the great 
free countries of the world—and those countries dominate the 
league, and, by the constitution of the league, shall remain in 
control. It is inconceivable, therefore, that the machinery of 
the league ever would be used to suppress internal revolution, 
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That will be the duty of that nation that is more particularly 
interested in subjugating her rebellious subjects, if you please; 
and it is not the duty, either in the proposed draft or in inter- 
national law or in ethics or in morals, of any nation, no matter 
how friendly, to assist a nation whose subjects are in rebellion 
to put down that rebellion. There is no authority contained 
under the draft of the league of nations to justify the statement 
made by the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr, President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PHELAN. I yield. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Will the Senator allow me to call his 
attention to the next to the last paragraph but one in article 3? 

The assembly may deal at its meetings with any matter within the 
sphere of action of the league or affecting the peace of the world. 

It was to that paragraph, I think, that the Senator from New 
Mexico alluded. 

Mr. FALL. Because almost similar language is used in the 
Troppau protocol of the constitution of the Holy Alliance. 

Mr. PHELAN. The Senator from Illinois calls attention to 
the last paragraph but one of article 3: ’ 

The assembly may deal at its meetings with any matter within the 
sphere of action of ‘the league or affecting the peace of the world. 

I eontend that a rebellion in any State is not within the 
sphere of action of the league—that is the very point I made. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I think the Senator has omitted a word 
toward the end of that penultimate paragraph, “ or affecting the 
peace of the world.” 

Mr. PHELAN. I was just going to come to that—“ or affect- 
ing the peace of the world.” A rebellion in Ireland would pos- 
sibly, in the judgment of the Senator, affect the peace of the 
world and justify the intervention of the league of nations. It 
is preposterous. 

There was a disturbance in New Orleans, by which certain 
violent acts were practiced upon the helpless nationals of 
another country, and the United States had some difficulty, the 
Senator will recollect, in getting State action. I should like to 
ask him—and that is an extreme case—would the league of 
nations be justified in intervening, where the nationals of one 
country had received bad treatment in the United States, with 
a view of maintaining the peace of the world, or would it be a 
matter of negotiation and settlement between the two countries 
affected, as in that case, Italy and the United States? 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, the President of the United 
States is quoted as having addressed the representatives of the 
smaller powers in Europe to make it clear that under the league 
armed forces would intervene to protect the rights of racial 
minorities, whether in Ireland or in certain Southern States of 
the United States, I suppose, as well as in central or southern 
Europe. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a sug- 
gestion along that line? 

Mr. PHELAN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FALL. Answering the Senater’s question, I say that 
clearly under the terms of the league, should the Italian Mafia 
murder citizens here in the United States, and a mob hang 
them, it would be the duty of the league itself, upon Italy 
notifying the council that negotiations for reparation had failed, 
to take up the matter and ferce the United States to abide by 
the decision of the council. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me a moment, 
I should like to call his attention to another article. 

One of the articles which I have reference to has been very 
clearly expounded by the Senator from Illinois. The Senator, 
of course, speaks as an international lawyer. He has referred 
to international law. He knows, of course, that should the 
belligerents of any party in Mexico or in Ireland be recognized 
by Germany or any country outside of the league, under interna- 
tional law a state ef war would exist, the belligerency having 
been recognized; and, without belligerency having been recog- 
nized, if the revolution amounted to a sufficient disturbance to 
constitute war, then, under the strict terms of the constitution 
itself, it would become the duty of the league to take cognizance 
of it and to settle it. 

Now, it is proposed, as I understand, to leave Germany out. 
It is very likely that Germany being left out, other neutral na- 
tions will remain out, exactly as they have now notified the 
Allies that they will remain out of a blockade of German ports 
in the event Germany does not sign. Notice has already been 
served by Norway and Sweden and Switzerland and Holland 
and Denmark, as I understand, that in the event the Germans 
refuse to sign they will not be parties to the proposed blockade 
of German ports. 
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I can see readily they would say, “If you leave Germany out 
of this league, if she is not invited to become and does not be- 
come : member of the league, immediately we, the neutral na- 
tions that have taken no part in this war, will continue to main- 
tain our neutrality and refuse to enter the league.”. Upon the 
recognition of belligerency by any party war exists exactly 
as was the case in our Civil War. It was an international war 
and so declared by the Supreme Court of the United States and 
by all international authorities, although it’was a revolution. 
Under those facts it becomes the duty of the league of nations 
to deal with exactly that condition under article 11 of the pro- 
posed constitution. 

Any war or threat of war, whether immediately affecting any of the 
members of the league or not, is hereby declared a matter of concern 
to the whole league, and the league shall take any action that may be 
deemed wise and effectual to safeguard the peace of nations. 

Mr. PHELAN (continuing the reading )— 

In case any such emergency should arise the secretary general shall, 
on the request of any member of the league, forthwith summon a meet- 
ing of the council. 

It is also declared to be the fundamental right of each member of 
the league to bring to the attention of the assembly or of the council 
any circumstances whatever affecting international relations which 
threatens to disturb either the peace or the good understandings be- 
tween nations upon which peace depends. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, I wish he 
would emphasize that language. ‘“ Between nations,” is the 
language. 

Mr. PHELAN. The Senator from Mississippi desires that the 
language be emphasized, and I will repeat it: 

It is also declared to be the fundamental right of cach member of 
the league to bring to the attention of the assembly or of the council 
any circumstance whatever affecting international relations— 

“Tnternational relations,” I emphasize— 
which threatens to disturb either the peace or the good understanding 
between nations— 

I emphasize “ between nations ”"— 
upon which peace depends. 

Mr. FALL. May IL interrupt the Senator? He has emphasized 
the terms under the suggestion of the Senator from Mississippi. 
May I ask him for his own opinion as a lawyer? Does he not 
believe the emphasis upon the latter clause which he has just 
read shows that international relations were not referred to in 
the first clause? 

Mr. PHELAN. I will repeat it. 

Any war or threat of war, whether immediately affecting any of the 
members of the league or not— 

Mr. FALL. Exactly. That does not refer to international 
relations. 

Mr. PHELAN (reading)— 
is hereby declared a matter of concern to the whole league, and the 
league shall take any action that may be deemed wise and effectual to 
safeguard the peace of nations. 

Mr. FALL. That is the point. If the Senator will allow me, 
the first clause does not refer to international relations and 
makes it the business of the league to consider any question of 
war. The second clause which the Senator is emphasizing does 
refer to international relations. 

Mr. PHELAN. Civil society is a compact between individuals, 
but the league of nations is a compact between nations. Hence 
we must construe everything that appears here as being of an 
international character. It can not therefore be contended that 
a revolutionary party arising in, one State, threatening the 
authority of the government of that State, should be a sufficient 
cause to call on the league to put down the revolution. This 
league of nations, as such, is not concerned in internecine or 
civil war. They are only concerned in a war between nations; 
and hence if there were a revolution in Ireland or in Mexico, it 
would be beyond the power of the league under this constitu- 
tion to intervene without exceeding its authority. 

Mr. FALL. Will the Senator yield for a moment? 

Mr. PHELAN. I yield. 

Mr. FALL. May I suggest to the Senator that we take the 
case of Cuba for instance. The President of the United States 
recommended intervention by the United States in the Cuban 
revolution because the revolution threatened the peace of this 
country, and the Congress of the United States declared war 
upon Spain upon the message of the President of the United 
States, one of the grounds of which was that the conditions exist- 
ing in Cuba threatened the peace of this country, and therefore 
we were justified in intervening, and under international law 
the Senator knows we were justified in intervening. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from California will pardon 
an interruption there, that same right would still remain. 

Mr. FALL. I do not agree with the Senator. That is the 
_ difference between us, s 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. It would be a right growing up outside of 
the covenant to keep the peace of the world. It would grow up 
out of the right of the United States in that case, or any other 
nation under similar circumstances. It is not a right coming 
under the league. It is a right existing outside of the league. 

Mr. FALL. May I suggest that the Senator from Mississippi 
always closes a subject by asserting something dogmatically, 
with which others of course do not agree to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have asserted nothing dogmatically, be- 
cause the President of the United States did assert this right 
when there was no league, and that very fact proves that the 
right existing outside of any league, it is not a right which 
depends upon the league. 

Mr. FALL. The point I am attempting to make is that with 
the league the United States could no longer assert this right. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, in the case of Cuba Spanish 
atrocities drew the attention of the people of the United States 
to the conditions of a neighboring people, and war was precipi- 
tated by an emotional wave following the sinking of the Maine. 
I am not disposed to agree even with the President of the 
United States in his message, if it is correct as stated, that the 
internal or internecine war in Cuba in any way affected the 
peace of the United States or the peace of the world. The 
people probably should have been ellowed to win their inde- 
pendence by the sword, as the Cuban revolutionists were in a 
fair way of doing, without the assistance of the United States. 
But the United States intervened, not under any compulsion 
but that of sentiment, and an alleged attack by Spain upon its 
warship, and there were a great many men in Congress who 
were very much opposed at that time to intervention. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. PHELAN. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to inquire of the Senator whether 
he is in favor of the pending resolution. I have not been able to 
deduce his position on it from the debate. 

Mr. PHELAN. I see a certain unanimity in the Chamber, 
much to my surprise, in favor of the pending resolution, and 
that drives one to the necessity of discussing some other sub- 
ject. I am discussing the subject that was raised by the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. Farr]. I do not believe, I wish to reiter- 
ate, that the league of nations will have any authority under the 
proposed draft to intervene where there is a revolution, because, 
in the case of Ireland, I am disposed to believe that it will now 
and again be in revolutionary state, and I would be loath to be- 
lieve the league of nations, which I am disposed to favor, would 
assert its authority in denying people the privilege of fighting 
for their freedom. 

I think my position is fortified by the application made by the 
Japanese Government to the conference in Paris for the recog- 
nition of free immigration and racial equality. The conference 
in Paris denied the request of the Japanese Government for such 
recognition. What does that signify? That by no construction 
can it be said that the league of nations would have the authority 
or the warrant, by the terms of the constitution or otherwise, to 
question the right of the United States to deny free immigration, 
which we grant to all other people, if you please, and to deny 
race equality to the orientals; and therefore it could not, as do- 
mestic policy, be construed as threatening the peace of the world. 

Mr. FALL. Will the Senator yield just a moment? 

Mr. PHELAN. I yield. 

Mr. FALL. We disagree so fundamentally that I want to see 
just how badly I am wrong in my construction. I would like to 
ask the Senator what is his construction of article 14? I will 
state the case to the Senator as I understand it. He seems to 
think, as I gather, that the Japanese immigration question would 
not be a subject of consideration by the league of nations. That 
is putting it in a few words. Is that the contention of the 
Senator? 

Mr. PHELAN. That is my contention. 

Mr. FALL. Then what does the Senator believe to be the 
meaning of the provision of article 13, that— 
disputes as to the interpretation of a treaty, as to any question of 
international law, as to the existence of any fact which, if established, 
wotld constitute a breach of any international obligation, or as to the 
extent and nature of the reparation to be made for any such breach, 
are declared to be among those which are generally suitable for sub- 
mission to arbitration. 

Mr. PHELAN. To what article does the Senator refer? 

Mr. FALL. It is in article 13. If the Senator will yield me 
his attention for a moment—— 

Mr. PHELAN. I am listening. 

Mr. FALL. I may entirely misunderstand the contention 
of Japan and the questions between Japan and this country. 
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Under our immigration laws the citizens of other countries, ex- 
cept those definitely excluded, are granted equal privileges in 
this country. In the Japanese treaty, while the right of Japanese 
citizens to come here and become citizens of the United States 
or to acquire property or to attend public schools is not specifi- 
cally set forth, there is the favored-nation clause, under the 
terms of which, as the Senator well knows, rights granted citi- 
zens of any other country under treaties dealing with the same 
subject would be extended to the Japanese. That, in short, is 
the claim that the Japanese Government has made with refer- 
ence to the treatment of Japanese citizens in this country. It 
becomes directly a question of treaty right whether they are 
entitled to come in here with the privileges and immunities of 
citizens of other countries, guaranteed them under the favored- 
nation clause. 

Mr. PHELAN. I do not desire to prolong the discussion. I 
should like to address myself to the Senate on the subject of the 
Japanese and their treaty rights on some other occasion. But 
as a general proposition of international law, the most-favored- 
nation clause would not apply whatever to the rights of naturali- 
zation and citizenship in the absence of specific provisions. Our 
treaty with Japan of 1911 was a treaty of commerce and navi- 
gation, and it gives Japan commercial privileges, the right to 
erect, for instance, a business house upon a city lot, not the 
ownership of agricultural lands which other nationals enjoy, 
and it has never been contended seriously in international law 
that where one nation is excluded by statute from the right of 
naturalization by reason of the color of the skin, that the 
favored-nation clause by itself would repeal the statute. I do 
not believe that has ever been contended. 

Mr. FALL. It has been contended. However, I understood 
the Senator to say that the league of nations would have nothing 
to do with our immigration laws, not with our naturalization 
laws, but our immigration laws or treaties. 

Mr. PHELAN. I still contend that the favored-nation clause 
as expressed in the Japanese treaty of 1911 gives no such right 
of free immigration, the Senate having modified it to cover 
that point, and there is a misunderstanding concerning the 
significance and scope of the favored-nation clause in this re- 
spect in the mind of the Senator. It does not convey to one 
nation all the rights to its nationals possessed by another nation. 
It is limited and confined to the subject matter of the treaty 
in which it is contained, and the Japanese treaty, by attached 
memoranda, protects us and removes possible misunderstanding. 

Mr. FALL. Then, if there is such a misunderstanding of the 
situation and conflict of opinion under section 13, it is clearly 
the duty of the league of nations to settle it. 

Mr. PHELAN. I do not desire to interfere with the con- 
sideration of the resolution which is now before the Senate and 
which interests me very much. I am in favor of the resolution, 
I will say in answer to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], 
and I trust that it shall prevail. 

I may say for the information of certain Senators who have 
worried as to the propriety of the Senate of the United States 
passing a resolution of this kind, that from the very beginning 
of the Republic there are illustrious precedents, which I could 
cite if the question should arise, showing that it has been the 
policy of the Senate and of Congress in every way to encourage 
the people struggling for freedom to possess their freedom— 
and that is the spirit of the league of nations—and I will also 
inform the Senate that in correspondence with certain English- 
men of liberal mind they believe that any public opinion created 
by the American press or by the American Congress in favor of 
better treatment for Ireland will be welcomed by the present 
administration of Great Britain. It requires reinforcement. 
There is a disposition over there to permanently settle the Irish 
question, but the George administration is supported by a large 
body of Tories and reactionaries who are without sympathy in 
a matter of this kind,.and Lloyd-George can not afford, having 
no party of his own, to alienate the support of any faction. I am 
credibly informed that the George administration would wel- 
come the creation of a sound public opinion in America on this 
subject, and one of the ways of creating public opinion is 
for public bodies, from the humblest chamber of commerce to 
the Senate of the United States, to clearly express their sym- 
pathy and their sentiments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will be reported. 

The Secretary. The committee proposes to strike out all the 
paragraphs of the four whereases found on page 1 of the printed 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
without objection. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 3, after the word “ Versailles,” 
insert the words “ to endeavor.” 


The amendments of the committee 


The amendment will be agreed to, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed to, 
without objection. 

The Secretary. After the words “to secure,” in the same 
line—line 3—strike out the words “ if possible.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed to, 
without objection. 

The Secretary. In lines 3 and 4 strike out the words “ the 
representatives chosen by the people of Ireland, to wit.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed to, 
without objection. 

The Secretary. In line 6, at the end of the line, strike out 
“said representatives ” and insert “ they.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed to, 
without objection. 

The Secretary. In lines 7, 8, and 9 strike out the words “ and 
ask international recognition of the Government, republican in 
form, established by the people of Ireland.” 

The VICE PRESIDDPNT. The amendment will be agreed to, 
without objection. 

The question is on agreeing to the resolution as amended. 

Mr. BORAH. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the final pas- 
sage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr, CURTIS (when Mr. DittineHAm’s name was called). I 
desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. DittinecHam]. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. SmirH]. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bat]. I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] and 
vote “ yea.” 

While on my feet I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Fiorida [Mr. TramMMELL] is absent on account of illness and 
that he is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Corr]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. SmirH]. As 
he is absent, I transfer that pair to the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. PornpExTER] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McCORMICK (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Hrenprerson]. 
As he is absent, I transfer that pair to the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. NEWBERRY (when Mr. TowNsEnp’s name was called). 
I wish to announce that the senior Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 
TOWNSEND] is still detained from the Chamber by serious ill- 
ness. He is paired with the senior Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Rospinson]. If the senior Senator from Michigan were present 
he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Wotcorr], 
which I transfer to the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a stand- 
ing pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Prn- 
ROSE], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. SHIELDS], and vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. My pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. SmirH] has, already been announced, but I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epcr] 
and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CALDER (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry]. 
If he were present, he would vote as I have done on this ques- 
tion. Therefore I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. SmirH], is detained by illness. 

Mr. KIRBY. I wish to announce that my colleague, the 
senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roprnson], is necessarily 
absent on important business. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsEnp]. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow- 
ing pairs: : 

The Senator from New York [Mr. WaApswortH] with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] ; 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] with the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr, OvERMAN]; 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Harprne] with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. UNpERwoop]; 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cott] with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. TramMeErr]; and 

The Sendtor from Connecticut [Mr. McLean] with the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. Myers]. 
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The result was announced—yeas 60, nay 1, as follows: 
YEAS—60. 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
McKellar 


McNary 
Moses 


Ransdell 
Reed 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Walsh, Mass, 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 


France 

Gay 

Gronna 
Uarris 
Harrison 
Hitchcock 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellog 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 

Keyes 

Kirby 

Knox 


Ashurst 
Beckham 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Capper 
Chamberlain 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 

Dial 
Dillingham 
Elkins 

Fall 
Fletcher 


Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Page 
Phelan 
Pittman 
NAY—1. 
Williams 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Owen 
Penrose 
Phipps 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Robinson 
Shields 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 


Ball 
Bankhead 
Colt 

Edge 

Fernald 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerry 


Harding 
Henderson 
Johnson, 8. Dak. 
King 

McCumber 
McLean 

Martin 

Gore Myers 

Hale Overman 


So the resolution was passed. 


Stanley 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Watren 
Wolcott 


TREATY OF PEACE. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator yield to me, in order 
that I may ask unanimous consent to bring up a resolution? 

Mr. CURTIS. I will. I did not object to the consideration 
of the other resolution, and so I shall consent to the considera- 
tion of this one. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask unanimous consent that Senate res- 
olution No. 64, submitted by me on the 4th instant, and which 
has been reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, directing the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to investigate whether copies of the peace 
treaty with Germany are in the city of New York, by whom and 
how they were obtained, and so forth, be taken up for considera- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Chair lays the resolution before the Senate. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 64), as follows: 
Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. Boran, has stated in the Senate 

that certain interests in the city of New York have secured copies of 

the peace treaty with Germany, while the American people have been 
unable to secure one; and 
Whereas the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Lopez, has stated in the 

Senate that he knows of four such copies of said treaty of peace with 

Germany now in New York, and that the only place where it is net 

allowed to come is the United States Senate; and 
Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. Boran, has stated that the inter- 

ests now having possession of said copies of said treaty are pecul- 
iarly interested in the treaty: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby 
is, authorized and directed to investigate the matter with a view to 
ascertaining the facts, and particularly to ascertain and report to the 
Senate the names of the persons, corporations, or interests which have 
secured copies of said treaty and from whom they were secured and by 
what methods, and also to ascertain and report to the Senate in what 
manner and to what extent said interests are “ particularly ’ interested 
in said treaty. For these purposes the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it is, authorized to send for per- 
sons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a stenog- 
rapher, at a cost not exceeding $1 rt printed page, to report such 
hearings as may be had in connection with the same, the expenses 
thereof, including the cost of travel, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any subcommittee 
thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 

Mr. KENYON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President: 
How many more resolutions of this character are there? Is 
this the last one? I am not objecting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is the last one until 2 o’elock. 
Then another resolution comes up. 

Mr. KENYON. Another resolution comes up at 2 o’clock? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Another one comes up at 2 o’elock. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. This is a resolution which we have all 
been told would go through by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KENYON. I hope it may. There are some bills on the 
calendar which are of a great deal of importance, one particu- 
larly affecting the soldiers, and I have been waiting for the 
speakers to get through, so that we might take it up. I am 
raising no ebjection to the resolution, but I hope there will be 
speedy action on it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kertoca] 
has an amendment pending to the resolution, and I think it would 
be proper that he should be here. I make the point that there 
is no quorum. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Ashurst Fletcher 
Beckham France 
Borah Gay 
Brandegee Gronna 
Calder Harris 
Capper Harrison 
Chamberlain Hitchcock 
Culberson Johnson, Calif. 
Curtis Jones, Wash. 
Dial Kellogg 
Dillingham Kenyon 
Elkins Knox Phelan 
Fall La Follette Phipps 

Mr. FLETCHER. I wish to announce, and let the announce- 
ment stand for the day, that my colleague [Mr. TrRaMMELL] is 
absent on account of illmess. He has a general pair with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cott]. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to say that my colleague 
[Mr. PornDEXTER] was absent yesterday and is absent to-day on 
important business at the Naval Academy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have answered to 
the roll call. There is a quorum present, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I renew my request for unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of Senate resolution 64, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent has been given. 
The question is on the amendment heretofore offered by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kretioce]. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, just a word on the amend- 
ment. I offered this amendment because I thought it was 
broader than the original resolution. I had a resolution ready 
to offer at the time the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcucocr] 
offered his resolution, but he was recognized first and offered 
his resolution, and I could not, of course, present mine at that 
time. His resolution simply recited that the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Borau] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopcE] made statements relative to the delivery of the treaty to 
certain interests or persons in the city of New York and asks that 
the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to investigate 
the matter. The amendment which I have offered does not 
name the Senator from Idaho nor the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I have no doubt they have no objection to being named ; 
they are fully capable of taking care of themselves; but they 
are not the only Senators who have charged, not only in the Sen- 
ate but outside, that the treaty is in New York in the hands of 
private citizens and that it is being circulated publicly in Ger- 
many. I wish the whole subject to be investigated. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. Is there any doubt that under the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska we can enter into the 
whole field of investigation? I understood when the resolution 
was read that, while the preamble recited the statements of the 
Senator from Massachusetts and myself, nevertheless the au- 
thority was sufficiently broad to cover the field. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The resolution offered by the Senator from 
Nebraska simply recites the charge that the treaty has been 
furnished to certain people in this country. It does net pur- 
port to investigate its broadcast circulation in foreign countries. 

Mr. BORAH. That it is being published in foreign countries 
I think is a conceded proposition. The only question which 
was in my mind when I made the statement was that the treaty 
was in this country, and I think that is practically conceded 
now ; but hew it got here, and so forth, is a question which we 
want investigated, and I understand that that can be done under 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Furthermore, I think we should know to 
what extent it is being published in foreign countries. I think 
we should know why it is given out in foreign countries and to 
certain citizens of this country and denied to the Senate. 

There is one clause in the resolution of the Senator from 
Nebraska that I omitted that I should be very glad to add, and I 
ask to perfect my amendment by adding at the end thereof the 
following: 

And also to ascertain to what extend said interests are “ particularly ” 
interested in said treaty. 

I shall be glad to include that clause, and I intended it should 
be part of the resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I am amazed at the posi- 
tion now taken by the Senator from Massachusetts. Yesterday 
he wanted immediate action. 

Mr. LODGE. I want it now; and if the Senator will stop 
talking, we will pass this resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yesterday, and day before yesterday, he 
was for this resolution—this identical resolution; the resolution 
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which was introduced day before yesterday, which was printed, 
and which was before the Senate all day yesterday. 

Mr. LODGE. Let me save the Senator’s time. I will admit 
that I was inconsistent. I will admit that I thought that resolu- 
tion would do. I think now this is a better one. I am perfectly 
willing to put in my name, and I know the Senator from Idaho 
will vote the same way, if it will please and soothe the Senator ; 
but let us have a vote on it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes; I propose to have a vote, and I pro- 
pose to have it this afternoon; and I propose to have the country 
understand that the Senator who was so anxious to stand here 
upon the floor of the Senate and upon his own responsibility 
charge that copies of the peace treaty were in New York, in the 
hands of New York interests 

Mr. LODGE. I never said that. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK (continuing). Is now anxious to have 
somebody else investigated, and somebody else’s statement inves- 
tigated. 

Mr. LODGE. Not in the least. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] 
takes the proper position. He came in here upon his responst- 
bility, and he made certain allegations. He is ready to go before 
an investigating committee and have his statements investi- 
gated. But the Senator from Massachusetts, after having this 
printed resolution before him all day yesterday; after having 
known exactly what its phraseology was; after having had all 
the experience of many years as a legislator, suddenly, during 
the night, has seen a new light, and he wants an investigation 
in some general terms of matters already admitted. 

What do we care whether the printed copies are on sale in 
Germany or not? If they are on sale in Germany, that is a Ger- 
man matter. What we are interested in knowing is this: Are 
those copies in New York? Are they in the hands of interests 
in New York that have no legitimate right to their possession? 
Was the Senator from Massachusetts justified when he came in 
here and charged that they were in New York? 

That is what we want to know, and my resolution provides for 
finding out. My resolution provides for finding out whether they 
are there. My resolution provides for finding out how they got 
there. My resolution provides for finding out who put them 
there. There is no possible reason for amending that resolu- 
tion, except to escape the direct responsibility which the Senator 
from Massachusetts assumed when he brought this matter in 
here. 

The Senator from Idaho is satisfied. 
charges, and is ready to stand by them. He does not want his 
name eliminated. He does not want a resolution brought in 
here in vague terms. 

Let me read some language from this resolution: 

Whereas it has been stated in the Senate— 


This is the amendment offered by the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. KeLiocc] at the request of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Whereas it has been stated in the Senate that the proposed peace 
treaty, which has been delivered to Germany, is being sold upon the 
streets of Berlin and openly circulated in Germany and other coun- 
tries— 


He has made grave 


What do we care whether Germany is selling the peace treaty 
upon her streets or not? That is not the question. The ques- 
tion is the integrity of the American Government and officials 
of the American Government. Have our representatives in 
Paris permitted interests in New York to get possession of these 
copies of the peace treaty for their own selfish use? Did the 
Senator from Massachusetts see such a copy in New York, and 
spend an hour and a half in reading it? 

Mr. LODGE. I have said so, and I decline to repeat it. 
Does the Senator question the truth of what I have said? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I say that the statement the Senator 
made upon the floor of the Senate is one which I have a right 
to ask to have investigated. If he objects to having it investi- 
gated, let him take the responsibility. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to its being investigated, 
and it shali be investigated. I have said it here, and what I say 
is the truth. Does the Senator deny it? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then why does the Senator ask for these 
amendments eliminating his name? 

Mr. LODGE. -When the Senator stops talking I will tell him. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I hope the Senator will wait until I get 
through. 

We do not care anything about the first clause. It is not the 
subject in which the American people are interested. We want 
to know whether our representatives in Paris have allowed, 
through illegitimate means or any other means, business inter- 
ests in New York to get possession of this treaty which belongs 
only to the Government. 
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Whereas it is claimed that certain people or interests in the city of 
New York have also received from members of the American Peace 
Commission copies of said treaty— 


Who claims it? 

Whereas it is claimed— 

My resolution shows who claims it. My resolution shows that 
two Senators of the United States have claimed it and asserted 
it upon the floor. Why resort to vague terms? Why not be 
specific? There is nothing of any dignity to investigate except 
these two solemn charges, made upon their own responsibility 
by two Senators of the United States. 

Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Foreign Relations Committee be, and it hereby is, 
directed and authorized to investigate said charges 

What charges? Not the charge of the Senator from Idaho; 
not the charge of the Senator from Massachusetts. Their 
names are eliminated. We ought to have another investigation, 
really, to find out what it is that has happened in 24 hours, 
what new light has burst upon the consciousness of certain 
Senators, that makes this resolution, which was so good yes- 
terday, which they were so anxious to have immediately passed 
yesterday, out of date and out of order to-day. 

Now, you can beat this resolution of mine; you can make 
that vague substitute if you please; but the American people 
and public opinion in the United States will not be satisfied with 
that procedure. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota 
yesterday showed me a form of resolution which I thought 
much better as a resolution for investigation than the loose, 
ill-drawn thing that had been presented to us. I am going to 
ask him to withdraw it, however. I have not delayed this reso- 
lution one minute. The Senator from Nebraska delayed it a 
whole day. He put it over to begin with. 

Mr. President, let it pass as he introduced it. Nobody can 
object to anything that is asked there. I stated on the floor 
that I saw, and had in my hand and looked over for an hour 
and a half, a copy of the treaty; and I did. If anyone desires 
to deny that, he has his opportunity. I heard also of three 
other copies. They had nothing to do with any interest, so far 
as I knew, or any financial body of any kind; and if there hus 
been bribery and corruption, which the Senator talks about, 
who was bribed? Who could have been bribed to give it up? 
Nobody but the agents of the administration in Paris. There 
has been no bribery or corruption about it. They have been sent 
over here and sent quite freely, in my opinion. I only know of 
the existence of four. 

I hope this resolution will pass, and we will take it up and 
investigate it. I am going ask my friend the Senator from 
Minnesota to withdraw his amendment, which I think a much 
better one, so that it may stand and that the Senator from 
Nebraska may feel soothed about having the name of the 
Senator from Idaho and my name there, which, of course, is a 
matter of the most total indifference to me. I will take my 
chance with public opinion. I have taken it for a good many 
years; and I will ask the Senator from Minnesota to withdraw 
his amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG obtained the floor. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for just a 
moment? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will. 

Mr. FALL. I had hoped that the Senator was going to con- 
gratulate the people of the United States upon discovering 
another mouthpiece who knew their sentiments so well as the 
Senator from Nebraska has announced that he does. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, well, that of course is a natural attribute 
of the part. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield while I make a statement in withdrawing this 
amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I am perfectly willing to accommodate the 
Senator from Massachusetts and withdraw the amendment, but 
in doing so I should like to make a brief statement. 

I think it will be of interest to the American people to know 
that a treaty denied to the Senate of the United States is being 
sold in bookstalls all over Europe. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, the Associated Press has 
received a bulletin that the German Government has mailed 
copies of the treaty to the Members of the Senate and the Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is charged, not alone by the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator from Idaho but in the Associ- 
ated Press, that this treaty is being published broadcast -in 
Europe. It has not reached this country except through the 
channels apparently created by members of the peace commis- 
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sion. I want to ascertain why it is denied to the Senate and 
published abroad. Furthermore, when it becomes known that 
the Senate, which is entitled to know the contents of the peace 
treaty, has been ignored, while the text has been furnished indi- 
viduals in this country and furnished broadcast in Europe, this 
fact will be deeply resented. I have not any doubt that the 
Senator realizes this, and he has tried to gloss the situation 
over by evincing great indignation toward the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator from Idaho because they have 
stated an undisputed fact in the Senate. 

I do not understand why that statement should so arouse his 
indignation unless it is directed mainly against the men who 
have furnished the copies and denied them to the Senate. If 
the Senator thinks he can make political capital by that sort 
of talk to the people of this country, let him do so. I desire a 
full investigation. I prepared the resolution for introduction, 
but the Senator succeeded in presenting his resolution first. He 
did so because he thought he could make some political capital 
out of it. I am willing to withdraw this amendment and let 
the original resolution pass and have the subject fully investi- 
gated. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I say just a word before 
this resolution passes? We have 10 minutes yet. 

It is my judgment that this entire matter could be investi- 
gated under either resolution. I have not, therefore, seen any 
necessity of offering an amendment. So far as I am concerned, 
I am deeply interested to know why it is, if I have been cor- 
rectly informed, that certain interests in New York are and 
have been in possession of this document. My primary desire is 
to have the document. That is of the utmost concern to me. 
My second desire is to know why it is that certain interests in 
New York are so peculiarly interested in this matter as, through 
either honest or dishonest means, to secure this treaty in ad- 
vance of the body which has to deal with it. I think before this 


debate closes, 60 days from now, whether this investigation goes 
on or not, I will demonstrate to the satisfaction of some people 
in this country why it is that certain interests in New York are 
so peculiarly active in this matter. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I want to make an inquiry. I 
will say by way of preliminary that I' want this resolution 


passed, but I want to have it broad enough so that the evidence 
can be brought here as to the circulation of this instrument in 
Europe. That is a fact separate and independent from the ques- 
tion as to who made these charges or as to the particular inter- 
ests in New York that may have obtained pessession of copies. 

If the thing I desire ean be done under the resolution of the 
Senator from Nebraska, I am entirely content. There is, I 
notice, in the preamble this language which possibly will cover 
it, and if it will be so construed then I have nothing to ask. 
The language is this: It is found in the second “ whereas”: 

And that the only place where it is not allowed to come is the United 
States, 

If that would be construed in a broad enough way, of course, 
it would raise the question, Has it been circulated in other 
countries, and if so, to what extent? 

I should like to ask the Senator who offered the resolution if 
he thinks the evidence could be introduced under that lan- 
guage? 

Mr, HITCHCOCK. As a member of the committee, I shall 
favor placing that construction upon the resolution. 

Mr. REED. I am content, then, Mr. President. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 


resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2480) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with and that it be read for Senate amendments, the 
amendments of the Senate committee to be considered first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was, under the head of “ Relieving distress, ete.,” on page 6, 
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line 16, after the word “sanatoria,” to strike out “$375,000” 
and insert “ $410,000,” so as to read: 

For the relief and care of destitute Indians not otherwise provided 
for, and for the prevention and treatment of tuberculosis, trachoma, 
smallpox, and other contagious and infectious diseases, including trans- 
portation of patients to and from hospitals and sanatoria, $410,000, 
of which $10,000 shall be used to care for old and indigent Indians in 
western Washington, and of which sum $25,000 shall be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 19, before the word 
“bridges,” to insert “ roads and,” so as to read: 

For construction, lease, purchase, repair, and improvement of school 
and agency buildings, ineluding the purchase of necessary lands and 
the installation, repair, and improvement of heating, li hting, power, 
and sewerage and water systems in connection therewith, $335,000: 
Provided, That this appropriation shall be available for the payment 
of salaries and expenses of persons employed in the supervision of con- 
struction or repair work of roads and bridges and on school and agency 
buildings in the Indian Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued to line 20 on page il. 
TREATY OF PEACE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
Senate resolution No. 12. . 3 

The Senate resumed the consideration of Senate resolution 12, 
submitted by Mr. Jounson of California on the 20th of May, as 
follows: 

Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to 

the representatives of Germany; and F tis] . 
Whereas a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the 

United States, and our people are entitled to know its full contents 

and to what, if any, engagements they may have been committed ; and 
Whereas it is reported in the press that the entire treaty has been cabled 

to the State Department and is now in the possession of the State 

Department: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested, 
if not incompatible with the public interest, forthwith to transmit to 
the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace completed at the Paris 
conference and delivered to the representatives of Germany. 

Mr, CURTIS. I ask the Senator from California if he will not 
agree to temporarily lay aside the resolution. I think we can 
pass the Indian appropriation bill in half an hour, or in an hour 
at the outside. " 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I regret exceedingly that I can 
not comply with the request of the Senator from Kansas, but I 
think we can pass the resolution within an hour. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock] to refer the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. [Putting the 
question.] The noes seem to have it. The noes have it, and 
the motion is not agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole. resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2480) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal 

| year ending June 30, 1920. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 21, on 
pagell. . ‘ ; 

The next: amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was, under the head of “ Indian Service inspectors,” on page 14, 
line 2, after the word “field,” to insert “away from home or 
designated headquarters, $25,000,” so as to make the clause 
read : 

For pay of six Indian Service inspectors, exclusive of one chief in- 
spector, at salaries not to exceed $2,500 per annum and actual traveling 
and incidental expenses, and not to exceed $3.50 per diem in lieu of 
subsistence when actually employed on duty in the field away from 
home or designated headquarters, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Miscellaneous,” 
subhead “ Suppressing Contagious Diseases Among Live Stock of 
Indians,” on page 17, line 10, after the words “ period of,” to 
strike out “ three years” and insert “ one year,” and in line 11, 
after the word “ March,” to strike out “ 1918” and insert “ 1919,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

That all of the provisions of an act entitled “An act for the relief of 
Indians oecupying railroad lands in Arizona, New Mexico, or California,” 
approved March 4, 1913 (37 Stat. L.. p. 1007), as extended by the act 
approved April #1, 1916 (39 Stat. L., p. 48), be, and the same are 
hereby, extended for a period of one year from and after the 4th day of 
March, 1919. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 2, under the head of 
“Arizona and Nw Mexico,” on page 21, line 21, after the words 
“amount of,” to strike out “$42,500” and insert “ $47,500,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

That the amount of $47,500 appropriated by the Indian appropriation 
act approved March 2, 1917 (39 Stat. L., p. 975), for the construction of 
two bridges over the Little Colorado and Canyon Diablo Rivers, near the 
Leupp Indian Agency, Ariz., is hereby reappropriated for the same pur- 
poses as provided in said act, reimbursable as provided in said act, and 


to remain a charge and lien upon the lands and funds of the Navajo 
Tribe of Indians until paid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 5, to insert: 


For reimbursement of Yuma County, Ariz., for traveling and other 
expenses incurred by its county officers in the arrest, prosecution, and 
commitment of four Indian youths of the Colorado River Reservation to 
State institutions, $167.75, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pagé 23, after line 10, to insert: 

_The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to John Flanigan the sum of $300 for a team of horses lost and 
destroyed in a flood in 1914 while said horses were being used by the 
employees of the Indian Bureau in the survey of Indian land in Arizona, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 17, to insert: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his discretion, 
and under such terms and conditions as he may prescribe, to cause to be 
issued to The Gospel Missionary Union, which has been engaged in mis- 
sion work among the Navajo Indians since 1896, a patent in fee for 
that particular tract of land on the Western Navajo Reservation in 
Arizona, not exceeding 160 acres in area, which it has continuously 
used and occupied for mission purposes from a date prior to the Execu- 
tive order of January 8, 1900, withdrawing from sale and settlement the 
lands which now constitute the said reservation ; said patent in fee to be 
issued on a legal description of ‘@e lands so used. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, under the head of 


“ California,” on page 25, line 4, after “ $3,500,” to strike out 
“in all, $27,500” and insert “for construction of employees’ 
cottage recently destroyed by fire, $3,500; in all, $31,000,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Fort Bidwell 
Indian school, Calif., including pay of superintendent, $24,000; for 


general repairs and improvements, $3,500; for construction of employees’ 
cottage recently destroyed by fire, $3,500; in all, $31,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, under the head of 
“ Kansas,” on page 26, line 23, after “$15,000,” to strike out 
“jn all, $167,600,” and insert “for water and fire-protection 
system, $20,000 ; in all, $187,600,” so as to make the clause read: 


Sec. 6. For support and education of 750 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school, Haskell Institute, Lawrence, Kans., and for pay of superin- 
tendent, $152,600; fer general repairs and improvements, $15,000; for 
water and fire-protection system, $20,000; in all, $187,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 8, under the head of 
** Minnesota,” on page 32, after line 17, to insert: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, the sum of $100,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the principal sum on deposit 
to the credit of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, arising 
under section 7 of the act of January 14, 1889, entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,’’ and to use the same for the purpose of promoting civilization and 
self-support among the said Indians in manner and for purposes pro- 
vided for in said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 3, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is directed to pay, out ef any money 
in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Chippewa 
Indians of the State of Minnesota, proceeds of the final judgment ob- 
tained in the Court of Claims against the United States in case No. 
30447, entitled “ The Mille Lac Band of Chippewa Indians in the State 
of Minnesota v. The United States,” the following sums: To Wah-we- 
yea-cumig and Ain-dus-o-geshig, Mille Lac chiefs, each $5,000; to Me- 
ge-zee, a Mille Lac chief, $500; to the heirs of Go-gee, a Mille Lac chief, 
$500; to the heirs of Nay-gwa-nay-be-ke-wain-zee, a Mille Lac chief, 
$500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, under the head of 
“ Mississippi,” on page 33, line 23, after the words “ Secretary 
of the Interior,” to insert: 


Provided, That any unexpended balance of said appropriation may be 
used for relief of distress of said Indians and paying the salary and 
expenses of one special agent, who shall be a physician, one farmer, 
and one field matron. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Sec. 9. That the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $75,000 
for the full-blood Choctaw Indians of Mississippi in the Indian appro- 
priation act of May 25, 1918, is hereby reappropriated for the same pur- 
poses for which originally appropriated and for aiding the common 
schools attended by the children of said Indians under rules and regu- 
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That a 
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unexpended balance of said appropriation may be used for relief of 
distress of said Indians and paying the salary and expenses of one 
special agent, who shall be a physician, one farmer, and one field matron, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, under the head of 
“ Montana,” on page 36, line 12, after the words “ Secretary of 
the Interior,” to insert: 


Provided, That not to exceed $25,000 of this amount shall be avail- 
able for expenses incurred during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919. 


So as to make the clause read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to withdraw from the Treasury of the United States the sum cf 
$150,000 of any tribal funds on deposit to the credit of the Crew Indians 
in the State of Montana, and to expend the same for making necessary 
improvements to the irrigation systems in the Big Horn Valley on the 
Crow Reservation in Montana, said sum, or such part thereof as may 
be used for the purpose indicated, to be reimbursed to the tribe under 
such rules and regulations as may be bere by the Secretary of the 
Interior : Provided, That not to exceed $25,000 of this amount shall be 
— for expenses incurred during the fiscal year ending June 30, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 15, to strike 
out: 


That so much of the Indian appropriation act of March 1, 1907 (34 
Stat. L., 1015, 1035), as relates to_the disposal of surplus unallotted 
lands within the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in Montana, is hereby 
repealed, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to make allot- 
ments under existing laws within the said reservation to any Indians of 
said Blackfeet Tribe not heretofore allotted, living six months after the 
approval of this act, and thereafter to prorate all unallotted and other- 
wise unreserved lands therein among the Indians who have been allotted 
or may be entitled to rights within said reservation: Provided, That of 
the lands so allotted 80 acres of each allotment shall be designated as 
a homestead by the allottee and be evidenced by a trust patent and 
shall remain inalienable until Congress shall otherwise direct: Pro- 
vided further, That the Blackfeet tribal rolls shall close as of six months 
after the approval of this act and thereafter no additional names shall 
be added to said rolls: Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed 
to repeal the pa of land made by the act of March 1, 1907; to re- 
ligious institutions and to the State of Montana for school purposes, nor 
repeal the authority of the Secretary of the Interior to dispose of any 
land within said reservation suitable for tewn-site purposes, as pro- 
vided by that act: Provided, That the State of Montana in making in- 
demnity school selections shall be confined to nonmineral and nonirri- 
gable lands: Provided further, That the provisions of the act of March 
1, 1907, which require a division of the funds received from the sale 
of the surplus lands immediately upon the date of approval of the allot- 
ments of land are hereby repealed: Provided, That the lands within 
said reservation, whether allotted, unallotted, reserved, set aside for 
town-site purposes, granted to the State of Montana for school pur- 

oses, or otherwise disposed of, shall be subject to all the laws of the 
Bnitea States prohibiting the introduction of intoxicants into the In- 
dian country until otherwise provided by Congress: Provided, That the 
lands may be leased by the allottee for mineral purposes, under such 
rules and nogmesione and upon such terms and conditions as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may prescribe: Provided further, That allotments 
herein provided for shall be made under such rules and regulations as 
the said Secretary may prescribe, and trust patents shall be issued 
therefor as provided by the aforesaid act of March 1, 1907, except as to 
the homestead hereinbefore mentioned. 


And insert: 


That so much of the Indian appropriation act of March 1, 1907 (34th 
Stats. L., pp: 1015, 1035), as relates to the disposal of surplus unallotted 
lands within the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in Montana, is hereby 
repealed, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to make allot- 
ments under existing laws within the said reservation to any Indians 
of said Blackfect Tribe not heretofore allotted, living six months after 
the approval of this act, and thereafter to pame all unallotted and 
otherwise unreserved lands therein among the Indians who have been 
allotted or may be entitled to rights within said reservation: Provided, 
That of the lands so allotted 80 acres of each allotment shall be desig- 
nated as a homestead by the allottee and be evidenced by a trust patent 
and shall remain inallenable and nontaxable until Congress shall other- 
wise direct: Provided further, That the Blackfeet tribal rolls shall close 
six months after the approval of this act and thereafter no additional 
names shall be added to said rolls: Provided, That nothing herein shall 
be construed to repeal the grants of land made by the act of Mareh 1, 
1907, to religious institutions and to the State of Montana for school pur- 
poses, nor repeal the authority of the Secretary of the Interior to dispose 
of any land within said reservation suitable for town-site purposes, as 
provided by that act: Provided, That the State of Montana in making 
indemnity school selections shall be confined to nonmineral and non- 
irrigable lands: Provided further, That the provisions of the act of 
March 1, 1907, which require a division of the funds received from the 
sale of the surplus lands immediately upon the date of the approval of 
the allotments of land are hereby repealed: Provided, That the lands 
within said reservation, whether allotted, unallotted, reserved, set aside 
for town-site purposes, granted to the State of Montana for school pur- 

oses, or otherwise disposed of, shall be ee to all the laws of the 
United States prohibiting the introduction of intoxicants into the Indian 
country until otherwise provided by Congress: And provided further, 
That any and all minerals, including coal, oil, and gas, are hereby re- 
served for the benefit of the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians until Congress 
shall otherwise direct, and patents hereafter issued shall contain a reser- 
vation accordingly: Provided, That the lands containing said minerals 
may be leased under such rules and re and upon such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe: Provided 
further, That allotments herein provided for shall be made under such 
rules and regulations as the said Secretary may prescribe, and trust 
atents shall be issued therefor as provided by the aforesaid act of 
March 1, 1907, except as to the homestead hereinbefore mentioned. 


Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, may I ask the chairman of the 
committee if these items are exactly the same as the provisions 
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in the bill which was before the Senate at the last session and 
which did not pass? 

Mr. CURTIS. There are two provisions added, one exempting 
from taxation the property allotted to the Indians, which was 
left out of the House provision and which should have been put 
in, and the other item added reserves the mineral lands to the 
Indian tribes until further determined by Congress. 

Mr. GRONNA,. It is not reserved in the name of the Goy- 
ernment but reserved to the Indians? 

Mr. CURTIS. To the Indians, because it belongs to the tribe. 

Mr. GRONNA. I agree with the Senator. Those are the 
only two changes? 

Mr. CURTIS. The only two changes. 

Mr. GRONNA. I have no objection to the adoption of the 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 6, page 46. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, on page 46, at the end of the 
items for North Dakota, I ask that an item be inserted; I will 
say to the chairman of the committee that I think the matter 
was overlooked. It was not in the original estimate, but it is in 
the supplemental estimate, and it was incorporated into the bill 
of last year. 

Mr. CURTIS. I asked unanimous consent that the committee 
amendments should be first considered, and that consent was 
granted. 

Mr. GRONNA. This has the force of a committee amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. It is not a committee amendment; but if 
the Senator will wait until we get through with the reading of 
the bill, I will gladly go back and consider the Senator’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GRONNA. Then I ask that all the items for North Da- 
kota may~go over. 

Mr. CURTIS. Rather than do that, I will consent to the con- 
sideration of the Senator’s ‘amendment at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsHurst in the chair). 
The Senator from North Dakota asks unanimous consent for 
the consideration of an amendment at this time. Is there ob- 
jection? There being no objection, the amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 46, after line 6, add the following: 


That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $676, to reimburse Benson 
County, N. Dak., for money actually paid by said county to the State of 
North Dakota for care of three insane Indians—Mary Josephine Pejihu- 
taskana, Alfred Littlewind, and Joseph Langer, in the North Dakota 
State Insane Asylum. 


Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, 
in section 17, under the head of “‘ Oklahoma,” on page 46, line 14, 
after the words “sum of,” to strike out “$25,000” and insert 
“* $30,000,” so as to make the clause read: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, the sum of $30,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the funds on deposit to the 
credit of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians in Okla- 


homa, for the support of the agency and pay of employees maintained for 
their benefit, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 48, line 25, to strike out 
‘* $20,000 ” and insert “ $40,000,” so as to make the clause read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw 
from the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, not to exceed 
the sum of $40,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the 
money on deposit to the credit of the Osage Tribe of Indians in Okla- 
homa, to be expended for the support, education, and systematic voca- 
tional instruction of Osage children: Provided, That the expenditure 
of said money shall include the renewal of the present contract with 
the St. Louis Mission Boarding School, except that.there shall not be 
expenoed more than $300 for annual support and education of any one 
pupil. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 8, to strike 
out: j 


That the Council of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma be authorized 
to elect or appoint a general tribal attorney to represent them in all 
legal matters affecting said tribe: Provided, The salary of said at- 
torney, to be paid out of the tribal funds, shall not exceed $10,000 per 
year: And provided further, 'That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
shall be denied the right to approve or overrule the election of said 
attorney. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 1, after the word 
“ exceed,” to strike out “ $30,000” and insert “ $35,000,” so as 
to make the clause read: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, not to exceed 
$35,000 of the funds on deposit to the credit of the Osage Tribe of 
Indians in Oklahoma and to pay out the same for necessary expenses 
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in connection with oil and gas production on the Osage Reservation, 
including salaries of employees, rent of quarters for employees, traveling 
expenses, printing, telegraphing and telephoning, and purchase, repair, 
and operation of automobiles. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, under the subhead 
“Five Civilized Tribes,” on page 51, line 1, after “$205,000,” 
to insert “ of which sum $20,000 shall be available for expendi- 
tures from April 1, 1919,” so as to read: 


For expenses of administration of the affairs of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, Oklahoma, and the compensation of employees, $205,000, of 
we sum $20,000 shall be available for expenditures from April 1, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 21, on page 51. 

Mr. CURTIS. On page 51, line 3, the word “ reports” should 
be report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that change 
will be made. 

Mr. CURTIS. On page 51, line 15, the parentheses should be 
withdrawn from the word “ hereafter.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that change 
will be made. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 21, to insert: 


For payment of interest upon certain interest-bearing trust funds 
belonging to the Cherokee Nation, which funds arose from the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims of May 18, 1905, in favor of said nation, 
and were paid into and retained in the Treasury of the United States, 
as follows, to wit: On the amount of the fund which arose from item 
1 of said judgment as such amount was determined and id to the 
Secretary of the Interior on July 2, 1906, to be by him credited to the 
ee of the Cherokee school fund, interest at 5 per cent per annum 
from July 2, 1906, to and including May 26, 1910; on the amount of 
the fund which arose from item 4 of said judgment, as such amount 
was determined and paid to the Secretary of the Interior on July 2, 
1906, to be by him credited to the principal of the Cherokee national 
fund, interest at 5 per cent og annum from July 2, 1906, to and 
including May 26, 1910; on the original principal sum of item 4 of 
said judgment, interest at 5 per cent per annum from July 1, 1893, to 
July 1, 1903, and on the amount of the interest thus angen interest 
at 4 per cent per annum from December 29, 1905, to Ma 4, 1906; 
and on the aggregate of the sums of the interest for the last two 

eriods hereinabove mentioned, interest at 5 per cent per annum from 

uly 2, 1906, to the date of the passage of this act; and the sum of 
$27,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the interest 
above allowed, is hereby appropriated and authorized to be paid to the 
Cherokee Nation: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to pay the amount arising from item 
4 of said judgment, with interest thereon as hereinabove provided for, 
to the agent appointed by the Cherokee Nation acting through its prin- 
cipal chief to receive the same, said payment to be made immediately 
upon the approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 23, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
pay out of the tribal funds of the Chickasaw Nation to Geo. D. Rodgers 
the sum of $367.30 as reimbursement for expenses incurred and paid 
by him from February 21, 1910, to April 21, 1910, inclusive, in con- 
nection with his services as tribal attorney for said Indian nation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 5, to strike 
out: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Stuart, Lewis, Gordon & Rutherford, out of any 
funds in the Treasury of the United States belonging to the Creek Nation, 
the sum of $7,000, pang in full settlement of the claim of the said 
Stuart, Lewis, Gordon Rutherford against the said Creek Nation 
for legal services rendered the said Creek Nation employed by authority 
of an act of the national council of the Creek Nation, approved 
January 7, 1898, the said sum of $7,000 having been appropriated in 
aa... of said services by an act of the national council of the Creek 

ation approved October 18, 1900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 20, under the head of 
“South Dakota,” on page 62, line 12, after the word “ superin- 
tendent,” to strike out “ $80,750” and insert “ $82,750, of which 
$2,000 shall be available for expenses necessarily incurred since 
May 1, 1919”; and in line 15, after the words “ in all,” to strike 
out “ $90,750” and insert “ $92,750,” so as to make the clause 
read: 


Szc. 20. For support and education of 350 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school at Flandreau, 8. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $82,750, of 
which $2,000 shall be availabie for expenses necessarily incurred since 
78 1919; for general repairs and improvements, $10,000; in all, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 22, under the head of 
“ Washington,” on page 69, line 5, after “1916,” to insert: 


Provided further, That the funds hereby appropriated shall be avail- 
able for the reimbursement of Indian and white landowners for im- 
provements and crops destroyed by the Government in connection with 
the construction of irrigation canals and drains of this project. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For continuing construction and enlargement of the Wapato irriga- 
tion and drainage system, to make possible the utilization of the water 
supply provided by the act of August 1, 1914 (33 Stats. L., p. 604), 
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for 40 acres of each Indian allotment under the Wapato irrigation project 
on the Yakima Indian Reservation, Wash., and such other water ony 
as may be available or obtainable for the irrigation of a total of 120, 
acres of allotted Indian tands on said reservation, $500,000: Provided, 
That the entire cost of said irrigation and drainage system shall be 
reimbursed to the United States under the conditions and terms of the 
act of May 18, 1916: Provided further, That the funds hereby appropri- 
ated shall be available for the reimbursement of Indian and white 
landowners for improvements and crops destroyed by the Government 
in connection with the construction of irrigation canals and drains of 
this project. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 23, under the head of 
* Wisconsin,” .on page 72, line 20, after the words “ payment of,” 
to strike out “$50” and insert “ $40,” and in line 25, after the 
word “ Indians,” to insert: 


Provided further, That from the sums heretofore appropriated for said 
Pottawatomie Indians the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and directed to pay to Erik QO. Morstad, of Laona, Wis., who has 
lived with and cared for said Indians for many years, the sum of 
$5,000. 


So as to make the clause read: 
For the support and civilization of those portions of the Wisconsin 


Sand of Pottawatomie Indians residing in the States of Wisconsin and ; 


Michigan, and to aid said Indians in establishing homes on the lands 
purchased for them under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
June 30, 1913, $15,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, said 
sum to be reimbursed to the United States out of the appropriation, 
when made, of the principal due as the proportionate share of said 
Indians in annuities and moneys of the Pottawatomie Tribe in which 
they have not shared, as set forth in House Document No. 830, Sixtieth 
Congress, first session, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to make a per capita payment of $40 to said Indians out of 
said funds: Provided, That no further expenditures be authorized or 
made under appropriations heretofore enacted making provisions for the 
purchase of land and the clearing of same for said Pottawatomie In- 
dians: Provided further, That from the sums heretofore appropriated 
for said Pottawatomie Indians the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Erik O. Morstad, of Laona, Wis., who 
has lived with and cared for said Indians for many years, the sum of 
$5,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR. May I ask the chairman of the committee 
what this $5,000 is for? 

Mr. CURTIS. It is for services rendered by this man in se- 
curing the payment of a very large claim these Indians had 
against the Government of the United States. The money was 
placed to the credit of the Indians and he was never paid. The 
payment is recommended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and by the Senators from his 
State, who well know of his services. The committee have care- 
fully considered the item a number of times. It comes out of 
the funds of these Indians, and this is about the last appropria- 
tion that will be made to this band of Indians. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It does not state on its face it is for that 
kind of services. It says, “ Who has lived with and cared for 
said Indians for many years.” It is really for legal services. 

Mr. CURTIS. He is not a lawyer. It was service of the kind 
mentioned and advice. This man helped to secure testimony, 
and the case was settled without ever having gone to the Court 
of Claims. It was settled in the department, and the depart- 
ment recommends payment to the man as having rendered this 
service and states. it is well worth this sum allowed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is this in full for all services rendered? 

Mr. CURTIS. In full for all services, and there is no money 
they can get outside of this appropriation. 

Mr. OWEN. I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether any compensation was ever made to the estate of 
3elt? 

Mr. CURTIS. The Belt estate was paid, and when the Belt 
estate was paid this item was left out for some reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The next amgndment was, on page 73, after line 3, to in- 
sert: 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000, to be expended under 
the supervision of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in the purchase 
of subsistence supplies in relieving cases of actual] distress and suffer- 
ing among those needy St. Croix Indians of Wisconsin whose cases are 
referred to in report of January 30, 1915, transmitted by the Secretary 
of the Interior to the House of Representatives March 3, 1915, pur- 
suant to the provisions of the act of Congress of August 1, 1914 (38 
Stat. L., 582-605), and printed as House Document No. 1663, Sixty- 
third Congress, third session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 15, to in- 
sert: 

That to carry out the provisions of the Chippewa treaty of September 
30, 1854 (10 Stat. L., 1109), there is hereby a out of an 
money in the Treasury not ctherwise appropriated, the sum of 141,000, 
in full settlement of the claims against the United States of the St. 
Croix Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin whose names appear upon the 
final roll prepared by the Sccretary of the Interior pursuant to the 
said act of August 1, 1914, and which final roll is contained in the 


said report of the Secretary of the Interior, March 3, 1915, and in said 
House Document No. 1663. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| appropriations, 
| accordance with existing laws, the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


The next amendment was, at the top of page 74, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to distribute said fund of $141,000 per capita among said Indians ap- 
pearing upow said final roll, or, in his discretion, the per capita share 
of each of said Indians may be credited to him and expended by said 
Secretary for his benefit in such manner, including the purchase of 
land, as he may deem proper: Provided, That no part of the funds 
hereby appropriated shall be paid to any person or persons as attor- 
ney’s fees: Provided further, That where any of said enrolled Indians 
have died since enroliment the Seeretary shall ascertain and pay their 

ro rata shares to their proper distributees, under such rules and regu- 
ations as he may prescribe: And provided further, That one-half of 
said sum shall be expended in the purchase of land in northern Wis- 
consin for agricultural purposes, such land to be allotted to said St. 
Croix Chippewa Indians, each Indian to receive land to the yalue of 
one-half of his distributive share in the fund coguspriated by this act, 
patents therefor to be issued in accordance with the general allot- 
ment laws of the United States. The land so selected shall be situated 
in organized school districts, and not be purchased in bodies of more 
than one section, and said bodies shall not adjoin each other. Such 
land shall be selected by an agent of the Indian Office familiar with 
lands in northern Wisconsin and an agent to be selected by said St. 
Croix Chippewa Indians. If these two disagree as to the value or de- 
sirability of any particular tract of land, they shall agree upon a third 
person, who shall act with the two agents aforesaid in determining 
such matter of disagreement. No land shall be purchased hereunder 
unless and until the purchasing agents, together with said third person 
so selected, shall in person go upon each tract so purchased. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 6, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
strike from said final roll the name of Maggie Staples, No. 39 thereof, 
and also strike therefrom the name or names of any other Indians 
who shall hereafter be found to have received an allotment of land on 
any Indian reservation: Provided, That no part of the money hereby 
appropriated shall be paid to any of the persons whose names shall 
be so stricken from the final roll by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 15, to insert: 

For the construction of a road from the village of Odanah, in the 
Bad River Reservation, to the seuth line of said reservation; $20,000, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
said sum to be reimbursable under such rules, regulations, and con- 
ditions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the apaciet mae cooperate with the State of Wisconsin 
in the construction of said road. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 23, to insert: 


That the relinquishment executed on the 8th day of May, 1914, at 
Hayward, Wis., by John Stone, a member of the Lac Court d@’ Oreilles 
Band of a Indians, ee he relinquished all his right, title, 
interest, and inheritance to the allotment of Maggie Grover, deceased, 
allotment No. 761 of said band of Indians, and described as follows: 
The west fractional half of the northwest quarter of section 5 
in township 39 north, of range 8 west of the fourth principal meridian, 
Wisconsin, containing 74 acres and seventy-three one-hundredths of an 
acre, be, and the same hereby is, validated, and that the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized to issue a patent to 
the above-described land to Steve Grover, the father of the aforesaid 
Maggie Grover, deccased. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 25, under the head of. 
“Wyoming,” on page 78, line 15, after the word “ Indians,” 
to insert “ reimbursement to the United States of the expendi- 
tures from reimbursable appropriations,” and in line 20, after 
the words “not exceeding,” to strike out “ $2,175,000” and 


| insert “ $2,509,895,” so as to make the clause read: 


That in addition to the Indian tribal and ponte funds, the expendi- 
ture of which is specifically authorized elsewhere in this.act, and such 
sums as may be required for equalization of allotments, education of 
Indian children, per capita and other payments to Indians, reim- 
bursement to the United States of the expenditures from reimbursable 
and expenditures for the Five Civilized. Tribes, in 


he is hereby, authorized to expend not exceeding $2,509,895 from funds 
held by the United States in trust for the respective tribes, for ony 
port and civilization of the Indians under the jurisdiction of the fol- 
lowing agencies, to wit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 15, after the word 
“Crow,” to strike out “$151,000” and insert ‘“ $250,000,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

In Montana: Blackfeet, $51,920; Crow, $250,000; Flathead, $40,000; 
Fort Belknap, $41,000; Fort Peck, $9,000; Rocky Boy, $21,000; Tongue 
River, $25,394. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 21, after the word 
“ Jicarilla,” to strike out “$100,105” and insert “ $282,000,” 
and in line 22, after the word “ Mescalero,” to strike out 
“ $20,000” and insert “ $75,000,” so as to make the clause read: 


a How Mexico: Jicarilla, $282,000; Mescalero, $75,000; San Juan, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, on page 86, line 22, 
after the words “ United States,” to insert “in Arizona or New 
Mexico,” so as to make the clause read: 

That hereafter no public lands of the United States in Arizona or 


New Mexico shall be withdrawn by Executive order, proclamation, or 
otherwise, for or as an Indian reservation except by act of Congress. 





1919. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I rise to inquire whether other 
than committee amendments are now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is a 
committee amendment, and it would be in order to amend the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. KING. I move to amend the committee amendment by 
inserting the name “ Utah.” 

Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by the junior Senator from Utah will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 86, line 22, after the name “Arizona,” 
it is proposed to insert the name “ Utah.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, if legislation of 
that kind is necessary, I think it ought to cover the other States 
as well. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am advised that such legislation is not neces- 
sary; and there are conditions in some of the States where 
there are Indians whom it may be necessary to place on public 
lands where I think we had better leave the matter to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the committee amendment which has been 
offered by the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KIN6]}. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I should like to know what special 
reason there is for making these States an exception? 

Mr, CURTIS. The Senators from Arizona and New Mexico 
probably could inform the Senator better than I can. There 
have been some Executive order reservations set aside in those 
two States, and a year ago a provision was inserted in the Indian 
appropriation bill which, I think, covers thisamendment. There- 
fore, as a member of the committee, I did not oppose the amend- 
ment, because I thought it was already covered by the act of 
the last: Congress. Conditions in Arizona and New Mexico are 
very different in reference to the Indians than they are in any 
other States. There are many thousands of Indians there, 
and they have had many acres set aside by Executive order. 
The reservations there now are exceedingly large; larger than 
those in any other State. The object of this provision is to 
prevent any other reservation being set aside by Executive 
order in those States. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I am not making any objection 
to that. What I am really objecting to is confining it to Ari- 
zona and New Mexico. ‘ 

Mr. CURTIS. I should dislike very much to see the legisla- 
tion made general, because, as I stated a moment ago—— 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is what I want to get a 
reason for. 

Mr. CURTIS. There are a large number of homeless In- 
dians in different States. There are several thousand in the 
State of California and there are a number in other States, and 
it may become necessary for the President to set aside a small 
reservation by Executive order in order to take care of those 
Indians; and we want that discretion left in the hands of the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, will the Senator from Kansas 
yield to me a minute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. CURTIS. I yield. 

Mr. FALL. Does not the Senator think that in a case of that 
kind the Congress of the United States would unhesitatingly 
grant any request of the Secretary of the Interior? I, of course, 
am satisfied to have New Mexico excluded, but I am entirely in 
accord with the suggestion of the Senator from Washington 
{Mr. Jones]. I do not think the Secretary of the Interior 
should have this power which has been exercised. I do not 
care to go into a discussion of the matter as it has affected us, 
but I will say that the Santa Fe Railroad and other great rail- 
roads have profited to the extent of hundreds of thousands of 
dollars by this power being left in the hands of the Secretary 
of the Interior, not that the Secretary intended to benefit those 
roads, but other parties represented to him that it was necessary 
to add on year after year. There have been included in the 
Navajo Indian Reserve, the Jicarilla Indian Reserve, and in 
other Indian reservations in the State of New Mexico alternate 
sections of land belonging to certain railroads, and it has then 
been perfectly easy for the railroads to get such land exchanged 
for lands which were worth some three, five, or ten times as 
much as those that were included in the withdrawal. That is 
one of the evils of which we complain. 

Mr, SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I have a recollection, 
though it is not distinct, that when Mr. Roosevelt was Presi- 
dent of the United States a law was passed including many of 
the Western States—I think Colorado, Wyoming, and probably 
Utah—— 
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Mr. SMOOT. No; Utah was not included. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There were quite a number of States 
which were included. The reason I remember it so well is 
that after Congress passed a bill preventing any reservations 
being made by Executive order the President made the reserves 
in these different States and then signed the bill, after which 
no such reservation could be made. 

Mr. PITTMAN and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arizona 
yield, and if so, to whom? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Senator from Nevada 
is recognized. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The amendment that is now before the Senate 
was offered by me to a bill which came from the other House, 
providing for the opening of Indian reserves for mining purposes 
under certain conditions. The amendment as presented at that 
time was in these words: 

That hereafter no public lands of the United States shall be with- 
drawn by Executive order, proclamation, or otherwise for or as an Indian 
reservation except by act of Congress. 

It is not applicable to any particular State at all. It was 
simply a declaration of policy on the part of the Senate. The 
Senate adopted that amendment; it was also agreed to in the 
House of Representatives, as I recollect, when it went over there. 
That policy has already been adopted by this body in another 
bill; and I do not see why, having adopted a policy after unlim- 
ited debate, we should now attempt to change it. If it is in 
order—I do not know the parliamentary situation—I offer an 
amendment to strike out 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the 
proper course would be to disagree to the committee amendyrent. 

Mr. SMOOT rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
wish the floor? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I wish to say a word. 

Mr. PITTMAN... I desire to ask, Is an amendment now in 
order, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment to the commit- 
tee amendment would be in order, but the object which the Sena- 
tor seeks to accomplish may be brought about by disagreeing 
to the committee amendment. 

Mr. PITTMAN, It will then be open to further amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I simply want to repeat, as I have already 
stated, that this matter was argued at length before this body ; 
it was discussed and unanimously adopted as a policy. While I 
have the utmost confidence in the Secretary of the Interior and 
in his department—for the amendment was not presented by me 
because of any suspicion that the matter would be misman- 
aged—I think this general policy should be adopted. 

Mr. CURTIS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield to the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. CURTIS. If the Senator is correct—I have just sent for 
the statute to see if I can find the provision on the subject—why 
would not the question be covered by the Senator moving to 
strike out lines 21, 22, 23, and 24, leaving the existing law in 
force? 

Mr. SMOOT. It is not the existing law. 
but I think it failed in the other House. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It passed here, but it did not become 
a law, according to my memory. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield the floor? 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator is through, I desire to speak. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SMOOT. There seems to be some misunderstanding in 
relation to the statement just made by the Senator from Nevada 
{Mr. Prrrman]. As I remember, the legislative action was just 
as the Senator from Nevada has stated it, that in a bill which 
passed this body there was a provision similar to the one which 
passed the House of Representatives in the Indian appropriation 
bill; and, if so, there is no need of this provision in the bill. 

Mr. PITTMAN. It did not fail there, as I am informed, but 
the House agreed to the amendment in conference, though the 
Indian appropriation bill died before the Senate at the last ses- 
sion. The conference report, however, retained that provision, 
and it was accepted and adopted by the House. 

Mr. SMOOT. But it is not the law. 


Does the Senator from Utah 


It passed this body, 
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Mr. PITTMAN. It is not the law by ‘reason of the ‘failure of 
the Indian appropriation bill. ; 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘My recollection.is that it passed the House. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The House adopted it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, Mr. President, I-am willing to sup- 
port the amendment, although I think: it ought to:apply to-all the 
States alike. 

The act referred to by the Senator from ‘Arizona [Mr.SmrrH] 
passed back in 1905 or 1906, as I remember, and provides that'no 
land within the States of Wyoming, Montana, Oregon,:and ‘one 
or two other States should be-withdrawn for a reservation with- 
out an act of Congress. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I think, if I refresh:the Sen- 
ator’s memory, he will conclude that that was ‘true only as to 
forest reserves. Subsequently we placed on the general teasing 
bill a provision so that it might-apply to allyreserves ; but: the law 
as it stands, according to my recollection, applies only to the 
withdrawal of public lands for the purpose of forest reserves in 
the States the Senator has enumerated. 

Mr. SMOOT. Be that as it may, ‘Mr. ‘President, I am per- 
fectly willing to have the State of Utah included in this bill if 
there are going to be any exceptions made at all; but, really, I 
think that the amendment ought to be disagreed to. I think the 
House provision should stand; in other words, that it should 
read: 

That hereafter no public lands of the United States shall be with- 
drawn by Executive order, proclamation, or otherwise for or as an 
Indian reservation except by act of Congress. 

That is what I:think ought to be done at this time and ‘that 
we should make no exception whatever to it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Utah yield to his colleague? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. KING. Do I understand that the provision which my 
colleague has just read is found now in the House bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. It is in the House bill, and the eommittee pro- 
poses to amend it by limiting it to Arizona «and ‘New “Mexico. 
Then my colleague offered an amendment adding “Utah,” so 
that it would apply only, if agreed to, to the three States:‘named. 
It seems to me that the law ought to be general and that the 
House provision is the proper one. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Should it not apply to the whole country? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. McKELLAR, 


Does the senior Senator from 


Can that object not be accomplished by 
simply voting down the amendment which confines it’ to ‘Arizona 
and New Mexico? 


Mr. SMOOT. 
ment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let us disagree to the amendment, and 
that will make it general. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment pending. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, just a werd. ‘During the last ses- 
sion I introduced an independent bill:to prohibit the executive 
department of the Government—the President, the Secretary of 
the Interior, or any other agency—from withdrawing any lands 
for forest purposes or for military purposes or for any other 
purposes; in other words, restricting the power of withdrawal 
and leaving the matter entirely to Congress. I felt that there 
had been an abuse by the executive department of the power 
which Congress had granted and that Indian reservations and 
forest reservations had been created and enlarged when ‘there 
was no reason for so doing, to the detriment of the people and to 
the serious injury of the publie-land ‘States. Therefore, 
as I have stated, I offered measures for the purpose of 
correcting the abuse and the evil. Those bills to which I 
have referred were offered as amendments to measures which 
were before the Senate, and upon one or two bills the:amend- 
ments were added. I think that a better way now would be 
to disagree to the committee amendment, and, if there is in 
the bill a provision prohibiting the executive department ‘from 
making withdrawals, to enact that provision as a part of the 
bill, because it will cover the situation. I therefore withdraw 
my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah with- 
draws his amendment. The question is now on agreeing to thc 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. -President, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send ‘to ‘the desk ‘and eall ‘the attention of the 
ehairman of the committee ‘to ‘it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Arizona will be stated. 


Yes; by disagreeing to the conmittee amend- 


There is an amendment to the 


The amendment of the Senator 


The Secretary. On page.24, line 4, at the end of the Arizona 
items, it is proposed:to insert: . 

For an: investigation by the Secretary of the Interior of the conditions 
on the Salt River Indian Reservation, in Arizona, with respect to the 
necessity 6f constructing, for the use of the Indians, a bridge across the 
Salt River, on said reservation, near Lehi, Maricopa County, Ariz., and 
the ‘said tary is hereby authorized and directed to cause plans, 
surveys, and reports to be made, together -with.an estimated limit of cost 
of said bridge and to submit his report thereon to Congress’on the first 
Monday in° ber, 1919, ‘$2,000, or.so much’ thereof as may be neces- 
sary for the purpose. 

Mr. SMITH of ‘Arizona. “Mr. :Bresident, the tribe of: Indians 
referred to in ‘the amendment live on both sides of ‘the Salt 
River, and whenever the ‘river is up, whichis ‘very frequently 
during ‘the early spring and ‘summer, it is impossible ‘for them 
to. get. across from one side of the river to the other. ‘The:amend- 
ment is merely designed for the purpose of having an investi- 
gation made as to the desirability of . constructing ‘a ‘bridge 
there, the usual’ report to‘be made by the Secretary. 

‘Mr. CURTIS. Mr. ‘President, I have ‘no ‘objection ‘to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator ‘from Arizona. 

The amendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. MYERS. ‘1. offer an amendment, which I ‘ask may be 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The:amendment will be stated. 

The SecretaRky. On: page 35, at the end of line 12, it'is pro- 
posed to strike out: the period and insert a comma and the words 
“to remain available until expended,” so that the paragraph 
will read: 

‘For continuing construction, maintenance, and operation of the irri- 
gation systems on the Plathead Indian Reservation, in'Montana, $375,000 
(reimbursable), to remain available until expended. 

Mr. CURTIS. ‘I have no objection ‘to'that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Montana. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STERLING. 1 offer the following amendment: On page 
68, line 22, strike out the figures “$9,000 ”:and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘ $12,000.” 

Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to that-amendment ; but 
if ‘the Senater has any justification for :the amendment I wish 
he would put it in the Recorp, for consideration by the con- 
ference committee. 

Mr. STERLING. I shall do-so. Insupport of the amendment 
I submit a letter from the Indian agent, »which I ask «may ‘be 
printed in the RErcorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be printed in the: Recorp. 

The letter.referred to is:as follows: 

‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES ENDIAN “SERVICE, 
‘¥ANKTON. INDIAN AGENCY, 
Wagner, 8S. Dak., June’ 2, 1919. 


Without objection, ‘the letter 


Hon. THOMAS STERLING, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.: C. 


My Dear Senator: I am writing you with reference to’the Indian 
appropriation bill, and more particularly that ‘portion: of it»which refers 
to this-agency. 

For years there ‘has been ‘a special appropriation known ‘as Yankton 
Sioux support, amounting to $14,000, but I learn that this:amount was 
reduced in the last bill, which failed to pass at the last session, to $9,000. 
There is absolutely no justification for this reduction, and it will be im- 
possible for us to conduct the affairs of this agency on the reduced 
amount, I have never learned why the reduction was made, but if it is 
not corrected it will mean the crippling of this agency to such:an extent 
that its affairs can not properly be administered. 

Senator JOHNSON promised to see that the old amount was restored 
in ‘the bill this session, but I learn ‘that ‘he has not yet returned ‘to 
Wash on. I also learn that the bill-has passed the House and is now 
before the Senate. Can you a us? The Indian Office, I am sure, de- 
sires the old amount restored. If you can do anything it certainly will 
be appreciated. 

ie you for any assistanee you can-give us and assuring you 
rr we will be pleased to reciprocate whenever the opportunity offers, 

am, 


Very respectfully, A. W. Lercn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was-agreed to. 

Mr. STERLING. I -offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The.Srcretary. On page 86, after line 20, it .is proposed to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the ‘Interier is hereby authorized and directed 
to issue a patent in fee simple to the duly authorized missionary board, 
or other proper authority, of any ‘religious organization engaged ip 
mission or school work on any!Indian ‘reservation for such lands thereon 


as have been heretofore set apart to.and are now being used and occu- 
pied by such organization for mission or school purposes. 


Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to that amendment, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was was agreed to. 

Mr. PITTMAN. f suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that it might be better if the sections of the bill were numbered 
a little differently. For instance, in the case of the amendment 
whieh we have recently been discussing in regard to the with- 
drawal of lands for Indian purposes, would it not be better if 


that were numbered “ section 27” and the sueceeding section, | 


now numbered 27, numbered 28? 

Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to changing the number 
of the sections. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Ef offer that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Nevada. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sections will be changed, 
in aecordance with the amendment of the Senator from Nevada. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 
and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by 
the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer appointed 
Mr. Curtis, Mr. La Forrertrr, and Mr. Asuurst conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION OF DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. KENYON. I move that the Senate preceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1213, being Calendar. No. 3. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Cemmittee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1213) te amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for vocational rehabilitation 
and return to civil employment of disabled persons discharged 
from the military or naval forces of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Education and Labor with amend- 
ments. 

The Secretary read the bill as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for vocational rehabilitation and return to civil employment of 
disabled rsens diseharged from the military or naval forces ef the 
United States, and for other purposes,’ approved June 27, 1918, be 
hereby amended to read as follows’: 

“Sec. 2. That every person enlisted, enrolled, drafted, inducted, or 
appeinted in the military or naval forces of the United States, ineiud- 
ing members of training camps authorized by law, who, since April 7, 
1917, has resigned or has been discharged or furloughed therefrom 
under honorable conditions, having a disability incurred, increased, or 
aggravated while a member of such forces, or later developing a dis- 
ability traceable in the opinion of the board to service with such forces, 
and who, in the opinion of the Federal Board for Veeational Education, 
is in need of vocational rehabilitation to overcome the handicap of such 
disability, shall be furnished by the said board, where vocational re- 
habilitation is feasible, such course of vocational rehabilitation as the 
board shall prescribe and provide. 

“The board shall have the power, and it shall be its duty, to furnish 
the posnene included in this section suitable courses of vocational re- 
habilitation, to be prescribed and provided by the board ; and every per- 
son electing to follow such a course of vocational rehabilitation shall, 
while following the same, be paid monthly by the said board from the 
appropriation hereinafter provided such sum as in the judgment of the 
said board is necessary for his maintenance and support, and for the 
maintenance and support of persons depending upon him, if any: Pro- 
vided, however, That in no event shall the sum so paid such person 
while pursuing such course be less than the amount of his monthly pay 
for the last month of active service. 

“No compensation under article 3 of the act entitled ‘An act to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the’ establishment of a 
Bureau of War Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” ’ approved 
October 1917, shall be paid for the period during which any such 
person. is. being furnished by said board a course of vocational rehabili- 
tation and support as herein authorized : Provided, however, That in the 
event any person pursuing a course of vocational rehabilitation is en- 
titled under said article 3 te compensation in an amount in excess of 
the payments made to him by the said beard for his support and the 
support of his dependents, if any, the Bureau of War Risk Insurance 
shall pay monthly to such persen such additional amount as may be 
a te equal the tetal compensation due under said azrticle 3 of 
Sald act, 

“There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of 
the United States not otherwise appropriated, available immediately 
and until expended, the sum of $6.000,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to be used by the Federal Board for Vocational Education 
for the purpose ef making the payments prescribed by this section and 
for defraying the administrative expenses incident thereto.” 


Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I wish I might prevail upon 
those Senators who are present to interest themselves in this 
bill. This is not the bill that was before the Senate a few 
days ago. It is a bill with relation to vocational rehabifita- 
tion for men discharged from the military and naval forces. 
It is a bil of immediate importance, urged by the Secretary 


and the bill 
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of the Treasury in a letier which is attached to the report, 
which E hope Senators will read, and urged likewise by the 
Vocational Educational Board. 

It is designed to meet this situation: There are over 4,000 
soldiers new living in different parts of the country who can 
not seeure the vocational training necessary to rehabilitate 
themselves, as Congress has provided, because of conflicting 
decisions between the Bureau of War Risk Insurance and the 
Board of Vocational Education. I say to Senators—to the 10 
or 12 who, now that the speech-making time has gone by, are 
settling down to business—that the condition of mind these 
soldiers are getting into who have gone across the sea and 
given their arms and their legs and who were willing to give 
their lives to the service of their.country is a very important 
one. They have been waiting around two or three months, 
getting no compensation from the Bureau of War Risk Insur- 
ance—and I am not saying this in a critical way—but wonder- 
ing when the Government, for which they were willing to give 
their lives, is going to deal justly with them. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. Dees the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. 

Mr. KING. As I understand the statement of the Senator, 
the unfortunate and brave soldiers to whom he has just 
referred are not receiving any compensation or pension or any 
contribution whatever from the Government. My recollection 
of the act which is now the law is that it makes provision 
for some compensation to persons in the condition referred to. 

Mr. KENYON. Let me explain to the Senator. Under the 
act which was approved June 27, 1918, which is commenly 
known as the soldiers’ vocational rehabilitation act, it was 
provided : 

Sec. 2. That every person who is disabled under circumstances en- 
titling him after discharge from the military or the naval forces of 
the United States to compensation under section 3 of the act— 

And so forth. 

The War Risk Insurance Bureau, having charge of this mat- 
ter, interprets these words to mean not what seems to be the 
plain purport of the words—that is, if a mam is disabled under 
circumstances entitling him to compensation he may have voca- 
tional training—but they go further and held that he must be 
actually receiving compensation in order to get the training. 
The determination ef the question of compensation is quite a 
Iong matter. The bureau has te investigate the soldier’s history, 
his relationships, his dependents, and it is a matter of several 
months. The applications are coming in now at the rate of 100 
a day; the peak will be reached about July 1, but, under the 
eonstruction of the War Risk Insurance Bureau, the disabled 
soldiers can net get this training until the compensation is ac- 
tually being paid to them. Now, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—— 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, 
they are receiving pensions or compensation under a former act 
that was passed by Congress, are they not? 

Mr. KENYON. No; not in these cases. If they are entitled 
to compensation and are being paid compensation, then they can 
have the voeational training. If they are net being paid com- 
pensation they can not have such training, and some of them 
have not been paid any compensation for three months. The 
question of their compensation has not yet been determined. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As a matter of faet, they are in the Army 
still and drawing their regular pay, but they are receiving no 
compensation at all, and it is really costing the Government an 
additional sum by reason of this delay. They will have to pay 
them compensation, and they are paying them their regular pay. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if-F remember the act—and T am 
not sure which act it is—there is a provision that persens who 
go inte the service shall receive a certain amount for the sup- 
port of their families during the period they are in the war. 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; they have been supposed to. 

Mr. KING. And there is a further provision that in the 
event of injury they shall receive certain compensation. I had 
in mind that statute and was wondering if they were net receiv- 
ing the amount provided in an act of Congress for compensation 
to be paid for persons who were injured in the Army. 

Mr. KENYON. No: that is the very point in question. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KENYON. If yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was on the subcommittee that had this legis- 
lation in hand, and I remember it very well; and I really can 
not understand why a soldier who is disabled is not being paid 
by the Government of the United States what the law provides, 
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In the act of October 6, 1917—by the way, that was not the 
first act that was passed—specific provision is made for soldiers 
receiving disability, and it is found in section 300 of that act. 
It reads as follows: 

That for death or disability resulting from personal injury suffered 
or disease contracted in the line of duty, by any commissioned officer 
or enlisted man or by any member of the Army Nurse Corps (female) 
or of the Navy Nurse Corps (female) when employed in the active service 
under the War Department or Navy Department, the United States shall 
pay compensation as hereinafter provided; but no compensation shall 
be =e a the injury or disease has been caused by his own willful 
misconduct, 

Section 301 provides for the rates to be paid in case of the 
soldier’s death. 

Section 302 provides for the rates to be paid to the soldier in 
case of disability, and they are as follows: 

if he has neither wife nor child living, $30, 

If he has a wife but no child living, $45. 

If he has a wife and one child living, $55. 

If he has a wife and two children living, $65. 

If he has a wife and three or more children living, $75. 

If he has no wife but ore child living, $40, with $10 for each addi- 
tional child up to two. 

If he has a widowed mother dependent on him for support, then, in 
addition to the above amounts, $10. 

Do I understand the Senator to say that in the case of men 
who have lost their arms, and are disabled, the Government is 
not paying them the compensation provided for here? 

Mr. KENYON. I say yes; it is not paying them until it deter- 
mines the question of whether they are entitled to the compensa- 
tion. They must be hurt in the line of duty and not through 
their own willful misconduct. Those are questions requiring 
investigation, and they are behind to the extent of about 55,000 
cases, 

Mr. SMOOT. Then, of course, it is not on account of the law; 
it is on account of the collapse of the War Risk Insurance 
Bureau. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; it is 

Mr. KENYON. Let me say to the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. KENYON. I should like to get a chance to explain this 
matter; but go ahead. 

Mr, McKELLAR. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. KENYON. No; go ahead. I shall be glad to have the 
Senator make his statement. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I just want to say that they come in so 
rapidly that they are 4,000 soldiers behind now—soldiers who 
have been wounded and who are entitled to vocational educa- 
tion. They just have not been able to keep up with them. 
There are I forget how many thousand, but a great many thou- 
sand, perhaps over 100,000, applications for the benefits of this 
act, but there are 4,000 of them that need vocational education 
and want it and are just waiting for it and can not get it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator is perfectly aware 
of that, and I do not want the Senate to get the impression that 
I am not in favor of taking care of these wounded soldiers. 
That is not what I rose for. Then I was going to continue by 
asking the Senator another question, and he can answer them 
both at once. 

The bill that is before the Senate at this time provides: 

That in no event shall the sum so paid such person while pursuing 
such course be more than $75 per month for a single man without de- 
pendents, or for a man with dependents $75 per month, plus the several 
sums prescribed as family allowances under section 204 of Article II of 
the war-risk insurance act. 

It appears to me—and I want to know if this is the fact, be- 
cause I have not had time to go into it as I should—that if this 
bill passes a soldier who is single will be paid $75 a month, 
providing he has no dependents. 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. But if he is a married man, then he is paid $75 
per month and whatever the law allows him as an additional 
umount, as provided under the law, when he has dependents. 

Mr. KENYON. That is correct. 

Mr. SMOOT. As I remember, the law provides that—— 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator has read section 302. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. Not to exceed $50 per month. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not to exceed $50 per month is correct; but 
that is section 204. That is $50 per month, plus the several 
sums prescribed as family allowances under section 204 of 
Article II of the war-risk insurance act. I did not read that. 
That is another provision of law. They get that whether they 
are injured or not, under section 204; and that provides—— 

Mr. KENYON. That family allowance under section 204 is 
limited by what follows. You can not exceed the $50 per 
month, 
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Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is correct on that; but what I was 
going to ask the Senator was this: Suppose this bill becomes a 
law and they are paid the $75, plus whatever amount is granted 
them for dependents. The Senator from Tennessee says the 
applications are coming in so fast now that they can not take 
care of them. Is this in addition to what they are receiving 
to-day, that they have not yet been paid by the Government? 

Mr. KENYON. During the time they receive the allowances 
under this amendment to section 2 they will receive no compen- 
sation under the war-risk insurance act. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understood it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is in lieu of it. 

Mr. KENYON. The average time of training of these men is 
10 months. It will be a heavy burden during the 10 months; 
but this whole plan of rehabilitation of the soldiers will not cost 
this Government over $12,000,000, while Canada is spending 
$25,000,000 on the same proposition, due largely to the fact that 
in Canada they are constructing buildings. We do not have to 
do that. We have this apparatus and all of this machinery 
now to carry on the work. 

Mr. SMOOT. In Canada they make other donations, do they 
not, directly to the soldiers? \ 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; they make direct donations to the sol- 
diers. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think that is the great bulk of the cost, al- 
though I am not sure of that. 

Mr. KENYON. I will say to the Senator that this will be 
finished in about three years. It will not require over three 
years. 

Mr. SMOOT. For instance, say it will cost $500 for each 
soldier, I should judge, on an average. Many of them are 
single, and in that case they would not have, more than likely, 
dependents upon them; but if they did, it would not be more 
than a mother or father. There would be no children or wife. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It would cost more than that. It would 
dollars for 10 
months—$750 at least. 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, for 10 months. 

Mr. KENYON. Getting away a little from that question, the 
average number of men in training during the fiscal years 1919 
and 1920 will be approximately 7,000. That is the best esti- 
mate they can give. At the rate of $75 a month, the support of 
these men will require $525,000 per month, or $6,300,000 in a 
year. That is the way those figures are reached. 

I want to say to the Senator, as to the number of these men, 
that the Federal board conformed to the requirements of the 
bureau, and up to May 10 of this year submitted for the deter- 
mination of the bureau, as to compensability, applications for 
compensation of 26,814 disabled men. Of these applications 
through the Federal board, 8,622 were the cases of men al- 
ready surveyed by the district officers of the board and recom- 
mended by the district boards to the central office for training. 
They have actually in training something like 3,200 men now, 
and the result of this ruling of the War Risk Bureau, which 
I will agree with the Senator has gone largely to pieces—of 
course it has been hard worked as a result of this situation— 
has been the raising of funds by private institutions. 

The Elks have raised a fund of $200,000—to the great credit of 
the Elks—that has been loaned out to these boys, so that they 
can carry on this vocational training which they want and live in 
the meantime. The Knights of Columbus have done some of 
that work also, and the Red Cross. 

I have here some most interesting documents. Here are 
checks sent back to the Elks’s fund from these soldier boys who 
have lost arms and legs, in the sum of $10 and $50, and post-office 
orders sent in for small sums, paying back this money that has 
been loaned to them, and every one of them apparently is en- 
deavoring to pay this money back. I say it is a shame that these 
boys, who have done what they have and want vocational train- 
ing, so that they can go into some vocation to make a living, 
because of the physical condition in which they are, are de- 
pendent upon private charity to do the work that their Govern- 
ment ought to do. It is a national disgrace. That is what this 
bill is aimed to correct. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator right there that 
I am in full sympathy and accord with all that he says with 
relation to the assistance of these most unfortunate American 
boys. What I wanted to get at was to have an understanding, 
so that there could be no ruling of any bureau of the Government 
that would cut them out of whatever they are entitled to here- 
after; and in order to do that I thought we ought to know just 
exactly what each soldier was to receive, as far as it was pos- 
sible, and what change there was in existing law to-day, and the 
reasons for it. I think that if it is going to cost $100 a month 
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for each soldier.on an average, the $6,000,000 provided for here 
will be consumed, of course, in the 10 months. 

Mr. KENYON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any doubt about that. 

Mr. KENYON. It may not be sufficient. It depends on how 
many of these boys there will be. They estimate that there will 
be 10,000 at the highest peak of the number for training. 

Mr. SMOOT. That will be $10,000,000. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President——— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I should like to.ask the Sena- 
tor if I have a correct understanding of the reason for this bill 
and its purpose, 

First of all, no soldier can receive the benefits of vocational 
education unless he has been honorably discharged, and, sec- 
ondly, unless he is disabled. Those tests are passed upon by the 
Board fer Vocational Education. A third requirement is one of 
having the compensation fixed. That is passed upon by the 
Bureau of War Risk Insurance. The result has been so much 
red tape and dealing back and forth between these two boards 
that great delay and great inconvenience have been suffered by 
disabled soldiers. The purpose of this bill, as I undertand, is 
to do away with that red tape, is agreed to by both boards, :and 
is to promote and hasten action so that the disabled soldiers 
speedily and quickly can get the benefit of vocational education. 
Is that the situation? 

Mr. KENYON. That is the situation; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as will be seen by the letter attached to the report, 
warmly indorses this proposition. The War Risk Bureau is 
under his department of the Government. He feels that this 
should be dene. The Assistant Secretary ame before the com- 
mittee and urged it. The Vocational Board feel that it should 
be done. It takes this work away from the War Risk Bureau 
and puts it.entirely in the hands of the Vocational Board. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from Iowa 
yield to me to make .a statement right along this line at this 
time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The fault of the situation is in the law 
more than in its administration. The law provides that the 
Vocational Board shall examine into every applicant’s eligibility 
for training under the act, and if they find him all right they 
accept him; but the same law provides that before they can 
give him this training he must be receiving compensation under 
the insurance act. 

Mr. KENYON. That is the construction that the War Risk 
Bureau places on the law. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is the construction that they have 
placed upon the law, and I assume that that construction is 
right. I think it is right. And, of course, that means delay. 
The purpose and object of this bill is to do away with that 
delay by changing the law and putting it in the power now of 
the Vocational Board to determine when these men shall be 
given the training, and the result of this change of the law 
will be simply to permit the Vocational Hducation Board to pass 
upon the eligibility of its own applicants and give them the 
training at onee. There are 4,000 of these applicants who are 
not receiving the training when they ought to receive the train- 
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Does the Senator from Towa 


ing, simply because of the fault in the law and not the fault | 


of anyone else. This removes that obstacle. 

Mr. KENYON. It will not alter the expense of the Govern- 
ment, exeept in one particular. The money that is now paid 
will be paid by the board. There will be that much less money 
needed for the War Risk Insurance Bureau, except that there 
may be a few cases where the Board of Vocational Training may 
hold that a man is entitled to this training where the War Risk 
Insurance Bureau might have held otherwise. There will be a 
few, but not many. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If so, it is an error in the right direction. 
Surely if there is a man who is maimed and in such a condi- 
tion that vocational training will help him, even if he should 
not be entitled to the compensation fixed by the war-risk in- 
surance act, he ought to have the training, anyway. It will be 
an error that ought to be made. 

Mr. KENYON. I do not want to agree with the Senator's 
proposition that the fault is in the law. There is really not 
much use in discussing that. I can not conceive how the Bureau 
ef War Risk Insurance have interpreted this law in the way 
they have, but lawyers always differ on construction .of the law. 

Mr. McKELLAR,. It has been so interpreted by all connected 
with it on beth sides. There can not be any mistake about it. 
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The error is with the law, and not with the administration of 
it at all. 

Mr. KENYON. Well, let it go that way. 
however, with the proposition. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator 
that I think there was great wisdom in the law as it was 
framed, if we had had preparation, and the soldier could have 
immediately gone into the school for rehabilitation. Then I 
think the law as written was correct, and ought to have ap- 
plied enly to those who were receiving compensation from the 
Government. But coming back here, as they did, with no 
preparation, they either had to remain in the Army or else, 
under the law, lose the benefits to which they were entitled. 
But if we had been prepared to take every disabled soldier and 
put him into the training that we now are undertaking to do, 
then the law, as written, was:a very wise provision. 

Mr. McKELLAR. At all events, we all agree now that this 
amendment ought to be enacted, and these boys ought to be put 
in school. 

Mr. KENYON. And I will say that this board have informed 
me that they can take care of all of these boys within a week. 
It ought to be passed at once. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let us pass the bill. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for an in- 
quiry ? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will. 

Mr. KING. I was rather curious to know what will be the 
result if this bill shall pass. Does it repeal pro tanto the pro- 
visions of the act to which attention was just called by the 
senior Senater from Utah [Mr. Smoor], under which disabled 
soldiers receive compensation; or do the two acts run along 
parallel, so that the soldier receives compensation up to $100 a 
month, er perhaps more if he is married, under this bill, and 
compensation under the act of 1917? 

Mr. KENYON. Let me illustrate that to the Senator, and I 
can make it clearer, premising that by saying this is a substitu- 
tion for section 2 of the act. 

Mr. KING. Of which act? 

Mr. KENYON. Of the vocational rehabilitation act, not of 
the war-risk insurance act. Now, let us take a man who is en- 
titled to rating of complete disability on account of loss of both 
eyes or loss of both hands, to $100 a month; but he has no de- 
pendents. Under this he would receive the $75 a month, and 
then the War Risk Bureau would still have to pay the $25 a 
month more; but that is a matter that they can take their 
time to determine. It may take two or three months to deter- 
mine his case. In the meantime he is going right along with this 
training; so the two acts operate and intertwine together. 

Mr. KING. Ifthe Senator will still indulge me—— 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Under the act of 1917, the disabled soldier would 
receive compensation the aggregate amount of which I do not now 
carry in my mind; and under the measure which is now before 
the Senate for consideration he will receive a certain amount up 
to $75 a month if single, and a larger amount if he is married. 
The question I am interested to have answered is whether or not, 
in view of obtaining the amount provided by the bill under con- 
sideration, it diminishes the aggregate sum to which he would be 
entitled under the other act, assuming that he did not avail him- 
self of the vocational training? 

Mr. KENYON. Oh, it does not apply at all if he does not avail 
himself of the vocational training. It has nothing to do with the 
situation. He goes right ahead and has his compensation. We 
are only talking about vocational training. Now, where he takes 
his vocational training, if he gets his $75 a month, he gets noth- 
ing else unless he is entitled by total disability to more than $75 
a month; but if he does not take the vocational training, he goes 
right ahead under the war-risk insurance act and draws the com- 
pensation for injury, just as he would if this law were not in 
existenee. The two things have nothing to do with one another, 
I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. KING. As I understand, then, he may avail himself of 
all of the provisions of the act of 1917, no matter how much 
he might obtain there, and, in addition, obtain the $75 a month 
here? 

Mr. KENYON. No; not exactly that. Do I not make it 
clear to the Senator when I take the case of a boy who is suffer- 
ing from absolute disability? He would be entitled to $100 a 
month, and we will say there is no vocational training law of any 
kind. That is what he would get. 

Mr. KING. Under the act of 1917? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. Now, there is a vocational training 
law. He has a right to this vocational training. He will re- 
ceive, during that time, what has been estimated to be necessary 


I do not agree, 
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to support him—$75 a month. 
coming to him, but not $100. 

Mr. KING. J] comprehend. Then, the two acts do not run 
along parallel. This is a repeal, pro tanto, of the other act? 

Mr. KENYON. To that extent. You could hardly call it a 
repeal. It simply provides there shall be no compensation 
under that act while he is receiving his allowance under this act. 

Mr. KING. Let me put one other question, and perhaps that 
will answer it. As I understand the Senator, under the act 
of 1917 the maximum amount which he might receive would 
be $100. The maximum amount under this bill, if he were 
single, would be $75. 

Mr. KENYON. If he had no dependents. 

Mr. KING. Can the Senator conceive of a case where the 
man would get $175? 

Mr. KENYON. No; I do not think I can. 
conceive of a case where he would get $150. 

Mr. KING. Then the two acts run along substantially 
parallel? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. If he had dependents—a father and a 
mother dependent upon him, or a wife and a child dependent 
upon him—I think it would run up to something near $150 a 
month. 

Mr. KING. Was it not intended that the amount provided 
under this bill should be subtracted from the amount which he 
might obtain under the other bill? 

Mr. KENYON. Oh, practically so during the time of the 
training, yes; during the time of the training; but if he would 
secure less under the other bill—another ruling of the War 
Risk Bureau; they allowed the basic pay of $30 a month—he 
could receive the larger allowance under this. Now, the Voca- 
tional Training Board had to come along and supplement that 
with $35 or $45 more a month that the man needed in order 
to live. He could not live on $30 a month. The private would 
be allowed $30 per month, his pay in his last month, while the 
captain would be allowed something like $200 a month; but 
it was the intention, I think, that the amount taken for 
vocational training weuld not be held down to the basic pay, 
because as a private soldier he had subsistence, he had per- 
quisites in matters that the board have taken into consideration ; 
and they rather stretched the law, section 4 of this vocational 
act, in allowing to that man $35 or $40 more per month. So 
they are now paying $75 a month to all of these men to enable 
them to live, and they tell me that a man can not get along 
for less in any kind of reasonable and decent comfort. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say to my colleague that under no cir- 
cumstances can a soldier receive more than $125 per month 
under this provision. It says: 


Now, there is $25 a month more 
Do I make that plain? 


I can perhaps 


That in no event shall the sum so paid such person while pursuing 
such course be more than $75 per mouth for a single man without de- 
pendents, or for a man with dependents $75 per month plus the several 
sums prescribed as family allowances under section 204 of article 2 of 
the war-risk insurance act. 

Section 204 of article 2 of the war-risk insurance act provides 
certain allowances to the wife or the dependents of a man, but in 
no case shall the allowance be more than $50 a month. So all 
any soldier can get under this provision is the $75 directly pro- 
vided for and the maximum allowed under article 2 of section 
204 of the war-risk insurance act. So $50 is the maximum and 
$75 is the direct allowance, making $125 maximum of both. It 
can not be more than that. 

Mr. KENYON. I think that is true. I spoke inadvertently, 
not thinking of the section limiting the amount to $50 a month. 
One hundred and twenty-five dollars would be the maximum. 

Mr. POMERENE and Mr. McKELLAR addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield, and if so, to whom? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield first to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. I am not sure that I have heard any exe 
pianation of the matter to which I want to direct the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa. I assume, of course, that in the adminis- 
tration of this law, even though the board had serious or sub- 
stantial doubts, I will say, as to the capacity of the soldier to 
receive the vocational training he desired, those doubts would be 
resolved in favor of the boy? 

Mr. KENYON. I am afraid not. 

Mr. POMERENE. They ought to be. 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; they ought to be. 

Mr. POMERENE. ‘That leads me to another question. As- 
suming, for the sake of the argument, that there were these 
uncertainties, but later on it became apparent to the board that a 
further effort to rehabilitate the crippled soldier would be un- 
availing, how long would this course of training continue? 
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Mr. KENYON. I will say to the Senator that is entirely 
within the option of the board. They have some boys in a two- 
year law course. That seems pretty extravagant; but I know 
one boy, who lost both legs, a boy of strong mentality, whom they 
put in a law course for two years. They put some in medical 
courses. It is entirely with the board, but the average period of 
time is 10 months. 

Mr. POMERENE. What rule controls this board in the deter- 
mination of the fact as to whether a young man should receive 
this vocational training? 

Mr. KENYON. They try to visit the boys in the hospitals. 
They have regular men, the best men they can get for this pur- 
pose, who talk it over with thé boy, who visit with the boy, see 
what he wants to do, examine him, and talk to him as to what 
they may think, and advise him, and proceed in a friendly way 
to try to secure that thing for the boy he seems capable of 
doing and that he desires to do. 

Mr. POMERENE. Why does the Senator say if there was 
any doubt on this question it would be resolved against the 
young man? 

Mr. KENYON. I thought the Senator said it had been re- 
solved in favor of the young man. 

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, no. 

Mr. KENYON. I think it will be resolved in favor of the 
soldier, but I think it has not been so resolved. , 

Mr. POMERENE. That relieves my mind very materially. 

Mr. KENYON. It relieves my mind if the Senator misunder- 
stood me. There have been cases where a man lost an arm and 
had gone and tried to do the same work or taken the same job 
that he had before. The Bureau of War Risk Insurance has 
written to him and found out he was earning wages and doing 
the same thing he had previously dene, and have denied him 
compensation, holding that where a man could go back to the 
same work he has been doing he was not entitled te compensa- 
tion. Under that ruling he could not secure vocational train- 
ing. That was another ruling that made great difficulty. Those 
things perhaps we had better bury. They are past. 

Mr. POMERENE. The Government ought to do the very best 
it can for these boys. 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. 
to this bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator yield for just a moment! 
I want to say to the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine], 
who raised the question of $75 a month and the other compensa- 
tion that might go to a soldier, that the beard very carefully, 
as shown by the hearings, looked into the matter. They tried 
$65 a month for these boys at first, and were obliged to raise it. 
Under no circumstances will the boy, even though he may have 
dependents or aS many dependents as he might have, receive 
more than $125 qa month. At all events it runs on an average 
of only 10 months. It will not be long; and surely such doubts 
as those referred to ought to be resolved in favor of the boy. 
I hope the Senator from Utah will withdraw his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The SecreTary. On page 8, line 1, before the word “then,” 
strike out the word “less” and insert the word “ more,” and 
after the word “than” strike out “the amount of his monthly 
pay for the last month of active service” and insert “$75 per 
raonth for a single man without dependents, or for a man with 
dependents $75 per month plus the several sums prescribed as 
family allowances under section 204 of article 2 of the war-risk 
insurance act,” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That in no event shall the sum so paid such per- 
son while pursuing such course be more than $75 per month for a single 
man without dependents, or for a man with dependents $75 per month 
plus the several sums prescribed as family allowances under section 204 
of article 2 of the war-risk insurance act. 

Mr. POMERENE. Allow me to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor, if I may, to what seems to be somewhat of a differentiation 
here. On line 1 it is provided that while pursuing such course 
the amount he is to receive can not be more than $75 per month. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is perfectly clear. 

Mr. POMERENE. Why should not the same language be 
used in line 4, so that it would read also that in no event should 
he get more than $75 per month? 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator will bear in mind that in line 2 
the $75 per month is for a single man without dependents. The 
balance of the proviso is for a man with dependents. A man 
with dependents has more than $75 a month, 

Mr. POMERENE. I understand. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


I think there is no apparent objection 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, there is a great deal of legisla- 
tion before the committees of the Senate, and I think time can 
be saved by the Senate adjourning until Monday, in order that 
the committees may consider the legislation which is before 
them. ~ 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Utah, I assume, is going 
to make a motion to adjourn until Monday? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I rose for that purpose. 

Mr. KENYON. I heard a number of Senators say they are 
desirous of going ahead with the business of the Senate, and 
they do not know of any particular reason why we should 
adjourn until Monday. There are other important bills here. 
I have another bill I would like to take up, but I have given 
way to my colleague for a bill which, I understood, he would 
bring up. I do not see why we should not stay here and work 
to-morrow, and if it is not the desire to take up the bill of which 
my colleague has charge I would like to move to go ahead with 
No. 2 on the calendar, which is the bill (S. 18) to provide for 
the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled 
in industry or otherwise and their return to civil employment. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Iowa there are 
a number of Senators whe have spoken about Senate bill No. 18 
who want to be here when it is brought up for consideration. 
There seemed to be an understanding that it would not be taken 
up to-day, and I advised one or two Senators that the bill would 
not be taken up to-day. I thought it would save time, and I 
believe it will, to adjourn until Monday, if there is no real 
objection to the adjournment. 

Mr. KENYON. I am not-going to raise an objection. We 
spend the first two hours every day apparently in oratory upon 
resolutions, and then those who participate in the oratory are 
in faver of adjourning. These important bills ought to receive 
attention here. We should go ahead and attend to the busi- 
ness of the Senate. I am ready to go ahead. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Why can we not go on this afternoon? 

Mr. KENYON. I assured the Senator frem Utah I would 
not ask the Senate to go ahead this afternoon. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator if I had not under- 
stood, of course, that Senate bill No. 18 was going over I would 
have been perfectly willing to have gone on and considered it 
to-day. Therefore, Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn until Monday next. 

Mr. OWEN. Will the Senator withhold his motion for just 
a moment? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly, I will withhold the motion. 


EXPORT TRADE. 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I have called attention several 
times to a matter, and I would like to ask the Senators present 
to listen to its presentation again. Our commodity balances 
are now running to the extent of $400,000,000 per month in 
excess of what Europe and the outside world are shipping to us. 
We are not going to be able to continue to make the shipments 
unless credits, and long-time credits, are arranged for the 
European countries. There must be some organization for that 
purpose. 

The War Finance Corporation act required, as a condition of 
extending credits, that individual American banks and indi- 
vidual American export houses should themselves underwrite 
the credits. They are not willing to do so. They can not 
afford to tie up their liquid assets in long-time investments. 
The consequence is that month after month has gone by without 
affording this relief. I have called it to the attention of various 
authorities of the Treasury. Department, urging them to take 
some action. I called it to the attention of the Secretary of 
Commerce. I have a letter from him, which I will ask to have 
printed in the Rrecorp, where it may be seen, bearing upon this 
question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
granted. 

The letter is as follows: 


Without objection, leave is 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMBRCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, June 8, 1919. 
Hon. Rosert L. Owen, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dgar Senator: I have given some thought to the matter which 
you kindly presented to me orally and through the draft of your pro- 
posed measure. ‘The subject, I need hardly say, is a large one.- Some- 
thing is necessary that will do the work for which you plan. We must 
provide means promptly for the sale of the securities of foreign na- 
tions, foreign corporations, municipalities, utilities, industries, etc., in 
the United States. This is necessary now and for the future in order 
to provide credits in this country against which our war associates and 
other nations may buy, thus maintaining the movement of our export 
trade. The maintenance of this export trade is of essential value to 
us now. Some may say the export trade is but a small fraction of the 
domestic trade; why care so keenly for it? This leaves out of the ac- 
count certain facts. During the war, for obvious reasons, we greatly 
increased our productive capacity, until to-day it is far larger than ever 


before. Yet before the war—that is to say, before this increase—it 
was necessary to sell abroad in order to keep our factories running full 
time, because the abserptive capacity of the country is not large enough 
continuously to take the full. output of all our industries running 
steadily at full time. This was so before the war; it is more so now. 
Lacking an outlet for the products thus made by a greater producing 
capacity, the result must be either the suspension of certain industries, 
with the consequent effects upon both capital and labor, or else the 
congestion of products lacking a sufficient market, which would mean a 
sudden collapse in prices—perhaps of all possible economic events the 
one which would be most greatly to be deplored. Now, it would mean 
widespread disaster. This is frem the domestic side, but equally cogent 
reasons apply from the fo side. 

The nations of the world have needs which we can and should sup- 
ply. Present conditiens, however, do not permit purchasing save at 
ruinous cost. We receive frequent letters protesting against embargoes 
in one or another country against purchasing in the United States. 
The conditions, however, which cause these restrictions are supremely 
exigent. In Italy to-day, for example, the difference of exchange causes 
a tax of 40 to 60 per cent on merchants who would buy from the 
United States. In a lesser degree this is true elsewhere. he nations 
that need our fas ign beth of raw materials and finished goods, can 
not pay us in gold, can not render adequate services in payment, and 
ean not fully pay us in goeds. This applies both to past and present 
debt and to present and future purchases. We can meet this problem 
by purchasing their securities, and, so far as I know, this is the only 
key adequate to unleck the problem. 

This course, furthermore, has a threefold economic advantage; we 
receive interest upen the investment; we obtain the business normally 
arising out of the operations cenducted by American capital, thus add- 
ing to our export trade upen a safe basis; and we develop the wealth 
of the countries in which these operations are carried on, thus adding 
alike to their pewer to pay their present debt to us and to make fur- 
ther purchases frem us. 

But we lack facilities for bringing abeut this desirable condition. 
The situation is new to us; we do not know what the foreign securities 
are that we can safely buy, ner even where we can readily go to learn 
their character. There is ne established market for them. 

It has been suggested that the credits autherized through the War 
Finance Cerperatien offer sufficient means for meeting the rt neces- 
sities of the coumtry. They do, in a certain way, but not in the way 
we are considering. They enable American experters te give long 
credits, and thus certribute, deubtless, to solving that r phase 
of the problem. They do net (and this is the crux of it) previde buy- 
ing pewer on the other side, ner do they directly help to ferward the 
di opment of the wealth of these ceuntries ner give to us any con- 
trel, however indirect, over their purchases. 

In a general way, expert trade can be divided imto two large classes, 
which we may call the competitive class and the constructive class, or 
we may style them the trading class and the development class. The 
credits of the War Finance Cerperation may care for the competitive 
or the trading class of foreign trade; they are not so well able to care 
for the cemstructive or the develepment class of that business. The 
former is a matter of six or nine menths’ credit, or even a year or two. 
The latter involves a more or less manent investment and a market 
must be previded, in order that the securities based on these invest- 
ments may be readily sold. The two conditions are therefore radically 
unlike, and the medium wisely provided and ably directed for one was 
net intended for the other. : 

We therefore recur to what the mechanism should be for furnishin 
knowledge of and a market fer the foreign securities which we shall 
have to buy if our fereign trade, se necessary to our domestic pros- 
perity, is itself to presper. I am not sure abeut the Gevernment’s 
direct part in it. It seems to me more consonant with our principles 
and our practice in the = that this matter sheuld be handled purely 
by private enterprise and capital. Yet I recegmize that we can not ap- 
ply the reasoning of the past to the —— of the present, for that 
experience and those primciples were based upon traditions and condi- 
tions which have ceased to be. It is with some force urged that in 
order to secure public confidence in this novel business of buying fereign 
securities we must have the assurance that would come net merely 
from the —. but from the actual participation by the Govermment 
in the ownership and direction of the organization which is to perform 
so novel and yet so necessary a function. I find myself increasingly 
inclined to the belief that this may be desirable nd to the acceptance 
of the theught that it may be necessary. If tu.s is so, the rest is a 
detail. Yet I should be glad if, instead of making the Department of 
Commerce the sole Geovermment ageucy, the major part ceuld be given 
to the Treasury Department, though I think it pro-sr and right that at 
least one director and some definite participatior should be given to 
the Department of Commerce, which, it is well to remember here, is 
the only department charged by law with the duty of fostering, pro- 
moting, and developing the commerce of the United States. _ 

Concerning the other details, I am not at the moment specially inter- 
ested, and I take it that you do not care for me to intrude longer upon 
your time and thought. ‘The principle is, doubtless, what you desire 
at the time to establish, I assume that the draft of a measure which 
you have prepared was intended to act as a stimulus to thought rather 
than to be exactly accurate in every detail. It would seem right and 
wise, if the Government has one-fourth of the capital stock of the or- 
ganization, that it should be limited to an equal proportion of the 
board of directors. However, all these things will be worked out in 
time. I trust I have for the moment sufficiently met all the things 
which are in your mind. 

Before any final draft of the measure were prepared it would seem 
to me wise that a conference should take place between yourself and 
such other legislators as might be immediately concerned, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the Federal Reserve Board, the War Finance Cor- 
poration, and representatives of the Department of Commerce, and _pos- 
sibly you would feel that representatives of the Department of State 
should also be invited. 

Yours very truly, 
WILLIAM C. REDFIELD, 
Secretary of Commerce. 


Mr. OWEN. I wish to emphasize and to impress upon the 
Senate, and upon the Republican Members of the Senate par- 
ticularly, their responsibility in protecting the commerce of this 
country. If they do not do it, it will be their fault. I have 
called their attention to it time and again. I am willing to 
cooperate with them along any reasonable line that will afford 
this relief, but if they do not do it and they run into a panic 
in the mattér of exchange, it will be their own fault. 





746 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator 
frem Okjahoma that in the closing days of the last session of 
Congress there was a bill passed authorizing a millien dollars 
for this very purpose. 

Mr. OWEN. Yes; and it was tied up so that it could not be 
used. 

Mr. SMOOT. I recognize, Mr. President, that even though it 
were usable it is not sufficient to take care of the commerce 
that we are expecting to have with foreign countries. I am in 
full sympathy with what the Senator has said, and I am quite 
sure that the majority Members of this body begin to realize 
the importance of that legislation. 

Mr. OWEN. I do-not think they do realize it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I hope a bill along the lines he has just sug- 
gested—and others have. already suggested it, too—will be re- 
ported from the committee at an early date and that it will 
pass this body. 

Mr. OWEN. It ought to be acted upon promptly, because this 
matter is already doing very great harm to the commerce of 
the United States. 

TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONTROL. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I move in behalf of my col- 
league, now occupying the chair, that the Senate proceed ‘to the 
consideration of the bill (8S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 of the 
act of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the 
joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution to authorize the Presi- 
dent in time of war to supervise or take possession and assume 
control of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable or radio sys- 
tem or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate the same in 
such manner as may be needful .or desirable fer the duration of 
the war, and to provide just compensation therefor,”’ approved 
July 16, 1918. I make the motion merely to have the bill become 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. POMERENE. I hope the bill will be made the unfinished 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
erdered. 


Without objection, it is so 


COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. SMOGOT. I send to the desk a resolution which has been 
passed by the Senate. Since that resolution was passed another 
resolution has been passed by this body adding certain provi- 
sions to it. I ask for a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
former resolution was passed, and then. I shall ask that it be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senater from Utah 
moves that the vote by which Senate resolution 58 was adopted 
be reconsidered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SMOOT. I now move that the resolution be indefinitely 
postponed. ; 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is merely a resolution authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, or any subcommittee thereof, to 
send for persons and papers. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso- 
lution will be indefinitely postponed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 8 o'clock and 45 minutes 
p. in.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 9, 1919, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 


SMOOT. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, June 6, 1919. 


The Heuse met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father, who art in heaven, the same yesterday, to-day, 
and forever, great men reach great conclusions and strive to 
follow in the way of truth; but other men refute ‘the truth in 
their acts; hence science, religion, and the simplest precepts of 
life fall into disrepute; hence accidents which we witnessed 
yesterday in a mining community, which swept out of existence 
imany lives, maimed ethers, left widows and orphans in de- 
spair. 

To know truth and follow its precepts and the simplest rules 
of life is to follow Thee, do Thy will, and live now and ever- 
more. In the spirit of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. ‘CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want an entry made 
nunc pro tunc, extending leave of absence beginning yesterday 
until next Monday for the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
NeEEty]. He is absent on account of the severe illness of his 
little son. He wrote me in plenty of time if I had received the 
letter. 

The SPEAKER. 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 


NATHAN HALE. 


Mr. LONERGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on Nathan Hale, a Revolu- 
tionary hero. To-day is the one hundred and sixty-fourth anni- 
versary of his birth. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks wnani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on Nathan 
Hale. ts there objection? 

There was no objection. 


PRINTING OF RESOLUTIONS IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp the resolution of protest against the Polish 
atrocities adopted at a mass meeting in Richmond, Va., June 2, 
1919. 

The SPEAKDR. The gentleman asks unanimous consent tv 
extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing the resolutions 
referred to. Is there objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Reserving ‘the right to object, I do not think 
we ought to have these various resolutions that are being 
adopted printed in the Recorp. There is a way provided by 
dropping them in the basket, and the Recorp will contain notice 
that they have been filed. Is there any particular reason why 
this resolution should be printed in the Rrecorp? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I am not apprised just what are the 
reasons appertaining ‘to similar resolutions in other sections of 
the country. This was a largely attended mass meeting, rep- 
resentative in character, and there is a great desire by the 
participants that there be a record of it. 

Mr. WALSH. A great many people think that by putting 
things in the Recorp it gives them great publicity, while others 
believe that it is interring them. I object. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. Mr. Speaker, there appears on page 9 of this morn- 
ing’s edition of the Washington Post a false statement con- 
cerning me, as follows: 

Tn large headlines there appears— 

Has three sons in pay of House. Representative BLANTON is charged 
as subject to antitrust law. 

I submit that to the Speaker, as I want to show that it is false. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of ‘the opinion that if it really 
charges the gentleman with a breach of the law it is a question 
of privilege. 

Mr. BLANTON. To a lawyer’s mind it might not, but to the 
ordinary reader of a newspaper, to the layman’s mind——— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a question of privi- 
lege. How much time does the gentleman wish? f 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the rules of the House give 
me an hour, ‘but I am not going to take up very much time if 
my colleagues do not interrupt me. 

The SPHAKDR. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
concerning the practice of patronage, it is as old as the House 
of Representatives itself. It is well known to the membership 
of this House, if it is not known to all the people of the United 
States, that the party in power in Washington has patronage 
positions. When I came here that system was in vogue, and it 
happened that my party was in power, and the leaders of my, 
party who had the distribution of the patronage belonging to 
this House told me, in writing, that I had the right to name a 
page in the House of Representatives. At the same time it told 
me that I had the right to put a post-office clerk in the post 
office. I-also had the right to employ a clerk in my office, and 
that the Government would allow me at that time $1,500 a year, 
and later it was changed to $2,000—changed not by my vote 
but by ‘the vote of a preceding Congress before I came here, if 
you please. Now, I had ‘the right, as there was no law against 
it, to appoint ‘my son, J had the right to appoint my daughter, 
I had the right to appoint my wife or any relative as clerk in 
my Office if I saw fit. There may be no particular harm in it, 
where a relative is qualified and there is no hw against it. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Will the gentleman yield? 


Without objection, the leave of absence will 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I refuse to be interrupted; we have more 
important business before this House than interruptions just 
now. I do not yield at all right now. There may be no harm 
in appointing a relative, if there is no law against it, providing 
the relative does good work, and there is no law against it. I 
have made no such point 

Mr. CARTER. Did not the gentleman make the point in his 
resolution? 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Oklahoma ought to have 
been in the House long enough to observe the rules. If a man 
refuses to yield, he should keep his seat and not interrupt. 

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman did not refuse to yield to me. 

Mr. BLANTON. I told the Speaker I refused to yield to any- 
body. 

Mr. 
is all. 

Mr. BLANTON. If I had put some one on the roll as my 
clerk at $1,500, or when the law thereafter was changed to 
$2,000, that clerk would have the right to have drawn the 
money. I represented a big’ district—59 counties, 556 miles 
across it. You can imagine how much correspondence I re- 
ceived every day. There is no one clerk alive who could have 
done the work of my office, and in order to employ a necessary 
and efficient office force and to be able to control that $1,500, 
which after July was raised to $2,000, so that I could employ, 
if need be, two or more clerks by paying the extra amount neces- 
sary out of my own pocket, I put my son’s name on the roll as 
my clerk. Did not I have the right to do it? If I did not, I 
yield to any man in this House to get up and say I did not. 
I want to see the countenance of a Democrat or the countenance 
of a Republican who has got the nerve to stand up here and tell 
me I did not have the right to do it. No; not even the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. [Laughter.] 

But my son has not drawn a dollar of Government money 
since his name has been on the roll, not a dollar. I paid him 
out of my pocket, because a man ought to pay his son for work 
in order to encourage him. He has done work for me and I 
paid him out of my pocket. There has not been a month since 
I have been in Congress that I have not paid others more than 
the amount that I have received from Congress. How about the 
pageship? I did put my son here. Did you expect me, my 
good friend from South Carolina, to appoint as page some 
Republican boy from Boston? No; however much I respect 
my good Republican friends, I would rather appoint my son a 
page than your son. [Laughter.] You are going to do the 
same way. My son has not a chance to be page in this House 
of Representatives now when your Republican friends have got 
the patronage. Has he? [Cries of “No” on the Republican 
side.] No, sir. How about the clerk in the post office? I could 
have put_my boy in there the very day that patronage was 
given me, but did I do it? No. I sent down to Jones County, 
Tex., and got Mr. Guy R. Holcomb, a splendid gentleman who 
had a wife and child, and brought him to Washington and put 
him in the post office. He stayed there until he resigned volun- 
tarily and went back to Texas. When he resigned did I put my 
son in? No. I could have done it; there is no law against it. 
If my good friend from South Carolina considers it unlawful, 
why did not he introduce a bill to make it unlawful? Why did 
not he do that? When he put in the Recorp yesterday, in his 
extension of remarks, the fact that I drew 20 cents a mile, 
why did not he be fair enough to put in there that in the last 
session he drew $480 mileage from this Congress? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Because it is untrue. I draw $160 mile- 
age per session, being the mileage allowed by law. I draw mile- 
age for 400 miles, and the railroads charge me for 412, and if 
you make any other statement I will hold you responsible. 

Mr. BLANTON. You drew $480, did you not? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I draw $160, to which I am entitled as 
mileage, and no more. 

Mr. BLANTON. If you take three times $160 it will be $480 
You drew $160 each for the three sessions of the Sixty-fifth 
Congress, making a total of $480 mileage drawn during the 
Sixty-fifth Congress by you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will suspend. He must con- 
fine himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes the gentleman is not. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order, in 
the interest of good order in the House only, that the gentleman 
is not discussing the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. BLANTON, I am. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair believes the gentleman is not. 


CARTER. I did not understand any such thing; that 
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Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order, in the 
interest of good order only, that the gentleman is not discussing 
the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker. I make the fur- 
ther point of order that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bran- 
TON] and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Stevenson] 
have been addressing each other in the second person, violative 
of the rules of the House. . 

Mr. BLANTON. I will apologize to the House for the slight 
indiscretion frequently indulged in both by my Republican 
friends on the other side as well as by Democrats on this side. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It is not a slight indiscretion 
to violate the rules of the House. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did I put my son in when Mr. Holcomb 
resigned? No; I sent to Texas and got Mr. Halbert Keifer to 
come up and hold that position in the post office, and he held it 
until he resigned voluntarily and went back to Texas. He re- 
signed a few months before the last Congress adjourned, at the 
time when the Post Office Department down here in Washington 
was clamoring for clerks. They said they were short a hundred 
clerks that were needed in order to get mail distributed; that 
it was impossible to get sufficient clerks anywhere in the Postal! 
Service here in Washington. The Coneressionat Recorp has 
in it notice of this shortage of post-office clerks here in Wash- 
ington. I did let my boy go in there, and I am not ashamed 
of it. He could have been there all the time. It was my 
patronage. Is there a man here that will say it was not right? 
Now, if my good friend from South Carolina 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the 
gentleman from Texas ought to be referring to Members of the 
House who are sitting in their seats and keeping still and at- 
tending to their own business. I understand perfectly well that 
personal privilege gives a pretty wide limit, but that kind of 
performance is calculated to provoke a breach of the peace. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
it, then. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will caution the gentleman that 
the Members whose rights are not included in his question of 
personal privilege ought not to be referred to. 

Mr. BLANTON. In view of my regard for the Democratic 
leader, I will desist from any further reference to any gentle- 
man. I will say this, if you want to break up this practice of 
patronage now—and it is a pretty mean time for a Democrat to 
propose it, when he is not in—but if you want to break it up, 
here is one man who will vote with you to the limit to do away 
with it. If you want to make it a violation of law, if you want 
to make it nepotism, here is one man who will vote with you to 
make it nepotism to appoint the relative of a Congressman to 
any position. The employment of my sons ended when the Sixty- 
fifth Congress adjourned, and no son of mine has had Govern- 
ment employment since. 

So far as the mileage is concerned, I had a Dill in the last 
Congress and have introduced it again in this Congress, to reduce 
the mileage to actual expenses. I hope this bill will be passed. 

In what I did yesterday I know I had the disapprobation of 
lots of my colleagues on the Democratic side. I am sorry they 
did not have good enough judgment to act with me when I 
needed votes to pass good measures, and forced me to go over and 
get some Republican votes in order to pass them. God Almighty 
taught me a long time ago that when you want to do anything— 
and God puts certain instrumentalities in your hands with which 
to do it—to use the instrumentalities to do it. And I am 
sorry I had to use Republican votes. [Laughter.] I wish I 
could have used all Democratic votes. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the fact of a Democrat using Republican votes is not a question 
of personal privilege. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustain the point 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, gentlemen, I am done, but it would not 
be fair for me to quit if some good Democrat or Republican 
wants to ask me a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman be good 
enough to state to the House how many sons he has? 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, sir, not quite as many as Jacob. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. We could not quite make out 
from the gentleman’s statement whether he had three sons or 
one. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
tion to the gentleman. 


The gentleman ought not to do 


of order. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


I have four, if it will furnish any informa- 
Is there any other question? [Laughter.) 





748 


Mr. CARTER. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLANTON. I have just stated that I have none on the 
roll: absolutely none. 

Mr. CARTER. But the gentleman had three, had he not? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I had only two at one time, covering my 
patronage of page and clerk in the post office, the latter for a 
few months only, every other Democrat here possessing the same 
amount of patronage accorded me. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman is not now talking to a matter of personal privilege. 
He is merely delaying the real business of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Oklahoma is very 
svlicitous now about Members of Congress putting somebody on 
the roll. I presume I have the right to refer to him inasmuch 
as he has interrupted me. Now, if you want to break up this 
system of patronage, I am ready to vote to do it. Just as sure 
as you live you are going to find lots of Republican boys on the 
patronage roll, and they are going to be kin to Congressmen. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not discussing the question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to—— 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not going to take up further time, but 
I am going to yield the floor and allow the appropriation bill to 
be taken up. [Applause.] 

COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas submits a privi- 
leged repert, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Rules, submits the 
following report: 

The Committee on Rules, to which was referred House resolution 97, 


submit a privileged report on said resolution, with the recommendation 
that the resolution be agreed to. 


House resolution 97. 


“ Resolwed. That the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries of the House of ve, or any subcommittee thereof, in 
the preparation of such legislation as may be advantageous and neces- 
Sary to promote the advancement of the American merchant marine, be 
authorized to sit during sessions of the House and the recess of the 
Congress, to compel the attendance of witnesses, to send for persons 
and papers, and to administer oaths to witnesses.” 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. On that, Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, there is a desire 
to have limited discussion on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is reeognized 
for 20 minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries is confronted with the task 
of outlining a policy and presenting legislation to the House 
that will enable this Government in some way to utilize or dis- 
pose of $4,000,000,000 worth of property. Our merchant fleet 
has cost the Government in the neighborhood of that amount. 
There is now no definite policy as to how this fleet shall be util- 
ized, whether by the Government, whether by leasing, or by sale. 
Many questions will arise in the preparation of such legisla- 
tion as may be necessary in arriving at a conclusion as to what 
shall be done with our merchant fleet, and it is to meet the 
unusual situation that confronts the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries that this unusual resolution is of- 
fered. The committee is empowered to send for persons and 
papers and to administer oaths, and to sit during the recess of 
Congress, which are in addition to the usual privileges of this 
comuiittee. The Committee on Rules thought that the facts war- 
ranted a favorable report upon this resolution and submitted it 
to the House. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. This resolution provides for the swearing of 
witnesses, and that contemplates, I imagine, the summoning of 
witnesses from various portions of the United States. How are 
we going to pay them? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
House to determine later on. 


Has the gentleman still one. off the roll? 


gentleman from Kansas moves the 


That will be a matter for the 
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Mr. GARNER. But if the House determines now to au- 
thorize the committee to summon witnesses before it, it certainly 
obligates itself to pay for the attendance of those witnesses, and 
mileage, and so forth. Has the gentleman any information as 
to the probable cost of the proposed investigation? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. None whatever. 

Mr. GARNER. It occurs to me that the House ought to have 
some estimate or some prospective idea at least as to the 
amount. Under this resolution you can summon all the wit- 
nesses in the United States and swear them, and it is the duty 
of the Congress, then, to dppropriate the money to pay for their 
attendance and mileage and the cost of having them summoned, 
and so forth. It occurs to me that the House ought to have some 
knowledge as to the proposed investigation and its probable cost. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I will state, in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Texas, that it is fair to assume that the committee 
thus empowered will use good judgment in making liabilities. for 
which the House is responsible. 

Mr. GARNER. So far as I can recall now, I do not remember 
in my experience in the House of a case where that was not 
done. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If I may be permitted further 
to answer the gentleman from Texas, it is expected that many 
of the witnesses—perhaps all of the witnesses who will be called 
upon—will neither have to be sent for nor be required to bring 
their papers, but will volunteer to do it. But it may be that 
as the matter develops it will be necessary, in some instances, 
to send for the witnesses, with the papers; and it was for the 
purpose of evabling the committee to meet such an emergency 
that this resolution was drawn in the manner in which it is 
presented. 

Mr. GARNER. So far as I know, this is the first time that a 
resolution of this kind has been brought in, unless there was a 
clear estimate of what the expenses would be; and the whole 
matter laid before Congress. The gentleman says he has no 
idea of the amount of probable expense? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no recollection of any 
privileged resolution submitted to the House that did estimate 
the amount of probable expense. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Do I understand from the gentleman from 
Kansas that the purpose of the exercise of the powers conferred 
by this resolution is to be confined exclusively to exaininations 
as te the policy to be pursued hereafter in relation to the mer- 
ehant marine? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The purpose of the resolution is 
very clear. I could not add to or detract from its language, and 
the interpretation of it is open to the view of the gentleman 
from Alabama. My judgment is that the resolution would be 
confined to legislation. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I want to ask the gentlemen whether, in 
clothing this. committee with this authority and power under 
this: resolution, it is intended that the committee shall go into 
an investigation of the activities of the Shipping Board during 
the recent emergency, as to ifs contracts and as to its official 
actions? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There is in contemplation a 
thorough investigation of the Shipping Board by a separate 
committee, under a resolution fully authorizing such a commit- 
tee to make an investigation. It is not intended that such an 
investigation shall be made under this resolution. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I assume, then, under the statement of 
the gentleman as to. the purpose of the committee, if the com- 
mittee should undertake activities of that character, they would 
be beyond the purview and spirit of this resolution? 

Mr. CAMPBELL or Kansas. The minority members could 
make the point of order that the committee was exceeding its 
jurisdiction. : 

Mr. KINCHELOEB. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. TI happen to be a member of this com- 
mittee and, as far as I am concerned, the new committee has 
never met, Therefore, I am asking purely for information, be- 
eause I do not know what the majority members of the com- 
mittee are contemplating. If I understood the gentleman, it is 
in contemplation to have a special committee, independent of 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, for the 
purpose of investigating thoroughly the activities of this ship- 
building proposition during the war. 


I yield to the gentleman from 
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Mr.‘CAMPBELL of Kansas. I stated that that matter was 
under consideration. There are, however; qualifications to be 
made to that-statement. If it should develop during the consid- 
eration of that question that another body or a joint committee 
should make such an investigation, a special committee of the 
House probably would not be appointed. 

Mr. KINCHELODE. If the gentleman has ‘the information 
from ‘the majority members of the committee, notwithstanding 
the committee has never met, I wish he would tell us what seope 
and extent is within the purview of this resolution and what is 
‘contemplated in the investigation that we shall make under 
this ‘resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I did not state that the contem- 
plated investigation was'to be made 'by the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I understand that. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Or that it was to be inaugurated 
by that committee. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. But the information I should like to get, 
if I can, is as to how far the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries contemplates going under this rule? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Simply to the operation of the 
ships, the disposition of the merchant fleet that we have ac- 
quired ‘that has cost us in the neighborhood of $4,000,000,000, to 
arrive at some policy. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. And not:an investigation of past activi- 
ties? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 
can be done with these ships. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Kansas, of course, 
realizes that under this resolution there must be such investi- 
gation as is essential to inform the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries as to the cost of the plant and the 
character of the plant we have and, of course, such inquiry with 
regard to the use of these ships as is necessary to inform the 
committee with regard to legislation. Their investigation is an 
investigation necessary to lay the foundation for legislation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I want to reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gar- 
RETT] is entitled to 20 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I confess that I have been 
wholly unable to fathom the motive which inspires the passage 
of ‘this resolution at this time, and because I have not under- 
stood ‘the motive I have been somewhat hesitant in taking a 
position in regard to it. 

We are assured by the gentlemen of the majority, and were 
assured in the Committee on Rules when this matter was 
under consideration, that it is net the purpose under this reso- 
lution ‘to proceed with an investigation as to eontracts, expendi- 
tures, and so forth. In other werds, whatever smelling is done 
is going to be done by another committee, either joint or 
special, or whatever the majority may determine upon. [If it 
were the purpose to go into that under this resolution, I will 
say very frankly to the gentleman that I should not eppose it. I 
think I can assure the gentlemen of the majority that it will 
not be the policy of the minority to oppose any investigating 
resolutions that the majority may see fit to offer. We shall 
insist upon the rights of the minority in these matters, but 
the gentlemen of the majority may lay down whatever policy 
they choose in regard to that. But now, since it is net for 
that purpose, since it is purely for legislative purposes, I 
repeat I ean not see the necessity at this time for this reso- 
lution conferring this extraordinary power upon this committee. 
I realize the importance of ‘the question, which the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries is to determine. It is, 
in my opinion, next to the railroad question, the most impor- 
tant domestic question confronting the country. I sympathize 
with the desire of gentlemen to reach a sound conclusion upen 
matters of policy, but that is what they are to determine. 
The .gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene] has been a 
member of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
for 20 years. He has been its chairman before and is its 
chairman now. He has been a prefound student of merchant- 
marine problems. Surely he does not need to bring a man 
before that committee and swear him in order to determine 
what his policy is going to be. 

Now, gentlemen of the House, I know of only one precedent— 
certainly there has been but one occasion during my term of 
service in the House—when such extraordinary powers were 
conferred upon one of the legislative committees for use for 
legislative purposes. During the Sixtieth Congress, ‘the Con- 
gress preceding the one which passed the Payne tariff bill, the 
Committee on Ways and Means were clothed with authority 
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by the House to make preliminary investigations. They sat for 
some months during the recess of the Sixtieth Congress. When 
the ‘Congress reconvened -on the first Monday in December, 
Mr. Payne, the ‘then chairman of the committee, came before 
the House and asked unanimous consent for the consideration 
ef a resolution upen which, I presume, this has been modeled, 
giving to the Committee on Ways anil Means the authority to 
summon witnesses and swear them. 

But the necessity for that had been demonstrated before it 
was requested, and it was not for the purpose of determining 
questions of policy. The questions of policy were well defined 
in the minds of the different members of that committee. The 
minority had its ideas and ‘the majority had its ideas. The 
purpose was to enable them te ascertain facts. 

Now, this Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
must first determine its policy, and what the necessity is for giv- 
ing that committee authority to summon witnesses and to swear 
them I do not see. I confess I can not understand it, and it 
seems to me that it is making a very dangerous precetient. I 
do not know ‘what eommittee to-morrow will conclude that it 
must swear witnesses in order to help them determine the ques- 
tion of policy. For that reason, because I am unable to see the 
necessity for it, absolutely unable to see the necessity for it, 
and because it seems to me it sets a dangerous precedent, I am 
opposed to it. 

Mr. TOWNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT. I will. 

Mr. TOWNER. The gentleman is talking about the deter- 
mination of a policy. I believe that the expression was used 
by the chairman of the committee. However, I call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact ‘that it is not contained in the 
resolution. The language of the resolution is “in the prepara- 
tion of such legislation as may be advantageous and necessary 
to promote the advancement of the American merchant marine.” 

Now, if the gentleman will pardon me, I think the stricture 
might be partly justified in consideration of the policy to be 
determined from the testimony of witnesses. But certainly the 
gentleman sees that the business to be done with regard to the 
merchant marine can be partially determined by the testimony 
of witnesses. It ‘may be necessary to enforce their presence, 
and if that be the case the resolution is justified. 

Mr. GARRETT. If the situation should arise, if the com- 
mittee would go on like other committees of the House must go 
on, and like committees of the House always have gone on, until 
they reach a point where it was demonstrated that they had to 
have the power to summon witnesses and swear them, I should 
not then object to giving the power. 

But just see what this will lead to. The rules of the House 
make provision as to the payment of witnesses summoned before 
committees. It is a small amount, but you pay them $2 a day 
and mileage. If this policy is entered into this precedent can 
be easily taken and spread out to every committee of the House, 
and you will reach a point where you will be paying every man 
who appears before a committee to discuss a question of policy. 
I am objecting to the precedent. I am not objecting to the 
committee having whatever assistance it may need. 

Mr. TOWNER. I think the gentleman is hardly justified in 
saying that this will be considered as a precedent. ft is an 
exceptional case; it is one of the most important matters Con- 
gress will have before it, one of the most puzzling propositions 
that Congress will have. Does not the gentleman believe that 
this will be treated as an exception? 

Mr. GARRETT. Through all the history of the country com- 
mittees have got along in determining their tegislative attitude 
without having to swear men to tell them what they think the 
proper policy should be. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT. I will. 

Mr. GARNER. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that, supposing the Ways and Means Committee had 
asked for the sanre kind of a resolution, all the people that ap- 
peared before that committee would ask for a per diem and 
mileage, a very natural thing for them to do. In other words, 
we are to change the entire custom of Congress m that they 
come before Congress without pay and now we are going to 
pay them. I think it is a very dangerous precedent. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my 
time, and I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Missogri 
(Mr. ALEXANDER]. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the 
House the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries has 
jurisdiction of all legislation affecting the American merchant 
marine. It has the power, as have other committees of the 
House, to name days, give notice, and have public hearings. It 
has never been the policy of Congress to subpcena a person be- 
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fore a committee of Congress to express his views on legisla- 
tion, and if it is the purpose of the commitiee to summon gentle- 
men who have interest in legislation, subsidies, or the farmers 
of the country, who are in favor of Government ownership and 
operation, or other interests who are in favor of private owner- 
ship and operation, to express their opinions, then, I say, that is 
a useless expenditure of public money, as it would be absurd to 
ask them to express their opinions under oath. 

On May 22 and May 23 the United States Shipping Board held 
a conference relative to the future of the American merchant 
marine. All the interests of the country were invited to appear 
at that conference. They did appear. I have a list here of the 
names of the representatives of every interest in the country— 
farmers, manufacturers, mining interests, labor interests, ship- 
building interests, shipowning interests, commercial interests— 
all appeared before the board. Their statements were reduced 
to writing. Those hearings are now in the process of being 
printed, and I was told by the chairman of the Shipping Board 
they will be available to the membership of the House within 
a day or two. More than that, the Shipping Board in a few 
days will present to the Congress in the form of bills what they 
suggest as legislation to carry out the policy of the Government 
as regards our merchant marine. I have suggested to Mr. Hur- 
ley, the chairman of the Shipping Board, when the bills are ready 
io place them in the hands of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GREENE], my esteemed colleague for many years on 
the committee, to be introduced in the House, and I hope the 
chairman will do so whether he approves them in all respects 
or not. 

They will be referred to the committee in due course, and we 
ihen can begin hearings on the concrete propositions presented 
by the bills and can approve or modify or reject them, as we 
think best. 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman three 
minutes more. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries during years past has always re- 
served to itself the privilege of recasting any legislation pro- 
posed to that committee, and during each year that I was chair- 
man of that committee we have never divided on partisan lines, 
except once and on the shipping bill, and on only two proposi- 
tions in that bill. As the ranking minority member on that 
committee I think I can express the sentiment of the minority 
and say that we intend to cooperate with the majority in every 
possible way to frame a sensible, sane shipping policy in the light 
of present conditions, so that these Government-owned ships, 
built with the people’s money at such great cost, may be taken 
over and controlled or disposed of in some way in the interests 
of the people, whether it shall be under Government ownership 
and operation or under private ownership and operation, with 
the Government control provided by the shipping act. These 
are questions about which I do not think there will be any 
serious division in the committee. I assume that we will all 
undertake to report out legislation that will accomplish the great 
objects that all of us have in mind. 

I assume the next step of the chairman of the committee, if 
this resolution is agreed to, will be to go before the Committee 
on Accounts and ask for additional clerks for the committee and 
ask for counsel to advise the committee. All that will involve 
expense and is absolutely useless. 

I do not want to be placed in the attitude of opposition. If 
the chairman of this committee thinks it is necessary, in order 
for him to carry forward the work of this committee, to give 
him this additional power, well enough, but from my viewpoint 
it is absolutely unnecessary. 

It will be time enough to grant the committee the extraordi- 
nary powers asked for when it is made plain to the House that 
the occasion or necessity has arisen. 

No reason has been given thus far by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules for this useless expenditure of money, nor were 
any good reasons given in the hearings before the Committee on 
Rules for the adoption of this resoiution. 

Until that is done I do not see any occasion for the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EpMonps]. 

“Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Speaker, extraordinary times bring the 
need for extraordinary measures. Gentlemen on the minority 
side seem to be afraid that the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries is going to use this power recklessly in ex- 
pending the money of the Government. They know well that 
the committee will not expend any more money than is abso- 
lutely necessary. 


The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
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The question of policy has been brought up. I have not much 
time to expound what I intended to, but I want to say this: 
I want to tell the House a few of the things that this committee 
will have to look into under the head of policy. In the first place, 
we have legislation on the books which allows the Shipping 
Board to have certain control over freight rates. With their 
present experience in running ships it will be absolutely neces- 
sary to take up the question of how that legislation is going to 
be handled in the future; whether it necds amendment; whether 
it needs extension. Upon this will depend a great deal whether 
this country is going to build up a merchant marine. A great 
many of the ship authorities are opposed to this freight super- 
vision. It may be right, it may be wrong, and through an in- 
vestigation of this important question it is going to be necessary, 
possibly, to bring some interested witnesses before us. 

It means looking into the postal subvention law of 1891 to 
see why it did not build up a merchant marine, and whether an 
amendment to that law is necessary. It means an investigation 
into the subsidy question and all the different ramifications of 
a subsidy. It means aninvestigation into the necessity of the 
discontinuance of the insurance bureau, and also why the 
American insurance companies do not get the insurance on the 
ships. It means an investigation and inquiry into the necessity 
of continuing the law which admits foreign-built ships into 
American registry. : It means an investigation into the policy 
of continuing the right of foreign ships to operate in our coast- 
wise trade. It means legislation necessary to insure the man- 
ning of these ships and the very important feature of this work 
that will be. It means an investigation into the necessary im- 
provements of our ports and harbors, so that freight can be 
handled economically. It means also an investigation into the 
relations of the railroads to these ships, to see whether some 
joint action can not be taken in respect to freight rates to keep 
these ships on the sea. 

All of these things are going to require a great deal of time 
and a great deal of labor, and, in answer to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. ALEXANDER], the former chairman of the com- 
mittee and ranking minority member on the committee, I will 
say that I have always found that men who are interested in 
legislation come before you, and that as a general thing you do 
not get the man you want. He may be too busy, or he may not 
want to come for some reason or other. 

I think the committee should have full power to utilize that 
power in case they find it necessary. They should have every 
power that is possible for this House to give them. There has 
not been since I have been before this House a question that is 
of larger import to the future business and the future interests 
of this country than the question that is now before us. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. What is the money value of the Government’s 
holdings in the present merchant marine, both in executed con- 
tracts and those to be executed? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may be allowed to extend my remarks, and in that extension I 
shall endeavor to put the information for which the gentleman 
asks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Fess] asks how many ships there will be when the pro- 
gram is completed. On April 26 of this year there had been de- 
livered completed to the Shipping Board 4,239,706 tons of ship- 
ping, and the entire program as at that time outlined in Director 
General Piez’s report contemplated, when completed, a fleet of 
2,464 ships, with a dead-weight tonnage of 14,113,336 and an 
expenditure of $3,119,093,138. This, of course, is actual ex- 
penditure for ships and does not include yards and plants, hous- 
ing, transportation, nor overhead expenses. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request— 
that I may be permitted to extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? [After apause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman desire me to proceed 
now? If so, I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, I think I can op- 
pose the passage of this resolution with entire propriety, and 
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without reflecting in the slightest degree upon the fairness or 
correctness of the intentions ef the majerity members of that 
committee. I think the resolution may well be opposed upon the 
ground already stated, that there has not been shown any real 
necessity for the conferring of the extraordinary powers sought 
by this resolution. I submit that statement, Mr. Speaker, frem 
my slight experience of two years as a member of the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, when we certainly had 
under investigation some very serious and pressing public ques- 
tions. I am sure that it will be the testimony of each member of 
that committee that in those investigations of great and prime 
importance which we had during the last session that instead of 
having any difliculty in procuring the attendance of witnesses 
whose opinions we sought, that our chief difficulty was to confine 
the testimony, to weed out and limit the testimeny, of the great 
number of witnesses who appeared in those investigations and 
made statements there; and I feel reasonably assured that in the 
scope of the enlarged investigation of these great problems that, 
as has already been stated by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
this committee will have to leek into they will experience no 
difficulty and no obstacles in procuring the voluntary attendance 
of men who ure experts—men who are deeply and vitaliy inter- 
ested in every phase of the development ef eur merchant marine. 
This is in the nature of a new precedent we are seeking to estab- 
lish here, and in the absence of a showing of some paramount ne- 
cessity for the invocation of this extraerdinary power, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that it weuld be unwise on the part of 
the House to establish this precedent. If you authorize this 
committee to summon one witness by the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee in the beginning of our investigation that 
would be a precedent; and as we have got to expect human na- 
ture to operate in these matters, every man who subsequently 
comes before the committee, whether from the Pacifie coast, or 
from the southern country, or from the far nertheast, will expect 
and positively demand, as a matter of equity to him, his per diem 
and mileage, and possibly his expenses. So, for these reasons, 
and in the absence, at least up to the present time, of any shew- 
ing for the necessity for the powers conferred, it seems to me this 
resolution ought to be defeated. If, after we get into an investi- 
gation of these matters, it develops that there are some recalci- 
trant witnesses who do not desire te appear and disclose things 
peculiarly within their knowledge, then, it seems to me, geutle- 
men of the House, it will be full time to come back here and ask 
for the passage of a resolution of this character. But wpon the 
face of the failure to show this necessity, in view of the fact 
that this comniittee has at «all times had the benefit of the 
gratuitous appearance, the voluntary appearance, of witnesses 
who are acquainted with facts we had under investigation, and 
in view of the fact it seems to be an unwarranted and possibly, 
in its ramifications in the future, a dangerous precedent, it 
seems to me, without any disrespect to the majority members of 
the Merchant Marine Committee—because I am sure we will all 
cooperate in the spirit of harmony—on the basis of the showing 
already made for the necessity of the resolution, that the ma- 
jority members ought to be willing not to press it at this time. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman. yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Does the gentleman think it would be at 
least essential, and not be so premature, if the committee had 
been called together one time at least to Gevide upon this policy 
and determine whetber it was unanimous or not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, that is a question of propriety with 
which I do pot desire w take issue. I believe that is all I care to 
say, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I see ne reason for 
alarm in this resolution. In the first place, it does not set a 
precedent. One has already been set for the resolution, and 
even if it did the Members of the House should not fear setting 
a precedent. It is not necessary to follow it in the future 
unless conditions arise that make it necessary. Gentlemen 
make use of the statement that witnesses will voluntarily ap- 
pear, that such parties will come before the committee, True, 
it has been stated that interested parties have volunteered to 
appear before the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries in the past. That is true, but this is also true, that 
those interested witnesses have not enabled: the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries to develop a plan by which 
in the future it would handle in the neighborhood ef $4,000,- 
000,000. worth—-not worthless property but property that has 
cost the Government in the neighborhood of $4,000,000,000—for 
the purpose of arriving at a just and a wise conclusien as to 
how much of that $4,000,000,000 will have to be written off 
before these ships can be operated by eur Government or by 
private individuals under lease or sale. So it becomes neces- 
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sary for a very wide investigation into the cost of the ships 
and into the future policy of their operation. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, I yield. 

Mr. FESS. Is not this the first specific time that the Congress 
has been making an effort to establish a policy as to the mer- 
chant marine? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think the gentleman's ques- 
tion answers itself. This is the first time that it has been 
contemplated that a policy should be developed, whether Gov- 
ernment ownership or Government control, or whether we shall 
lease these ships or sell them, or how much shall be written off 
in the cost of these ships. I hear it stated that in the neighbor- 
hood of 50 cents on the dollar will have to be written off. If se, 
we will have to throw away at the outset in the neighborhood 
of $2,000,000,000. 

Those are some of the questions that confront this committee. 
And in arriving at a just conclusion it will not always be safe 
to follow the advice of some interested party. It may be neces- 
sary to send for an important party that is not interested. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why did not the chairman of the 
committee call his committee together and consult about this 
thing before coming in with this resolution? What is the com- 
mittee for? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does the gentleman refer to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is exactly what I do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I understand they had a hearing 
on this resolution and agreed to it substantially. 
mg CLARK of Missouri. I have been informed they never 
did. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas; 
present. 

; Mr. ALEXANDER. There has not. been a meeting of the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The majority members of the com- 
mittee are not a committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But the responsibility of the 
legislation they shall bring out will be upon them in the future. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That may be true. I am objecting 
to the juggling performance of the majority members of the 
committee acting for the whole committee. They may have the 
responsibility. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The responsibilty rests upon the 
majority members of the committee and on the majority of this 
House for the policy to be pursued. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The responsibility rests on the 
majority of the whole committee. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have been in- 
formed that the minority members were invited to appear before 
the Rules Committee by the chairman of the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know; but I am not talking about 
the Rules Committee. The Rules Committee has one ferm of 
action and this Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
has anether, and the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries should get together the whole committee to consider 
this question as to what they want to do, and work out a plan 
and bring it in here and submit it to the Honse sitting as a jury 
in the case. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] permit me to ask the gentleman from Missouri a question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas has 
expired. All time has expired. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT. 
quorum. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The question has not been put 
to the House. I suggest that the vote be taken, and the absence 
of a quorum suggested afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order of no 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Obviously, no quorum is present. The Door- 
keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify the 
absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. Those in favor of the 
passage of the resolution will, as their names are called, answer 
“yea,” and these opposed will answer “ nay.” 


The minority members were not 


Mr. Speaker, I suggest the absence of a 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 184, nays 133, 
answered “ present” 3, not voting 109, as follows: 
YEAS—184. 


Ackerman 
Anderson 
Andrews, Md. 
Andrews, Nebr. 
Anthony 
Baer 
Begg 
Benham 
Bland, Ind. 
Blanton 
Boies 
Brooks, Il. 
Brooks, Pa. 
Browning 
Burdick 
Burroughs 
‘ampbell, Kans, 
‘hindblom 
‘lasson 
eager 
opley 
“ramton 
‘rowther 
“urry, Calif. 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Denison 


Dickinson, Iowa. 


Dowell 
Dunbar 
Dunn 
Dyer 
Echols 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Elston 
Emerson 
Esch 
Evans, Nebr. 
Fairfield 
Fess 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster 
Frear 


Alexander 
Almon 
Aswell 
Babka 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bee 

Black 
Bland, Mo. 
Bland, Va. 
30x 

Brand 
Briggs 
Brinson 
Buchanan 
Byrnes, 8. C, 
Byrns, Tenn, 
‘andler 
‘antrill 
‘araway 
‘arss 
‘arter 
asey 
‘lark, Fla, 
‘lark, Mo, 
‘leary 
‘oady 
‘ollier 
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Dominick 
Doremus 


Ayres 


Ashbrook 
Bacharach 
Barbour 

Bell 

Benson 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Bowers 
Britten 
Browne 
Brumbaugh 
surke 

Butler 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Pa. 
Cannon 
Carew 
Christopherson 
Cole 

Costello 
Crago 

Cullen 
Currie, Mich, 


Freeman 
French 
Fuller, Il. 
Fuller, Mass. 
Garland 
Glynn 

Good 
Goodykoontz 
Goul 
Graham, Il, 
Graham, Pa. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Hadley 
Hamilton 
Hardy, Colo. 
Haskell 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hays 
Hernandez 
Hersey 
Hickey 
Hicks 

Hoch 
Hulings 
Husted 
Jefferis 


Johnson, 8. Dak. 


Johnson, Wash. 
Jones, Pa. 
Juul 

Kearns 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
King 

Kleczka 
Knutson 
Kraus 

Kreider 
LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Langley 
Layton 

Luce 


Lufkin 
Luhring 
McArthur 
McCulloch 
McKenzie 
McKinley 


Robsion, Ky. 
Rodenberg 
Rogers 

Rose 

Rowe 
Sanders, Ind. 


McLaughlin, Mich.Sanders, N. Y. 
McLaughlin, Nebr. Scott 


McPherson 
MacCrate 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee 

Mapes 
Merritt 
Michener 
Miller 
Monahan, Wis. 
Mondell 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Mott 

Mudd 
Murphy 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn. 
Newton, Mo. 
Nichols, Mich. 
Nolan 

Ogden 

Oliver 
Osborne 
Paige 

Parker 
Peters 

Platt 

Purnell 
Radcliffe 
Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Randall, Wis. 
Reavis 

Reber 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Riddick 


NAYS—133. 


Doughton 
Dupré 
Evans, Mont. 
Evans, Nev. 
Fields 
Fisher 
Flood 
Gallagher 
Gandy 
Ganly 

Gard 
Garner 
Garrett 
Hardy, Tex. 
Hastings 
Hayden 
Heflin 
Hersman 
Holland 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jobnson, Miss. 
Jones, Tex. 
Kettner 
Kincheloe 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Lazaro 

Lee, Ga. 
Lesher 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 


Dewalt 


Linthicum 
Lonergan 
McAndrews 
McClintic 
McDuffie 
McKeown 
McKiniry 
McLane 
Maher 

Major 
Mansfield 
Martin 

Mays 

Mead 
Minahan, N. J. 
Montague 
Moon 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Nelson, Mo, 
Nicholls, 8. C, 
O'Connell 
Oldfield 
Olney 
Overstreet 
Park 

Parrish 
Phelan 

Pou 

Quin 

Rainey, H. T. 
Rainey, J. W. 
Raker 
Rayburn 


Kitchin 
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Dale 
Davey 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Drane 
Eagan 
Eagle 
Elisworth 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Gallivan 
Godwin, N. C, 
Goldfogle 
Goodall 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Griest 
Griffin 
Hamill 
Harrison 
Hill 
Houghton 


Howard 
Hull, lowa 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
James 


Johnston, N. Y. 


Kahn 

Kelley, Mich. 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, R. I, 
Kiess 
Kinkaid 
Larsen 

Lea, Calif. 
Lehlbach 
Lever 

Little 
Longworth 
McFadden 
McGlennon 
Mana 

Mason 


Sells 

Shreve 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 

——? 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Mich. 
Snyder ' 
Stephens, Ohio 
Stiness 
Strong, Kans. 
Summers, Wash, 
Sweet 

Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Towner 
Treadway 
Vaile 

Vare 

Vestal 
Volstead 
Walsh 

Wason 
Watson, Pa. 
Webster 
Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood, Ind. 
Woodyard 
Yates 

Young, N. Dak. 
Zibiman 


Robinson, N. C. 
Romjue 
Rouse 
Sanders, La, 
Sims 

Sisson 
Smithwick 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stevenson 
Taylor, Ark. 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla. 
Tillman 
Upshaw 
Venable 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Welling 
Welty 
Whaley 
Wilson, La, 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 
Woods, Va. 
Wright 
Young, Tex. 


Moores, Ind, 
Morgan 
Morin 

Neely 
Padgett 

Pell 

Porter 
Ragsdale 
Randall, Calif, 
Reed, N. Y. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Riordan 
Rowan 
Rubey 
Rucker 
Sabath 
Sanford 
Saunders, Va. 
Schall 
Scully 

Sears 
Sherwood 
Siegel 
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Small 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, N. Y 
Snell 


Strong, Pa. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Taylor, Colo. Ward 
Temple Webb 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HutcHInson with Mr. PEt, 

Mr. Goopatt with Mr. Bett. 

Mr. WINstow with Mr. Scurry. 

Mr. Watters with Mr, Goopwin of Arkansas. 

Mr. Kennepy of Rhode Island with Mr. GoLpFoGLe, 

Mr. Mann with Mr. Brackmon, 

Mr. Bowers with Mr. NEery. 

Mr. McFappEn with Mr, DEwALt. 

Mr. Leuisacu with Mr. Sumners of Texas, 

Mr. IreELanp with Mr. Sears. 

Mr. LonewortH with Mr. KitrcHin. 

Mr. Sanrorp with Mr, Harrison. 

Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. Saunpers of Virginia. 

Mr. Moores of Indiana with Mr. Rrorpan, 

Mr. BacHarAcH with Mr. ASHBROOK, 

Mr. Britten with Mr, Carew. 

Mr. Browne with Mr. CULLEN, 

Mr. Burke with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Butter with Mr. Ferris. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr, GALLIVAN. 

Mr. Cote with Mr. BENson. 

Mr. CosteLtto with Mr. Campsetrt of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Craco with Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina. 

Mr. Curry of California with Mr. Grirrin, 

Mr. Dempsey with Mr. BooHer. 

Mr. EctswortH with Mr. CaLpweE Lt. 

Mr. Griest with Mr. Donovan. 

Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. Doorina. 

Mr. JAMEg with Mr. DRANE. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. Dent, 

Mr. Kettry of Michigan with Mr. PApcetrt. 

Mr. Ketry of Pennsylvania with Mr, F'irzGERA.p. 

Mr. Kress with Mr. EaGan. 

Mr. Krnxaip with Mr. Eacie. 

Mr. Lirrte with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. McGLennon with Mr. JoHnson of New York. 

Mr. Mason with Mr, RaGspA.e. 

Mr. MorGan with Mr. Lever. 

Mr. Porter with Mr. RuBey. 

Mr. REeEp of West Virginia with Mr. Taytor of Colorado. 

Mr. Trtson with Mr. WIseE. 

Mr. Warp with Mr. Rowan. 

Mr. Vorcr with Mr. Ranpatx of California. 

Mr. Tempe with Mr. Wess. 

Mr. Strona of Pennsylvania with Mr. Smiru of New York. 

Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. Reep of New York with Mr. SMALL, 

Mr. Srecer with Mr, SULLIVAN. 

Mr. SNett with Mr. Rucker. 

Mr, Satu of Illinois with Mr. SanatH. 

Mr. ScHatt with Mr. Lea of California. 

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “nay,” but I have a 
general pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Mc- 


Tilson 
wits 
Walters 


Winslow 
Wise 


F'ApDDEN, and I desire to change my vote from “ nay ”’ to “ present.” 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present, and the Doorkeeper 
will open the doors. 

On motion of Mr. CAmMpseEtt of Kansas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
4226, being the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the District of Columbia appropriation bill, with Mr. 


Towner in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 4226. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4226) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 


penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Bathing beach: Superintendent, $720; 2 watchmen, at $500 each; 
temporary services, supplies, and maintenance, $4,500; for repairs to 
buildings, pools, and upkeep of ground, $1,780, to be available imme- 
diately ; in all, $8,000. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
words “to be available immediately.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts will 
please state the point of order. It is on the ground of new legis- 
lation? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
[Mr. Davis] say? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think perhaps it is subject to the 
point of order; but all these appropriations, I believe, will be 
immediately available anyhow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Garp: Page 28, line 11, after the semi- 
colon, insert “ life saving and resuscitating appliances, $1,000.” 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is reserved by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I am influenced to offer this 
amendment because of the fact that the bathing beach in the 
city of Washington is used by a great number of people, and 
used most beneficially by nearly all. But I think no one can go 
by this great public convenience and utility in the summer time 
without being convinced of the necessity of safeguarding the 
place against the loss of human life more than it is now safe- 
guarded. At the present time there is no telephone connected 
with the bathing beach and no means of communicating with a 
physician in the event of finding one half drowned or ill. There 
is no pulmotor or any other instrument for artificial respiration 
for those partly overcome in the water. 

The amendment I have in mind is in connection with the sup- 
plies and maintenance and has for its purpose the installation 
in this bathing beach of a pulmotor and such other life-saving 
and life-resuscitating appliances as are necessary to safeguard 
human life. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will not 
insist upon his reservation of the point of order against the 
amendment. 

Only the other day a man, I believe, from the Bureau of En- 
eraving and Printing or the Government Printing Office, was 
drowned there. His absence from his companions was not dis- 
covered and his body was not recovered until, with the facilities 
they had at hand, it was impossible to bring back the spark of 
life. It has been said in the newspapers that had sufficient 
appliances been available down there at this bathing beach, 
had there been a pulmotor, had there been sufficient life guards, 
had there been any appliances for resuscitation, this man’s life 
might have been saved. 

Now, to say that any appropriation, no matter how much it 
may be within reason, should be stricken out here is entirely 
untenable, because it is a provision for the safety and preserva- 
tion of human life. The amendment which I offer has for its 
purpose the carrying into the best effect of what is undoubtedly 
the intent of those who have this bathing beach in charge. 
Therefore, I offer the amendment, and should the gentleman 
from Massachusetts insist upon his point of order I will ask to 
be heard upon that. But I trust that the gentleman will not 
insist upon his point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order. 

Mr. GARD. What is the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. WALSH. The point of order is that this is an appro- 
priation not authorized by law and is, in effect, legislation upon 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by me is 
really supplementary to the phrase “temporary services, sup- 
plies, and maintenance, $4,500.” It is intended to take its place 
between the item of “temporary services, supplies, and main- 
tenance” and the item for “repairs to buildings, pools, and 
upkeep of grounds, $1,780.” Of course, if the amendment ob- 
tains, an increase of $1,000 will be necessary to the final amount. 
But the point that I make is that it is not legislation upon an 
appropriation bill unless it is new matter to be inserted, since it 


What does the gentleman from Minnesota 
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pertains merely to the specifications of that which must be held 
to be applied as maintenance for the bathing beach. 

It is idle to say that if a municipal gorporation authorizes the 
use of a beach, a place where people are in the water, that that 
municipal corporation must not attend that bathing beach with 
every possible safeguard, and when the legislative provision 
calls for supplies and maintenance it is not an embarkation upon 
new legislation or legislation upon an appropriation bill when 
an extension is made for not only the convenience and comfort 
of the people but the safety of the people. Therefore I contend, 
Mr. Chairman, upon the point of order as made by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that it is not legislation upon an ap- 
propriation bill and it is not new matter incorporated; that it 
is merely legislative description and definiton and extenson of 
necessary articles in the conduct of this bathing beach and is 
in no wise subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The facts 
stated, in the judgment of the Chair, constitute new matter 
and new legislation. If it is the desire of the gentleman merely 
to increase the amount stated for a specific purpose, of course 
he might present that in the form of an amendment. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GARD. I did not understand what the Chair said. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the course of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Ohio he said this is merely a restatement in other 
form of some of the provisions already provided for in the 
paragraph. If that be true, the proper method for reaching the 
gentleman’s purpose would be to increase the amount of the 
appropriation rather than to insert new language. The Clerk 
will read. 

Mr. GARD. Under the suggestion made by the Chair I offer 
an amendment to strike out the figures “ $8,000,” in line 12, on 
page 28, and to insert in lieu thereof the figures “$9,000,” to 
carry into effect the purposes I have mentioned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 28, line 12, strike out ‘*$8,000” and insert “ $9,000.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact 
that I was satisfied that the gentleman’s amendment was sub- 
ject to a point of order, I did not make the explanation which 
I will now make. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
the matter he desires to cover in his amendment applies to 
what is called the Tidal Basin, and the appropriation for that 
is carried in the sundry civil bill and has nothing whatever 
to do with the item now under consideration. There is a con- 
crete pool down on the Mall which this applies to, but the matter 
to which he refers is carried in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. GARD. I am not talking about the concrete pool on the 
Mall. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
here. 

Mr. GARD. Where is this place called the bathing beach? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is down in the Mall near the 
Monument, across from the new War and Navy Building—a 
concrete pool. 

Mr. GARD. A pool? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. GARD. It is not the place in the Tidal Basin which was 
newly opened the other day? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No. 

Mr. GARD. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TREADWAY. In view of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Ohio in reference to the Tidal Basin, which was the item 
he supposed was under discussion, but which appears not to 
have been the subject referred to in the bill, I wish to supplement 
what the gentleman from Ohio has said in criticism of the 
methods of conduct of the Tidal Basin bathing beach, so called. 
Two or three days ago I had occasion to give the matter some 
inquiry, and I called to the attention of Col. Ridley, who, I 
believe, has the Tidal Basin bathing beach in charge, the same 
matter which I am now about to state. 

During the past few days, when the weather has been so ex- 
tremely hot, there has been a large influx of people desirous of 
using that beach. I get it on the best of information that the 
manner in which the beach has been managed is grossly negli- 
gent. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] referred to one 
drowning. 

Information reaches me that two days ago a young lady who 
was bathing there came very near losing her life because of 
the fact that the guards stationed there were absolutely incom- 
petent; and had it not been for the presence of a former mem- 
ber of the Navy, who rescued the girl and took her to the 
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shore, she certainly would not have been in a condition to be 
resuscitated when she reached land. 

The accommodations have been overtaxed, and there is a 
feature which appears to me to be extremely dangerous, 
namely, that just beyond the life lines the depth goes very 
quickly over anyone’s head, and if a person should venture 


beyond the life line he is liable to be in immediate danger of: 


drowning unless he is an expert swimmer. The service given 
by the attendants there has been wretched, I am credibly 
informed, and some features of the sanitary conditions are 
very bad. Two days ago I called to the attention of Col. 
Ridley these same matters which I have now stated, and he 
promised to maké an immediate inquiry into the conditions I 
named. Since then I have heard nothing from them. I make 
no criticism of him or of his management, but I make this state- 
ment in view of the statement of the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Garp], which supplements it, for the purpose of calling 
sufficient attention to these conditions to protect the public 
in going to that beach in such large numbers as they have 
been doing during the past few days. It is a condition that 
ought not to be allowed to continue, and whoever is responsible 
for it certainly ought to give it immediate attention, because 
the information that I have endeavored to convey to the House 
ean be substantiated on the very best evidence. Therefore I 
think it is up to Congress to know of these facts and to see that 
some remedy is quickly found in order to accomplish the pur- 
pose the gentleman from Ohio ‘referred to, namely, the saving 
of lives at the Tidal Basin. It is not with a view of offering 
any criticism that I am making this statement, but in the hope 
of a correction of the condition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries: Supervisor, $2,500; inspector of playgrounds, $1,200; 
clerk (stenographer and typewriter), $1,200; to be employed not 
exceeding 10 months—22 directors of playgrounds or recreation cen- 
ters at $75 per month each, assistant director at $60 per month, gen- 
eral utility man at $60 per month; te be employed not exceeding 7 
months—3 assistant directors at $60 per month each, 4 assistant 
directors at $50 per month each; to be employed not exceeding 4 
months—5 ards or swimming teachers at $60 per month each; to 
be employed not exceeding 3 months—4 assistant directors at $60 
per month each, 22 assistants at $50 per month each; to be employed 
12 months—22 watchmen at $50 per month each, clerk (who shall be 
a bookkeeper) at $75 per month; for services of extra directors at 
not exceeding 35 cents per hour, $800; for services of extra watchmen 
at not exceeding 25 cents per hour, $600; in all, §45,980. 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve a point of order on the paragraph. 
What authority is there for employing five guards or swimming 
teachers at $60 per month each for not exceeding four months? 

Mr. DAVIS of. Minnesota. I do not know that there is any 
specific authority for it, but it has been carried in the bill for 
several years. It is in the current law. 

Mr. WALSH. Where? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. For five guards or swimming teach- 
ers for four months, at $60 per month each, $1,200. 

Mr. WALSH. Under what item is that? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Under the item of playgrounds. 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lighting: For purchase, installation, and maintenance of public 
lamps, lamp-posts, street designations, lanterns, and fixtures of all kinds 
on streets, avenues, roads, alleys, and public spaces, and for all neces- 
sary expenses in connection therewith, including rental of stables and 
storerooms, livery and extra labor, this sum to be expended in accord- 
ance with the provisions of sections 7 and 8 of the District of Columbia 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1912 and with the provisions of 
the District of Columbia appropriations act for the fiscal year 1913, 
and other laws applicable thereto, $415,000. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, on page 31, line 23, 
the word “ therewith” is incorrectly spelled. I ask to have it 
corrected. 

Mr. GARD. I think that yesterday, at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson], the Clerk was au- 
thorized to make typographical changes in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Officers : Superintendent, $6,000 ; assistant superintendents—1 $3,500, 
1 $2,000; director of intermediate instruction, 13 supervising prin- 
cipals, supervisor of manual] training, and director of primary instruc- 
tion, 16 in all, at a minimum salary of $2,200 each; secretary, $2,000; 
financial clerk, $2,000; clerks—1 $1,600, 1 $1,400, 1 $1,200, 3 at $1,000 
each, 1 (to carry out the provisions of the child-labor law) $900; 2 
stenographers, at $1,000 each; messenger, $720; in all, $62,520. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
to make an inguiry of the chairman of the committee relative to 
the item “clerk, $900 to carry out the provision of the child- 
labor law.” I hold in my hand the law conferring on the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia the regulation of the 
employment of child labor in this District. It provides that the 
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Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby author- 
ized to appoint two inspectors to carry out the provisions of 
that law at a compensation of $1,200. I assume that all these 
appointments have been made, and I therefore rise to learn if 
this clerk attached to the office of the superintendent is merely 
for clerical work involved in the report the different inspec- 
tors may make to the school authorities. My observation 
is that the child-labor law of the District of Columbia is not suffi- 
cient either in its text or in its administration. No one can read 
what the law is and observe the general conditions in Wash- 
ington and have any idea that there is anything but the slight- 
est pretext of carrying out the child-labor law. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that one of the great measures of 
the country to-day is in the conservation of child life, in seeing 
that every child within its years of childhood has an oppor- 
tunity for education and play so that it may grow up to be a 
healthy, useful, and intelligent citizen. Therefore all States 
are united in condemning the evil of child labor, and to say that 
in the District of Columbia there should be no greater provi- 
sion made for the inspection in all the different positions where 
children are employed than to have two inspectors at a salary 
of $1,200 is to say that the child-labor law and its administra- 
tion ‘is almost negligible in the District of Columbia. 

I realize, of course, that I am speaking somewhat outside of 
the record on this appropriation bill, since it 's a matter prima- 
rily for the concern of the Committee on the District of Coumbia. 
But I am concerned, as I think every good citizen should be 
concerned, in this question of child labor, the furnishing of 
proper schools, the question of playgrounds in connection with 
their health, and so I make the inquiry whether or not this $900 
clerk is to afford any assistance in carrying out the child- 
labor law in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will inform the gentleman some- 
what as to his inquiry. I am reading from volume 36, Statutes 
at. Large, page 990: 

The major and superintendent of police shall hereafter detail two 
privates of the Metropolitan Police for the enforcement of the provi- 
sions of the act “To regulate the employment of child labor in the 
District of Columbia, approved May 28, 1908.” 

This $900 clerk is for clerical labor in connection with the 
child-labor law. That is all there is to it. The $900 is for 
clerical assistance to keep track of these matters. 

Mr. GARD. Is there any provision in the law except this 
clerk for the board of education, or school officers, and the 
assignment of two persons at a salary of $1,200 each for the 
administration of the child-labor law in the District of Co- 
lumbia? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I know of none; I have read all the 
law on the subject. If the gentleman objects to this $900 clerk, 
he can make the point of order. 

Mr. GARD. Oh, I do not object; what I am objecting to is 
because they do not have more. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Class 5, 136 at $950 each, including vocational and trade instructors. 


Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SISSON. I will state to the committee that the basic 
salary by law of these teachers of this grade is $800. I think 
class 5 is $800. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: I will state to the gentleman that 
we have not made any change in class 5. The next salary to class 
5 is $960. 

Mr. SISSON. Not under the longevity law. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. We did not change class 5, 
I will inform the gentleman. It has not been changed since 
the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. SISSON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 
of order, because it is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Anprews of Nebraska: Page 34, line 25, 
after the word “ and," strike out the word “ thirty” and insert the word 
“forty” in lieu thereof, and at the end of line 24 add the words “ and 
10 librarians in high and normal schools.” 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, this involves a 
transfer from the following page 36. This amendment pro- 
poses the transfer of 10 librarians from the positions noted on 
page 36 to be entered with class 5, page 34, among the teachers, 
instead of among the clerks. As these librarians render con- 
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siderahic service as teachers, they should be classed among 
the te: chers instead of among the clerks. Moreover, the volume 
of werk they do as teachers, from my understanding of the ques- 
tion, entitles them to a classification along with the teachers on 
the same basic salary, $950, as is proposed here. It will be 
understood by those who have inquired into the matter that these 
librarians are educators in the strict sense of the word. They 
help the high and normal school students in their studies very 
materially. Anyone who has occasion to study the question, and 
especially who has been a teacher, knows full well that the per- 
son who aids the student in gathering knowledge is quite as 
important as the teacher. 
The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Mississippi made the point of order. 
Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 
I wanted the gentleman to have an opportunity to be heard. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desired to know whether the 
gentleman from Nebraska was discussing the point of order. 
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I was discuss- 
ing the amendment, and understood the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi simply reserved the point of order. As I was about to 
say, a librarian teacher is one of the most useful persons in 
guiding the work of the students, and in the library the stud- 
ents are taught how to discover knowledge, are aided in their 
work so that the volume of work done by those librarians in 
their capacity as teachers, along with the work of librarian, 
I think clearly entitles them to the same grade and classifica- 
tion as those in class 5, with a basic salary of $950, 
Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 
Mr. SISSON. No. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that he thinks it is not subject to the point of order. 
Mr. SISSON. Then I would like to be heard. The salaries 
of all the teachers in class A, class 5, class 4 are fixed by the 
longevity law. Librarians are not in that longevity class, and it 
is clearly legislation to put the librarians in class 5 with the 
longevity law. 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will notice the statement 
made by the gentleman from Nebraska, he stated that on page 
36 the librarians are included in class 5, so that there would not 
be a change in classification to transfer them from that item to 
the present item. 
Mr. SISSON. It would then be subject to a point of order, 
because you are raising the salary of the librarians from $840 
to $950. You are increasing the salary of the librarian by the 
amendment. I think that makes it clearly subject to the point 
of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is the $840 on page 6 the statutory law? 
_ Mr, SISSON. That is the current law. We haye not yet 

reached that item. I céuld not, of course, raise the point of 
order on that item until it is reached. It embodies, of course, 
the same point of order that might lie against the $840. My 
recollection is that the salary of the librarians has been in- 
creased by the committee, and we carry an increase of salary 
there which would also be subject to the point of order, but 
this is clearly subject to the point of order because it raises the 
salary above the $840, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken, and the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I would like to make a few observations which I think are 
pertinent here upon the situation of the teacher. In doing so, I 
am not offering any criticism of either the committee or of the 
school situation in the District of Columbia.. I notice that the 
number of teachers given in the District is 2,035. I read in a 
report of a hearing yesterday that the average salary of the 
teacher in the District is $1,100. That is a very good showing 
in comparison with the average salary of the teachers through- 
out the country. I called up the Department of Education to 
ascertain whether they had the exact figures for the average 
salary of the teacher throughout the country, and they said 
that they had not anything more recent than 1916. At that time 
the average salary was $563. I saw a statement that I do not 
offer as accurate, because I have had no opportunity to verify 
it, that the average salary throughout the country in 1919 is 
$630. The Bureau of Education was not able to verify that 
statement. 

I also asked the bureau whether they had figures upon the 
number of teachers called into the service by the war, and they 
said that from the secondary schools 170,000 were taken, and if 
you include the colleges and universities and normal schools, 
and so forth, it would reach 200,000. The number of teachers 
throughout the United States is about 650,000, and you can 
readily see what proportion of the entire number went into 
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the service. The proportion of male teachers to the entire num- 
ber is about 20 per cent. Twenty per cent of 650,000 would be 
less than the total number that went into the service. There- 
fore, that figure included women teachers who have been called 
to Washington and elsewhere to enter the service of the Goy- 
ernment during the war. 

The problem now is to induce teachers who have gone into 
the service to return to the teaching profession. If any Mem- 
ber of Congress will consult with his friends who went out of 
the profession into the service he will be impressed with the 
desire not to return to the teaching business. I have made a 


little investigation along that line and I find that the service 
in the military realm has very much dissatisfied the teacher for 
We have a severe 


the work he or she was in before the war. 
problem there. 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. KREIDER. Does the gentleman know what the average 
length of service per year is? How many months? 

Mr. FESS. The average length of term for the year in the 
States varies greatly. In Ohio the minimum is nine months, 
and in the gentleman’s State I think it is eight months. In 
some States it is much less. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for five minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky.. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. At the point at which the gen- 
tleman closed just before asking for an extension of time the 
gentleman from Ohio was discussing the average length of the 
school year. It was ascertained by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia yesterday from the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction that for the District of Columbia the scholastic year 
is 180 days. 

Mr. FESS. One hundred and eighty days of school work. I 
thank my friend for that information. I think the questioner 
wanted a nation-wide answer, which I have not now in mind. 

Mr. KREIDER. Because the gentleman quoted the average 
wage, I was anxious to have the average length of time as ap- 
plied to wages. 

Mr. FESS. Now, let me have your attention just a moment 
on that particular item. There is some little opposition to a 
fairly good salary to teachers on the basis that they do not 
teach all the year. Let me say to the membership here that that 
is one of the most unfortunate features of school work, that 
there is an enforced vacation without the option of the teacher 
of a good portion of the year that is hurtful to him rather than 
helpful, and they have attempted to cure that in some places by 
hiring a teacher for 12 months, with a tenure in teaching for 9 
months, and giving a monthly salary that will carry the 
teacher through his vacation. It is a serious situation, gentle- 
men, and let me state again I am not finding fault either with 
the committee or with what is going on in this District. The 
committee has done well and the District is doing, I think, 
creditably on behalf of the teachers, but I want to know under 
the exigencies of the time what are we going to do for the 
schools of the country unless we make an appreciation of some 
sort in the way of remuneration. Let me suggest some facts 
that I am sure the Congressman has not in his mind. A teacher 
to enter the high schools of this District—I have not looked up 
the ruling, but I am absolutely certain I am correct, for I do not 
go in the statement beyond what are the requirements of the 
high school in the States and I know that the District of Co- 
lumbia is not in its demands below the average State—a teacher 
to enter the high-school service throughout the States must 
have the qualifications, first, of a high-school education, which 
means four years after the grades; a normal school education 
in many States, which means not less than two years and in 
some States four years beyond the high school, and, my friends, 
the distinguished gentleman from the third district of Ohio 
{Mr. Garp] has cities in his district that will not accept any 
teacher in any high school who has not a college diploma. What 
is true in his case is true in many States of the Union. A man 
or woman can not get into a first-class college without a first- 
grade high-school diploma, and a first-grade high-school diploma 
means mathematics up to the point of trigonometry and in 
language, four years of Latin and a certain amount of modern 
language and even some colleges include Greek. Greek, how- 
ever, is being dropped out, but Latin is not. This suggests the 
time and money as well as energy required to teach in a high 
school. If you put the wage of one who needs no training above 
the teacher, would any teacher spend the four years in the high 





oe ° 
106 
school and from two to four years in normal school and four 
years in a college or university and summer terms in our uni- 
versities in order to get a salary less than paid for a man or 
woman who needs no training of any sort? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GARD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
have five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARD. Does the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FESS. I will yield to my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. GARD. With reference to the argument which the gen- 
tleman is making on this very pertinent matter I have simply 
to say thet I saw a statement in the press the other day that 
hod carriers are now making $6 a day. 

Mr. FESS. A statement which I think is true, and which 
represents a general fact in the range of remuneration. 

Mr. BEE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I will. 

Mr. BEE. What is the qualification for a teacher in the 
schools of Washington, must he first have a high-school educa- 
tion 

Mr. FESS. I have not looked that up, but, of course, I am 
sure the high school requires specially trained teachers. 

Mr. SISSON. They require in the District a diploma from a 
college or a normal school. The District of Columbia have ac- 
credited schools from which they take teachers from outside the 
District. 

Mr. BEE. What is the average compensation and what is 
the lowest compensation paid to a teacher? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is $800, 

Mr. FESS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We had quite extensive hearings 
upon the question now suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and a very bright teacher made the following statement in 
response to a question by myself: 

As you understand, a teacher in the high schools of the District of 
Columbia has to have a college degree to begin with, the standard col- 
lege degree—an A. B. or B. 8. degree. 

Mr. FESS. That is my understanding. 
throughout the North and West. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is for a high-school teacher at 
the present time. Now, I do not wish to encroach upon the 
time, but I think I can—perhaps I had rather wait until the 
gentleman finishes, and then I will make a little further explana- 
tion in regard to the present salaries of the teachers of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BEE. That is what I wanted to find out—what the lowest 
salary was. 

Mr. FESS. The observation I want to make to Members, 
not suggesting there will be any change in this bill, because I 
think under the general conditions throughout the country the 
committee has done fairly well, but in order that we may see 
with eyes open: the situation facing the school work of the 
country. 

I can not for my life see how you can enlist the type of men 
and women that we ought to have to preside over the most 
precious, if not the greatest, source of wealth of the country, 
namely, the childhood of the Nation, at the rate we are paying 
for 2 man or woman teacher unless the teachers are subject to 
such an altruistic impulse that they are wanting to give their 
time as a sacrifice and who otherwise would be foolish to go on 
to make all the sacrifices in order to meet all the requirements 
of all the years to get ready to do a work that pays a salary so 
much below that commanded by other work that requires ab- 
solutely no training. [Applause.] This is a problem that faces 
me and you, and I wanted to get the facts before the Congress 
with the hope that in the period of high prices, as to the teachers, 
whose salaries are fixed and are suffering under a situation as 
if their salaries have been cut in two, because they get the same 
but pay twice for what they live on, there might be a move- 
ment to either bring the cost of necessaries down, if we know 
how to do it, or else lift the salaries of the teachers to a place 
where they can meet the increased cost. For you can not secure 
the type of character to direct the plastic mind of the youth 
SO as to grow not wealth nor to multiply dollars, but to grow men 
and women of strong heart power and strong will power—for 
they must come out of the schools of the country—at these low 
salaries. I dislike to know that we are paying more for brawn 
than we are for brain, and we should show a little appreciation 
for the development of the future citizens in their ability to do 
the work that the country will demand, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


{After a pause.] The 


It is the general rule 
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s 
time be extended one minute, so that I may ask him a question. 

Mr. FESS. I will yield for one minute if the time is extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will remember that when we 
passed the bill to establish a minimum wage of $3 for laborers 
in the District I offered an amendment that we should at the 
same time establish a minimum wage of $4 for every day in the 
year for teachers, and the gentleman will remember what hap- 
pened to that amendment by the vote of the House. I think $4 
should be a minimum of wage for teachers. 

Mr. FESS. Replying to my friend, my mind is not refreshed 
on that subject as he mentions it. The only thing I have in 
mind is as to how a man or woman can continue in such line of 
training at such salary as $563 per year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, prior to the year 
1918, prior to the 1919 law, which is in force at the present 
time, the basic salaries for the low-grade teachers were as fol- 
lows under, of course, the longevity system: Class 1, the lowest- 
paid teacher, was $500 per annum; class 2 was $600 per an- 
num; class 3 was $650 per annum; class 4, $800 per annum; 
class 5, $950 per annum; class 6, $1,000 per annum. That was 
the basic salary up to the current law, which is the law of 1919. 

Mr. BEE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think I will answer the gentle- 
man’s question. I would not suggest these things now if we had 
not gone by the opportunity to make a point of order. 

Mr. FESS. That is why I did not raise the question. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. In the bill that failed to become a 
law, when my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson] was 
chairman, we raised the basic salaries as follows: Class 1, of 
$500, we raised to $750. Mind you, that is the law. Class 2, of 
$600, we raised to $750; class 3, of the $650 class, we raised to 
$800, and class 4, the $800 class, we raised to $850. 

Now, we have raised in this bill—and we have gotten beyond 
the point of order—all of the lower class $50 apiece more. So 
at the present time the lowest-paid teacher in the District of 
Columbia gets $800 salary and $240 bonus, or $1,040 in all, if 
this bill becomes a law; and I believe it will, since we have gone 
beyond the point of order. Have I answered the gentleman’s 
question as to the low-grade teachers? 

Mr. BEE. Yes, sir. Here is what I wanted to suggest to the 
gentleman: I think the committee is to be congratulated upon 
its raising the salaries, but may I express the hope—and I think 
that is rather a familiar sound—that the next time the committee 
reports it will report a basic salary of not less than $1,200 for 
every teacher in the public schools in Washington. : 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will say this in response to what 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] has said. He asks the 
question, and a very pertinent question, as to what we are going 
to do to get teachers. That is a conundrum. I will simply say 
this, that before the war and up to, as I say, the first or second 
year of the war, the low-grade teacher was getting only $500 
a year. Now, if you gentlemen will be kind enough to pass this 
bill, and we succeed in getting it through the Senate, we will 
have a little more than doubled it. As to whether that will 
keep the teachers here or not is a conundrum. I think my es- 
teemed friend, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Frss], will be 
better able to answer that than I can. But we have done the 
very best we could under the conditions. In other words, we 
have $40 more than doubled the price of pay of the low-grade 
teachers since the war began. Whether that is enough or not 
I can not say. But that is what we submit to you gentlemen 
here. I am in favor of paying the teachers a good living always, 
because I am satisfied they earn it—of course, they work only 
nine months a year—and that has been demonstrated by the 
gentleman from Ohio to my satisfaction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

As to what my colleague has said about the salary of teach- 
ers, the current law raises the salary for the lowest grade 
teachers from $500 to $750, plus the bonus. Under the present 
bonus and present salary, in two years a teacher’s salary, in 
the low grades, has been increased over 100 per cent. It seems 
to me that is going some. But the chairman of the committee 
has not told you all the story. He did not tell you that the 
very next year the teacher who enters on a basic salary of 
$1,040 now will get a bonus of $240, 
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If the gentleman will permit me, 
the reason I did not tell that was that in my enthusiasm for the 
teachers I forgot it. 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. You can not tell what a teacher’s salary 
is by reading this bill. Ef you will look over here and see that 
something like $500,000 is carried in this bill to cover longevity 
pay, you will then begin to understand that in addition to the 
item of $1,000,000 you must carry nearly $500,000 to pay this 
longevity pay. In other words, the teacher who teaches a year 
gets the next year a longevity increase, and the next year an 
increase over thet, and so on for 10 years, the increase being 
$50 each year. 

Now, when the basic salary has been increased-and the | 
teacher has been teaching for 10 years, that longevity pay 
amounts to something like $500, so you must add that $500 to 
the $540—made up of the $300 and the $240, which makes $540— | 
and longevity pay added makes $1,040, which, of course, is more | 
than is carried on the face of the bill for the teacher if she has | 
been teaching 10 years. 

Now, I do not think anyone could complain of what the Dis- 
trict subcommittee has done for the school-teachers of Wash-'| 
ington. There are thousands of school-teachers in the city and | 


indeed, to be treated half as well as we treat them in the city 
of Washington. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. I stated that the average teacher throughout the 
country received $560. 

Mr. SISSON. Yes; and I understand the gentleman does not 
condemn this. But I have heard so much complaint in the news- 
papers and oral complaint in Washington about the pay of the 
teachers that I thought this was the time and the occasion when 
this subcommittee and this Congress might defend itself against 
the unwarranted charges that have been brought against it. 

Mr. BEE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. BEE. Reiterating my admiration for the committee for 
their splendid work in this line, I should like my friend from 
Mississippi to explain the method of the longevity pay. 

Mr. SISSON. Well, my friend the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee wants to get through this bill as speedily as possible. 
But if you will get the law and read it over you will find the 
provisions regarding longevity pay all written out. For instance, 
they provide a basic salary—that is, the entrance salary—and 
the second year they get additional pay. We will take, for exam- 
ple, class 2 or class 8. In that case the additional pay is $50, so 
that if the basic salary is $800, the next year they get $850, and 
the year after that they get $900, and the year after that $950, 
and so on, 

Mr. BEB. That answers the question. 

Mr. SISSON. I am sure the Board of Education and the 
Auditor of the District, as well as the members of your subcom- 
mittee, have never yet been able to figure out accurately what 
the longevity pay would amount to in any one year. 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. KREIDER. Does the District of Columbia have a teach- 
ers’ retirement fund so that when they reach a certain age they 
can continue to draw pay? 

Mr. SISSON. No; there is nothing of that here. 

Mr. KREIDER. We have that in Pennsylvania. 
to know. 

Mr. SISSON. They have no pensions here; but I think in 
view of what the committee has done for the teachers here, Mem- 
bers of Congress ought to be willing at least to say to the people 
when they go back home, “ We have done more for the teachers 
of the District of Columbia than we are doing for you teachers 
at home,” because that is true. [Applause.] The highest basic 
salary in the United States to teachers is in Boston and Phila- 
delphia. Cleveland has a very good basic salary. I will not 
worry you with figures, but here they are. But when you add 
the longevity pay to the teachers in the lower grades, the teach- 
ers of the District of Columbia are found to head the list of them 
all. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 
The Clerk will read. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Since the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Stsson] has been talking about longevity pay, I 


country schools all over this country who would be most happy, 
i 


I just wanted 
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will say it is something that I have never yet been able to fathom 
myself, and never yet have I found anybody who was able to 
fathom it satisfactorily to anybody else. But I hold in my hand 
a decument which I ask leave to insert in the Recorp, the May 
pay roll for the teachers of the District of Columbia, upon an 
annual basis, the actual pay roll. This, however, only includes 
the $120 bonus, and not the $240 bonus which they will get next 
month, after the 1st of July ; and it does net include on the lower 
grade the $50 that you have put in here. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesvta. Yes. 

Mr, CRAMTON., In other words, the statement that the gen- 
tleman proposes to put in the Recorp is a statement of the 
money that was actually paid to the teachers of the District of 
Columbia for the month of May, reduced to an annual basis? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. But, as I say, unis includes 
only the $120 bonus, and on the ist of July they will be entitled 
to an additional $120; and, of course, added to this for the 


| month of July, if we pass this bill, will be the $50 additional 


which each one of the low-grade teachers will receive. 

Now, with that explanation, I ask permission to put in the 
Recorp the May pay roll of the teachers of the District of 
Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman frum Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent to insert in the Recorp the siatement he refers to. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the statement referred to: 


May Pay ROLL ON AN ANNUAL BAsIs. 


Memorandum of salaries of teachers of public schoots of the District of 
Columbia by classes. 


Figures given include basic salary, longevity allowance, allowance to 
principals of grade schools for session rooms, and increase of compen- 
sation provided by law.: 


Salary 
per armDum. 
$870 
S95 
920 
945 
970 


Number. 


_ 870 
895 
920 
945 
970 


870 
895 
920 
945 
970 
995 
, 020 
, O40 
, 070 
, 095 
, 120 
, 160 


920 
950 
9so0 
1,010 
, 40 
70 

, 190 
, 130 
. 160 
» 190 
» 220 
, 130 
, 190 
. 220 
» 250 
, 280 
14,310 
, 340 
, 430 
, 460 
, 490 
, 520 


, 580 


_ 070 
,110 
, 150 

230 
; 270 
, 310 
7350 
, 430 
, 470 
. 290 
, 350 
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Salary 


per annum. 


Number. 
1 1 $1 


CLASS 6B. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. This was made out by the auditor 
of the District, Mr. Tweedale, who audits all the expenditures 
of the District of Columbia. It was made out last month. 

Mr. BEE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. BEF. I want to ask the chairman if he does not think 
the committee does itself an injustice, and the Congress as well 
does itself an injustice, in not having these items show that the 
$800, for instance, the lowest pay, is not in fact $800, but $1,040? 
It goes out to the country as $800, and unless I had asked the 
question and it had been answered, I would have supposed that 
every teacher was receiving only $800, when in fact they are 
receiving $1,040. Does not the committee do itself an injustice 
in not putting that in the bill? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is true. 
basic salary that is placed in the bill. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be much difficulty 
in understanding in these discussions on this bill what “ lon- 
gevity”’ really means. I am not sure if the gentleman under- 
stands it; I am not sure that I do or not. But would it not bea 
good plan if, in the course of his remarks, he would put into 
the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp the provisions of this longevity-pay 
law in a concise form, so that we might see just what is meant 
by “longevity pay ” and what its application is? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman mean to in- 
sert the law on the subject? 

Mr. GARD. Yes; that is what I mean. I note here on page 
37 it refers to the act of June 20, 1906, as amended in 1908, 
1910, and 1912. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
five closely printed pages. 

Mr. GARD. So much as that? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. So much as that, and the language 
of it is such that I question very much whether anyone except 
an expert can fathom what it means. I know I am unable to 
do so. 

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman then inform me where the 
longevity-pay law may be found? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Volume 34, Statutes at Large, be- 
ginning on page 316. 

Mr. GARD. I thank the gentleman very much. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Night schools: For teachers and janitors of night schools, including 
teachers of industrial, commercial, and trade instruction, and teachers 
and janitors of night schools may also be teachers and janitors of day 
schools, $50,000. 


This is only the 


TI have it here before me, and it is 


1 Includes allowance to principals, 
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Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I want to ask the chairman, Is there 
any plan devised by which teachers and janitors of night schools 
are paid? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
purpose here. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. 
vidually and not collectively. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The janitors run all through this 
bill. We have a kind of standardized pay for janitors running 
all through the bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Is there any reason why 
the night teachers should not be paid more than the amount 
specified under this section? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I know of no reason why they 
can not pay them more. The only question is the advisability 
of paying more. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsyivania. Then under this bill night 
teachers can be paid any amount that the board of education 
deems proper? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That rests with the board of edu- 
cation. We have a very large, intelligent, and trustworthy 
board of education. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Do you not also have the 
same board of education for the day schools? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We do. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. If your committee regulates 
the pay as to the day schools, why does it not regulate it as to 
the night schools? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think we do. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. There is no regulation here. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. There is nothing said about it 
here. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. The gentleman admitted that 
under this bill the night teachers could be paid any amount 
that the board of education might deem proper. 

Mr. FOCHT. Time and a half. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can give the gentleman the 
schedule for the pay of night-school teachers. Principals of 
high schools $54 per month for three nights a week—— 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Under what authority? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is in the law. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Not in this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Not in this bill; principals of 
high schools, $54 a month for three nights a week, S72 a 
month for four nights a week, $90 a month for five nights a 
week. 

Principals of graded schools, $45 a month for three nights 
a week, $60 a month for four nights a week, $75 a month for 
five nights a week. 

Teachers, $30 a month for three nights a week; $40 a month 
for four nights a week; $50 a month for five nights a week. 

Janitors, $15 to $380 per month for three nights a week; $20 
to $40 for four nights a week; $25 to $50 per month for five 
nights a week; and the rate varies according to the size of the 
building and the number of classes in the building. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylyania. How long has that law been 
in force? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. This is an estimate made up by 
the school board, and this is what they are acting upon now. 
That is the basis of the $50,000 appropriation which we carry 
in this bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Does the chairman of the 
committee think that after a teacher instructs pupils all day 
that same teacher can give the proper efficiency teaching at 
night? Do the pupils get as much attention from teachers who 
instruct all day? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I should hardly think so. 
excessive labor tends to weaken the quality of the labor. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Then is it wise to have day 
teachers instruct the night pupils? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is a question of policy 
which, as I say, the very large and distinguished school board 
of this District have determined upon, and I do not care to put 
my judgment against theirs. My judgment would amount to 
nothing when they really carry it into effect. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylyania. Have we no power to change 
that? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have, but not on an appropri- 
ation bill. The longevity law was reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia and not the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I will 
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Mr. FHSS. The day school is more weaving upon the teach- 
ers, because of the diseipline. I think any school-teacher will 
say that the weuring precess of teaching is not the teaching of 
the pupils so much as the maintaining of the esprit de corps of 
the class. The night scheol is attended by a different class: of 
pupils, and the diseipline there cuts no figure, because those 
who are there at night know what they are there for, while the 
pupils in the day school are there because the law requires 
them to be there; and the teacher who devotes an hour or more 
to the night school will not suffer the fatigue that he wouid in 
the daytime. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think I can straighten it out in 
the gentleman’s mind. The day teachers are not of necessity 
night teachers. It is optional with them, if they desire to do so. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I understand that. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. And in many instances teachers 
from the outside come in and teach in the night schools, espe- 
cially in the manual training and kindergarten departments. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I was thinking of the mental 
and physical advancement of the night pupils. When they come 
at night they have worked all day and are tired, and they do 
not want a teacher who is also fatigued and perhaps irritable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Miscellaneous : For rent of school buildings and grounds, repair shop, 
storage and stock rooms, $16,500, to be available immediately. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the words “be immediately available.” In this connection I 
would like to ask why we are renting school buildings and 
grounds and repair shops and stock and storage room instead 
of having school buildings erected. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can answer the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. MADDEN. Why do we not build them? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We are building as 
sible. 

Mr. MADDEN. As fast as we appropriate the money. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No; it is difficult to get labor and 
material. The authorities assert that they can not get the 
material and it is difficult to get labor. 

Mr. MADDEN. We are building buildings elsewhere. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Well, we are building new, but 
we have not built for two years. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think I asked the gentleman the other day 
what percentage of children who attend the schools are only able 
to attend half a day. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can give the gentleman the in- 
formation. 'The present enrollment is 57,000; 49 one-half time 
classes above the second grade total. more than 2,500, 

Mr. MADDEN. All the other children in the District have 
sufficient school facilities? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They do. 

Mr. MADDEN. My understanding is that they have nothing 
like the number of schoel buildings that they need: 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have 60 portable buildings to 
fill out the emergency. 

Mr. MADDEN. Are these portable buildings: being used? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes; and then they are building 
as fast as needed. The gentleman must remember that the 
schools are crowded; there ought not to be over 40 in a class, 
and in some of the classes there are 55 and some 60, but the 
children are being taught. They could be taught better if we 
had more buildings. 

Mr. MADDEN. We seem to have plenty of money in the 
District. They raise a sufficient amount in taxes and then 
they have our contribution from the Federal Treasury to do all 
that is necessary in the District in a proper way. I think one 
of the most important functions of the municipal government is 
to supply education to the growing manhood and womanhood in 
this country. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I believe that 484 other Members 
of Congress are of the same opinion. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then why do we not appropriate? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We appropriate as fast as the 
school board and the commissioners recommend it and as fast 
as they can furnish material and laber. Your committee has 
gone as far in that direction as the board desires. 

Mr. MADDEN. It seems to me the board ought net to decide 
the question when it is evident on its face that they are not 
making such reeommendations. as ought to be put inte effeet. 
If the board of education and the commissioners are lax in the 
performance of their duty-—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That rafses a new question. I do 
not say that the gentleman fs ecensuring the board of education. 
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They are fine men. They are appointed by the justices of the 
Supreme Court ef the District instead of by the commissioners 
or being elected by the people, as they probably ought to be. 
We had a provision in the bill to permit the board of education 
to be appointed by the commissioners, but it was stricken out 
on a point of order. If the gentleman is: censuring the board 
he is censuring Congress in striking out the provision, and cen- 
suring the people of the District for wanting to retain the ap- 
pointment of the board in the hands of the supreme court. 

Mr. MADDEN. Let me say to the gentleman that I had some- 
thing to do with the writing of that law. I think I was one of 
three men who drew the law requiring the board of education 
to be appointed by the court. I think it has been the most benefi- 
eent law we have had on the statute books. I do not think the 
board should be appointed by the District Commissioners, be- 
eause I do not think they are the men best qualified for that pur- 
pose. I do not think they ought to be elected by the people. Ef 
think somebody sufficiently far away from the turmoil of Dis- 
trict management, who can see the needs of education and not 
be affected by the clamor for places, a body like the supreme 
court, should have the power to appoint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. I desire five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The remarks that I have made were 
along the theory that the gentleman from Illinois theught the 
board of education was not properly performing its duty. 

Mr. MADDEN. T say if the board fails to perform its duty 
I do not say that it does, but if it does fail 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. How are you going to get rid of 
them? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not want te. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. Is it not possible and probable that the unusually 
large attendance during this time produces the condition of 
which the gentleman complains? 

Mr. MADDEN. We are not likely to have that condition 
ehanged. I remember that before the war began we had 28,000 
civil employees in the Distriet of Columbia outside of the War 
and the Navy .Departments. To-day we have at least 120,000. 
And if the present indications mean anything we are liable to 
have them for a long time to come. DPven when we had 28,000 
we did not have school facilities enough to meet conditions. [It 
makes no difference what the board of education recommends, 
if they fail to perform their duty to the extent they should we 
have the power to override their recommendations. 

I think we should have vision enough and interest enough in 
the education of the coming generation to see to it that fucili- 
ties are supplied. If we did not have the money, if it was 
impossible to raise the money, that might be a goed reason for 
not doing it; but they do raise it, they have the money, they 
ean put the buildings up, and they have the lots upon which 
there are no buildings now. It is true they have been putting 
up movable buildings, frame structures, to a very limited ex- 
tent. I do not think they have used all those that they have 
erected. They have not even been erecting them as quickiy 
as they should, and the education of the cliildren of the Dis- 
trict has been in a large measure neglected. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have some children here. Do I understand 
that my children may not get a full year’s education here in the 
public schools? 

Mr. MADDEN. It depends upon their age. 

Mr. FOSTER. They are of the high-school age. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think likely they will be able to crowd 
in some place within the walls of the school, but whether they 
will have sufficient facilities that will give them the kind of 
education they ought to have under the present plan I do not 
know. 

Mr. FOSTER. 
try in Ohio. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is a pretty good place, but this is not 
a bad one. Ohio, of course, is in the public eye. Everybody 
reeognizes that as the magnet to which all of the people of the 
Unien should go. 

Mr. FOSTHR. Seriously, I want to suggest this: I have 
great confidence in the gentleman, and I would like to follow 
him, if something ean be done to remedy this condition. 

Mr. MADDEN. It ought to be done, and I am simply saying 
what I have said for the purpose of calling it to the attention 
ef the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations hav- 


Then I better send them back to Ged’s coun- 





CONGRESSIONAL 


ing charge of the District appropriations, for they have the 
power, regardless of what recommendations may be made by 
the board of education or the District Commissioners, and they 
should exercise it. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. The chairman of the committee referred to 49 
classes on half time. I want to know whether that half time 
is due to the fact that we do not have room or whether this 
is the part-time system of school work, where a pupil spends 
half the time in study and the other half in some industry some- 
where? 

Mr. MADDEN.: That is due to the fact that we have not the 
school facilities, because children who attend in the forenoon 
are not permitted to attend in the afternoon, and the classrooms 
occupied by those in the forenoon are occupied by others in the 
afternoon. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
trary. 

Mr. MADDEN. I happen to know, because I happen to have 
children that have been required to go for a half day. One 
month they are required to go in the forencon and the next 
month in the afternoon, and the room that is occupied by those 
children in the forenoon is occupied by a lot of other children 
in the afternoon, not because they are at work, because they are 
not able to work, as they have not yet reached that age. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. Does the gentleman insist upon the point of 
order? 

Mr. MADDEN. 
available.” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to 
concede that the point of order is well taken, but I thought the 
gentleman wanted this money available immediately so that the 
comniissioners could go to work as speedily as possible. 

Mr, MADDEN. This is for rent. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. All right; but they need the money. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, every session of 
Congress, when the District of Columbia appropriation bill is 
under consideration, we hear much about the lack of school fa- 
cilities and the overcrowded schools. Some four or five years ago 
1 got the Commissioners of the District to furnish me with a map 
of the District of Columbia, and to mark every schoolhouse on 
that map with a red star. When they had done so, I counted 
them, and found there were 299 permanent public school build- 
ings in the District of Columbia, and many have been built 
since, 

Originally the District of Columbia was 10 miles square. In 
1845 that part of the District which was on the other side of the 
Potomac River was taken off, leaving the District about 7 miles 
square. Ten per cent of that is water and the rest is land. You 
have more than 300 permanent schoolhouses upon those 7 
square miles, and interspersed all through them you have 
parochial and private schools in great numbers. A flying ma- 
chine could hardly go over the District of Columbia end drop a 
bomb without hitting a schoolhouse somewhere. Yet year after 
year we hear that we are lacking in school facilities. 

They talk about 59,000 pupils being enrolled in the District of 
Columbia. Thaf is about correct; but two-thirds of them do not 
attend the public schools. The others go to the parochial and to 
the private schools, and many do not go at all. Some schools 
are overcrowded and others are almost empty. Why? Because 
children will go on the street cars, with the consent and ap- 
proval of their parents and the consent of the Board of Educa- 
tion, and ride by two or three schools to get to the one that they 
prefer. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then does not the gentleman from Kentucky 
think there ought to be an equalization by direction of the 
Board of Education of the schools at which attendance should be 
required? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Certainly there ought to; but 
ihat would interfere with another plan. You know the great 
game in the District of Columbia is real estate speculation and 
promotion. Every time that a man goes out into the country 
and opens up a primeval forest and maps it out on paper with 
town lots, the first thing he must get is an engine house and a 
police station and a school. To do what the gentleman suggests 
would stop the building of those schools in order to promote the 
selling of town lots in some of the suburbs here, as I said, in un- 
broken forests. I advisedly call them unbroken forests. You 
have rural routes here in the District of Columbia that are 
lighted by electric lights. This thing of not having plenty of 
school accommodations in the way of houses in the District of 
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Columbia is all bosh. There are plenty of accommodations here. 
I have seen statements in the newspapers in the last few years 
gone by about schoolrooms being overcrowded, and the very rext 
day I, with others, would go to those selfsame schoolrooms and 
find them half empty. This is newspaper bosh that a lot of you 
have been reading, and it is not supported by the facts at all. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield for just 
a moment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. My attention has been called to 
what Gen. Knight said. He said: 


The War Industries Board limited us to the number of 20 of our 
portable school buildings. That is all we have got out of 80. 


The War Industries Board is another thing that prevented the 
building of more, and I wish to insert that in the Recorp. That 
is one reason why we did not build all the schools. That, how- 
ever, has been removed, and they are proceeding as rapidly as 
possible. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Another matter, where one of 
these school promoters will go to a newspaper, to a committee 
room, or to gentlemen who are to come upon this floor and ex- 
plain their notions and their ideas about schools, is that they 
invariably mention the great number of children enrolled in the 
schools of the District of Columbia. They never tell the number 
of children who actually attend, and I know beyond peradven- 
ture that there is ample school room. 

Mr. BEE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will. 

Mr. BEE. Is there any rule or law in the District of Colum- 
bia that requires children to attend within the school district? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. No; and the school board in 
recent years ought to have written such a regulation. 

Mr. BEE. In other words, to require the children in this 
area to go to this school and not be permitted to go to a school 
over here except by transfer. If they would do that then they 
would not have some schools empty and some schools full. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will say to the gentleman, 
some years ago when Mr. Roosevelt was President and his 
children attended one of the public schools here, after he started 
his children to that school that schoolhouse, which was doubly 
ample for all the school children within reasonable reach of it, 
was overcrowded to an extent that they tell me that more than 
half the time they could not get within a square of where the 
schoolhouse was; they all wanted to go right there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

- Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the school build- 
ings we have had some trouble always in getting the facts as to 
exactly the amount of space needed, and when Mr. Burleson, the 
present Postmaster General, was chairman of the District subcom- 
mittee there was a great hue and cry raised in the District about 
the crowded conditions of the schools. At his suggestion the 
Engineer Commissioner of the District measured the school floor 
and air space in the District of Columbia at some considerable 
trouble, and the schoolroom space in the District of Columbia 
at that time was a greater number of square feet per pupil and 
a greater number of cubic feet air space per pupil than any city 
in the United States and perhaps in the world. Now, that is the 
engineer’s report after an accurate survey. Since that time 
there have been built a number of palatial school buildings, 
among them the Central High School, which is looked upon as 
being one of the greatest public school plants in the world, and 
then the colored school on M Street has been built, another very 
palatial and magnificent building. Those buildings cost aver- 
aging a million dollars each. Those have been built since the 
survey was made, and then additions have been made in the 
way of 8, 10, and 12 rooms and 3 or 4 rooms since that time, 
and since my friend, the present chairman of this subcommittee, 
and I have been on the subcommittee, and numbers of these 
school buildings were put up under .Mr. Paice’s administration 
as chairman, and your subcommittee has not been at all nig- 
gardly in supplying school facilities for the District of Columbia. 
The present chairman is a very strong advocate of the best school 
system. I refer to the present chairman of the subcommittee, 
not only for fair treatment to school-teachers but to the school 
children, so no criticism can be lodged against the chairman 
of the committee because he has been most zealous and most 
active in the interest of better schools and more school build- 
ings in the District of Columbia. But he has his limitations; 
we all have our limitations. There isa certain amount of money 
that can be well and reasonably expended in the District of 
of Columbia. Not only that, but the testimony before this com- 
mittee at the present time by the architect was that owing to 
the conditions of labor and the conditions of material there 
was just a certain amount of material to work with that could 
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be gotten and that could be economically used within the next 
current fiscal year, and your subcommittee gave them the money, 
all that could be economically used. 

Mr. BEE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. I will. 

Mr. BEE. Has this committee the power to subdivide the 
children of Washington into school districts? 

Mr. SISSON. No; not this committee. 

Mr. BEE. Has the Congress that power? 

Mr. SISSON. The Congress has that power. 

Mr. BEE. That ought to be done. 

Mr. SISSON. Now, the school board has ample authority to 
decide and say which school children shall attend and confine 
them within that area. That was gone into some time back. 
The condition that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JoHN- 
SON] speaks of got to be quite acute here at one time. Children 
would desire to follow some school-teacher or go to some par- 
ticular school which they thought happened to be a little better 
or had a little better building than a near-by school, and at that 
time there was a readjustment of the matter, and an effort was 
made to relieve the situation, so that evil possibly in the public- 
school system can not be traceable either to the subcommittee 
or to Congress. There are a certain amount of administrative 
duties that devolve upon the school board here, and if there is a 
fault to it, it is not our fault. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to 
address the committee for three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I have just said 
that everybody here who wants to get ground purchased for a 
school building and wants another school building erected some- 
where in order to promote real estate transactions invariably 
speaks of the great number of enrolled children, and they always 
speak of them as “ children.” 

The school rolls of the District of Columbia stand a better 
chance to be padded than the school rolls of any other place on 
the American Continent, for the reason that there is no maxi- 
mum school age. A few years ago I went into the ages of those 
who were attending schools here, and I found that they ranged 
from 5 years to 66 years. That is a positive fact. Now, then, 
whom do they enroll? At what age do they stop the enroll- 
ment in order to get 60,000 enrolled pupils? They do it for a 
purpose. It is not beneficial to the school system. I just 
wanted to invite attention to that fact. I will say that I looked 
into the ages of the students at one of the schools at that time, 
some five or six years ago, and the average school age at that 
school was 243 years. 

Mr. BEE. May I ask the gentleman a question? Do they 
not take a census of the school children of this District at all? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Somebody does. I do not know 
who. When they say it is 60,000 I presume they would not say 
so unless they took some sort of a census. 

Mr. BEE. How do they arrive at the enrollment at all, then, 
if you know? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
number they want. 

Mr. BEE. And the amount of money they need? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For equipment of temporary rooms for classes above the second grade, 
now on half time, and to provide for estimated increased enrollment 
that may be caused by operation of the compulsory education law, and 
for purchase of all necessary articles and supplies to be used in the course 
$5 a which may be provided for atypical and ungraded classes, 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move-to strike out the last word, 
for just a minute and not to consume time. We have the half- 
time provision in this paragraph. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. This is for equipment. 

Mr. FESS. I am concerned whether or not the District pro- 
vides for half-time equipment, not because there is a lack of 
facility either in schoolrooms or in teachers but in order to 
meet that exigency that we meet in some places in the night 
school and in other places in the part-time school. The chair- 
man of the committee is exceedingly familiar with the legisla- 
tion we have had throughout the country on the provision for the 
part-time schools, and if the city of Washington does not have a 
provision in its school system to make it possible for a pupil to 
study or attend school one half the time and work the other 
half, the city of Washington is not keeping up with the move- 
ment of the educational reforms of the country. And I am 
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asking the chairman of the committee whether the system does 
not include the part-time school as well as the all-day school? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. -I think it does. 

Mr. FESS. I am glad to have that information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For furniture, including clocks, pianos, and window shades for addi- 
tions to buildings ; equipment. for kindergartens ; and tools and furnish- 
ings for manual-training, cooking, and sewing schools, as follows: 
Three kindergartens, $2,400; two sewing schools, $520; one housekeep- 
ing and cooking school, $800; one cooking school, $580; two manual 
training shops, $1,480; portable schools, $12,500; in all, $18,280, to be 
available immediately. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
words “ to be available immediately.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of necessary expenses connected with the organization 
and conducting of community forums and civic centers in school build- 
ings, including equipment, fixtures, and supplies for lighting and equip- 
ping the buildings, payment of janitor service, secretaries, teachers, 
organizers, and clerks, and employees of the day schools may also be em- 
ployees of the community forums and civic centers, $30,000. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. What is the reason that the appropriation for this pur- 
pose has been increased 100 per cent? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Originally we had $15,000 in the 
District bill, and the deficiency act contained $6,000 additional, 
making $21,000, and we have increased it $9,000 because, as we 
claim, of increased work and activity in the community forums 
and the increase in the expense of paying janitor services, and 
one thing and another. 

Mr. WALSH. Have they increased the number of the forums? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think they have, and want to 
increase them many more. They wanted, I think, $60,000, but 
we kept them down to $30,000. But the expense of maintain- 
ing them has increased considerably. They have to pay certain 
expenses, such as for janitors, and so forth. We have increased 
that only $9,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 

The children of officers and men of the United States Army and Navy 
stationed outside of the District of Columbia shall be admitted to the 
public schools without payment of tuition. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. Do I understand that if there are officers of 
the Army who are on duty in Baltimore or in Virginia, they can 
send their children in here to Washington and have tuition 
without charge, the families not living in the District at all? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The principal object of this new 
legislation, if you so call it, is to take in the children of officers 
over here at Fort Myer. That is chiefly the reason. They made 
it general. I do not think that it will catch any who are living 
in Baltimore, so far as that is concerned, but those around on 
the edge of the District, living in Maryland, and particularly 
at Fort Myer. It is in the current law. 

Mr. WALSH. That does not take it out of the reach of the 
point of order. 

Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman will yield, I myself objected to 
this language before, for the reason that the language is broad 
enough to enable a naval officer living anywhere in the United 
States to put his children in school here. As I understand the 
purpose for which it was put in the bill, it was that the children 
of officers stationed at Fort Myer and near-by places might have 
school facilities. But the language is entirely too broad. If the 
bill would restrict the language so as to include the children of 
Army officers stationed at Fort Myer, where they do not happen 
to have any near-by school facilities, there would be no harm 
in it. But I do not think it is abused at all now. I think only 
the children of officers attend who do not have those facilities 
near where they reside. 

Mr. WALSH. I assumed from the hasty examination of the 
appropriation act that this was a seeming war-emergency provi- 
sion that was put in. 

Mr. SISSON. I do not think so. 
prior to that. 

Mr. WALSH. Not long. 

Mr. SISSON. There was some objection to it, but we were 
requested to put it in the bill, and it was put in. 

Mr. BEE. My understanding of that proposition is this: We 
have a large cantonment near San Antonio. An officer may be 
at a station far removed from the railroad, while his family 
may be in Washington, and this is to permit those children to 
attend the schools. We have the same provision in our city. If 
an officer is living at a post, his children may attend the schools 
in the city, because they have no fixed habitation. 
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Mr. WALSH. That is true. But a number of Army officers 
who have established homes elsewhere are sent to various 
camps and cantonments all over the country, and while they are 
there, particularly during the social season, their families come 
to Washington and hire an apartment or live in a hotel, and send 
their children to the high school or various other institutions. 
I think that if this is intended for Fort Myer or a near-by reser- 
vation, yeu ought to be specific. I make a point of order on the 
language. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter the board of education is authorized to use all necessary 
floor 2nd room space in the Franklin School Building for office purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
hat paragraph for the purpose of .sking the chairman of the 
committee a question about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York reserves 
a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I believe I can satisfy the gentle- 
man in just a moment that the gentleman ought not to make 
a point of order on the paragraph. The Franklin Schoo! con- 
tains ut the present time the following officers: 

Ofticers located in Franklin School: Superintendent of schools. Two 
tant superintendents of schools. Secretary board of education ; 

ntendent of janitors. Medicai inspection; school nurses. Divi- 
sion of primary instruction. Division of intermediate instruction. 
Supervisor of manual training. General secretary of community cen- 
ters. Financia) official board of education. Board of examiners. Child- 
labor office. Statistician. Director of special activities. . 

The bureau of education and agriculture department are temporarily 
using two rooms: Assembly hall and board room. 


POU Oe I cilia crete ete eas teense hd eee oes beet ge tgs nie ceil ein enema 25 
Nember Geel Ter Gieoee..... 2. owes 19 
Number used for teaching 4 


It is the intention te use all available space for administrative pur- 
poses but not to disturb the four rooms for teaching. 

Persons employed in offices in the building: Fourteen general adminis- 

rative officers ; 25 assistants and clerks. 

The Franklin School Building is at present in a very crowded 
condition. The number of rooms used for teaching is only four. 
It is not the intention to take these four rooms away at all until 
ve can construct other buildings in place of the four rooms that 
are now being used. I have that on the express statement not 
only of the superintendent of schools but of the Board of Edu- 
cation. They are very much in need of additional room. If 
the gentleman makes the point of order, I wish him to be ad- 
vised that net a single pupil will be deprived of school attend- 
ance by virtue of this item, and it is only after we shall have 
obtained additional facilities that these four rooms will be used 
for purposes other than as schoolrooms. 

Mr. PLATT. I notice there is some apprehension concerning 
this language among people interested in the schoois, lest these 
four rooms should be taken from the pupils. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. After hearing this matier thrashed 
out for several years, I am thoroughly convinced that there is 
no ground whatever for apprehension. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
his point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. We have just heard the cry 
of lack of school facilities, which is unfounded, however. The 
Frauklin Seheoe] Building, if I am correctly advised, is on Thir- 
teenth Street, between I and K? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Where would those children go 
to school now if this house is taken away from them? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not know. I ean not say. 
But they would go to the nearest school, provided we furnished 
rooms and buildings for them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not locate it now geographi- 
cally. Perhaps my colleague {Mr. Sisson] could. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Over on Nineteenth Street, not 
very far from Pennsylvania Avenue, is an old engine house. It 
is a nice piece of property in a fine neighborhood. Some years 
ago a society here which some people call the “ Cliff Dwellers,” 
but which calls itself the “ Seciety of Oldest Inhabitants” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Not “ the Smart Set” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I do not know whether it is 
called “the Smart Set” or not. The editor of the Washington 
Star. I believe, is the president of it. Now, that house, oceupy- 
ing - great deal of floor space, beth on the ground floor and 

bove, something like 10 years ago, by act of Congress, was given 


abo 
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to that society ; or rather the use of it was given to that society. 
Now, instead of depriving the children of a schoolhouse in the 
midst of a thickly populated neighborhood, why not undo that 
act and take that engine-house property over there which this 
society, the “ Oldest Inhabitants,” is now using, and let some 
of these officers go there? Does not the gentleman think that 
would be better, now that rents are so high? The United States 
Government is renting property at all kinds of fabulous prices 
here, and the District of Columbia itself is renting property at 
fabulous prices, and yet it is giving away valuable pieces of 
property of its own. Is it not a good time now to correct that? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The chief reason I suggest in 
opposition to the gentleman’s argument is that in my opinion 
the school officers, the heads of all the departments, should be 
in one building. No doubt the suggestion of the gentleman is 
goed. No doubt that property ought to be taken away. If I am 
chairman of the subcommittee framing the next bill, and the 
gentleman will come before that committee, I will not only listen 
to him but I will encourage him in producing evidence to war- 
rant the taking over of that “Cliff Dwellers” building if 
possible. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, to still further 
stimulate the movement in the right direction, in order that the 
property now occupied by the “Cliff Dwellers” may be taken 
back, I make a point of order against this item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The 


For instruction of blind children of the District of Columbia, in Mary- 
land or some other State, under a contract to be entered into by the 
commissioners, $7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Pro- 
vided, That all expenditures under this appropriation shall be made un- 
der the supervision of the board of education. 

Mr. FESS. 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
out the last word. 

Mr. FESS. I desire, Mr. Chairman, at this stage to offer a 
word of congratulation to the committee for the recognition 
they have given of the valuable school work in the Capital of 
the country. I do not care to take the time just to consume it, 
but I really think that in view of what has been done in other 
parts of the country on school matters, there is a word of con- 
gratulation due to the Congress for its attempt to appreciate 
education here. 

I think that the Capital has among its buildings the finest 
school equipment of any city, probably, in the world. I doubt 
if there is any city anywhere that has a finer institution in the 
way of public education than the Central High School and the 
other school that was mentioned for the colored children. If 
there be a crowded condition of the school pepulation, I could 
understand it by the great influx of population induced by the 
war. While it is true that those who have come add to the pepula- 
tion about 100,000, as I understand, yet they would not all rep- 
resent families, and therefore would not increase the school 
population in anything like that rational proportion, and yet 
they would increase the school attendance in a degree. That 
would make imminent a crowded situation that would be more 
or less temporary, and thus the rental method would have to be 
resorted to, rather than permanent buildings. 

A good deal has been said about the manner of the appoint- 
ment of teachers. I do not share in the criticisms of some of 
our best friends of education we have here in this Congress, on 
the manner of the selection of the school board. I think one of 
the most important features of a good sehool system is to have 
a board that can act fairly independently. I am not afraid of 
the pressure that would be brought upon a board, but you can 
see, all of us reeognize, that some little incident comes up and 
a tremendous storm will soon be brewing against the sehool 
board or school authorities, and it might not be anything more 
than temporary, if not a mere trifle. One of the things that a 
good school system must have is a fairly independent board, to 
act for the interests of the school children without reference to 
any particular prejudice or influence coming from any seurce. 
While I was not in Congress when this plan was adopted, I 
have looked upon it as being one of the sources of a splendid 
school system in our Capital. I want to take this opportunity 
to say again that I think eur Capital ought to be an object les- 
son for all the country of what our schools should be—first, in 
the character of the teaching; secondly, in the charaeter of the 
equipment ; and, thirdly, in all that goes in the way of physical 
requirements for buildings, conveniences, and so on. If there is 
any feature of a modern school system that is not provided for 
in the city of Washington, I have failed to detect it. I think this 
much ought to be said to this committee by a practical school 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
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man, whose life has been devoted to school work, because it is 
due not only to the committee but to the Congress. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary expenses of inspection of dairy farms, including amounts 
that may be allowed the health officer, assistant health officer, chief medi- 
cal inspector in charge of contagious-disease service, and inspectors as- 
signed to the inspection of dairy farms, for maintenance by each of a 
horse and vehicle at not to exceed $25 per month, or motor vehicle at not 
to exceed $30 per month, for use in the discharge of his official duties, 
and allowances for such other inspectors in the service of the health 
department as the commissioners may determine, of not to exceed 
P55 month for maintenance of a motor cycle each, or of not exc ng 

25 per annum for the maintenance of a bicycle each, for use in the dis- 
charge of their official duties, and other necessary traveling expenses, 
$7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I should like to ask the reason for making an allowance 
of $15 per month for the maintenance of a motor cycle and then 
an allowance of $25 a year for the maintenance of a bicycle? 
What maintenance is there of a bicycle that would run up to 
$25 a year? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I really can not tell the gentleman, 
except that has been the established amount. It is the current 
law and has been the established amount ever since I have been 
on the District Committee. I can not tell what expenditures 
there can be for a bicycle amounting to $25 a year, but never- 
theless it is urged all the time. 

Mr. SISSON. There is an allowance of $15 a month for the 
maintenance of a motor cycle, or of $25 a year for the main- 
tenance of a bicycle. Of course, the maintenance of the motor 
cycle is more expensive on account of the cost of gasoline and 
tires, 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I understood the gentleman’s 
question was concerning the maintenance of a bicycle. 

Mr. WALSH. That is correct. 

Mr. SISSON. That is $25 per annum, which is a little over 
$2 a month. That is for tires and repairs. The inspector fur- 
nishes his own bicycle. The District does not furnish it. 

Mr. WALSH. He furnishes his own bicycle? 

Mr. SISSON. He furnishes his own bicycle. It costs about 
$2 a month to pay fines and keep the bicycle in repair and buy 
new tires and about $15 a month to maintain a motor cyde— 
$180 a year for the motor cycle and $25 for the bicycle, both of 
which are owned by the employee. 

Mr. WALSH. They use these on inspecting trips? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. Throughout the District? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes; attending to Government business. Of 
course, when they are not on Government work they use their 
bicycles and motor cycles as they please, but they are on duty 
six days a week and eight hours a day, working all the time for 
the District. 

Mr. WALSH. I suppose they have somebody who inspects the 
bicycles to differentiate between the wear and tear when bicycles 
are used on Government business and when they are used for 
personal business. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the maintenance of a dispensary or dispensaries for the treat- 
ment of persons suffering from tuberculosis and of persons suffering 
from venereal] diseases, including payment for personal service, rent, 
and supplies, $12,500: Provided, That the commissioners may accept 
Such volunteer services as they deem expedient in connection with the 
establishment and maintenance of the dispensaries herein authorized : 
Provided further, That this shall not be construed to authorize the 
expenditure or the payment of any money on account of any such volun- 
teer service. , 

Mr. WALSH. I reserve a point of order on the paragraph. 
I should like to inquire about the last proviso. We make an 
appropriation of $12,500 for the treatment of persons suffering 
from tuberculosis and venereal diseases, and then say— 

That this shall not be construed to authorize the expenditure or the 
payment of any money on account of any such volunteer service. 

Now, if you have some volunteer physicians and nurses, who 
go into this dispensary and treat people, under this proviso they 
can not use any of the suppljes that are purchased under this 
appropriation, as I construe the second proviso. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not think so. That is in- 
tended to prohibit the payment of any money for services. 

Mr. WALSH. It says on account or for any such volunteer 
service. It seems to me that that language would prevent the 
use of any supplies bought out of the $1,200 appropriation. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is not the purpose. It is to 
prevent the paying of money out for volunteer service. That 
is the intention. 

Mr. WALSH. I think instead of the words “on account of” 
the word “ for” would be preferable, so that it will read, “ The 


That inspector probably has an automobile. 
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expenditure or payment of money for any such volunteer serv- 
ice.” Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order and offer 
an amendment, in line 16, page 59, striking out the words “on 
account of” and inserting the word “ for.” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Macee). The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 59, line 16, after the word “‘ money,” strike out the words “on 
account of” and insert in lieu thereof the word “for.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, referring to the hospital situa- 
tion here, I notice that there are only two hospitals referred 
to, the Garfield Memorial and the Providence Hospital. My 
question is what hospitals in the city are provided for in this 
bill? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. There are many that follow on 
subsequent pages. These only pertain to the isolating wards. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hospital for the Insane: For support of indigent insane of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in St. Elizabeths Hospital, as provided by law, 
$500,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I notice that we have the lucky number of 13 Republicans 
on that side in the consideration of this bill. I would like to 
know if the chairman expects to finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not expect to fully finish it, 
but I want to read along a little further. 

Mr. BLANTON. And the gentleman does not desire a larger 
audience? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No; we have a fair audience. I 
notice on the other side the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
S1sson] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] watching 
pretty closely, and I am glad they are. 

Mr. GARD. We make up in quality. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For expenses of camps, including hire of horses for officers required to 
be mounted, and such hire not to be deducted from their mounted pay, 
and for the payment of commutation of subsistence for enlisted men whe 
may be detailed to guard or move the United States property at home 
stations on days immediately preceding and immediately following the 
annual encampments, damages to private property incident to encamp- 
ments, instruction, practice marches and practice cruises, drills and 

arades, fuel, light, heat, care, and repair of armories, offices, and store- 

ouse, practice ships, boats, machinery and dock, dredging alongside of 
dock, telephone service, horses and mules for mounted organizations, 
street car fares (not tc exceed $200) necessarily used in the transaction 
of official business, and for general incidental expenses of the service, 
$24,000. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in line 18, page $1, 
the word “ storehouse” should be “ storehouses.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALSH. Can the gentleman, chairman of the committee, 
give some explanation for the extraordinary increase in this 
item—$7,500 to $24,000? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I know the reason why it was put 
in. The parties interested, and I will say that I am interested 
myself by being a National Guard man, state that before the war 
broke out we were expending more than double this amount. 
When the war broke out it broke up the National Guard organ- 
ization, and they are trying to reconstruct it. They wanted a 
much larger sum; they wanted $50,000 or $60,000, and we gave 
them this small amount of $24,000. I think it is absolutely neces- 
sary if you are going to reorganize. 

Mr. WALSH. And the effort is to reorganize it on prewar 
conditions? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not know as they want to do 
that; I do not know that they want to go that far, but they have 
a rifle range, and they want to reestablish that on a reasonable 
basis. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For emergency fund, to be used only in case of a serious break 
requiring immediate repairs in one of the more important aqueduct 
or filtration-plant structures, such as a ‘dam, conduit, tunnel, bridge, 
building, or important piece of machinery, $5,000; all expenditures 
from this appropriation shall be reported in detail to Congress. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Minnesota 
if from the concluding words of this paragraph we may infer 
that the other appropriations of the bill are not reported in 
detail to Congress? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Not at all. This is one of those 
complex, divided propositions about which I tried to inform 
the gentleman in my opening statement. The Washington 
Aqueduct here is under the War Department, and they get the 
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water into the city. After it comes here we take care of it 
and meter all the premises and handle the water. We wanted 
to make sure that the War Department would report in detail 
their expenses, and I think it is a very good provision. 

Mr. WALSH. Is there not a report in detail for the epera- 
tion of the aqueduct? . 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not wish to criticize along 
that line, but I would like to have a little more detailed and 
itemized statement of the expenditure of this money. 

Mr. WALSH. But it is particularily important that this 
$5,000 emergency appropriation should be reported in detail 
because of the complexity of the situation and the possible 
conflict of authority, 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think if the gentleman will read 
that carefully, he will see it is intended that the entire expense 
of the Washington Aqueduct shall be covered by that. 

Mr. WALSH. No; I do not think it bears that construction. 
It says $5,000 for this emergency fund, and then we find the 
language: 

\ll expenditures from this appropriation shall be reported in detail 
io Congress 

I submit. of course, that would apply to the paragraph in 
which the language is found. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk reads I move to 
strike out the last word of the preceding paragraph, for the pur- 
pose of asking the chairman how long he proposes to run to- 
night? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, my purpose is, 
unless interfered with, to read just another page, over to section 
7, and then have the committee rise. 

Mr. FESS. It is now about 5 o'clock, and it has been pretty 
hot to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We will then have gotten through 
all of these matters and will have come to some new matter. I 
want to give the House full opportunity to discuss the items fol- 
lowing that, if it is desired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the commissioners are authorized to employ in the execu- 
tion of work the cost of which is payable from the appropriation account 
created in the District of Columbia appropriation act approved April 27, 
1904, and known as the “ Miscellaneous trust-fund deposits, District of 
Columbia.” all necessary inspectors, overseers, foremen, sewer tappers, 
skilled laborers, mechanics, laborers, special policemen stationed at 
street-railway crossings, 1 inspector of gas fitting, 2 janitors for labora- 
tories of the Washington and Georgetown Gas Light Cos., market master, 
assistant market master, watchman, horses, carts, and wagons, and to 
incur all necessary expenses incidental to carrying on such work and 
necessary for the proper execution thereof, such services and expenses to 
be paid from said appropriation account. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
vord, simply for the purpose of directing the attention of the 
committee to the manner in which the present bill has received 
consideration from the Committee of the Whole and to compli- 
ment the distinguished chairman of the subcommittee and his 
colleague upon the minority side and the other members of the 
committee upon the measure which they have produced, and 
which, as has been shown, has withstood all attacks upon some 
of the items that have been made on both sides of the aisle. 
I further express the hope that when this measure returns to the 
House from a voyage away from here, we will find that the ap- 
propriations have not been inordinately increased, and that the 
committee may be able to see to it, if the measure gues to confer- 
ence, that they, having in mind the support accorded them by 
this vast assemblage during the consideration of the bill, will 
stand for economy in expenditures. 

I believe there is a general disposition to be liberal in the 
appropriations for the District of Columbia, and the committee 
in presenting this bill has followed a procedure which I think is 
to be commended. It has not been satisfied to take the bill sim- 
ply as it passed the House in the last Congress and report it 
without further consideration, but has held supplemental hear- 
ings upon several of the items and estimates, and in that partic- 
ular it has not followed the precedent set by another great and 
powerful committee of this body. 

it is pleasing to note the harmony existing between the former 
chairman of this subcommittee, the gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. Sisson } and the present chairman of the committee, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. I think 
fron: the support that has been given them on ‘the part of Mem- 
bers on either side of the aisle the people of the country can rest 
assured that this measure, although it has somewhat of a 
perilous path before it, will:still continue to be air-tight and iron- 
clad. 

I wanted to assure the gentleman that the inguiries which I 
have had the temerity to propound have not been for the purpose 
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of criticism or to consume time, but to simply fully understand 
some of the changes that have been made. I assume the gentle- 
man before taking up another section of the bill, which may be 
subject to a point of order, may desire a little time to fortify 
himself upon the point, if it should be made, and I assume will 
now ask that the measure go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
very complimentary words of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Watsu], for which I thank him not only for my- 
self but, I hope, on behalf of the whole subcommittee; and in 
view of the harmony that now exists, and which I feel exists on 
both sides of the House in regard to this bill, and not wishing 
to tax the patience of the committee any longer, I now move 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Towwer, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 4226, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: ’ 

To Mr. Ropensera, for five days, on account of delivering an 
address at a returning soldiers’ celebration. 

To Mr. Drang, for Friday and Saturday, June 6 and 7, on ac- 
count of important business. 

To Mr. Sears, for 15 days. 

To Mr. Rusey, for 10 days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. WIsE, indefinitely, on account of serious illness in his 
family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Zin~nMAN was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Jennie Smith, widow of Peter Smith, 
Company H, One hundred ‘and ninety-fourth Pennsylvania In- 
fantry, Sixty-fourth Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

RESIGNATIONS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce to the House 
that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hamrton] has re- 
signed as a member of the Committee to Investigate War Ex- 
penditures, and that Mr. C. J. Tuompson, of Ohio, has resigned 
as a member of the Committee on Claims. Without objection, 
the resignations will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint in place of Mr. 
HAMILTON, of Michigan, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
GREENE]. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I think it will be of general 
interest to Members of the House to inquire of the gentleman 
from Wyoming what bill he will probably bring in after we finish 
the consideration of this particular measure? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House may conchide 
the District bill and maybe consider one or two bills-from the 
Committee on Accounts, one with regard to clerk hire of Mem- 
bers, if possible, and possibly one or two other small bills, noth- 
ing especially important. We also hope to have a report from 
one, and possibly two, of the appropriating committees to-mor- 
row in order that the reports may be printed and the bills taken 
up on Monday—one or the other of them. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman will recall in a private 
conversation he stated it was the expectation to bring in the 
railroad administrative bill at an early date, and I was won- 
dering. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman it is not certain 
at this time which bill will be received first, the railread or the 
military bill, but we hope to receive a report on one of them to- 
morrow, possibly both. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
tleman expect to receive it? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, reasonably early we hope. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is the gentleman going on with ene 
of them to-morrow ? 

Mr. MONDELL. We do not expect to go on with the bills to- 
morrow, simply to receive the bill and reports for printing under 
the rule. 


What time to-morrow does the gen- 


ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr.. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’cleck and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, June 7, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 
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EXECUTI VE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken frm the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Valley Creek, Jefferson County, Ala. (H. Doc. No. 78) ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a clause of legislation submitted by the Director of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing for insertion in the paragraph provid- 
ing for salaries of employees of the bureau for the fiscal year 
1920 (H. Doc. No. 79) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered: to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Kenosha Harbor, Wis. (H. Doc. No. 80) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbers and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 5123) to prevent trans- 
mission through the mails of advertisements relating to the 
treatment of venereal diseases and certain sexual disorders; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5124) to provide for the manu- 
facture and sale of high-proof spirits for other than beverage 
purposes, and to insure an ample supply of alcohol and promote 
its use in scientific research and in the development of the fuel, 
dye, and other lawful industries; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DUNBAR: A bill (H. R. 5125) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Salem, in the county of 
Washington, in the State of Indiana, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5126) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mitchell, in the county of Lawrence, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Mflitary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 5127) authorizing the Secretary. of War to 
donate to the city of Charlestown, in the county of Clark, in the 
State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 5128) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Richmond, Va., a cap- 
tured German cannon or field gun and carriage; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 5129) to provide for the re- 
tirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other benefits and purposes in connection therewith ; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5180) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the village of Ransom, II1., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5131) to further provide for the 
celebration of the victory of peace and to create a commission 
to secure plans and designs for a monument or memorial to the 
memory of the Negro soldiers and sailors who took part in the 
late European conflict and who fought in the wars of the United 
States of America ; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 5132) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to make necessary surveys and 
provide plans for the construction and maintenance of an irriga- 
tion and colonization system in the States of California and 
Nevada, to be known as the “ Tahoe reclamation system,” and 
to provide farms and employment for returned soldiers and 
sailors, and appropriating funds for the same; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5133) to provide 
for the erection of a publie building at BEffingham, Ill.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R, 5134) to provide pensions for 
all soldiers and marines of the Civil War, the Spanish-American 
War, the Mexican War, and war with Germany who now re- 
ceive pensions at a minimum rate of $50 per month; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5135) to provide for the 
entry and patent of mining claims containing disseminated ore 
deposits and for the annual jabor to be expended thereon; to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
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By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill (H. R. 5186) to increase the limit 
of cost for the Federal building and site thereof at Billings, 
Mont., and to authorize the provisions of quarters for United 
States courts in said building; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. RB. 5187) to repeal section 630 of 
the revenue act of 1918, approved February 24, 1919; to the 
Committee on Ways ars Means. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5138) to increase the com- 
pensation of bookbinders in the Government Printing Office; to 
the Committee on Printing. d 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5139) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the Alonzo Palmer Post, 
No, 170, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Re 
public, for use in the military division of the Greenwood Ceme- 
tery, Superior, Wis., one medium cannon or fieldpiece, together 
with a sufficient number of cannon balls to form a pyramid; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 5140) to increase the pension 
of the blind who served in the War with Mexico or in the Civil 


| War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 5141) to fix the salary of 
the United States marshal for the eastern district of New York; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 5142) to authorize the acquisi- 
tion of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal building at 
Dubuque, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5143) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Eagle Grove, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5144) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Waverly, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5145) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Waterloo, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5146) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Independence, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5147) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Waverly, Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 5148) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of McAlester, Okla., two Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5149) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Madill, Okla., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 5150) autherizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the town of Talihina, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5151) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
denate to the city ef Durant, Okla., three German cannon or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5152) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Atoka, Okla., two German cannon or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5153) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fort Towson, Okla., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5154) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ardmore, Okla., two German cannon or 
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Atoka, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5156) for the purchase of a site and erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Madill, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5157) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Hugo, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5158) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Poteau, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5159) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Wilburton, Okla. ; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5160) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Antlers, Okla.; te the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 5161) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Idabel, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5162) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Marietta, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 5163) authorizing the Kla- 
math Tribe of Indians to submit claims to the Court of Claims ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 5164) to supplement ex- 
isting legislation relative to the United States Court for China 
and to increase the serviceability thereof; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5165) to amend the 
war-risk insurance act and to increase and to more definitely 
fix the rate of compensation thereunder to be paid for certain 
injuries; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GARLAND: A bill (H. R. 5166) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Wilkinsburg, Pa., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5167) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Wilkinsburg, Pa., one American cannon or 
tieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 5168) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to the city of Peotone, Ill., one cannon or 
fieldpiece, with carriage, captured from the German Army in the 
recent war, together with a suitable number of shells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5169) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the city of South Elgin, Ill., one cannon or fieldpiece, 
with carriage and suitable number of shells; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5170) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Jeannette, Pa.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5171) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Latrobe, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5172) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at New Kensington, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 102) directing 
a survey for a military road along the boundary between the 
United States and Mexico; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) re- 
questing the Committee on Agriculture to prepare legislation 
with a view of transferring the duties of the Food Administra- 
tion to the Department of Agriculture, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 104) 
providing for the appointment by each Member of the House of 
Representatives of one secretary and one clerk, whose names 
shall be placed on the rolls and paid in monthly installments; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BEGG: Memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of Ohio, requesting the Secretary of War to make provision 
that all trophies of war captured by Ohio troops be collected 
and sent to Ohio to be kept as perpetual memorials; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAJOR: Memorial from the Missouri Legislature, 
favoring the same treatment to officers and men of the National 
Guard as to the National Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 5173) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander Tittle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10nSs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5174) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Schlaffer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 5175) for the relief of Samuel 
H. Butler; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 5176) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Hartley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Robert Noble; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5178) granting a pension to Marjorie A. 
Baker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5179) granting a pension to Susan Holmes; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5180) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5181) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5182) granting an increase of pension to. 
James R, Cowgill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5183) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5184) granting an increase of pension to 
Stamford W, Rife; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to 
Aries Butcher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5187) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah Blake ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5188) granting an 
increase of pension to Levi H. Brown; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODALL: A bill (H. R. 5189) for the relief of 
Leonidas Sawyer; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 5190) granting an increase 
of pension to Orra F. Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5191) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John F. Thompson; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Anson B. Coun- 
tryman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 5193) for the relief of 
the Eastern Transportation Co., of Baltimore, Md.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5194) to correct the military 
record of Alfred Rebsamen; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5195) for the relief of Albert H. Campbell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5196) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Singletary; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5197) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert S. Parker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5198) 
granting a special pension to George Baldwin ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAJOR: A bill (H. R. 5199) granting an increase of 
pension to Phebe E. C. Priestley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 5200) granting a pension 
to George Roeder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRISH: A bill (H. R. 5201) granting a penston to 
James D. White; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5202) granting 
a pension to Ewell V. Osborn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5203) granting a pension to Walter G. 
Abner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5204) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5205) granting an increase of pension to 
Terel Hamlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWAN: A bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Edward 
N. Carr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H,. R. 5207) granting 
an increase of pension to Abner D. Rutherford; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 5208) for the relief of the 
legal representative of George W. Soule; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local No. 558, relating to 
nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle Shoals, Ala.; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department. 

Also, petition of National Pickle Packers’ Association, urging 
retention of zone advances; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Milwaukee, asking for immedi- 
ate investigation of Jewish-Polish affairs; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Associated Jewish Societies of Derby and 
Shelton, Derby, Conn., relating to massacres of Jews in Poland ; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Drustvo Javornik Stev., 
No, 160, S. N. P. J., of Newark, Ohio, relative to the differ- 
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ences of the Jugo-Slavs and Italians; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
Fresno, Calif.; Women’s Christian Temperance Union, of Ceres, 
Calif.; First Methodist Episcopal Chureh, of Hughson, Calif. ; 
Easton Methodist Episcopal Church, of Fresno, Calif.; Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Dinuba, Calif. (indorsed by 
nine churches of Dinuba); Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Lemoore, Calif.; and Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Corcoran, Calif., protesting against repeal of war-time 
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURDICK: Resolution of the Rhode Island Grand 
Court, Foresters of America, protesting against the favorable 
action of the American peace delegation toward the Jugo-Slavs; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Pawtucket Business Men’s Association, 
opposing the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
against repeal of war prohibition legislation; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of Fostoria (Ohio) Council, No. 1197, 
Knights of Columbus, that the rights of self-determination can 
not be denied to Ireland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petitions of Jolietska Zavednost, No. 115, 
and the Sv. Ana Society, of Joliet, Ill, urging justice to the 
Jugo-Slavs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of L. C. Schmidt and other residents of Naper- 
ville, I1l., and Thomas Lawton and other residents of Hinsdale, 
Ill, protesting against any modification of the war-time pro- 
hibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition of 10 citizens of 
Butler, Mo., for retention of war-time prohibition and passage 
of laws to enforce the same; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 10 citizens of Bates County, Mo., against 
repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Famous & Barr Co., of St. Louis, 
Mo., asking for repeal of luxury taxes without delay; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wheeler & Motter Mercantile Co., of St. 
Joseph, Mo., against repeal of the zone advances on advertising 
pages in periodicals; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of John Deere Plow Co. and Lund Mauldin Co., 
both of St. Louis, Mo., opposing repeal of daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Anti Mazuranic Society, of St. Louis, Mo., re- 
lating to Jugo-Slav affairs ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of the grievance committee of 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, relating to 
nitrate plant at Muscle Shoals, Ala.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of International Brotherhood of Elec- 
trical Workers, Local No. 558, relating to nitrate plant at Muscle 
Shoals, Ala.; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Workers’ Defense Union of New York City, 
demanding immediate repeal of the espionage act; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Pickle Packers’ Association, urging 
retention of zone advances; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of 106 citizens of the 
township of Flora, Boone County, Ill., opposing repeal or modi- 
fication of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Insulated Wire & Manufacturing 
Co., opposing repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Pickle Packers’ Association, oppos- 
ing repeal of the zone law for second-class mail; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition and memorial of the 
Viresco Bible Class of the First Methodist Episcopal Chureb 
of Moline, Ill., expressing regret over the President’s recom- 
mendation for the repeal of the war-time prohibition act as 
applied to beer and wine, and petitioning Congress to retain 
the law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERSEY: Petition of Rev. J. B. Ranger and 70 
members of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Presque 
Isle, Me., urging no change be made in war-time prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: Petition of H. A. McKittrick and 
others as a grievance committee of the electrical workers of 
Sheffield, Ala.; to the Select Committee on War Expenditures. 
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By Mr. IGOE: resolution adopted by citizens of St. Louis, 
protesting against Jewish massacres; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of National Cloak 
& Suit Co., of New York, favoring daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of Chamber of 
Commerce of Monte Sano, Wash., indorsing the proposed water- 
way to connect the waters of Puget Sound and Gray Harbor; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition signed by the members of the 
Ministerial Association of Meyersdale, Pa., not to repeal war-time 
prohibition, as recommended in the President’s message; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution adopted at a meeting of the Frances Wil- 
lard Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Waynesburg, 
Pa., not to repeal war-time prohibition, as recommended in the 
President’s message ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition signed by the citizens of Brownsville, Pa., 
not to repeal war-time prohibition, as recommended in the 
President’s message; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of W. Valentine Welsaun, first 
lieutenant, One hundred and seventeenth Infantry, of Rock- 
ville, Md., urging that the National Guard Reserve Corps and 
National Army officers be retired on the same status as Regular 
Army officers incapacitated for active service; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Davison Chemical Co., Baltimore, Md., op- 
posing repeal of daylight-saving bill; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. M. Anderson, protesting against the repeal 
of the war-time prohibition law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of New York Clothing House, Baltimore, Md., 
urging against furnishing Army and Navy uniforms at cost; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of David Davidson, relating to persecution of 
Jews in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Thomas Shannon and other 
citizens of Fort Scott, Kans., for Government ownership of 
railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of New York Central System 
and allied lines, public service commission, second district, 
Albany, for retention of wires and railroads by the Government; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Davis-Schultz Co., Buffalo, N. Y., against 
repeal of the zone system; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Oil Seeds Co., New York, and Sowers Manu- 
facturing Co., Buffalo, N. Y., against the continuance of Federal 
Employment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Lantz Bros. & Co., Buffalo, N. Y., and 
Buffalo Produce Exchange, relating to the long-and-short haul 
clause in railroad appropriation bill; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of members of the Aratus Club, Buffalo, N. Y., 
and C. Person’s Sons, wine and liquor merchants, opposing pro- 
hibition laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Brost Bros., automobile dealers, Depew; 
J. W. Jarvis, optician, Buffalo; Eugene A. Kieffer, Buffalo; 
Syrcher Optical Co., Buffalo; Retail Merchants’ Association, 
Buffalo Chamber of Commerce, Irving M. Rosenblat, and Pa- 
risian Furriers, all of New York State, opposing so-called luxury 
taxes ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Glenn C. Woodward, secretary Wyandale 
Grange, No. 1369, requesting repeal of daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance 
Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., relating to development of chemistry 
by Analine & Chemistry Co.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. N. Adams & Co., Buffalo; Buffalo Cham- 
ber of Commerce; Stewart Motor Corporation; Oil Seeds Co., 
New York; Sikes Chair Co.; Erie County Savings Bank; and 
William H. Walker & Co., all of New York State, opposing re- 
peal of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of many residents of Onondaga 
County, N. Y., requesting the repeal of the tax in the revenue 
law on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of many residents of Cortland County, N. Y., 
requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving act; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of many residents of Cortland, N. Y., protest- 
ing aguinst the repeal of the war-time prohibition act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of 
Nebraska, asking for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of sundry citizens of Greenwich, 
Conn., protesting against ithe tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice 
creani; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: Resolutions of protest against Polish 
massacres adopted at a mass meeting in Richmond, Va., June 2, 
1919; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Shell 
Lake, Wis., against the repeal of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petitions of R. J. Caldwell and Na- 
tional Cloak & Suit Co., New York City, against repeal of day- 
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution adopted by the Placer County 
Interdenominational Sunday School Union, favoring the league 
of nations covenant, submitted by H. A. Snelling, president, 
Penryn, Calif.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution opposing the Government ownership or opera- 
tion of marketing facilities by the California Cattlemen’s As- 
sociation, San Francisco, Calif.; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

Also, resolution favoring increased meat production by Cali- 
fornia Cattlemen’s Association, San Francisco, Calif.; to the 
Commiitee on Agriculture. 

sy Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of Methodist 
Church of Altadena and Pasadena Siudy Circle, of Pasadena, 
Calif., against repeal of war prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petitions of Methodists of Trinity Church, 
Doe Run, Mo., and ninth district Christian Endeavor Conven- 
tion, of Fredericktown, Mo., protesting against the repeal of the 
war-time prohibition ;.to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of Soda Fountain Association of 
New York (Inc.), protesting against tax on sodas, soft drinks, 
ice cream, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Columbia Graphophone Co., New York, pro- 
testing against the continuance of Department of Labor Em- 
ployment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the public service commission, second dis- 
trict, Albany, relative to wire systems; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of department of education, city of New York, 
against war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Federation of Button Manufac- 
turers, New York City, asking for early consideration for tariff 
legislation ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of R. J. Caldwell, F. A. Brady (Inc.), and Na- 
tional Cloak & Suit Co., New York City, favoring daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 4738; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Association Opposed to National Prohibition, 
relating to prohibition laws; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of 700 members of 
the church and congregation of Corn Hill Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Rochester, N. Y., protesting against a repeal of the 
war prohibition law, and urging the passage of a law defining 
as intoxicating liquors any containing one-half of 1 per cent or 
more of alcohol; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the congregations of the Baptist churches of 
Cowlesville and Bennington, N. Y., protesting against the repeal 
of the war prohibition law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SINCLAIR: Protests by citizens of Kenmare, N. Dak., 
agaiust lifting of the ban on beer and wines; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter from the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of North Dakota, indorsing the Smith-Towner educational bill; 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, indorsement by the State high-school conference of North 
Dakota of the Smith-Towner educatioral bill; to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of the seven- 
teenth congressional district of Illinois, protesting against modi- 
fication of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SNELL: Petition of members of First Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Gouverneur, N, Y., protesting against the re- 
peal of the prohibition of the manufacture of light wines and 
beer ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of Brier Hill Grange, No. 744, Ham- 
mond, N. Y., protesting against the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
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By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of residents of Frankfort, N. J., 
for the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the West Winfield (N. Y.) Grange and the 
Clinton (N. Y.) Grange for the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VARE: Petition of the Amalgmated Lithographers of 
America, Local No. 14, asking provision for working condi- 
tions service, Department of Labor; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, petition of several Philadelphia women’s organizations, 
favoring provision for Federal Employment Service; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal ministers’ meeting for 
Philadelphia and vicinity, protesting against the recommenda- 
tion to amend the provisions of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WASON: Memorial of Fruitdale Grange, No. 106, of 
Mason, N. H., asking the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Retail Clerks’ International Protective 
Association, urging the continuance of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of citizens of Millbury. Mass.. 
vrotesting against the repeal of war-time prohibition: to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


HOUSE .OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, June 7, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Father Almighty, source of all that is true, and pure, and 
noble, we thank Thee that the people of the District of Columbia 
have set apart this day to express their gratitude to the brave 
soldiers who answered gallantly to the call for humanity, and 
were ready at home and abroad to throw themselves in the way 
of an organized force whose object was to rob humanity of all 
that we hold dear—freedom, liberty, truth, justice. 

May the good men and women of the District count nothing 
lost in the way of sacrifice for the soldiers living and the soldiers 
dead. 

Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty. May it be ours to 
watch, and fight, and pray, and the battle ne’er give o’er until 
a brotherhood shall be established as broad, and deep, and pure, 
as the love of God our Father; and we will give all praise to 
Thy holy name, through Him who died that men might live and 
enjoy all the blessings of life. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other 
purposes, had requested a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr, 
Curtis, Mr. La Fotitetre, and Mr. AsHuRsT as the conferees 
on the -part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed Sen- 
ate bill 1213 to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for voca- 
tional rehabilitation and return to civil employment of disabled 
persons discharged from the military or naval boards of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. 

REFERENCE OF RESOLUTION. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I introduced House 
resolution 104 on yesterday, and I will state that it was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations when it should have been 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be referred to the Committee on Accounts, 

The SPEAKER. What is the title? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. It is House joint resolution 104. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is it about, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state. The gentleman asks 
that it be rereferred from the Committee on Appropriations to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Crark] that it is for the purpose of fixing the 
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manner of paying the clerk hire of Representatives. It is prac- 
tically the same bill that was introduced by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Humpureys] during the closing hours of the 
last session and failed in the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is it that you wish to do 
with it? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I am asking that it be referred .to the 
proper committee for consideration. 

Mr. SIMS. It ought to be done, anyway. 
proposition and not an appropriation. 

Mr. GARNER. The Committee on Accounts is not a legisla- 
tive committee, and you can not give this a privileged status by 
taking it from the Committee on Appropriations and referring 
it to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. It can not come from the Committee 
on Appropriations, because it is legislation that does not carry 
any appropriation. 

Mr. GARNER. Likewise the Committee on Accounts can not 
consider any proposition except for a certain purpose. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. The appropriation is already pro- 
vided. 

Mr. GARNER. You propose to send it to the Committee on 
Accounts to legislate on a subject. You can not do that. 

The SPEAKER. This is all by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. 
urgency. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some ques- 
tion as to what committee of the House has jurisdiction over 
this matter. Clearly the Committee on Appropriations has no 
jurisdiction, as it has no authority to report legislation. Strictly 
speaking, the Committee on Accounts has no jurisdiction over 
this bill, but the Committee on Accounts could report it. It 
would not be prévileged, it is true, after that is done, but the 
Committee on Appropriations does not care to exceed its au- 
thority, and should not exceed its authority, by reporting: the 


It is a legislative 


bill. The Committee on Accounts could report it. 
Mr. GARNER. This is a proposition changing legislation 


carried in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is, but the Committee on Appropriations 
has no authority to legislate. Let me say to the gentleman 
from Texas that if we would not be taking advantage of gentle- 
men who are not here, it would be perfectly satisfactory to me, 
if it would be to all of these other gentlemen, to take the reso- 
lution up and pass on it now by unanimous consent. The House 
has once passed on the matter in exactly the same form. 

Mr. GARNER. Is this what is known as the old Humphreys 
resolution? 

Mr. MONDELL, It is the old resolution. 

Mr. GARD. From what committee did it come before? 

Mr. MONDELL. From the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe the 
Committee on Accounts has any jurisdiction over this. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Why not let the Committee on Appropria- 
tions incorporate that in one of the appropriation bills and let 
the Committee on Rules make it in order? 

Mr. MONDELL. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that the Speaker in the last Congress referred this bill to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but I do not like to be held 
responsible for everything I did in the last Congress. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SIMS. Then I most emphatically object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Woop] that the reference be changed 
from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee on 
Accounts. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill H, R. 2480, the Indian appropriation bill, be taken from the 
Speaker’s table, that the amendments be disagreed to, and the 
House agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Snyper], 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, asks unani- 
mous consent that the Indian appropriation bill H. R. 2480 be 
taken from the Speaker’s table, that the Senate amendments be 
disagreed to, and that the conference asked for by the Senate 
be granted. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may I ask the gentleman whether or not there has been any rider 
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placed upon this bill by the Senate making appropriations for 
the United States Employment Service? 

Mr. SNYDER. There is not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wi!l report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1920. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees Mr. SNyper, Mr. Camp- 
BELL Of Kansas, and Mr. Carter. 


[After a pause.] The 


ADDITIONAL PAGE. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan presents a 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 88. 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to appoint an additional page for the remainder of the present 


Congress, to be paid compensation out of the contingent fund of the 
House at the rate of $82.50 per month, said appointment to date from 


This is a matter of very great | the opening of the present session. 


Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, a resolution similar to this was 
passed in the last two Congresses for the purpose of providing 
a page to be assigned to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
ScHALL] who, as is known, is blind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr, GARNER. This page is to be assigned? 

Mr. MAPES. Yes; the same as heretofore. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE CASE OF VICTOR L. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I present another privileged reso- 
lution from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan 
another privileged report from the Committee on 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ilouse resolution 94. 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred and to be incurred by the special 
committee on the case of Victor H. Berger shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House; and the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives is hereby authorized to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
House such sums as said committee may deem necessary for said pur- 
pose, and sald committee shall submit vouchers for the expenditure of 
all sums of money disbursed under its order in the execution of this 
resolution, which disbursements and vouchers shall be subject to tl 
approval of the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. MAPES. There is a committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the committee amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, after the word “ Victor,” strike out the letter “ 


= 


insert the letter “‘ L.” 

The SPEAKER. 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is that the only amendment? 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


presents 
Accounts, 


10 
r¢ 


It” and 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


GEORGE C. HORSNELL. 


Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to George C. Horsnell, clerk of the late Hon. Carl C. 
Van Dyke, a Representative in Congress from Minnesota at the time of 
his death, May 20, 1919, the sum of $166.66, being an amount equal 
to one month’s salary of a clerk of a Representative in Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 


resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
4226, being the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House 
the Whole House on the 
sideration of the bill H. R. 4226, the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, with Mr. Towner in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 


Mr 


resolve 


bill H, R. 4226, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
which the Clerk will report by title. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


the 
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resolved itself into the Committee -of | 
state of the Union for the further con- | 


| Executive order. 
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6. The Secretary of the Treasury shall keep a record of all material 
received and stapeoes of by him hereunder and the price at which -dis- 
posed of, and shall prescribe the regulations necessary to carry this 
order into effect. 


7. This order shall supersede the Executive ordcr of November 29, 
1918, dealing with the same subject matter. 


THE WHITE Hovsp, 
; & December, 1918. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, the purport of this paragraph 
apparently is to confer authority similar to that granted by the 
I should like to ask the chairman of the eom- 


Wooprow WILSON. 


| nittee under what authority the President issued such an order 


A bill (H. R. 4226) making appropriations to provide for the expenses | 
of the government of the District of Columbia fer the ‘fiscal year ending | 


30, 1920, and for other purposes. 


June 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the commissioners and other responsible officials, 
pending appropriations contained in this act, so far 
purchase material, supplies, 
availabie, from the various services of the Government of the Unite: 
States possessing material, supplies, and equipment no longer required 
because of the ceSsation of war activities. It shall be the “duty of the 
comnu ioners and other officials, before purchasing any of the articles 
described herein, to ascertain from the Government of the United States 
se r it has articles of the character described that are serviceable. 
Ant 
used, 
if tl 
usage. 
are 
the « 
into 


read. 


in ex- 


aid for at a re —— price not to exceed actual cest, and 

same been used, at a reasonable price based upon length of 
The various services ‘of the Government of the United States 
\utherized to sell such articles to the municipal government under 
mnditions specified and the proceeds of such sales shall be covered 
the Treasury as a miscellaneous receipt: Provided, 
tion shall not be construed to amend, alter, 
order of December 3, 1918, 
supplies, and equipment in the District of Columbia falling into disuse 
yecause of the cessation of war activities. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
serves the point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. WALSH. I would like to ask the gentleman from Minne- 
sota what this Dxecutive order of December 3, 1918, is? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
will read the Executive order. 

Mr. WALSH. Just the purport 
entire language. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 


a point of order on 


Massachusetts re- 


of it; I do not care for the 


It is pretty dangerous for me to 


the purport of an Executive order coming from the Chief Execu- 
tive. I desire to be exact, 
to know the exact purport of it, I will read it. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, perhaps it would be better if it were read, 
b se it may be one that ought to be repealed. 

. DAVIS of Minneseta. 
clerk whose voice resounds 
isly, ask that the Executive order be given to the Clerk 

hat he may read it in my stead. 

CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read. 
Clerk read as follows: 
EXECUTIVE ORDER. 
eas the present emergency has created a condition whereby large 
es of office material, supplies, and equipment now in the hands 
cutive departments 
the District of Columbia will fall into disuse because of the 
ation of war activities, or 
that all such office materials, 

y the executive 

a hereafter to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be handled 
the 


all over the Hall, 


quantit 


ces 


If the gentleman is in no hurry, I \avhen similar 


In view of the fact that ees | not go through on this. 


as possible shall | 
and equipment, when needed and funds are | 
| issue the order. 
rticles purchased from the Government, if the same have not been | 


| this paragraph, in my. view, 


That this sec- | 
] or repeal the Bxecutive | 
concerning the transfer of office material, | 


| has been passed. 


ate : . jas that, 
ouse » Ste » 1¢e ) > - ar € ' y : , a 
Ho on the state of the Union for the further consideration of | chased under appropriations by the Congress, and also prescrib- 


relating to the disposal of Government property pur- 


ing the method by which the municipal authorities should ac- 
quire or dispose of municipal property? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman wants to know 
what authority the President had for issuing that order; is that 
the point? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; if the gentleman knows. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not say, except by virtue of 
his being President of the United States. 

Mr. WALSH. Oh, well . 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman knows that quite 
frequently the President issues Executive orders. Now, as to 
his legal authority, I assume that he has it or he would ‘not 
As to what the basis of that authority is I 
am uneble to state. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman evidently seeks to perpetuate 
that Executive order in the proviso inthisparagraph. Ofcourse, 
is clearly legislation. Now, I:think 
we should know why it is necessary to legislate if this subject 
has been provided for by an Executive order. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I wiil say to the gentleman that 
in all the appropriation ‘bills that linve been passed, as far us 
I know, a clause almost identical, if not exactly the same as this, 
The District of Colunibia is the only branch 
of the Government I know of that has not been given authority 
to purchase from this supply committee by legislative action. 

Mr. WALSH. Apparently it is given that authority by Execu- 


| tive order. 


Mr. 
extent. 


DAVIS of Minnesota. That may be true to a certain 
Nevertheless, the gentleman has sat here for a long time 
legislation has been passed with regard to the 
other branches of the Government, and I can see no reason why 
this should not be extended to the District of Columbia. 
Mr. WALSH. I did not eatch the last part of the gentleman’s 


| remark. 
attempt to give the gentleman from Massachusetts or this House | 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I say the gentleman has been here 


: ; | on the floor, and he is good and faithful in his attendanee—— 
and therefore if the gentleman wants | 


Mr. 
Mr. 


WALSH. I do not care for that part of it. 
DAVIS of Minnesota. I am simply stating what is true, 


| gnd the gentleman has permitied this provision to go through 


| of section 7 


| and it apparently covers the same character of property, 


on all these other bills, and I can see no reason why it should 
Mr. WALSH. Most of these other bills that had the language 

7 in them passed the House before December 30, 1918 
Now, since that time the President apparently has issued a sup- 
plemental Executive order supplanting that of November 29, 
the 


| same exchange, and transfer that is provided for in the gentle- 


and other establishments of the Govern- | 
for other reasons, it hereby is ordered | 
supplies, and equipment not required for | 
departments and independent establishments be | 


General Supply Committee for the benefit-of the municipal | 


nt and the governmental service in the District of Columbia | 


lowing manner: 
‘The several executive departments and independent establishments 
the municipal government in the District of Columbia shall not 
any & the classes of material described herein unless the 
ry of the 


f the Government material, equipment, or supplies that are service- 


2. No executive department, independent establishment, or the munici- 
pal gove romment of the District of Columbia. shall be permitted to obtain 
any of the classes of material, 
from the Secretary of: the ‘Treasury unless such serviees have an appro- 
priation available for the procurement thereof. 
material obtained from the Secretary of the Treasury shall be 
the nh by transfer of appropriation from the purchasing service to 
the selling service 

with existing law. 

4. All materia l, supplies, 
ser » from another, 
aciual cost, and if the same has been used, at a cost based upen length 
of us pe but in no instance to be less than 75 per cent of cost. 

5. Material of the classes herein described which is condemned :as 
unfit for. may be on wae of otherwise than to governmental services 
by the Secretary of the reasury. 
sold other + ioe of the 
disp . on by 


3%. All 


and equipment purchased hereunder by one 


use 


Government shall 


Treasury has certified that there is not in the posses- | 


supplies, and equipment described herein | 


if the same has not been used, shall be sold:nt | 


And usable material remaining un- | 
be held by him for | 


and the proceeds covered into the freasury in ac- junk ‘heap. 


man’s proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. None of these bills became 
until late in February or early in March. 

Mr. WALSH. They may not have become laws, but they had 
gone through the House of Representatives and most of them had 
gone from the Capitol and were awaiting, either on the shores 
of France or on the bosom of the wide ocean, the signature of. the 
Executive. This deals with materials that are no longer neces- 
sary and which will fall into disuse because of the cessation of 
war activities. Now, it seems to me it is idle for Congress to 
provide legislation on an appropriation bill if the Executive is 
going to issue an order covering this same subject, whether he 
has authority under some general war act we have passed or 


laws 


| whether he has not. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The object of this particular legis- 
lation is to enable the District to purchase materials which, if 
it were not authorized by law to purchase, might go upon the 
The supply commission hes vast quantities of this 
material, office furniture, and so forth, on hand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of ‘Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that 


| the time of the gentleman be extended five minutes. 


wsks 
Is 


geutieman from Pennsylvania 
extended five minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The 
unanimous consent that the time be 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. DYER. May I ask how much time the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania desires? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not desire any time, ex- 
cept in due course, when I may ask for it in the regular way. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. There is at least $1,000,000 worth 
of this property that is absolutely useless as far as many of the 
great departments of the Government are concerned. It must be 
disposed of in some manner. We seek to purchase some of that 
material, and no doubt it will be purchased at cheaper rates 
than we could purchase it from outside dealers. If we did not 
purchase it this supply committee would have to let this property 
go upon the junk heap, at a great loss to the Government. 
That is the object of the legislation that we are now trying to 
pass, to give the District authorities the power to purchase some 
of this property. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
sachusetts yield? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


Will the gentleman from Mas- 


Commending the gentleman 
from Minnesota for his desire to get for the District of Columbia 
cheaper supplies than it has heretofore obtained, what does the 
gentleman say to the proposition of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WatsH] that the President must have had under 
existing iaw the authority to issue the order with regard to the 
sale of supplies? Prior to the war the President certainly would 
not have had power by Executive order to direct that property 
be sold. He could not by Executive order direct that a piece 
of ground be sold or that some junk be sold. That would be 
regulated by law. I am as much interested as is the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in finding out, if possible, where the Presi- 
dent obtained the authority to order goods sold. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman will have to apply 
to some other source of information than the chairman of this 
committee. I am unable to tell him where the President gets 
his authority for issuing this Executive order, and I am sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whom we con- 
sider a great authority upon all matters of this kind, should 


pared to himself, is a novice. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is very nice of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, who is a thoroughly well equipped and 
experienced Member of this House, although still a very hand- 
some one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Thatak you. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The President probably gets 
his authority by reason of certain war powers that we may 
have granted to him. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
tleman for the information. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the question of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Watsu] is entirely perti- 
nent, and that in peace times neither the President nor any other 
executive officer should have the power to direct that property 
of the Government be sold in this way. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am not questioning the right 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts to make that inquiry at all. 
Mr. WALSH. I make the point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. SISSON. I will ask the gentleman to withhold the point. 

Mr. WALSH. I will reserve the point of order and yield the 
floor. 

Mr. SISSON. I want to state in answer to the question asked 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] that under 
the Overman Act, so called, the President was given the right 
and the power to consolidate departments and transfer prop- 
erty from one department to another and reorganize the de- 
partments. ’ 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SISSON. Under that act the President issued this 
Iixecutive order. We wish to call this to the attention of the 
District Commissioners. This paragraph is just like the legis- 
lative provision placed on other bills fer the purpose of calling 
the attention of the District Commissioners to the law. I think, 
under the Executive order made in pursuance of the Overman 
Act, the President had the authority to issue that order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
authority prior to the war? 

Mr. SISSON. Absolutely not, except the general power that 
he might have to give direction as President to the heads of de- 
partments. 

Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. SISSON. 
setts. 


Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman state that the President, 
under the Overman Act, had the authority to issue this order ! 


I am very much obliged to the gen- 


I assume that to be the fact. 


The President had no such 


Will the gentleman yield? 
I will yield to the gentleman from Massachu- 
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now ask information from a man who to a certain extent, com- 
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concerning property which will fall into disuse because of a 
cessation of the war activities? 
Mr. SISSON. I think so. 





Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. If we assume that the President had the 
power, about which there seems to be some controversy, what 
would be the object of duplicating the power by the enactment 
of this section? 

Mr. SISSON. As I stated, it calls the attention of the District 
Commissioners in this act to the law. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman assume that the commis- 
sioners are not aware of an order issued by the President of 
the United States? 

Mr. SISSON. I would not be surprised if the commissioners 
were as ignorant of that order as some Members of Congress are 
of the laws passed by Congress. The purpose of the act and of 
this section is to get as nearly full value for this property as is 
possible. In other words, if the District of Columbia was situ- 
ated as other departments are, it would be taking it from one 
pocket and putting it into another. It would simply transfer 
the charge from one department to the other, and no money is 
appropriated. Therefore the Government is getting full use of 
all of this enormous amount of property which was purchased 
for the use of the various departments during the war. The 
committee has had the matter up repeatedly, and it unani- 
mously decided that it was the proper thing to do to enable the 
department to get these things from other departments. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. I will. 

Mr. FESS. Iam in sympathy with what the gentleman wants 
to do, but I would like his opinion as a lawyer. If this authority 
is exercised under the war power, then the authority would not 
extend beyond that time? 

Mr. SISSON. I think we are still at war, technically. 

Mr. FESS. But we will not be after the President declares 
that it is over? 

Mr. SISSON. After the peace treaty is signed and the Presi- 
dent makes his proclamation, we no longer are at war. 

Mr. FESS. And this authority will not be any authority :fter 
that date? 

Mr. SISSON. The Executive authority would not, but this 
would extend it after the proclamation of peace; this would 
bring it in order after the President’s order ceased to exist. I 
want to say in my judgment this is nothing more than a limit 
upon the expenditure of the money in this bill. I do not believe 
it puts any extra burden on the District Commissioners, but is 
simply a direction by Congress as to how the money appropri- 
ated shall be expended. It is nothing but a limitation. Even 
if it had not been placed on any other bill, even if the Overman 
bill had not been passed, if the Executive order had not been 
issued, I think it would be in order to place it on this bill to 
limit expenditures of the money in purchasing new supplies, to 
say that there must be no supplies purchased if they are on 
hand elsewhere in any other department of the Government. 
Congress has always reserved the right to give direction as to 
how moneys which are appropriated shall be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 
Mr. SISSON. 
order. . 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Ts there objection? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. SISSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to address myself 
to the Chair on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has not yet been made. 
Mr. SISSON. No; but it has been reserved. I do not think 
the point of order is well taken, because I think a careful read- 
ing of the law will convince the Chair that it is a mere limita- 
tion on the expenditure of money in the bill. In my judgment, 
it is not subject to a point of order. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will not press the point of order, because it is 
clearly within the line of economy and the retrenchment of ex- 
penses, and half of it will be saved to the Federal Treasury. 
Not only that, but it is a proposition in order under the Holman 
rule providing for the reduction of expenses. Unquestionably 
if they shall purchase from another department of the Govern- 
ment the furniture they want, no money is to be appropriated 
out of the Treasury; and under the provisions of this act one- 
half of the money contributed on the part of the Government 


Mr. Chairman, I want to discuss the point of 


The gentleman asks for five minutes more. 


‘toward the purchase would not have to be paid, and therefore 


it is manifest that this is in the nature of retrenchment and 
saving money and saving expense to the Government. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SISSON. Yes. 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would the commissioners have 
the power in this paragraph to purehase food supplies? 

Mr. SISSON. No; it does not enlarge their powers of pur- 
chase: it simply states that the meney which we have appro- 
priated in this bill for certain purposes, such as buying furniture 
and typewriters, they shall first use in trying to get such sup- 
plies from the other departments of the Government. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Of course it is their duty to 
purchase food supplies for the various institutions. 

Mr. SISSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
plies under this? 

Mr. SISSON. They might perhaps purchase food supplies if 
the Government had them on hand in some other department of 
the Government and has ne need for them there. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have been thinking this thing 
ever, and it seems to me there is some merit in the paragraph, 
if it zoes so far as to enable the commissioners to buy food sup- 
Plies for prison or refermatory or for hospital use. 

Mr. SISSON. To be frank with the gentleman, I do not think 
that idea had ever occurred to me, and I do not know whether it 
oecurred to the members of the committee or not; but if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in any of the departments—the 
War or the Navy Department or under the Food Administra- 
tion—has supplies which it is going to sell, then I am inclined 
to believe that under the language earried in this bill the Dis- 
trict Commissioners would be authorized to purchase from the 
Government without its having to go through the process under 
the law or having it offered for sale and auction off. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am inelined to think that this 
would not apply only to the purchase of desks and letter files and 
penholders, and such stuff as that, but that the language is suffi- 
ciently comprehensive to enable the commissioners to purchase 
all supplies, including food supplies, for it says that they shall, 
and so forth, so far as possible, “ purchase materials, supplies, 
and equipment, when needed and sums are available, from the 
varjous services of the Government.” Would this not mean 
that, if the War Department had stored up tens and tons and 
tons of feed supplies, which might not be readily sold to in- 
dividuals, but whieh could be sold to institutions, being canned 
goods very largely, the commissioners, under this provision could 
buy those supplies from the War: Department and store them 
up for the purposes of these various institutions at prices that 
might be favorable? 

Mr. SISSON. I am inclined, since the gentleman has raised 
that question, to think that that language is perhaps broad 
enough to do that, but, to be frank, that matter had not oc- 
curred te me, and I do not know whether it occurred to any 
member of the subcommittee or the full committee or not. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If I thought the paragraph 
went that far, I would certainly urge the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Watsn], who reserved the point of order, to 
permit us at least to discuss it for a little time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
nized upon this matter? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will 
from Pennsylvania for five minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, we read almost 
now of large quantities of canned goods, particularly 
that are stored up here and abroad by the War Depart- 
ment. and possibly by the Navy Department, that are no longer 
usal)ic for war purposes, and we hear on the floor of the House 
the suggestion that the War Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment are practically aiding the camners, the packers, er what- 
ever instrumentality produces these food products, by not dis- 
posing of them for public use, because of the possibility of re- 
ducing the price to the consumer and affecting the present 
market status. I am imclined to think that some international 
understanding was had on this subject—a very important one 
to the consumers, and a very serious one to the poor people in 
the ereat congested communities who are almost deprived of 
now, because of the high price of beef and pork and sup- 
of that kind. I say I am inclined to think that there may 
have been an international understanding upon this question. 
At any rate it is almost time for us to consider whether we 
shall enter a wedge here in the interest of the United States 
that will break this combination, whatever it may be, and help 
our own people obtain cheaper food. 


Could they purchase food sup- 


Mr. Chairman, may I be recog- 


recognize the gentleman 


daily 


ment 


ment 


plie 


For a time there was a suspicion that our allies, by reason of |, 


their war necessities, were able to obtain and sell to their con- 
sumers, not to their armies, but to their consumers in civil life, 
meat supplies and food supplies generally much more cheaply 
than we could sell them to cur consumers in the United States, 
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We had considerable evidence before us from time to time that 
you could buy meat cheaper in London than you could buy it in 
New York. 

Mr. HULINGS. American meat. ‘ 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; American meat. It cer- 
tainly was true in regard to flour and certain other food prod- 
ucts. But I read this morning that Great Britain evidently is 
wincing under the high prices that prevail there, and that there 
might, after all, be something to this suggestion of an interna- 
tional understanding—or in the abrogation thereof—for Great 
Britain has demanded of New Zealand that it come to the assist- 
ance of Great Britain to beat down the packers’ prices in the 
United States. I am not contending especially against the 
packers. I do not know about their situation, but I have ob- 
served for two or three years that there seems to have been a 
complete understanding between the great meat producers of 
the United States and our allies on the other side. If there is 
a break now and our allies and their consumers are to receive 
the advantage of low meat prices, I think it is fair that the 
consumers in the United States were also considered. [Ap- 
plause.} If we have stored up in our warehouses uwiler the 
direction of the Army and Navy untold tons of feed supplies 
that the people might use, it is a grave question whether we 
should permit the hoarding to go on. We can make a start here 
in the District of Columbia by providing that our public institu- 
tions that have to be supported by the common people may buy 
some of these surplus materials that the War and Navy Depart- 
ments can not use, and which they seem to be storing up against 
the publie for some reason that we do not understand. I am 
inclined to think the paragraph, if it applies to foodstuffs, is a 
good one and ought to stand, and I trust when the matter is 
thought over the point of order will be withdrawn. I hope we 
may be able te vote to permit institutions of the District of Co- 
lumbia to obtain these cheaper foodstuffs, and that ultimately 
the people of the land, the consumers, who are now going with- 
out meat because of the high prices, may also have a chance. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I agree fully with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and I want to ask him, if he has any doubt about 
the authority to buy food supplies, if it would not be advisable 
to add an amendment after the word “ supplies,” in line 14, by 
inserting the words “ including food supplies.” 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. If the point of order is 
withdrawn and the paragraph stands, and the gentleman from 
Illinois does not do so, I shall offer that amendment cheerfully. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, on the point of order clearly 
this Executive order could not, I think, have been issued under 
the provisions of the Overman Act, because that act merely pro- 
vided for the consolidation of executive offices and the transfer 
of their supplies, property, and equipment, and that that aet is 
limited to a period of six months after proclamation of the treaty 
of peace, or such earlier time as the President might designate, 
but this order which was issued was concerning property that 
will fall into disuse because of the cessation of war activities, 
and it is apparent upon its face that it is to continue after the 
cessation of war unless the President himself should alter or 
repeal it. Now, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Stsson] 
during the course of his remarks stated that he believed this 
paragraph was put in here by way of limitation, and that it 
would result in a decrease of the expenditures of the public 
money. Well, let me ask him if he thinks that the sentence at 
the top of page 91, authorizing the various services of the Goy- 
ernment to sell articles under the conditions specified and the 
proeeeds to be covered into the Treasury is in any way a limita- 
tion? 

Mr. SISSON. Is the gentleman addressing himself to me? 

Mr. WALSH. I am asking the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SISSON. ¥es. I think if it is not a limitation that under 
the elause of the Holman rule it tends to reduec the expen- 
ditures of the Government. The authority to sell this property, 
of course, and any property of the Government, so far as I 
know, there is no law authorizing it to be sold in the manner 
prescribed here. There is a manner in which property which 
is not used by the Government may be sold, but the gentleman 
understands that that is sold at auction. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, Mr. Chairman, we have not yet heard the 
authority for this Exeeutive order which it is sought in this 
paragraph not to modify or amend. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I will. 

Mr. WINGO. Has the gentleman a copy of the Executive 
order? 


Mr. WALSH. I have, and it has been read. 





CONGRESSIONAL 


1919. 


Mr. WINGO. I was not in the Hall when it was read. 

Mr. WALSH. It was read. 

Mr. WINGO. Does this Executive order—I was not in the 
room when it was read—-undertake to cite the authority upon 
which it was issued? 

Mr. WALSH. No; the authority apparently is the emer- 
geney whereby large quantities of supplies will fall into disuse. 

Mr. WINGO. Does not the gentleman recognize this: That 
as a matter of fact, coming down to practical results, the effect 
of this section 7 will be a limitation of expenditures in that we 
must take kuowledge of the fact that when you undertake to 
sell this stuff it is nothing more than salvage, and the Govern- 
ment always gets less than it gave? That has been the experi- 
ence of the Government always, and Congress will certainly take 
judicial knowledge, so to speak, of that fact. Then, that being 
true, if we authorize one Government agency to go and pur- 
chase from another governmental agency any of this salvage 
property and cover the proceeds into the Treasury, will not that 
be in effect a saving to the Treasury? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I assume there is a good deal of truth 
in the gentleman’s contention, but it is curious to note that the 
appropriations for supplies and equipment all through this bill 
have been increased, and upon inquiry we have been told that 
the reasons for those increases were that prices had gone up, 
that it costs more for material and iabor. Now, certainly, if they 
are going to buy them from these various departments at a 
cheaper price than the Government paid for them there is no 
warrant for increasing the appropriations for those items. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WALSH. Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. I want to propound a question in order to get a 
legal answer from a lawyer 

Mr. WALSH. I am afraid the gentleman had better ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, perhaps. 

Mr. FESS. I want to ask the gentleman who is on his fect, 
Will the writing of this authority referred to here in the Execu- 
tive order, that the point of order will lie against if anyone 
makes it, extend authority in peace time which without this 
would stop with the war? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, that is the question which I had in my 
mind. I doubt—I do not recall any of the various war meas- 
ures which we passed which contain authority specific or 
blanket to the Executive to issue that sort of an order, but I 
think that to provide this limitation and specifically provide that 
the order which he already has issued shall not be altered, 
amended, or repealed, that we ratify that order and permit it 
to continue beyond the cessation of war activities. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, the membership of the committee 
I feel sure is in sympathy with the purpose here expressed. 

I think there is no doubt that there would be specific loss to 
the Government if this authority is not granted, but if granting 
this authority which is being exercised under the Executive 
order, which was by virtue of the war, will extend war power 
after the war ends, it becomes immediately a question of doubt- 
ful wisdom as to what we should do. Now, it is very apparent 
that powers exercised as war powers might continue after the 
war closes. I have understood that distinguished lawyers 
recently before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce have held that there are decisions by the Supreme Court 
which permitted war powers to continue after war ended by 
virtue of certain involutions that come by stress of war and 
that could not be relieved by the close of war. And I think, 
while we are in deep sympathy with this purpose, we ought to 
know whether we are extending war power in time of peace. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I will yield to my friend, who is a distinguished 
lawyer. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Would not the danger you have 
in mind be averted by inserting the word “extend,” so that 
it would read “amend, alter, extend, or repeal,” and leave the 
order just as it is? 

Mr. FESS. I should hope that if the clause remains in the 
bill, as I wish it could, if it is to be safeguarded, that that 
amendment could be offered. I would like to see this power 
given, yet I would not like to see it extended after the war is 
over. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the 
gentleman this: If he has any objection to the provision here, 
well and good. I am willing it should go out or stay in, but 
I for one do not care to do anything on an appropriation bill 
that would look as though I was trying to repeal an Executive 
order. That is why the saving clause was put on it. I do 
not care to do it on an appropriation bill. That is the reason 
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why that proviso was put on. I do not think it adds or de- 
tracts from it in any shape, form, or manner especially; only 
the committee thought they did not wish to be placed in the posi- 
tion of attempting legislation on an appropriation bill and 
repeal an Executive order, either before or after war activities. 

Now, I want to say just a word as to this section 7, and I am 
going to state in a few words what, in my opinion, it means. 
Since the cessation of war activities the various departments of 
the Government have on hand large quantities of automobiles, 
office furniture, material, and supplies of other kinds that are 
needed in other departments, and especially need in the District 
of Columbia. We make provisions all through this bill for the 
purchase of supplies just like this in character, but I think the 
food question was never thought of or suggested until the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] suggested it. We need 
in the District government here a large number of articles of 
various kinds which we know the supply commission have on 
hand at the present time. Therefore this section 7 was put in 
here for the surpose of a limitation upen the appropriation, and 
I think if the Chair will observe it, it is very clearly a limita- 
tion: 

That the commissioners and other responsible officials, in expending 
appropriations contained in this act— 

Underscore those last few words— 

In expending the appropriations contained in this act, so far as 
possible, shall purchase material, supplies, and equipment, when needed 
and funds are available, from the various services of the Government 
of the United States possessing material, supplies, and equipment no 
longer required because of the cessation of war activities. 

In other words, there is a glut, so to speak, in the supply de- 
partment of about $2,000,000 of material the other activities 
of the Government can not use, and hence we wish and desire 
by this bill to have the authorities of the District of Columbia 
use the appropriation contained herein and purchase these 
supplies from this supply division, as we believe, and know, in 
fact, that they will purchase them at a much greater reduced 
cost than they would if they had to go into the open market. 
Hence I believe this is clearly a limitation upon the expenditure 
of money contained in this bill. And I trust the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Watsn] will withdraw his point of 
order as to that portion of the section. 

Mr. WALSH. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania: Page 90, line 14, 
after the word “ supplies,” insert the words “including food supplies.” 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I think the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is performing a distinct public service 
in calling attention to this Executive order, because on further in- 
quiry it appears it was not justified by the Overman Act and prob- 
ably is not justified by any existing law—war act or otherwise. 
If I am in error about that, some gentleman will correct me. I 
am informed there is something about the history of that Execu- 
tive order which will show that it was prepared in an element of 
doubt, to meet what was, we hope, an existing condition in the 
District of Columbia, where some good might be affected by an 
Executive order during the war. But it certainly would be a 
dangerous thing if the President of the United States had the 
power, by Executive order, to direct the disposition of property 
of any kind. Such a thing would be unthinkable in times of 
peace and might be tolerated only in times of war, but in this 
instance it certainly is not justified by any existing law, whether 
passed under pressure of war or not. So much for the point 
raised by the gentleman from Massachusetts. If my statement 
is in error, as I indicated, some gentleman will correct it, but if 
I am correct, then the gentleman from Massachusetts has un- 
covered an Executive order issued by the President without war- 
rant of law. So much for that. 

I have offered an amendment which proposes to include food 
supplies that may be obtained from the Army or the Navy if the 
commissioners can obtain them, at reduced cost, for the use of 
those inmates of institutions over which the commissioners have 
charge in the District of Columbia. It might be a good thing 
te follow this proposition up in the States and let the States buy 
from the War and Navy Departments in order to supply the 
various institutions which the States have under their control at 
a reduced price. Thus we could begin to get these foodstuffs 
back to the people. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Has the gentleman prepared an 
amendment? 
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Yes. I have offered an amend- 
I hope the gentleman will ac- 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
ment to include food supplies. 
cept it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will accept it, and for two rea- 
sons—first, I think it is a good amendment, and, secondly, I 
think the word “ supplies” covers it, anyhow. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I also think so, but the lan- 
guage “ food supplies’ emphasizes it and will call attention to 
the fact that the Government has food supplies in storage un- 
used while the consumers are paying extravagantly high prices 
for everything they get to eat. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if a 
new Member may be permitted to make a short nonpartisan 
talk, I should like to have your attention, because I believe I 
have something here that will be of interest to all of you. 

Some time ago it was my good fortune to be in a city where 
they employed 23,000 men in their factories. They had a Vic- 
tory loan quota there ef about $4,000,000. At that time they 
thought they would have to let 3,000 men go. The merchants 
and business men of that city, numbering over 500, got together 
and agreed that they would cut their prices down to a point 
where they would run without profit, or sell without profit, for 
a period of 90 days, while they were passing from the war 
program to the peace program. In view of that concession 
made by the merchants and business men of the town, the in- 
dustries agreed to keep 3,000 men on their pay roll whom they 
did not need for a period of 90 days, which they did; and the 
men in those factories subscribed to the loan 100 per cent. The 
landlords of the town reduced rents 15 per cent. The various 
dry goods stores cut their prices anywhere from 15 to 50 per 
cent. That town did that for a period of 90 days. Why? Be- 
cause the prices of foodstuffs had risen to such a point that the 
men could not support their families and at the same time buy 
these bonds. And yet in that city the people in two days over- 
subscribed their quota $1,000,000. 

Now, then, we find that we have in this country, held by the 
Government, vast quantities of preserved meats, which I have | 
listed, and I ask the privilege of putting the statement into the 
Recorp as a part of my remarks in order to save your time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to insert in his remarks the statement he 
has referred to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED of New York. Here are the figures: 


Surplus meat products. 
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The War Department authorizes the publication of the fol- 
lowing statement from the Office of the Director of Sales, show- 
ing estimated surplus meat products on hand in the United 
States: 


Surplus 


! 
Pounds Beef, roast. 
bacon, issue 
series 10 
| (12-pound | 6pound 


| Pounds 
jbacon, issue} 
series 8 
| (crates). 
ee | 


Schenectady.........---+-- 
New Cumberland 

Newport News 

Baltimore 


1-poun 


2-pound 
® cans. 








857,700 
193, 476 


[The figures below are approximate amounts only and subject to change. True surplus will be shown by this office about May 20.| 
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Container. 


& 


--| 12-pound cans 
--| 6-pound cans 
--| 2-pound cans 
--| l-pound cans... .. 
-| 12-ounce cans..... 
--| 6-pound cans. . 
---| 24-ounce cans..... 
-| 1-pound cans 
-| 12-ounce cans 


co oe 
CON OCG ON 


~ 


PRESS INTERVIEW WITH THE SECRETARY OF WAR, MAY 14. 


The following informal verbal statements were made by the 
Secretary of War in conversation with the newspaper corre- 
spondents May 14: 


There has been a misapprehension with regard to the policy of the 

War Department in disposing of meat supplies. The meats in question 
are specially prepared meats, in special containers, and of a kind never 
sold commercially in the United States—roast beef, specially salted 
ork—which are not articles of ordinary commercial trade in the United 
states. The cans are not even labeled. The question of disposing of 
these supplies is not a question of maintaining a price level—the War 
Department has no interest in that—but of some way to dispose of 
them. We can not, for instance, set up retail stores all over the United 
States to sell Army supplies, and therefore have to dispose of them in 
bulk. So much of the supplies as are of the ordinary commercial kind 
in the United States and which people a we are selling in tne 
United States—selling them in any way in which we can prevent 
speculation. But specially prepared Army supplies—7-pound cans of 
roast becf, and things of that sort—are not known to the commercial 
public of the United States, and the buying public knows nothing about 
them, and they would not be available for ordinary commerce here, I 
have talked the whole question over with the sales director, and there 
are s number of questions that have to be solved. Some products, for 
instance, by repacking in new tins and being labeled, could be resold 
in the United States. There is a possibility that we may be able to dis- 
pose of substantial quantities of food supplies in institutions where bulk 
purchases are made. All avenues are to be sought out, and, so far as 
possible, food and clothes will be sold in the United States. 


The market regulates the price; we have no power to set an arbitrary 
price. If we had a million pair of shoes to sell we would have no 
means of going to John Jones and letting him buy a pair of Army 
shoes, but by putting them on the market it would probably affect the 
market price. 


There has been no agreement with the meat packers with regard to the 
distribution of meat supplies, but they have suggested that the most 
practical thing to do would be to sell these supplies in Europe instead of 
disposing of them in this country, because of the fact that they are 
packed for transportation across the ocean. In this way it would not 
be necessary for the pecs to prepare other food for transportation 
while the present supply is being distributed in this country. 

Here is something more that will interest the farmers to know. 
There is also held by the Government the following: 

75,000 sets of harness—cost $85 with collars ; $75 without. 

1,000,000 yards No. 8 duck. 

3,000,000 pair cotton socks. 

2,000,000 pair woolen socks. 

12,000,000 cotton undershirts. 

8,000,000 cotton drawers. 

627,000 woolen undershirts. 

2,500,000 woolen drawers. 

1,500,000 pair Jersey knit gloves. 

1,500,000 pair cotton flannel gloves, leather palm. 

20,000 black raincoats. 

100,000 overalls. 

7,000 moleskin breeches and. coats. 

Now, with reference to these foodstuffs and other supplies, I 
will state that they are located not in Washington but in Chi- 
eago, Columbia, Schenectady, New Cumberland, Newport News, 
Baltimore. Omaha, New Orleans, Boston, San Antonio, New 
York, St. Louis, El Paso, Atlanta, and San Francisco. I incor- 
porate this detailed statement in my remarks: 


meais. 


Beef, corned. Hash, corned beef. 





12-ounce | 6-poun 
cans. cans. 


1-pound 
cans. 


1-pound 12-ounce 
cans , 


24-ounce 
cans. 





4,734,000 
1,312, 170 
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Beef, Corned Hash, corned beef. 











Pounds | Beef, Roast. i 
to bacon, issue} | 
bacon, issue , Ss ciadchdai Be niece sale 
series 8 series 10 | | { 
(crates) |e ~~ og | €pound ae 1-pound | 12-00: ce | 6-pound | 24-ounce 1-pound | 12ounce | 2pound | 1-pound 
p cans. | cans. | vans. cans. cans. caus. | cams. cans. 









New Orleans 





San Antonio 
New Yor:.. 
St. —: 
E) Paso. . 





40,000 | 
1, 190, 000 |. 


eee eecececces! 





nt 
Total by unit 8, 686, 118 | 38,586,620 | 





_ 8,606,782 | 8, 925, 





cans. 
| 
| 
| 


8, 925, 504 | 50,168 | 26, 06 | 12,050,670 | 8,480 a5 | 



















7,830,318 | 5,160,752 








Total in pounds 8, 686, 118 





38, 536, 620 | U1, 847, 912 


a foolish one, but we have used the post offices of this country 
during this war for various purposes, for recruiting and for 
distributing various kinds. ef propaganda, and we have used the 
parcel post for almost everything. Would it not be possible to 
utilize the 55.000 post offices to transport these goods. to the 
consumers through the medium of the parcel post? The con- 
sumers by buying Liberty bonds have paid for these goods, 
and now they are paying top prices for everything they need. 
The high price of food supplies has created a eritical situation 
to-day with the laboring man. With his rent and the prices 
of clothes and foodstuffs increasing from day to day, I main- 
tain that the time has come when he should have a square 
deal and an epportunity through governmental agencies to get 
the benefit of the goods for which he has sacrificed and paid. 
[Applause.] . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 10. That the sum of $50,865 shall be transferred to the credit 
of the United States from the amount in the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of the District of Columbia to pay the 
indebtedness of the District of Columbia to the United States on account 
of advances to defray the expenses of constructing and equipping a 
school building in Georgetown, D. C., as provided in the act approved 
March 3, 1875; and said sum shall be transferred to the credit of the 
United States from the amount in the Treasury to the credit of the 
District of Columbia immediately upon the approval of this act. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON 
new section the following : 

“Sec. 11. That an act entitled ‘An act to save da 
vide standard time for the United States,’ approved 
and the same is hereby, repealed.” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
of order on that. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman reserve it? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I really am in a little bit of a 
hurry to get this matter through. We have been delayed three 
days now. 

Mr. BLANTON. I admit it may be subject to a point of order, 
but will the gentleman reserve it? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will reserve it for three minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is all I want. . 

Mr. Chairman, there was a tacit understanding at the time 
each emergency war measure was passed that as soon as the 
emergency was over the war measure would be repealed. War 
board after war board has been done away with within the last 
few months, even in the closing hours of the Sixty-fifth Con- 
gress. We are getting ready right now to turn back just as 
quickly as possible the railroads to their owners, and I for one 
wish that we had never taken them over in the first place. Weare 
also preparing now to turn back all of the wires to their owners 
just as quickly as possible, and I for one wish that we had never 
taken them over in the first place. Our good friends from the 
East and from the North have seen fit to force upon the South 
and upon the West what is commonly called and designated a 
seven-hour day’s work. The South and the West just now are 
suffering from ‘what has been designated as the “ daylight- 
saving act,” which was clearly an emergency war measure only, 
and may have been necessary at the time for Congress to place 
upon the statute books of the country, but that emergency cer- 
tainly has passed. In the South and West in certain portions 


an 


: Page 92, line 18, insert as a 
ayl 


I make a peint 


ight and to pro- 
reb 19, 1918, be, 


Mr. Chairman, 





17,333, 464 | 8, 925, 504 | 378, 124 5,620, 176 | 18, 907,005 | 8,430, 525 | 4,238, 550. 


Now, then, I just offer this suggestion: You may think it is | until this year for three years they have suffered an unprece- 


15, 660,636 | 5, 160,752 











dented drought, taxing to the limit the resources and endurance 
of the people and country. Now it has had God’s smile shine 
upon it this year, and we have one of the biggest grain crops 
ever seen in the history of the country. Many of the boys 
are away from home yet. Thousands of them are yet in the 
eamps of this eountry, where they have been for 13 or 14 
long months. With a seven-hour day’s work there is no chance 
to harvest the wheat and the oats which are needing har- 
vesting right now. Even thongh this amendment is subject to 
a point of order, and even though it will be stricken out on the 
point of order, I hope that this Congress will keep good its 
tacit understanding at the time we passed this daylight act 
and will help our committee to promptly report and pass one 
of the scores of bills now pending before the committee to repeal 
the daylight-saving act and to make the repeal immediately 


effective. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Minnesota to reserve it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
I now make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order 
that the amendment is new legislation. The Chair, of course, 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I desire to return now to page 2 
of the bill, lines 8 and 10, “ Salaries of the commissioners, $6,000.” 
I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WHEELER] to re- 
serve a point of order on that. 

Mr. WALSH. He reserved it on the entire paragraph. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, the office of Commissioner 
of the District of Columbia is a very important one. I re- 
served the point of order solely for the purpose of bringing 
up the quéstion of the salaries of the District Commissioners. 
Upon investigation I am firmly of the opinion that the salaries 
of the commissioners should be increased. Therefore I with- 
draw my point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I renew the point of order on the $6,000 items 
in lines 8 and 10, page 2, the increase in the commissioners’ 
salaries. 


I reserved the point of order, and 


Mr. JUUL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. JUUL. What is the amount of the increase? 


Mr. WALSH. One thousand dollars. 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I move to amend by inserting in 
lieu of the item stricken out the figures “$5,000,” which are the 
figures contained in the current law; in line 8, $5,000, and in 
line 10, $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Davis of Minnesota: Page 
out “$6,000” and insert in lieu thereof “ $5,000” ; 
out “‘ $6,000" and insert in lieu thereof “ $5,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Davis of Minnesota the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Towner, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee having had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 4226) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes, had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry 


Mr. Chairman, I make 


2, line 8, strike 


in line 10 strike 
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amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question upon the bill and amendments to the final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

fhe SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend. 
nent? If not, the Chair will put the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Davis of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 5227) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 

Mr. KAHN. I desire to say to the House that I hope to 
bring the bill up and have general debate on it Monday. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


Mr. IivppLeston, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the following cases, no adverse reports having 
been made thereon: 

A bill (HL. R. 12200, 65th Cong. 
sion to John Coss; 

A bill CH. R. 12014, 65th Cong.) for the relief of Nancy A. 
Parsons; 

A bill (H. R. 2720, 65th Cong. 
IX. Norman; and 

A bill (H. R. 2462, 65th Cong.) to reimburse Hugh T. Caffey, 
Leeds, Ala., for money and stamps stolen, etc. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will reappoint as directors on the 
governing board of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf Mr, 
Porter, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. RAxer, of California, who 

e now serving as members of that board. 

ADJOURNMENT, 

Speaker, I move that the House do now 


Gx 
rst 


granting an increase of pen- 


granting a pension to James 


Mr. WALSH. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 25 
ininutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, June 9, 1919, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 


Mr. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Acting Secretary of State submitting 
supplemental estimate of appropriations required by the Depart- 
ment of State for additional employees, for scientific attachés 
at the embassies in London and Paris, and for representation in 
international scientific bodies, for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. 
No. 81) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
. communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
a supplemental estimate of appropriation required for buildings 
and grounds at St. Elizabeths Hospital, fiscal year 1920 (H. Doe. 
No. 82) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Appropria- 


tions was discharged from the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion (II. J. Res. 104) providing for the appointment by “ach 
Member of the House of Representatives of one secretary and 
one clerk, whose names shall be placed on the rolls and paid in 
monthly installments, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
. Ly Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 5209) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate one captured German cannon 
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or fieldpiece to the town of Oak Ridge, La.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 5210) for the erection of a 
Federal building for the United States post office at Warren, 
R. I.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 5211) to repeal chapter 154 
of the acts of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, be- 
ing the joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolution to authorize 
the President in time of war to supervise or take possession and 
assume control of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable, or 
radio system or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate the 
Same in such manner as may be needful or desirable for the 
duration of the war, and to provide just compensation therefor ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 5212) to amend section 4 
of the act of June 29, 1906, as amended by the act of May 9, 
1918, relative to the naturalization of aliens serving in the force 
of the Allies during the present war; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WELLING: A bill (H. R. 5213) for the relief of occu- 
pants and claimants of unsurveyed public land in township 8, 
north of range 2 west of Salt Lake meridian, Utah; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H.-R. 5214) to establish a fish 
hatchery and biological station in the third congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Missouri; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5215) to obtain revenue and to 
promote and encourage the production of iron sulphate, pyrite, 
and sulphur, and manufactures thereof in the United States 
and its possessions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. I. 5216) to obtain revenue and to promote and 
encourage the production of manganese and manganiferous ores 
and manufactures thereof in the United States and its posses- 
sions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 5217) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to secure the title to certain lots 
of land in Chattanooga, Tenn., and building thereon by pur- 
chase or condemnation for post office and other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5218) to provide revenue for 
the Government and to establish and maintain the production of 
magnesite ores and manufactures thereof in the United States ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
™ By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5219) to allow credits and pro- 
vide reliefs for certain persons not now provided for by law; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GANBY: A bill (H, R. 5220) to inerease the cost of 
the public building at Bellefourche, 8. Dak.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 5221) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Port Orchard, Wash., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5222) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Seattle, Wash., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5223) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Charleston, Wash., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5224) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bremerton, Wash., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 5225) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for vocational rehabilitation and return to 
civil employment of disabled persons discharged from the mili- 
tary or naval forces of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 27, 1918; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr, McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 5226) further extending 
the time for the commencement and completion of the bridge or 
bridges authorized by an act entitled “An act to amend an act 
to authorize the Dauphin Island Railway & Harbor Co., its suc- 
cessors or assigns, to construct and maintain a bridge or bridges 
or viaducts across the water between the mainland, at or near 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island, both Little and Big; also to° 
dredge a channel from the deep waters of Mobile Bay into 
Dauphin Bay; also to construct and maintain docks and 
wharves along both Little and Big Dauphin Islands,” approved 
June 18, 1912, as extended by an act approved June 30, 1916; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. Rt. 5227) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1920; committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 
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By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5228) granting 
the consent of the Congress to the city of Minneapolis, a munci- 
pal corporation, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Mississippi River; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Toreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Resolution (H. Res. 98) pro- 
viding for certain employees and the payment of the expenses 
of the Select Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BABKA: Memorial from the Legislature of Ohio, re- 
questing the Secretary of War to make provision that all trophies 
of war captured by Ohio troops be collected and sent to Ohio 
ane kept as perpetual memorials; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial from the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, urging relief for the Jews in Poland; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: Memorial from the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, urging relief for the Jews in Poland; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5229) granting a pension 
to Catharine Rodgers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. I. 5230) granting a pension to Cora Mitchell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABKA: A bill (H. R, 5281) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Vicha; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5282) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Gonder; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5233) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Benjamin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5234) for the relief of John M. Stewart; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 5235) for the relief of 
James Orange; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5236) granting a pension to Eliza Fred- 
erick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R, 5237) granting an increase 
of pension to James T. Thrasher; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 5238) for the relief of Cleve- 
land Trinidad Paving Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5239) granting an 
increase of pension to Gus H. Weber; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 5240) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of James I. A. Trotter, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 5241) granting an increase 
of pension to Ferdinand W. Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUSTED: A bill (H., R. 5242) for the relief of Louise 
L. Coleman, surviving administratrix of the estate of Walter H. 
Coleman, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 5243) granting an increase 
of pension to John Leishman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 5244) granting a pension to 
Marion C. Pearsall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5245) granting a pension to Jacob Pusey; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 5246) for the relief of the estate 
of Pleasant M. Crdigmiles; to the Committee on War Claims. 

iby Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 5247) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Abernethy ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R, 5248) granting a pension to 
Agnes Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
oi the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Resolutions adopted at a 
mass meeting in Metropolitan Opera House, Philadelphia, Jacob 
Snier, chairman, relative to pogroms in Poland; to the Com- 
inittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BEGG: Petition of joint session of the Congrega- 
tionalist, Baptist, and Methodist churches of New London, Ohio, 
protesting against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Com- 
wittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Illinois, against re- 
peal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of numerous residents of the 
city of Amsterdam, N.Y., praying for the repeal of tax on sodas, 
soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition signed by certain members of the congregation 
of the Methodist Church of Fonda, N. Y., protesting against re- 
moving the ban upon the manufacture and sale of wine and 
beers; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of numerous residents of Delanson, N. Y., pro- 
testing against the repeal of the war-time prohibition laws; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of numerous residents of the city of Schenectady, 
N. Y., praying for the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, 
and ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Mohawk Valley Grange, No. 1289, of Cana- 
joharie, N. Y., and of the executive committee of the Montgomery 
County (N. Y.) Farm Bureau Association, praying for the repeal 
of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of numerous residents of the city of Amsterdam, 
N. Y., praying for the repeal of the luxury-tax law; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of the clerks in first and second 
class post offices of Cleveland, Ohio, for an increase in salaries; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution recommending uniformity of Federal and 
State rules and regulations for eradicating tuberculosis, adopted 
by the National Live Stock Exchange, of Chicago, Ill.; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock Exchange, of Chicago, 
Ill., urging increased appropriation for the animal disease eradi- 
eation work of the Bureau of Animal Industry ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the National Live Stock Exchange, urging 
release of telegraphic lines of Chicago, Ill., and return of rail- 
roads to the owners; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Slovanian Society, of Cleveland, Ohio, in 
favor of Jugo-Slavs; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Illinois, for the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of 18 citizens of La Salle County, IIL, for the 
repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, etc. ; W. D. Anger, of Rock- 
ford, Ill., for the repeal of section 900 to 911, inclusive, of the 
war-revenue act; and Gunther Hardware Co., Quincy, Ill., for 
the repeal of the tax on sporting goods; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of Texas Bankers’ Association, 
Dallas, Tex., indorsing efforts made by Texas ports to obtain a 
fair share of ships controlled and operated by the Emergency 
Fleet Corporation; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: Petition of citizens of Mc- 
Neill, Ark., favoring the repeal of the so-called stamp tax; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of residents of Binghamton, Otego, 
and Cooperstown, all in the State of New York, for the repeal of 
the tax on soda water, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Delhi, farmers in vicinity of 
Binghamton, and farm bureau and home bureau associations 
representing 2,000 homes, in Delaware County, all of New York 
State, favoring repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: Petition of S. F. Vance and many 
other patrons of Jack’s drug store, Birmingham, Ala., for repeal 
of tax on soda water, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Diehl’s drug store, Grove 
& Singer, Charles A. Drefs, Sentinel Motor Corporation, Oakland 
Distributing Co., G. H. Pappenberg’s (Inc.), Economie Drug - 
Store, W. A. Rogers, George Hass, and sundry citizens of Buffalo, 
N. Y., opposing revenue taxes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Asbury (Del.) Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Buffalo, N. Y., and William D. Young, secretary Cling-Surface 
Co., urging against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Theo Raithel, Frank E. Harvey, and August 
Baetzhold’s Sons, all of Buffalo, N. Y., against war-time prohibi- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of William Breckenridge and Joseph Z. Sehneller, 
of Buffalo, N. Y., in reference to passage of: oil-land leasing bill; 
to the Committee on the Public: Lands. 

Also, petition of Cameron J. Davis, reetor Trinity: Chureh, :Buf- 
falo, N. Y., oppesing repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Aiso, petition of K.-C. Gillett, secretary of New York ‘State 
Horticultural Seciety, opposing daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAJOR: Telegrams from prominent citizens of sev- 
enth district of Missouri, urging retention of war-time prohibi- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of First Baptist Church of Lexingten, Mo,, advo- 
cating war-time prohibition ; to the:Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Nebraska, for the repeal of daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany H. R. 5217; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of Balkan, No. 133, 8S. N. P. J.,.of 
Cleveland, Ohio, relating to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. MOTT: Petitions of citizens of Mexico, N. Y., :pro- 
testing against tax on ice cream and soft drinks; and of citizens 
of Oneida, protesting against luxury tax; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition favoring the Mondell bill, appro- 
priating $500,000,000 for public-land settlement for returning 
soldiers ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council favoring 
the repeal of the war-time prohibition act; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Santa Cruz Portland Cement :Co., of San 
Francisco, Calif., asking for protection to the potash industry 
of the United States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: Petition of the Cloak, Suit, and Skirt 
Manufacturers’ Pretective Association, New York, and Kenier- 
Williams Stamping Co., Richmond Hill, New York State, 
against reveal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Columbia Graphophone Co., New York, ‘pro- 
testing against Department of Labor Employment Service; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of New York State Horticultural Society, pro- 
testing against daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Hon. ‘Leon :'F. Moss, of Los 
Angeles, Calif., on Federal paved highways; to the Committee 
on Roads. 

$y Mr. RAMSEYER: Resolutions adopted by the Iowa:State 
Federation of Labor assembled May 20-23, 1919, favoring repeal 
of an amendment to the war-time prohibition act as affecting 
beers and wine; to the Committee cn the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSE: Petitions of cities of Carrolltown, Barnesboro, 
Spangler, St. Benedict, and Patton, Cambria County, Pa., :pro- 
testing against tax on sodas, etc., and asking that same be re- 
pealed ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of First Presbyterian ‘Church of Tyrone, 'Pa., 
protesting against the modification of the war-time prohibition 
act: to the Committee en the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of the cloak, suit, and skirt manu- 
factuers of New York, numbering not less than 300, protesting 
against the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to: the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of several hundred citizens of New York :City 
against tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to :the»Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago, IIl., 
recommending uniformity of Federal and State rules and regula- 
tions for eradicating tuberculosis; ‘to the Committee on ‘the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock ‘Exchange, Chicago, 
LiL, urging that the railroads be turned back to their owners and 
the release of telegraphic lines; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago, 
Ill., deprecating unfair publicity of regulative bodies; .to ‘the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago, 
Ill., favoring approved constructive legislation; to the ‘Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Bethany Grange, 


No. 748, New York State, urging the repeal of the so-called day-. 


light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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Also, petition: of 138 residents of Medina,'N. Y., and vicinity, 
urging the:repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; 
to'the Committee on Ways.and Means. 

‘Also, ‘petition of Genesee County (N. Y.) Pomona Grange, 
representing 3,300 grange members, unanimously urging ‘the 
repeal ofthe so-called. daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By ‘Mr. ‘SNELL: 'Petition .of citizens of Port ‘Henry, 'N. Y., 
for repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the 


‘Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition: of citizens of Keeseville, N. Y., for repeal of tax 
on sodas, soft drinks, and iee eream ; to: the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of Providence (R. I.) Housewives’ 
League, urging action to reduce food prices; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Division No. 4, Ancient Order of Hibernians, 
of Providence, 'R. I., opposing any league of nations that does 
not recognize the freedom of Ireland ; to the: Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of residents of 
Mayport and vieinity, in Clarion County, Pa., urging the repeal 
of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of W. M. Cald- 
well, of Lafollette, Tenn., for repeal of the railroad and -mine 
war laws; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

sy Mr. THOMPSON of Ohio: Petition of Leipsic (Ohio) 
Grange, No. 1664, for the repeal of daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the law committee, International Association 
of Machinists, Van Wert (Ohio) Lodge No. 667, indorsing Gov- 
ernment ownership of railroads ;:to the Committee en Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of H.G. Fry, Delphos, and Turnbull Motor Truck 
& Wagon Co., Defiance, both of Ohio, asking fer:repeal of the tax 
on commercial motor vehicles; to the: Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Robert Mead Latty, in behalf of the Methodist 
Episcopal Sunday Seheol, of Broughten, Ohio; Methodist Wpis- 
copal Chureh, Bryan; E..J. Marsh, Edward Rhoades, Jesse Rupp, 
all of West Unity ; Oakwood Methodist Bpiseopal Sunday School ; 
Methodist Episcopal Sunday School, Antwerp; Fred Grandy; 
Salem congregation, Van Wert ‘Methodist ‘Episcopal circuit; 
North Union Methodist Episcopal Church, Van Wert; Beech 
Grove congregation ; Sunday school, Grove Hill; Whitfield Meth- 
odist Episcopal congregation; C. P. Godfrey, Ottawa, all of 
Ohio, opposing repeal of war-time prohibition law; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Western Ohio Bottling Works, Van Wert; 
H. G.:Mauk & Son, Van’ Wert; Western Ohio ‘Bottling Works, 
Paulding; Ely & Co.,:!Pioneer; Weiss Clothing'Co., Frick Cloth- 
ing Store, Rampe Store Co., Ottawa; Veneier & Nofzinger, Mont- 
pelier ; Balyeat & Wassanberg, and Charles Balyeat, all of Ohio, 
1 the repeal of the luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ‘WOOD of Indiana: ‘Petition of ‘farmers of Porter 
County, Ind., asking‘that they’ be placed back on the Lord’s time; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
Monpay,.June 9, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman; 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, we begin our day with meditation upon the 
greatness and glory of Thy name. We come ‘before Thee not 
only that we may receive that fullness of character and perfect- 
ness of life that will make us in accord with the divine will in 
our personal feelings and aspirations, but we seek also from 
Thee that vigor and strength of intellectual power that we may 
hold the balance of justice, and know ‘the path of right, and 
think after Thee Thy ‘thoughts concerning ‘the government of 
men. We pray ‘that Thou will endue us this day with Thine 
own Spirit that :we may follow Thy word and work out Thy 
For 


D. D,, offered the 


Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the proceedings of Friday 
last, when, on request of Mr. WaArkEN and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
was approved. 
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INVITATION TO AMERICAN REPUBLICS (H. DOC. NO. 86). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of State, recommending legis- 
lation authorizing the President of the United States to invite 
each of the American Republics to send, after June 1, 1920, not 
more than two of its citizens at one time to receive instruction 
in the United States Naval Academy and the United States 
Military Academy, which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to 
be printed. 


GILLESPIE PLANT EXPLOSION (S. DOC. NO. 31). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting a supplemental estimate 
of appropriation in the sum of $1,319,033.59 required by the War 
Department for payment of claims for damages to private prop- 
erty by the explosion at the T. A. Gillespie Loading Co.’s plant 
in October, 1918, ete., which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 4226) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House disagrees to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2480) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1920, agrees to the conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr, Snyper, Mr. Campsett of Kansas, and Mr. 
Carrer managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. STERLING presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Watertown, S. Dak., praying for the repeal of the so-called 
“luxury ” tax, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Calif., praying for the repeal of war- 
time prohibition so as to permit the manufacture of wine and 
beer, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented memorials of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of South Manchester ; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of New Haven; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Shelton; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Seymour; of the congregations of the 
Baptist Church of Preston City, the Congregational Church of 
Stafford, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of West Cranby ; 
of the Christian Endeavor Society of Chaplin; and of sundry 
citizens of Torrington and West Stafford, all in the State of 
Connecticut, remonstrating against the repeal of war-time pro- 
hibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving 
law, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a resolution adopted at a convention 
of sundry grain dealers, merchants, and shippers at Hutchin- 
son, Kans., praying for a congressional investigation of the 
Bureau of Markets of the Department of Agriculture, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 
92, H. 8S. S., of Lowell; of Local Lodge No. 547, National Croatian 
Society, of Bisbee; and of Local Lodge No. 132, S. S. P. Z., of 
Lowell, all in the State of Arizona, praying for the independence 
of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair dealing in connection 
with peace deliberations, which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NEWBERRY presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Ypsilanti, Mich., and a petition 
of the Diocese of the Protestant Episcopal Church, of Marquette, 
Mich., praying for the ratification of the proposed league of 
nations’ treaty, which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Iie also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Battle Creek, Mich., and a memorial of the Common Council 
of Petoskey, Mich., remonstrating against the repeal of the so- 
called daylight-saving law, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 
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He also (for Mr. TowNsEND) presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Muskegon, Owosso, Corunna, Coats Grove, Howard, 
Coral, and Belding, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. TowNsEND) presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Jackson, Mich., praying for the repeal of the so-called 
“]Juxury ” tax, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. TowNsEND) presented a petition of St. John 
the Baptist Lodge, No. 8, Slav Croatian Union, of Calumet, 
Mich., praying for the independence of the Jugo-Slavs and for 
justice and fair dealing in connection with peace deliberations, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also (for Mr. TOowNsEND) presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Holland, Mich., remonstrating against the repeal of 
the so-called daylight-saving law, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of sundry Italian citizens of 
Portland, Me., remonstrating against the treatment accorded 
Italy in the matter of Fiume, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Auburn, Me., remonstrating against the repeal 
of war-time prohibition, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Portland, 
Me., remonstrating against the repeal of the so-called daylight- 
saving law, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Easton, Cordova, Royal Oak, Bozman, and Longwoods, 
all in the State of Maryland, praying for the repeal of the so- 
called daylight-saving law, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of the Board of the Grace 
Methodist Episcopal Church Sunday School of Cumberland, and 
of sundry citizens of Cumberland and Buckeystown, all in the 
State of Maryland, remonstrating against the repeal of war- 
time prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. KING presented a petition of the Affiliated Patriotic So- 
cieties, of Ottawa, Ill, praying for the proposed modification 
of war-time prohibition so as to permit the manufacture of beer 
and wine, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Utah Coal Producers’ As- 
sociation, of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the imposition of 
a tax on imported coal, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


THIRD DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I re- 
port back favorably with sundry amendments the bill (H. R. 
8478) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal 
years, and for other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 11) 
thereon. Copies of the bill will be placed on the desks of all 
Senators, and I hope I may be able to call it up for considera- 
tion some time to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The biil will be placed on the 
calendar. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate resolution 72, submitted by Mr. Lopce on the 6th 
instant, reported it favorably without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized, during the Sixty- 
sixth Congress, to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per 
printed page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the cxpenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1521) authorizing the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, 
residing in the State of Washington, to submit claims to the 
Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Marius Thomsen; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 





3y Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1523) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph F. 
Mitchell (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1524) donating captured cannon and unloaded 
projectiles to the city of Cawker City, Kans.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 1525) to donate one captured cannon to Mount 
Union College, Alliance, Ohio; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1526) granting a pension to Edward Piero (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 1527) granting an inerease of pension to John 
A. Boutte (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 1528) granting an 
R. Radebaugh; and 

A bill (S. 1529) granting a 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 1530) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the municipality of Martin, Tenn., captured German cannon 
and cannon balls or shells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1531) granting a pension to Mary E. Martin (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1532) directing delivery of State war-service records 
to the States requesting same; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (8. 1533) for the relief of Anna M. Tobin, independent 
executrix of the estate of Frank R. Tobin, deceased ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 1534) to amend an act entitled “An act to pension 
the survivors of certain Indian wars from January 1, 1859, to 
January, 1891, inclusive, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 4, 1917; and 

A bill (8S. 1535) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act 
to pension the survivors of certain Indian wars from January 
1, 1859, to January, 1891, inclusive, and yor other purposes,” 
approved March 4, 1917; to the Committee on Pensions. 


INDIAN CLAIMS, 


Mr. JONES of Washington. On May 23 I introduced Senate 
bill 628, authorizing the Indian tribes and individual Indians, 
or any of them, residing in the State of Washington to sub- 
mit certain claims to the Court of Claims. It was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. It is a matter relating entirely 
to the Indians. It is a claim of Indians and has heretofore 
been considered entirely by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The Indian Affairs Committee has held hearings upon it, and 
a similar bill has passed the Senate, I think, twice—once, at 
any rate. I think the bill should go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. I ask that the Committee on Claims be discharged 
from its further consideration and that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


increase of pension to Frederick 


pension to Rice,M. Hughes; to 


The Chair 


AMENDMENTS TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WATSON submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for investigating farm domestic water supply 
and drainage disposal, the construction of farm buildings, ete., 
from $25,000 to $75,000, intended to be proposed by him to the 
Agricultural appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSDELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $83,200 for the investigation and improvement of fruits 
and the methods of fruit growing, harvesting, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and 
ordered to be printed. : 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 74), 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
Whereas claims aggregating millions of dollars in compensation for dam- 

ges to property and for personal outrages and destruction of life 
suffered by citizens of the United States in the Republic of Mexico 
have been filed with the Department of State for presentation to the 

Government of Mexico; and 
Whereas some years have already intervened between the commission of 

such damages and outrages and no progress is apparently being made 

toward the liquidation, settlement, and payment of such claims: Now, 
therefore, be it 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report to the Senate whether or not said claims have been presented to 
the Government of Mexico, and what steps and measures are being taken 
to eee such claims and to liquidate and settle the same, and if said 
claims have not been presented, then to report to the Senate what steps 
and measures are contemplated to be taken with respect thereto and 
when the department will proceed with the same; also to report to the 
Senate the number of citizens of the United States who have been killed 
in Mexico since Porfirio Diaz retired from the Presidency of Mexico, to- 

ther with the number of nationals of other countries who have been 

ified in Mexico as far as the Secretary of State is advised; also to 
report to the Senate the amount of claims filed with the Secretary for 
damages suffered by citizens of the United States in Mexico, and any 
information which the Secretary has as to the confiscation of property of 
citizens of the United States and as to the damage suffered by the cit- 
izens of the United States in Mexico; also to report to the Senate the 
number of citizens of the United States who have been compelled to leave 
Mexico on account of the disorders prevailing in that country, the 
amount of property abandoned by such persons, and the number of cit- 
izens of the United States presently residing in Mexico and the amount 
of their property. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT PUBLICATIONS, 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 75), 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior report to the Senate the 
number of publications or periodicals issued by the Department of the 
Interior, together with the name of each publication, the bureau or other 
division of the Department of the Interior issuing the same, the time it 
is issued, the name of the editor and the number of persons employed in 
preparing the same for publication, the number of copies issued, the cost 
of the same, the ‘usual number of pages, the persons to whom they are 
sent, whether said publication is distributed gratuitously or upon sub- 
scription, the purpose and object of such publication, and whether or not 
the same is employed to advocate and carry on a Lake eng ner to promote 
measures pending in Congress, and whether or not the department pub- 
lishes such periodicals for the purpose of advocating legislation which it 
desires to be enacted by Congress; whether conferences or. conventions 
have been held at the instance and invitation of the Department of the 
Interior to promote legislation pending in Congress, and whether funds 
of the Government have been used to arrange for or pay the expenses of 
such conferences or conventions and the amount of funds used for such 
purposes. 

POWER OF THE SENATE OVER TREATIES. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask unanimous consent to introduce into 
the Rrecorp a very short article from the pen of former Gov. 
Simeon E. Baldwin relating to the power of the Senate in the 
making of treaties. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. MOSES. What is the request? 

Mr. THOMAS. The request is for the publication of a very 
short article by former Gov. Baldwin, of Connecticut, relating 
to the treaty-making power of the Senate. 

Mr. MOSES. To be published as a document? 

Mr. THOMAS. Ob, no; in the Recorp. 

Mr. MOSES. In view of the announcement that I have sev- 
eral times made before, I ask that it go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. THOMAS. I did not understand the Senator’s remark. 
Does the Senator object? 

Mr. MOSES. I have stated several times that utterances by 
Senators or the President of the United States would not be 
met by any objection from me, but utterances of other persons 
which are presented here for printing in the Recorp or as a 
public document I should venture to ask might be sent to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. THOMAS. Very good. Of course, I am aware I am not 
able to have the order made at this time in the presence of the 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The article will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 4226. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


Is there objection? 


TREATY OF PEACE. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask to have the following cablegram 
from President Wilson read. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst France Kenyon New 
Borah Frelinghuysen Keyes Newberry 
Brandegee Gay King Norris 
Capper Gronna Knox Nugent 
Chamberlain Hale La Follette Overman 
Culberson Harding Lenroot a 
Cummins Harris Lodge Phipps 
Curtis Harrison McCumber Pittman 
Dial Hitchcock McKellar Poindexter 
Dillingham Johnson, Calif. MeLean Pomerene 
Elkins Jones, N. Mex. McNary Reed 

Fall Jones, Wash, Moses Sheppard 
Fernald Kellogg Myers Sherman 
Fletcher Kendrick Nelson Smith, Ariz, 
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Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Spencer 


Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 


Warren 
Watson 


Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Sterling Trammell Walsh, Mont. 

Mr. DIAL. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
SaarH of South Carolina] is detained on account of illness in 
his family. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The Secretary 
will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Paris, June 7, 1919. 
TomMULTY, 
White House, Washington. 

Please convey the following to Senator HircHCock : ‘ 

“TI am heartily glad that you have demanded ‘an investigation with 
regard to the possession of texts of the treaty by unauthorized persons. 
I have felt that it was highly undesirable officially to communicate the 
text of a document which is still in negotiation and subject to change. 
Anyone who has possession of the official English text has what he 
is clearly not entitled to have or to communicate. I have felt in honor 
bound to act in the same spirit and in the same way as the representa- 
tives of the other great powers in this matter, and am confident that 
my fellow countrymen will not expect me to break faith with them. I 
hope the investigation will be most thoroughly prosecuted.” 


Wooprow WILSON. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, it seems to be beyond contro- 
versy at this time that this treaty is now being published in 
practically all of the countries abroad. Certainly copies are 
being circulated throughout Germany, Norway, Sweden, Hol- 
land, Belgium, Denmark, France, and probably England. I 
entertain no doubt myself that there are a number of copies 
in this counf’y, which I think the investigation which the 
President properly indorses and asks to be made thorough will 
undoubtedly establish. 

My desire, Mr. President, has been from the beginning to 
have a copy of this treaty. As I said the other day, had the 
treaty been confined to making peace with Germany I should 
not be as deeply interested in that part of it; but I am deeply 
interested in the league of nations, which is interwoven with 
the treaty, and therefore I have made every effort within my 
power to secure a copy of this treaty. 

I have in my possession this morning a copy of the treaty, 
which I am going to ask permission of the Senate to print as 
a Senate document. I am permitted to make this treaty public 
by the consent of those who gave it to me. The particular copy 
which I am offering this morning was brought to this country 
by Mr. Frazier Hunt, the staff correspondent of the Chicago 
Tribune. It was taken to the Chicago Tribune office last week 
and retained there for some time, just how long I do not know, 
but the Tribune felt, for patriotic reasons, that it ought not 
to print it on its own initiative and without first having pre- 
sented the treaty to the officials in Washington, and so with- 
held the printing of the treaty. 

The treaty was brought to Washfngton last afternoon and 
delivered to me as a member of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. I entertain no doubt that it is a true and correct copy, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the samé be printed as a 
Senate document. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, a few moments ago I asked 
permission to introduce into the Recorp a very short statement 
by 2 very eminent citizen of this country, to which objection 
was made. In view of that fact, I object to the unanimous con- 
sent at this time. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Regular order! 

Mr. BORAH. I move that the document which I have, which 
purports to be, and I entertain no doubt is, a true copy of the 
treaty of peace, be printed in the Rrecorp. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Idaho. [Putting the’ question.] The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. NORRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FLETCHER. (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Batt]. 
In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. KELLOGG (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smumons]. I do 
not see him present and therefore withhold my vote. If per- 
mitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMirH]. Under those 
circumstances I withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Surre] 
and withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote 

yea.” 
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Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cott], which I trans- 
fer to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. JoHNnsox] and vote 
“ nay.” 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Wotcort]. 
He is absent and I am unable to obtain a transfer. I therefore 
withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosE]. Trans- 
ferring that pair to the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mar- 
TIN} I vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Batt] to the senior Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. SHIELDS] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. I am able to transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Georgia [{Mr. SsurrH] to the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Ener} and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KING. I wish to announce that the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Kimpy], the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen], 
and the Senator from California [Mr. PHELAN] are detained on 
official business. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
[Mr. SmirH] 
family. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to announce that the junior Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Woxtcott] and the senior Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] are detained on public business. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow- 
ing pairs: 

The Senator from New York [Mr. CALpEer] with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Gregry]; 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] with the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. HenpERsSoN]; and 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsEenp] with the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Roxsinson]. 

The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 24, as follows: 


YEAS—47. 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McLean Reed 
McNary Sherman 
Moses Smoot 
Myers Spencer 
Neison Sutherland 
New Wadsworth 
Newberry Walsh, Mass. 
Norris Warren 
Page 
NAYS—24. 
Jones, N. Mex. Pittman 
King Ransdell 
McCumber Sheppard 
McKellar Smith, Ariz. 
Nugent Smith, Md. 
Overman Stanley 
NOT VOTING—25. 
Henderson Penrose 
Johnson, S. Dak. Phelan 
Kellogg Robinson 
Kirby Shields 
MeCormick Simmons 
Gerry Martin Smith, Ga. 
Gore Owen Smith, 8. C. 

So Mr. Boran’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I wish to say only a 
word in reference to the vote which has just been taken which 
I did not have the opportunity to do during the roll call. 

Like all the other Members of the Senate, I am intensely in- 
terested in what is in this treaty, and should be glad to see the 
official copy at the earliest possible moment. I voted against 
publishing in the Recorp the document as presented by the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] for this reason: I have great con- 
fidence in the Senator from Idaho and I know that he would 
not offer a document to the Senate that he did not believe was 
the official copy, but there is ne evidence which has been given 
to the Senate in either the remarks of the Senator from Idaho 
or by investigation of one of the committees of the Senate, that 
this is a true and official copy of the treaty that has been made 
up in Paris. If it is, there will be no harm done; but if it is 
not and it goes out to the country with the sanction of the 
United States Senate as a part of the arm that approves this 
treaty, that the document that is published in the Concres- 
stonAL Recorp is the official copy that has been agreed on in 
Paris, and there should turn out to be clauses in it that are 
not accurate or which are misleading, it may cause great harm 
in the country. For that reason I thought it the wiser part te 
withhold the publication of the treaty as an official document 


My colleague the senior Senator from Georgia 
is detained from the Senate by death in his 
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until we knew absolutely and beyond peradventure that we had 
an official copy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, in addition to what the 
Senator from Alabama has said, I desire to say that there is 
another reason why this document should not now be published. 
In the negotiation of treaties, prior to their final making, the 
party who represents the United States officially under the Con- 
stitution is the President of the United States, the executive 
department, and as the Senator from Idaho knows from a com- 
munication addressed to the White House from the President, 
which was this morning given to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations and which I suppose will be published this afternoon, 
the President states that by agreement with France and Great 
Britain the treaty was to be withheld until it had been finally 
negotiated. That means, of course, until Germany has had 
her say about it and we have had our say about modifying the 
treaty in accordance with the wishes of Germany or for rea- 
sons of our own. So, in addition to the reasons given by the 
Senator from Alabama, there is the grave reason of this being 
a piece of bad faith upon the part of a part of the United States 
Government when that part of the United States Government 
that is authorized to make agreements of a preliminagy or 
negotiatory character with foreign governments had made an 
agreement, and had communicated that agreement to a com- 
mittee of this body, or rather had communicated it, and it had 
come to a committee of this body. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I 
omitted to state that this document is printed both in French 
and English text. Of course, I only desire the English text 
printed. I should have stated that. 

Mr. McCUMBER rose. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator from North Dakota wishes to 
make some remarks, though I have another motion to make, 
I shall make it after he shall have concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I only desire to say that 
for 20 years I have consistently voted against making public 
any treaty that was under negotiation until it came to us as 
a completed contract between the nations. I have done so on 
the ground, first, that until it came before the Senate it 
belonged peculiarly to the Executive branch and not to the 
Senate, and, secondly, because I have considered that the better 
relations between nations demanded that a treaty be disposed 
of by the delegation or other authority’ that had to deal 
with it before it was given publicity. This being my view in 
all of the time past, I can not change it with a change of 
administration. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, as explanations seem to be 
the order of the moment, I desire to say a word. I have had 
no sympathy whatever with the movement afoot to get prema- 
turely a copy of this treaty. I believe in the orderly course 
of events we should await the time when the treaty comes to us 
through the regular channels. At the same time I am just 
as anxious to have first-hand knowledge of this treaty as any 
other Senator can be, and at the earliest moment practicable. 

My reason for the vote I have just cast is this: It has been 
said that this treaty has been published in other countries, 
Just before the Senate was convened this morning I was advised 
that the treaty has been, or is to be, printed by one of the 
leading journals in New York City. That being so, I could see 
no reason why everybody outside of this Chamber should have 
access to a copy of this treaty and Senators not have it before 
them in the CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorp. 

I think it is unfortunate that the treaty has been made 
public at this particular time, but at the same time, as it has 
been, or is about to be, made public, I can not understand why it 
should not be printed in the Rrecorp. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Ohio sits down, I desire to ask him a question. I understood 
him to suy that he thought it unfortunate the treaty had been 
made public. I want to ask him if he does not think he has 
made a mistake of language there? I suppose he means the 
negotiations up to date, for the treaty has not been completed, 
and will net be completed until it has been signed not only by 
one side to it but by the other side. Everybody knows that 
constant changes are being made every day or two in it. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I think that my words 
were fairly intelligible. Of course this document is not a 
treaty in the legal, technical sense; it is perhaps negotiatory 
in character; but such as it is, I think we all understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Because a newspaper guesses from what 
has gone before what shall follow, guesses from the negotia- 
tions as to what shall be a treaty, I do not see why the Senate 
of the United States, a calm, deliberative body, partially 
national and partially international in its functions, should 
take the newspaper view of the matter. 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK, Mr. President, if the Senator from Idaho 
will permit me, I desire to say that I feel there is probably 
an exaggeration of the importance of whether this document 
is made public or not; but it seems to me beneath the dignity 
of the Senate of the United States to cooperate with the Ger- 
man Government in endeavoring to make this public for the 
purpose of throwing a monkey wrench into the negotiations. 

We all know that this treaty was first made public in Ger- 
many; that the German Government did it for a purpose; that 
the purpose of the German Government was to interfere with 
the negotiations and the settlement; that the German Govern- 
ment did it for the purpose of getting better terms; and the 
majority of the Senate of the United States is deliberately co- 
operating with the German Government in that direction. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, to emphasize further what 
has been said, it appears that but a few days ago the Senate 
passed a resolution asking the President, if not incompatible 
to the public interest, to send the treaty here. Now, before a 
response is made to that resolution, before it could be an- 
swered, the Senate undertakes to publish what purports to be 
a copy of the treaty. It seems to me common respect for the 
resolution which has been sent to the President would cer- 
tainly have induced this body to have waited until a reasonable 
time until they had obtained his answer. 

I wish to emphasize the fact that, without waiting for a 
response from the President to the request addressed to him, 
this course is taken by a vote of the Senate. The President 
said that he was committed and in honor bound not to give 
the treaty out without the consent certainly of those with whom 
he had made the agreement. He had the authority to make 
such an agreement, because the treaty is at his disposal until 
transmitted here. It seems to me a remarkable piece of dis- 
respect to the President, in order to nag and worry him, to 
take this unprecedented course before he could eyen answer 
the resolution sent to him by the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, instead of throwing a monkey 
wrench into the machinery, this action of the Senate is simply 
carrying out the newer doctrine of “open covenants, openly 
arrived at.” There are two propositions contained in that 
statement; one is that the covenants should be open when they 
are reached, and the other is that in reaching them all pro- 
ceedings should be public. Most of the objections which have 
been made must base their merit, whatever merit they may 
have, upon the old doctrine that everything should be done be- 
hind closed doors; that all such business should be secret. But 
we had a great statesman not long ago who overthrew that 
idea and who gave to the world the new doctrine that secret 
treaties were an abomination. I agreed with him; I approved 
of that position, and the people of the civilized world approved 
of it. While the treaty may be changed before it is finally 
signed, the existing draft of the treaty with Germany is one of 
the steps in arriving at a covenant, and the Senate’s action 
makes it an open step. 

To my mind it is no objection that Germany is now practicing 
the doctrine of openly arriving at covenants, and that therefore 
we should arrive at them secretly. If the doctrine is good, if 
it is right—and I believe it is—then every step in these negotia- 
tions leading up to a treaty in which the people of all the civi- 
lized world are interested ought to be openly arrived at. It 
seems to me therefore that in the present highly civilized state of 
society the reasons for secrecy have no bearing whatever. 

Mr. JONES of New. Mexico. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that the question as to whether or not we believe in openly av- 
rived at covenants can have nothing to do with the question on 
which the Senate has just acted. It is apparent from the mes- 
sage which we received from the President this morning that, in 
his opinion, this treaty should not be given any publicity at this 
time; at any rate, this document, alleged to be a copy of the 
treaty, should not be given publicity. All the reasons for that 
we can not know; but we do know that the President is upon 
the ground ; we do know that he is advised as to the reasons as to 
why this should not be done. There is no evidence here that 
this purported copy comes through Germany. We are advised 
by the Senator from Idaho that this purported copy is printed 
in both English and French. How it was obtained we have no 
evidence; but we do know, from the statement given us this 
morning by the President, that it has been obtained in some way 
contrary to the wishes of the representatives of the United 
States, France, and England. We can only surmise that it has 
been obtained in a surreptitious manner, a inanner not commend- 
able, a manner decidedly improper and worthy of the condemna- 
tion of the Senate. We are officially advised by the President 
that if any such copy is here it came over in an improper manner, 
and it has possibly been obtained through theft. Will the 
Senate of the United States put its approval upon a petty lar- 
ceny, a larceny which has for its purpose interference in the 
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most important foreign affairs in which this country has ever 
been engaged? I submit, Senators, that this thing should not 
be done; that it is unworthy of the Senate and unworthy of 
our country. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I.do not wish to re- 
peat, if I ean help it, any particle of the very strong statements 
made against the propriety of the Senate’s action this morning. 
We know that somebody came into the possession of this treaty 
illegitimately. So well does the Senate know it that it is press- 
ing an investigation to see who has been guilty of this crime 
against humanity—and I am not overstating the case. I am 
not surprised to see the humor of the antileaguephobists. 

Mr. President, it is a violation of the agreement of our com- 
missioners in the formation of this treaty. We are a part of 
the treaty-making power. We are violating a confidence just as 
much as if we ourselves had been .a party to the treaty; and 
now we insist on doing this, and for what purpose? We-do not 
know whether it is the treaty or not. We know that the one 
negotiating it on the part of the United States is opposed to its 
publication. In fact, so far as we know it is not the treaty. 
We have a right to infer that it is not the treaty, for there is no 
use in withholding it after it is completed; and yet the Senate, 
which is investigating the crime, has immediately vindicated the 
criminal by publishing the product of his thievery, and then hold- 
ing an investigation, examining this very morning by what 
strange processes this treaty, or alleged treaty, ever came into 
the United States at all. 

We know that it did come to the United States. We know 
that it did come through Germany, if the newspapers are cor- 
rect, and that is all the information we have as to it. We know 
that they first published it ;-and ne matter who published it, no 
matter how he got it, no matter how correct or incorrect it is, 
it is a piece of bad faith on the part of the United States as 
one of the negotiators of this treaty to come now and, as has 
been well said, probably throw a monkey wrench into the pro- 
ceedings at this hour, thus carrying out the very purpose of 
those who do not wish ‘this treaty to be ratified. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I merely wish to add to this 
post-mortem symposium the statement that I voted against the 
motion simply because I did not think it was fair to play 
favorites in the introduction of documents offered for printing 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President, I wish to say that had I been 
present—and I was down at the War Department when the 
Senate voted, trying to find out the date of arrival this week 
of the Amphion, that is bringing home from France an Arkansas 
regiment, now the ‘One hundred and forty-seeond Field <Artil- 
lery—I should have voted against the motion to publish the 
alleged treaty in the ConcressionAL REcoRD now. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I myself have a “single-track 
mind,” and I like to know what I am talking about if my intel- 
lect will allow me to grasp the subject. 

I read with pleasure before it was introduced, and then heard 
read with pleasure, the President’s cablegram which will be a 
part of the printed Recorp to-morrow, sent, not through the 
usual channels of communication with this bedy, the Depart- 
ment of State, or directly to one of the Senators who read it 
into the Rrecorp, but through the President’s secretary in the 
White House to one of the Senators, addressed personally in 
this body, and not through the State Department:at all. If there 
was the slightest degree of impropriety in the Senator’s offering 
this document fer printing in the Recorn, he is responsible for 
such impropriety. I was glad to have read it before it was 
read openly, and glad to hear it being read and made a part of 
the Rrcorp. It justified my vote upon the question of printing 
in the Recorp the copy of ‘the ‘treaty offered by the Senator from 
Idaho. 

I hold in my hand the copy of the cablegram from the Presi- 
dent, addressed : 

TUMULTY, 
White House, Washington: 

Please convey the following to Senator HitcHcock : 

“T am heartily glad that y= have demanded an investigation with 
regard to the possession of the text of the treaty by unauthorized per- 
sons. I have felt that it was highly undesirable officially to communicate 
the text of a document which is still in negotiation and subject to 
change. Anyone who has possession of the official English text has what 
he is clearly not entitled to have or to communicate. I have felt in 
honor bound to act in the same spirit and in the same way as the 
representatives of the other great powers ’— 

And so forth. 

Mr. President, the investigation as to who has copies of this 
treaty is proceeding openly before the Foreign Relations ‘Com- 
mittee. This cablegram was presented to the different members 
of that committee this morning, :and it is now in the record of 
the committee itself. I considered it an indorsement of fhe 
action of the Senate in ordering the investigation. As a lawyer 





I can see no methed by which we can ascertain whether there 
is first an official copy of the treaty in existence here in the 
United States or whether there is a copy of the treaty which is 
correct, although not authorized or not official, unless we have 
a copy of the treaty itself, either of the one class or the other. 

The President first is very careful to speak of the English copy 
of the text. He says that anyone who has or claims to have 
in his possession the official English text of this treaty has it in 
his possession without authority, and he wants it investigated. 
The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] has presented what he 
says he is confident is a copy of the treaty in both French and 
English. ‘The English translation could easily have been made 
from the French text; and it need not cast any reflection upon 
the President or anyone in the White House whomsoever that 
the text is translated into English zs presented here, and, under 
the request of the Senator from Idaho, will be printed in the 
ReEcorp to-morrow in English. The Secretary of State has 
various copies of the treaty in his possession; and he has the 
opportunity and doubtless will immediately cause an investi- 
gation to be made, when this copy which the Senator has 
offered is printed, to ascertain whether it is a correct copy by 
comparison with the official text which he has. 

These are the conditions that exist here. The President has 
indorsed this investigation. How are we to carry the investi- 
gation on? The Senate is endeavoring to get copies of this treaty. 
That is a part of the resolution itself of the Senator from 
Nebraska, €ndeavoring to get copies of the treaty which are in 
New York. One of them is presented here, and we are informed 
that it is a crime against humanity to have it printed! 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator wield? 

Mr. FALL. Just a moment. If there is a crime against hu- 
manity, I would be rather inclined to think that, in my judgment. 
it was entering upon the treaty. However, that is merely the 
judgment of one Senator. The treaty itself might be a crime 
against humanity, but the publicity of it could not be. 

I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. KING. Dees the Senator think it is fair to state that 
the investigation was for the purpose of getting the treaty or 
copies of the treaty? Was not the investigation for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining how the stolen copy came to this country? 

Mr. FALL. Qh, certainly, certainly. That is one of the pur- 
poses of the investigation. The proceedings of the Foreign Re- 
lations Committee were open; a stenographer and newspaper 
men were in attendance; and therefore I am betraying no con- 
fidence at all in the statement which I have made. The Senator 
will have an opportunity to read the proceedings of the Foreign 
Relations Committee, which will be printed from time to time. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. FALL. I yield. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Is it net to be conceded that if this alleged 
copy came into the hands of the representative of the newspaper 
as stated, it must have come to him with knowledge of the un- 
derstanding that it was not to be made public until completed, 
and ‘therefore is it not a breach of faith on his part to make it 
public or to communicate it to anyone else who might make it 
public, and is not the Senate in the position of being particeps 
criminis to that sort of breach of faith? 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I did not catch the last part of the 
Senator’s question. 

Mr. FLETCHDR. Conceding that the alleged copy was not 
stolen, but was delivered to a newspaper correspondent, it must 
have been delivered with the knowledge that it was not to be 
made public or communicated to anyone else until it was finally 
completed. 

Mr. FALL. Oh, no, Mr. President; I do not so understand at 
all. This is not an official copy of the treaty until it is trans- 
mitted to this body, as has been said by those who have been 
opposing its publication until it has been transmitted to this body 
by the President. Now, anyone who has an official copy of that 
treaty in his possession in the English text, the President says, 
did not obtain it by his authority or is not authorized to give 
publicity to it. We are simply publishing this treaty that the 
Senator has offered here for what it may be worth. The State 
Department is here to correct it, if in any respect it is incorrect 
and does not compare word for word with the official text which 
it ‘hes in its possession. I claim that the President has indorsed 
the netion of those who have voted for the publication of this 
treaty, and necessarily so. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I would have moved to refer 
this matter to the Committee on Foreign Relations if I had had 
the slightest doubt that the motion would be defeated. 

There was a public meeting of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee this morning for the purpose of conducting hearings to 
determine whether or not there is an authentic copy of the 





treaty as far as it has progressed. The Senator’ from. Idaho 
[Mr. Boranj] was before that. committee for the purpose of 
giving the committee information upon which to base that in- 
quiry. In my opinion, it was the duty of the Senator from 
Idaho to present this alleged copy of the treaty to that com- 
mittee if he intended to present it to this body, so that that 
committee might determine its authenticity. If he believes that 
this is an authentic copy of the treaty as it now exists, it 
should at least be submitted to the committee that now has 
under hearing the very question; and I want to say further, 
without any violation of the confidence of the committee, be- 
cause it was all public from the very beginning, that the 
question came up as to whether or not the committee would do 
anything at this time that might lead to the publication of a 
copy of the treaty, and the committee decided not to do it. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator will be reminded of 





the fact that the Senator from Idaho stated that the committee 
could net bind him by any such action. 


Mr. PITTMAN. Then the Senator from Idaho is the only 
member of that committee who is justified in an affirmative 
vote, because the acting chairman of the committee, the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer], asked whether or not the 
subpoena duces tecum was intended to bring before the commit- 
tee the copy of treaty alleged to be in existence in this country, 
and it was then decided that it was not wise to make public the 
treaty at the present time, if one did exist, by bringing it pub- 
licly before that committee, but that the committee would deter- 
mine later, after ascertaining whether there was an authentic 
copy of the treaty in existence in this country, whether or not they 
would make it public. It was then that the Senator from Idaho 
stated that as an individual member of that committee he would 
not be bound by any such understanding; but he was the only 
Senator there who relieved himself from the consensus of 
opinion of the committee. 


Mr. FALL. Mr. President, will the Senator yiei'd a moment? 
Mr. PITTMAN. I yield. 
Mr. FALL. Did not the Senator hear the statment made by 


the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BraNpEGEE] that there was 
a copy here, and that it would be presented at 12 o’clock? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I heard no such statement at all, and I 
think the record will bear me out that the Senator from Con- 
necticut stated that on the meeting of the Senate he would state 
who did have a copy. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me-—— 

Mr. PITTMAN. The reason why I would not think the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut would come upon this floor and present 
a purported copy of the treaty, after that meeting which he 
attended, was because he stood silent when the chairman asked 
if it was the consensus of opinion that the subpena duces 
tecum should not include the treaty, and continued to remain 
silent after the chairman declared such would be the order. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

Mr. PITTMAN. And the chairman asked with regard to 
the understanding because it was suggested that the committee 
should decide whether or not any copy of the treaty should be 
made public before it was made public officially, and the Sena- 
or from Connecticut did not except himself from that under- 
tanding as did the Senator from Idaho. I yield to the Sena- 
or from Connecticut. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
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I do not want the Senator to yield and 





I do not desire to interrupt him. I simply want to say that I 
will answer when he concludes his remarks. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Very well. However, I think the record 
will bear me out in the statement that the question was de- 
liberately suggested by the chairman, or rather the chairman 
isked of the committee, whether they intended to include in 
the subpena duces tecum, which was intended to bring in all 


reaty, the copy of the treaty itself, and if it was the intention 
if the committee to permit the alleged treaty to become public 
through such hearings. It was contended then by Senators 
present that to take that means of violating the agreement of 
the President of the United States would be improper. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, I think the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] was present and 
stated that he would not favor making the treaty public unless 
it was officially received from the President, if I recollect cor- 
rectly the discussion in the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PITTMAN. But the record will bear me out, and it is a 
public record, that it was distinctly understood that we would 
subsequently. determine as a committee whether or not pub- 
licity should be given to any copy of the treaty that the com- 
mittee might uncover. In fact it was suggested at that very 


papers bearing on the possession of the copy of the purported 
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meeting that the first thing to determine was whether or not 
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there was an authentic copy, then the committee would de- 
termine the advisability of making it public. 

Now, in violation of that understanding several members of 
that committee who were parties to that understanding have 
come upon the floor here and have voted to make public what 
is claimed to be the very treaty that they said should not be 
made public until after the committee had an opportunity to 
pass upon it. 

If the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] has what he believes 
to be a copy of the treaty as it now exists in his possession, 
he should have presented it to the committee which was in ses- 
sion this morning for the very purpose of investigating the 
charges made by the Senator from Idaho and the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Did he fail to present it to the committee be- 
cause he was afraid the committee would not find it to be 
authentic? Did he fail to present it to the committee because 
he had an idea that it might divert attention from charges 
made by the Senator to some other instrument, or did he refuse 
to present it to the committee because, in his opinion, the com- 
mittee had already declared that they would not make the 
instrument public at this time? If the latter was his excuse, 
then I will admit he excused himself under his statement, but 
if the latter was his excuse then the vote of every member of 
the Committee on ‘Foreign Relations who was present on that 
occasion in favor of the publication of the treaty was a viola- 
tion of the understanding we had less than two hours ago. 

I hope there are Democrats on this side of the Chamber if 
there are not Republicans on the other side who, in view of the 
history of this transaction, will move to reconsider this matter. 
Having voted in the negative, I may not now under the rules. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, if it had been an 
original proposition to submit a treaty which was in course of 
negotiation for publication, I would have voted against it; but 
coming as it did after discussions that had been taking place 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the Great Lakes to 
the Gulf of Mexico, with charges and countercharges, crimina- 
tion and recrimination, by Democrats and Republicans and other 
citizens as well, it seems to me the people of America are en- 
titled to know what it is all about and what is being put forth 
in New York and elsewhere as the treaty that is being negoti- 
ated by our representatives in Paris and those associated with 
them. 

It is conceded on the floor of the Senate, Mr. President, that 
this is not an official paper; that it is not a completed treaty. 
It has been stated by the President in the cablegram that the 
official document has not been given out, so with the American 
people fully understanding that the document which has been 
ordered published is not an official document, I can not see how 
the proceedings at Paris can be interrupted or interfered with 
by the printing of what purports to be a copy of the treaty, 
and which is concededly not. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I yield. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Would not the Senator prefer, now that the 
committee is in session for the very purpose of ascertaining 
the authenticity of this paper, to have it referred to the com- 
mittee to determine that fact? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. It is practically referred to the com- 
mittee now. The whole subject matter has been referred to 
the committee and the committee has it within its power and 
it is a part of its duty, and I am sure with its membership 
it will do its duty, to ascertain the source from which this 
alleged document came. If it is a spurious document, or if it 
is a stolen one, or if some one on the inside has for a considera- 
tion in money or otherwise put it in improper hands, the com- 
mittee will ascertain and report the facts. 

I am unwilling to rest under the imputation, Mr, President, 
that the Senate by voting to print this document becomes a 
particeps criminis to a fraud or to a theft. It is, I think, 
pretty generally conceded that this treaty, as far as it has been 
agreed upon, has been made public in some parts of Europe, 
and particularly in Germany; and if it is being discussed by 
the people there intelligently with a record that purports to be 
partially official at least, why should not the American people 
be let into the same confidence of the powers that be as are the 
peoples over there? 

I make no apology for my vote and I shall not make any for 
it in the Senate of the United States or elsewhere upon this or 
any other proposition involving the welfare of my country. I 
vote as my conscience dictates rather than as somebody would 
have me vote upon these great questions which involve the very 
life of this Republic. To my way of thinking, there has been 
no question before the American people since the adoption of 
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the Constitution so important to America as is this proposed 
league of nations. _I have been studying it as best I could, Mr. 
President, and have been undertaking to arrive at what it is 
right to do and as to what my conscience dictates should be 
done in the premises, and not what somebody wants me to do 
and not what it is best for my party or any party for me to do. 
I care not for party in this emergency. It is a national, rather, 
an international, question that is involved. When the time 
comes to vote upon it I hope I may be able to support the league 
of nations; but when it is construed in connection with the 
treaty between all the signatories, which is to be a part of it, 
and which nobody as yet knows much about, I may not be able 
to support it; and if I am not, I shall make no apology to any- 
body. I shall do at the proper time what seems to me to be 
right under all the circumstances and under my oath of office 
as a Senator of the United States. 

As I understand it, the league of nations and the peace treaty 
are to be one instrument and are to be construed together. We 
know what the league or nations is standing alone, but only 
the Almighty himself knows what the league of nations is 
going to be when the peace treaty has been finally agreed upon 
and has become a part of the league. I have heretofore not 
said anything about it because the proceedings in Paris are 
kaleidoscopic. They may mean one thing to-day and are entirely 
changed to-morrow. So until the league of nations and the 
treaty have been duly prepared and submitted to the Senate 
no Senator can tell conscientiously and truly what his duty 
ought to be to the American people under his oath of office. So 
I shall reserve my judgment, Mr. President, until I can intelli- 
gently conclude from the paper itself and all the evidence 
available what that judgment should be. 

Desiring, as I do, to support a league of nations which will 
assist in bringing about peace, I do not propose to commit my- 
self absolutely and unqualifiedly until the representatives at 
the peace congress have themselves agreed and until I see what 
the terms of the treaty of peace are to be. 

Mr. President, I had hoped when this war ended and the 
armistice was signed we would hear no more charges of dis- 
loyalty by any Member of the Senate or by anyone else against 
the Members of this body who were undertaking conscientiously 
to discharge their duty. But a distinguished Senator has sug- 
gested that the printing of this paper is aiding in German 
propaganda. What nonsense! Some of the Senators here who 
have voted to have the alleged treaty printed took quite an 
active part in seeking to destroy militarism in the German 
Empire, and it comes in very poor grace, it seems to me, to 
have anybody say that because some of us who were active in 
participation in that matter are voting now to have this docu- 
ment, which is recognized as not official, printed, we are under- 
taking to put forth German propaganda. 

The American people are an intelligent people, and I honestly 
believe that if our representatives to the peace conference had 
taken all of America into their confidence from the start they 
would have been aided rather than injured in their efforts to 
negotiate a league of nations and a peace treaty. 

Personally I think it is very unfortunate that the discussion of 
this matter has fallen into and along political lines, but it has. 
There is no use to close our eyes to the fact that pretty generally 
the Republicans are in opposition to the treaty while Demo- 
crats, without knowing what is in it, are supporting it, probably 
as an administration measure. I am sorry, Mr. President, that 
I can not accept everything that comes to us as an administra- 
tion measure, simply because it is an administration measure. 
I hope I may be able to support the league of nations and the 
treaty of peace, but I shall determine my duty for myself when 
the whole and completed document is submitted here. I think 
the American people ought not to consider it as a political or 
party measure. I do not so consider it. I believe there are 
many—and a majority of our people—who will not so consider 
it. I hope it will be considered in a broad, statesmanlike way, 
and that when we come to vote we will not be influenced by 
passion or prejudice, or by the thought of party or partisan ad- 
vantage. That whether it emanated from Democratic or Re- 
publican sources will have no part with us in reaching a wise 
conclusion. Let it be said when the league and the treaty come 
to us and have been ratified or repudiated, as the case may be, 
the American people will feel and know that the Senate consid- 
ered only the welfare of their country in reaching their verdict. 

I felt it incumbent upon me to say this much, because I 
repudiate wholly the suggestion that those Senators who have 
voted to print this unofficial document are undertaking to aid 
in any German propaganda, or that they are parties in any way 
to any wrong, if there has been any wrong, that has been perpe- 
trated in procuring the document now under consideration. The 
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welfare of our country, the fate of nations and of civilization 
itself, may be involved in what we are now doing, and every- 
thing ought to be done with deliberation and with the deepest 
Sense of responsibility. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE obtained the floor. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I would like to suggest to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] that my observation is that the 
Senators who are most forward in making imputations that 
other Senators are instigated by German propaganda are the 
same Senators who when the United States was actually at 
war with Germany were the last ones to support active war 
measures. One of them in particular, I remember, introduced 
a resolution here placing an embargo upon shipments of ammu- 
nition to those great nations that were fighting Germany and 
that afterwards became our allies in this war. Those who at- 
tempted to favor Germany in this way are the ones who now are 
so forward in charging other Senators with being influenced by 
Germany. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must come in at this 
point. This is going beyond the rule. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. When I yielded, I supposed the Senator 
was going to ask a question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I know; but the Chair is getting 
alarmed, whether anybody else is or not. I want to eall atten- 
tion to the rule. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I did not intend to yield the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will permit the Chair 
to read the rule, which is as follows: 

No Senator in debate shall, directly or indirectly, by any form of 
words impute to another Senator or to other Senators any conduct or 
motive unworthy or unbecoming a Senator. 

Let us not go beyond the rule. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, may I make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield to the Senator from Washington, 
if I am not by yielding to lose the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is not criticizing anything 
that has gone, but you are just getting to a point where you are 
going to break the rule. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am not going to proceed any further 
along that line or go beyond that point. But I was just going 
to make a parliamentary inquiry, since the Chair’s ruling evi- 
dently has reference to my remarks. I ask whether it is a 
violation of a rule of the Senate to call attention to the fact 
that a Senator had introduced a resolution to place an embargo 
upon the shipment of ammunition to those nations which after- 
wards became our allies? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is not criticizing any- 
thing that has gone so far this morning, but it has just got to 
the point where we are going to have a row, and I am going to 
stop it before it starts. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am very glad to stop at this point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut will 
proceed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I am glad the Chair 
called the attention of the Senate to the rule, although I do 
not think the Senate of the United States ought to require such 
a rule, because, being a body of gentlemen, Senators ought not 
to be reflecting upon each other’s motives, and generally when 
they do they do not believe the charges themselves. I disagree 
with the Chair, however, when it suggests that nothing has 
happened this morning that the Chair could criticize, becausy 
I think when the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcucocxk] 
stood up here and accused Members of the Senate of being pro- 
German and cooperating with our enemies, that is a violation 
of the rule. But I care nothing about it, because I know he 
does not mean it. 





Mr. HITCHCOCK. I meant exactly what I said. I do not 
need the Senator to vindicate me. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator is crazier, then, than I 


thought he was. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I did not charge anybody with being 
pro-German. I did not use that term. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Whatever term the Senator used. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator permit me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I wiil. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not a fact that Germany has used 
every effort to make the treaty public? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am not in the confidence of Germany 
and know nothing about it. The Senator from Nebraska can 
state. [Laughter in the galleries.] 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The occupants of the galicries are 
not yet a part of the Senate and must be in order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does not the Senator know that in Great 
Britain, in France, and in Italy there is a serupulous observ- 
ance of the promise that has been made not to give the treaty 
publicity, and that on the other hand Germany has not only 
given it the widest publicity possible in Germany, but has sent 
copies into neutral countries, and according to the press re- 
ports has even sent copies to Senators of the United States? 
When the Senate by a vote also declares that the treaty shall 
be made public, is it not doing exactly what the German Govern- 
ment is doing, and is it not doing exactly the opposite of what 
the nations associated with the United States are doing? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If the Senator had made those remarks 
in the form of a motion, I should move that it be subdivided 
into tour parts. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
question. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. He asked four questions in one, and I 
shall endeavor to answer them seriatim, one at a time, in my 
own Way. 

First, I do not know anything about what the German Goyv- 
ernment has done with the treaty or why they have done it or 
whether they have had it published or not. I knew nothing 
about what has been done in France or England with the treaty, 
er whether it was published there. I know nothing about the 
treaty except what I have seen in the newspapers. I am not 
in touch with the administration in reference to this matter. I 
have been trying to get some information, groping in the dark 
about it. The minute anyone comes forward with something 
we are confronted with a determined effort to suppress it, even 
though it purports to be information, although we have just 
directed the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations to find out 
what we can about it. Does that answer the Senator's question? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Ask it again. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator question the universal 
Statement in the past that Germany has used every effort to 
make this treaty public, not only in Germany but in other parts 
of the world? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not question it, I do not deny it, and 
I do not admit it, for I know nothing about it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then if the Senate of the United States 
takes that same course, is not the majority of the United States 
Senate cooperating with Germany in trying to throw a monkey 
wrench inte the machinery for the benefit of Germany? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am not familiar with monkey wrenches 
or with Germany. I do not know what the result of the action 
of the Senate of the United States may be. All I know is that 
the President of the United States has sent a cablegram to Mr. 
Tumulty, who appears to be the conduit through which the 
executive department now deals with the legislative branch, 
congratulating the Senator from Nebraska on his efforts to ascer- 
tain how these alleged copies of the treaty have escaped from 
the rules which the President laid down for their control. He 
wants to go to the bottom of it, and he says if there is any official 
English text that has escaped his eagle eye it has been obtained 
by improper methods. I do not know anything about that. I 
do not know whether this is an official English text or not. 
The Senator from Nebraska the other day stated what I read 
from page 694 of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD: 

Mr. Hitcncock. I can see no great moral boast in that— 

Speaking of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]— 
If he held the treaty in his hands he held stolen goods—goods probably 
secured by bribery. 

I never have had the highest opinion of this administration, 
but never in my wildest fancies have I intimated that they could 
be bribed to give out a treaty. If there is any evidence of that, 
I hope the Senator from Nebraska will produce it before the 
conunittee which is investigating it. 

Mr. President, what does this committee propose to do. I 
read from the resolution which the Senate passed: 

Particularly to ascertain and report to the Senate the names of the 
persons, corporations, or interests which have secured copies of said 
treaty, and from whom they were secured and by what method, and 
also to ascertain and report to the Senate in what manner and to 
what extent said interests are particularly interested in said treaty. 

How can we perform that duty unless we have the treaty? 
We are instructed to find first who has it; second, what the in- 
teresis of the parties are in the treaty. The Senator from 
Idaho promptly produced the treaty. It is the only one I 
know about. The Senators who clamered to investigate about 
the treaty promptly wanted it suppressed, when their own in- 
stru tions are carried out without any effort on their part. 
The Senator from Nevada—— 


He did not make a motion; he asked a 
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Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. No; I do not yield. The Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. PirrmAn] comes in here and berates the com- 
mittee and berates the Senate because of this purported treaty 
which, if incorrect, can be denied in five minutes by the Secre- 
tary of State. He, the Secretary of State, says he has 35 
originals down there; it would not take him very long to com- 
pare this with one of the 35 originals, and if this is not one of 
the originals he can say so, and nobody will be deceived. F 

The Senator from Nevada says this treaty should have been 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations so that they 
could state whether or not it was authentic before it was 
printed. How can we tell whether or not it is authentic? How 
can you establish the authenticity of a paper which purports 
to be a copy of another paper unless you see that other paper 
and compare it? We are not allowed to see the other paper! 

The Senator from Nevada says that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations this morning, as will be disclosed by the record 
when these hearings are published—the newspaper correspond- 
ents were there, and a stenographer was there—voted not to 
make the treaty public. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The Senator is in error. I did not say 
“ voted.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
ef opinion, did he not? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes; I spoke of the manner in which it was 
obtained. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The record will show what the com- 
mittee did. I am not so confident of my mental superiority 
over that of the Senator from Nevada as to set up my judg- 
ment against his or my recollection against his. The record 
will show it. My recollection of what was said and done was 
that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsprr], who 
was temporarily presiding over the committee, while we are 
indicting the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge], our 
regular chairman, said, after we had passed the motion order- 
ing the subpeenaing of certain persons and the production of 
certain papers, “the understanding of the Chair is that that 
includes the production by them of a copy of the treaty, if they 
have it.’ There was some informal discussion about that, and 
I said it did not seem to me to be necessary for them to pro- 
duce their alleged copies of the treaty unless they wanted to 
do so, but if it became necessary at any time all we would 
have to do would be to issue an additional subpena to them 
to bring the copies, if we wanted them. The question of making 
the treaty public was never mentioned in the committee. 

Mr. PITTMAN. It was decided, was it not, not to include 
the treaty among the papers required to be produced under a 
subpcena duces tecum? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. ‘The Senator rebuked me a minute ago 
by saying that it was decided. Nothing was decided. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I say the chairman—— 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The consensus of opinion was that we 
should not include in the subpeena duces tecum any request 
for a copy of the treaty, as I understood it. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes; that was the understanding. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. We are agreed about that; so there is 
no rebuke about that, and there is no variation between the 
eonduct of the Senate this morning in ordering some other 
alleged copy of the treaty to be published in the Recorp and 
in the action of the committee in deciding not to summon some 
other copy of the treaty from some other source. 

Mr. President, the committee having sent to us in what ap- 
pears to be a bona fide and legitimate way the purported copy 
of the treaty, it is manifestly just as impossible for the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to pronounce upon its authenticity 
as it would be for any Senator on this floor to do so, unless we 
have the authentic copy to compare it with. The State Depart- 
ment is full of them, as I have stated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the Senator from Connecticut 
to say “in what appeared to be an authentic and correct way.” 
Would he mind explaining to the Senate how it appears that 
it is either authentic or correct? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. What I mean by that is, that from the 
statement of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] it appeared 
to me to be a bona fide and correct copy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. TI heard nothing in the statement of the 
Senator from Idaho that even tended to show that it was 
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either authentic or correct. He merely stated that he had 
gotten it from a newspaper, I believe, or some other source. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator from Mississippi does not 
always hear what is said. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I do not. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am not attempting to quote the state- 
ment of the Senator from Idaho verbatim. It is in the Recorp; 
though not yet printed, the stenographers have it; but I under- 
stood him to say that this copy of the treaty was one procured 
by represenatives of the Chicago Tribune in Paris or elsewhere 
in Europe—whether it was in Paris or not I do not remember— 
and that it was brought to this country directly to the Tribune. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I heard that. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. And I understood the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say, either on the floor or in conversation, 
that he had no doubt about its authenticity, because it looked 
just like the one he had seen over in New York. They may 
be all forgeries for aught I know. If they are, Mr. Polk will 
know it at once, and he can denounce them as such. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They may be copies made by some person 
from some instrument which he thought was the treaty and 
which may have been the treaty; I do not know. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. It may have been so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But to assert that this appears to be au- 
thentic and correct when there is no phenomenon and there 
are no phenomena to show its authenticity and correctness—it 
is the mental conclusion of the Senator from Idaho and the 
personal opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts—is drawing 
it pretty strong. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to accept their opinions. All I say is that these copies 
turn up from time to time; that they look alike; that one page 
of them is printed in French and the other in English, and they 
appear to be off the same press. Of course, I have no doubt, 
Mr. President, that they were given out by the peace commis- 
sion in Paris generally; I have no doubt many of them were 
brought to this country, and, I think, for perfectly legitimate 
purposes. I do not think there is any scandal about their 
being brought to this country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If my friend will excuse me a moment— 
I very much dislike to interrupt the Senator when he is talk- 





ing—the Senator knows that from old experience—— 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I know how miserable it makes the 
Senator. 


Mr, WILLIAMS. But when the Senator says he has no doubt 
these documents were given out by the peace commission he 
undoubtedly does not mean that 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do mean it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Because the peace commission has said 
that it would not give them out. The President has entered 
into an agreement with France and England, through the com- 
mittee of the peace commission, that they should not be given 
out. I suppose that the Senator means this: That perhaps 
some member of the peace commission or some official of the 
peace commission or some subordinate of the peace comission 
has given them out. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Now, the Senator has said what he sup- 
poses I mean and I will state what I do mean. I think I am 
the best judge of what I mean. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator is the best judge of what he 
means; but I do not know whether or not he is the best judge 
of what the circumstances mean. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. I do not pretend to be. I will let the 
Senator be the judge of that. What I mean is this: I know 
nothing about it whatever and have no information from head- 
quarters, so I am compelled to grope in the dark 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘That is simply what the Senator is doing. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Very likely. I am trying to get some 
light by having this alleged treaty printed, and I am using the 
best brains I have got to.put myself in she other fellow’s place 
over there and see what I should probaDly do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No man can use better brains than the 
Senator from Connecticut, even when he is groping in the dark. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Véhat I suppose happened was this: 
That in concocting this tremendous treaty, involving the finane- 
ing of Europe by America, the peace commissioners had to con- 
sult with the fellows who controlled fitiances and financial inter- 
est . in order to get the money to finance the people they wanted 
to help. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We know that, because they had a regular 
finance committee. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. New, then, I suppose that in order for 
these financial interests to say whether they would undertake 
this great burden and put up the money and take the bonds of 
these countries, they wanted to know what the treaty provision 
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was by which they should do it; whether they would be provided 
for if they put up the money. I suppose so, though I do not 
know anything about it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That supposition is exactly just. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I think it was quite proper. I do not 
believe the President was going off in the dark to make a treaty 
out of his own head, without knowing whether the financial pro- 
visions of it could be carried out. I think probably copies of this 
treaty were given out—not published—but were handed by the 
peace commissioners or their agents to certain people for their 
perusal, and that they were not intended to be made public. 
That is my opinion; but it is a mere guess. The copies have, 
however, been given out very generally ; and evidently the gentle- 
man to whom they were given, being chosen by the President or 
his advisers with their usual judgment about the kind of men 
they would trust, being good judges of human nature, the copies 
got into the wrong hands; the recipients did not regard the confi- 
dence reposed in them, and copies of the treaty passed all around, 
I think, all over Europe, and in New York, too, and one of them 
turned up here in the hands of a newspaper man from Chicago. 
I do not know how he procured it over there. He may have 
bought it for 15 or 20 cents somewhere, or he may have found it 
there. Mr. Polk knows whether or not it is genuine, and will not 
have it in his hands five minutes before he will be able to give 
his expert opinion as Acting Secretary of State, having examined 
35 more of them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If that be true, why did you not wait until 
Mr. Polk could tell you? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Because I did not have anything to do 





with it. The Senator from Idaho did, and I am not responsible 
for him. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I see. I did not know that the Senator 


from Connecticut did not have anything to do with it. I thought 
that he had a heart-to-heart conference with the Senator from 
Idaho. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. He told me he had it, and that is what I 
meant when the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HircHcock] asked 
me in the committee this morning if I would name just one 
copy in this country, and I told him I would at 12 o’clock, 
because I knew that the Senator from Idaho was going to fish it 
right out here and hand it over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And you were going to name at 12 o’clock 
what the Senator from Idaho stated he had? : 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. No; I was going to name the man whom I 
theught had one copy, and that was the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, I see—— 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am glad that the Senator does. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That the Senator from Idaho would have it 
at 12 o'clock? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. He would. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Connecticut did not refer, 
then, to the man who gave a copy to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRANDEGEEF. I did not, because I did not know his 
name. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the Senator now; and I really 
owe the Senator an apology, because I thought he was in the 
absolute confidence of the leader of the majority on the Re- 
publican side and also the leader of the minority party on tho 
Republican side—— 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. And on the Democratic side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And that he would know beforehand just 
what they were going to do. I knew that the Senator from 
Connecticut was the most reliable partisan in the United States 
in his party and perhaps in the United States of any party, 
except myself. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
any serious differences. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought that they could rely upon the 
Senator from Connecticut and that perhaps he was consulted 
beforehand and knew something about it. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon for thinking so. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator need not do so. 
about it; I plead guilty to the impeachment. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Possibly there is a difference of opinion be- 
tween the Senator and myself on a certain subject. I think we 
are agreed on the method by which we determined that we 
should not bring this treaty before the committee. Do I under- 
stand the Senator to say that at that time there was no discus- 
sion as to the propriety of making the treaty public by brinzing 
it before the committee? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I say I do not remember it; there may 


Well, the Senator and I never have had 


I did know 


have been. My attention may have been diverted. 
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PITTMAN. I have a very distinct recollection that the 
ty of it was discussed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not care whether it was or not, my- 
self: but, if it pleases the Senator to have my opinion about it, 
I have given it to him. 

Mr. President, I apolegize to the Senate for having made any 
remarks at all on this question, because it is a post-mortem; the 







thing is done by a vote of the Senate of 2 to 1; it is in the 
Record; and all of this talking about whether or not it ought 
to have been done or whether two-thirds of the Senate ought 
to vield their notions of propriety to one-third is pure leather 


and prunella and amounts to nothing. 
Senate and take my seat. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I seem to be one of those 
10 offended the wisdom of the Foreign Relations Committee. 
lly believe that if I had known that the Foreign Relations 
unittee Was opposed to printing this treaty it would have 

long time before I would have voted to print it; but 
there was no debate, and when questions come up suddenly all 
a Senator can do is to do that which seems to him to be right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The name of the Senator from Arizona is 
first on the roll call. 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes; and it is just natural for me to do 
right, and I somehow do it without reflection. It seemed this 
way to me: The financial interests have, as they always do, 
obtained control of a few copies of the treaty and, thus know- 
ing what bonds would be stabilized and what bonds would be 
not stabilized, began a system of flotation and speculation and 
gambling to the tune of millions of dollars, and, by the nine gods, 
what Wall Street is entitled to have the American people are 
entitled to have. That is my reason for having voted to make 
the treaty public. I have no excuse to offer here or elsewhere 
for that vote, and I would slap the face of a man outside of the 
Senate who challenged me for that vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, as a new 
Senator I should like the privilege of explaining my vote. I 
voted aye on the motion of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Borau] on the assumption that the practice in this body was 
that no Senator would offer to have printed in the public Rrc- 
orp a document which he did not think was of assistance to 
his associates in forming sound judgments on public questions 
or helpful in forming public opinion outside. Therefore I 
thought it was the courteous thing to do to yete in the aflirma- 
tive and to assume that the motive of the mover was proper 
and in the public interest. If there is behind this motion any 
motive to humiliate or embarrass the representatives of the 
United States Government in Paris at the present time, I am 
not in sympathy with it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, originally I 
offered the resolution asking the Secretary of State to furnish 
the Senate a copy of this treaty, and, because I originally pre- 
sented the resolution and have had little opportunity heretofore 
to state my reasons for it, just for an instant I beg you to bear 
with me. 

The resolution was offered not upon any theory of interfering 
with any negotiations in Paris, not for the purpose of embar- 
rassing any of the representatives of the United States, not from 
any partisan viewpoint at all; but it was offered upon the theory 
of government that ever I have had, and the theory of govern- 
ment that I ever shall have while I am in public office. It was 
offered because when a part of the people—a very small part of 
the people of the United States—had this treaty in their posses- 
sion, all the people of the United States were entitled to have 
this treaty in their possession as well. 

I was shocked, I was astounded, I was astonished when I 
found any opposition to that very simple resolution. The in- 
famy in this matter is not in asking that all our people should 
have what Wall Street has, but the infamy in it is in endéavor- 
ing to keep secret from all the people of the United States what 
Wall Street has. 7 

Mr. President, I am sick and tired, for one, of hearing state- 
ments about the German propaganda, “throwing monkey 
wrenches into the machinery,” and the like. I have always 
known that the most recent convert is always the most vocifer- 
but when it is stated on the floor of the Senate that there 
was any design on the part of any man, so far as I am aware, 
on iny part, least of all, “to throw monkey wrenches into the 
machinery” at Paris, or to interfere in any aspect with what 
was transpiring in the peace congress, such a statement is 
utterly without foundation, known by the man who made it to 
be utterly without foundation, and made in pretense and hypoc- 
risy only, and in no other fashion, and for no other reason at all. 

Mir. President, let us lcok for an instant at the facts in this 
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case. Here is a treaty completed across the water, a treaty that 
nm handed to the enemy. 


That treaty has been given to 
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the enemy, and that treaty having been given to the enemy, a 
synopsis has been given by our own agents unto our people. 
After that, the synopsis presumably being a synopsis that was 
accurate, the Secretary of State of the United States printed that 
synopsis and delivered it officially to various people who inquired 
for it. Then all neutral countries, we are informed, have com- 
plete copies of this particular treaty; and then it developed in 
the course of debate that there were copies of the treaty in this 
country and among certain individuals or gentlemen or finan- 
cial interests, however you wish to term it, and being utilized 
by them. 

All these are admitted facts; and from them what flows? If 
they are facts—and I take it that nobody here will deny that 
they are facts to-day—if you believe in democracy, if you think 
the American people yet are free, if you believe that the people 
of the United States yet want their liberty of expression and 
their freedom of action, when every country on earth has this 
treaty and when it is in the hands of financial men in New York 
City, if you believe in democracy and not in autocracy, upon what 
theory do you keep it from the rest of the people of the United 
States? 

It is not a question of constitutional authority to act upon a 
treaty. It is not a question of diplomacy or of interfering with 
diplomatic action. It is not a question of fiduciary or confiden- 
tial relation at all. It is not a question, indeed, of in any way 
or in any fashion interfering with those who are acting for 
us at Paris to-day. It is simply in the higher obligation and 
duty we owe—our obligation and duty in its last analysis—to the 
people of the United States of America. Shall we give to all of 
the people of the United States of America what a few of them 
have obtained in one manner or another, I care not what, but 
what the very few have obtained and what is in their possession 
to-day? 

I regret that the President felt that he could not give out the 
treaty ; but that ends the discussion so far as he is concerned. 
I question not him or his motives at all. That is not the point; 
but in a freeGovernment like ours, when we know that the treaty 
is in the hands of men in Wall Street, upon what theory do you 
justify yourselves to your people of America in saying that they 
shall not have the same privilege? And, Mr. President, as to 
the question of the right to have this document, the right exists 
exactly as if any other document were at stake, any other mat- 
ter that had been given out in part, and all of which we desired. 

When this administration gave out to the people of the United 
States a synopsis, the administration committed all the heinous 
sins that have been described by the gentlemen on the other 
side of this Chamber. If this treaty were to be kept secret, if 
it were not to be delivered unto our people at all, if it were a 
matter of such transcendent importance that no man on earth 
should know of it except “ the big four”’ who sit over in Paris 
marking out the boundaries of the world—if it were of that 
character, then, of course, it could have been retained in secrecy 
by them, and the confidential and fiduciary relation might have 
attached, and there might have been some sort of foundation for 
the argument that is made here. 

But when this administration gave out to the people of Amer- 
ica what purported to be an honest synopsis of the treaty this 
administration itself relieved us and itself of any confidential or 
any fiduciary relation, and gave at that very time the right to 
the American people to the entire and to the whole document. 
They gave us a synopsis, presumably to give us accurate and 
honest information. If they gave us an honest synopsis, then, 
Mr. President, there can. be no harm in seeing the document 
itself. If they gave us a dishonest synopsis, then we, as men rep- 
resenting here the American people, ought to get the document 
itself and learn exactly what it is. But when they gave out the 
information, at that very moment they gave us the right of in- 
quiry and the right to the particular matter from which it ema- 
nated, of which they said it was a correct part. 

I admire the Senator from Arizona [Mr. Asuurst] for his 
declaration to-day. To-day the reason this treaty ought to be 
published in the Coneresstonat Recorp, in a nutshell he has 
stated. The reason is because finally, in the minds of some men 
here, the paramount obligation that we owe is to the people of 
the United States; and when a few of the people of the United 
States have the treaty, all. the people of the United States are 
entitled to it and to every part of it. 

Mr. BECKHAM and Mr. HITCHCOCK addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watsu of Montana in the 
chair). The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECKHAM. Mr. President, I was not in the Senate 
Chamber until at the close of the roll call on the motion in refer- 
ence to the publication of this treaty, or purported treaty, in the 
Recorp. When I came in there had been, as I understand, no 
discussion of it, and I voted under a misapprehension, I was 
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under the impression, from some information, that possibly the 
treaty had been published in this country and that there was no 
objection to its being published in the ConeressiowaL. Recorp. 
But I have listened very attentively to the discussion of this 
matter since the vote was taken, and I believe that in the light 
of what has taken place in the-Foreign Relations Committee and 
the investigation which it is about to make we make a mistake, 
we lower the dignity of the Senate, in undertaking to publish 
without delay what is alleged to be the treaty framed there in 
Paris. I think it is a reflection not only upon our delegates to 
that conference, but upon all of the conferees. I think, too, that 
we should at least wait a reasonable time, until we can hear 
from the President in response to the resolution which recently 
passed the Senate, calling upon him for a copy of the treaty. 
We might publish this, and in the course of a short while we 
might find out that a different document is the real treaty. If it 
is going to be published in the newspapers so soon, the people 
will see it. But I do not believe, after what I have listened to 
this morning, that it is wise or proper that the Senate should by 
this motion insist upon the publication of this so-called treaty ; 
and I shall, therefore, enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
whieh that mction was adopted. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator fron. Nebraska. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I made a motion to lay on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska is 
recognized. 

Mr. LODGE. 
tion? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the only virtue in the 
argument of the Senator from California [Mr. JoHnson], and 
in the remarks by him, lies in the suggestion that what Wall 
Street has secured the rest of the country should have. I 
agree to that general proposition; but the newspapers of the 
country are attending to that, One great paper in New York, 
the Times, and another one in Chicago, the Tribune, have 
already begun, and will undoubtedly at once complete, the pub- 
lication of this treaty. It is going to the public. It has 
already, indeed, become public. There remains nothing that 
the Senate can do to add materially to its publicity. The pub- 
lication in the Recorp is an insignificant affair; but the very 
gravamen of the charge against the Senate of the United 
States is that it is officially proposing to do exactly what the 
German Government has done, and that is the charge I make. 
The Senate of the United States is in the attitude of deserting 
the Governments with which this Government has been asso- 
ciated in this war and in this negotiation. The Senate of the 
United States is in the attitude of officially perpetrating a 
breach of the agreement made by the President of the United 
States with the other Nations with which we have been asso- 
ciated in this war. The Senate of the United States is put- 
ting itself in the attitude of a Bolshevik organization, running 
amuck here in the treaty negotiations. That is what the Senate 
of the United States is doing by authorizing an official publi- 
cation of what purports to be the treaty. 

As a matter of fact, we know that it is not the treaty. We 
know that it was the copy originally agreed upon by the vic- 
torious nations as a demand presented to Germany. We know 
that for several weeks the German representatives have been 
resisting that demand, and that already they have secured 
some modifications of that demand—modifications which have 
been agreed to. We know that other modifications are under 
consideration ; and yet the Senate of the United States proposes, 
by an official publication, to give out to the world what Ger- 
Inany has given out, and what Germany wants to give out. 

Mr. President, this treaty, when it is read by all the people 
in the, United States, is not going to change their view. It is 
largely a matter in whieh the American Republic has no in- 
terest. The dispute over there between our Government-—the 
United States—Great Britain, France, Italy, and Japan on one 
side and Germany on the other relates very largely to the rela- 
tions between Germany and France. We are not directly con- 
cerned in them; and the reason for suppression, the reason for 
keeping the tentative treaty secret at the time, until Germany 
had acted, was for the purpose of promoting the signing of the 
treaty. The reason that Germany sought to give publicity to 
it was for the purpose of making trouble in France, and trouble 
in Great Britain, and trouble in the near-by countries when the 
negotiators made concessions to the German demands. Ger- 
many had every interest in doing what the representatives of 
jreat Britain, France, the United States, Italy, and Japan 
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agreed not to do. Germany was interested in publicity. Our 
representatives and those of the other friendly countries were 
interested in keeping their agreement to themselves until Ger- 
many had acted. 

The Senate of the United States can go on record in conflict 
with the President; but when it goes on record in conflict with 
the President it goes on record in conflict with the other nations 
associated with the United States. It goes on record as being 
in concurrence with Germany. It goes on record as practically 
running amuck in the peace negotiations over there. It goes on 
record as aiding Germany in the contention she is making. Now, 
the Senate can do that. It virtually has done it. I do not my- 
self think it is going to be a matter of such tremendous impor- 
tance, because sufficient time has already elapsed until it may 
almost be said that the treaty is ready for final signing. I think 
an exaggerated importance has been given to the objection to 
publicity. The suggestion was made by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. JoHNson] that what Wall Street knew the rest of the 
people of the United States have a right to know. They have, 
and they are going to get it through the newspapers, where they 
generally get their information; but the Senate of the United 
States is going to put itself on record before the world as doing 
the very thing that Germany wants done. The Senate of the 
United States, asa part of the Governmeut of the United States, 
is going on record as being in disagreement with its friends in 
the late war and in concurrence with its enemy in the late war. 

Now, the Senate can do that. Maybe the Senators will feel 
entirely happy over doing that; but what motive is there for 
doing it? There will be no publicity gained by doing it. Pub- 
licity is already secured—secured by newspapers that are in the 
business of making things public, regardless of consequences. 

The Senator from California [Mr. JoHNson] never seems to 
be capable of understanding the facts connected with the synop- 
sis of the treaty that was published. He seems to be utterly 
incapable, after all that has been laid before him, of appreciat- 
ing the fact that the synopsis was given out by all of the nations 
associated with the United States in this war; that it was given 
out in Great Britain, it was given out in France, it was given out 
in Italy, as well as in the United States. He has assumed that 
it was only given out for the purpose of fooling the American 
people, but it was given out because the nations associated with 
us agreed with us that some statement should be made to the 
world—not to the United States alone, but to the world—of the 
things proper to be published as the general outline of the treaty. 

That synopsis did not include everything. It did not include 
some of these delicate questions between France and Germany. 
What do we care whether they are in there or not? To put them 
in there and to make them public, to make them a subject of 
public agitation in the condition of Europe now, which borders 
on lawlessness, which threatens revolution, would have en- 
dangered the treaty ; and yet the Senator seems to be possessed 
of the idea that it was an attempt to suppress information from 
the American people while it was given to the rest of the world. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
braska yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. What was it intended for? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It was intended to give to the people of the 
world an outline of the general terms of the treaty. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Thereby giving them an honest 
outline? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. An honest outline so far as it went. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then your secrecy was ended 
when you gave them the synopsis of the treaty. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There was a great deal more publicity 
given this treaty than ever occurred in the whole history of 
the world before. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I am not questioning that. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is the first instance in history in which 
an attempt has been made to give to the world information about 
a treaty not yet finished. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. But when you gave the informa- 
tion, then you gave the treaty, and then all of the stuff that you 
talked about this treaty and its secrecy was at an end. Other- 
wise you should not have given out the synopsis. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, Mr. President, I do not suppose the 
Senater from California ever will understand the thing. He 
seems to be determined not to understand it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. He probably has a “ pygmy mind.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, if the Senator 
will yield, of course I do not understand it as the Senator from 
Nebraska understands it; and thank God I do not understand 
it as the Senator from Nebraska understands it! 


Senator frem Ne- 
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peatedly asserted, here in the Senate and down in the commit- 
tee, and, I believe, also in interviews, that this was given out 
for the purpose of deceiving the American public. 


HITCHCOCK. The Senator from California has re- 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
fact—— 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
document given out 


Oh, no; now, Mr. President—— 
He has never seemed to appreciate the 


Will the Senator yield? 
I will yield in a moment—that this was 





Mr. JOHNSON of California. I want to correct a mis- 
statement. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, the Senator can correct it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 


braska yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No such statement was made 
by the Senator from California, and I trust that the Senator 
from Nebraska, with that peculiar acumen and mental analysis 
which he possesses, will refrain from making a misstatement of 
that sort. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The stenographic report of the proceed- 
ings of the committee this morning will show that in his lan- 
guage before the committee the Senator from California re- 
peated what I have heard him say elsewhere, which clearly im- 
plied that the synopsis given out was for the American people. 
He did not seem to know that it was given to Great Britain. 
He did not seem to know that it was given to France. He did 
not seem to know that it was given to all of the associated 
nations for the purpose of giving to the world all about this 
treaty that those who were negotiating thought it proper to 
announce to the world at that time. He has always made a 
point, here and elsewhere, of assuming that it was some im- 
position upon the American people and that they were being 
treated differently from the people elsewhere in the world. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Will the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. When the people of Amer- 
ica——— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Cali- 
fornia desist for a moment until the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business? It will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 of the 
act of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the 
joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution to authorize the 
President in time of war to supervise or take possession and 
assume control of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable, or 
radio system or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate 
the same in such manner as may be needful or desirable for the 
duration of the war, and to provide just compensation there- 
for,” approved July 16, 1918. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I rise just long enough to 
ask whether it is the desire of those who are engaged in this 
debate to continue the discussion? The unfinished business I 
would be very glad to take up, but I realize that if once taken 
up the debate can continue upon this subject that has been 
before us in the earlier hours of the day. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think it will not be necessary to lay 
aside the unfinished business. The Senator from Kentucky has 
entered his motion for a reconsideration, and that will go over 
until another day. 

Mr. LODGE. No; Mr. President, I shall be forced to move 
to lay aside the unfinished business, because I propose to have 
a vote on the mation to reconsider. I do not propose to have 
the voice of the Senate and the American people smothered here 
to-day if I can help it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
tor from Iowa 
express my—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
quiry. 

The PRESIDING 
will state it. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to inquire whether there is not a 
motion pending to lay the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will advise the 
Senator from Nebraska that there was such a motion pending 
at the hour of 2 o'clock, but it was displaced by the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. NORRIS. 


That discussion I will leave to the Sena- 
and the Senator from Massachusetts. I only 


I have no—— 
Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 


The motion is not debatable. Why does not 


the Chair put the question on the motion? 





Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
table. 

Mr. LODGE. I made the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will be very. giad to 
be advised, but the Chair is of the opinion that there is no 
motion pending to lay on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. No; it was not received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending motion was the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky to reconsider the vote 
by which the treaty was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Then the Chair wants to change his answer 
to the parliamentary inquiry I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Nebraska to inquire whether a motion to recon- 
sider was not made. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; my inquiry was whether there was not a 
motion pending to lay the motion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky on the table, and whether that motion is debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair answers that there 
was not. “ 

Mr. SWANSON. I understand that the unfinished business 
comes up, and the only way that can be displaced is by a 
motion to take up something else, and that motion is debatable. 
If the Senator from Massachusetts wants to move to displace 
the unfinished business and take up something else he is privi- 
leged to do so. 

Mr. LODGE. I am going to do so. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then if the Senator moves to take up some- 
thing else that motion is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
has the floor at the present time. He yielded to the Senator 
from Iowa. The Chair recognizes the Senator from Towa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to say that if it is the pleasure of 
the Members on both sides of the Chamber to continue at the 
present time the consideration of the subject which has been 
up this morning I intend to ask that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside. I do not want that measure to lose its 
place as the unfipished business. 

Mr. SWANSON. I object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been no reavest 
made yet, the Chair will advise the Senator from Virgini:. 

Mr. CUMMINS. In order to bring the matter to a poinr, I 
ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. SWANSON. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate now proceed to con- 
sider- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
[Mr. Hrrencock] has the floor. 

Mr. CUMMINS. He is now discussing the. unfinished busi- 
ness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, we seem to have 2 <ood 
deal of unfinished business before the Senate, rather more than 
usual at this time. 

I do not know how the leaders on the other side of this Chast- 
ber are going to justify before an intelligent American pubiie 
the attitude which they are now taking. I understand that thiecy 
are moved partly by political considerations and partly by per- 
sonal considerations to start a warfare on the President of 
the United States: that they propose to do whatever they can 
do to discredit him in the work in which he is engaged in Paris. 
I shall be interested in seeing what the outcome will be and 
what verdict the American people will render on the motley 
leadership to be seen on the other side of the Chamber, all 
designed, however, for the same purpose. One Republican 
leadership declares, as their associates have heretofore declared, 
that they believe in a league of nations, but they propose to have 
their own amendments adopted to this treaty, even though it 
results in destroying the chance of any league of nations at all. 

Those Senators know very well that there is only one league of 
nations before the world to-day. They know very well that all 
preconceived notions, all special hobbies, all particular theories 
are now at last, after months of labor, merged into this par- 
ticular league. They know, or they ought to know, because 
the people of the United States know, that if this leagus is 
defeated there will be no league at all. They ought to kuow 
that if they carry out their purpose to amend this treaty they 
will prolong the condition of war, they will delay the settlement 
of peace, they will keep capital on the anxious seat, and they 
will keep labor in unemployment. And yet those Senators, whose 
real purpose it is to defeat the league, stand before the country 
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at the head of the leading faction of the Republican Party in 
the Senate and declare that they propose to amend the treaty, 
no matter even though those resuits follow. 

The other leadership of the Republican Party—that represented 
by the Senator from Idaho {Mr. Boran}—has at least the virtue 
of candor and courage. It holds forth no pretense to the country 
that it favors a league. It stands boldly by the proposition that 
the United States should hold aloof from any association of 
nations with the design of preserving the peace of the world. 
Under the leadership of the Senator from Idaho those Republi- 
cans go before the country, or propose to go before the country, 
and, if necessary, they propose to organize a party on the theory 
that the United States may remain a hermit among the nations; 
that the United States may be sufficient unto itself; and that the 
United States has no interest in what happens throughout the 
rest of the world. They propose to say to the American people 
the old order of things must be renewed; this peace is only a 
truce; the old order of war in the world is to remain; every 
nation must prepare for war in the future as in the past; the 
idea of international peace and international justice is an irides- 
cent dream. They propose to say to the American people, “ You 
must prepare for enormous appropriations for war; you must 
prepare for a great Navy and a great Army, because future 
wars will come.” At least they are candid, at least they are sin- 
cere, at least they are courageous. With that brand of Republi- 
can leadership I can have no sympathy, but for it I can at least 
have respect. That position means something; and that leader- 
ship of the Senator from Idaho is a leadership which can be 
understood; it is a leadership that can be defended; it is a 
leadership that can be vindicated, although it is going to be re- 
jected promptly by the American people. 

But that other leadership—the leadership which is seeking in 
covert ways to cripple the negotiations in Paris, which is seek- 
ing in covert ways to introduce amendments to this league which 
will destroy it—is something which can not be defended before 
the American people. Men can not long in insincerity and in 
pretense make any case before the American people. 

Mr. President, I am not going to discuss the league of nations 
here to-day, but I shall watch with a good deal of interest to 
see which leadership in the Republican Party is going to be 
accepted by the rank and file of the party. There are, for- 
tunately, Republicans who take a still different position. There 
are Republicans who, while they do not entirely approve every 
article in this leagae of nations, yet propose to support it. 
They think they could draw a better league constitution, but 
at the same time they recognize that the issue is this league 
or none. ‘They know that the issue before the American people 
is whether we shall have war on the future program or whether 
we shall assist in organizing the world for peace. Those Re- 
publicans may stand here in the Senate without recognized 
leadership, but I believe there are enough of them to defeat 
any effort to kill this league by amendment. They will stand 
as the representatives of the great rank and file of Republicans 
generally who welcome this united effort of 14 nations of the 
world to organize the world for future peace. 

I shall watch the dubious struggle with interest, but I tell 
you, Senators, the Republican Party has reached the parting 
of the ways. You can not stand before the American people 
as the pretended advocates of a league of nations at the same 
time that you slaughter the only possible league of nations to 
be had. Neither can you induce the American people to fol- 
low you if you take the position that there shall be no league of 
nations whatever. The American people want te join the move- 
ment of the world for the purpose of organizing for inter- 
national peace. They may criticize the President for the meth- 
ods that he has adopted, they may criticize the President for 
some things that he has done, but the American people, when he 
brings back that league as a part of this peace treaty, are going 
to be in favor of adopting it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. If they will be in favor of adopting it, 
why does the Senator object to printing it so that they can 
read it? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The league of nations has been printed, 
as the Senator from Washingten very well knows. It has been 
officially printed and is before the country, and it is really 
almost the only part of the treaty in which the United States is 
interested. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. But, Mr. President, it has not been 
printed in connection with the documeat of which it constitutes 
a part. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; it has not been printed in connection 
with something else. 
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Mr. POINDEXTER. There is no possibility of understand- 
ing its full import—— ‘ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am talking now about the league of 
nations, and I am not objecting to the publicity that is given to 
this treaty. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not agree with the Senator, if he 
will permit me, in the statement that we have no concern in 
the adjustment of the terms of peace in Europe. I think we have 
some concern, but I think that Europe has more concern in it 
than we have. If the Senator thinks we have no concern in it, 
he ought to advise the President of the United States not to 
spend his entire time dictating the terms of peace. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question ? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I shall be glad to answer it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator has upon very many occasions 
recently talked about leaders and leadership in his rather futile 
attempt to classify the Senators upon this side of the Chamber. 
Does he recognize or does he net recognize that the Senators 
upon this side of the Chamber will do exactly what each of them 
thinks he ought to do and vote as he thinks he ought to vote? 
Does he assume that they will be sincere or does he assume that 
they are insincere? I would like to know, in view of the re- 
marks of the Senator, whether he grants to Members on this 
side of the Chamber any honesty whatever either of purpose 
or in conduct? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Iam very willing to grant it to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to the fullest degree. I have not a doubt that 
he will continue the uniform record which he has made as a 
public servant in many years of valuable public service and do 
exactly what he believes to be right. I am not referring to him 
individually, I will say, but I will also say that it is evident there 
is a settled purpose in the leadership upon the opposite side of 
the Chamber to embarrass the President of the United States. 
There is evidently a settled purpose here to attempt to make a 
political issue out of the league of nations. If it fails it will 
only be because the Senators find that the American people are 
not going to follow their leadership. It will only be because 
they realize that they are going to split their own party by 
doing it. When I say “they” I do not mean every Senator: I 
mean the controlling interests ever on the Republican side which 
filled the Committee on Foreign Relations with Senators prac- 
tically pledged to oppose the league of nations and practically 
pledged to bring an amendment out of the Foreign Relations 
Committee. 

Do Senators think I have not talked with Republicans? I 
know Republicans on the other side of this Chamber who feel 
just as I feel, indignant that agreement with the leaders on the 
treaty should have been made a test to decide whether a Sena- 
tor should go on the Foreign Relations Committee or not. I 
am not the only indignant one. There are Republican Senators 
on the other side of this Chamber, and a number of them, indig- 
nant that their personal views on the league of nations should 
have been inquired into, and it should have been made necessary 
for them to pledge themselves on an issue which ,should be 
decided upon its merits and not on political considerations. 

Mr. FALL. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. FALL. In filling the vacancies on the Democratic side 
it.was not necessary te make inquiries or ascertain how any 
Democrat would vote, I presume? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There were no vacancies on the Demo- 
eratie side. 

Mr. FALL. In cutting off those who were left off and in seek- 
ing to put others op, may I ask the Senator what policy was 
suggested? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There was no policy. Simply those lack- 
ing in seniority were dropped off. There was no such condi- 
tion that I know of; no question of that sort raised. 

Mr. FALL. The Senator did seek to have another member on 
tlre committee, did he not? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from New Mexico knows 
the reason. It was because one Senator had been dropped off 
of both the big committees that he had been on. 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska an- 
other question? The Senator evidently believes there is great 
discord upon the Republican side with regard to this subject 
and unanimity upon the Democratic side. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not entire unanimity. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But great unanimity? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There is great unanimity among the 
American people. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. There is more unanimity among the Sen- 
ators upon the Democratic side than among those on this side 
of the Chamber? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have made no such statement. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Why is there great unanimity upon the 
Democratic side and great discord upon the Republican side? 
Does that indicate greater independence or less independence 
upon the Democratic side? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know that I am prepared to 
answer that question. The Republican Party has been split 
in prior times into several parts on great issues. It was split 
upon the tariff issue. The Senator from Iowa was the dis- 
tinguished leader of what was then called the minority of the 
Republican Party. But, as a matter of fact, at the present time 
the purpose of the recognized dominant Republican leadership 
on that side of the Chamber is to kill the league of nations, if 
possible, and to kill it by indirection. I say that I have much 
more admiration for the courage and real leadership of the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau], who stands out and admits 
he is against the league of nations; that he wants the world 
organized for war; that he wants to make war; that he wants 
the United States to refuse to join any international movement 
for the preservation of peace. That is real leadership. That 
makes an issue. That is not the leadership I am complaining 
of here, which seeks to avoid what is the real question in the 
public mind. The question in the public mind to-day and the 
question that is agitating the people is whether we are going to 
organize the world for peace. We can only organize it for 
peace by accepting this treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, unlike the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] and unlike the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. Boran], I do not view. this as a party question. The 
Senator from Massachusetts has already indicated that he did 
view it as a party question by issuing a pronunciamento to his 
followers upon two different occasions to wait until they could 
hear further from some indefinite source, supposed to be a Re- 
publican caucus. The Senator from Idaho has indicated his 
view that this ought to be a party question by contending that 
the Republican Party ought to throw itself as a party into the 
breach against the covenant of peace. If I am wrong about 
either one of these statements, I should like to be corrected 
right now while I am on my feet. [A pause.] 

Mr. President, there was a time in the history of the United 
States prior to this when a great President of the United States, 
who had been also a great southerner and leader of the armies 
of the Colonies in their revolt against Great Britain, had a his- 
tory written of him by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce]. The Senator from Massachusetts is uniformly accorded 
the praise of being a very learned and very scholarly man, and 
what he says and what he quotes is to be received with due ac- 
cord by lesser men. I am sorry to see the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, after a conversation with the Senator from Idaho— 
apparently an intense conversation—has disappeared from the 
Chamber. 

At this previous period Gen. George Washington, of the 
Revolution, and President George Washington, of Virginia and 
of the American Union, has this said about him by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I am quoting from volume 2 of the Life of 
George Washington, by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopcr]: 

In fact, his general view of the opposition was marked by that perfect 
clearness which was characteristic of all his opinions when he had fully 
formed them. In July, 1793, he wrote to Henry Lee. 

These are the words of Washington which I am about to quote: 

That there are in this as well as in all other countries discontented 
characters, 1 well know. 

Of course, George had no regard for the Bolsheviki or the 
Irish-American vote or the German-American vote, but with his 
usual foresight he foresaw things of their ilk. 

That there are in this as well as in all other countries discontented 
characters, I well know; as also that these characters are actuated by 
very different views; some good, from an opinion that the general 
measures of the Government are impure; some bad, and, if I might be 
allowed to use so harsh an expression, diabolical— ; 

Think of that adjective coming from the serene Father of his 
County; diabolic! It sounds like the Wilsonphobia of to-day— 
inasmuch as they are not only meant to impede the measures of the Gov- 
( 1ent generally, but more especially as a great means toward the 
accomplishment of it, to destroy the confidence which it is necessary for 
the people to place, until they have unequivocal proof of demerit, in 
their public servants. 

Mr. President, if Gen. George Washington, afterwards Presi- 
dent, had had in immediate contemplation the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator from Idaho, he could not better 
have expressed himself when describing their conduct toward 
and their words about the present Chief Magistrate, to wit: 
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Not only meant to impede the measures of the Government generally, 
but more especially as a great means toward the accomplishment of it, to 
destroy the confidence which it is necessary for the people to place, 
until they have unequivocal proof of demerit, in their public servants. 

What are these men, united only on this issue, trying to do? 
“ Not only to impede the measures of the Government generally,” 
because the Government in matters of negotiation of treaties is 
constituted of the Executive, but more especially, to quote the 
language of George Washington: 

As a great means toward the accomplishment of it, to destroy the 
confidence which it is necessary for the people to place, until they have 
unequivocal proof of demerit, in their public servants. 

The present Chief Magistrate of the United States is Wood- 
row Wilson, elected by the people, in whom sovereignty dwells. 
These men have been engaged for days and weeks and months in 
trying to destroy the confidence the American people ought to 
have in him ag their representative. Without waiting until 
they have “ unequivocal proof of demerit,” to quote the language 
of George Washington, they and their foolish followers have 
been nagging, have been bedeviling, have been on the outside 
taking advantage of every little uncrossed “t” or undotted “i,” 
or a “q” not followed by a “u,” in order to arouse distrust of 
our representative in Europe—our representative, whether we 
are Republicans or not; my representative, our representative ; 
the representative of all of us, elected by us to bear our standard 
abroad. Where did you get your authority to represent the 
American people in matters of negotiation—from the State of 
Idaho? Not a bit. She never had any. If you had been from 
the old State of Virginia, I could have told you that even she 
never had any. No State in this Union ever had any control of 
any foreign relations. No Senator or ambassador from a State 
ever had any. You have full power to make or to amend or to 
modify a treaty, but you have no power to negotiate one at all. 

I will not enter again into the wearisome business of quoting 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcE], former Senator 
Spooner, President Taft, and George Washington upon that ques- 
tion. That is too clearly settled for dispute by any man with 


_the intelligence of a Bronx Hill goat, who recognizes no higher 


ambition in life than eating a tin can. 

What is your right to interfere with the negotiation of 2 
treaty? Whence proceeds it? From your State and from the 
Nation or from the Constitution? It proceeds from no whence. 
Of course, you have the general right of an American citizen 
to express your views; that is a different proposition; but you 
force upon the Senate now, with a partisan majority and with 
a few men on this side of the Chamber who are seeking reelec- 
tion and think it is popular, an official utterance of the Senate 
of the United States as a body interfering with the negotiation 
powers of the President. But I believe I will go on and quote 
the balance of what George Washington had to say. George 
Washington continued: 

In this right I consider myself whilst I am an occupant of office, and 
if they were to go further and call me their slave during this period, I 
would not dispute the point, 

Friends, do you appreciate the full pathos of that? 
comes from George Washington. 

If they were to go further and call me their slave during this period, 
I would not dispute the point. 

It is the habit of Senators and Presidents to call themselves 
public “servants,” but George Washington is the only one of 
us who ever consented to be called a public slave,-and he did it 
out of intellectual humility and the great magnanimity and 
modesty that made up the greatness of the man. I do not do it; 
you do not do it. I am not the slave of Mississippi; I am not 
the slave of the American people; I am not the slave of Ameri- 
can public opinion. I am its servant—its hired servant, if you 
will—with the right to quit the job whenever I get ready. But 
such was the pathos of the situation presented to George Wash- 
ington under circumstances like those which now face Mr. 
Wilson that he confesses himself a public slave. 

If they were to go further and call me their slave during this period, 
I would not dispute the point. 

He further says: 

But in what will this abuse terminate? 

What is the abuse to which he refers? It is the abuse of the 
interference of other people with the constitutional right of the 
Executive to negotiate with foreign countries. He further says: 

For I have a consolation within me that no earthly effort can deprive 
me of, and that is that neither ambition nor interested motives have 
influenced my conduct. 

Will the Senator from. Idaho say, will the Senator from 
Massachusetts, who has retired from the Chamber, say that 
either “ ambition.or interested motives” have influenced Wood- 
row Wilson’s conduct? Will they dare face the American people 
with that assertion? Will the two wings of the Republican 
Party coalesce with that assertion? They dare not; and 
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neither one of them dares by itself to make it. George Wash- 
ington goes on further: 


‘Yhe arrows of malevolence, 
pointed— 


Are there any two men in the Senate that are more capable 
of better “barbing and well pointing an arrow” than the 
leader of the majority of the Republican side ard the leader 
of the minority upon that side—both probably candidates for 
the Presidency? 


The atrows of malevolence, therefore, however barbed and well 
ointed, never can reach the most vulnerable part of me, though whilst 
i am up as a mark they will be continually aimed. 


So much for George Washington. 

Now I come to the lesser light—the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lopcr]. Perhaps I ought to apologize for saying 
“the lesser light,’”’ because when he undertook to write a biog- 
raphy of George Washington, in a great number of particu- 
lars he made himself the greater light. He was descended 
from the Cabots and Lodges and the old Federalists in Massa- 
chusetts ; and their chief aim in life was to keep the Irish from 
getting control in Massachusetts when they: began to come in 
there very early, which heredity was very much at variance, 
by the way, with the vote he cast here the other day. But the 
Senator—ti®& lesser light—says of George Washington: 

He was not much given, however, to talking about his assailants. 

That is Woodrow Wilson again, is it not? He did become 
human once when he defied that infernal Irish-American in 
New York and told him that “he knew more about disloyal 
votes in America than he himself did.” He became human 
again when he refused to receive a leader of the Irish-Americans 
who called on him to give him instruction and advice, .and 
who previously had by language insulted him. I wish he would 
become human oftener. I like for a man to become human every 
now and then and lose his temper. 

Thomas Jefferson said of George Washington that he was 
very human after all; that now and then he got into a towering 
passion, and somebody said about him that upon the field of 
Germantown he “swore like an angel of the Lord.” A man 
ought now and then to swear like an angel of the Lord. My 
only quarrel with Woodrow Wilson is that he does not do it 
oftener, better, and more strongly and more virulently, espe- 
cially when he represents the American people and his oppo- 
nents represent all of the hyphenates in America—all of the 
chemy hyphenates in America. 

You have not yet introduced any resolution against Japan 
providing for the independence of Korea, lately conquered and 
very much oppressed. Why? Because you know Great Britain 
will be good humored with you and Japan will not be, and 
beeause there are a lot of Irish-American votes in America, and 
there are no Korean votes in America. That is the honest God’s 
truth about you. But-to go on with “ the lesser light.” Lopar 
says of George Washington: 

He was not much given, however, to talking about his assailants. If 
he said anything, it was usually in the way of contemptuous sarcasm, as 
when he wrote to Morris: “ The affairs of this country can not go amiss. 
There are so many watchful guardians of them and such infallible guides 
that one is at no loss for a director at every turn.” 

Oh, they come from Massachusetts—these infallible guides— 
they come from Idaho; they come from Missouri; they come 
from all around the country, as you know. They are such 
“infallible guides” that “one is at no loss for a director at 
every turn.” One may be at a bit of a loss about following 
the directions if he is a good American, an unhyphenated 
patriot, and devoted to his own country, without any regard 
to-a “fatherland” in Europe—if he is just an American and 
nothing more, and spews out hyphens. 

Washington continues: 

But of these matters I shall say little. 

That is the end of the quotation from Washington. 
says “the lesser light ’—and I apologize for the phrase: 

If these attacks had any effect on him, it was only to make him more 
determined in carrying out his purposes, 

I guess that is what you mean when you say Wilson has got 
a “stiff, long lower jaw,” that he is “stubborn” and does not 
listen to what you are saying. Who else is listening to it? 
Do you imagine France is listening to it? Do you imagine 
Great Britain is listening to it? Do you imagine Italy is listen- 
ing to it? Germany is listening to it, and Germany is making 
the most out of it that she can, with the hope of getting better 
terms—poor, foolish Germany, catching at straws. 

Mr. President, there is not a great deal of much importance 
connected with what I have just read, except the fact that it 
comes from the Senator from Massachusetts. If the Senator 
from Idaho had been a great scholar and had written a great 
many books of one sort or another, I expect perhaps I would 
have found something from him to quote. I have served with 


therefore, however barbed and well 


Then 
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the Senator from Idaho for a long time, and have very high 
regard for him; in fact, personally, I am very fond of him. 

I do not want to put myself in the attitude of a preacher and 
of reading him a lecture. God knows I have got no right to 
take that attitude toward any human being on the face of the 
earth; but I would in a friendly way counsel him to consider 
more the atmosphere of the world and the atmosphere of the 
United States and a little bit less the atmosphere of the Wash- 


ington Post and Washington Republican bosses and of the Senate 
Chamber. 


Sometime ago the Senator from Idaho said that ex-President 
of the United States Taft was a sort of walking corpse. Taft 
came back in his inimitable, good-natured way and said “ yes”; 
he recognized that, but he was trying to keep from having more 
walking corpses on the surface of the earth. I would advise 
the Senator from Idaho that, if his real ambition is to be Presi- 
dent of the United States, he had better study the opinion of 
the people of the United States and not the opinion merely of 
the partisan majority of the Senate of the United States at this 
time. Even that will change before the vote is cast, because 
the people will by then be heard from, and even Senators are 
just politicians. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Mississippi would not want 
me to take the advice of ex-President Taft as to how to become 
President, would he? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, the advice of the ex-President as to 
how to become President would be very bad advice; but the 
advice or the example of the Senator from Idaho as to how to 
be the next President would be infinitely worse advice. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask to have inserted as a part of my 
remarks an editorial from the St. Louis Daily Globe-Democrat 
of Sunday morning, May 18, entitled “America and article 10.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The editorial referred to is as follows: 


AMERICA AND ARTICLE 10. 


The one provision on which such American opposition to the cove- 
nant of the league of nations as now remains is based is that of 
article 10. This article reads as follows: 

“The members of the league undertake to respect and preserve as 
against external aggression the territorial integrity and existing po- 
litical independence of all members of the league. In case of any such 
aggression or in case of any threat or danger of such aggression the 
coones shall advise upon the means by which this obligation shall be 
u R 

It is claimed by some that this provision will increase rather than 
diminish the probability of war, that it will draw us into war against 
our will and judgment; and that it will prevent the extension of na- 
tional boundaries. 

If this or any other provision of the covenant would increase war, 
it is safe to say that no nation and few individuals would favor it—not 
now, at any rate, after the experience of the last four years. But the 
sole purpose of the league of nations is to prevent war, or, at least, to 
diminish it as far as is humanly possible, and this section is consid- 
ered necessary to the achievement of that purpose.- Many amendments 
were made to the covenant as a result of American ean but 
article 10, although special stress was laid upon it by the opposition, 
was not touched. No concession was made to the demands of American 
critics as to this section, because it was considered vital to the existence 
of the league and therefore vital to the attainment of its design, the 
prevention of war. Why is it considered vital? Because any associa- 
tion of nations to promote peace and who intend, as a means to that 
end, to reduce their armament, their war power, must have some 
assurance of mutual protection. If they voluntarily weaken their de- 
fenses there must be some understanding among them to prevent such 
weakening from imperiling any of their number. The situation of the 
United States and Great Britain is such that they could probably take 
eare of themselves under any circumstances, but this is true of no 
others. If, on the other hand, they have such pledges of support, then 
they can feel that their safety is relatively insured and their stability 
established, and they can enter upon an era of peace unfearing any 
outward aggression. No nation having any reason to fear an enemy, 
actual or possible, and there are now few that do not, will pledge itself 
to disarmament and avoidance of war unless some substitute is pro- 
vided of a protective nature. The continental nations of Europe have 
always had that fear constantly before them, and no league of peace 
involving disarmament is possible that does not remove that fear, at 
least to a large extent, for these nations simply will not enter one 
without some such security as is offered by artiele 10. We, 3,000 miles 
from any enemy that might endanger us, can say we do not need it, 
and perhaps we do not, but it is essential to them and to the organiza- 
tion of any effective league of peace. That is why article 10 has not 
been changed. France in particular must look upon it as her chief 
safeguard if her desire for a special treaty is not attained. 

But is this section likely to draw us into war? Consider first the 
purpose of this covenant—the promotion of peace by the prevention 
of war. Is war to be prevented by increasing the risk of it? The 
nations of a are more deeply concerned in the prevention of war 
than we are. “" know more about it, have had a longer experience 
with its horrors. hey know, too well, also, that a small spark is likely 
to kindle a great conflagration. They do not want war to start. Is it 
at all reasonable to assume then, that these nations are willing to 
approve an agreement that will promote war? If this section would 
draw us into war it would draw them in much more quickly and involve 
them much more seriously if it were in Europe. If this were probable 
is it imaginable that the — representatives of these nations would 
not only approve of this article but insist upon its retention? These 
men we may eon represent the highest qualities of intelligence, 
patriotism, and statesmanship in their respective countries. To charge 
them with favoring an agreement that won!d increase the risk of war 
is to charge them with an imbecility worse than treason to their people. 






































No; the purpose of this article, as ef the whole covenant, is te pre- 
vent war. If there had been such an agreement in existence in 1914 
there would have been no war. Germany woul! not have dared to begin 
a war with the knowlefige that all the ether nations, and a 
the United States and Great Britain, were leagued against her im suc 
a purpose. There was much of madness in the conduct of Germany, 
but Germany was not that mad. If Germany, with all her power, the | 
greatest war power ever developed by any people, would not have dared 
this, what nation would dare? Where is the country within the league 
or out of it that would engage in war against a member of the league 
with such an overwhelming force petentinily against it? The mere 
moral power of this agreement is quite sufficient to deter any nation 
frem war without first complying with the procedure of arbitration or 
conciliation required in this covenant 

Article 10 is the basic section of the association of nations, the 
preliminary assurance of mutual suppert against external aggression 
threatening territorial integrity or loss of sovereignty, and of mutual 
respect for such integrity and sovereignty. That is to say, the mem- 
bers will not only themselves respect the sovereign rights of one an- 
other but will protect them from aggression by others. There is no 
probability of aggression or interference without seme basis or excuse 
for action in a dispute. The action of the league and its membcrs in 
regard to all disputes is set ferth in subsequent articles of the covenant, 
which provide for the course of action in case of violation of the rules 
of procedure by members of the league in their relations with one 
another. These articles do not apply, with the exception of 17, to 
countries net members Every conceivable contingency within the 
league is provided for in these articles. Article 10 is 1a general, com- 
prehensive section, and is designed to provide for possible emergencies 
not covered in the detailed provisions of the subsequent articles, such 
& great emergency, perhaps, as that which arose in 1914, although 
even that began with a dispute. 

External aggression must come either from within er from without 
the league. If a member of the league is attacked by another member 
of the league in disregard ef its covenants, the course of action by the 
league itself is set forth in article 16. If a nation outside the league 
refuses, upon invitation, te accept the obligations of membership for the 
purpose of the dispute which it has with such member and resorts to 
war, it is directed in article 17 that the provisions of article 16 shall 
likewise be applied against it. That article provides, first, for the sever- 
ance of trade and financial relations with the offending nation, the 
prohibition of all intercourse between the nationals of the members of 
the league and those of the offending State, and the prevention of all 
financial, commercial, er personal intercourse between the nationals of 
the offending State and the nationals of any other State whatsoever. 
That, in brief, is an economic and social boycott, followed by a gencral 
blockade. The pressure of such an economic isolation is something no 
nation would like to contemplate, and no nation would lightly risk the 
oss it would involve. But if military action still were needed, the 
ceunci! would recommend to the Governments the forces to be con- 
tributed. The Governments would decide for themselves as to the merits 
of the council’s recommendation. 

Now, it is clearly to be seen that any aggression, actual or threat- 
ened, from within the league or without, is covered in articles 11 te 
17 and fall provision made therein for the course of action to be 
taken by the respective members of the league. Therefore, any action 
of war based specifically and exclusively upon article 10 must spring 
from acts or circumstances not contemplated or foreseen in the formu- 
lation of these other articles, acts that are entirely outside their pro- 
visions. A sudden and unexpected attack by one nation upon another, 
a member of the league, so sudden that no opportunity could be given 
to interpose the arbitration or conciliation measures, would come under 
this article. Such an attack is less likely to occur, with the nations 
combined to crush it, than any other. But if this er any other emer- 
gency sbould arise, not specifically covered in the agreement and which 
threatened or perpetrated external aggression upen any member of the 
league, then the members would stand together under article 10. In 
this aspeet it is simply a provision for the exceptional, unexpected, 
and unforeseen hestilitys 

Article 10, it is apparent, has several purposes and functions. It is 
first of all, the fundamental agreement of mutual support in case of 
attack from witheut. It is the foundation upon which the other 
articles relating to international disputes is laid. There would be no 
league without it, for many of the nations cencerned would not enter 
into an association that called for disarmament unless some such 
pledge were made, just as a man whose life is threatened is unwilling 
to give up his arms unless assured that he will be protected in other 
ways. If the plans of disarmament are carried out to the satisfaction 
of the countries and made universal, the time will come when such an 
agreement as this will be superfluous, for the fear which demands it 
now will be removed. But under present conditions, and the terror 
of Germany's sudden and prodigious attack still in the minds of the 
world, such an understanding is an essential basis for a peace that can 
be felt to be secure. This is particularly true because of the new 
countries that are being created as a result of the war and whose in- 
tegrity and sovereignty are in special need of exterior support. The 
respect of sovereignty is another important feature. All nations are 
jealous of their sovereign rights as nations, particularly their right to 
conduct thelr own affairs, and this is a preper agreement to respect 
those rights. 

gut more than all this, article 10 is the preliminary asscrtion of 
selidarity upon which articles 11 to 17 are based and which in a way 
encompasses them. It establishes a principle; they define its applica- 

































































































































































































































































tien. It is a mistake to consider article 10 as something that stands 
alone. Nor is it less a part ef the twe articles which precede it, those 
relating to disarmament. In iéself it calls for no action by the league 
or the members ef the league unless some extraordinary emergency 





arises for which no other provision is made in the covenant. In that 
remote exigency the council is directed to advise upon the means by 
which the obligations under it may be fulfilled. The council can only 
advise. it rests upon the respective Governments themselves to decide 
how they will fulfill their obligations under it. The advice of the 
council must be by unanimous agreement cf its members, and the United 
Stetes will be a member. No advice as te the course of action will 
therefere,be given that would be considered unjust to the United States 
by the representative of our Government. Probably ne advice will be 
given by the council until after consultation with the respective Govern- 
ments represented in the council. This consultation would seem to be 
essential im important matters, for this is a league of nations, not a 
superstate, and the members of the councii are primarily but representa- 
tives of the nations tnat are given the sreleeenens influence. Inas- 
much as these mations have the greatest power, both in themselves and 
in the league, their responsibilities will the greater, and they will 
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endeavor to reach an agreement among themselves as to what action 
should be taken in case of such an extraordinary emergency as would 
fall upon article 10 alone. Each Government must be its own judge as 
to the manner in which it will fulfill its obligation, and the character 
and extent of its ompeest will depend upon the circumstances of the 
case, the greatness the emergency, and the degree of its own danger. 
That danger would be measured to a large extent by proximity, and ft ts 
reasonable to assume that the countries nearest t seat of trouble 
would be first to go to the aid of the one attacked. But somehow all 
would help, if the help ef al] were seen to be necessary, and it is this 
assurance that is required to give cohesion and stability to the associa- 
tion, and which alone can provide the moral influenee, which may 
beceme compulsory, that must be provided for in the absence of a perma- 
nent international police ferce. 

To summarize: Article 10 is the necessary binding of the nations into 
a unified and potential force for mutual respect and protection. The 
fulfillment of all ordinary obligations in the pledge it involves is pro- 
vided for in other articles. It is only in exceptional circumstances, not 
otherwise provided for, that action under it specifically would be ap- 
pealed for. The occurrence of such circumstances is highly improbable, 
but if they should develop each nation would be the judge of its obliga- 
tions under the article. Good faith would require the support it 
pledges, but whether that support would be economic alone, or both 
economic and military, would depend upon the nature of the case and 
the understanding reached by the respective Governments. 

Mr. Taft, Mr. Root, and Mr. Hughes, the three leading Republicans of 
the country, discussed this article at length before the covenant was 
revised. Mr. Hughes, the least friendly of the three, a it, but 
said that “ certainly each power will be the judge ef what in good faith 
it should do. In the case of the United States the guaranty will not 
be made good except by the action of Congress, and it will be for Con- 
gress to decide whether we are bound and what we shall undertake.” 
Mr. Reot believes the article necessary to the solution of the recon- 
struction problems and the maintenance of the stability of the recon- 
struction. “The allied nations in their council,” he said, “ must deter- 
mine the lines of reconstruction. heir determination must be enforced. 
They may make mistakes. Doubtless they wiil, but there must be deci- 
sion, and decision must be enforced. Under these circumstances. the 
United States can not quit. It must go on to the performance of its 
duty, and the immediate aspect of article 10 is an agreement te do that.” 

He thought, however, that it should not be made permanent nd 
suggested an amendment permitting any party, after five years, to ter- 
minate its obligation under it upon one year’s notice. If within five 
years this provision would seem to be unnecessary, because conditions 
had become stable and the fear that now makes it necessary. had passed 
away, the revision of the covenant has made amendment to that cifect 
possible. And, besides, the revised covenant permits any nation to with- 
draw upon two years’ notice if it is found to be onerous or unsatisfactory. 
Mr. Taft finds no objection to article 10, although he had suggested 
that it‘might be better to show distinctly the distribution of obligation 
under it. He assumes, however, that distribution will be arranged by 
the council and the respective Governments. ‘“ The fact that the council 
is to advise what means shall be taken to fulfill the obligation shows,” 
he says, “ that they are to be such as cach nation shall decm proper and 
fair under the circumstances ‘considering it remoteness from the coun- 
try and the fact that nearer presence of other nations should indace 
them to furnish the required military force.” 

Now, as to the claim that it will prevent the territorial development 
of nations or the assistance of a nation desiring to help the seen of 
another struggling for freedom.: The United States is living evidence 
that war is not essential to territorial expansion and development. We 
added Florida and Louisiana Purchase and Alaska to our domain by 
peaceable means. There is nothing in article 10 to prevent such territorial 
changes. Nor is there anything to prevent changes in form or character 
of any government. It proposes no interference with peoples in their 
internal affairs. If a part of 1 nation should desire to separate from the 
rest and set up an independent government, there is nothing. .in this 
article or elsewhere in the covenant calling for hostile action by the 
league or any of its members. The possibility that we, for example, 
might be prevcnted from going to the rescue of a peopte secking their 
independence is not a persuasive objection. We have had many oppor- 
tunities in the past, but only once in all history have we taken up arms 
in such a cause, and there is not the slightest probability of another case 
similar to Cuba nrising in this hemisphere. All the people in the 
western world are now free. Although we have had profound sympathy 
for the struggles for freedom occurring from time to time in the Eastern 
Hemisphere, we have never once even thought ef going to war for them. 
As to the claim set up by one or two objectors that this would consti. 
tute an impious limitation of the Almighty, we are disposed to believe 
that no association of men can in any way limit His power. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I now ask to have inserted as 2 part of my 
remarks an editorial from the same paper of May 25 entitled 
“ Reason or passion,” an editorial paying some attention to the 
attempted effort of the Senator from Missouri |[Mr. Rerp] to 
arouse the feeling of the South against the colored majority, as 
he alleges, in the league of nations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. 

The editorial referred to is as follows: 


REASON OR PASSION. 


Senator Rerep’s speech on the treaty is not an appeal to reason but 
an appeal to prejudice. His experience.as a politician has taught him 
that there is nothing so responsive to the influence of rhetoric as preju- 
dice. But if this great matter is to be settled rightly, it must be settled 
rationally. Passion is a power for good if it is founded upon truth and 
restrained by reason, but it is an unmitigated evil if it is without either 
truth or reason. The question before the United States Senate is the 
most important one that has ever been presented to that body for its 
approval. ‘There has been nothing comparable with it since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. It should be considered, therefore, with the 
analytical perception, calm judgment, and the honesty and patrictism 
of true statesmanship. It is essential that it be discussed honestly if 
the people are to form opinion that is based upon truth, and opinion 
that is not based upon truth is not-the opinion that should govern 
conduct and action in the United States of America. 

Senator Reup’s speech is for the deliberate purpose of arousinz the 
racial prejudice that is instinctive in nearly all of us. He pictures a 
world governed by black, yellow, and brown races. “ This is a colored 
league of nations,” he says. ‘ That is to say, the majority of the na- 


Without objection, it is so 
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tions composing the league do not belong to the white race of men. On 
the contrary, they are a conglomerate of the black, yellow, brown, and 
red races, frequently so intermixed and commingled as to constitute 
an unclassified mongrel breed.” What is the truth as to this? Of the 
$2 nations that are set down as original members of the league of na- 
tions only 7 are not white—India, China, Haiti, Hedjaz, Japan, Liberia, 
and Siam, and the Arabians of Hedjaz, we think, would strenuous! 
object to the classification of a Semitic race as not white. Of the 1 
nations invited to accede to the covenant only 1, Persia, could be 
placed in Senator RrEp’s category of color, and that is a debatable 
classification for Persia. So, in fact, out of 45 nations altogether that 
are recognized by the covenant only 8—only 7, if-we eliminate Hed- 
jaz—are colored nations. The nations that are white, by any stand- 
ard of ethnology, are the United States, Belgium, Great Britain, 
Canada, Australia, South Africa, New Zealand, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 
Eeuador, France, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, ° Italy, a 
Panama, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Roumania, Serbia, Uruguay, Argentina, 
Chile, Colombia, Denmark, Netherlands, Norway, Paraguay, Salvador, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and Venezuela. here are the colored 
nations in this list, which, with the 8 previously mentioned, is the 
complete roll of the nations entering or invited te enter the league? 

Starting with such a basis of untruth Senator Reep proceeds to 
elaborate by misrepresentation of the principle, long fixed in interna- 
tional law, of the equality of States. This does not mean that States 
are equal indignity, importance, or power, but that each possesses 
the same number of sovereign rights and powers. That is to say, the 
essential rights of one nation, however small, are the same as the 
rights of any other nation, however great. That is a principle the 
United States has always asserted and defended. It is the principle 
upon which the Monroe doctrine is founded, and any association of 
States would be impossible without its recognition. In every confer- 
ence of States for the promotion of international understandings that 
has ever been held the rule of equality of States has been operative. 
In all such conferences decisions are reached by unanimous agreement, 
and only by unanimous agreement, just as the treaty now before us has 
heen formulated by the unanimous agreement of the representatives of 
the 32 nations at the peace conference. So it will be in the league of 
nations. It is expressly stated in the covenant that all decisions shall 
be by unanimous agreement of the council or the assembly, except in a 
few specified cases of procedure. A majority of votes, therefore, has 
no significance whatever. No combination of States for voting pur- 
poses can have any power when a single vote is supreme. [or ex- 
imple, the United States, under the provisions of this covenant, can 
stand alone, with its single vote, against all the other nations of the 
world, It could have no more power with 40 votes than it has with one 
when any number of votes short of the entire number means no more 
than one. But Senator REED endeavors to convey the impression that 
the league is to be controlled by the number of votes, like a legislative 
assembly. This is as absurd as it is untrue. America nor England nor 
I'rance nor even Liberia would think for a moment of entering into an 
association where it could be dominated by the votes of others. No 
such domination is possible over any nation under the covenant of the 
league. When this is understood Senator Reep’s racial comparisons 
are seen to be wholly irrelevant. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, nothing was ever more 
stupid than that appeal of the Senator from Missouri. There 
is not a man in the United States that will respond more 
quickly than I to an appeal to race supremacy, race integrity, 
race purity, and to making this country a white man’s country 
all over; but when the Senator went on to treat the Senator 
from North Carolina, the Senator from South Carolina, the 
Senator from Louisiana, and me as if we were veritable asses 
he went just a little bit too far. He comes from a State that 
does not disfranchise Negroes by any pretext of constitutional 
disqualification for the suffrage; he comes from a State which 
does not disfranchise illiterates by any disqualification for the 
suffrage; and yet he went on here for half an hour trying to 
arouse the prejudice of the southern people on the race issue 
and upon the illiteracy question, when he knew as well as I 
know and as well as you know that the difference was this: 
In the internal and domestic administration of affairs the 
qualification of the suffrage is a privilege extended in the 
interests of society within the country. He knew as well as 
I know that in international affairs the white man is entitled 
to govern the white man’s country, the brown man the brown 
man’s country, and the black man the black man’s country, 
and that question does not come into it except in so far as the 
white man and the brown man and the black man may want 
to secure each his own supremacy in his,own country and to 
secure national world justice for all. 

Mr. President, I do not know how the Senator from Missouri 
voted the other day upon the proposition of my colleague 
[Mr. Harrison] to limit woman suffrage to white women. I 
suppose he voted with us; I suppose his political interest in 
Missouri was to vote with us; but he comes from a State that 
never made that distinction; he comes from a State that never 
had a literacy provision. What right did he have to stand 
here and make that appeal to us upon the ground of illiteracy 
and the balance of it? 

And that is not all. His statement that a majority of the 
nations represented in the league of nations were colored was 
not even correct. He had to fudge. like all the world to make it 
appear correct. For example, he represented Cuba as being a 
colored country. Cuba has 66 per cent white population; Missis- 
sippi has less than 50 per cent: I suppose he would deny Mis- 
sissippi a right 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Scnator from Missouri? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. REED. [For a correction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Fora question or a correction; yes. 

Mr. REED. If the Senator had read what I said, he would 
know that I frankly stated in my speech. the percentage of both 
races in Cuba. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator quoted a lot of things from the 
Encyclopedia Brittanica—came very near republishing it—and I 
presume he quoted that; it appears in the Encyclopedia Brittan- 
ica at any rate; but when he was making his general remarks I 
do not remember his mentioning it. However, he may have 
done so. 

Mr. REED. It is there clearly and explicitly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; it amounts to a quotation from the 
Encyclopedia Brittanica. 

Mr. REED. Not as a quotation, but as my own comment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That may be so. 

Mr. REED. That is all I want to say to the Senator. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And did the Senator notice the fact that 
Mississippi, South Carolina, and Louisiana have a less per- 
centage of white population than Cuba? I do not think he did. 

Mr. REED. No; I do not know that I did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The truth is that Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and South Carolina are parts of a white man’s country, and 
whether they accidentally or incidentally have a numerical ma- 
jority of Negroes makes no difference. The truth is that Cali- 
fornia is a white man’s country, and however much the 
Chinese and Japanese may give her trouble she proposes to 
remain a white man’s country, as a part of a white man’s 
country. The Senator knew all that. 

The Senator knew another thing. He knew that not a 
single move could be taken that would affect the interests of 
the United States of America in the league of peace, or in the 
council of the league, except upon a few unimportant matters of 
parliamentary and administrative procedure, without a unani- 
mous vote. He knew that. He knew that we had an eternal 
veto upon the entire proceedings. 

He knew another thing. He knew that, even if the league of 
nations had not given us a veto, our vote—great, popular, strong, 
and military as we are—would have constituted a veto. 

He knew another thing. He knew that while Great Britain, 
Canada, Australia, and South Africa were represented they were 
not represented as parts of the British Kingdom, but as parts 
of the self-governing British Empire; and he knew, as well 
as I know and as well as you know, that in a very great 
number of questions affecting the United States of America 
Canada and Australia would vote against Great Britain, and 
have voted against her hitherto. 

He knew, as I know and you know, that when it comes to the 
question of admission of Hindoos and Japanese and Chinese, 
Canada and Australia have blocked the wheels of parliamentary 
legislation in Great Britain, and that Great Britain has recog- 
nized the substantial nationality of all of the self-governing 
English-speaking provinces of Great Britain. He knew, as lL 
know, that Canada and Australia and South Africa have as- 
serted the right in connection with the foreign relations of the 
British Empire not to go into a war in which Great Britain 
was involved unless their own parliaments so decided. If he 
did not know that, he is lamentably ignorant. 

Then he dwelt—I do not know how long—upon admitting 
Cuba and admitting Nicaragua and admitting a couple of other 
South American States. He seems to be ignorant of the fact 
that, for fear lest Great Britain had too much advantage in 
connection with the separate and independent votes of Canada, 
New Zealand, Australia, and South Africa—frequently differ- 
ing with her—it was thought well to put in a lot of our American 
dependencies that we could control. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask to insert as a part of my remarks 
an editorial from some paper—I have forgotten which, but I 
believe the New York World, although I do not remember ex- 
actly—headed “ Politics and the covenant.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permission 
is granted. 

The editorial referred to is as follows: 


POLITICS AND THE CUYENANT. 


In discussing the ratification of the peace treaty Tuesday w. said 
that “it is unthinkable that it should be considered in any other than 
the broadest and most unbiased spirit of patriotism and humanity. No 

ersonal or partisan feeling should be permitted to affect the judgment 
n any way whatsoever.” We were speaking of the whole treaty, but 
we think it no less important that the provisions for a league of na- 
tions be considered with the same largeness. This paper has long main- 
tained that this is not a partisan question, and any attempt to make it 
a partisan question would be disastrous as well as essentially wrong. 
It would be wrong because it is a great forward movement for America 
and for all mankind. It would be wrong because it is the goal toward 
which American principle, American diplomacy, and American influence 
upon international relations have been trending ever since the Jay 
treaty was signed by George Washington in 1794. America, more than 
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all other nations put together, has been developing the principle and 
extending the practice of international arbitration through more than 
a century, and the league of nations is but the consequence, the some 
time inevitable consequence, of American history ; it is but the organi- 
zation of the werld for the general and complete application of the 
principle and policy that America individually has continuously sand 
persistently advocated and applied. The league of nations is essen- 
tially an American ideal realized through the pressure of a universal 
calamity that has convinced all peoples ef the necessity of international 
cooperation for the preservation of peace. 

To attempt to block such a movement for partisan reasons is pro- 
foundly wreng, we repeat. And it would be disastrous to the party, 
for it has back of it a public opinion so vast and so earnest, so deter- 
mined that the experience of the last four years shall not be repeated 
if it is humanly possible to prevent it, that any such attempt would be 
utterly futile. The civilized world supports it, demands it; the people 
of the United States demand it. It is entirely too great a matter to be 
an issue in party politics. The personalities of the moment, without 
exception, are but incidental to it. The prejudices of the moment will 
soon be forgotten. We stand before the door of a new era. What 
would America say, what would the world say, what would the future 
say, if with this great opportunity we refused to enter because of per- 
sonal dislike or of partisan prejudice? It is not a question of support- 
ing or opposing Wilson; it is a question of fulfilling the manifest des- 
tiny of America as the leader of mankind in its struggle for freedom 
and progress. 

Bat aside from all this, it is not a party questicn because it is 
peculiarly a nonpartisan development of American principles. It is the 
result, as we have said, ef a century of growing experience to which 
successive administrations have contributed without regard te party. 
And it has been given concrete form in the forge of war through the 
influence of men, Republicans and Democrats, who were united for this 
end, not as partisans but as Americans who realized the necessity and 
the opportunity. Of the 120 men whe formed the provisional committee 
that called the national conference for the creation of a League to 
Wnforce Peace in 1915, men who represented the entire country, men of 
great eminence as statesmen, educators, clergymen, lawyers, editors, and 
business men, the majority were Republicans. Out of that memorable 
conference in Independence Hall at Philadelphia, on June 17, 1915, grew 
the present covenant of the league of nations. There was organized 
and inaugurated the great movement which aroused the earnest thought 
and purpese first of America and then of England. They were not 
politicians who met at Independence Hall, although many of them had 
held, or were then holding, high office in their respective parties. They 
were broad-tminded, patriotic citizens who seught to extend established 
American principles to the whole world and thereby to prevent, if pos- 
sible, the repetition of such a calamity as that which was appalling 
civilization. Republicans and Democrats, though a majority were Re- 
publicans, worked together to advance this cause. The movement had 
been advancing a year before President Wilson began to give expression 
to his interest. He did not originate the idea, nor has he ever claimed 
to have done so. But he saw in it, as others had seen, the remedy for 
the great affliction, and he began to use the powers of his high office to 
press it upon the attention of the Governments. And no one objected. 
Through the three and a half years that intervened between June, 1915, 
and the armistice in November, 1918, while this movement was con- 
stantly growing in power, while the President was urging it on every 
occasion, net a voice was raised against it. Upon what basis of right 
can there be any partisan movement against it at this late hour? It 
should be considered wholly and absolutely on its merits, both by Re- 
publicans and by Democrats, not as a Wilson document but as 2n 
American document, and, through America, a world document, 
which the nations hope to found a higher and better civilization. It is 
not perfect. No one claims that it is. But it is a great beginning, and 
it should be altered only in the light of a world experience still to come. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. 


elusetts 


President, the Senator from Massa- 


” 


the Republican majority, “ariz in his plece,” to quote the lan- 


guage of Private John Allen, here two or three weeks or months | 


ago during the closing days of the last session to make, as John 
Allen said, “a few onnecessary remarks” about the fact that 
there was no mention of the Monroe doctrine in the covenant 
for the preservation of peace amongst the nations of the earth. 
He grew eloquent—I take that back; the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts never was eloguent for a minute in his life—but he 
grew rabid: he grew metaphysical; he grew strident; he grew 
very earnest, and denounced the treaty because there was no 
mention in it of the Monroe doctrine. I am violating no con- 
fidence when I say that he was present, as I was, at a meeting 
at the White House, because the Senator from Nebraska [{Mr. 
Hrrceucockx] brought it nearly all out some time ago. When 
the President was asked why there was no mention of the 
Monroe doctrine in the covenant of the league of peace, he 
responded in substance—althouch I am not even pretending to 
quote his exact language—that he supposed that there could be 
mention of it were it thought desirable, but that he had not 
thought it necessary; that the league did not refer to any mere 
“policies,” just as it did not refer to any mere “ domestic” 
questions. That was about what he said, was it not, I will ask 
ihe Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, It was. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But at any rate the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts came in a few days and literally made the air blue 
with apprehension as to what was going to happen to us when 
Europe got hold of the Monroe doctrine, on the ground that it 
was not mentioned in the treaty. 

Some time after that I went home to Mississippi. I went out 
on the plantation, culled my flowers, attended to my vegetables, 
played with my grandchildren, and made but one speech. Mean- 
while, between those events, the President of the United States 
secured a recognition of the Monroe doctrine in haec verba in 


| Monroe doctrine is not a regional question. 


upon | 


{Mr. Lopce], the leader of the majority faction of | 
| all excluded it, 
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the treaty of peace. In making that speech I said: The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts made all of this trouble about that, 
and in his discussion with the president of Harvard, Mr. Lowell, 
one of his chief objections was that there was no exclusion of 
the Monroe doctrine from the operations of the league of na- 
tions. Then I offered to bet $5 to two doughnuts that the 
fact that the President had brought it within the provisions 
of the league of nations and expressly excluded it would make 
no difference with the Senator from Massachusetts. That was 
not gambling; that was betting on a certainty, because I knew 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and I knew that he woke up 
every morning, as some newspaper said, with the idea of read- 
ing the morning news, and when he found out which side of a 
new phase Wilson was on he took the other side, to make the 
most political capital out of it that he could. 

Do you know, that is one of the queer effects of Republican 
leadership. The Senator from Massachusetts was not always 
that way. He used te say that “ politics stopped at the coast,” 
and “never went any further”; but the minute he was made 
political leader over there his objection to the exclusion of 
the mention of the Monroe doctrine increased to virulence when 
he was faced with the inclusion of it. 

So he made not an eloquent speech, because the Senator from 
Massachusetts has no imagination; he has only a reasoning 
capacity, ond a very highly respectable reasoning capacity, and a 
very highly respectable historical information, which enables 
him to make a very clear statement of something, but he can not 
put any heart and soul into it, because he has no Celtic imagina- 
tion. He has pure Anglo-Saxon, Teutonic, exhaustive, and ex- 
hausting methods. But he comes back to the Senate later on 
and he gives the President Cain because he has put the Monroe 
doctrine into the league of nations. 

The President came back to us the other time at the White 
House, and said to us: “In recognizing the principles of the 


; league of nations I have secured the application of the Monroe 


doctrine to the entire world.” That was not sufficient for the 
Senator from Massachusetis, so he quarreled with him. Now he 
comes back with the Monroe doctrine expressly excluded, and the 
Senator almost swells himself up—if he had been a poser and an 
acter he would have swelled himsel_ up, but to do him justice he 


|} is never either; just a plain, ordinary man of good scholarly 


and historical ability, with plain, good common sense, and a very 
wary, cool-headed, and adroit politician—but he came in here, 
“ swelling himself up ” as nearly as he could, and he said: “ The 
It is 2 question that 
no country in the world is entitled to decide or pass on, or inter- 
pret, or perhaps even mention, except ourselves.” Well, if that 
be true, why did he quarrel about not putting it in the first draft 
of the league of nations? That was my view. That is my view 
yet. It ought never to have been mentioned. The ver, nature of 
it and the nature of the proposed league and our past utterances 


He makes fun of the phrase “a regional question.” Well, it is 
“regional,” and not less regional because it is ours and Great 
Britain’s utteranee, nor any the less “‘ regional” because it in- 
cludes and applies to a whole continent. This continent after 
all is not all of the earth, but only a part or a “ region” of it, nor 
have we ever contended that the Monroe doctrine applies outside 
of this continent—this hemisphere. 

Why did he quarrel about the nonmention of it at first? Sim- 
ply because Wilson was President and a Democrat. Why does 
he quarrel now when it is mentioned? Simply because Wiison 
is President and is a Democrat. 

“ Politics stops at the seacoast.” Does it? Is the Senator 
from Massachusetts illustrating that principle right now? Can 
you find a single thing that the President of the United States 
can do that he will approve of? I defy you. Of course, while 
the war was going on he was like all others, simply an Ameri- 
ean. We wanted to be. Those few people in the United States 
who did not want to be had to be; but he wanted to be. It was 
like his vote upon the Irish resolution the other day. Do any of 
you believe that that ingenious explanation of his was anything 
but disingenuous? Can you imagine that all the Cabots and 
all the Lodges in years past have not hated the Irish, and that 
the Irish have not hated them, principally because the Irish 
were Democrats? Do you imagine that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has any less sympathy for the people of Ulster— 
Protestants and English and Scotch—than I have? » you 
imagine that he loves the Celtic Irish any better than I? Haif 
my friends are Irish. 

Now I come te the Senator from Idaho {Mr. Boran]. He is 
of a different type. He does not pretend to be a Brahmin. He 
would acknowledge himself not quite a paragon but an ordi- 
nary, common citizen. He would not base his right to express 
public opinion either upon his scholarship or upo-.. ‘iis pedigree, 
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Take him all around, I love him; I think he is one of the most 
lovable fellows I have ever met. Take him all around, he is 
sincere and honest, too; and he is sincere in the position he 
has taken in this matter, and honest about it, only he is 
wrong. The only trouble is that he is a Prussian “junker” 

“at heart and does not know it—let us say, rather, an American 
“ junker.” 

I do not mean by that that he sympathized with the Germans 
in the war. I do not mean by that that the Germans could have 
gotten any more help from him than from me—not a particle; 
but his idea of State sovereignty is exactly the same as that of 
Bismarck and as that of Kaiser Wilhelm and as that of the 
Prussian junkers. His position is that there must be no limita- 
tion upon the sovereignty of a country, its independent sover- 
eignty. He nods his head in-approval. I knew he was honest, 
and I knew I was honest, and I knew that I could not misrepre- 
sent him. 

Now, what was the whole Prussian State sovereignty idea? 
It was that a State had a right to do whatever a State chose to 
do, and that there could be no limitation and ought not to be 
any limitation upon the sovereignty and the power and the 
might of the State except its inability to physically execute its 
decrees. Is not that right? I ask the Senator from Idaho, is 
not that a correct statement of the Prussian position so far as he 
understands it? 

Mr. BORAH. TI rather think that is correct. 
Washington’s view. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ah! Now the Senator is trying to bring in 
poor old George as an ally of the Prussian junker. [Laughter.] 
George is dead, and he can not deny it; but if George were alive 
he would deny it every minute of his life, because George was so 
ciffident as to the sovereign rights of a country that he executed 
the Jay treaty, and the people in that day contended that that 
was a surrender of the rights of Congress and of the sovereignty 
of the United States. But let that pass. 

The Senator confesses that the position which I have attrib- 
pited to him and which I have attributed to the Prussian junkers 
is not only his position but he contends that it was George 
Washington’s position. Mr. President, no country ever entered 
into a treaty with the smallest other country in the world with- 
out surrendering or limiting the exercise of a part of its sov- 
ereignty. 

What is sovereignty as defined in international law? It is 
the unlimited power of a State to direct its own destiny in its 
own pathway, according to its own will. When we entered into 
an agreement with Mexico that we might pursue bandits and 
marauders across the Rio Grande into Mexico and capture them, 
Mexico surrendered or limited a part of her sovereignty; and 
when we agreed that Mexican troops might pursue bandits into 
our territory we surrendered or limited a part of our sovereignty, 
and in each case an essential of sovereignty. Under the inter- 
national definition of sovereignty, when I make an agreement 
with myself or with a friend not to smoke a cigar for a week I 
surrender a part of my individual sovereignty; but in a real 
sense whenever a man or a nation agrees not to do a thing it 
is as high an assertion of national or of independent sov- 
ereignty as leaving itself or himself free to do the thing. The 
agreement has its initiative in self-limitation, the highest form 
of self-assertion or sovereignty or free will. To agree to keep 
the peace of the world under the dictates of Jesus Christ, the 
Prince of Peace, to agree to recognize as best you can the father- 
hood of God and the brotherhood of man, and try to settle dif- 
ferences by arbitration and by peaceful solution rather than by 
mitrailleuses and chassepots and Springfield rifles is to that 
extent, of course, a surrender of the sovereignty or a limitation 
upon the sovereignty of each country that agrees to the arrange- 
ment—an agreement to agree without resort to throat cutting 
or poison gas. If I had a dispute with the Senator from Utah 
to-day about a land title and we agreed to leave it to a court of 
justice instead of fighting it out upon the public highway, it 
would be a surrender of his original right and my original 
right to do as each one of us saw fit. 

Ah, but gentlemen tell me that in the course of time it may 
appear that under the covenant of peace the United States 
might be forced to do something that it did not want to do. 

Under the judgment of the justice of the peace or of the court, 
I or the Senator from Utah might be forced to do something 
that he or I did not want to do; but the world has agreed that 
in the settlement of individual controversies it is better to run 
the risk of the court’s making a mistake than it is to leave men to 
cut one another’s throats, and the settlement of individual con- 
troversies is of less importance than the solution of national 
and international questions by arbitration ; because if the Sena- 
tor from Utah and I agree to cut one another’s throats it does 
not affect anybody but the Senator from Utah and me and our 


It is also George 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


797 


wives and our children; but when two nations go in to cut one 
another’s throats it cuts the throats of all, everybody—the 
people that did not want it as well as the people that did want 
it—the women and the children and the nuns and the priests 
and the preachers and the lawyers and the beggars upon the 
streets, and everybody in the world. 

I can not understand the lack of imagination in a man. I 
can not understand the lack of vision of a man, who wants to 
go back to 1918. Victor Berger, or whatever his name is, who 
was elected as a Socialist from the Milwaukee district, told 
the public that it was a lie that we went to war “to make the 
world safe for democracy.” Maybe he is right. Some things 
that have been going on in Paris here lately rather make me 
think that maybe he is. Instead of meeting there with common 
accord to secure the peace of the world, instead of thinking 
about the men and the women and the children and the churches 
and the schools and the highways and the public buildings and 
all of the accumulations of civilization that peace has built up, 
men came there quarrelling about Fiume and came there quar- 
relling about a few islands upon the Adriatic coast, and about 
some coal fields in the Saar district, and about what should 
be the proper boundaries between Poland and Czechoslovakia, 
when every one of them has gotten more out of the war than 
they ever hoped to get since the day they were born. 

Do’ you know, fellow Senators, I sometimes think that if I 
had been Wilson, at Paris, the time would have been reached 
several times when I would have said: “I came here in the 


name of the American people, in the name of their traditions, 


and in the name of their ideals and of a common humanity, to 
help make a better world. You are narrow and provincial and 
selfish, and you are seeking money and you are seeking terri- 
tory. You are going back to the Borah-Prussian-junker doc- 
trine of unlimited sovereignty, and the right upon the part of 
Italy to stand out against the world for a little thing like 
Fiume, upon the part of France to stand out against the world 
for a little thing like the amount of reparation, the attempted 
assertion for a little while of the right of Poland to take not 
only access to the sea but government and control of it. I am 
tired. I am going back to America, and Europe can settle her 
infernal selfish difficulties as she blank pleases. If there is any 
country in the world that can stand by itself in its wealth, in 
its size, in its resources, in its capacity to put armed men in the 
Army and the Navy, it is my country. We are pretty far off 
from you. Go to the dickens with your European affairs. I 
am going to join Boran and the Prussian junkers and contend 
for unlimited American sovereignty and preparation for uni- 
versal war—universal preparation for war during peace times.” 

Do you want to go back to 1913? You can not go back to 
it the way you were at that time. If you do not secure a cove- 
nant for peace amongst the civilized nations of the world, if 
you do not secure a measure of disarmanent, if you do not 
secure some means whereby you can settle by arbitration inter- 
national differences of every sort, then still, notwithstanding it 
all, the old time of American isolation has passed, and you 
and I must prepare the best army and the best navy on this 
globe. Are you willing to do it? 

I have heard a lot of talk about preparation for war and all 
that, and a lot of criticism of the fact that the English and 
we were unready. We were the great unready nation, but we 
were unready of a set purpose. We thought it was better to 
strain every muscle and every nerve and every thought and 
every soul sentiment of the people to meet a great emergency 
when the emergency came than it was to keep prepared, by 
countless and incalculable burdens upon the people, during all 
the time when the emergency was not present. We were wise. 
The war has proven that we were wise. The English-speaking 
race to-day dominates—not by its navy, not by its military 
force, but by its common sense and its statesmanship and its 
commercialism and its literature this entire world; and to 
what does it owe it? It owes it to the fact that Great Britain 
was an island and we were an island continent, and that dur- 
ing peace times, at any rate, we could leave the industries of 
the people unburdened and untrammeled. Schoolhouses went 
up, cathedrals and churches, highways, philanthropic associa- 
tions, everything in the world that sums up civilization. 

What is civilization? It is the massing together at a given 
time of the accumulations of the past. How does a man differ 
from the brutes of the field? Simply by the fact that from one 
generation to another he ean accumulate. The cat and the dog 
and the tiger and the lion start where their forefathers started. 
We start upon the shoulders of our forefathers; and all that 
accumulation, from generation to generation, spells civilization. 
Man is the only monument-building creature, because he is the 
only one that considers the past. He is the only creature that 
dreams of the future and “has visions,” because he is the only 
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one that thinks of the future to any great extent. And here 
step in the Prussian and American junkers, including my good, 
dear friend from Idaho, and they tell us, “Do not, above all 
things in the world, let there be even a suspicion of the limita- 
tion of your sovereignty,” as if a voluntary limitation were any 
less an act of sovereignty than the failure to make a limitation. 

What is the difference between a savage and a civilized man? 
One puts limitations upon his individual sovereignty, and the 
other does not. What is the difference between a civilized na- 
tion and a savage or barbarous nation like Turkey? One puts 
limitations—whether by unwritten law, as in Great Britain, or 
by written law, as here—upon its free action and the other does 
not; and of all the men who have stood in this Chamber, in 
eloguent words and in eloquent thought approving and applaud- 
ing the idea of putting a self-limit upon the operation of National 
Government, the Senator from Idaho stands at the front. The 
Constitution of the United States is nothing but the people’s 
self-limitation upon their dual agencies of Government. 

I listened to him the other day when he was defending the 
Constitution, and went over to him after it was over and said: 
*“ Borau, old fellow, you have made mighty near a good old- 
fashioned Democratic speech.” He has stood all the time for a 
self-limited Government, constitutionally limited by the people, 
who are the ultimate sovereigns, in the interest of the people 
whose future is at stake; and yet, when it comes to interna- 
tional affairs, he wants the United States left free to do what- 
ever in the dickens it pleases; and he now nods his head at me 
in approval of that. That is all the German junker wanted. 
He wanted Germany left free to do whatever in the dickens it 
pleased. That is all that Turkey wanted, and that is all that 
Alexander the Great wanted, and that is all that Nero wanted, 
and that is all that any savage ever wanted since the world 
hbegan—just to be left free to do whatever in the dickens he 
pleased. So the Senator is advocating the cause of a savage 
und a barbarous and a Nero-like Government, a Turkish and a 
Prussian Government transferred to the United States. He 
wants a people who, of their own free will, limit their power of 
operation within their own territory, expressing that voice in 
the Constitution as a limitation upon executive, judiciary, and 
legislative, to be still left free, outside of its borders, to do 
whatever it pleases, without any limitation. 

Now, my friends, there are limitations which civilized men 
can not ignore, outside of treaties. The Senator from Idaho, if 
he had been a German, I suppose, even with his ideas of un- 
limited sovereignty, never would have agreed that Germany 
should invade Belgium and march over her prostrate body in 
order to be able to take France in the flank; but in order that 
he may measure up to his full ideals and his full notions he 
ought to have thought that, because it was a part of the rights 
of Germany as a full, unlimited sovereignty, and a full, unlim- 
ited sovereignty is bound by nothing except its own measure of 
its own will and power. Yet the Senator from Idaho must con- 
fess that even a full, unlimited sovereignty is bound by some 
ideas of ethics and right. 

He will agree to that, I know; so he will agree to at least 
that self-limitation upon government that a nation should never 
do wrong just because it has might. The Senator agrees to 
that, does he not? I thought so; he bows in acquiescence. I 
knew it. The minute he bows in acquiescence to that he bows 
in acquiescence to the idea that a nation ought to limit its 
sovereignty in the cause of right as against its power or might. 
Then his whole argument sinks to the ground, and the whole 
Prussian junker argument sinks to the ground. If we be bound 
aus a nation by certain laws of ethics which are recognized, then 
we can be more sacredly bound by putting those laws of ethics, 
voluntarily and beforehand, in writing in the shape of a treaty, 
or world treaty or league. 

Mr. President, I have not talked much about this business, be- 
cause I wanted to wait until we had it before us in the proper 
way, and I am not talking about the details of the treaty yet, 
because I want to wait. 

There are two classes of people in the world, and however un- 
worthy I may be—and I know my own unworthiness better than 
anybody else except God—I belong to one of them. I do not 
belong to the class of legalists who can see nothing in the present 
and hope for nothing in the future except as based upon a prece- 
dent in the past. I belong to that class of men who dream, and 
who are not ashamed of dreaming; who dream of a better world 
and want it, and, in so far as they are worthy to pray to God 
at all, pray to Him for it, a world where not only individual 
men shall govern themselves, though in my own case I may 
have failed, but where communities shall govern themselves, and 
where nations shall govern themselves, and where, above all 
things in the world, humanity all over the world shall govern 
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itself by common concert of action and common accord between 
nations in behalf of the right and justice and peace. 

As some of you know, I have quoted frequently the words of 
Thomas Jefferson, “ My passion is peace.’ But, my friends, it 
never was peace against might; it never was peace against the 
assertion upon the part of any man or any nation, not even 
the United States, to control its own destiny as it pleased, re- 
gardless of the destiny and the welfare and the peace and the 
happiness of the world. If right acknowledge might and lie 
down before, then there is nothing left but might, not even 
God’s might, but brute’s might. 

Oh, you tell me, now, then, if this peace goes into effect the 
United States might be forced to do something it does not want 
to do. It has, in the first place, a veto power, and if the public 
opinion of the world became so powerful that that veto power 
did not count, then the United States ought to be made to do 
what common humanity and common sense and the interests of 
the world demand. That time will never come. There is no 
fear of it. I have no fear at all of the world running up against 
the United States. 

Oh, you tell me the United States has only one vote. Yes; 
Mississippi has only two votes in this body. Somebody might 
say for that reason Mississippi would be forever barred; but 
if Mississippi has any sense at all she will find some repre- 
sentatives from other States who agree with her every now 
and then, and whenever she is right she will find a majority in 
most cases. 

We first have in the council the veto power, and, in the next 
place, if we did not have it we have the decently expressed opin- 
ion of decent people of the world on our side when right. What 
does the Senator want? Is he going back to old-time days when 
we talked about “a manifest destiny’? I think heis. A mani- 
fest destiny to spread ourselves all over Central and South 
America? I do not know. But I never found any destiny in 
the world which was manifest except this: 

Whatsoever a man soweth that shall he reap. 

If you sow the’ seeds ef might and power and empire and 
unlimited sovereignty, the chances are that you will reap a 
harvest of that sort raised on some other people's field, not on 
your own; and if you sow seeds of accord, harmony, peace, self- 
limitation, then of those seeds some day you will reap the har- 
vest, not only on other people's fields but upon your own. It 
is an awfully nice thing to reap the harvest that you planted, 
and it is the only destiny that I know of that is both good and 
manifest. 

How long are you going to take to subject Central and South 
America to North American destinies? A great deal depends 
upon the answer to that question. Within 200 years from now 
the majority of the Western Hemisphere will be Spanish and 
Portugese speaking people. What do you want to do with 
them? Do you want to be left free to do whatever you please 
with them? I do not know that that is in the Senator's 
thought at all, I hope it is not; but I do know it has been in 
the thought of a great many people. 

Mr. President, I wish that I had the gift of tongues; I wish 
that I had the persuasive voice of Thomas Jefferson; I wish 
that I had the calm, cool impressive voice of the President of 
the United States. I have not either. All I can say is that 
I spew out, as far as I am concerned, the idea that this Gov- 
ernment representing these United States desires to reserve to 
itself any power whatsoever to execute the cause of might 
against the cause of right. It may be replied that the Ameri- 
can people never would want to do it. I do not think they 
would myself, but if the reply be right, then the counter reply 
comes in: “ Then if they never want to do it why reserve the 
so-called right?”—in other words, why not voluntarily limit 
our might? 

There are men opposed to this league who pretend they are 
opposed to it because of special provisions in it which they 
want amended. The Senator from Massachusetts is one of 
those. Most of the provisions he wanted amended were 
amended according to his ideas, but he is opposing it yet. Then 
there are men honest and steadfast in their ways, like the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boraw], who are opposed to all cove- 
nants, to all leagues of peace. : 

Their honesty I can fully recognize, their intellectual in- 
tegrity I rather admire, but their wisdom I can not perceive, 
because if they be right with regard to nations in international 
affairs the same principle would be right as regards individual 
affairs and as regards affairs between States in the American 
Union. How can a man stand opposed to all possible covenants 
of peace except upon one ground, and that is that he believes 
a covenant would more nearly lead to war than it would to 
peace itself? The Senator has expressed that view, I think, 
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But how can a thing constructed fer the purpose of keeping 
peace have a tendency to produce discord? If he and I entered 
into an agreement to leave all future disputes to arbitrators, 
would he contend with me that that would be a cause of dis- 
pute between him and me greater than we could have had 
without the agreement? It might not always keep the peace 
between us if either of us lost our temper extremely, but it at 
least would have the tendency of keeping the peace. 

Mr. President, when you think of the men who have died upon 
the battle fields with their eyes unclosed, glaring and fleering 
at the sunlight and the moonlight, arms torn and gone, legs 
twisted and torn, gassed and yet living; when you think of 
the women at home mourning for them, when you think of 
the children left fatherless and without much of a mother’s 
eare, because the mother is disheartened and can not give 
them the old care, is there anything in the world even promis- 
ing some relief from that sort of thing that you and } are not 
prepared to embrace if we can? 

I thank God that my boys came back without a scratch, I 
thank God that they did their duty, and I thank God that we 
are not amongst the number of those who are mourning. But 
all the same I know those who are mourning. 

There is nothing in the world more pathetic, there is nothing 
more tragic, there is nothing more insahe and idiotic—and I 
use the words advisedly—than war. There never was a just 
war on both sides since the world begun. Somebody was wrong 
somewhere. All we ask is that there shall be some impartial 
tribunal to determine who is wrong and to enforce the decent 
opinion of the world upon the wrongdoer. The Senator steps 
in the arena and talks about “the sovereignty of this Nation.” 
Who gave this Government sovereignty? The people. Who de- 
cided to divide the sovereignty between our dual sets of govern- 
ment? The people. How did they do it? Through the voice of 
the Constitution. What was the voice of the Constitution? Self- 
limitation upon the sovereignty of the States and the sovereignty 
of individuals. Self-limitation, not outside limitation. That is 
all a treaty, or a world treaty, or league is. And yet when the 
State of Mississippi has a suit with the State of Idaho it be- 
comes outside limitation in a certain sense by the decision of 
the Supreme Court. But was it the surrender of any essential 
right of sovereignty upon the part of either? No. Why not? 
Because each consented to it, each agreed to it. In other 
words, because the so-called limitation of sovereignty was an 
assertion in the highest degree of sovereignty. 

Mr. President, I reckon I have talked enongh. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I move to lay upon the 
table the motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beckuam] 
to reconsider the motion by which the Senate voted to print the 
treaty. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
Senate, I believe. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
present time. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, If it is not pending, I still have the floor, 
and I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. I move that we take up for consideration the 
motion of the Senator from Idaho to print the treaty. That is 
the matter which was before the Senate, I understand, when 
the unfinished business came up. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watsu of Massachusetts 
in the chair). The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Beckham Harris 
Borah Harrison 
Brandegee Hitchcock 
Capper Johnson, Calif. 
Culberson Jones, Wash, 
Cummins Kellogg 


Dial Kendrick 
Dillingham 


The unfinished business is before the 
I understood there was a motion made 


No; that motion is not pending at the 


Moses 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Lodge Pomerene 
McCumber Ransdell 
McKellar Reed 
McLean Robinson Watson 
McNary Sheppard Williams 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-eight Senaters have an- 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee, 


Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas / 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warten 


Fernald 
Fletcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Hale 

Harding 


Knox 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


799 


I was in possession of the 





Mr. BORAH. 
floor. 
The PRESIDING 


I have the floor. 


OFFICER. The last business was the 
calling of the roll. No one had the floor. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not understand that a roll call takes a 
Senator from the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Idaho did not even yield to 
the Senator from Nebraska. The Senator from Nebraska rose 
upon the floor of the Senate and suggested the absence of a 
quorum. He did not even address the Chair. I make the point 
of order that the Senator from Idaho has the floor. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not want to have any controversy 
about it. If the Senator from Idaho desires the floor, I am very 
glad to yield to him. 

Mr. BORAH. I feel that in all fairness and as I understand 
the rules I had the floor. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Perhaps that is so. I yield to the Senator 
from Idaho. E 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the able Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWwoop] stated that his principal objection to the 
publication of this document is its lack of authenticity, that no 
one can know definitely whether it is the treaty or not. I 
feel that an examination of this copy of the treaty will con- 
vinee the Senate that it is authentic, and I know of no way by 
which to bring its terms and its conditions and its authenticity 
before the Senate except to read the document. No Senator 
will doubt its authenticity if he will follow me. 

After reading for several minutes Mr. Boran was interrupted 
b 


y 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I desire to raise a point of 
order against the reading of this document. 

Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator permit me to complete the 
sentence I was reading? 

Mr. SWANSON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WatsH of Montana in the 
chair). The Senator from Virginia will state his point of order. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator said he would wait until I finish 
reading the sentence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order having 
been raised, the Senator from Virginia will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. SWANSON. Under Rule XXXVI, section 3, which reads: 

All confidential communications made by the President of the United 
States to the Senate shall be by the Senators and the officers of the 
Senate kept secret; and all treaties which may be laid before the 
Senate, and all remarks, votes, and proceedings thereon, shall also be 
kept secret until the Senate shall by their resolution take off the 
injunction of secrecy, or unless the same shall be considered in open 
executive session. 

The Senator states that this is a treaty. So it is required 
by the rule that it shall be laid before the Senate—— 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator accept the fact that it is a 
treaty ? 

Mr. SWANSON. I can not accept it; but the Senator states 
on his authority, whatever it is, that he is about to lay it 
before the Senate as a treaty, and under the rule to which I 
have referred it can only be considered in open session by a 
vote of the Senate. I think the Senator is evidently violating 
clearly a rule ef the Senate. I submit for the consideration of 
the Chair Rule XXXVI of the Standing Rules of the Senate, 
page 41 of the Senate Manual. 

Mr. BORAH. This is not a confidential communication—far 
from it. 

Mr. SWANSON. This rule says: “And all treaties which 
may be laid before the Senate.” 

The Senator says he lays before the Senate a treaty. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not contend that I am laying before the 
Senate a treaty. I contend I am laying before the Senate a 
treaty which has been proposed to the German Government. It 
is not a treaty; neither has it been communicated to the Senate 
under that rule by the President. 

Mr. SWANSON. The rule refers to any treaty laid before 
the Senate by anyone. It does not say “by the President” or 
any remarks thereon. I know the Senator does not want to 
violate a rule of the Senate unless the Senate gives him 
authority to do so. 

Mr. BORAH. I will merely say that this treaty is going to 
the public. There is no mistake about that. It will be there 
to-morrow morning. I await the ruling of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair before ruling would 
like to have from the Senator from Idaho an expression of his 
view concerning the language of the rule. 

Mr. BORAH. I understand the objection is based upon para- 
graph 3 of Rule XXXVI, which reads as follows: 


3. All confidential communications made by the President of the 
United States to the Senate shall be by the Senators and the officers of 
the Senate kept secret— 
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I de not understand, I do not believe that this comes under 
that provision. This is not a communication made by the 
President. 

Mr. SWANSON. 
provision. 

Mr. BORAH. It continues: 
and all treaties which may be laid before the Senate, and all remarks, 
votes, and proceedings thereon shall also be kept secret, until the Sen- 
ate shall, by their resolution, take off the injunction of secrecy, or unless 
the same shal] be considered in open executive session. 

Mr. President, I do not contend that this instrument which 
I am presenting to the Senate is a signed treaty which has been 
transmitted to the Senate by anyone. I claim that it is a copy 
of the proposed treaty which has been submitted to the German 
Government, but which has not yet been signed either by the 
German Government or by anyone else so as to eonstitute in any 
sense a treaty as referred to in the rule. I am willing to take 
the Chair's ruling. - 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to suggest to the 
Chair, in addition to what the Senator from Idaho has said, that 
this identical document which the Senator is reading was by 
vote of the Senate this very day ordered to be printed in the 
Record; so there can not be any such thing as an injunction of 
secrecy now imposed on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the vote heretofore taken would not be persuasive upon this 
question, and, moreover, that vote has been rendered nugatory ; 
at least its effect has been suspended by the pendency of the 
motion to reconsider. Will the Senator from Idaho give a little 
more enlightenment on the subject of subdivision 3 of the rule, 
which reads: 

All confidential communications made by the President of the United 
States to the Senate shall be by the Senators and the officers of the 
Senate kept secret. 

That obviously refers to communications submitted by the 
President. This is not such a communication. Now, however, 
the rule begins to relate to something else which comes before 
the Senate in some other way than by being submitted by the 
President. Obviously the President might submit a treaty in 
accordance with the first paragraph of the subdivision; but he 
has not done so. It is quite apparently contemplated, therefore, 
that a treaty may come before the Senate in some way other 
than by being submitted by the President. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, this is not a treaty; it has not 
been executed. It has been said upon the floor this morning 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock], who I pre- 
sume is as familiar as anyone with the situation, that there 
have been changes made in the treaty; so that this particular 
document never will be the treaty which will be before the 
Senate. I am not contending that it is the treaty which will 
ultimately come before the Senate for ratification by the Senate. 
What I am contending is that it is the document which was pro- 
posed by the Versailles conference to the German Government, 
Whether or not it will ever be a treaty is a wholly different 
pre position. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands the 
Senator from Idaho to contend that the document in question 
does not fall under the provision of this rule, because it is not 
a treaty as the word “treaty” is used in the rule? 

Mr. BORAH. That is my contention. 

Mr. FALL. Wiil the Senator from Idaho yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. FALL. Would it come under the rule as a treaty other- 
wise laid before the Senate? The rule, of course, contemplates 
the submission first of the treaty to the Senate, and provides 
for secrecy. Then it speaks of the laying of the treaty before 
the Senate and provides for secrecy. That means, of course, 
that when a committee has reported back the treaty and it 
goes on the calendar, it shall not be laid before the Senate in 
the open public session of the Senate unless the Senate so 
orders. It does not apply to a state of affairs such as this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair inquire further of 
the Senator from Idaho if that is the case, is it not equally so that 
no document is really a treaty until after it receives the approval 
ef the Senate? Is it not only then that it becomes a treaty? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, this it not a treaty, as I con- 
tend, at all; for it has not been approved by the German people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is what the Chair desires 
to know from the Senator. When, in the opinion of the Senator, 
does a document really become a treaty? 

Mr. BORAH. Under this rule, I should say it becomes a 
tre:ty whenever the President—the executive department—has 
completed his or their portion of the negotiation of the treaty and 
sends it here. Then it is a treaty under the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sena- 
tor from Idaho? 


It is not claimed that it comes under that 
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Mr. BORAH. Yes. When the document has been signed by 
the Executive and sent here, it is a treaty under the rules of 
the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Then, if the contention of the Senator is 
correct, why the necessity of the second subdivision of the 
paragraph of the rule? Such a treaty would come within the 
first part of the paragraph, which reads: 

All confidential communications made by the President of the United 
States to the Senate shall be by the Senators and the officers of the 
Senate kept secret. ‘ 

Such a treaty as the Senator suggests comes directly within 
that paragraph, and all the rest of it would be surplusage. 

Mr. BORAH. No. There may be many confidential com- 
munications which are not treaties, and the first ctause of the 
rule refers to any confidential communication which may be 
sent by the President, it may be about something else. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BORAH. In just a moment. Then the rule provides: 

And all treaties which may be laid before the Senate— 


That contemplates, in the first place, a treaty, and, in the 
second place, after it has been laid before the Senate, presum- 
ably by authorities authorized to lay it before the Senate—— 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, it seems to 
me exactly the reverse. If the Senator reads the first clause of 
Rule XXXVII, he will find it provides: 

When a treaty shall be laid before the Senate for ratification, it shall 
be read a first time. 

And so forth. Consequently the rule seems to contemplate two 
kinds of treaties, one made by the President for ratification and 
the other which comes here as this one comes here. You can 
not publish the treaty until you have the secrecy removed. 

Mr. BORAH. But this is not a treaty at all, in the sense in 
which the rule speaks of a treaty. It is simply a document 
which was proposed to the German people, and which will now 
never become a treaty until it has been signed or accepted by 
the German people. It may be changed in the most radical 
particulars prior to that time; indeed, we know that there have 
been some changes if the press dispatches be correct. So it is 
not a treaty as the word is used in the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I only want to suggest that it is 
the well-understood rule of diplomatic procedure, and it is 
adopted and accepted by all of the countries of the world, that 
a document becomes a treaty the moment it is signed by the 
parties. It is only evidence of negotiations until that period. 
When it is signed it becomes a treaty—an existing treaty— 
between the two countries. 

The next step is the exchange of ratifications, which is merely 
an office that is performed for the purpose of putting the 
treaty into force. The treaty exists; it is the agreement be- 
tween the two countries, but it does not go into effect; it lies 
dormant until the ratifications are exchanged. It is for the 
purpose of obtaining our advice and consent to the ratification 
of the treaty that the Constitution requires that it be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the rule never contemplated the presentation in this form 
of such a document as is now tendered for the Recorp, and he 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Idaho proceeds, I desire to ask him if the document from which 
he is reading purports to be signed? 

Mr. BORAH. No; it does not. 

Mr. BORAH resumed the reading, and was interrupted by 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I call the attention of the Chair to Rule XI, which reads as 
follows: 

When the reading of a paper is called for, and objected to, it shall 
be determined by a vote of the Senate without debate. 

I object to the reading of this document, and I insist that 
Rule XI is applicable. It would be utterly futile to adopt a 
rule of that character if it only 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the point is to be determined 
without debate, I think. 

Mr. BORAH. Permit me to say, however, that I understand 
that rule applies to matters which it is asked to have read by 
the Secretary. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I insist, Mr. President, that it does 
not apply to that alone, because, if it did, the rule would be an 
utterly futile one. A Senator asks that a paper be read from 


from Idaho 


the desk ; objection is made, and he reads it himself. The rule 


was intended—— 
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Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that the question 
must be determined without debate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The rule was contemplated to 
apply to just such a case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will settle it. 
question is, Shall the reading proceed? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. LODGE, and Mr. SMOOT 
called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as hereto- 
fore, I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SmMirH]. In his absence I with- 
hold my vote. If permitted to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Mictigan [Mr. TownsEenpD]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], and 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr, STERLING (when his name was called). I should like to 
inquire if the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmirH] has 
voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. STERLING. I have a pair with the Senator from South 
Carolina, and therefore withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, 
I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr]. Not 
knowing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Wotcott]. In his absence 
I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (after having voted in the negative). I failed 
to note that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], 
with whom I have a pair, is not present. I transfer that pair to 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. SmirH], which I have previously announced, to the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WATSON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Wotcotr] to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Curtis], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KING. I wish to announce that the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Wotcotr] and the Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsuH- 
URST] are detained from the Senate on public business. 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. SmrrxH], is absent on account of a death in his family. 

Mr. LODGE. I have been requested to announce the follow- 
ing pairs: 

The Senator from New York [Mr. CALDER] with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry]; and 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—42, 
Frelinghuysen McNary 
Hale 


The 


I have a pair with 


Borah 
Brandegee 
Capper 
Chamberlain 
Cummins 
Dillingham 


udge 


Pomerene 
Moses Reed 


Harding 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kenyon 

Keyes 

Knox 

Lodge 

McLean 


Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Overman 
Page 
Phipps 
Poindexter 
NAYS—24. 
McKellar 


Nugent 
Pittman 


Sherman 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sutherland 
Wadsworth 
Warren 

‘ Watson 
Fernald 

Yrance 


Harrison 
Hitchcock 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Kendrick Robinson 
Kirby Sheppard 
McCumber Simmons 
NOT VOTING—30. 
Owen 
Penrose 
Phelan 
Ransdell 
Shields 
Smith, Ariz. 
McCormick Smith, Ga. 
Martin Smith, Md. 
So the question was determined in the affirmative. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho will 
proceed. 
Mr. BORAH resumed the reading of the treaty and was 
interrupted by ‘ 


Teckham 
Culberson 
Dial 
Vletcher 
Gay 
Harris 


Stanley 
Swanson 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Williams 


Ashurst Gronna 

Ball Henderson 
Johnson, 8. Dak. 
Kin 
La Follette 
Lenroot 


Smith, S. Cc. 
Sterling 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Wolcott 
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Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
Under Rule XIX, section 1, it is provided: 

No Senator shall speak more than twice upon any one question in 
debate on the same day without the leave of the Senate, which shall 
be determined without debate. 

I make the point of order that the Senator is now speaking 
for the second time. 

Mr. SMOOT. He has a right to speak the second time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. PHELAN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BORAH resumed the reading, and was interrupted by 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, without taking the Senator 
from the floor, I should like to make a request for unanimous 
consent, which I think will be agreeable to the Senator, if I 
may make that request without taking the Senator from the 
floor. 

Mr. BORAH. Would that take me from the floor, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will. 

Mr. NELSON. I suppose I can state what my request will 
be without that being done. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. My request is that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside, and that a direct vote be had upon the 
motion to reconsider the motion of the Senator from Idaho to 
print this document in the Recorp. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I should like to have that 
done, but I do not want to lose the floor, and if that unani- 
mous-consent request is submitted and objected to, that will 
take me off the floor. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I think that can 
be accomplished by adding “and that the consideration of the 
application for unanimous consent shall not operate to deprive 
the Senator from Idaho of the floor.” 

Mr. BORAH. Very well. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is that going to be done without debate? 

Mr. NELSON. My request is that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside, and that a vote be had without debate 
upon the motion to reconsider the motion of the Senator from 
Idaho to print this document in the Recorp. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, as far as I can speak for 
those here, I think that will be entirely satisfactory. We 
objected very seriously when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECKHAM] made a bona fide motion to reconsider, and a disposi- 
tion was shown to lay that motion on the table. If we can 
have a direct vote on that question, we are willing to have 
it without any debate. 

Mr, LODGE. Without debate? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Without debate. 

Mr. BORAH. That is, that the vote shall be taken upon 
the motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BeckHAam] 
to reconsider? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes; that is it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As the Chair understands, the 
proposition is that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside; that by unanimous consent, and without debate the 
vote be taken upon the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BeckHam.] to reconsider; and that such action will not 
lose the floor to the Senator from Idaho. Is there any objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The question is on the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
dent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that is in direct 
violation of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is only done for the purpose of getting Sena- 
tors here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
and nays, they will come in. 

Mr. NORRIS. It will take just twice as long. 
call for the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll 
The question is on the motion to reconsider. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
vote is being taken on the motion to reconsider? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. LODGE. Those against reconsideration will vote “ nay,” 
then. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll 


If anybody raises the question, it 


I suggest the absence of a quorum, Mr. Presi- 


If the Senator calls for the yeas 


However, I 


The 
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Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Because 
of my general pair with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Sarr], who is not in his seat, I withhold my vote. If at liberty 
to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I make the 
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as before 
and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smirn]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Mosrs] and 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Oklahoma [{[Mr. Owen] 
and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNnsEenp]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BanKHEAD] and 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when the name of Mr. SamitH of Georgia was 
ealled). The Senator from Georgia [Mr. SmirH] is detained 
from the Senate by death in his family. 

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I announce 
that I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SmitH] and withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). In the absence 
of my pair, the Senator from North Daketa {Mr. McCumsrr], 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhod2 Island [Mr. Cotr]. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. JoHNson] and vote 
a. 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr, Wotcorr]. In his 
absence, I withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote 
“ nay.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Transferring 
my pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pen- 
ROSE] to the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], I 
vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have a pair with the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Branprecere]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 
If at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HARDING (after having voted in the negative). I have 
already cast my vote in the negative before I was aware of the 
absence of the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr, UnpEgwoop]. 
I transfer my general pair with the Senator from Alabama to 
the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. Fernatp] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I transfer my pair with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Smrru] to the senior Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BranpEGEE] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. I understand that the Senator from Ver- 
mont has transferred his pair to the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. Branpeceer}. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
“vea.” 

Mr. KING. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Woxcorr] and the Senator from Arizona [Mr, 
Asnvurst] are detained on public business. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow- 
ing pairs: 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Catper] with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] and 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] with the Senator 
from Nevada {Mr. HEenperson ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 41, as follows: 


I have. 
Then I am at liberty to vote, and I vote 





YEAS—26. 
Beckham Hitchcock Overman Stanley 
Culberson Jones, N. Mex, Phelan Swanson 
Dial Kendrick Pittman Trammell 
Fletcher King Robinson Walsh, Mont, 
Gay Kirby Sheppard Williams 
Harris McKellar Simmons 
Harrison Nugent Smith, Ariz. 

NAYS—41. 
Borah Gronna Lodge Reed 
Capper Hale McLean Sherman 
Chamberlain Harding McNary Smoot 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Nelson Spencer 
Curtis Jones, Wash, New Sutherland 
Dillingham Kellogg Newberry Wadsworth 
Edge Kenyon Norris Walsh, Mass. 
Elkins Keyes Page Warren 
Fall Knox Phipps 
France La Folliette Poindexter 
Frelinghuysen Lenroot Pomerene 
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NOT VOTING—29, 


Ashurst Gore Owen Thomas 
Ball Henderson Penrose Townsend 
Bankhead Johnson, 8. Dak. Ransdell Underwood 
Brandegee McCormick Shields Watson 
Calder McCumber Smith, Ga, Wolcott 
Colt Martin Smith, Md. 

Fernald Moses Smith,'8. C, 

Gerry Myers Sterling 


So the motion to reconsider was rejected. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there are a number of maps in 
this proposed treaty, which I presume can not go in the Recorp. 
At least, I understand that the rule is that they can not, so I 
will not ask that the maps be printed in the Recorp. Later, I 
will see if we can have the proposed treaty printed as a Sen- 
ate document with the maps. t 

The proposed treaty is-as follows: 


CONDITIONS OF PEACE 


The United States of America, the British Empire, France, 
Italy and Japan, 

These Powers being described in the present Treaty as the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers, 

Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Greece, 
Guatemala, Haiti, the Hedjaz, Honduras, Liberia, Nicaragua, 
Panama, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Roumania, the Serb-Croat and 
Slovene State, Siam, Tchecko-Slovakia and Uruguay, 

These Powers constituting with the Principal Powers men- 
tioned above, the Allied and Associated Powers, 

of the one part; 
And Germany. 
of the other part; 

Bearing in mind that on the request of the Lmperial German 
Government an armistice was granted on November 11, 1918 
to Germany by the Principal Allied and Associated Powers in 
order that a Treaty of Peace might be concluded with her, and 

The Allied and Associated Powers being equally desirous that 
the war in which they were successively involved directly or in- 
directly and which originated in the declaration of war by 
Austria-Hungary on July 28, 1914 against Serbia, the declara- 
tion of war by Germany against Russia on August 1, 1914 and 
against France on August 3, 1914, and in the invasion of 
Belgium, should be replaced by a firm, just and durable 
peace, 

or this purpose the High Contracting Parties represented 
as follows: 

The President of the United States of America, by: 

The Honourable Woodrow Wilson, President of the 
United States, acting in his own name and by his own 
proper authority ; 

The Honourable Robert Lansing, Secretary of State; 

The Honourable Henry White, formerly Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the United States 
at Rome and Paris; 

The Honourable Edward M. House; 

General Tasker H. Bliss, Military Representative of the 
United States on the Supreme War Council; 

His Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland and of the British Dominions Beyond the Seas, 
Emperor of India, by: 

The Right Honourable David Lioyd George, M. P., First 
Lord ef His Treasury and Prime Minister ; 

The Right Honourable Andrew Bonar Law, M. P., His 
Lord Privy Seal; 

The Right Hanourable Viscount Milner, G. C. 


B. 
G. C. M. G., His Secretary of State for the Colonies; F 


The Right Honourable Arthur James Balfour, O. M., 
M. P., His Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs; 
The Right Honourable George Nicoll Barnes, M. P., 


Minister without portfolio; 
And 
for the Dominion of Canada, by: 
The Right Honourable Sir Robert Laird Borden, G, C. 
M. G., Prime Minister ; 
The Right Honourable Sir George Bulas Foster, G. C. 
M. G., Minister of Trade and Commerce ; 
for the Commonwealth of Australia, by: 
The Right Honourable William Morris Hughes, Attorney 
General and Prime Minister ; 
The Right Honourable Sir Joseph Cook, G. C. M. G., Minis- 
ter for the Navy; 
for the Union of South Africa, by: 
General the Right Honourable Louis Botha, Prime Minis- 
ter ; 
Lieutenant General the Right Honourable Jan Christiaan 
Smuts, K. C., Minister of Defence; 
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for the Dominion of New Zealand, by: 

The Right Honourable W. F. Massey, Minister of Labour 
and Prime Minister ; 

for India, by: 

The Right Honourable Edwin Samuel Montagu, M. P., His 
Secretary of State for India; - 

Major General His Highness Maharaja Sir Ganga Singh 
Bahadur, Maharaja of Bikaner, G. C. S. L, G. C. L. B., 
G. C. V. O., K. C. B., A. D. C.3 

The President of the French Republic, by: 

Mr. Georges Clemenceau, President of the Council, Minis- 
ter of War; 

Mr. Pichon, Minister of Foreign Affairs ; 

Mr. L.-L. Klotz, Minister of Finance; 

Mr. André Tardieu, Commissary General for Franco- 
American Military Affairs; 

Mr. Jules Cambon, Ambassador of France. 

His Majesty the King of Italy, by: 

Mr. V. E. Orlando, President of the Council of Ministers; 

Baron S. Sonnino, Minister of Foreign Affairs; 

Marquis G. F. Salvago Raggi, Senator of the Kingdom, 
formerly Ambassador of His Majesty the King of Italy 
at Paris; 

Mr. A. Salandra, Deputy, formerly President of the Coun- 
cil of Ministers; 

Mr. S. Barzilai, Deputy, formerly Minister ; 

His Majesty the Emperor of Japan, by: 

Marquis Saionzi, formerly President of the Council of 
Ministers ; 

Baron Makino, formerly Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
Member of the Diplomatic Council; 

Viscount Chinda, Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of H. M. the Emperor of Japan at Lon- 
don; 

Mr. K. Matsui, Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipo- 
tentiary of H. M. the Emperor of Japan at Paris; 

Mr. H. Ijuin, Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of H. M. the Emperor of Japan at 
Rome; 

His Majesty the King of the Belgians, by: 

“ Hymans, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Minister of 

tate ; 

Mr. van den Heuvel, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary of H. M. the King of the Belgians, 
Minister of State; 

Mr. Vandervelde, Minister of Justice, Minister of State; 

The President of the Republic of Bolivia, by: 

Mr. Ismael Montes, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 

Plenipotentiary of Bolivia at Paris; 
The President of the Republic of Brazil, by: 

Mr. Epitacio Pessoa, formerly Minister of State, formerly 
Member of the Supreme Court of Justice, Federal 
Senator ; 

Mr. Pandii Calogeras, 
Finance ; 

Mr, Raul Fernandes; 

The President of the Chinese Republic, by: 

Mr. Lou Tseng-Tsiang, Minister of Foreign Affairs; 

Mr. Chengting Thomas Wang, formerly Minister of Agri- 
culture and Commerce; 

The President of the Cuban Republic, by: 

Mr. Antonio Sanchez de Bustamante, Dean of the Faculty 
of Law in the University of Havana, President of the 
Cuban Society of International Law; 

The President of the Republic of Ecuador, by: 

Mr. Enrique Dorn y de Alsua, Envoy Extraordinary and 

Minister Plenipotentiary of Ecuador in Paris; 
His Majesty the King of the Hellenes, by: 

Mr. Eleftherios Veniselos, President of the Council of 
Ministers ; 

Mr. Nicolas Politis, Minister of Foreign Affairs; 

The President of the Republic of Guatemala, by: 

Mr. Joaquin Mendez, formerly Minister of State for Public 
Works and Public Instruction; Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of Guatemala at Wash- 
ington, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary on special mission at Paris; 

The President of the Republic of Haiti, by: 
Mr. Tertullien Guilbaud, Envoy Extraordinary and Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary of Haiti at Paris; 
His Majesty the King of the Hedjaz, by: 
Mr. Rustem Haidar ; 
Mr. Abdul Hadi Aouni; 


Deputy, formerly Minister of 


The President of the Republic of Honduras, by: 

Dr. Policarpe Bonilla, on special mission to Washington, 
formerly President of the Republic of Honduras, Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary ; 

The President of the Republic of Liberia, by: 
The Honourable C. D. B. King, Secretary of State ; 
The President of the Republic of Nicaragua, by: 

Mr. Salvador Chamorro, President of the Chamber of 
Deputies; 

The President of the Republic of Panama, by: 

Mr. Antonio Burgos, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary of Panama at Madrid; 

The President of the Republic of Peru, by: 

Mr. Carlos G. Candamo, Envoy Extraordinary and Min- 

ister Plenipotentiary of Peru at Paris; 
The President of the Polish Republic, by: 

Mr. Roman Dmowski, President of the Polish National 
Committee ; 

Mr. Ignace Paderewski, President of the 
Ministers, Minister of Foreign Affairs; 

The President of the Portuguese Republic, by: 

Dr. Affonso Costa, formerly President of the Council of 
Ministers ; 

Mr. Augusto Soares, formerly Minister of Foreign Af- 
fairs; 

His Majesty the King of Roumania, by: 

Mr. Jean J. C. Bratiano, President of the Council of Min- 
isters, Minister of Foreign Affairs; 

General Constantin Coanda, Corps Commander, A. D. C. 
to the King, formerly President of the Council of 
Ministers; 

His Majesty the King of the Serbs, the Croats, and the Slo- 
venes, by: 

Mr. N. P. Pachitch, formerly President of the Council of 
Ministers ; 

Mr. Ante Trumbic, Minister of Foreign Affairs; 

Mr. Milenko R. Vesnitch, Envoy Extraordinary and Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary of H. M. the King of Serbia at 
Paris; 

His Majesty the King of Siam, by: 

Prince Charoon, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pleni- 
potentiary of H. M. the King of Siam at Paris; 

Prince Traidos Prabandhu, Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs; 

The President of the Tchecko-Slovakian Republic, by: 

Mr. Charles Kramar, President of the Council of Min- 
isters ; 

Mr. Edouard Benes, Minister of Foreign Affairs; 

The President of the Republic of Uruguay, by: 

Mr. Juan Antonio Buero, Minister of Industry, formerly 

Minister of Foreign Affairs; 
Germany, by: 

Count Brockdorff-Rantzau, Minister for Foreign Affairs 
of the Empire; 

Dr. Landsberg, Minister of Justice of the Empire ; 

Mr. Giesberts, Minister of Posts of the Empire; 

Oberbiirgermeister Leinert, President of the Prussian Na- 
tional Assembly ; 

Dr. Schiicking ; 

Dr. Karl Melchior ; 

Acting in the name of the German Empire and of each 
and every component State, 

Who having communicated their full powers found in good 
and due form have agreed as follows: 

From the coming into force of the present Treaty the state 
of war will terminate. From that moment and subject to the 
provisions of this Treaty official relations with Germany, and 
with any of the German States, will be resumed by the Allied 
and Associated Powers. 


Council of 


PART I. 
THE COVENANT OF THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 
The High Contracting Parties, 
In order to promote international co-operation and to achieve 
international peace and security 
by the acceptance of obligations not to resort to war, 
by the prescription of open, just and honourable relations 
between nations, 
by the firm establishment of the understandings of inter- 
national law as the actual rule of conduct among Gov- 
ernments, and 
by the maintenance of justice and a scrupulous respect 
for all treaty obligations in the dealings of organised 
peoples with one another, 
Agree to this Covenant of the League of Nations. 
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ARTICLE 1. 


The original Members of the League of Nations shall be those 
of the Signatories which are named in the Annex to this Cove- 
nant and also such of those other States named in the Annex as 
shall accede without reservation to this Covenant. Such accession 
shall be effected by a Declaration depostted with the Secretariat 
within two months of the coming into force of the Covenant. 
Notice thereof shall be sent to all other Members of the League. 

Any fully self-governing State, Dominion or Colony not 
named in the Annex may become a Member of the League if its 
admission is agreed te by two-thirds of the Assembly, provided 
that it shall give effective guarantees of its sincere intention to 
observe its international obligations, and shall accept such regu- 
lations as may be prescribed by the League in regard to its mili- 
tary and naval forces and armaments. 

Any Member of the League may, after two years’ notice of its 
intention so to do, withdraw from the League, provided that all 
its international obligations and all its obligations under this 
Covenant shall have been fulfilled at the time of its withdrawal. 


ARTICLE 2. 


The action of the League under this covenant shall be effected 
through the instrumentality of an Assembly and of a Council, 
with a permanent Secretariat. 


ARTICLE 3. 


The Assembly shall consist of Representatives of the Members 
of the League. 

The Assembly shall meet at stated intervals and from time to 
time as occasion may require at the Seat of the League or at 
such other place as may be decided upon. 

The Assembly may deal at its meetings with any matter 
within the sphere of action of the League or affecting the peace 
of the world. 

At meetings of the Assembly each Member of the League shall 
have one vote, and may have not more than three Representa- 
tives, 

ARTICLE 4. 


The Council shall consist of Representatives of the Principal 
Allied and Associated Powers, together with Representatives of 
four other Members of the League. These four Members of the 
League shall be selected by the Assembly from time to time in 
its discretion. Until the appointment of the Representatives of 
the four Members of the League first selected by the Assembly, 
Representatives of Belgium, Brazil, Spain and Greece shall be 
members of the Council. 

With the approval of the majority of the Assembly, the Coun- 
cil may name additional Members of the League whose Repre- 
sentatives shall always be members of the Council; the Council 
with like approval may increase the number of Members of the 
League to be selected by the AsSembly for representation on the 
Council, 

The Council shall meet from time to time as occasion may 
require, and at least once a year, at the Seat of the League, or 
at such other piace as may be decided upon. 

The Council may deal at its meetings with any matter within 
the sphere of action of the League or affecting the peace of the 
world. 

Any Member of the League not represented on the Council 
shall be invited to send a Representative to sit as a member at 
any meeting of the Council during the consideration of matters 
specially affecting the interests of that Member of the League. 

At meetings of the Council, each Member of the League repre- 
sented on the Council shall have one vote, and may have not 
more than one Representative. 

ARTICLE 5. 

Except where otherwise expressly provided in this Covenant 
or by the terms of the present Treaty, decisions at any meeting 
of the Assembly or of the Council shall require the agreement 
of all the Members of the League represented at the mecting. 

All matters of procedure at meetings of the Assembly or of 
the Council, including the appointment of Committees to inves- 
tigate particular matters, shall be regulated by the Assembly or 
by the Council and may be decided by a majority of the Mem- 
bers of the League represented at the meeting. 

The first meeting of the Assembly and the first meeting of the 
Council shall be summoned by the President of the United 
States of America. 

ARrricie 6. 


The permanent Secretariat shall be established at the Seat of 
the League. The Secretariat shall comprise a Secretary Gen- 
eral and such secretaries and staff as may be required. 

The first Secretary General shall be the person named in the 
Annex; thereafter the Secretary General shall be appointed 
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by the Council with the approval of the majority of the 
Assembly. 

The secretaries and staff of the Secretariat shall be appointed 
by the Secretary General with the approval of the Council. 

The Secretary General shall act in that capacity at all meet- 
ings of the Assembly and of the Council. 

The expenses of the Secretariat shall be borne by the Mem- 
bers of the League in accordance with the apportionment of the 
expenses of the International Bureau of the Universal Postal 
Union. 

ARTICLE 7, 


The Seat of the League is established at Geneva. 

The Council may at any time decide that the Seat of the 
League shall be established elsewhere. 

All positions under or in connection with the League, includ- 
ing the Secretariat, shall be open equally to men and women. 

Representatives of the Members of the League and officials of 
the League when engaged on the business of the League shall 
enjoy diplomatic privileges and immunities. , 

The buildings and other property occupied by the League 
or its officials or by Representatives attending its meetings shall 
be inviolable. 

ARTICLE 8. 


The Members of the League recognise that the maintenance 
of peace requires the reduction of national armaments to the 
lowest point consistent with national safety and the enforce- 
ment by common action of international obligations. 

The Council, taking account of the geographical situation and 
circumstances of each State, shall formulate plans for such re- 
duction for the consideration and action of the several Gov- 
ernments. 

Such plans shall be subject to reconsideration and revision 
at least every ten years. 

After these plans shall have been adopted by the several Gov- 
ernments, the limits of armaments therein fixed shall not be 
exceeded without the concurrence of the council. 

The Members of the League agree that the manufacture by 
private enterprise of munitions and implements of war is open 
to grave objections. The Council shall advise how the evil 
effects attendant upon such manufacture can be prevented, due 
regard being had to the necessities of those Members of the 
League which are not able to manufacture the munitions and 
implements of war necessary for their safety. 

The Members of the League undertake to interchange full and 
frank information as to the scale of their armaments, their mili- 
tary and naval programmes and the condition of such of their 
industries as are adaptable to war-like purposes. 


ARTICLE 9. 


A permanent Commission shall be constituted to advise the 
Council on the execution of the provisions of Articles 1 and 8 
and on military and naval questions generally. 


ARTICLE 10. 


The Members of the League undertake to respect and preserve 
as against external aggression the territorial integrity and exist- 
ing political independence of all Members of the League. In 
case of any such aggression or in case of any threat or danger 
of such aggression the Council shall advise upon the means by 
which this obligation shall be fulfilled. 


ARTICLE 11. 


Any war or threat of war, whether immediately affecting any 
of the Members of the League or not, is hereby declared a matter 
of concern to the whole League, and the League shall take any 
action that may be deemed wise and effectual to safeguard the 
peace of nations. In case any such emergency should arise the 
Secretary General shall on the request of any Member of the 
League forthwith summen a meeting of the Council. 

It is also declared te be the friendly right of each Member of 
the League to bring to the attention of the Assembly or of the 
Council any circumstance whatever affecting international re- 
lations which threatens to disturb international peace or the 
goed understanding between nations upon which peace depends, 


ARTICLE 12. 


‘The Members of the League agree that if there should arise 
between them any dispute likely to lead to a rupture, they will 
submit the matter either to arbitration or to inquiry by the 
Council, and they agree in no case to resort to war until three 
months after the award by the arbitrators or the report by the 
Council. 

In any case under this Article the award of the arbitrators 
shall be made within a reasonable time, and the report of the 
Council shall be made wivhin six months after the submission 
of the dispute. 
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ARTICLE 18. 

The Members of the League agree that whenever any dispute 
shall arise between them which they recognise to be ‘suitable 
for submission to arbitration and which cannot be satisfactorily 
settled ‘by diplomacy, they will submit the whole subject-matter 
to arbitration. 

Disputes as to the interpretation of a treaty, as to any ques- 
tion of international law, as to the existence of any fact which 
if established would constitute a breach of any international 
obligation, or as to the extent and nature of the reparation to 
be made for any such breach, are declared to be among these 
which are generally suitable for submission to arbitration. 

Yor the consideration of any such dispute the court of Arbi- 
tration to which the case is referred shall be the court agreed 
on by the parties to the dispute or stipulated in any conven- 
tion existing between them. 

The Members of the League agree that they will carry, out in 
full good faith any award that may be rendered, and that they 
will not resort to war against a Member of the League which 
complies therewith. In the event of any failure to carry out 
such an award, the Council shall propose what steps should be 
taken to give effect thereto. 

ARTICLE 14. 

The Council shall formulate and submit to the Members of the 
League for adoption plans for the establishment of a Permanent 
Court of International Justice. The Court shall be competent 
to hear and determine any dispute of an international character 
which the parties thereto submit to it. The Court may also give 
an advisory opinion upon any dispute or question referred to it 
by the Council or by the Assembly. 

ARTICLE 15. 

If there should arise between Members of the League any 
dispute likely to lead to a rupture, which is not submitted to 
arbitration in accordance with Article 13, the Members of the 
League agree that they will submit the matter to the Council. 
Any party to the dispute may effect such submission by giving 
notice of the existence of the dispute to the Secretary General, 
Who will make all necessary arrangements for a full investiga- 
tion and consideration thereof. 

Yor this purpose the parties to the dispute will communicate 
to the Secretary General, as promptly as possible, statements of 
their case with all the relevant facts and papers, and the Council 
may forthwith direct the publication thereof. 

The Council shall endeavour to effect a settlement of the dis- 
pute, and if such efforts are suecessful, a statement:shall be made 
public giving such facts and explanations regarding the dis- 
pute and the terms of settlement thereof as the Council may 
deem appropriate. 

If the dispute is not thus settled, the Council either unani- 
mously or by a majority vete shall make and publish a report 
containing a statement.of the facts of the dispute and the recom- 
mendations which are deemed just and proper in regard thereto. 

Any Member of the League represented on the Council may 
make public a statement of the facts of the dispute and of its 
conclusions regarding the same. 

If a report by the Council is unanimously agreed to by the 
Members thereof other than the Representatives of one or more 
of the parties to the dispute, the Members of the League agree 
that they will not go to war with any party to the dispute 
which complies with the recommendations of the report. 

Tf the Council fails to reach a report which is unanimously 
agreed to by the Members thereof, other than the Representa- 
tives of one or more of the parties to the dispute, the Members 
of the League reserve to themselves the right to take such action 
as they shall consider necessary for the maintenance of right 
and justice. 

If the dispute between ‘the parties is claimed by one of them, 
and is found by the Council,.to arise out of a matter which by 
international law is solely within the domestic jurisdiction of 
that party, the Council shall so report, and shall make no recom- 
mendation as to its settlement. 

The Council may in any case under this Article refer the dis- 
pute to the Assembly. The dispute shall be so referred at the 
request of either party to the dispute, provided ‘that such request 
be made within fourteen days after the submission-of the dispute 
to the Council. 

In any case referred to the Assembly .all the provisions of this 
Article and of Article 12 relating to -the action and powers of 
the Council shall apply to the action and powers of ‘the Assem- 
bly, provided ‘that a report made by the Assenibly, if concurred 
in by the Representatives of ‘these Members of the League rep- 
resented on the Council and of a majority of the other Members 
of the League, exclusive in each case of the Representatives of 
the parties to the dispute, shall have the same force :as:a report 
by the Council concurred in by all the members ‘thereof other 
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than the Representatives of one or more of the parties to the 
dispute. 


ARTICLE 16. 

Should any Member of the League resort to war in disregard 
of its covenants under Articles 12, 13 or 15, it shall ipso facto 
be deemed to have committed an act of war against all other 
Members of the League, which hereby undertake immediately 
to subject it to the severance of all trade or financial relations, 
the prohibition of all intercourse between their nationals and 
the nationals of the covenant-breaking State, and the prevention 
of all financial, commercial or personal intercourse between the 
nationals of the covenant-breaking State and the naticnals of 
any other State, whether a Member of the League or not. 

It shall be the duty of the Council in such case to recommend 
to the several Governments concerned what effective military 
or naval force the Members of the League shall severally con- 
tribute to the armed forces to be used to protect the covenants 
of the League. 

The Members of the League agree, further, that they will 
mutually support one another in the financial and economic 
measures which are taken under this Article, in order to mini- 
mise the loss and inconvenience resulting from the above 
measures, and that they will mutually support one another in 
resisting any special measures aimed at one of their number 
by the covenant-breaking State, and that they will take the 
necessary steps to afford passage through their territory to the 
forces of any of the: Members of the League which ure co-operat- 
ing to protect the covenants of the League. 

Any Member of the League which has violated any covenant 
of the League may be declared to be no longer 2 Member of the 
League by a vote of the Council concurred in by the Representa- 
tives of all the other Members of the League represented 
thereon. 

ARTICLE 17. 

In the event of a dispute between 2 Member of the League 
and a State which is not a Member of the League, or between 
States not Members of the League, the State or States net 
Members of the League shall be invited te accept the obliga- 
tions of membership in the League fer the purposes of such 
dispute, upon such conditions as the Council may deem just. 
If such invitation is accepted, the provisions of Articles 12 to 
16 inclusive shall be applied with such medifications as may be 
deemed necessary by the Council. 

Upon such invitation being given the Council shall immedi- 
ately institute an inguiry into the circumstances of the dispute 
and recommend such action as may scem best and most effectual 
in the circumstances. 

If a State so invited shall refuse to accept the obligations of 
membership in the League for the purposes .of such dispute, 
and shall resort to war against 2 Member of the Lengue, the 
provisions of Article 16 shall be applicable as against the State 
taking such action. 

If both parties of ‘the dispute when so invited refuse to ac- 
cept the obligations of membership in the League for the pur- 
poses of such dispute, the Council may take such measures and 
make such recommendations as will prevent hostilities and will 
result in the settlement of the dispute. 

ArricLe 18. 

Every treaty or international engagement entered inte here- 
after by any Member of the League shall be forthwith regis- 
tered with the Secretariat and shall as soon as possibic be 
published by it. No such treaty or international engagement 
shall be binding until so registered. 

ARTICLE 19. 

The Assembly may from time to time advise the reconsider- 
ation by Members of the League of treaties which have become 
inapplicable and the consideration of international conditions 
whose continuance might endanger the peace of the world. 

ARTICLE 20. 

The Members of the League severally agree that this Coye- 
nant is accepted .as abrogating all obligations or understand- 
ings inter se which are inconsistent with the terms thereof, and 
solemnly undertake that they will not hereafter enter into any 
engagements inconsistent with the terms thereof. 

In case any Member of the League shall, before becoming a 
Member of the League, have undertaken any obligations in- 
consistent with the terms of this Covenant, it shall be the duty 
of such Member to take immediate steps to procure its release 
from such obligations. 

ARTICLE 21. 

Nothing in this Covenant shall ‘be deemed ‘to affect the validity 
ef international engagements, such as treaties of arbitration or 
regional understandings like the Monroe doctrine, for securing 
the maintenance of peace, 
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ARTICLE 22. 

To those colonies and territories which as a consequence of 
the late war have ceased to be under the sovereignty of the 
States which formerly gove.ned them and which are inhabited 
by peoples not yet able to stand by themselves under the strenu- 
out conditions of the modern world, there should be applied the 
principle that the well-being and development of such peoples 
form a sacred trust of civilisation and that securities for the 
performance of this trust should be embodied in this Covenant. 

The best method of giving practical effect to this principle is 
that the tutelage of such peoples should be entrusted to ad- 
vanced nations who by reason of their resources, their experi- 
ence or the geographical position can best undertake this re- 
sponsibility, and who are willing to accept it, and that this 
tutelage should be exercised by them as Mandatories on behalf 
of the League. 

The character of the mandate must differ according to the 
stage of the development of the people, the geographical situa- 
tion of the territory, its economic conditions and other similar 
circumstances. 

Certain communities formerly belonging to the Turkish Em- 
pire have reached a stage of development where their existence 
as independent nations can be provisionally recognised subject 
to the rendering of administrative advice and assistance by a 
Mandatory until such time as they are able to stand alone. The 
wishes of these communities must be a principal consideration 
in the selection of the Mandatory. 

Other peoples, especially those of Central Africa, are at such 
a stage that the Mandatory must be responsible for the adminis- 
tration of the territory under conditions which will guarantee 
freedom of conscience and religion, subject only to the mainte- 
nance of public order and morals, the prohibition of abuses such 
as the slave trade, the arms traffic and the liquor traffic, and 
the prevention of the establishment of fortifications or mili- 
tary and naval bases and of military training of the natives 
for other than police purposes and the defence of territory, 
and will also secure equal opportunities for the trade and com- 
merce of other Members of the League. 

There are territories, such as South-West Africa and certain 
of the South Pacific Islands, which, owing to the sparseness of 
their population, or their small size, or their remoteness from 
the centres of civilisation, or their geographical contiguity to 
the territory of the Mandatory, and other circumstances, can 
be best administered under the laws. of the Mandatory as in- 
tegral portions of its territory, subject to the safeguards above 
mentioned in the interests of the indigenous population. 

In every case of mandate, the Mandatory shall render to the 
Council an annual report in reference to the territory com- 
mitted to its charge. 

The degree of authority, control, or administration to be exer- 
cised by the Mandatory shall, if not previously agreed upon by 
the Members of the League, be explicitly defined in each case by 
the Council. 

A permanent Commission shall be constituted to receive and 
examine the annual reports of the Mandatories and to advise the 
Council on all matters relating to the observance of the mandates, 

ARTICLE 23. 

Subject to and in accordance with the provisions of interna- 
tional conventions existing or hereafter to be agreed upon, the 
Members of the League: 

(a) will endeavour to secure and maintain fair and hu- 
mane conditions of labour for men, women, and 
children, both in their own countries and in all 
countries to which their commercial and industrial 
relations extend, and for that purpose will estab- 
lish and maintain the necessary international or- 
ganisations; 

undertake to secure just treatment of the native in- 
habitants of territories under their control; 

will entrust the League with the general supervision 
over the execution of agreements with regard to 
the traffic in women and children, and the traffic 
in opium and other dangerous drugs; 

will entrust the League with the general supervision 
of the trade in arms and ammunition with the 
countries in which the control of this traffic is 
necessary in the common interest; 

will make provision to secure and maintain freedom 
of communications and of transit and equitable 
treatment for the commerce of all Members of the 
League. In this connection, the special necessities 
of the regions devastated during the war of 1914~ 
1918 shall be borne in mind; 

will endeavour to take steps in matters of interna- 
tional concern for the prevention and control of 
disease. 
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ARTICLE 24. 


There shall be placed under the direction of the League all 
international bureaux already established by general treaties 
if the parties to such treaties consent. All such international 
bureaux and all commissions for the regulation of matters of 
international interest hereafter constituted. shall be placed 
under the direction of the League. 

In all matters of international interest which are regulated 
by general conventions but which are not placed under the con- 
trol of international bureaux or commissions, the Secretariat of 
the League shall, subject to the consent of the Council and if 
desired by the parties, collect and distribute all relevant infor- 
mation and shall render any other assistance which may be 
necessary or desirable. 

The Council may include as part of the expenses of the Secre- 
tariat the expenses of any bureau or commission which is placed 
under the direction of the League. 


ARTICLE 25, 


The Members of the League agree to encourage and promote 
the establisment and co-operation of duly authorised voluntary 
national Red Cross organisations having as purposes the im- 
provement of health, the prevention of disease and the mitiga- 
tion of suffering throughout the world. 


ARTICLE 26. 


Amendments to this Covenant will take effect when ratified by 
the Members of the League whose Representatives compose the 
Council and by a majority of the Members of the League whose 
Representatives compose the Assembly. 

No such amendment shall bind any Member of the League 
which signifies its dissent therefrom, but in that case it shall 
cease to be a Member of the League. 

ANNEX. 
I: Original members of the League of Nations signatories of 
the treaty of peace. 


United States of America. Haiti, 
Belgium. Hedjaz. 
Bolivia. Honduras. 
Brazil. Italy. 
British Empire. Japan. 
Canada. Liberia. 
Australia. Nicaragua. 
South Africa. Panama. 
New Zealand. Peru. 
India. Poland. 
China. Portugal. 
Cuba. Roumania. 
Ecuador. Serb-Croat and Slovene State. 
France. Siam. 
Greece. Tchecko-Slovakia. 
Guatemala. Uruguay. 


States invited to accede io the covenant. 


Persia. 
Salvador. 
Spain. 
Sweden. 
Switzerland. 
Venezuela. 


Argentine Repvbiic. 
Chili. 

Colombia. 

Denmark. 
Netherlands. 
Norway. 

Paraguay. 


II. First Secretary General of the League of Nations. 
The honourable Sir James Eric Drummond, G. C. M. G., C. B. 
PART II. 

BOUNDARIES OF GERMANY. 

ARTICLE: 27, 


The boundaries of Germany will be determined as follows: 
1. With Belgium: 

From the point common to the three frontiers of Belgium, Hol- 
land and Germany and in a southerly direction: 

the north-eastern boundary of the former territory of neutral 
Moresnet, then the eastern boundary of the Kreis of Eupen, 
then the frontier between Belgium and the Kreis of Montjoie, 
then the north-eastern and eastern boundary of the Kreis of 
Malmédy to its junction with the frontier of Luxemburg. 
2. With Luxemburg: 

The frontier of the 3rd August, 1914, to its junction with the 
frontier of France of the 18th July, 1870. 
8. With France: 

The frontier of the 18th July, 1870, from Luxemburg to 
Switzerland with the reservations made in Article 48 of Sec- 
tion IV ‘Saar Basin) of Part ITI. 
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4. With Switzerland: 

The present frontier. 
With Austria: é 
The frontier of the 3rd August, 1914, from Switzerland to 
Tchecko-Slovakia is hereinafter defined. 

6. With Tehecko-Slovakia: 

The frontier of the 3rd August, 1914, between Germany and 
Austria from its junction with the old administrative boundary 
separating Bohemia and the province of Upper Austria to the 
point north of the salient of the old province of Austrian Silesia 
situated at about 8 kilometres east of Neustadt. 

7. With Poland: 

I'rom the point defined above in a northerly direction to the 
point of the salient of the eastern boundary of the Arcis of 
Falkenberg, which is about 3 kilometres east of Puschine: 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing east of Ziirz: 

thence the eastern boundary of the Kreis of Falkenberg, then 
the boundary between Upper and Middle Silesia, then the west- 
ern boundary of Posnania to the Bartseh, then the course of 
this river downstream, then the boundary between the Mreise 
of Guhrau anc of Glogau in a northerly direction, then the 
boundary of Posnania in «a north-easterly direction to its june- 
tion with the boundary between the Kreise of Lissa and 
Fraustadt ; 

thence in a north-westerly direction to a point to be chosen on 
the road between the villages of Unruhstadt and Kopnitz: 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing west of Geyrsdortf, 
Brenno, Fehlen, Altkloster, Klebel, and east of Ulbersdor, Buch- 
waldf, Ilgen, Weine, Lupitze, Sehwenten ; 

thenee in a northerly direction to the northernmost point of 
Lake Chlop: 

a line to be fixed on the ground fellowing the median line of 
the lakes; the town and the station of Bentschen however (in- 
cluding the junction of the lines Schwiebus-Bentschen and 
Ziillichau-Bentschen) remaining in Polish territory ; 

thenee in an north-north-easterly direction to the point of 
junction of the boundaries of the Kreise of Schwerin, Birnbaum 
and Meseritz : 


vo 
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i line to be fixed on the ground passing east of Betsche; 

thence in a northerly direction the boundary separating the 
Kreise of Schwerin and Birnbaum, then in an easterly direction 
the northern boundary of the Regierungsbezirl: of Posen, then in 
a north-easterly direction the boundary between the Kreise of 
Filehne and Czarnikau, then the course of the Netze up-stream, 
then in a northerly direction the eastern boundary of the Kreis 
of Czarnikau to its junction with the northern boundary of 
Posnania; 

thence in a north-easterly direction to a point on the frontier 
of Posnania situated at the extremity of the salient at about 5 
kilometres west-north-west of Schneidemiihl : 

a line to be fixed on the ground; 

thence the frontier of Posnania to its junction with the boun- 
dary between the Kreise of Flatow and of Deutschkrone ; 

thence in a north-easterly direction to point 205 (about 5 
kilometres west-north-west of Konitz) : 

a line to be fixed on the ground approximately parallel to the 
railway Schneidemiihl-Konitz and abeut 8 kilometres west of it 
and passing to the west of Annafeld, Gresonse, Friedland, Stein- 
born, Jenznik, Niesewanz and east of Sakolino, Wengerz, Gur- 
sen, Radawnitz, Lanken, Damnitz, Schlochau (leaving in German 
territory the Hammerst<in-Schlochau-Prechlau railway), Lich- 
tenhagen, Richnau; 

thence in a northerly direction the boundary between the 
Kreise of Konitz and Schlochau, then the boundary of West Prus- 
sia to the northern extremity of the salient about 8 kilometres 
south-east of Lauenburg; 

thence in a northerly direction to the Baltie Sea: 

a line to be fixed on the ground, passing east of the villages 
of Hohenfelde, Saulin, Chottschow, following the median line 
of the lakes situated east of those places, and through peint 32 
about 5 kilometres north-north-west of Ossecken. 

8. With Denmark: 

The frontier as it will be fixed in accordance with Articles 

109 and 110 of Part ITT, Section XII (Schleswig). 

ARTICLE 28, 
; The boundaries of East Prussia, with the reservations made 
in Articles 94 and 96 of Section IX (East Prussia) of Part TIT 
will be determined as follows: 

from a point on the coast of the Baltic Sea about 14 kilo- 


metres north of Prébbernau Church in a direction of about 
159° East from true North: 


a line te be fixed on the ground for about 2 kilometres; 


thence in a straight line to the light at the bend of the 
Hibinger Channel in approximately latitude 54° 193’ North, lon- 
gitude 19° 26’ Rast of Greenwich; 

thence to the easternmost mouth of the Nogat River at a bear- 
ing of approximately 209° East from true North; 

thence up the course of the Nogat River to the point where the 
latter leaves the Vistula (Weichsel) ; 

thence up the principal channel of navigation of the Vistula, 
then the southern boundary of the Kreis of Marienwerder, then 
that of the Kreis of Rosenberg eastwards to the peint where it 
meets the old boundary of East Prussia ; 

thence the old boundary between East and West Prussia, 
then the boundary between the Kreise of Osterode and Neiden- 
burg, then the course of the river Skottau down-stream, then 
the course of the Neide up-stream to a point situated about 5 
kilometres west of Bialutten being the nearest point to the old 
frontier of Russia; 

thence in an easterly direction to a point immediately south 
of the intersection of the read Neidenburg-Mlava with the old 
frontier of Russia : 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing north of Bialutten;: 

thence the old frontier of Russix to a point east of Schmallen- 
ingken, then the principal channel of navigation of the Niemen 
(Memel) downstream, then the Skierwieth arm of the delta to 
the Kurisches Haff; 

thenee a straight line to the point where the eastern shore of 
the Kurische Nehrung meets the administrative boundary about 
4 kilometres south-west of Nidden ; 

thence this administrative boundary to the western shore of 
the Kurisehe Nehruneg. 

ARTICLE 29. 


The boundaries as described above are drawn in red on a one- 
in-a-million map which is annexed to the present Treaty (Map 
No. 1.) ‘ 

In the case of any discrepancies between the text of the Treaty 
and this map or any other-map which may be annexed, the text 
will be final. 

ARTICLE 30. 


In the case of boundaries which are defined by a waterway, the 
terms “course” and “channel” used in the present Treaty 
signify: in the case of non-navigable rivers, the median line of 
the waterway or of its principal arm, and, in the case of navi- 
gable rivers, the median line of the principal channel of naviga- 
tion. It will rest with the Boundary Commissions provided by 
the present Treaty to specify in each case whether the frontier 
line shall follow any changes of the course or channel which 
may take place or whether it shall be definitely fixed by the pesi- 
tion of the course or channel at the time when the present Treaty 
comes into force. 

PART ITI. 


POLITICAL CLAUSES FOR 


Section I. Belgium. 


EUROPE, 


ARTICLE 31. 

Germany, recognizing that the Treaties of April 19, 1839, which 
established the status of Belgium before the war, no longer con- - 
form to the requirements of the situation, consents to the abroga- 
tion of the said treaties and undertakes immediately to receg-, 
nize and to observe whatever conventions may be entered into, 
by the Principal Allied and Associated Powers, or by any of 
them, in concert with the Governments of Belgium and of the' 
Netherlands, to replace the said Treaties of 1839. If her formal! 
adhesion should be required to sueh conventions or to-any of 
their stipulations, Germany undertakes immediately to give it.! 

ARTICLE 32. 

Germany recognizes the full sovereignty of Belgium over the 
whole of the contested territory ef Moresnet (called Moresnet 
neutre). 

ARTICLE 33. 


Germany renounces in favour of Belgium all rights and title 
over the territory of Prussian Moresnet situated on the west 
of the road from Liége to Aix-la-Chapelle; the road will belong 
to Belgium where it bounds this territory. 


ARTICLE 34. 
Germany renounces in faveur of Belgium all rights and title 
over the territery comprising the whole of the Areise of Eupen 
and of Malmédy. 


During the six menths after the ceming into force of this 
Treaty, registers will be opened by the Belgium Authorities 
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at Eupen and Malmédy in which the inhabitants of the above 
territory will be entitled to record in writing a desire to see 
the whole or part of it remain under German sovereignty. 

The results of this public expression of opinion will be com- 
municated by the Belgian Government to the League of Nations, 
and Belgium undertakes to accept the decision of the League. 


ARTICLE 35. 


A Commission of seven persons, five of whom will be ap- 
pointed by the Principal Allied and Associated Powers, one by 
Germany and one by Belgium, will be set up fifteen days after 
the coming into force of the present Treaty to settle on the spot 
the new frontier line between Belgium and Germany, taking 
into account the economic factors and the means of communi- 
cation. 

Decisions will be taken by a majority and will be binding on 
the parties concerned. 

ARTICLE 36. 


When the transfer of the sovereignty over the territories 
referred to above has become definitive, German nationals 
habitually resident in the territories will definitively acquire 
Belgian nationality ipso facto, and will lose their German 
nationality. 

Nevertheless German nationals who become resident in the 
territories after the Ist August, 1914, shall not obtain Belgian 
nationality without a permit from the Belgian Government. 

ARTICLE 37. 

Within the two years following the definitive transfer of the 
sovereignty over the territories assigned to Belgium under the 
present Treaty, German nationals over 18 years of age habitually 
resident in those territories will be entitled to opt for German 
nationality. 

Option by a husband will cover his wife, and option by 
parents will cover their children under 18 years of age. 

Persons who have exercised the above right to opt must 
within the ensuing twelve months transfer their place of resi- 
dence to Germany. 

They will be entitled to retain their immovable property in 
the territories acquired by Belgium. They may carry with 
them their movable property of every description. No export 
or import duties may be imposed upon them in connection with 
the removal of such property. 

ARTICLE 38, 


The German Government will hand over without delay to the 
selgian Government the archives, registers, plans, title deeds 
and documents of every kind concerning the civil, military, 
financial, judicial or other administrations in the territory 
transferred to Belgian sovereignty. 

The German Government will likewise restore to the Belgian 
Government the archives and documents of every kind carried 
off during the war by the German authorities from the Bel- 
gian public administrations, in particular from the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs at Brussels. 

ARTICLE 39. 


The proportion and nature of the financial liabilities of Ger- 
‘many and of Prussia which Belgium will have to bear on 
account of the territories ceded to her shall be fixed in con- 
formity with Article, 254 and 256 of Part IX (Financial 
Clauses) of the present Treaty. 

Section II. Luxemburg. 
ARTICLE 40. 

With regard to the Grand Duchy of Luxemburg, Germany re- 
nounces the benefit of all the provisions inserted in her favour 
in the treaties of February 8, 1842, April 2, 1847, October 20-25, 
1865, August 18, 1866, February 21 and May 11, 1867, May 10, 
1871, June 11, 1872, and November 11, 1902, and in all conven- 
tions consequent upon such treaties. 

Germany recognizes that the Grand Duchy of Luxemburg 
ceased to form part of the German Zollverein as from January 
1, 1919, renounces all rights to the exploitation of the railways, 
adheres to the termination of the régime of neutrality of the 
Grand Duchy, and accepts in advance all international arrange- 
ments which may be concluded by the Allied and Associated 
Powers relating to the Grand Duchy. 

ARTICLE 41, 


Germany undertakes to grant to the Grand Duchy of Luxem- 
burg, when a demand to that effect is made to her by the Prin- 
cipal Allied and Associated Powers, the rights and advantages 
stipulated in favour of such Powers or their nationals in the 
present Treaty with regard to economic questions, to questions 
relative to transport and to aerial navigation. 
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Section III, Left bank of the Rhine. 
ARTICLE 42, 


Germany is forbidden to maintain or construct any fortifica- 
tions either on the left bank of the Rhine or on the right bank 
to the west of a line drawn 50 kilometres to the East of the 
Rhine. 

ARTICLE 43. 


In the area defined above the maintenance and the assembly 
of armed forces, either permanently or temporarily, and mili- 
tary manceuvres of any kind, as well as the upkeep of all 
permanent works for mobilization are in the same way for- 
bidden. 

ARTICLE 44. 


In case Germany violates in any manner whatever the pro- 
visions of Articles 42 and 438, she shall be regarded as com- 
mitting a hostile act against the Powers signatory of the present 
Treaty and as calculated to disturb the peace of the world. 

Section IV. Saar Basin, 
ARTICLE 45, 


As compensation for the destruction of the coal-mines in the 
north of France and as part payment towards the total repara- 
tion due from Germany for the damage resulting from the war, 
Germany cedes to France in full and absolute possession, with 
exclusive rights of exploitation, unencumbered and free from 
all debts and charges of any kind, the coal-mines situated in 
the Saar Basin as defined in Article 48. 

ARTICLE 46. 


In order to assure the rights and welfare of the population and 
to guarantee to France complete freedom in working the mines, 
Germany agrees to the provisions of Chapters I and II of the 
Annex hereto. 

ARTICLE 47, 

In order to make in due time permanent provision for the 
government of the Saar Basin in accordance with the wishes 
of the population, France and Germany agree to the provisions 
of Chapter IIf of the Annex hereto. 

ARTICLE 48. 


The boundaries of the territory of the Saar Basin, as dealt 
with in the present stipulations, will be fixed as follows:— 

On the south and south-west: by the frontier of France as fixed 
by the present Treaty. 

On the north-west and north: by a line following the northern 
administrative boundary of the Kreis of Merzig from the point 
where it leaves the French frontier to the point where it meets the 
administrative boundary separating the commune of Saarhélzbach 
from the commune of Britten; following this communal bound- 
ary southwards and reaching the administrative boundary of 
the canton of Merzig so as to include in the territory of the Saar 
Basin the canton of Mettlach, with the exception of the com- 
mune of Britten; following successively the northern adminis- 
trative limits of the cantons of Merzig and Haustadt, which are 
incorporated in the aforesaid Saar Basin, then successively the 
administrative boundaries separating the Kreise of Sarrelouis, 
Ottweiler, and Saint-Wendel from the Kreise of Merzig, Tréves 
(Trier), and the Principality of Birkenfeld as far as a point 
situated about 500 metres north of the village of Furschweiler 
(viz., the highest point of the Metzelberg). 

On the north-east and east: from the last point defined above 
to a point about 34 kilometres east-north-east of Saint-Wendel: 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing east of Furschweiler, 
west of Roschberg, east of points 418, 329 (south of Rosechberg), 
west of Leitersweiler, north-east of point 464, and following the 
line of the crest southwards to its junction with the administra- 
tive boundary of the Kreis of Kusel; 

thence in a southerly direction the boundary of the Krcis of 
Kusel, then the boundary of the Kreis of Homburg towards the 
south-south-east to a point situated about 1,000 metres west of 
Dunzweiler ; 

thence to a point about 1 kilometre south of Hornbach: 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing through point 424 
(about 1,000 metres south-east of Dunzweiler), point 363 
(Fuchs Berg), point 822 (south-west of Waldmohr), then east 
of Jigersburg and Erbach, then encircling Homburg, passes 
through the points 361 (about 24 kilometres north-east by east 
of that town), 842 (about 2 kilometres south-east of that town), 
847 (Schreiners Berg), 356, 350 (about 14 kilometres south-east 
of Schwarzenbach), then passing east of Einéd, south-east of 
points 822 and 333, about 2 kilometres east of Webenheim, about 
2 kilometres east of Mimbach, passing east of the plateau which 
is traversed by the road from Mimbach to Béckweiler (so 
as to include this road in the territory of the Saar Basin), 
passing immediately north of the junction of the roads from 
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Béckweiler and Altheim situated about 2 kilometres north 
of Altheim, then passing south of Ringweilderhof and north of 
point 322, rejoining the frontier of France at the angle which it 
makes about 1 kilometre south of Hornbach (see Map No. 2 
scale 1/100,000 annexed to the present Treaty). 

A Commission composed of five members, one appointed by 
France, one by Germany, and three by the Council of the 
League of Nations, which will select nationals of other Powers, 
will be constituted within fifteen days from the coming into 
force of the present Treaty, to trace on the spot the frontier 
line described above. 

In those parts of the preceding line which do not coincide 
with administration boundaries, the Commission will endeavour 
to keep to the line indicated, while taking into consideration, so 
far as is possible, local economic interests and existing com- 
munal boundaries. 

The decisions of this Commission will be taken by a majority, 
and will be binding on the parties concerned. 

ARTICLE 49, 

Germany renounces in favour of the League of Nations, in 
the capacity of trustee, the government of the territory defined 
above. . 

At the end of fifteen years from the coming into force of the 
present Treaty the inhabitants of the said territory shall be 
called upon to indicate the sovereignty under which they 
desire to be placed. 

ARTICLE 50. 

The stipulations under which the cession of the mines in the 
Saar Basin shall be carried out, together with the measures 
intended to guarantee the rights and the well-being of the inhab- 
itants and the government of the territory, as well as the condi- 
tions in accordance with which the plebiscite hereinbefore pro- 
vided for is to be made, are laid down in the Annex hereto. 
This Annex shall be considered as an integral part of the 
present Treaty, and Germany declares her adherence to it. 

ANNEX. 

In accordance with the provisions of Articles 45 to 50 of the 
present Treaty, the stipulations under which the cession by 
Germany to France of the mines of the Saar Basin will be 
effected, as well as the measures intended to ensure respect for 
the rights and well-being of the population and the government 
of the territory, and the conditions in which the inhabitants will 
be called upon to indicate the sovereignty under which they may 
wish to be placed, have been laid down as follows :— 

Chapter I. Cession and exploitation of mining property. 
1, 

From the date of the coming into force of the present Treaty, 
all the deposits of coal situated within the Saar Basin as defined 
in Article 48 of the said Treaty, become the complete and abso- 
lute property of the French State. 

The French State will have the right of working or not work- 
ing the said mines, or of transferring to a third party the right 
of working them, without having to obtain any previous au- 
thorisation or to fulfil any formalities. 

The French State may always require that the German mining 
laws and regulations referred to below shall be applied in order 
to ensure the determination of its rights, 


9 
~e 


The right of ownership of the French State will apply not 
only to the deposits which are free and for which concessions 
have not yet been granted, but also to the deposits for which 
concessions have already been granted, whoever may be the 
present proprietors, irrespective of whether‘they belong to the 
Prussian State, to the Bavarian State, to other States-or bodies, 
to companies or to individuals, whether they have been worked 
or not, or whether a right of exploitation distinct from the right 
of the owners of the surface of the soil has or has not been 
recognized, 
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As far as concerns the mines which are being worked, the 
transfer of the ownership to the French State will apply to all 
the accessories and subsidiaries of the said mines, in particular 
to their plant and equipment beth on and below the surface, to 
their extracting machinery, their plants for transforming coal 
into electric power, coke and by-products, their workshops, 
means of communication, electric lines, plant for catching and 
distributing water, land, buildings such as offices, managers’, 
employees’ and workmen’s dwellings, schools, hospitals, and dis- 
pensaries, their stocks and supplies of every description, their 
archives and plans, and in general everything which those who 
own or exploit the mines possess or enjoy for the purpose of 
exploiting the mines and their accessories and subsidiaries. 


The transfer will apply also to the debts owing for products 
delivered before the entry into possession by the French State, 
and after the signature of the present Treaty, and to deposits 
of money made by customers, whose rights will be guaranteed 
by the French State. 


4. 


The French State will acquire the property free and clear 
of all debts and charges. Nevertheless, the rights acquired, or 
in course of being acquired, by the employees of the mines and 
their accessories and subsidiaries at the date of the coming 
into force of the present Treaty, in connection with pensions 
for old age or disability, will not be affected. In return, Ger- 
many must pay over to the French State a sum representing 
the actuarial amounts to which the said employes are entitled. 

5. 

The value of the property thus ceded to the French State will 
be determined by the Reparation Commission referred to in 
Article 233 of Part VIII (Reparations) of the present Treaty. 

This value shall be credited to Germany in part payment of 
the amount due for reparation. 

It will be for Germany to indemnify the proprietors or parties 
concerned, whoever they may be. 

6. 


No tariff shall be established on the German railways and 
canals which may directly or indirectly discriminate to the 
prejudice of the transport of the personnel or products of the 
mines and their accessories or subsidiaries, or of the material 
necessary to their exploitation. Such transport shall enjoy all 
the rights and privileges which any international railway con- 
ventions may guarantee to similar products of French origin. 


The equipment and personnel necessary to ensure the despatch 
and transport of the products of the mines and their accessories 
aml subsidiaries, as well as the carriage-of workmen and em- 
ployees, will be provided by the local railway administration 
of the Basin. 

8. 

No obstacle shall be placed in the way of such improvements 
of railways or waterways as the French State may judge 
necessary to assure the despatch and the transport of the 
products of the mines and their accessories and subsidiaries, 
such as double trackage, enlargement of stations, and con- 
struction of yards and appurtenances. The distribution of ex- 
penses will, in the event of disagreement, be submitted. to 
arbitration. 

The French State may also establish any new means of com- 
munication, such as roads, electric lines and telephone connec- 
tions which it may consider necessary for the exploitation of 
the mines. 

It may exploit freely and without any restrictions the means 
of communication of which it may become the owner, particu- 
larly those connecting the mines and their accessories and sub- 
sidiaries with the means of communication situated in French 
territory. 

9. 


The French State shall always be entitled to demand the 
application of the German mining laws and regulations in force 
on the 11th November, 1918, excepting provisions adopted ex- 
clusively in view of the state of war, with a view to the ac- 
quisition of such land as it may judge necessary for the exploita- 
tion of the mines and fheir accessories and subsidiaries. 

The payment for damage caused to immovable property by 
the working of the said mines and their accessories and sub- 
sidiaries shall be made in accordance with the German mining 
laws and regulations above referred to. 

10. 


Every person whom the French State may substitute for itself 
as regards the whole or part of its rights to the exploitation of 
the mines and their accessories and subsidiaries shall enjoy the 
benefit of the privileges provided in this Annex. 


11, 


The mines and other immovable property which become the 
property of the French State may never be made the subject of 
measures of forfeiture, forced sale, expropriation or requisition, 
nor of any other measure affecting the right of property. 

The personnel and the plant connected with the exploitation 
of these mines or their accessories and subsidiaries, as well as 
the product extracted from the mines or manufactured in their 
accessories and subsidiaries, may not at any time be made the 
subject of any measures of requisition. 
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Ti 
sidinries, which become the property of the Freneh State, will 
continue, subject te the provisions of paragraph 23 below, to be 
bject to the régime established by the German laws and regu- 


lopted exclusively in view of the state of war. 

The rights of the workmen shall be similarly maintained, sub- 
ject to the provisions of the said paragraph 23, as established on 
the ilth November, 1918, by the German laws and regulations 
abeve referred to. 
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21. 


It will be the duty of the Governing Commission to ensure, by 


| Such means and under such conditions as it may deem suitable, 
| the protection abroad of the interests of the inhabitants of the 
| territory of the Saar Basin. 

ions in force on the 11th November, 1918, excepting provisions | 


99 


The Governing Commission shall have the full right of user of 


| all property, other than mines, belonging, both in public and in 


No impediment shall be placed in the way of the intreduction | 


or employment in the mines and their accessories 
sidiaries of workmen from witheut the Basin. 
The employees and workmen of French nationality shall have 
right to belong to French labour unions, 

13. 
The amount contributed by the mines and their aecesseries 
and subsidiaries, either to the local budget of the territory of 
the Saar Basin or to the communal funds, shall be fixed with 
due regard to the ratio of the value of the mines to the total 
taxable wealth of the Basin. 


and sub- 


Tike 


14. 

French State shall always have the right of establishing 
and maintaining, as incidental to the mines, primary or tech- 
nical schools for its employees and their children, and of caus- 
ing instruction therein to be given in the French language, in 
accordance with such curriculum and by such teachers as it 
may select. 

It shall also have the right to establish 
pitals, dipensaries, workmen’s houses and 


charitable and social institutions. 
15. 


Phi 


and maintain hos- 
gardens and other 


The French State shall enjoy complete liberty with respect | 


to the distribution, despatch and sale prices of the products of 
the mines and their accessories and subsidiaries. 

Nevertheless, whatever may be the total product of the mines, 
the French Government undertakes that the requirements of 
local consumption for industrial-and. domestic purposes shall 


always be satisfied in the preportion existing in 1913 between | 


the amount consumed locally and the total output of the Saar 
Basi 
; 


ipter II. Government of the territory of the Saar Basin. 


16. 
The Government of the territory of the Saar Basin will be 
‘usted to a Commission representing the League of Nations. 
17. 

Governing Commission provided for by paragraph 16 
hall consist of five members chosen by the Council ef the 
League of Nations, and will inchade one citizen ef France, one 
native inhabitant of the Saar Basin, not a citizen of France, 
and three members belonging to three countries other than 
France or Germany. , 

The members of the Governing Commission shall be appointed 
for one year and may be re-appointed. They can be removed 
by the Council of the League of Nations, which will provide for 
their replacement. 

The members of the Governing Commission will be entitled 
salary which will be fixed by the Council of the League of 
ons, and charged on the local revenues. 

18, 

The Chairman of the Governing Conimission 
pointed fer one year from among the members of 
by the Council of the League of Nations 
re-appointed. 

The Chairman 


shall be ap- 
the Commis- 
sion and may be 
the executive 


19. 


will act as of the Commission. 


Within the territory of the Saar Basin the Governing Com- 
iission shall have all the pewers of government hitherto be- 
ging to the German Empire, Prussia, or Bavaria, including 
the appointment and dismissal of officials, and the creation of 
such administrative and representative bodies as it may deem 
necessary. 

It shall have full powers to administer and operate the rail- 
vays, canals, and the different public services. 

Its decisions shall be taken by a majority. 


20. 


sion all official documents and archives under the control of | 


Germany, of any German State, or of any local authority, which 
relate to the territory of the Saar Basin or to the rights of the 
inhabitants thereof. 


private domain, to the Imperial German Government, or the 
Government of any German State, in the territory of the Saar 
Basin. 

As regards the railways an equitable apportionment of rolling 
stock shall be made by a mixed Commission on whieh the Gov- 
ernment of the territory of the Saar Basin and the German rail- 
ways are represented. 

Persons, goods, vessels, carriages, wagons and mails coming 
from or going to the Saar Basin shall enjoy all the rights and 
privileges relating to transit and transport which are specified 
in the provisions of Part XII (Ports, Waterways, Railways) of 
the present Treaty. 

on 
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The laws and regulations in force on November 11th, 191S, in 
the territory of the Saar Basin (except those enacted in conse- 
quence of the state of war) shall continue to apply. 

If, for general reasons or to bring these laws and regulations 
into accord with the provisions of the present Treaty, it is neces- 
sary to introduce modifications, these shall be decided on, and 
put into effect by the Governing Commission, after consultation 
with the elected representatives of the inhabitants in such a 
manner as the Commission may determine. 

No modification may be made in the legal régime for the ex- 
ploitation of the mines, provided for in paragraph 12, without 
the French State being previously consulted, unless such modifi- 
cation results from a general regulation respecting labour 
adopted by the League of Nations. 

In fixing the conditions and heurs of labour for men, women 
and children, the Governing Commission is to take into consid- 
eration the wishes expressed by the local labour erganisations, 
as well as the principles adepted by the League of Nations. 

24. 


Subject to the provisions ef $4-no rights of the inhabitants 
of the Saar Basin acquired or in process of acquisition at the 
date of the coming into force of this Treaty, in respect of any 
insurance system ef Germany or in respect of any pension of 


‘any kind, are affected by any of the provisions of the present 


Treaty. 
Germany and the Government of the territory of the Saar 
Basin will preserve and continue all of the aforesaid rights. 


The civil and criminal courts existing in the territory of the 
Saar Basin shall continue. 

A civil and criminal court will be established by the Govern- 
ing Commission to hear appeals from the decisions of the said 
courts and to decide matters for which these courts are not 
competent. 

The Governing Commission will be responsible for settling 
the organisation and jurisdiction of the said court. 

Justice will be rendered in the name of the Governing Com- 
mission. 

26. 

The Governing Commission will alone have the power of 
levying taxes and dues in the territory of the Saar Basin. 

These taxes and dues will be exclusively applied to the needs 
of the territory. 

The fiscal system existing on November 11th, 1918, will be 
maintained as far as possible and no new tax except customs 
duties may be imposed without previously consulting the elected 
representatives of the inhabitants. 

ow 


al. 

The present stipulations will not affect the existing national- 
ity of the inhabitants of the territory of the Saar Basin. 

No hindrance shall be placed in the way of those who wish to 
acquire a different nationality, but in such case the acquisition 
of the new nationality will invelve the loss of any other. 

28. 


Under the control of the Governing Commission the inhabit- 


. | ants will retain their local assemblies, their religious liberties, 
Germany will place at the disposal of the Governing Commis- | 


| 
| 


their schools and their language. 
The right of voting will not be exercised for any assemblies 


| other than the loca! assemblies, and will belong to every in- 


habitant over the age ef twenty yeurs, wilhoet distinetion of 


' sex, 








1919. 


29. 


Any of the inhabitants of the Saar Basin who may desire to 
leave the territory will have full liberty to retain in it their 
immovable property or to sell it at fair prices, and to remove 
their movable property free of any charges. 

30. 

There will be no military service, «whether compulsory or 
voluntary, in the territory of the Saar Basin, and the con- 
struction of fortifications therein is forbidden. 

Only a local gendarmerie for the maintenance of order may 
be established. ; 

It will be the duty of the Governing Commission to provide 
in all cases for the protection of persons and property in the 
Saar Basin. 

31. 

The territory of the Saar Basin as defined by Article 48 of 
the present Treaty shall be subjected to the French customs 
régime.- The receipts from the customs duties on goods in- 
tended for local consumption shall be included in the budget of 
the said territory after deduction of all costs of collection. 

No export tax shall be imposed upon metallurgical products 
or coal exported from the said territory to Germany, nor upon 
German exports for the use of the industries of the territory 
of the Saar Basin. 

Natural or manufactured products originating in the Basin 
in transit over German territory and similarly German prod- 
ucts in transit over the territory of the Basin shall be free of 
all customs duties. 

Products which both originate in and pass from the Basin 
into Germany shall be free of import duties for a period of five 
years from the date of the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, and during the same period articles imported from 
Germany into the territory of the Basin for local consumption 
shall likewise be free of import duties. 

During these five years the French Government reserves to 
itself the right of limiting to the annual average of the quan- 
tities imported into Alsace-Lorraine and France in the years 
1911 to 1913 the quantites which may be sent into France of all 
articles coming from the Basin, which include raw materials 
and semi-manufactured goods imported duty free from Ger- 
many. Such average shall be determined after reference to all 
available official information and statistics. 

32. 

No prohibition or restriction shall be imposed upon the circu- 
lation of French money in the territory of the Saar Basin. 

The French State shall have the right to use French money 
in all purchases, payments and contracts connected with the 
exploitation of the mines or their accessories and subsidiaries. 

33. 

The Governing Commission shall have power to decide all 
questions arising from the interpretation of the preceding pro- 
visions. 

France and Germany agree that any dispute involving a dif- 
ference of opinion as to the interpretation of the said provisions 
shall in the same way be submitted to the Governing Commis- 
sion, and the decision of a majority of the Commission shall be 
binding on both countries. 


Chapter III. Plebiscite. 
34. 

At the termination of a period of fifteen years from the com- 
ing into force of the present Treaty, the population of the ter- 
ritory of the Saar Basin will be called upon to indicate their 
desires in the following manner :— 

A vote will take place by communes or districts, on the three 
following alternatives:—(a@) maintenance of the régime estab- 
lished by the present Treaty and by this Annex; (b) union 
with France; (c) union with Germany. 

All persons without distinction of sex, more than twenty 
years old at the date of the voting, resident in the territory at 
the date of the signature of the present Treaty, will have the 
right to vote. 

The other conditions, methods and the date of the voting shall 
be fixed by the Council of the League of Nations in such a way 


as to secure the liberty, secrecy and trustworthiness of the 
voting. 


35. 

The League of Nations shall decide on the sovereignty under 
which the territory is to be placed, taking into account the 
wishes of the inhabitants as expressed by the voting. 

(a) If, for the whole or part of the territory, the League of 
Nations decides in favour of the maintenance of the régime 
established by the present Treaty and this Annex, Germany 
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hereby agrees to make such renunciation of her sovereignty in 
favour of the League of Nations as the latter shall deem neces- 
sary. It will be the duty of the League of Nations to take 
appropriate steps to adapt the régime definitely adopted to the 
permanent welfare of the territory and the general interests. 

(b) If for the whole or part of the territory, the League of 
Nations decides in favour of union with France, Germany 
hereby agrees to cede to France in accordance with the decision 
of the League of Nations all rights and title over the territory 
specified by the League. 

(c) If, for the whole or part of the territory, the League of 
Nations decides in favour of union with Germany, if will be 
the duty of the League of Nations to cause the German Govern- 
ment to be re-established in the government of the territory 
specified by the League. 

36. 

If, the League of Nations decides in favour of the union of 
the whole or part of the territory of the Saar Basin with Ger- 
many, France’s rights of ownership in the mines situated in 
such part of the territory will be repurchased by Germany in 
their entirety at a price payable in gold. The price to be paid 
will be fixed by three experts, one nominated by Germany, one 
by France, and one, who shali be neither a Frenchman nor a 
German, by the Council of the League of Nations; the decision 
of the experts will be given by.a majority. 

If, within the six months following the decision of the experts, 
the price above referred to has not been paid by Germany, the 
said territory will be finally acquired by France. 

37. 

If, in consequence of the repurchase provided for in para- 
graph 36, the ownership of the mines or any part of them is 
transferred to Germany, the French State and I'rench nationals 
shall have the right to purchase such amount of coal of the 
Saar Basin as their industrial and domestic needs are found 
at that time to require. An equitable arrangement regarding 
amounts of coal, duration of contract, and prices will be fixed 
in due time by the Council of the League of Nations. 

3s. 

It is understood that France and Germany may by special 
agreements concluded before the time fixed for the payment of 
the price for the repurchase of the mines, modify the provisions 
of paragraphs 36 and 37. 

39. 

The Council of the League of Nations shall make such pro- 
visions as may be necessary for the establishment of the 
régime which is to take effect after the decisions of the League 
of Nations mentioned in paragraph 35 have become operative, 
including an equitable apportionment of any obligations of the 
Government of the territory of the Saar Basin arising from 
loans raised by the Commission or from other causes. 

From the coming into force of the new régime, the powers of 
the Governing Commission will terminate, except in the case 
provided for in paragraph 35 (a). 

40. 

In all matters dealt with in the present Annex, the decisions 
of the Council of the League of Nations will be taken by a 
majority. 

P Section V. Alsace-Lorraine. 

The High Contracting Powers, recognising the moral obliga- 
tion to redress the wrong done by Germany in 1871 both to the 
rights of France and to the wishes of the population of Alsace 
and Lorraine, which were separated from their country in spite 
of the solemn protest of their representatives at the Assembly of 
Bordeaux, 

Agree upon the following articles: 

ARTICLE 51. 


The territories which were ceded to Germany in accordance 
with the Preliminaries of Peace signed at Versailles on the 
26th February, 1871 and the Treaty of Frankfort of the 10th 
May, 1871, are restored to French sovereignty as from the 
date of the Armistice of the 11th November, 1918. 

The provisions of the Treaties establishing the delimitation 
of the frontiers before 1871 shall be restored. 

ARTICLE 52. 


The German Government shall hand over without delay to the 
French Government all archives, registers, plans, titles and 
documents of every kind concerning the civil, military, finan- 
cial, judicial or other administrations of the territories restored 
to French sovereignty. If any of these documents, archives, 
registers, titles or plans have been misplaced, they will be re- 
stored by the German Government on the demand of the French 
Government, 
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ARTICLE 53. 

Separate agreements shall be made between France and Ger- 
many dealing with the interests of the inhabitants of the terri- 
tories referred to in Article 51, particularly as regards their 
civil rights, their business and the exercise of their professions, 
it being understood that Germany undertakes as from the pres- 
ent date to recognise and accept the regulations laid down in the 
Annex hereto regarding the nationality of the inhabitants or 
natives of the said territories, not to claim at any time or in 
any place whatsover as German nationals those who shall have 
been declared on any ground to be French, to receive all others 
in her territory, and to conform, as regards the property of Ger- 
man nationals in the territories indicated in article 51, with the 
provisions of Article 297 and the Annex to Section IV of Part 
X (Economic Clauses) of the present Treaty. 

Those German nationals who without acquiring French na- 
ticnality shall receive permission from the French Government 
to reside in the said territories shall not be subjected to the pro- 
visions of the said Article. 

ARTICLE 54. 

Those persons who have regained French nationality in virtue 
of paragraph 1 of the Annex hereto, will be held to be Alsace- 
Lorrainers for the purposes of the present Section. 

The persons referred to in Paragraph 2 of the said Annex will 
from the day on which they have claimed French nationality 
be held to be Alsace-Lorrainers with retroactive effect as from 
the 1ith November, 1918. For those whose application is re- 
jected, the privilege will terminate at the date of the refusal. 

Such juridical persons will also have the status of Alsace- 
Lorrainers as have been recognised as possessing this quality, 
whether by the French administrative authorities or by a judi- 
cial decision. 

ARTICLE 55. 

The territories referred to in Article 51 shall return to France, 
free and quit of all public debts, under the conditions laid down 
in Article 255 of Part IX (Financial Clauses) of the present 
Treaty. 

ARTICLE 56. 

In conformity with the provisions of article 256 of Part IX 
(Financial Clauses) of the present Treaty France shall enter 
into possession of all property and estate within the territories 
referred to in Article 51, which belong to the German Empire 
or German States, without any payment or credit on this ac- 
count to any of the States ceding the territories. 

This provision applies to all movable or immovable property of 
public or private domain together with all rights whatsoever 
belonging to the German Empire or German States or to their 
administrative areas. 

Crown property and the property of the former Emperor or 
other German sovereigns shall be assimilated to property of the 
public domain. 

ARTICLE 57. 

Germany shall not take any action, either by means of stamp- 
ing or by any other legal or administrative measures not apply- 
ing equally to the rest of her territory, which may be to the detri- 
ment of the legal value or redeemability of German monetary 
instruments or monies which, at the date of the signature of 
the present Treaty, are legally current, and at that date are in 
the possession of the French Government. 

ARTICLE 58. 

A special Convention will determine the conditions for repay- 
ment in marks of the exceptional war expenditure advanced 
during the course of the war by Alsace-Lorraine or by public 
bodies in Alsace-Lorraine on account of the Empire in accord- 
ance with German law, such as payment to the families of per- 
sons mobilised, requisitions, billeting of troops, and assistance 
to persons who have been expelled. 

In fixing the amount of these sums Germany shall be credited 
with that portion which Alsace-Lorraine would have contrib- 
uted to the Empire to meet the expenses resulting from these 
payments, this contribution being calculated according to the 
proportion of the Imperial revenues derived from Alsace-Lor- 
raine in 1915. 

ARTICLE 59. 

The French Government will collect for its own account the 
Imperial taxes, duties and dues of every kind leviable in the 
territories referred to in Article 51 and not collected at the 
time of the Armistice of the 11th November; 1918. 

ARTICLE 60, 

The German Government shall without delay restore to 
Alsace-Lorrainers (individuals, juridical persons and public in- 
stitutions) all property, rights and interests belonging to them 
on the 11th November, 1918, in so far as these are situated in 
German territory. 
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ARTICLE 61. 

The German Government undertakes to continue and com- 
plete without delay the execution of the financial clauses regard- 
ing Alsace-Lorraine contained in the Armistice Conventions. 

ARTICLE 62. 

The German Government undertakes to bear the expense of 
all civil and military* pensions which had been earned in 
Alsace-Lorraine on the date of the 11th November, 1918, and 
the maintenance of which was a charge on the budget of the 
German Empire. 

The German Government shall furnish each year the funds 
necessary for the payment in francs, at the average rate of 
exchange for that year, of the sums in marks to which persons 
resident in Alsace-Lorraine would have been entitled if Alsace- 
Lorraine had remained under German jurisdiction. 

ARTICLE 63. 

For the purposes of the obligation assumed by Germany in 
Part VIII (Reparations) of the present Treaty to give com- 
pensation for damages caused to the civil populations of the 
Allied and Associated countries in the form of fines, the inhab- 
itants of the territories referred to in Article 51 shall be assinii- 
lated to the above-mentioned populations. 

ARTICLE 64. 

The regulations concerning the control of the Rhine and of 
the Moselle are laid down in Part XII (Ports, Waterways and 
Railways) of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 65. 

Within a period of three weeks after the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, the port of Strasburg and the port of 
Kehl shall be constituted, for a period of seven years, a single 
unit, from the point of view of exploitation. 

The administration of this single unit will be carried on by 
a manager named by the Central Rhine Commission, which shall 
also have power to remove him. .He shail be of French na- 
tionality. He will reside in Strasburg and will be subject to 
the supervision of the Central Rhine Commission. 

There will be established in the two ports Free Zones in 
conformity with Part XII (Ports, Waterways and Railways) 
of the present Treaty. 

A special Convention between France and Germany, which 
shall be submitted to the approval of the Central Rhine Com- 
mission, will fix the details of this organisation, particularly 
as regards finance. 

It is understood that for the purpose of the present Article 
the port of Kehl includes the whole of the area necessary for 
the movements of the port and the trains which serve it, in- 
cluding the harbour, quays and railroads, platforms, cranes, 
sheds and warehouses, silos, elevators and hydro-electric plants, 
which make up the equipment of the port. 

The Germn Government undertakes to carry out all measures 
which shall be required of it in order to assure that all the 
making-up and switching of trains arriving at or departing 
from Kehl, whether for the right bank or the left bank of the 
Rhine, shall be carried on in the best conditions possible. 

All property rights shall be safeguarded. In particular the 
administration of the Ports shall not prejudice any property 
rights of the French or Baden railroads. 

Equality of treatment as respects traffic shall be assured in 
both ports to the nationals, vessels and goods oi every country. 

In case at the end of the sixth year France shall consider 
that the progress made in the improvement of the port of Stras- 
burg still requires a prolongation of this temporary régime, she 
may ask for such prolongation from the Central Rhine Com- 
mission, which may grant an extension for a period not exceed- 
ing three years. 

Throughout the whole peried of any such extension the free 


‘zones above provided for shall be maintained. 


Pending appointment of the first manager by the Central 
Rhine Commission a provisional manager who shall be of 
French nationality may be appointed by the Principal Allied 
and Associated Powers subject to the foregoing provisions. 

For all purposes of the present Article the Central Rhine 


| Commission will decide by a majority of votes. 


ARTICLE 66. 

The railway and other bridges across the Rhine now existing 
within the limits of Alsace-Lorraine shall, as to all their parts 
and their whole length, be the property of the French State, 
which shall ensure their upkeep. 

Anrriche 67. 


The French Government is substituted in all ‘the rights of 
the German Hmpire ever all the railways which were admin- 
istered by the Imperial railway administration and which are 
actually working or under construction, 
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The same shall apply to the rights of the Empire with regard | 


to railway and tramway concessions within the territories re- | 
ferred to in Article 54. 

This substitution shall not entail any payment on the part of 
the French State. 

The frontier railway stations shall be established by a sub- 
sequent agreement, it being stipulated in advance that on the 
Rhine frontier they shall be ‘situated on the right bank. 

Arricie 68. i 

In accordance with the provisions of Article 268 of Chapter i 
of Section I of Part X (Heonemic Olaunses) of the present 
Treaty, for a period of five years from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, natural er manufactured products orig- 
inating in and coming from ‘the territories referred to in Arti- 
cle 51 shall, on importation into German customs territory, be 
exempt from ‘all customs duty. 

The French Government shall fix earch year, by decree com- 
municated te the German Government, the nature and amount 
of the products which shall enjoy this exemption. 

The amount of each product which may be thus sent annually 
into Germany shall not exceed ‘the average of the amounts sent 
annually in the years 1911-1913. 

Further, during the period of five years above mentioned, the 
German Government shall.aliow the free export from Germany 
and the free re-importation into Germany, exempt from all 
customs duties and other charges (including internal charges), 
of yarns, tissues, and other textile materials or textile products 
of any kind and in any condition, sent from Germany into the 
territories referred to in Article 51, to be subjected there to 
any finishing process, such as bleaching, dyeing, printing, mer- 
cerisation, gassing, twisting or dressing. 

ARTICLE ‘69. 

During a period ef ten years from the coming into force of 
the present Treaty, central electric supply works situated in 
Gelman territory and formerly furnishing electric power to 
the territories referred to in Article 51 or to any establishment 
the working of which passes permanently or temporarily from 
Germany to France, shall be required to continue ‘such supply 
up,to the amount of consumption corresponding to the under- 
takings and contracts current en the 11th November, 1918. 

Such supply shall be furnished according to the contracts in 
force and at a rate which shall not be higher than that paid 
to the said works by German nationals. 

ARTICLE 70. 

It is understood that the French Government preserves its 
right to prehibit in the future in the territories referred to in 
Article 51 all new German participation: 

1. In the management or exploitation of the public domain 
and of public services, such as railways, navigable waterways, 
water works, gas works, electric power, etc. 

2. In the ownership of mines and quarries of every kind and 
in enterprises connected therewith ; 

3. In metallurgical establishments, even though their work- 
ing may not be connected with that of any mine. 

ARTICLE 71, 

As regards the territories referred to in Article 51, Germany 
renounces on behalf of herself and her nationals as from the 
llth November, 1918, all rights under the law of the 25th May, 
1910, regarding the trade in potash salts, and ‘generally under 
any stipulations for the intervention of German organisations 
in the working of the potash mines. Similarly, she renounces 
on behalf of herself and her nationals all rights wnder any 
agreements, stipulations or laws, which may exist to her benefit 
With regard to other products of the aforesaid territories. 

ARTICLE 72. . 

The settlement of the questions relating to debts contracted- 
before the 11th November, 1918, between the German Empire 
and the German States or their nationals residing in Germany 
on the one part and <Alsace-Lerrainers residimg in Alsace- 
Lorraine on the other part shall be effected in accordance with 
the provisions of Section Il] of Part X (Heonomic Clauses) of 
the present Treaty, the expression “before the war,” therein 
being replaced by the expression “before the 11th November, 
1918.” The rate of exchange applicable in the case of such 
settlement shall be the average rate quoted on the Geneva 
Exchange during the month preceding the 11th November, 1978. 

There shall be established im the territories referred to in 
Article 51, for the settlement of the aferesaid debts under the 
conditions laid down in Section IIf. of Part X (Heonomic 
Clauses) of the present Treaty, a special clearing office, it 
being understood that this office shall be regarded as a “ central 
office” under the provisions of paragraph 1 of the Annex to 


the said Section. 


ARTICLE 73. 

The private property, rights and interests of Alsace-Ler- 
rainers in Germany will be regulated by the stipulations of 
Section IV of Part X (Economic Clauses) of the present Treaty. 

_ Arricte 74. 

The French Government reserves the right to retain and 
liquidate all the property, rights, and interests which German 
nationals or societies controlled by Germany possessed in the 
territories referred to in Article 51 on Nevember 11, 1918, sub- 
ject to the conditions laid down in the last paragraph of Article 
53 above. 

Germany will directly compensate its nationals who may have 
been dispossessed by the aforesaid liquidations. 

The product of these liquidations shall be applied in accord- 
ance with the stipulations of Sections TII and IV of Part X 
(Economic Clauses) of the present Treaty. 


ARTICLE 75. 


Notwithstanding the stipulations of Section V of Part X 
(Beonomic Clauses) of the present Treaty, all contracts made 
before the date of the promulgation in Alsace-Lorraine of the 
French decree of 30th November, 1918, between Alsace-Lor- 
rainers (whether individuals or juridical persons) er others 
resident in Alsace-Lorraine on the one part and the German 
Empire or German States and their nationals resident in Ger- 
mahy on the other part, the execution of which has been sus- 
pended by the armistice or by subsequent French legislation, 
shall be maintained. 

Nevertheless, any contract of which the French Government 
shall notify the cancellation to Germany in. the general interest 
within a period of six months from the date of the coming into 
force of the present Treaty, shall be annulled except in respect 
of any debt or other pecuniary obligation arising out of any act 
done or money paid thereunder before the 11th November, 1918. 

With regard to prescriptions, limitations, and forfeitures in 
Alsace-Lorraine, the provisions of Articles 300 and 301 of Sec- 
tion V, Part X (Hconomic Clauses) shall be applied with the 
substitution for the expression “outbreak of war” of the ex- 
pression “ith Nevember, 1918,” and for the expression “ dura- 
tion of the war” of the expression “peried from the 11th 
November, 1918, to date of the coming into force of the present 
Treaty.” 

ArTIcLe 76. 

Questions concerning rights in industrial, literary or artistic 
property of Alsace-Lorrainers shall be regulated in accordance 
with the general stipulations ef Section VII of Part X (Kco- 
nomic Clauses) of the present Treaty, it being understoed that 
Alsace-Lorrainers holding rights of this nature under German 
legislation will preserve full and entire enjoyment of those 
rights on German territory. 


ARTICLE 77. 


The German Government undertakes to pay over to the French 
Government such proportion of all reserves accunrulated by the 
Empire or by public or private bodies dependent upon it, for 
the purposes of disability and old age insurance as would fall 
to the disability and old age insurance fund at Strasburg. 

The same shall apply in respect of the capital and reserves 
accumulated in Germany falling legitimately to other social 
insurance funds, to miners’ superannuation funds, to the fund 
of the railways of Alsace-Lorraine, to other superannuation 
organisation established for the benefit of the personnel of 
public administrations and institutions operating in Alsace-Lor- 
raine, and also in respect of the capital and reserves due by 
the insurance fund ef private employees at Berlin, by reason of 
engagements entered into for the benefit of insured persons of 
that category resident in Alsace-Lorraine. 

A special Convention shall determine the conditions and pro- 
cedure of these transfers. 


ARTICLE 78. 


With regard to the execution of judgments, orders and prose- 
cutions, the following rules shall be applied: 

1. All civil and commercial judgments which shall have been 
given since the 38rd August, 1914, by the Courts of Alsace-Lor- 
raine between Alsace-Lorrainers, or between Alsace-lorrainers 
and foreigners, or between foreigners, and which shall not have 
been appealed from before the 11th November, 1918, shali be 
regarded as final and capable of being fully executed. 

When the judgment has been given between Alsace-Lorrainers 
and Germans or between Alsace-Lorrainers and subjects ef the 
allies of Germany, it shall only be capable of execution after 
the issue of an erequatur by the corresponding new tribunal 
in the restored territory referred to in Article 51, 
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2. All judgments given by German Courts since the 3rd August, 


1914, against Alsace-Lorrainers for political: crimes or misde- 
meanors shall be regarded as null and void. 

3. All sentences passed since the 11th November, 1918, by the 
Imperial Court of Leipzig on appeals against the decisions of 
the Courts of Alsace-Lorraine shall be regarded as null and 
void and shall be so pronounced. The papers in regard to the 
eases in which such sentences have been given shall be re- 
turned to the Courts of Alsace-Lorraine concerned. 

All appeals to the Imperial Court against decisions of the 
Courts of Alsace-Lorraine shall be suspended. In the cases 
referred to above the papers shall be returned under the afore- 
said conditions for transfer without delay to the French Cour 
de Cassation which shall be competent to decide them. 

4. All prosecutions in Alsace-Lorraine for offences committed 
during the period between the 11th November, 1918, and the 
coming into force of the present Treaty will be conducted under 
German law except in so far as this has been modified by de- 
crees duly published on the spot by the French authorities. 

5. All other questions as to competence, procedure or adminis- 
tration of justice, shall be determined by a special Convention 
between France and Germany. 

ARTICLE 79. 

The stipulations as to nationality contained in the Annex 
hereto shall be considered as of equal force with the provisions 
of the present Section. 

All other questions concerning Alsace-Lorraine which are not 
regulated by the present Section and the Annex thereto or by the 
general provisions of the present Treaty, will form the subject 
of further conventions between France and Germany. 


ANNEX. 
a 


As from the 11th November, 1918, the following persons are 
ipso facto reinstated in French nationality: 

1. Persons who lost French nationality by the application of 
the Franco-German Treaty of the 10th May, 1871, and who have 
not since that date acquired any nationality other than German; 

2. The legitimate or natural descendants of the persons re- 
ferred to in the immediately preceding paragraph, with the ex- 
ceptions of those whose ascendants in the paternal line include a 
German who migrated into Alsace-Lorraine after the 15th July, 
1870 ; 

3. All persons born in Alsace-Lorraine of unknown parents, or 
whose nationality is unknown. 
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Within the period of one year from the coming into force of 
the present Treaty, persons included in any of the following 
categories may claim French nationality : 

1. All persons not restored to French nationality under para- 
graph 1 above, whose ascendants include a Frenchman or French- 
woman who lost French nationality under the conditions re- 
ferred to in the said paragraph; 

2. All foreigners, not nationals of a German State, who ac- 
quired the status of a citizen of Alsace-Lorraine before the 3rd 
August, 1914; 

3. All Germans domiciled in Alsace-Lorraine, if they have been 
so domiciled since a date previous to the 15th July, 1870, or if 
one of their ascendants was at that date domiciled in Alsace- 
Lorraine ; 

4. All Germans born or domiciled in Alsace-Lorreine, who 
have served in the Allied or Associated armies during the pres- 
ent war, and their descendants ; 

5. All persons born in Alsace-Lorraine before the 10th May, 
1871, of foreign parents, and the descendants of such persons; 

6. The husband or wife of any person whose French nation- 
ality may have been restored under paragraph 1, or who may 
have claimed and obtained French nationality in accordance 
with the preceding provisions. 

The legal representative of a minor may exercise, on behalf 
of that minor, the right to claim French nationality; and if 
that right has not been exercised, the minor may claim French 
nationality within the year following his majority. 

Except in the case provided for in No. 6 of the present para- 
graph, the French authorities reserve to themselves the right, 
in individual cases, to reject the claim to French nationality. 

3. 

Subject to the provisions of paragraph 2, Germans born or 
domiciled in Alsace-Lorraine shall not acquire French nation- 
ality by reason of the restoration of Alsace-Lorraine to France, 
even though they may have the status of citizens of Alsace- 
Lorraine. 

They may acquire French nationality only by naturalisation, 
on condition of having been domiciled in Alsace-Lorraine from a 
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date previous to the 3rd August, 1914, and of submitting proof 
of unbroken residence within the restored territory for a period 
of three years from the 11th November, 1918. 

France will be solely responsible for their diplomatic and 
consular protection from the date of their application for 
French naturalisation. 

4. 


The French Government shall determine the procedure by 
which reinstatement in French nationality as of right shall be 
effected, and the conditions under which decisions shall be 
given upon claims to such nationality and applications for 
naturalisation, as provided by the present Annex. 

Section VI. Austria. 
ARTICLE 80. 

Germany acknowledges and will respect strictly the inde- 
pendence of Austria, within the frontiers which may be fixed 
in a Treaty between that State and the Principal allied and 
associated Powers; she agrees that this independence shall be 
inalienable, except with the consent of the Council of the 
League of Nations. 

Section VII. Tchecko-Slovak State. 
ARTICLE 81. 

Germany, in conformity with the action already taken by the 
Allied and Associated Powers, recognizes the complete inde- 
pendence of the Tchecko-Slovak State which will include the 
autonomous territory of the Ruthenians to the south of the 
Carpathians. Germany hereby recognizes the frontiers of this 
State as determined by the Principal Allied and Associated 
Powers and the other interested States. 


ARTICLE 82. 


The old frontier as it existed on August 38, 1914, between 
Austria-Hungary and the German Empire will constitute the 
frontier between Germany and the Tchecko-Slovak State. 

ARTICLE 83. 

Germany renounces in favour of the Tchecko-Slovak State all 
rights and title over the portion of the territory of Silesia 
lying between the old Austro-German frontier and a line to be 
fixed on the ground, starting from a point in the course of the 
Oder, immediately south of the Ratibor-Oderberg railway, and 
running in a northwesterly direction, passing west of Krano- 
witz and east of Katscher so as to rejoin the old Austrian 
frontier at the south-eastern point of its salient about 5 ‘kilo- 
metres west of Leobschiitz. 

A Commission composed of seven members, five nominated by 
the Principal Allied and Associated Powers, one by Poland and 
one by the Tchecko-Slovak State, will be appointed fifteen days 
after the coming into force of the present Treaty to trace on 
the spot the frontier line between Poland and the Tchecko- 
Slovak State. 

The decisions of this Commission will be taken by a majority 
and shall be binding on the parties concerned. 

ARTICLE 84, 


German nationals habitually resident in any of the territories 
recognized as forming part of the Tchecko-Slovak State will 
obtain Tchecko-Slovak nationality ispo facto and lose their 
German nationality. 

ARTICLE 85. 

Within a period of two years from the coming into force of 
the present Treaty, German nationals over eighteen years of age 
habitually resident in any of the territories recognized as form- 
ing part of the Tchecko-Slovak State will be entitled to opt 
for German nationality. Tchecko-Slovaks who are German 
nationals and are habitually resident in.Germany will have a 
similar right to opt for Tchécko-Slovak nationality. 

Option by a husband will cover his wife and option by par- 
ents will cover their children under eighteen years of age. 

Persons who have exercised the above right to opt must 
within the succeeding twelve months transfer their place of 
residence to the State for which they have opted. 

They will be entitled to retain their landed property in the 
territory of the other State where they had their place of 
residence before exercising the right to opt. They may carry 
with them their moveable property of every description. No ex- 
port or import duties may be imposed upon them in connection 
with the removal of such property. 

Within the same period Tehecko-Slovaks who are German 
nationals and are in a foreign country will be entitled, in the 
absence of any provisions to the contrary in the foreign law, 
and if they have not acquired the foreign nationality, to obtain 
Tchecko-Slovak nationality and lose their German nationality 
by complying with the requirements laid down by the Tchecko- 
Slovak State. 











1919. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





815 





ARTICLE 86. 


The Tchecko-Slovak State accepts and agrees to embody in a 
Treaty with the Principal Allied and Associated Powers such 
provisions as may be deemed necessary by the said Powers to 
protect the interests of inhabitants of that State who differ 
from the majority of the population in race, language or re- 
ligion. 

The Tchecké-Slovak State further accepts and agrees to em- 
body in a Treaty with the said Powers such provisions as they 
may deem necessary to protect freedom of transit and equitable 
treatment of the commerce of other nations. 

The proportion and nature of the financial obligations of 
Germany and Prussia which the Tchecko-Slovak State will 
have to assume on account of the Silesian territory placed 
under its sovereignty will be determined in accordance with 
Article 254 of Part IX (Financial Clauses) of the present 
Treaty. 

Subsequent agreements will decide all questions not decided 
by the present Treaty which may arise in consequence of the 
cession of the said territory. 


Section VIII. Poland. 
ARTICLE 87. 

Germany, in conformity with the action already taken by the 
Allied and Associated Powers, recognizes the complete inde- 
pendence of Poland, and renounces in her favour all rights and 
title over the territory bounded by the Baltic Sea; the eastern 
frontier of Germany as laid down in Article 27 of Part II 
(Boundaries of Germany) of the present Treaty; the frontier 
of the Tchecko-Slovak State from 4 point situated 8 kilometers 
to the East of Neustad‘ to its meeting point with the former 
frontier between Germany and Austria-Hungary; this last fron- 
tier to the meeting point of the former frontiers of Germany, 
Austria-Hungary and Russia; the former frontier between 
Germany and Russia to the point where it crosses the course of 
the Niemen, and then the northern frontier of East Prussia as 
laid down in Article 28 of Part II aforesaid, 

The provisions of this article do not, however, apply to the 
territories of East Prussia and the Free City of Danzig, as 
defined in Article 28 of Part Il (Boundaries of Germany) and 
in Article 100 of Section XI (Danzig) of this Part. 

The boundaries of Poland not laid down in the present 
Treaty will be subsequently determined by the Principal Allied 
and Associated Powers. 

ArTIcLE 88. 

A Commission consisting of seven members, five of whom shall 
be nominated by the Principal Allied and Asseciated Powers, 
one by Germany, and one by Poland, shall be constituted fifteen 
days after the coming into force of the present Treaty to de 
limit on the spot the frontier-line between Poland and Ger- 
Ihany. 

The decision of the Commission will be taken by a majority 
of votes and shall be binding upon the parties concerned. 

ARTICLE 89. 


Poland undertakes to grant to persons and to means of 
transport of whatever nationality, coming from or destined for 
East Prussia, the same rights of transit over Polish territory 
situated between East Prussia and Germany as she gives to 
her own nationals. 

ARTICLE 90. 

German nationals habitually resident in territories recognised 
as forming part of Poland will acquire Polish nationality ipso 
facto and will lose their German nationality. 

German nationals, however, or their descendants who be- 
came resident in these territories after January 1, 1908, will 
not acquire Polish nationality without a special authorisation 
from the Polish State. 

ARTICLE 91. 


Within a period of two years after the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, German nationals over 18 years of 
age habitually resident in any of the territories recognised as 
forming part of Poland will be entitled to opt for German 
nationality, 

Poles who are German nationals over 18 years cf age and 
habitually resident in Germany will have a similar right to 
opt for Polish nationality. 

Option by a husband will cover his wife and option by par- 
ents will cover their children under 18 years of age. 

Persons who have exercised the above right to opt must 
within the succeeding twelve months transfer their place of 
residence to the State for which they have opted. 

They will be entitled to retain their immovable property in 
the territory of the other State where they had their place of 
residence before exercising the right to opt. 








They may carry with them their movable property of every 
description. No export or import duties or charges may be im- 
posed upon them in connection with the removal of such prop- 
erty. 

Within the same period Poles who are German nationals and 
are in a foreign country wil be entitled, in the absence of any 
provisions to the contrary in the foreign law, and if they have 
not acquired foreign nationality, to obtain Polish nationality 
and to lose their German nationality by complying with the 
requirements laid down by the Polish State. 


ARTICLE 92. 

The proportion and the nature of the financial liabilities of 
Germany and Prussia to be borne by Poland will be determined 
in accordance with Article 254 of Part IX (Financial Clauses) 
of the present Treaty. 

There shall be excluded from the share of such financial 
liabilities assumed by Poland that portion of the debt which 
according to the finding of the Reparation Commission referred 
to in the above-mentioned Article, arises from measures 
adopted by the German and Prussian Governments with a view 
to German colonisation in Poland. 

In fixing under Article 256 of the present Treaty the value of 
the property and possessions belonging to the German Empire 
and to the German States which pass to Poland with the ter- 
ritory transferred above, the Reparation Commission shall ex- 
clude from the valuation buildings, forests and other State 
property which belonged to the former kingdom of Poland; 
Poland shall acquire these properties free of all costs and 
charges, ’ 

Further agreements will regulate all questions arising aut 
of the cession of the above territory which are not regulated 
by the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 93. 

Poland accepts and agrees to embody in a Treaty with the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers such provisions as may 
be deemed necessary by the said Powers to protect the interests 
of inhabitants of Poland whe differ from the majority of the 
population in race, language, or religion. 

Poland further accepts and agrees to embody in a Treaty 
with the said Powers such provisions as they may deem neces- 
sary to protect freedom of transit and equitable treatment of 
the commerce of other nations. 


Section IX. East Prussia. 
ARTICLE 94. 


In the area between the southern frontier of East Prussia, 
as described in Article 28 of Part II (Frontiers of Germany) 
of the present Treaty, and the line described below, the in- 
habitants will be called upon to indicate by a vote the State 
to which they wish to belong: 

The western and northern boundary of Regicrungsbezirk 
Allenstein to its junction with the boundary between the 
Kreise of Oletsko and Angerburg; thence, the northern bound- 
ary of the Kreise of Oletsko to its junction with the old frontier 
of East Prussia. 

ARTICLE 95. 


The German troops and authorities will be withdrawn from 
the area defined above within a period not exceeding fifteen 
days after the coming into force of the present Treaty. Until 
the evacuation is completed they will abstain from all requisi- 
tions in money or in kind and from all measures injurious to 
the economic interests of the country. 

On the expiration of the above-mentioned period the said 
area will be placed under the authority of an International 
Commission of five members appointed by the Principal Allied 
and Associated Powers. This Commission will have general 
powers of administration and, in particular, will be charged 
with the duty of arranging for the vote and of taking such 
measures as it may deem necessary to ensure its freedom, 
fairness and secrecy. The Commission will have all necessary 
authority to decide any questions to which the execution of 
these provisions may give rise. The Commission will make 
such arrangements as may be necessary for assistance in the 
exercise of its functions by officials chosen by itself from the 
local population; its decisions will be taken by a majority. 

Every person, irrespective of sex, will be entitled to vote 
who: 

(a) Is 20 years of age at the date of the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, and 

(b) Was born within the area where the vote will take 
place or has been habitually resident there from a date to be 
fixed by the Commission. 

Every person will vote in the commune where he is habit- 
ually: resident or, if not habitually resident in the area, in 
the commune where he was born, 
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The 
(Genctidc ) 
conuune, 

On the conclusion 
each commune will 


result of the vote will be determined by commune 
according to the majority of the votes in each 


of the voting the number of votes cast in 
be communicated by the Commission to 
the Principal Allied and Associated Powers with a full report 
as to the taking of the vote and a recommendation as to the 
line which ought to be adopted as the boundary of East 
Prussia in this region. In this recommendation regard will 
be paid to the wishes of the inhabitants as shown by the vote 
and to the geographical and economic conditions of the locality. 
The Principal Allied and Associated Powers will then fix the 
frontier between East Prussia and Poland in-this region. 

If the line fixed by the Principal Allied and Associated Pow- 
crs is such as to exclude from East Prussia any part of the ter- 
ritory defined in Article 94, the renunciation of its rights by 
Germany in favour of Poland, as provided in Article 87 above, 
will extend to the territories so excluded. 

As soon as the line has been fixed by the Principal Allied 
and Associated Powers, the authorities administering East 
Prussia will be notified by the International Commission that 
they are free to take over the administration of the territory to 
ithe north of the line so fixed, which they shall proceed to do 
within one month of such notification and in the manner pre- 
scribed by the Commission. Within the same period and as 
prescribed by the Commission, the Polish Government must 
proceed to take over the administration of the territory to the 
south of the line. When the administration of the territory by 
the East Prussian and Polish authorities respectively has been 
provided for, the powers of the Commission will terminate. 

Expenditure by the Commission, whether in the discharge of 
iis own functions or in the administration of the territory, will 
be borne by the local revenues. East Prussia will be required 
to bear such proportion of any deficit as may be fixed by the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers. 


ARTICLE 96. 


In the area comprising the Kreise of Stuhm and Rosenberg 
and the portion of the Kreis of Marienburg which is situated 
east of the Nogat and that of Marienwerder east of the Vistula, 
the inhabitants will be called upon to indicate by a vote, to be 
taken in each commune (Gemeinde), whether they desire the 
various communes situated in this territory to belong to Poland 
er to East Prussia. 

ARTICLE 97. 

The German troops and authorities will be withdrawn from 
the area defined in Article 96 within a period not exceeding 
fifteen days after the coming into force of the present Treaty. 
Until the evacuation is completed they will abstain from all 
requisitions in money or in kind and from all measures injurious 
to the economic interests of the country. 

On the expiration of the above-mentioned period, the said 
area will be placed under the authority of an International Com- 
mission of five members appointed by the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers. This Commission, supported if occasion 
arises by the necessary forces, will have general powers of 
administration and in particular will be charged with the 
duty of arranging for the vote and of taking such measures 
as it may deem necessary to ensure its freedom, fairness and 
secrecy. The Commission will conform as far as possible to 
the provisions of the present Treaty relating to the plebiscite 
in the Allenstein area; its decision will be taken by a ma- 
jority. 

Expenditure by the Commission, whether in the discharge 
of its own functions or in the administration of the territory, 
will be borne by the local revenues. 

On the conclusion of the voting the number of votes cast 
in each commune will be communicated by the Commission 
to the Principal Allied and Associated Powers with a full 
report as to the taking of the vote and a recommendation as 
to the line which ought to be adopted as the boundary of 
East Prussia in this region. In this recommendation regard 
will be paid to the wishes of the inhabitants as shown by 
the vote and to the geographical and economic conditions of 
the locality. The Principal Allied and Associated Powers will 
then fix the frontier between East Prussia and Poland in this 
region, leaving in any ease to Poland for the whole of the 
section bordering on the Vistula full and complete control of 
the river including the east bank as far east of the river as 
may be necessary for its regulation and improvement. Ger- 
many agrees that in any portion of the said territory which 
remains German, no fortifications shall at any time be erected. 

dhe Principal Allied and Associated Powers will at the same 
time draw up regulations for assuring to the population of 
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East Prussia to the fullest extent and under equitable condi- 
tions access to the Vistula and the use of it for themselves, 
their commerce and their boats. 

The determination of the frontier and the foregoing regula- 
tions shall be binding upon all the parties concerned. 

When the administration of the territory has been taken 
over by the East Prussian and Polish authorities respectively, 
the powers of the Commission will terminate. 


ARTICLE 98. 


Germany and Poland undertake, within one year of the con- 
clusion of this Treaty, to enter into a Convention of which 
the terms, in case of difference, shall be settled by the Council 
of the League of Nations, with the object of securing, on the 
one hand to Germany full.and adequate railroad facilities for 
communication between the rest of Germany and East Prussia 
over the intervening Polish territory, and on the other hand 
to Poland full and adequate railroad facilities for communica- 
tion between Poland and the Free City of Danzig over any 
German territory that may, on the right bank of the Vistula, 
intervene between Poland and the Free City of Danzig. 


Section X. Memel. 
ARTICLE 99. 


Germany renounces in favour of the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers all rights and title over the territories 
included between the Baltic, the north eastern frontier of East 
Prussia as defined in Article 28 of Part II (Frontiers of 
Germany) of the present Treaty and the former frontier be- 
tween Germany and Russia. 

Germany undertakes to accept the settlement made by the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers in regard to these 
territories, particularly in so far as concerns the nationality 
of the inhabitants. 


Section XI. Free city of Danzig. 
ARTICLE 100. 


Germany renounces in favour of the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers all rights and title over the territory com- 
prised within the following limits: 

from the Baltic Sea southwards to the point where the prin- 
cipal channels of navigation of the Nogat and the Vistula 
(Weichsel) meet: 

the boundary of East Prussia as described in Article 28 of 
Part II. (Boundaries of Germany) of the present Treaty ; 

thence the principal channel of navigation of the Vistula 
downstream to a point about 6 1/2 kilometres north of the 
bridge of Dirschau; ‘ 

thence north-west to point 5, 1 1/2 kilometres south-east of 
the church of Giittland: 

a line to be fixed on the ground; 

thence in a general westerly direction to the salient of the 
Kreis of Berent 8 1/2 kilometres north-east of Schéneck: 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing between -Miihlbanz 
on the south and Rambeltsch on the north; 

thence the boundary of the Kreis of Berent westwards to the 
re-entrant which it forms 6 kilometres north-north-west of 
Schéneck ; 

thence to a point on the median line of Lonkener See: 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing north of Neu Fietz 
and Schatarpi and south of Barenhiitte and Lonken; 

thence the median line of the Lonkener See to its northern- 
most point; 

thence to the southern end of Pollenziner See: 

a line to be fixed on the ground; 

thence the median line of Pollenziner See to its northern- 
most point; 

thence in a north-easterly direction to a point about 1 kilo- 
metre south of Koliebken Church, where the Danzig-Neustadt 
railway crosses a stream: 

a line to be fixed on the ground passing south-east of Kameh- 
len, Krissau, Fidlin, Sulminm (Riechthof), Mattern, Schiferei, 
and to the north-west of Neuendorf, Marschau, Czapielken, 
Hoch- and Klein-Kelpin, Pulvermiihl, Renneberg and the towns 
of Olivia and Zoppot; 

thence the course of this stream to the Baltic Sea. 

The boundaries described above are drawn on a German map 
scale 1/100,000, attached to the present Treaty (Map No. 4). 

ARTICLE 101. 


A Commission composed of three members appointed by the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers, including a High Com- 
missioner as President, one member appointed by Germany and 
one member appointed by Poland, shall be constituted within fif- 
teen days of the coming into force of the present Treaty for the 
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purpose of delimiting on the spot the frontier of the territory as 
described above, taking into account as far as possible the exist- 
ing communal boundaries. 


ARTICLE 102. 


The city of Danzig together with the rest of the territory de- 
scribed in Article 100 is established as a Free City, and placed 
under the protection of the League of Nations. 


ARTICLE 103. 


A constitution for the Free City of Danzig shall be drawn up 
by the duly appointed representatives of the Free City in agree- 
ment with a High Commissioner to be appointed by the League 
of Nations. This constitution shall be placed under the guaran- 
tee of the League of Nations. 

The High Commissioner will also be entrusted with the duty 
of dealing in the first instance with all differences arising be- 
tween Poland and the Free City of Danzig in regard to this 
treaty or any arrangements or agreements made thereunder. 

The High Commissioner shall reside at Danzig. 


ARTICLE 104. 


A Convention, the terms of which shall be fixed by the Princi- 
pal Allied and Associated Powers, shall be concluded between 
the Polish Government and the Free City of Danzig with the 
following objects: 

(1) To effect the inclusion of the Free City of Danzig within 
the Polish Customs frontiers, and to establish a free area in the 
port. 

(2) To ensure to Poland without any restriction the free use 
and service of all waterways, docks, basins, wharves and other 
works within the territory of the Free City necessary for Polish 
imports and exports. 

(3) To ensure to Poland the control and administration of the 
Vistula and of the whole railway system within the Free City, 
except such street and other railways as serve primarily the 
needs of the Free City, and of postal, telegraphic and telephonic 
communication between Poland and the port of Danzig. 

(4) To ensure to Poland the right to develop and improve 
the waterways, docks, basins, wharves, railways and other 
works and means of communication mentioned in this article, 
as well as to lease or purchase through appropriate processes 
such land and other property as may be necessary for these 
purposes. 

(5) To provide against any discrimination within the Free 
City of Danzig to the detriment of citizens of Poland and other 
persons of Polish origin or speech. 

(6) To provide that the Polish Government shall undertake 
the conduct of the foreign relations of the Free City of Danzig 
as well as the diplomatic protection of citizens of that city 
when abroad. 

ARTICLE 105. 


On the coming into force of the present Treaty German na- 
tionals ordinarily resident in the territory of the Free City 
of Danzig will ipso facto become citizens of that city and will 
lose their German nationality. 


ARTICLE 106. 


Within a period of two years from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, German nationals over 18 years of age 
ordinarily resident in the territory described in Article 100 
will have the right to opt for German nationality. 

Option by a husband will cover his wife and option by parents 
will cover their children less than 18 years of age. 

All persons who exercise the right of option referred to above 
must during the ensuing twelve months transfer their place of 
residence to Germany. Nl 

These persons will be entitled to preserve the immovable 
property possessed by them in the territory of the Free City of 
Danzig. They may carry with them their movable property 
of every description. No export or import duties shall be im- 
posed upon them in this connection. 


ARTICLE 107. 


All property situated within the territory of the Free City 
of Danzig belonging to the German Empire or to any German 
State shall pass to the Principal Allied and Associated Powers 
for transfer to the Free City of Danzig or to the Polish State 
as they may consider equitable. 


ARTICLE 108. 
The proportion and nature of the financial liabilities of Ger- 
many and of Prussia to be borne by the Free City of Danzig 


shall be fixed in accordance with Article 254 of Part IX 
(Financial Clauses) of the present Treaty. 
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All other questions which may arise from the cession of 
the territory referred to in Article 100 shall be settled by fur- 
ther agreements. ; 

Section XII. Schleswig. 
ARTICLE 109. 


The frontier between Germany and -Denmark shall be fixed 
in conformity with the wishes of the population. 

For this purpose, the population inhabiting the territories 
of the former German Empire situated to the north of a line, 
from East to West, (shown by a blue line on the map No. 3, 
annexed to the present Treaty) : 

starting in the Schleimiinde south of Lootsen Island and 
following the course of the Schlei upstream, 

then leaving the Schlei and turning south-west so as to pass 
south-east of Schleswig, Haddeby and Busdorf and north-west 
of Fahrdorf, and to meet the Reider Au north-west of Jagel. 

following the course of the Reider Au and then the course 
of the river Treene to a point north-east of Friedrichstadt. 

turning south to meet the river Hider passing east of Fried- 
richstadt, 

thence the course of the Eider to the North Sea, 

shall be called upon to pronounce by a vote which will be 
taken under the following conditions: 

1. Within a period not exceeding ten days from the coming 
into force of the present Treaty, the German troops and author- 
ities (including the Oberprisidentea, Regierungs-présidenten, 
Landrithe, Amtsvorsteher, Oberbiirgermeister shall evacuate 
the zone lying to the north of the line above fixed. 

Within the same period the Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Coun- 
cils which have been constituted in this zone shall be dissolved ; 
members of such Councils who are natives of another region 
and are exercising their functions at the date of the coming into 
force of the present Treaty, or who have gone out of office since 
the 1st March, 1919, shall also be evacuated. 

The said zone shall immediately be placed under the authority 
of an International Commission, composed of five members, of 
whom three will be designated by the Principal Allied and As- 
sociated Powers; the Norwegian and Swedish Governments will 
each be requested to designate a member; in the event of their 
failing to do so, these two members will be chosen by the Prin- 
cipal Allied and Associated Powers. 

The Commission, assisted in case of need by the necessary 
forces, shall have general powers of administration. In par- 
ticular, it shall at once provide for filling the places of the 
evacuated German authorities, and if necessary shall itself 
give orders for their evacuation, and proceed to fill the 
places of such local authorities as may be required. It shall 
take all steps which it thinks proper to ensure the freedom, 
fairness, and secrecy of the vote. It shall be assisted by 
German and Danish technical advisers chosen by it from 
among the local population. Its decisions will be taken by a 
majority. 

One half of the expenses of the International Commission 
and of the expenditure occasioned by the plebiscite shall be 
paid by Germany. 

2. The right to vote shall be given to all persons, without 
distinction of sex, who: 

(a) Have completed their twentieth year at the date of the 
coming into force of the present Treaty; and 

(0) Were born in the zone in which the plebiscite is taken, 
or have been domiciled there since a date before the Ist Jan- 
uary, 1900, or had been expelled by the German authorities 
without having retained their domicile there. 

Every person will vote in the commune (Gemeinde) where 
he is domiciled or of which he is a native. 

Military persons, officers, non-commissioned officers and sol- 
diers of the German army, who are natives of the zone of 
Schleswig in which the plebiscite is taken, shall be given the 
opportunity to return to their native place in order to take part 
in the voting there. 

8. In the section of the evacuated zone lying to the north of 
a line, from Nast to West (shown by a red line on map No. 3 
which is annexed to the present Treaty) : 

passing south of the island of Alsen and following the median 
line of Flensburg Fjord, 

thence leaving the fjord about 6 kilometres north of Flens- 
burg and following the course of the stream flowing past Kup- 
fermiihle upstream to a point north of Niehuus, 

thence, passing north of Pattburg and Ellund and south of 
Fréslee to meet the eastern boundary of the Kreis of Tondern 
at its junction with the boundary between the old jurisdictions 
of Slogs and Kjer (Slogs Herred and Kjar Herred), 
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thence, the latter boundary to where it meets the Scheidebek, 

thence the course of the Scheidebek (Alte Au), Siider Au and 
Wied Au downstream successively to the point where the latter 
bends northwards about 1,500 metres west of Ruttebiill, 

thence, in a west-north-westerly direction to meet the North 
Sea north of Sieltoft, 

thence, passing north of the island of Syit, 
the vote above previded for shall be taken within a period not 
exceeding three weeks after the evacuation of the country by 
the German treeps and authorities. 

The result will be determined by the majority of votes cast 
in the whole of this section. This result will be immediately 
communicated by the Commission to the Principal Allied and 
Associated Governments and proclaimed. 

If the vote results in faveur of the reimeorporation of this 
territory in the Kingdom of Denmark, the Danish Government 
in agreement with the Cemmission will be entitled to effect 
its eecupation with their military and administrative authori- 
tics immediately after the proclamation. 

4. In the section of the evacuated zone situated to the seuth 
of the preceding section and lying to the north of a line from 
East to West (shown by a brown line on map No. 3, annexed 
te the present Treaty ) : 

leaving the Baltic coast about 13 kilometres east-nerth-east 
of Flensburg, 

running 

south-west so as te pass south-east of: Sygum, Ringsberg, 
Munkbrarup, Adelby, Tastrup, Jarplund, Oversee, and north- 
west of: Langballighelz, Langballig, Bénstrup, Riillschau, 
Weseby, Kleinwolstrup, Gross-Solt, 

thence westwards passing south of Frérup and north of 
Wanderup, 

thence in a south-westerly direction passing south-east of 
Oxilund, Stieglund and Ostenau and north-west of the villages 
on the Wanderup-Kollund read; 


thenee in a north-westerly direction passing south-west of. 


Léwenstedt, Joldelund, Goldelund and north-east of Kolker- 
heide and Higel to the bend of the Scholmer Au, about 1 kilo- 
metre east of Soholm where it meets the southern beundary of 
the Kreis of Tondern, 

thence, following this boundary to the North Sea, 

thence, passing south of the islands of Fohr and Amrum and 
north of the islands of Oland and Langeness, 
the vote will be taken within a peried net exceeding five weeks 
after the plebiscite has been held in the preceeding section. 

The result will be determined by communes (Gemeinden}, 
according to the majority of the votes cast in each eommune 
(Gemeinde). 

5. In the section of the evacuated zone situated to the south 
of the preceding section and to the north of the line which 
starts from the mouth of the Schlei (Sli} and ends at the 
mouth ef the Eider, the vote will be taken within a period not 
exceeding two weeks after the plebiscite shal! have been held in 
the second section. 

The result will likewise be determined by communes 
(Gemeinden), in accordance with, the majority of the votes 
cast in each commune (Gemeinde). 


ARTICLE 110. 


A Commission composed of seven-members, five of whom 
shall be nominated by the Principal Allied and Associated 
Powers, one by Denmark, and one by Germany shall be consti- 
tuted within fifteen days from the date when the final result 
of the vote is known, to trace the frontier line en the spot. 

The decisions of the Commission will be taken by a majority 
of votes and shall be binding on the parties concerned. 

Articre 111, 


Pending a delimitation on the spot, a frontier line will be fixed 
by the Prineipal Allied and Associated Powers according to a 
line based on the result of the voting, and propesed by the Inter- 
national Commission, and taking into account the particular 
geographical and economie conditions of the localities in 
question. 

From that time the Danish Government may effect the occu- 
pation of these territories with the Danish civil and military 
authorities, and the German Government may reinstate up to 
the said frontier line the German civil and military authorities 
whom it has evacuated. 

Germany hereby renounces definitively in favour of the Princi- 
pal Allied and Asseciated Powers all rights of sovereignty over 
the territories situated to the north of the frontier line fixed 
in accordance with the above provisions. The Principal Allied 
and Assoeiated Powers will hand over the said territories to 
Denmark. 
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ARTICLE 112. 


All the inhabitants of the territory which is returned to Den- 
mark will acquire Danish nationality ipso facto, and will lose 
their German nationality. 

Persons, however, who had become habitually resident in this 
territory after the 1st October, 1918, will not be able to acquire 
Danish nationality without permission from the Danish Goy- 
ernment. 

ARTICLE 113. 


Within two years from the date on which the sovereignty 
over the whole or part of the territory or Schleswig emjeene 
to the plebiscite is restored to Denmark: 

Any person over 18 years of age, born in the territory restored 
to Denmark, not habitually resident in this region, and pos- 
sessing German rationality, will be entitled to opt for Denmark ; 

Any person over 18 years of age habitually resident in the 
territory restored to Denmark will be entitled to opt for 
Germany. 

Option by a husband will cover his wife and option by parents 
will cover their children less than 18 years of age. 

Persons who have exercised the above right to opt must 
within the ensuing twelve months transfer their place of resi- 
dence to the State in favour of which they have opted. 

They wilt be entitled to retain the immovable preperty which 
they own in the territory of the other State in which they were 
habitually resident before opting. They may carry with them 
their movable property of every description. No export or im- 
port duties may be imposed upon them in connection with the 
removal of such property. 


ARTICLE 114. 


The proportion and nature of the financial or other obliga- 
tions of Germany and Prussia which are to be assumed by 
Denmark will be fixed in accordanee with Article 254 of Part 
IX (Financial Clauses) of the present Treaty. 

Further stipulations will determine any other questions aris- 
ing out of the transfer to Denmark of the whole or part of the 
territery of which she was deprived by the Treaty of October 
30, 1864. 

Section XIII. Heligoland. 


ARTICLE 115. 


The fortifications, military establishments, and harbours of 
the Islands of Heligoland and Dune shall be destroyed under 
the supervision of the Principal Allied Governments by Ger- 
man labour and at the expense of Germany within a period to 
be determined by the said Governments. 

The term “harbours.” shall include the north-east mole, the 
west wall, the outer and imner breakwaters and reclaimed 
land within them, and all naval and military works, fortifica- 
tions and buildings, constructed or under construction, be- 
tween lines connecting the following positions taken from the 
British Admiralty chart No. 126 of 19 April, 1918: 

a). lat. 54° 10’ 49°’ N.; long. T° 53’ 39’’ E.; 
b). 54° 10’ 35’" N.; 7° 54’ 18” E.; 
c). — 54°10’ 14". N.; — T° 54’ 00’ E.; 
d). 54° 10’ 17’’ N.; T° 68' 87° B..; 
e). 54° 10’ 44’ N.; — T° 53’ 26" E. 

These fortifications, military establishments and harbours 
shall not be reeonstructed; nor shall any similar works be 
constructed in future. 


Section XIV. Russia and Russian States. 
Articrte 116. 


Germany acknowledges and agrees to respect as permanent 
and inalienable the independence of all the territories which 
were part of the former Russian Empire on August Ist, 1914. 

In accordance with the provisions of Article 259 of Part IX 
(Financial Clauses) and Article 292 of Part X (Economic 
Clauses}, Germany accepts definitely the abrogation of the 
Brest-Litovsk treaties and of all treaties, conventions and agree- 
ments entered into by her with the Maximalist Government in 


The Allied and Associated Powers formally reserve the rights 
of Russia to obtain from Germany restitution and reparation 
based on the principles of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 117. 

Germany undertakes to recognize the full force of all treaties 
or agreements which may be entered into by the Allied and 
Associated Powers with States now existing or coming into 
existence in future in the whole or part of the former Empire 
of Russia as it existed on August 1, 1914, and to recognize the 
frontie: : such States as determined therein, 
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PART IV. 
GI:RMAN RIGHTS AND INTERESTS OUTSIDE GERMANY. 
ARTICLE 118. 


In territory outside her European frontiers as fixed by the 
present Treaty, Germany renounces all rights, titles and privi- 


leges whatever in or over territory which belonged to her or to' 


her allies, and all rights, titles and privileges whatever their 
origin which she held as against the Allied and Associated 
Powers. : 

Germany undertakes immediately to recognise and to con- 
form to the measures which may be taken now or in the future 
by the Principal Allied and Associated Powers, in agreement 
where necessary with third Powers, in order to carry the above 
stipulation into effect. 

In particular Germany declares her acceptance of the follow- 
ing Articles relating to certain special subjects. 


Section I. German Colonies. 
ARTICLE 119, 


Germany renounces in favour of the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers all her rights and titles over her oversea 
possessions, 

ARTICLE 120. 


All movable and immovable property in such territories be- 
longing to the German Empire or to any German State shall 
pass to the Government exercising authority over such terri- 
tories, on the terms laid down in Article 257 of Part IX (Finan- 
cial Clauses) of the present Treaty. The decision of the local 
om in any dispute as to the nature of such property shall be 
final. 

ARTICLE 121. 


The provisions of Section I (Commercial Relations) and Sec- 
tion IV (Property, Rights and Interests) of Part X (Economic 
Clauses) of the present Treaty shall apply in the case of these 
territories whatever be the form of Government adopted for 
them, 

ARTICLE 122. 


The Government exercising authority over such territories 
may make such provisions as it thinks fit with reference to the 
repatriation from them of German nationals and to the condi- 
tions upon which German subjects of European origin shall, 
or shall not, be allowed to reside, hold property, trade or exer- 
cis¢ a profession in them. 


ARTICLE 123. 


The provisions of Article 260 of Part IX (Financial Clauses) 
of the present Treaty shall apply in the case of all agreements 
concluded with German nationals for the construction or ex- 
ploitation of public works in the German oversea possessions, 
as well as any sub-concessions or contracts resulting therefrom 
which may have been made to or with such nationals. 


ARTICLE 124. 


Germany hereby undertakes to pay, in accordance with the 
estimate to be presented by the French Government and ap- 
proved by the Reparation Commission, reparation for damage 
suffered by French nationals in the Cameroons or the frontier 
zone by reason of the acts of the German civil and military 
authorities and of German private individuals during the 
period from the 1st January, 1900, to the ist August, 1914. 


ARTICLE 125. 


Germany renounces all rights under the Conventions and 
Agreements with France of the 4th November, 1911, and the 
28th September, 1912, relating to Equatorial Africa.. She un- 
dertakes to pay to the French Government, in accordance with 
the estimate to be presented by that Government and approved 
by the Reparation Commission, all the deposits, credits, ad- 
vances, ete., effected by virtue of these instruments in favour 
of Germany. 

ARTICLE 126. 


Germany undertakes to accept and observe the agreements 
made or to be made by the Allied and Associated Powers or 
some of them with any other Power with regard to the trade 
in arms and spirits, and to the matters dealt with in the Gen- 
eral Act of Berlin of the 26th February, 1885, and the General 
Act of Brussels of the 2nd July, 1890. 


ARTICLE 127, 


The native inhabitants of the former German oversea posses- 
sions shall be entitled to the diplomatic protection of the Gov- 
ernments exercising authority over those territories. 
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Section IT. China. 
ARTICLE 128. 


Germany renounces in favour of China all benefits and privi- 
leges resulting from the provisions of the final Protocol signed 
at Peking on the 7th September, 1901, and from all annexes, 
notes and documents supplementary thereto. She likewise 
renounces in favour of China any claim to indemnities accruing 
thereunder subsequent to-the 14th March, 1917. 


ARTICLE 129. 


From the coming into force of the present Treaty the High 
Contracting Parties shall apply, in so far as concerns them 
respectively : 

1. The Arrangement of the 29th August, 1902, regarding the 
new Chinese customs tariff. 

2. The Arrangement of the 27th September, 1905, regarding 
Whang-Poo, and the provisional supplementary Arrangement 
of the 4th April, 1912. 

China, however, will no longer be bound to grant to Germany 
the advantages or privileges which she allowed Germany under 
these arrangements. 

ARTICLE 130. 


Subject to the provisions of Section VIII of this Part, Ger- 
many cedes to China all the buildings, wharves and pontoons, 
barracks, forts, arms and munitions of war, vessels of all kinds, 
wireless telegraphy installations and other public property be- 
longing to the German Government, which are situated or may 
be in the German Concessions at Tientsin and Hankow or else- 
where in Chinese territory. 

It is understood, however, that premises used as diplomatic 
or consular residences or offices are not included in the above 
cession, and, furthermore, that no steps shall be taken by the 
Chinese Government to dispose of the German public and pri- 
vate property situated within the so-called Legation Quarter at 
Peking without the consent of the Diplomatic Representatives 
of the Powers which, on the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, remain Parties to the Final Protocol of the 7th Sep- 
tember, 1901. 


ARTICTE 131. 


Germany undertakes to restore to China within twelve months 
from the coming into force of the present Treaty all the astro- 
nomical instruments which her troops in 1900-1901 carried 
away from China, and to defray all expenses which may be 
incurred in effecting such restoration, including the expenses 
of dismounting, packing, transporting, insurance and installa- 
tion in Peking. 

ARTICLE 132. 

Germany agrees to the abrogation of the leases from the 
Chinese Government under which the German Concessions at 
Hankow and Tientsin are now held. 

China, restored to the full exercise of her sovereign rights 
in the above areas, declares her intention of opening them to 
international residence and trade. She further declares that 
the abrogation of the leases under which these concessions are 
now held shall not affect the property rights of nationals of 
Allied and Associated Powers who are holders of lots in these 
concessions. 

ARTICLE 133. 


Germany waives all claims against the Chinese Government 
or against any Allied or Associated Government arising out of 
the internment of German nationals in China and their. re- 
patriation. She equally renounces all claims arising out of 
the capture and condemnation of German ships in China, or 
the liquidation, sequestration or control of German properties, 
rights and interests in that country since August 14th. 1917. 
This provision, however, shall not affect the rights of the par- 
ties interested in the proceeds of any such liquidation, which 
shall be governed by the provisions of Part X (Economie 
Clauses) of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 134. 


Germany renounces in favour of the Government of His 
Britannic Majesty the German State property in the British 
Goncession at Shameen at Canton. She renounces in favour 
of the French and Chinese Governments conjointly the prop- 
erty of the German school situated in the French Concession 
at Shanghai. 

Section IIT. Siam, 
ARTICLE 135. 


Germany recognises that all treaties, conventions and agree- 
ments between her and Siam, and all rights, title and privileges 
derived therefrom, including all rights of extraterritorial juris- 
diction, terminated as from July 22, 1917. 
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ARTICLE 136. 

All goods and property in Siam belonging to the German 
Empire or to any German State, with the exception of premises 
used as diplomatic or consular residences or offices, pass ipso 
facto and without compensation to the Siamese Government. 

The goods, property, and private rights of German nationals 
in Siam shall be dealt with in accordance with the provisions 
of Part X (Economic Clauses) of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 137. 

Germany waives all claims against the Siamese Government 
on behalf of herself or her nationals arising out of the seizure 
or condemnation of German ships, the liquidation of German 
property, or the internment of German nationals in Siam. 
This provision shall not affect the rights of the parties in- 
terested in the proceeds of any such liquidation, which shall be 
governed by the provisions of Part X (Economic Clauses) of 
the present Treaty. 

section IV. Liberia. 
ARTICLE 138. 

Germany renounces all rights and privileges arising from 
the arrangements of 1911 and 1912 regarding Liberia, and par- 
ticularly the right to nominate a German Receiver in Liberia. 

She further renounces all claim to participate in any meas- 
ures whatsoever which may be adopted for the rehabilitation 
of Liberia. 

ArtrceLe 139. 

Germany recegnizes that all treaties and arrangements be- 

tween her and Liberia terminated as from August 8, 1917. 
ARTICLE 140. 

The property, rights and interests of Germans in Liberia 
shall be dealt with in aceordance with Part X (Economie 
Clauses) of the present treaty. 

Section V. Morocco. 
ARTICLE 141. 

Germany renounces all rights, titles and privileges conferred 
on her by the General Act of Algeciras of April 7, 1906, and by 
the Franco-German Agreements of February 9, 1909 and Novem- 
ber 4, 1911. All treaties, agreements, arrangements and con- 
tracts concluded by her with the. Sherifian Empire are re- 
garded as abrogated as from August 3, 1914. 

In no case can Germany take advantage of these instruments 
and she undertakes not to intervene in any way in negotiations 
relating to Morecco which may take place between France and 
the other Powers. 

ARTICLE 142. 

Germany having recognized the French Protectorate in Mo- 
rocco, hereby aecepts all the consequences of its establishment, 
and she renounces the régime of the capitulations therein. 

This renunciation shall take effect as from August 3, 1914. 

ARTICLE 143. 

The Sherifian Government shall have complete liberty of ac- 
tion in regulating the status of German nationals in Morocco 
and the conditions in which they may establish themselves 
there. 

German protected persons, semsars and “ associés agricoles ” 
shall be considered as having ceased, as from August 3, 1914, 
to enjoy the privileges attached to their status and shall be 
subject to the ordinary law. 

ARTICLE 144. 

All property and possessions in the Sherifian Empire of the 
German Empire and the German States pass to the Maghzen 
without payment. 

For the purposes of this clause, the property and possessions 
of the German Empire and States shall be deemed to include 
all the property of the Crown, the Empire or States, and the 
private property of the former German Emperor and other 
Royal personages. 

All movable and immovable property in the Sherifian Empire 
belonging to German nationals shall be dealt with in accord- 
ance with Sections III and IV of Part X (Economic Clauses) 
of the present Treaty. 

Mining rights which may be recognised as belonging to Ger- 
man nationals by the Court of Arbitration set up under the 
Moroccan Mining Regulations shall form the subject of a 
raluation, which the arbitrators shall be requested to make, 
and these rights shall then be treated in the same way as 
property in Morocco belonging to German nationals, 

ARTICLE 145. 

The German Government shall ensure the transfer to a person 
nominated by the French Government of the shares representing 
Germany's portion vu: the capital of the State Bank of Morecco, 
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The value of these shares, as assessed by the Reparation Com- 
mission, shall be paid to the Reparation Commission for the 
credit of Germany on acceunt of the sums due for reparation. 
The German Government shall be responsible for indemnifying 
its nationals so dispossessed. 

This transfer will take place without prejudice to the repay- 
ment of debts which German nationals may have contracted 
towards the State Bank ef Moroeco, 


ARTICLE 146. 


Moroccan goods entering Germany shall enjoy the treatment 
accorded to Freneh goods, 


Section VI. Egypt. 
ARTICLE 147. 
Germany declares that she recognises the Protectorate pro- 
claimed over Egypt by Great Britain on December 18, 1914, and 


that she renounces the régime of the Capitulations in Egypt. 
This renunciation shall take effect as from August 4, 1914. 
ARTICLE 148. 

All treaties, agreements, arrangements, and contracts con- 
cluded by Germany with Egypt are regarded as abrogated as 
from August 4, 1914. 

In no case can Germany avail herself of these instruments 
and she undertakes not to intervene in any way in negotiations 
relating to Egypt which may take place between Great. Britain 
and the other Powers. 

ARTICLE 149. 

Until an Egyptian law of judicial organization establishing 
courts with universal jurisdiction comes inte: force, provision 
shall be made, by means of decrees issued by His Highness the 
Sultan, for the exercise of jurisdiction over German nationals 
and property by the British Consular Tribunals. 

Anticte 150. 

The Egyptian Government shall have complete liberty of 
action in regulating the status of German nationals and the 
conditions under which they may establish themselves in Egypt. 

ARTICLE 151. 

Germany consents to the abrogation of the decree issued by 
His Highness the Khedive on November 28, 1904, relating to 
the Commission of the Egyptian Public Debt, or to such changes 
as the Egyptian Government may think it desirable to make 
therein. 

Articir 152. : 

Germany consents, in so far as she is concerned, to the trans- 
fer to His Britannic Majesty’s Government of the powers con- 
ferred on His Imperial Majesty the Sultan by the Convention 
signed at Constantinople on October 29, 1888, relating to the free 
navigation of the Suez Canal, 

She renounees all participation in the Sanitary, Maritime, and 
Quarantine Board of Egypt and consents, in so far as she is 
concerned, to the transfer to the Egyptian Authorities of the 
powers of that Board. 

ARTICLE 153 

All property and possessions in Egypt of the German Empire 
and the German States pass to the Egyptian Government without 
payment. 

Yor this purpose, the property and possessions of the Ger- 
man Empire and States shall be deemed to inelude all the prop- 
erty of the Crown, the Empire or the States, and the private 
property of the former German Emperor and other Royal per- 
sonages. 

All movable and immovable property in Eygpt belonging to 
German nationals shall be dealt with in accordance with Sections 
ILI and IV of Part X (Keonomie Clauses) of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 154. 

Egyptian goods entering Germany shall enjoy the treatment 
accorded to British goods. 

Section VIE. Turkey and Bulgaria. 
ARTIcLE 155. 

Germany undertakes to recognise and accept all arrangements 
which the Allied and Associated Powers may make with Turkey 
and Bulgaria with reference to any rights, interests and privi- 
leges whatever which might be claimed by Germany or her 
nationals in Turkey and Bulgaria and which are not dealt with 
in the provisions of the present Treaty. 

Section VIIT, Shantung. 
ARTICLE 156. 

Germany renounces, in favour of Japan, all her rights, title, 
and privileges—particularly those concerning the territory of 
Kiaochow, railways, mines and submarine cables—which she 
acquired in virtue of the Treaty concluded by her with China 
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on March 6, 1898, and of all other arrangements relative to the 
Provinee of Shantung. 

All German rights in the Tsingtao-Tsinanfu Railway, inelud- 
ing its branch lines, together with its subsidiary property of all 
kinds, stations, shops, fixed and rolling stock, mines, plant and 
material for the exploitation of the mines, are and remain 
acquired by Japan, together with all rights and privileges 
attaching thereto. 

The German State submarine cables from Tsingtao to Shang- 
hai and from Tsingtao to Chefoo, with all the rights, privileges 
and properties attaching thereto, are similarly acquired by 
Japan, free and clear of all charges and encumbrances. 


ARTICLE 157. 


The movable and immovable property owned by the German 
State in the territory of Kiaochow, as well as all the rights 
which Germany might claim in consequence of the works or 
improvements made or of the expenses incurred by her, directly 
or indireetly, in connection with this territory, are and remain 
acquired by Japan, free and clear of all charges and encum- 
brances. 

ARTICLE 158. 


Germany shall hand over to Japan within three months from 
the coming into force of the present Treaty, the archives, regis- 
ters, plans, title-deeds and documents of every kind, wherever 
they may be, relating to the administration, whether civil, 
military, financial, judicial or other, of the territory of Kiao- 
chow. 

Within the same period Germany shall give particulars to 
Japan of all treaties, arrangements or agreements relating to 
the rights, title or privileges referred to in the two preceding 
articles. 

PART V. 
MILITARY, NAVAL AND AERIAL CLAUSES. 


In order to render possible the initiation of a general limita- 
tion of the armaments of all nations, Germany undertakes 
strictly to observe the military, naval and air clauses which 
follow. 

Section I, Military clauses. 
Chapter I. Effectives and cadres of the German Army. 
ARTICLE 159. 


Within two months of the coming into force of the present 
Treaty the German military forces shall be demobilized as pre- 
scribed hereinafter. 

ARTICLE 160. 

The German Army must not comprise more than seven divi- 
sions of infantry and three divisions of cavalry. 

In no case must the total number of effectives in the Army 
of the States constituting Germany ever exceed one hundred 
thousand men, ineluding officers and establishments of depots. 
The Army shall be devoted exclusively to the maintenance of 
order within the territory and to the control of the frontiers. 

The total effective strength of officers, including the personnel 
of staffs, whatever their composition, must not exceed four 
thousand. 

ARTICLE 161. 

Divisions and Army Corps headquarters staffs shall be or- 
ganised in accordance with Table No. I annexed to this Section. 

The number and strengths of the units of infantry, artillery, 
engineers, technical services and troops laid down in the afore- 
said Table consitute maxima which much not be exceeded. 

The following units may each have their own depot: 

An Infantry regiment ; 
A Cavalry regiment ; 
A regiment of Field Artillery ; 
A battalion of Pioneers. 
162. 

The divisions must not be grouped under more than two army 
corps headquarters staffs. 

The maintenance or formation of forces differently grouped 
or of other organisations for the command of troops or for 
preparation for war is forbidden. 

The ‘Great German General Staff and all similar organisa- 
a shall be dissolved and may not be reconstituted in any 
orm, 

The officers, or persons in the position of officers, in the 
Ministries of War in the different States in Germany and in 
the Administrations attached to them, must not exceed three 
hundred in number and are included in the maximum strength 
of four thousand laid down in the 3rd paragraph of Article 160. 


ARTICLE 
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ARTICLE 163. 


Army administrative services consisting of civilian personnel 
not included in the number of effectives prescribed by the pres- 
ent Treaty will have such personnel reduced in each class to 
one-tenth of that laid down in the Budget of 1913. 


ArTICcLeE 164. 


The number of employés or officials of the German States, 
such as customs officers, forest guards and coastguards, shall 
not exceed that of the employés or officials functioning in these 
eapacities in 1913. 

The number of gendarmes and employees or officials of the 
local or municipal police may only be increased to an extent 
corresponding to the increase of population since 1913 in the 
districts or municipalities in which they are employed. 

These employees and officials may not be assembled for mili- 
tary training. 


Chapte; II, Armament, munitions and material. 


ARTICLE 165. 


At the expiration of two months from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty the German Army must not possess an 
armament greater than the amounts fixed in Table No. II, an- 
nexed to this Section, with the exception of an optional in- 
crease not exceeding one-twentyfifth part for small arms and 
one-fiftieth part for guns, which shall be exclusively used to 
provide for such eventual replacements as may be necessary. 


ARTICLE 166. 


At the expiration of two months from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, the stock of munitions which the Ger- 
man Army may have at its disposal shall not exceed the 
amounts fixed in Table No. III annexed to this Section. 

Within the same period the German Government will store 
these stocks.at points to be notified to the Governments of the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers. The German Govern- 
ment is forbidden to establish any other stocks, depots, or re- 
serves of munitions. 

ARTICLE 167. 


The number and calibre of the guns constituting at the date 
of the coming into force of the present Treaty the armament of 
the fortified works, fortresses, any land or coast forts which 
Germany is allowed to retain must be notified immediately by 
the German Government to the Governments ofthe Principal 
Allied and Associated Powers, and will constitute maximum 
amounts which may not be exceeded. 

Within two months from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, the maximum stock of ammunition for these guns will 
be reduced to, and maintained at, the following uniform. rates :— 
fifteen hundred rounds per piece for those the calibre of which 
is 10.5 cm. and under: five hundred rounds per piece for those 
of higher calibre. 

ARTICLE 168. 

The manufacture of arms, munitions, or apy war material, 
shall only be carried out in factories or works the location of 
which shall be communicated to and approved by the Govern- 
ments of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers, and the 
number of which they retain the right to restrict. 

Within three months from the coming into force of the pres- 
ent Treaty, all other establishments for the manufacture, prep- 
aration, storage or design of arms, munitions, or any war 
material whatever shall be closed down. The same applies to 
all arsenals except those used as depots for the authorized 
stocks of munitions. Within the same period the personnel of 
these arsenals will be dismissed. 


ARTICLE 169. 


Within two months from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty German arms, munitions and war material, including 
anti-aircraft material, existing in Germany in excess of the 
quantities allowed, must be surrendered to the Governments 
of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers to be destroyed 
or rendered useless. This will also apply to any special plant 
intended for the manufacture of military material, except such 
as may be recognised as necessary for equipping the authorised 
strength of the German army. 

The surrender in question will be effected at such points in 
German territory as may be selected by the said Governments. 

Within the same period arms, munitions and war material, 
including anti-aircraft material, of origin other than German, 
in whatever state they may be, will be delivered to the said 
Governments, who will decide as to their disposal. 
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ARTICLE 170. 

Importation into Germany of arms, munitions and war 
material of every kind shall be strictly prohibited. 

The same applies to the manufacture for, and export to, for- 
eign countries of srms, munitions and war material of every 
kind. 

ARTICLE 171. 

The use of asphyxiating, poisonous or other gases and all 
analogous liquids, materials or devices being prohibited, their 
manufacture and importation are strictly forbidden in Ger- 
many. 

The same applies to materials specially intended for the manu- 
facture, storage and use of the said products or devices. 

The manufacture and the importation into Germany of 
armoured cars, tanks and all similar constructions suitable for 
use in war are also prohibited. 

ARTICLE 172. 

Within a period of three months from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, the German Government will disclose 
to the Governments of the Principal Allied and Associated 
Powers the nature and mode of manufacture of all explosives, 
toxic substances or other like chemical preparations used by 
them in the war or prepared by them for the purpose of being 
so used, 

Chepter IIT. Recruiting and Militaru Training. 
ARTICLE 173. 

Universal compulsory military service shall be abolished in 
Germany. 

The German Army may only be constituted and recruited by 
means of voluntary enlistment. 

ARTICLE 174. 


The period of enlistment for non-commissioned officers and 
privates must be twelve consecutive years. 


The number of men discharged for any reason before the | 


expiration of their term of enlistment must not exceed in any 
year five per cent. of the total effectives fixed by the second 
paragraph of Article 160 of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 175. 

The officers who are retained in the Army must undertake 
the obligation to serve in it up to the age of forty-five years 
at least. 

Officers newly appointed must undertake to serve on the active 
list for twenty-five consecutive years at least. 

Officers who have previously belonged to any formations what- 
ever of the Army, and who are not retained in the units allowed 
to be maintained, must not take part in any military exercise 
whether theoretical or practical, and will not be under any 
inilitary obligations whatever. 

The number of officers discharged for any reason before the 
expiration of their term of service must not exceed in any 
year five per cent. of the total effectives of officers provided 
for in the third paragraph of Article 160 of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 176. 

On the expiration of two months from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty there must only exist in Germany the num- 
ber of military schools which is absolutely indispensable for the 
recruitment of the officers of the units allowed. These schools 
will be exclusively intended for the recruitment of officers of 
each ari, in the proportion of one school per arm. 

The number of students admitted to attend the courses of the 
said schools will be strictly in proportion to the vacancies to be 
filled in the cadres of officers. The students and the cadres will 
be reckoned in the effectives fixed by the second and third para- 
graphs of Article 160 of the present Treaty. 

Consequently. and during the period fixed above, all military 
academies or similar institutions in Germany, as well as the 
different military schools for officers, student officers ( Aspiran- 
ten), cadets, non-commissioned officers or student non-commis- 
sioned officers (Aspiranten), other than the schools above pro- 
vided for, will be abolished. 

ARTICLE 177. 

Educational establishments, the universities, societies of dis- 
charged soldiers, shooting or touring clubs and, generally speak- 
ing, associations of every description, whatever be the age of 
their members, must not occupy themselves with any military 
jnatters. 

In particular they will be forbidden to instruct or exercise 
their members, or to allow them to be instructed or exercised, 
in the profession or use of arms. 

These societies, associations, educational establishments and 
universities must have no connection with the Ministries of War 
or any other military axthority. 
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ARTICLE 178. 
All meaures of mobilization or appertaining to mobilization 
are forbidden. 
In no case must formations, administrative services or General 
Staffs include supplementary cadres. 


ARTICLE 179. 


_ Germany agrees, from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, not to accredit nor to send to any foreign country, any 
military, naval or air mission, nor to allow any such mission to 
leave her territory, and Germany further agrees to take appro- 
priate measures to prevent German nationals from leaving her 
territory to become enrolled in the Army, Navy, or Air service of 
any foreign Power, or to be attached to such Army, Navy or Air 
service for the purpose of assisting in the military, naval or air 
training thereof, or otherwise for the purpose of giving military, 
naval or air instruction in any foreign country. 

The Allied and Associated Powers agree, so 
concerned, from the coming into force of the present Treaty, 
not to enrol in nor to attach to their armies or naval or air 
forces any German national for the purpose of assisting in the 
inilitary training of such armies, or naval or air forces, or other- 
wise to employ any such German national as military, naval or 
aeronautic instructor. 

The present provision does not, however, affect the right of 
France to recruit for the Foreign Legion in accordance with 
French military laws and regulations. 

Chapter IV. Fortifications. 
ARTICLE 180, 


Within three months of the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, all fortified works, fortresses and field works situated 
on German territory to the west of a line drawn fifty kilometres 
to the east of the Rhine shall be disarmed and dismantled, as 
provided in Article 42 of Part III (Political Clauses for Europe) 
of the present Treaty. 

The construction of any new fortification, whatever its nature 
and importance, is forbidden in this zone. 

The system of fortified works of the southern and eastern 
frontiers of Germany shall be maintained in its existing state. 

Table No. 1. 
STATE AND ESTABLISHMENT OF ARMY CORPS HEADQUARTERS STAFFS 
AND OF INFANTRY AND CAVALRY DIVISIONS. 

These tabular statements do not form a fixed establishment to 
be imposed on Germany, but the figures contained in them 
(number of units and strengths) represent maximum figures, 
which should not in any case be exceeded. 


I. Army corps headquarters staffs. 


far as they are 


Maximum strengths 
Maxi- of each unit 
| mum No.|_ 
author- 
ised. 


| Officers. lwec.0vs 
| and men. 


I Sees 


2 | 30 


Army corps headquarters staffs .........-....-...--. 


Total for headquarters stafis.................- | ities iat | 60 
Il. Establishment of an infaniry division. 


Mua Ae ae | 


|} Maxi- 
|mum No. 
| ofsuch |_ 
| units in 


a single | 
| division. Officers. 





Maximum strengths 
of each unit. 


| 
| N.C.O.’s 
{and men. 


Headquarters of an infantry division | ; 70 
Headquarters of divisional infantry. ................ 30 
Headquarters of divisional artillery . 30 
Regiment of infantry : 2,300 
(Each regiment comprises 3 battalions of infantry. | 
Each battalion comprises 3 companies of infantry | 
and 1 machine-gun company.) | | 
Trench mortar Company 
Divisional squadron 
Field artillery regiment | 
(Each regiment comprises 3 groups ‘of artillery. 
Each group comprises 3 batteries.) 
Pioneer battalion 1 
(This battalion comprises 2 companies of pioneers, | 
1 = detachment, 1 searchlight section.) 
Signal detachment 1 
(This detachment comprises 1 telephone detach- | 





300 


ment, 1 listening section, 1 carrier pigeon section.) | 
Divisional medical service 1} 20 
Parks and Convoys.............-- pate nenbareesseasss leans ves 4 


410 | 10, 830 


400 
800 


Total for infantry division 
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IT. Extablishment of a cavalry division. 





















































ae 
a ‘ Maxi- | sfaximumstrengths 
mum of cach unit. 
number 
Unit. of such 
unitsina N.C.0O.’s 
single | Officers. and 
division. men. 

Headquarters of a cavalry division. ............0--- 1 5B) 50 

Com AE iit cei chiiianadaeennnibatingn 6 40 800 
(Each regiment comprises 4 squadrons.) 

Horse artillery group (3 batteries).................-- 1 20 400 

Total inc cowsicy Givision ...... ..ncenncccccesfecascacace | 275 5, 250 | 
Table No. II. 

TABULAR STATEMENT OF ARMAMENT ESTABLISHMENT FOR A MAXI- 
MUM OF 7 INFANTRY DIVISIONS, 3 CAVALRY DIVISIONS, AND 2 
ARMY CORPS HEADQUARTERS STAFFS. 

| Infan- | For7 | Cay- | For3 | Total of | 

t B4>22 Be cav- | 2 Army corps | 64 

| ee | oe ary alry | headquarters were 
Material | divi- | try di-] divi- dink. | staffs | 2, 4, and 
-— . sion. | visions.| sion. | Sons aaa aa ea 

j | * | 

} | | i 

; @) (2) | (3) (4) (9) (6) 

Ma. ad Lae a LA, 12,000 84,000 |........ ee ' ‘Phisestablish-| $4,000 

Carbines............. ME Sits. adhe | 6,000 | 18,000; ment must | 18,000 

Heay) machine guns. .| 108 756 12 36 be drawn | 792 

Light machine guns. . .| DE, Se Deaccdeaticecons ee from the in- | 1, 134 

Medium trench mor- | | | creased ar- | 

CGND ann, 5 pewits <intd se 9 a eee sia pee maments of | 63 

Light irench mortars. .} 27 aa eee the division- | 189 

ToT COD. GO ann nos | 24 168 | 12 | 36/ alinfantry. | 204 

10.5.cm. howitzers. .... 12 OD asst cise: leaks 84 

a i i 

Table No. Tf. 
MAXIMUM STOCKS AUTHORISED. 
oe ae srt) ef 
= Estab- Maxi- 
Material. jake) = | 
| author- | per unit. totals. 
| ised. 
- as ee 
f | 

Rif | Rounds. | Rounds. 

RERIOS « vc ccoed 4s shnndsdbetdbbemnenc Oen6s csascbashndee 84, 000 

Carbines. oon oo eis liee ci iatetesecesennecees 18,000 | 400 /40, 800, 080 

Ey CROs 0 cncncccctegcucsseauensesamen | 792 5 

LANG WUD NON. | «Soc bnv codses cewedeceans. ctu | 1, 134 i 8,000 15, 408,000 

Medium trench mortars. anes 63 400 25, 200 

Light Cs gins wank, ce wandnindeinamematine 189 300 151,200 

Field artillery | 
7.7 CM. guns....... dessives. ede , 204 | 1,000 204, 000 
MS Cl Sid o's bn dn udicvnatcoeadnahante 84 | 800 67, 200 


Section II. Naval Clauses. 
ARTICLE 181. 


After the expiration of a period of two menths from the com- 
ing into force of the present Treaty the German naval forces 
in commission must not exceed : 

6 battleships of the Deutschland or Lothringen type, 
6 light eruisers, 

12 destroyers, 

12 torpedo boats, 
or an equal number of ships constructed to replace them as | 
provided in Article 190. 

No submarines are to be included, 

All other warships, except where there is provision to the 
contrary in the present Treaty, must be placed in reserve or 
devoted to commereial purposes. 

ARTICLE 182. 

Until the completion of the minesweeping prescribed by 
Article 198 Germany will keep in commission such number of 
minesweeping vessels as may be fixed by the Governments of | 
the Principal Allied and Associated Powers. 


ARTICLE 183, 


_ After the expiration of a period ef two months from the com- | 
ing inte force of the present Treaty the total personnel of the 
German Navy, ineluding the manning of the fleet, coast de- 
fences, signal stations, administration and ether land services, 
must net exceed fifteen thousand, including efficers and men 
of all grades and corps. 
The total strength ef officers and warrant officers must not 

excecd fifteen hundred 








Within two months from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty the personnel in excess ef the above strength shall be 
demobilized, 

No naval or military corps or reserve force in connection with 
the Navy may be organised in Germany without being included 
in the above strength. 

4 AgTicrte 184. 

Irom the date of the coming into force of the present Treaty 
all the German surface warships which are net in German 
ports cease to belong to Germany, who renounces all rights 
over them. 

Vessels which, in compliance with the Armistice of 11th No- 


vember 1918, are now interned in the ports of the Allied and 
Associated Powers are declared to be finally surrendered. 

Vessels which are now interned in neutral ports will be 
there surrendered to the Governments of the Principal Allied 
and Associated Powers. The German Government must ad- 
dress a notification to that effect to the neutral Powers on the 
eoming into force of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 185. 

Within a period of two months from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty the German surface warships enumer- 
ated below will be surrendered to the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers in such Allied ports as the said Powers may 
direct. 

These warships will have been disarmed as provided in Ar- 
ticle XXIII of the Armistice dated 11th November, 1918. 
Nevertheless they must have all their guns on beard. 

BATTLESHIPS. 
Oldenburg. Posen. 
Thuringen. Westfaien. 
Ostfriesland. Rheinland. 
Helgotland. Nassau. 
LIGHT CRUISERS. 

Siettin. Stralsund. 
Danzig. Augsburg. 
Miinehen. Kolberg. 
Liibeck. Stuttgart. 


and, in addition, forty-two modern destroyers and fifty modern 
torpedo boats, as chosen by the Gevernments of the Principal 
Allied and Associated Powers. 

ARTICLE 186. 

On the coming into foree of the present Treaty the German 
Government must undertake, under the supervision of the 
Governments of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers, 
the breaking-up of all the German surface warships now under 
construction. 

Arrictz 187. 
The German auxiliary cruisers and fleet auxiliaries enumer- 
ated below will be disarmed and treated as merehant ships. 
INTERNED IN NEUTRAL COUNTRIES: 
Berlin. Seydlitz. 
Santa Fé. Yorek. 
IN GERMANY: 


Amiion. First Bulow. 
Ansirald. Gertrud. 
Bosnia. Kigomea. 
Cardoba. Rugia. 

Casscl. Santa Llena. 
Dania. Schleswig. 

Rio Negro. Maéwe. 

Rio Pardo. Sierra Ventana. 
Santa Cruz. Chemnitz. 
Sehaeaben. Emil Georg vou Strauss, 
Solingen. : Habsburg. 
Steigerwald. Meteor. 
lranken. Waltrautc. 


Scharnhorst. 
ARTICLE 188. 


On the expiration of one month from the coming into foree 
of the present Treaty all German submarines, submarine sal- 


Gundomar. 


' vage vessels and docks for submarines, including the tubular 


deck, must have been handed over to the Governments of the 
Principal Allied and Associated Powers. 

Such of these submarines, vessels and docks as are considered 
by the said Governments to be fit to proceed under their own 
power or to be towed shall be taken by the German Government 
into such Allied ports as have been indicated. 

The remainder, and also these in course of construction, shall 
be broken up entirely by the Gerinan Government under the 
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supervision of the said Governments. The breaking-up must be 
completed within three months at the most after the coming into 
force of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 189. 

Articles, machinery, and material arising from the breaking- 
up of German warships of all kinds, whether surface vessels or 
submarines, may not be used except for purely industrial or 
commercial purposes. 

They may not be sold or disposed of to foreign countries, 

ARTICLE 190, 

Germany is forbidden to construct or acquire any warships 
other than those intended to replace the units in commission 
provided for in Article 181 of the present Treaty. 

The warships intended for replacement purposes as above 
shall not exceed the following displacement : 


IGT. TI a ain tnisiicitsitsticeane inaietajeamieds 10, 600 tons 
ee 6, 000 tons 
ia neem 800 tons 
ON I a 200 tons 


Except where a ship has been lost, units of the different 
classes shall only be replaced at the end of a period of twenty 
years in the case of battleships and cruisers, and fifteen years 
in the case of destroyers and torpedo boats, counting from the 
launching of the ship. 

ARTICLE 191. 

The construction and acquisition of any submarine, even for 

commercial purposes, shall be forbidden in Germany. 
ARTICLE 192. 

The warships in commission of the German fleet must only 
have on board or in reserve the allowance of arms, munitions 
and war material fixed by the Principal Allied and Associated 
Powers. 

Within a month from the fixing of the quantities as above, 
arms, munitions and war material of all kinds, including mines 
and torpedoes, now in the hands of the German Government 
and in excess of the said quantities, shall be surrendered to the 
Governments of the said Powers at places to be indicated by 
them. Such arms, munitions and war material will be de- 
stroyed or rendered useless. 

All other stocks, depédts or reserves of arms, munitions or | 
naval war material of all kinds are forbidden. 

The manufacture in German territory and the export of these | 
articles to foreign countries shall be forbidden. 

ARTICLE 193. 

On the coming into force of the present Treaty Germany will 
forthwith sweep up the mines in the following areas in the 
North Sea to the eastward of longitude 4° 00’ E. of Greenwich: 

(1) Between parallels of latitude 53° 00’ N. and 59° 00’ N.; 
(2) To the northward of latitude 60° 30’ N. 

Germany must keep these areas free from mines. 

Germany must also sweep and keep free from mines such 
areas in the Baliic as may ultimately be notified by the Gov- 
ernments of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers. 

ARTICLE 194. 

The personnel of the German Navy shall be recruited entirely 
by voluntary engagements entered into for a minimum period 
of twenty-five consecutive years for officers and warrant ofli- | 
cers ; twelve consecutive years for petty officers and men. 

The number engaged to replace those discharged for any | 
reason before the expiration of their term of service must not 
exceed five per cent. per annum of the totals laid down in this | 
Section (Article 183). 

The personnel discharged from the Navy must not receive | 
any kind of naval or military training or undertake any further 
service in the Navy or Army. 

Officers belonging to the German Navy and not demobilised 
must engage to serve till the age of forty-five, unless discharged 
for sufficient reasons. | 

No officer or man of the German mercantile marine shall re- | 
ceive any training in the Navy. 

ARTICLE 195, 


In order to ensure free passage into the Baltic to all nations, 
Germany shall not erect any fortifications in the area comprised 
between latitudes 55° 27’ N. and 54° 00’ N. and longitudes 





vod ai 
9° 00’ E. and 16° 00’ E. of the meridian of Greenwich, nor instal 
nny guns commanding the maritime routes between the North 
Sea and the Baltic. The fortifications now existing in this area 
shali be demolished and the guns removed under the supervi- 
sion of the Allied Governments and in periods to be fixed by 
them. 

The German Government shall place at the disposal of the 
Governments of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers all 
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hydographical information now in its possession concerning 
the channels and adjoining waters between the Baltic and the 
North Sea. 

ARTICLE 196. 

All fortified works and fortifications, other than those men- 
tioned in Article 195 and in Part III (Political Clauses for 
Europe) Section XIII (Heligoland), now established within 
fifty kilometres of the German coast or on German islands off 
that coast shall be considered as of a defensive nature and may 
remain in their existing condition. 

No new fortifications shall be constructed within these limits. 
The armament of these defences shall not exceed, as regards 
the number and calibre of guns, those in position at the date of 
the coming into force of the present Treaty. The German Gov- 
ernment shall communicate forthwith particulars thereof to all 
the European Governments. 

On the expiration of a period of two months from the coming 
into force of the present Treaty the stocks of ammunition for 
these guns shall be reduced to and maintained at a maximum 
figure of fifteen hundred rounds per piece for calibres of 4.1- 
inch and under, and five hundred rounds per piece for higher 
ealibres, 

ARTICLE 197. 


During the three months following the coming into force of 
the present Treaty the German high-power wireless telegraphy 
stations at Nauen, Hanover and Berlin shall not be used for 
the transmission of messages concerning naval, military or 
political questions of interest to Germany or any State which 
has been allied to Germany in the war, without the assent of 
the Governments of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers. 
These stations may be used for commercial purposes, but only 
under the supervision of the said Governments, who will decide 
the wave-length to be used. 

During the same period Germany shall not build any more 
high-power wireless telegraphy stations in her own territory or 
that of Austria, Hungary, Bulgaria or Turkey. 

Section III. Air clauses. 
ARTICLE 198. 


The armed forces of Germany must not include any military 
or naval air forces, : 
Germany may, during a period not extending beyond the 1st 


| October, 1919, maintain a maximum number of one hundred 


seaplanés or flying boats, which shall be exclusively employed 


| in searching for submarine mines, shall be furnished with 
| the necessary equipment for this purpose, and shall in no case 


carry arms, munitions or bombs of any nature whatever. 

In addition to the engines installed in the seaplanes or flying 
boats above mentioned, one spare engine may be provided for 
each engine of each of these craft. 

No dirigible shall be kept. 

ARTICLE 199. 

Within two months from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty the personnel of the air forces on the rolls of the German 
land and sea forces shall be demobilised. Up to the 1st October, 
1919, however, Germany may keep and maintain a total number 
of one thousand men, including officers, for the whole of the 
cadres and personnel, flying and non-flying, of all formations 
and establishments. 

ARTICLE 200. 

Until the complete evacuation of German territory by the Al- 
lied and Associated troops, the aircraft of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers shall enjoy in Germany freedom of passage 


| through the air, freedom of transit and of landing. 


ARTICLE 201. 
During the six months following the coming into force of the 


| present Treaty, the manufacture and importation of aircraft, 


parts of aircraft, engines for aircraft, and parts of engines for 
aircraft, shall be forbidden in all German territory. 


ARTICLE. 202. ; 
On the coming into force of the present Treaty, all military 


| and naval aeronautical material, except the machines mentioned 
| in the second and third paragraphs of Article 198, must be de- 


livered to the Government of the Principal Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers. 

Delivery must be effected at such places as the said Govern- 
ments may select, and must be completed within three months. 

In particular, this material will include all items under the 
following heads which are or have been in use or were designed 
for warlike purposes: : 

Complete aeroplanes and seaplanes, as well as those being 
manufactured, repaired or assembled. 

Dirigibles able to take the air, being manufactured, repaired 
or assembled. . 





ARTICLE 216. 

From the time of their delivery into the hands of the German 
Authorities the prisoners of war and interned civilians are to be 
-eturned Without delay to their homes by the said Authorities. 

ssc amongst them who before the war were habitually resi- 
in territory occupied by the troops of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers are likewise to be sent to their homes, subject to 
the consent and control of the Military Authorities of the Allied 
and Associated armies of oceupation, 
ARTICLE 217. 

The whole cost of repatriation from the moment of starting 
shall be borne by the German Government who shall also pro- 
vide the land and sea transport and staff considered necessary 


} 


by the Commission referred to in article 215. 


deni 


ARTICLE 218. F 

Prisoners of war and interned civilians awaiting dispesal or 
undergoing sentence for offences against discipline shall be 
repatriated irrespective of the completion of their sentence or 
of the proceedings pending against them. 

This stipulation shall not apply to prisoners of war and in- 
terned civilians punished fer offences committed subsequent to 
May ist, 1919. 

Turing the period pending their repatriation all prisoners of 

r and interned civilians shall remain subject to the existing 

ations, more especially as regards work and discipline. 
ARTICLE 219. 

Priseners ef war and interned civilians who are awaiting 
disposal or undergeing sentence for offences other than those 
discipline may be detained. 

ARTICLE 220. 

The German Government undertakes to admit to its territory 
without distinction all persons liable to repatriation. 

Prisoners of war or other German nationals who do net de- 
sire to be repatriated may be excluded from repatriation; but 
the Allied and Associated Governments reserve to themselves 
the right either to repatriate them or to take them to a neutral 
country or to allow them to reside in their own territories. 

The German Government undertakes not to institute any ex- 
cepiional proceedings against these persons or their families 
nor to take any repressive or vexatious nreasures of any kind 
whatsoever against them on this account. 

ARTICLE 221. 

The Allied and Asseciated Governments reserve the right to 
make the repatriation of German prisoners of war or German 
nationals in their hands conditienal upon the immediate noti- 
fication and release by the German Government of any prisoners 
of war who are nationals of the Allied and Associated Powers 
may still be in Germany. 


Arainst 
adsaiist 


ana 
ARTICLE 222. 

Gerinany undertakes: 

1. To give every facility to the Conmmissions to enquire into 
the 
missions with all necessary means of transport; to allow them 
access to camps, prisons, hospitals and all other places; and to 
place at their disposal all documents, whether public or private 
which would facilitate their enquiries. 

~. To impose penalties upon any German Officials or private 
persons who haye concealed the presence of any nationals of 
any of the Allied and Associated Powers or have neglected to 
reveal the presence of any such after it had come to their 
knowledge. 


999 
wow. 


ARTICLE 


Germany undertakes to restore without delay from the date 


he coming into force of the present Treaty all articles, 
noney, securities and documents which have belonged to na- 


tion: 


ls of the Allied and Associated Powers and which have been 
retained by the German authorities. 
ARTICLE 224. 
High Contracting Parties waive reciprocally all repay- 
of sums due for the maintenance of prisoners of war in 
their respective territories. 


The 


ine! 


Section IT. Graves, 
ARTICLE 225, 

The Allied and Associated Governments and the German 
Government will cause to be respected and maintained the 
graves of the soldiers and sailors buried in their respective 
territories. 

They agree to recognise any Commission appointed by an 
Allied or Associated Government for the purpose of identifying, 


cases of those whe cannot be traced; to furnish such Com- | 
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registering, caring for or erecting suitable memorials over the 
said graves and toe facilitate the discharge of its duties. 

Furthermore they agree to afferd, so far as the provisions of 
their laws and the requirements of public health allow, every 
facility for giving effect to requests that the bodies of their 
soldiers and sailors may be transferred to their own country. 

ARTICLE 226. 

The graves of prisoners of war and interned civilians who are 
nationals of the different belligerent States and have died in cap- 
tivity shall be properly maintained in accordance with Article 
225 of the present Treaty. 

The Allied and Associated Governments on the one part and 
the German Government on the other part reciprocally under- 
take also to furnish to each other: 

1. A complete list of those who have died together with all 
information useful for identification ; 

2. All information as to the number and position of the graves 
ef all those who have been buried without identification. 

PART VII. 
PENALTIES. 
ARTICLE 227. 

The Allied and Associated Powers publicly arraign William IT 
of Hohenzollern, formerly German Emperor, for a supreme 
offence against international morality and the sanctity of 
treaties. 

A special tribunal will be constituted to try the accused, there- 
by assuring him the guarantees essential to the right of defence. 
It will be composed of five judges, one appointed by each of the 
following Powers: namely, the United States of America, Great 

3ritain, France, lialy and Japan. 

In its decision the tribunal will be guided by the highest 
motives of international policy, with a view to vindicating the 
solemn obligations of internatienal undertakings and the validity 
of international morality. It will be its duty to fix the punish- 
ment which it considers should be imposed. 

The Allied and Associated Powers will address a request to the 
Government of the Netherlands for the surrender to them of the 
ex-Emperor in order that he may be put on trial. 

ARTICLE 228. 

The German Government recognises the right of the Allied 
and Asseeiated Powers to bring before military tribunals persons 
accused of having committed acts in violation of the laws and 
customs of war. Such persens shall, if found guilty, be sen- 
tenced te punishments laid down by military law. This provi- 
sion will apply notwithstanding any proceedings.or prosecution 
before a tribunal in Germany or in the territory of her allies. 

The German Government shall hand over to the Allied and 
Associated Powers, or to such one of them as shall so request, 
all persons accused of having committed an act in violation of 
the laws and customs of war, who are specified either by name 
or by the rank, office or employment which they held under the 
German authorities. 


ey 


ARTICLE 229. 

Persons guilty of criminal acts against the nationals of one of 
the Allied and Associated Powers will be brought before the mili- 
tary tribunals of that Power. 

Persons guilty of criminal acts against the nationals of more 
than one of the Allied and Associated Powers will be breught 
before military tribunals composed of members of the military 
tribunals of the Powers concerned. 

In every case the accused will be entitled to name his own 
counsel. 

ArTicLre 230. 

The German Government undertakes to furnish all docwnents 
and information of every kind, the productien of which may be 
considered necessary to ensure the full knowledge of the in- 
criminating acts, the discovery of offenders and the just appre- 
ciation of responsibility. 

PART VIII. 
REPARATION, 
Section I. General provisions. 
Arricig 231. 

The Allied and Associated Governments affirm and Germany 
accepts the responsibility of Germany and her Allies for causing 
all the loss and damage io which the Allied and Associated Gov- 
ernments and their nationals have been subjected as a conse- 
quence of the war iunpesed upon them by the aggression of Ger- 
many and her Allies. 

ARTICLE 232. 

The Allied and Associated Governments recognize that the 
resources of Germany are net adequate, after taking into ae- 
count permanent diminutions of such resources which will re- 
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sult from other provisions of the present Treaty, to make com- 
plete reparation for all such loss and damage. 

The Allied and Associated Governments, however, require, 
and Germany undertakes, that she will make compensation for 
all damage done to the civilian population of the Allied and 
Associated Powers and to their property during the period of 
the belligerency of each as an Allied or Associated Power 
against Germany by such aggression by land, by sea and from 
the air, and in general all damage as defined in Annex I hereto. 

In accordance with Germany’s pledges, already given, as to 
complete restoration for Belgium, Germany undertakes, in addi- 
tion to the compensation for damage elsewhere in this Cbapter 
provided for, as a consequence of the violation of the Treaty of 
1839, to make reimbursement of all sums which Belgium has 
borrowed from the Allied and Associated Governments up to 
November 11, 1918, together with interest at the rate of five 
per cent. (5%) per annum on such sums. This amount shall be 
determined by the Reparation Commission, and the German 
Government undertakes thereupon forthwith to make a special 
issue of bearer bonds to an equivalent amount payable in marks 
gold, on May Ist, 1926, or, at the option of the German Govern- 
ment, on the 1st of May in any year up to 1926. Subject to the 
foregoing, the form of such bonds shall be determined by the 
Reparation Commission. Such bonds shall be handed over to 


.the Reparation Commission, which has authority to take and 


acknowledge receipt thereof on behalf of Belgium. 
ARTICLE 233. 

The amount of the above damage for which compensation is 
to be made by Germany shall be determined by an Inter-Allied 
Commission, to be called the Reparation Commission and consti- 
tuted in the form and with the powers set forth hereunder and 
in Annexes II to VII inclusive hereto. 

This Commission shall consider the claims and give to the 
German Government a just opportunity to be heard. 

The findings of the Commission as to the amount of damage 
defined as above shall be concluded and notified to the German 
Government on or before the 1st May, 1921, as representing the 
extent of that Government’s obligations. 

The Commission shall concurrently draw up a schedule of 
payments prescribing the time and manner for securing and dis- 
charging the entire obligation within a period of thirty years 
from the 1st May, 1921. If, however, within the period men- 
tioned, Germany fails to discharge her obligations, any balance 
remaining unpaid may, within the discretion of the Commission, 
be postponed for settlement in subsequent years, or may be 
handled otherwise in such manner as the Allied and Associated 
Governments, acting in accordance with the procedure laid 
down in this Part of the present Treaty, shall determine. 

ARTICLE 234. 

The Reparation Commission shall after the 1st May, 1921, 
from time to time, consider the resources and capacity of Ger- 
many and, after giving her representatives a just opportunity 
to be heard, shall have discretion to extend the date, and to 
modify the form of payments, such as are to be provided for 
in accordance with Article 233: but not to cancel any part, 
except with the specific authority of the several Governments 
represented upon the Commission, 

ARTICLE 235. 

In order to enable the Allied and Associated Powers to pro- 
ceed at once to the restoration of their industrial and economic 
life, pending the full determination of their claims, Germany 
shall pay in such instalments and in such manner (whether in 
gold, commodities, ships, securities or otherwise) as the Repara- 
tion Commission may fix, during 1919, 1920, and the first four 
months of 1921, the equivalent of 20,000,000,000 gold marks. 

Out of this sum the expenses of the armies of occupation sub- 
sequent to the armistice of the 11th November, 1918, shall first 
be met, and such supplies of food and raw materials as may 
be judged by the Governments of the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers to be essential to enable Germany to meet 
her obligations for reparation may also, with the approval of 
the said Governments, be paid for out of the above sum. The 
balance shall be reckoned towards liqnidation of the amounts 
due for reparation. 

Germany shall further deposit bonds as prescribed in Para- 
graph 12 (c) of Annex ITI hereto. 

ARTICLE 236. 


Germany further agrees to the direct application of her 
economic resources to reparation as specified in Annexes III, 
IV, V, and VI, relating respectively to merchant shipping, to 
physical restoration and to coal and derivatives of coal, and 
to dyestuffs and other chemical products; provided, always 
that the value of the property transferred and any services 





rendered by her under these Annexes, assessed in the manner 
therein prescribed, shall be credited to her towards liquidation 
of her obligations under the above articles. 

ARTICLE 237. 

The succcessive instalments, including the above sum, paid 
over by Germany in satisfaction of the above claims will be 
divided by the Allied and Associated Governments in propor- 
tions which have been.determined upon by them in advance 
on a basis of general equity and of the rights of each. 

For the purposes of this division the value of property trans- 
ferred and services rendered under Article 243, and under 
Annexes III, IV, V, VI, and VII, shall be reckoned in the same 
manner as cash payments effected in that year. 


ARTICLE 238. 


In addition to the payments mentioned above Germany shall 
effect, in accordance with the procedure laid down by the 
Reparation Commission, restitution in cash of- cash taken 
away, seized or sequestrated, and also restitution of animals, 
objects of every nature and securities taken away, seized or 
sequestrated, in the cases in which it proves possible to identify 
them in territory belonging to Germany or her Allies. 

Until this procedure is laid down, restitution will continue 
in accordance with the provisions of the Armistice of 11th of 
November 1918S and its Renewals and the Protocols thereto. 


ARTICLE 239. 
Germany undertakes to make forthwith the restitution con- 


templated by Article 238 and to make the payments and de- 
liveries contemplated by Articles 233, 234, 235 and 236. 
ARTICLE 240. 

Germany recognizes the Commission provided for by Article 
233 as the same may be constituted by the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Governments in accordance with Annex II, and agrees 
irrevocably to the possession and exercise by such Commission 
of the power and authority given to it under the present 
Treaty. 

The German Government will supply to the Commission all 
the information which the Commission may require relative 
to the financial situation and operations and to the property, 
productive capacity, and stocks and current production of raw 
materials and manufactured articles of Germany and her na- 
tionals, and further any information relative to military opera- 
tions which in the judgment of the Commission may be necessary 
for the assessment of Germany’s liability for reparation as de- 
fined in Annex I. 

The German Government will accord to the members of the 
Commission and its authorised agents the same rights and 
immunities as are enjoyed in Germany by duly accredited 
diplomatic agents of friendly Powers. 

Germany further agrees to provide for the salaries nnd ex- 
penses of the Commission and of such staff as it may employ. 


ARTICLE 241. 

Germany undertakes to pass, issue, and maintain in force 
any legislation, orders, and decrees that may be necessary to 
give complete effect to these provisions. 

ARTICLE 242. 

The provisions of this Part of the present Treaty do not 
apply to. the property, rights and interests referred to in Sec- 
tions III and IV of Part X (Economic Clauses of the present 
Treaty, except so far as concerns any final balance in favour 
of Germany under Article 243 (a). 


ARTICLE 243. 


The following shall be reckoned as credits to Germany in re- 
spect to her reparation obligations :— 

(a) Any final balance in favour of Germany under Sections 
III and IV of Part X (Economic Clauses) and Section V (Alsace- 
Lorraine) of Part III (Political Clauses for Europe). 

(vb) Amounts due to Germany in respect of transfers under 
Part IX (Financial Clauses), Part XII (Ports, Waterways and 
Railways) and Section IV (Saar Basin) of Part III (Political 
Clauses in Europe). 

(c) Amounts which in the judgment of the Reparation Com- 
mission should be credited to Germany on account of any other 
transfers under the present Treaty of property, rights, con- 
cessions or other interests. 

In no case however shall credit be given for property restored 
in accordance with Article 238. 


ARTICLE 244. 


The transfer of the German submarine cables wiich do not 
form the subject of particular provisions of the present Treaty 
is regulated by Annex VII hereto. 
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ANNEX I. 


may be claimed from Germany under Article 
pect of the total damage under the following 


. Damage to injured persons and to surviving dependents by 
per | injury to or death of civilians caused by acts of war, 
including bombardments or other attacks on land, on sea, or 
from the air, and all the direct consequeaces thereof, and of all 
operations of war by the two groups of belligerents wherever 


arising, 

2. Damage caused by Germany or her allies to civilian vic- 
tims ef acts of crueity; violence or maltreatment (including in- 
i t consequence of imprisonment, de- 
or evacuation, of exposure at sea or of 
* by Germany or her allies), wherever 

viving dependents of such victims. 
Germany or her allies in their own 


r invaded territory to civilian victims 
Ith 


eaita 


or capacity to work, or to honour, 
dependents of such victims. 
kind of maltreatment of prisoners 


5. As damage caused to the peoples of the Allied and Asso- 
ted Powers, all pensions and compensations in the nature of 
ons to naval and military victims of war (including mem- 

rs of the air whether mutilated, wounded, sick or 
nvalided, and to the dependents of such victims, the amount 
io the Allied and Associated Governments being calculated 
for each of them as being the capitalised cost of such pensions 
and at the date of the coming into force of the 
is of the scales in force in France at 


1orees ), 


due 


and dependents. 

7. Allowances by the Governments of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers to the families and dependents of mobilised 
persons or persons serving with the forces, the amount due to 
them for each calendar year in which hostilities occurred being 
calculated for each Government on the basis of the average scale 
for such payments in force in France during that year. 

8. Damage caused to civilians by being forced by Germany 
or her allies to labour without just remuneration. 

9. Damage in respect of all property wherever situated be- 
longing to any of the Allied or Associated States or their na- 

with the exception of naval and military works .or 

ials, which has been carried off, seized, injured or de- 

stroyed by the acts of Germany or her allies on land, on sea 

or from the air, or damage directly in consequence of hostilities 
or of any operations of war. 

10. Damage in the form of levies, fines and other similar ex- 

tions imposed by Germany or her allies upon the civilian 
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referred to in 
ration Commission ”’ 
» Commission.” 
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Article shall be called 
and is hereinafter referred to 


° 


Delegates to 
United States 
Belgium and 
Delegate and also 
place 


will 


the Commission shall be nominated by the 
of America, Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan, 
Serbia. Each of these Powers will appoint one 
Assistant Delegate, who will take his 
in case of illness or necessary absence, but at other times 
only have the right to be present at proceedings without 
taking any part therein. On no occasion shall the Delegates of 
mere than five of the above Powers have the right to take part 
in the proceedings of the Commission and to record their votes. 
The Delegates of the United States, Great Britain, France and 
Italy shall have this right on all occasions. The Delegate of 
Belgium shall have this right on all occasions other than those 
referred to below. The Delegate of Japan shall have this right 

when questions relating to damage at sea, and 
arising under Article 260 of Part IX (Financial 
Clauses) in which Japanese interests are concerned, are under 
ration. The Delegate of the Serb Croat and Slovene 
State shall have this right when questions relating to Austria, 
Hungary or Bulgaria are under consideration. 

Each Government represented on the Commission shall have 
the right to withdraw therefrom upon twelve months’ notice 
filed with the Commission and confirmed in the course of the 
sixth month after the date of the original notice, 


one 


on occasions 


questions 


consid 











» 
”. 

Such of the other Allied and Associated Powers as may be 
interested shall have the right to appoint a Delegate to be pres- 
ent and act as Assessor only while their respective claims and 
interests are under examination or discussion, but without the 
right to vote. 

4, 

In case of the death, resignation or recall of any Delegate, 
Assistant Delegate or Assessor, a suecessor to him shall be 
nominated as soon as possible. 


eo. 


The Commission will have its principal permanent Bureau in 
Paris and will hold its first meeting in Paris as soon as prac- 
ticable after the coming into force of the present Treaty, and 
thereafter will meet in such place or places and at such time 
as it may deem convenient and as may be necessary for the 
most expeditious discharge of its duties. 

6. 

At its first meeting the Commission shall elect from among 
the Delegates referred to above a Chairman and a Vice-Chair- 
man, who shall hold office for one year and shall be eligible 
for re-election. If a vacancy in the Chairmanship or Vice-Chair- 
manship should occur during the annual period, the Commission 
shall proceed to a new election for the remainder of the said 
period. 

7 

The Commission is authorised to appoint all necessary offi- 
cers, agents and employees who may be required for the execu- 
tion of its functions, and to fix their remuneration; to consti- 


h date. | tute committees, whose members need not necessarily be mem- 
G6. The cost of assistance by the Governments of the Allied | 
and Associated Powers to prisoners of war and to their families | 


bers of the Commission, and to take all executive steps neces- 
sary for the purpose of discharging its duties; and to delegate 
authority and discretion to officers, agents and committees. 

8. 


All proceedings of the Commission shall be private, unless, en 
particular occasions, the Commission shall otherwise determine 
for special reasons. 

9. 


The Commission shall be required, if the German Government 
so desire, to hear, within a period which it will fix from time 
to time, evidence and arguments on the part of Germany on 
any question connected with her capacity to pay. 

10. 


The Commission shall consider the claims and give to the 
German Government a just opportunity to be heard, but not to 
take any part whatever in the decisions of the Commission. 
The Commission shall afford o similar opportunity to the allies 
of Germany, when it shall consider that their interests are in 
question. 

na. 


The Commission shali not be bound by any particular code or 
rules of law or by any particular rule of evidenee or of pro- 
cedure, but shall be guided by justice, equity and good faith. 
Its decisions must follow the same principles and rules in all 
-ases Where they are applicable. It will establish rules relat- 
ing to methods of proof of claims. It may act on any trust- 
worthy modes of computation. 

12. 

The Commission shall have all the powers conferred upon it, 
and shall exercise all the functions assigned to it by the present 
Treaty. 

The Commission shall in general have wide latitude as to its 
control and handling of the whole reparation problem as dealt 
with in this part of the present Treaty and shall have authority 
to interpret its provisions. Subject to the provisions of the 
present Treaty, the Commission is constituted by the several 
Allied and Associated Goveriments referred to in paragraphs 2 
and 3 above as the exclusive agency of the said Governments 
respectively for receiving, selling, holding, and distributing 
the reparation payments to be made by Germany under this 
Part of the present Treaty. The Commission must comply with 
the following conditions and provisions :— 

(a) Whatever part of the full amount of the proved claims is 
not paid in gold, or in ships, securities, and commodities or 
otherwise, Germany shall be required, under such conditions 
as the Commission may determine, to cover by way of guarantee 
by an equivalent issue of bonds, obligations or otherwise, in 
order to constitute an acknowledgment of the said part of the 
debt ; 
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(>) In periodically estimating Germany’s capacity to pay, 
the Commission shall exumine the German system of taxation, 
first to the end that the sums for reparation which Germany 
is required to pay shall become a charge upon all her revenues 
prior to that for the service or discharge of any domestic loan, 
and secondly, so-as to satisfy itself that, in general, the German 
scheme of taxation is fully as heavy proportionately as that of 
any of the Powers represented on the Commission. 

(c) In order to facilitate and continue the immediate restora- 
tion of the economic life of the Allied and Associated countries, 
the Commission will as provided in Article 235 take from Ger- 
many by way of security for and acknowledgment of her debt 
a first instalment of gold bearer bonds free of all taxes or 
charges of every descriptivun established or to be established by 
the Government of the German Empire or of the German States, 
or by any authority subject to them; these bonds will be de- 
livered on account and in three portions, the marks gold being 
payable in conformity with Article 262 of Part IX (Financial 
Clauses) of the present Treaty as follows: 

1. To be issued forthwith 20,000,000,000 Marks gold bearer 
bonds, payable not later than the 1st May, 1921, without interest. 
There shall be specially applied towards the amortisation of 
these bonds the payments which Germany is pledged to make in 
conformity with Article 235, after deduction of the sums used 


for the reimbursement of expenses of the armies of occupation | 
Such bonds | 


and for payment of foodstuffs and raw materials. 
as have not been redeemed by the 1st May, 1921, shall then be 


exchanged for new bonds of the same type as those provided | 


fer below (Paragraph 12, e, 2). 


2. To be issued forthwith, further 40,000,000,000 Marks gold 
bearer bonds, bearing interest at 24 per cent. per annum be- | 
tween 1921 and 1926, and thereafter at 5 per cent. per annum | 


with an additional 1 per cent. for amortisation beginning in 
1926 on the whole amount of the issue. 

3. To be delivered forthwith a covering undertaking in writ- 
ing to issue when, but not until, the Commission is satisfied 
that Germany can meet such interest and sinking fund .obliga- 
tions, a further instalment of +40,000,000,000 Marks gold 5 per 
cent. bearer bonds, the time and mode of payment of principle 
and interest to be determined by the Commission. 

The dates for payment of interest, the manner of applying 


the amortisation fund, and all other questions relating to the | 


issue, Management, and regulation of the hond issue shall be 
determined by the Comm ission from time to time. 


Further-issues by way of acknowledgment and security may | 


be required as the Comission subsequently determines from 
time to time. 


(d) In the event of bonds, obligations, or other evidence of | 
Germany by way of security for or | 


indebtedness issued by 


acknowledgment of her reparation debit being disposed of 


outright, not by way of pledge, to persons ether than the | 
several Governments in whose favour Germany's original repara- | 


tion indebtedness was created, an amount of such reparation 
indebtedness: shall be deemed to be extinguished corresponding 
to the nominal value ef the bonds, etc., so disposed of outright, 
and the obligation of Germany in respect of such bonds, shall 
be confined to her liabilities to the holders of the bonds, as 
expressed upon their face. 

(e) The damage for repairing, reconstructing and rebuilding 
property in the invaded and devastated districts, including re- 
installation of furniture, machinery and other equipment, will 


be calculated according to the cost at the dates when the work /and in general such other measures as the respective Govern- 


| ments may determine to be necessary in the circumstances. 


is done. 

(f) Decisions of the Commission relating to the total or par- 
tial cancelation of the capital or interest of any verified debt 
of Germany must be accompanied by a statement of its reasons, 

13. 

As to voting, the Commission will observe the following rules: 

When a deeision of the Commission is taken, the votes of all 
the Delegates entitled to vete, or in the absence of any of | 
them, of their Assistant Delegates, shall be recorded. Absten- 
tion from voting is to be treated as a vote against the proposal 
under discussion. Assessors have no vote. 

On the following questions unanimity is necessary: 

(a) Questions involving the sovereignty of any of+the Allied | 
and Associated Powers, or the cancellation of the whole or any 
part of the debt or obligations of Germany. 

(b) Questions of determining the amount and conditions of | 
bonds or other obligations to be issued by the German Govern- | 
ment and of fixing the time and manner for selling, negotiating ! 
or distributing such bonds. 

(c) Any postponement, total or partial, beyond the end of 
1930, of the payment of instalments falling due between the 1st 
May, 1921, and the end of 1926 inclusive. 
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(d@) Any postponement, total-or partial, of any instalment 
falling due after 1926 for a period exceeding three years. 

(¢e) Questions of applying in any particular case a method of 
measuring damages different from that which has been pre- 
viously applied in a similar case. 

(f) Questions of the interpretation of the provisions of this 
Part of the present Treaty. 

All other questions shall be decided by the vote of a majority. 

In case of any difference of opinion among the Delegates, 
which cannot be solved by reference to their Governments, 
upon the question whether a given case is one which requires 
a unanimous vote for its decision or not, such difference shall be 
referred to the immediate arbitration of some impartial person 
to be agreed upon by the Governments, whese award the Allied 
and Associated Governments agree to accept. 


14. 


Decisions of the Commission, in accerdance with the powers 
eonferred upon it, shall forthwith become binding and may be 
put in to immediate execution without further proceedings. 

15. 
| ‘The Commission will issue to each of the interested Powers, 
in such form as the Commission shall fix :— 

1. A certificate stating that it holds for the account of the 
said Power bonds of the issues mentioned above, the said cer- 
tificate, on the demand of the Power concerned, being divisible 
| in a number of parts not exceeding five; 

2. From time to time certificates stating the goods delivered 
by Germany on account of her reparation debt which it holds for 
the account of the said Power. 

The said certificates shall be registered, and upon notice to 
the Commission, may be transferred by endorsement. 

When bonds are issued for sale or negotiation, and when 
goods are delivered by the Commission, certificates to an 
equivalent value must be withdrawn. 


16. 


Interest shall be debited to Germany as from ist May, 1921, 
in respect hereto as determined by the Commission, after 
allowing for sums already covered by cash payments or their 
| equivalent, by bonds issued to the Commission, or under Article 
243. The rate of interest shall be 5 per cent, unless the Com- 
mission shall determine at some future time that citcumstances 
' 





| justify a variation of this rate. 
The Commission, in fixing on Ist May, 1921, the total amount 
| of the debt of Germany, may take account of interest due on 
| sums arising out of the reparation of material damage as from 
11th November, 1918, up to Ist May, 1921. 

17. 

In case of default by Germany in the performance of any 
obligation under this Part of the present Treaty, the Commis- 
| sion will forthwith give netice of such default to each of the 
| interested Powers and may make such recommendations as to 
the action to be taken in consequence of such default as it 
may think necessary. 


18. 
The measures which the Allied and Associated Powers shall 


| have the right to take, in case of voluntary default by Ger- 


many, and which Germany agrees not to regard as acts of war, 
may include economic and financial prohibitions and reprisals 


19. 


Payments required to be made in gold or its equivalent on. 
account of the proved claims of the Allied and Associated 
Powers may at any time be accepted by the Commission in the 
form of chattels, properties, commodities, businesses, rights, 
concessions, within or without German territory, ships, bonds, 


| shares, or securities of any kind, or currencies of Germany or 


other States, the value of such substitutes for gold being fixed 


| at a fair and just amount by the Commission itseif. 


20. 
The Commission, in fixing or accepting payment in specified 


| properties or rights, shall have due regard for any legal or 
| equitable interests of the Allied and Associated Powers or of 
| neutral Powers or of their nationals therein. 


21. 

No member of the Commission shall be responsible, except to 
the Government appointing him, for any action or omission as 
such member. No one of the Allied or Associated Governments 
assumes any responsibility in respect of any other Government. 
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Subject to the provisions of the present Treaty this Annex 
may be amended by the unanimous decision of the Governments 
represented from time to time upon the Commission. 

23. 

When all the amounts due from Germany and her allies under 
the present Treaty or the decisions of the Commission have been 
discharged and all sums received, or their equivalents, shall 
have been distributed to the Powers interested, the Commission 
shall be dissolved, 

ANNEX III. 
i. 


Germany recognises the right of the Allied and Associated 
Powers to the replacement, ton for ton (gross tonnage) and 
class for class, of all merchant ships and fishing boats lost or 
damaged owing to the war. 

Nevertheless, and in spite of the fact that the tonnage of Ger- 
man shipping at present in existence is much less than that lost 
by the Allied and Associated Powers in consequence of the Ger- 
man aggression, the right thus recognised will be enforced on 
German ships and boats under the following conditions: 

The German Government on behalf of themselves and so as 
to bind all other persons interested, cede to the Allied and 
Associated Governments the property in all the German mer- 
chant ships which are of 1,600 tons gross and upwards; in one- 
half, reckoned in tonnage, of the ships which are between 1,000 
tons and 1,600 tons gross; in one-quarter, reckoned in tonnage, 
of the steam trawlers; and in one-quarter, reckoned in tonnage, 
of the other fishing boats, i 

9 

The German Government will, within two months of the com- 
ing into force of the present Treaty, deliver to the Reparation 
Commission all the ships and boats mentioned in Paragraph I. 

3. 


The ships and boats mentioned in Paragraph I include all 
ships and boats which (a) fly, or may be entitled to fly, the 
German merchant flag; or (b) are owned by any German 
national, company or corporation or by any company or corpora- 
tion belonging to a country other than an Allied or Associated 
country and under the control or direction of German na- 
tionals; or (c) which are now under construction (1) in Ger- 
many, (2) in other than Allied or Associated countries for the 
account of any German national, company, or corporation. 


4. 


For the purpose of providing documents of title for the ships 
and boats to be handed over as above mentioned, the German 
Government will: 

(a) Deliver to the Reparation Commission in respect of each 
vessel a bill of sale or other document of title evidencing the 
transfer to the Commission of the entire property in the vessel, 
free from all encumbrances, charges and liens of all kinds, as 
the Commission may require ; 

(0) Take all measures that may be indicated by the Repara- 
tion Commission for ensuring that the ships themselves shall be 
placed at its disposal. 


5. 


As an additional part of reparation, Germany agrees to cause 
merchant ships to be built in German yards for the account of 
the Allied and Associated Governments as follows: 

(a) Within three months of the coming into force of the pres- 
ent Treaty, the Reparation Commission will notify to the Ger- 
mai Government the amount of tonnage to be laid down in 
German shipyards in each of the two years next succeeding the 
three months mentioned above; 

(b) Within twenty-four months of the coming into force of 
the present Treaty, the Reparation Commission will notify to 
the German Government the amount of tonnage to be laid down 
in each of the three years following the two years mentioned 
above > 

(c) The amount of tonnage to be laid down in each year shall 
not exceed 200,000 tons, gross tonnage; 

(d) The specifications of the ships to be built, the conditions 
under which they are to be built and delivered, the price per ton 
at which they are to be accounted for by the Reparation Commis- 
sion, and all other questions relating to the accounting, order- 
ing, building and delivery of the ships, shall be determined by 
the Commission. 

6. 


Germany undertakes to restore in kind and in normal condi- 
tion of upkeep to the Allied and Associated Powers, within two 
months of the coming into force of the present Treaty, in accord- 
ance with procedure to be laid down by the Reparation Commis- 
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sion, any boats and other movable appliances belonging to inland 
navigation which since the 1st August, 1914, have by any means 
whatever come into her possession or into the possession of her 
nationals, and which can be identified. 

With a view to make good the loss in inland navigation ton- 
nage, from whatever cause arising, which has been incurred 
during the war by the Allied and Associated Powers, and which 
cannot be made good by means of the restitution prescribed 
above, Germany agrees to cede to the Reparation Commission a 
portion of the German river fleet up to the amount of the loss 
mentioned above, provided that such cession shall not exceed 20 
= of the river fleet as it existed on the 11th November, 
1918. 

The conditions of this cession shall be settled by the Arbi- 
trators referred to in Article 339 of Part XII (Ports, Waterways 
and Railways) of the present Treaty, who are charged with the 
settlement of difficulties relating to the apportionment of river 
tonnage resulting from the new international régime applicable 
to certain river systems or from the territorial changes affecting 
those systems. 

7. 


Germany agrees to take any measures that may be indicated 
to her by the Reparation Commission for obtaining the full 
title to the property in all ships which have during the war 
been transferred, or are in process of transfer, to neutral flags, 
without the consent of the Allied and Associated Governments, 


8. 


Germany waives all claims ef any description against the 
Allied and Associated Governments and their nationals in re- 
spect of the detention, employment, loss or damage of any 
German ships or boats, exception being made of payments due 
in respect of the employment of ships in conformity with the 
Armistice Agreement of the 13th January, 1919, and subsequent 
Agreements. 

The handing over of the ships of the German mercantile ma- 
rine must be continued without interruption in accordance with 
the said agreement. 

9. 


Germany waives all claims to vessels or cargoes sunk by 
or in consequence of naval action and subsequently salved, in 
which any of the Allied or Associated Governments or their 
nationals may have any interest either as owners, charterers, 
insurers or otherwise, notwithstanding any decree of condemna- 
tion which may have been made by a Prize Court of Germany or 
of her Allies. 

ANNEX IV. 
a. 


The Allied and Associated Powers require, and Germany un- 
dertakes, that in part satisfaction of her obligations expressed 
in this Part of the present Treaty she will, as hereinafter pro- 
vided, devote her economic resources directly to the physical 
restoration of the invaded areas of the Allied and Associated 
Powers, to the extent that these Powers may determine. 


9 
~- 


The Allied and Associated Governments may file with the 
Reparation Commission lists showing: 

(a) Animals, machinery, equipment, tools and like articles of 
a commercial character, which have been seized, consumed or 
destroyed by Germany or destroyed in direct consequence of 
military operations, and which such Governments, for the pur- 
pose of meeting immediate and urgent needs, desire to have re- 
placed by animals and articles of the same nature which are in 
being in German territory at the date of the coming into force 
of the present Treaty ; 

(bv) Reconstruction materials (stones, bricks, refractory 
bricks, tiles, wood, window-glass, steel, lime, cement, etc.), 
machinery, heating apparatus, furniture, and like articles of a 
commercial character which the said Governments desire to 
have produced and manufactured in Germany and delivered to 
them te permit of the restoration of the invaded areas, 


3. 


The lists relating to the Articles mentioned in 2 (@) above 
shall be filed within sixty days after the date of the coming into 
force of the present Treaty. The lists relating to the articles 
in 2 (b) above shall be filed on or before the 31st December, 
1919. The lists shall contain all such details as are customary 
in commercial contracts dealing with the subject matter, includ- 
ing specifications, dates of delivery (but not extending over 
more than four years), and places of delivery, but net price 
or value, which shall be fixed as hereinafter provided by the 
Commission, 
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Immediately upon the filing of such lists. with: the Commission, 
the Commission shall consider the amount and number of the 
materials and animals mentioned in the lists provided for above 
which are to be required of Germany. In reaching a decision 
on this matter the Commission shall take into: aceount such 
domestic requirements of Germany as it deems essential for 
the maintenance of Germany’s social and economic: life, the 
prices and dates at which similar articles can’ be obtained in 
the Allied and Associated: countries as compared with those to 
be fixed for German articles, and the general interest of the 
Allied and: Associated Governments that the industrial life of 
Germany be not so disorganised as to affect adversely the 
ability of Germany to perform the other acts of reparation 
stipulated for. Machinery, equipment, tools and like articles 
of a commercial character in actual industrial use are not, how- 
ever, to: be demanded of Germany unless there is no free stock 
of such articles respectively which is not in use and is avail- 
able, and then net in exeess of thirty per cent, of the quantity 
of such articles in use im any one establishment or undertaking. 

The Commission shall give representatives of the German 
Government an opportunity and a time to be heard as to their 
capacity to furnish the said materials, articles and animals. 
The: decision of the Commission shall thereupon and at the 
earliest possible moment be communicated to the German Govy- 
ernment and to the several interested Allied and Associated 
Governments. The German Government undertakes to deliver 
the materials, articles and animals as specified in the said com- 
munication, and the interested Allied and Associated Govern- 
ments severally agree te accept the same, provided they con- 
form to the specification: given, or are not, in the judgment of 
the Commission, unfit to be utilized in. the work of reparation. 


5. 


The Commission shall. determine the value to be attributed 
to the materials, articles and animals to be delivered in ac- 
cordance with the foregoing, and the Allied or Associated Power 
receiving the same agrees to be charged with such value, and 
the ameunt thereof shall be treated as a payment by Germany. 
to be divided in accordance with Article 237. of this: Part of the 
present Treaty. 

In. cases where the right to require: physical. restoration as 
above provided is. exercised, the Commission: shall; ensure that 
the amount to be credited against the reparation obligation of 
Germany shall be the fair value of werk done or materials sup- 
plied by Germany, and that the claim made by the interested 
Power in respect of the damage so repaired by physical restora- 
tion shall be discharged to, the extent of the proportion which 
the damage thus repaired bears to the whole of the damage thus 
claimed for. 

6. 


As an immediate advance on aceount of the animals referred 
to in paragraph 2 (a) above, Germany undertakes to deliver-in 
equal monthly instalments in the three months following the 
coming into force of the present Treaty, the following quanti- 
ties of live stock: 


1. To the Freneh Government. 


500. stallions (3 to 7 years). 
30, 000 fillies and: mares. (18 months to 7 years) Type: Arden- 
nais, Boulopnais or Belgian. 

2,000 bulls (18 months to 3 years), 
90, 000 milch cows (2 to 6 years). 

1,000. rams, 
100, 000. sheep. 

10, 000. goats. 


2: To the Belgian Government. 


200 stallions (3 to 7 years), large Belgian type. 

5,000 mares (3 to 7 years), large Belgian type. 

5, 000 fillies (18 months to 3 years), large Belgian. type. 

2,000 bulls. (18 months to 3 years). 

50,.060: milch cows (2 to 6 years). 
40; 000: heifers. 
200 rams. 
20, 000 sheep. ° 
15,000. sows. 

The animals delivered shall be of average health and condi- 
tion. 

To the extent that animals so delivered cannot be identified. as 
animals, taken away or seized, the value of such animals shall 
be credited against the reparation obligations of Germany in 
accordance with Paragraph 5 of this Annex. 
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Without waiting for the decisions of the Commission referred 
to in paragraph 4 of this Annex to be taken, Germany must 
continue the delivery to France of the agricultural material 
referred to in Article III of the Renewal of the Armistice of 
16th January 1919. 

ANNEX V. 


1. 


Germany accords. the following options for the delivery of coal 
and derivatives of coal to the undermentioned signatories of the 


present Treaty. 
=> 


a 


Germany undertakes to deliver to France seven million tons 
of coal per year for ten years. In addition, Germany under- 
takes to deliver to France annually for a period not exceeding 
tem years an amount of coal equal to the difference between the 
annual production before the war of the coal mines of the Nord 
and Pas de Calais, destroyed as a result of the war, and the 
production of the mines of the same area during the years: in 
question: such delivery not to exceed twenty million tons in 
any one year of the first five years, and. eight million tons in 
any one year of the succeeding five years. 

It is understood that due diligence will be exercised in. the 
restoration of the destroyed mines in the Nord and the Pas de 
Calais. 

3. 


xermany undertakes to deliver to Belgium: eight million tons 
of coal annually for ten years. 
4, 
Germany undertakes to deliver to Italy up to the following 
quantities of coal: 
July 1919 to June 1920 
— 1920 iri h tt cisieniey sss 
— 1921 2 Eee 
— 1922 192 
— 1923 1924. 
and. each of the foHowing five years___ 
At least two-thirds of the-actual deliveries to be land-berne. 


5. 


* million 


tons, 


Germany further undertakes to deliver annually to Luxem- 
burg, if directed: by the Reparation Commission, a quantity. of 
coal equal to the pre-war annual. consumption. of German coal 
in. Luxemburg. 

6. 


The prices: to be paid for coal delivered: under these options 
shail be as follows: 

(a) For overland delivery, including delivery by barge, the 
German pithead price to German: nationals, plus tlie freight to 
French, Belgian, Italian or Luxemburg frontiers, provided that 
the pithead’ price does net exceed’ the pithead: price: ef British 
eoal for export. 

In the ease-of Belgian bunker coal) the price-shalf net exceed 
the Dutch bunker price. 

Railroad and barge tariffs shall not be: higher than 
lowest similar: rates paid in Germany. 

(b) For sea delivery, the: German export price f. o. b. the 
German ports, or the British expert price f. o. b. British ports, 
whichever may be lower. 


the 


t 


The Allied and Associated: Governments: interested: may de- 
mand: the delivery, im place of coal; of metallurgical coke in 
the proportiom of 3 tons of cole: to 4 tons: ef coal: 


& 


Germany undertakes to deliver to: Franee, and te transpert 
to the French frontier by rail or by water the following prod- 
ucts, during each of the three years following the coming into 
force of this Treaty’: 

Benzol 35, 00:tons, 
Coat tar 50; 009 tons. 
Sulphate of ammonia 30, 096 tons, 

All or part of the coal tar may, at the option of the French 
Government, be replaced by corresponding quantities of prod- 
ucts of distillation, such as light oils, heavy oils, anthracene, 
naphthaline,. or pitch: 

The price paid for coke and for the articles referred to in the 
preceding paragraph shall be the same as the price paid by 
German nationals under the same conditions of shipment te 
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the French frontier or to the German ports, and shall be 
subject to any advantages which may be accorded similar prod- 
ucts furnished to German nationals. 


10. 


The foregoing options shall be exercised through the inter- 
vention of the Reparation Commission, which, subject to the 
specific provisions hereof, shall have power to determine all 
questions relative to procedure and the qualities and quantities 
of products, the quantity of coke which may be substituted for 
coal, and the times and modes of delivery and payment, In 
giving notice to the German Government of the foregoing 
options the Commission shall give at least 120 days’ notice of 
deliveries to be made after the Ist January, 1920, and at least 
30 days’ notice of deliveries to be made between the coming 
into force of this Treaty and the ist January, 1920. Until 
Germany has received the demands referred to in this para- 
graph, the provision of the Protocol of 25th December, 1918 
(Execution of Article VI of the Armistice of 11th November, 
1918) remain in force. The notice to be given to the German 
Government of the exercise of the right of substitution ac- 
corded by paragraphs 7 and 8 shall be such as the Reparation 
Commission may consider sufficient. If the Commission shall 
determine that the full exercise of the foregoing options would 
interfere unduly with the industrial requirements of Germany, 
the Commission is authorised to postpone or to cancel deliv- 
eries, and in so doing to settle all questions of priority; but 
the coal to replace coal from destroyed mines shall receive 
priority over other deliveries. 

ANNEX VI. 
i. 


Germany accords to the Reparation Commission an option to 
require as part of reparation the delivery by Germany of such 
quantities and kinds of dyestuffs and chemical drugs as the 
Commission may designate, not exceeding 50 per cent. of the 
total stock of each and every kind of dyestuff and chemical 
drug in Germany or under German control at the date of the 
coming into force of the present Treaty. . 

This option shall be exercised within sixty days of the receipt 
by the Commission of such particulars as to stocks as may be 
considered necessary by the Commission. 


9 
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Germany further accords to the Reparation Commission an 
option to require delivery during the period from the date of 
the coming into force of the present Treaty until the 1st Janu- 
ary, 1920, and during each period of six months thereafter until 
the Ist January, 1925, of any specified kind of dyestuff and 
chemical drug up to an amount not exceeding 25 per cent. of 
the German production of such dyestuffs and chemical drugs 
during the previous six months period. If in any case the 
production during such previous six months was, in the opinion 
of the Commission, less than normal, the amount required may 
be 25 per cent. of the normal production. 

Such option shall be exercised within four weeks after the 
receipt of such particulars as to production and in such form as 
may be considered necessary by the Commission: these particu- 
lars shall be furnished by the German Government immedi- 
ately after the expiration of each six-months period. 


3. 


For dyestuffs and chemical drugs delivered under paragraph 
1, the price shall be fixed by the Commission having regard to 
pre-war net export prices and to subsequent increases of cost. 

For dyestuffs and chemical drugs delivered under paragraph 
2 the price shall be fixed by the Commission having regard to 
pre-war net export prices and subsequent variations of cost or 
the lowest net selling price of similar dyestuffs and chemical 
drugs to any other purchaser. 


4. 


All details, including mode and times of exercising the op- 
tions, and making delivery, and all other questions arising 
under this arrangement shall be determined by the Reparation 
Commission; the German Government will furnish to the Com- 
mission all necessary information and other assistance which 
it may require. 


5. 


The above expression “dyestuffs and chemical drugs” in- 
cludes all synthetic dyes and drugs and intermediate or other 
products used in connection with dyeing, so far as they are 
manufactured for sale. The present arrangement shall also 
apply to cinchona bark and salts of quinine. 
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ANNEX VII. 

Germany renounces on her own behalf and on behalf of her 
nationals in favour of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers 
all rights, titles or privileges of whatever nature in the sub- 
marine cables set out below, or in any portions thereof: 


Emden-Vigo: from the Straits of Dover to off Vigo; 

Emden-Brest : from off Cherbourg to Brest ; 

Emden-Teneriffe : from off Dunkirk to off Teneriffe ; 

fmden-Azores (1): from the Straits of Dover to Fayal; 

Emden-Azores (2) : from the Straits of Dover to Fayal; 

Azores-New-York (1):from Fayal to New-York; 

Azores-New-York (2):from Fayal to the longitude of 
Halifax ; 

Teneriffe-Monrovia : from off Teneriffe to off Monrovia ; 

Monrovia-Lome: 

32° 80’.N.: 

: 7° 40’ W. of Greenwich; 

:2° 20'N.; 

: 5° 30’ W. of Greenwich ; 

:8°.48' N..s 

: 0° 00’, 


lat. 
long. 
iat. 
long. 
lat. 
long. 


from about 
to about 


and from about. 


to Lome; 4 

Lome-Duala: from Lome to Duala; 

Monrovia-Pernambuco: from off Monrovia to off Pernam- 
buco; 

Constantinople-Constanza: from Constantinople to Con- 
stanZa ; 

Yap-Shanghai, Yap-Guam, and Yap-Menado (Celebes) : 
from Yap Island to Shanghai, from Yap Island to Guam 
Island, and from Yap Island to Menado. 

The value of the above-mentioned cables or portions thereof 
in so far as they are privately owned, calculated on the basis 
of the original cost less a suitable allowance for depreciation, 
shall be credited to Germany in the reparation account. 


Section II. Special provisions. 
ARTICLE 245. 


Within six months after the coming into force of the present 
Treaty the German Government must restore to the French 
Government the trophies, archives, historical souvenirs or works 
of art carried away from France by the German authorities in 
the course of the war of 1870-1871 and during this last war in 
accordance with a list which will be communicated to it by the 
French Government; particularly the French flags taken in the 
course of the war of 1870-1871 and all the political papers 
taken by the German authorities on October 10, 1870, at the 
chateau of Cercay, near Brunoy (Seine-et-Oise) belonging at 
the time to Mr. Rouher, formerly Minister of State. 


ARTICLE 246. 


Within six months from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, Germany will restore to His Majesty the King of the 
Hedjaz the original Koran of the Caliph Othman, which was 
removed from Medina by the Turkish authorities and is stated 
to have been presented to the ex-Emperor William IT. 

Within the same period Germany will hand over to His 
Britannic Majesty’s Government the skull of the Sultan 
Mkwawa which was removed from the Protectorate of German 
East Africa and taken to Germany, 

The delivery of the articles above referred to will be effected 
in such place and in such conditions as may be laid down by 
the Governments to which they are to be restored. 


ARTICLE 247. 


Germany undertakes to furnish to the University of Louvain, 
within three months after a request made by it and transmitted 
through the intervention of the Reparation Commission, manu- 
scripts, incunabula, printed books, maps, and objects of collec- 
tion corresponding in number and value to those destroyed in 
the burning by Germany of the Library of Louvain. All details 
regarding such replacement will be determined by the Repara- 
tion Commission. 

7. Germany undertakes to deliver to Belgium, through the 
Reparation Commission, within six months of the coming into 
force of the present Treaty, in order to enable Belgium to 
reconstitute her two great artistic works: 

(a) The leaves of the triptych of the Mystic Lamb painted 
by the Van Eyck brothers, formerly in the Church of St. Bavon 
at Ghent, now in the Berlin Museum. 

(b) The leaves of the triptych of the Last Supper, painted 
by Dierick Bouts, formerly in the Church of St. Peter at 
Louvain, two of which are now in the Berlin Museum and two 
in the former Pinakothek at Munich. 











1919. 


PART IX. 
FINANCIAL CLAUSES, 
ARTICLE 248. 


The first charge upon all the assets and revenues of the Ger- 
man Empire and its constituent States shall be the cost of 
reparation and all other costs arising under the present Treaty 
or any treaties or agreements supplementary thereto or under 
arrangements concluded between Germany and the Allied and 
Associated Powers during the Armistice or its extensions. 

Up to the May ist, 1921, the German Government shall not 
export or dispose of, and shall forbid the export or disposal of, 
gold without the previous approval of the Allied and Associated 
Powers acting through the Reparation Commission, 

ARTICLE 249. 


There shall be paid by the German Government the total 
cost of all armies of the Allied and Associated Governments in 
occupied German territory from the date of the signature of 
the Armistice of the 11th November, 1918, including the keep of 
men and beasts, lodging and billeting, pay and allowances, 
salaries and wages, bedding, heating, lighting, clothing, equip- 
ment, harness and saddlery, armament and rolling-stock, air 
services, treatment of sick and wounded, veterinary and re- 
mount services, transport service of all sorts (such as by rail, 
sea or river, motor lorries), communications and correspondence, 
and in general the cost of all administrative or technical serv- 
ices the working of which is necessary for the training of troops 
and for keeping their numbers up to strength and preserving 
their military efficiency. 

The cost of such liabilities under the above heads so far as 
they relate to purchases or requisitions by the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Governments in the occupied territories shall be paid by 
the German Government to the Allied and Associated Govern- 
ments in marks at the current or agreed rate of exchange. All 
other of the above costs shall be paid in gold marks. 

ARTICLE 250. 

Germany confirms the surrender of all material handed over 
to the Allied and Associated Powers in accordance with the 
Armistice Agreement of the 11th November, 1918, and subse- 
quent Armistice Agreements, and recognises the title of the 
Allied and Associated Powers to such material. 

There shall be credited to the German Government, against 
the sums due from it to the Allied and Associated Powers for 
reparation, the value, as assessed by the Reparation Commis- 
sion, referred to in Article 233 of Part VIII (Reparation) of 
the present Treaty, of the material handed over in accordance 
with Article VII of the Armistice Agreement of the 11th Novem- 
ber, 1918, Article III of the Armistice Agreement of the 16th 
January, 1919, as well as of any other material handed over in 
accordance with the Armistice Agreement of the 11th Novem- 
ber, 1918, and of subsequent Armistice Agreements, for which, 
as having non-military value, credit should in the judgment of 
the Reparation Commission be allowed to the German Govern- 
ment. 

Property belonging to the Allied ‘and Associated Governments 
or their nationals restored or surrendered under the Armistice 
Agreements in specie shall not be credited to the German Goy- 
ernment. 

ARTICLE 251. 

The priority of the charges established by Article 248 shall, 
subject to the qualifications made below, be as follows :— 

(a) The cost of the armies of occupation as defined under 
Article 249 during the Armistice and its extensions; 

(b) The cost of any armies of occupation as defined under 
Article 249 after the coming into force of the present 
Treaty ; 

(ec) The cost of reparation arising out of the present Treaty 
or any treaties or conventions supplementary thereto; 

(ad) The cost of all other obligations incumbent on Ger- 
many under the Armistice Conventions or under this 
Treaty or any treaties or conventions supplementary 
thereto. 

The payment for such supplies of food and raw material for 
Germany and such other payments as may be judged by the 
Allied and Associated Powers to be essential to enable Ger- 
many to meet her obligations in respect of reparation will have 
priority to the extent and upon the conditions which have been 
or may be determined by the Governments of the said Powers. 


ARTICLE 252. 


The right of each of the Allied and Associated Powers to dis- 
pose of enemy assets and property within its jurisdiction at 
the date of the coming into force of the present Treaty is not 
affected by the foregoing provisions. 
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ARTICLE 253. 


Nothing in the foregoing provisions shall prejudice in any 
manner charges or mortgages lawfully effected in favour of the 
Allied or Associated Powers or their nationals, respectively, 
before the date at which a state of war existed between Ger- 
many and the Allied or Associated Power concerned, by the 
German Empire or its constituent States, or by German na- 
tionals, on assets in their ownership at that date. 

ARTICLE 254. 

The Powers to which German terriwry is ceded shall, sub- 
ject to the qualifications made in Article 255, undertake to 
pay :— 

(i.) A portion of the debt of the German Empire as it 
stood on the Ist August, 1914, calculated on the 
basis of the ratio between the average for the 
three financial years 1911, 1912, 1913, of such reve- 
nues of the ceded territory, and the average for 
the same years of such revenues of the whole Ger- 
man Empire as in the judgment of the Reparation 
Commission are best calculated to represent the 
relative ability of the respective territories to 
make payment ; 

(ii.) A portion of the debt as it stood on the Ist August, 
1914, of the German State to which the ceded ter- 
ritory belonged, to be determined in accordance 
with the principle stated above. 

Such portions shall be determined by the Reparation Com- 
mission. 

The method of discharging the obligation, both in respect of 
capital and of interest, so assumed shall be fixed by the Repara- 
tion Commission. Such method may take the form, inter alia, 
of the assumption by the Power to which the territory is ceded 
of Germany’s liability for the German debt held by her nation- 
als. But in the event of the method adopted involving any 
payments to the German Government, such payments shall be 
transferred to the Reparation Commission on account of the 
sums due for reparation so long as any balance in respect of 
such sums remains unpaid. 

ARTICLE 255. 

(1) As an exception to the above provision and inasmuch 
as in 1871 Germany refused to undertake any portion of the 
burden of the French debt, France shall be, in respect of Alsace- 
Lorraine, exempt from any payment under Article 254. 

(2) In the case of Poland that portion of the debt which, in 
the opinion of the Reparation Commission, is attributable to 
the measures taken by the German and Prussian Governments 
for the German colonisation of Poland shall be excluded from 
the apportionment to be made under Article 254. 

(3) In the case of all ceded territories other than Alsace- 
Lorraine, that portion of the debt of the German Empire or 
German States which, in the opinion of the Reparation Commis- 
sion represents expenditure by the Governments of the Ger- 
man Empire or States upon the Government properties referred 
to in Article 256 shall be excluded from the apportionment to 
be made under Article 254. 

ARTICLE 256. 


Powers to which German territory is ceded shall acquire all 
property and possessions situated therein belonging to the Ger- 
man Empire or to the German States, and the value of such 
acquisitions shall be fixed by the Reparation Commission, and 
paid by the State acquiring the territory to the Reparation 
Commission for the credit of the German Government on ac- 
count of the sums due for Reparation. 

For the purposes of this Article the property and possessions 
of the German Empire and States shall be deemed to include 
all the property of the Crown, the Empire or the States, and 
the private property of the former German Emperor and other 
Royal personages. 

In view of the terms on which Alsace-Lorraine was ceded to 
Germany in 1871, France shall be exempt in respect thereof 
from making any payment or credit under this Article for any 
property or possessions of the German Empire or States situ- 
ated therein. 

Belgium also shall be exempt from making any payment or 
any credit under this Article for any property or possessions 
of the German Empire or States situated in German territory 
ceded to Belgium under the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 257. 

In the case of the former German territories, including colo- 
nies, protectorates, or dependencies, administered by a Manda- 
tory under Article 22 of Part I (League of Nations) of the 
present Treaty, neither the territory nor the Mandatory Power 
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shall be charged with any portion of the debt of the German 
Empire or States. 

All property and possessions belonging to the German Em- 
pire er to the German States situated in such territories shall 
be transferred with the territories to the Mandatory Power in 
its capacity as such and no payment shall be made nox any 
credit given to those Governments in consideration of this 
transfer. 

For the purposes of this Article the property and possessions 
of the German Empire and of the German States shall be 
deemed to include all the property of the Crown, the Empire or 
the States and the private property of the former German Em- 
peror and other Royal personages. 

ARTICLE 


oF 


258. 


Germany renounces all rights accorded to her or her na- 
tionals by Treaties, Conventions or Agreements, of whatsoever 
kind, to representation upon or participation in the control or 
administration of commissions, state banks, ageneies or other 
financial or economic organisations of an international charac- 
ter, exercising powers of control or administration, and operat- 
ing in any of the Allied or Associated States, or in Austria, 
Hungary, Bulgaria or Turkey, or in the dependencies of these 
States, or in the former Russian Empire. 


ARTICLE 259. 


(1) Germany agrees to deliver within one month from the 
date of the coming into force of the present Treaty, to such 
authority as the Principal Allied and Associated Powers may 
designate, the sum in gold deposited in the Reichsbank in the 
name of the Council of the Administration of the Ottoman 
Public Debt as security for the first issue of Turkish Govern- 
ment currency notes. 

(2) Germany recognises her obligation to make annually for 
the period of twelve years the payments in gold for which pro- 
vision is made in the German Treasury Bonds deposited by her 
from time to time in the name of the Council of the Adminis- 
tration ef the Ottoman Public Debt as security for the second 
and subsequent issues of Turkish Government currency notes. 

(3) Germany undertakes to deliver, within one month from 
the coming into force of the present Treaty, to such authority 
as the Principal Allied and Associated Powers may designate, 
the sum deposited in gold in the Reichsbank, representing the 
residue of the advance in gold agreed to on the 5th of May, 1915, 
by the Council of the Administration of the Ottoman Public 
Debt to the Imperial Ottoman Government. 

(4) Germany agrees to transfer to the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers any title that she may have to the sum in 
gold and silver transmitted by her to the Turkish Ministry of 
Finance in November, 1918, in anticipation of the payment to be 
made in May, 1919, for the service of the Turkish Internal Lean. 

(5) Germany undertakes to transfer to the Principal Allied 
and Associated Powers, within a period of one month from the 
coming inte force of the present treaty, any sums in gold 
transferred as pledge or as collateral security to the German 
Government or its nationals in connection with loans made by 
them to the Austro-Hungarian Government. 

(6) Without prejudice to Article 292 of Part X (Economic 
Clauses) of the present Treaty, Germany confirms the renuncia- 
tion provided for in Article XV of the Armistice Convention of 
the 11th November, 1918, of any benefit disclosed by the 
Treaties of Bucharest and of Brest-Litovsk and by the Treaties 
supplementary thereto. 

Germany undertakes to transfer, either to Roumania or to 
the Principal Allied and Associated Powers as the case may be, 
all monetary instruments, specie, securities and negotiable in- 
struments, or goods, which she has received under the aforesaid 
Treaties. 

(7) The sums of money and all securities, instruments and 
goods of whatsoever nature, to be delivered, paid and trans- 
ferred under the provisions of this article, shall be disposed of 
by the Principal Allied and Associated Powers in a manner 
hereafter to be determined by those Powers. 

ARTICLE 260. 

Without prejudice to the renunciation of any rights by Ger- 
inany on behalf of herself or of her nationals in the other provi- 
sions of the present Treaty, the Reparation Commission may 
within one year from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty demand that the German Government become possessed 
of any rights and interests of the German nationals in any 
public utility undertaking or in any concession operating in 
Russia, China, Turkey, Austria, Hungary and Bulgaria, or in 
the possessions or dependencies of these States or in any terri- 
tory formerly belonging to Germany or her allies, to be ceeded 
by Germany or her allies to any Power or to be administered by 
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a Mandatory under the present Treaty, and may require that 
the German Government transfer, within six months of the date 
of demand, all such rights and interests and any similar rights 
and interests the German Government may itself possess to the 
Reparation Commission. 

Germany shall be responsible for indemnifying her nationals 
so dispossessed, and the Reparation Commission shall credit 
Germany on account of sums due for reparation, with such 
sums in respect of the value of the transferred rights and inter- 
ests as may be assessed by the Reparation Commission, and the 
German Government shall, within six months from the coming 
into force of the present Treaty, communicate to the Reparation 
Commission all such rights and interests, whether already 
granted, contingent or not yet exercised, and shall renounce on 
behalf of itself and its nationals in favour of the Allied and 
Associated Powers all such rights and interests which have not 
been so communicated. 

ARTICLE 261. 

Germany undertakes to transfer to the Allied and Associated 
Powers any claims she may have to payment or repayment by 
the Governments of Austria, Hungary, Bulgaria or Turkey, and, 
in particular, any claims which may arise, now or hereafter, 
from the fulfilment of undertakings made by Germany during 
the war to these Governments. 

ArtTicLr 262. 

Any monetary obligation due by Germany arising out of the 
present Treaty and expressed in terms of gold marks shall be 
payable at the option of the creditors in pounds sterling payable 
in London; gold dollars of the United States of America pay- 
able in New York; gold francs payable in Paris; or gold lire 
payable in Rome. 

For the purpose of this Article the gold coins mentioned above 
shall be defined as being of the weight and fineness of gold as 


.enacted by law on the 1st January, 1914. 


ARTICLE 263. 

Germany gives a guarantee to the Brazilian Government that 
all sums representing the compulsory sale of coffee belonging 
to the State of Sao Paolo in the ports of Hamburg, Bremen, 
Antwerp and Trieste, which were deposited with the Bank of 
Bleichrider at Berlin, shall be reimbursed together with interest 
at 5 per cent. from the day of the deposit. Germany, having 
prevented the transfer of the sums in question to the State of 
Sao Paolo at the proper time, guarantees also that the reim- 
bursement shall be effected ut the rate of exchange of the day 
of the deposit. 

PART X. 
ECONOMIC CLAUSES. 
Section I, Commercial relations. 
Chapter I. Customs regulations, duties, and restrictions. 
ARTICLE 264. 


Germany undertakes that goods the produce or manufacture of 
any one of the Allied or Associated States imported into German 
territory, from whatsoever place arriving, shall not be subjected 
to other or higher duties or charges (including internal charges) 
than those to which the like goods the produce or manufacture 
of any other such State or of any other foreign country are sub- 
ject. 

Germany will not maintain or impose any prohibition or re- 
striction on the importation into German territory, of any goods 
the produce or manufacture of the territories of any one of the 
Allied or Associated States, from whatsoever place arriving, 
which shall not equally extend to the importation of the like 
goods the produce or manufacture of any other such State or of 
any other foreign country. 


ARTICLE 265. 


Germany further undertakes that, in the matter of the régime 
applicable on importation, no discrimination against the com- 
merce of any of the Allied and Associated States as compared 
with any other of the said States or any other foreign country 
shall be made, even by indirect means, such as customs regula- 
tions or procedure, methods of verification or analysis, condi- 
tions of payment of duties, tariff classification or interpretation, 
or the operation of monopolies. 

ARTICLE 266. 

In all that concerns exportation Germany undertakes that 
goods, natural products or manufactured articles, exported 
from German territory to the territories of any one of the 
Allied er Associated States shall net be subjected to ether or 
higher duties of charges (including internal charges) than 
those paid on the like goods exported to wny other such State 
or to any other foreign country. 














Germany will not iaaintain or impose any prohibition or re- 
striction on the exportation of any goods sent from her ter- 
ritory to any one of the Allied or Associated States which 
shall not equally extend to the exportation of the like goods, 
natural products or manufactured articles, sent to any other 
such State or to any other foreign country. 

ARTICLE 267. 

Every favour, immunity, or privilege in regard to the im- 
portation, exportation or transit of goods granted by Germany 
to any Allied or Associated State or to any other foreign coun- 
try whatever shall stmultaneously and unconditionally, without 
request and without compensation, be extended to all the Allied 
and Associated States. 

ARTICLE 268, 

The provisions of Articles 264 to 267 inclusive of this Chapter 
and of Article 323 of Part XII (Ports, Waterways and Rail- 
-ways) of the present Treaty are subject to the following ex- 
ceptions : 

(a) For a period of five years from the coming into force of 
the present Treaty, natural or manufactured products which 
both originate in and come from the territories of Alsace and 
Lorraine reunited to France shall, on importation into Ger- 
man customs territory, be exempt from all customs duty. 

The French Government shall fix each year, by decree com- 
municated to the German Government, the nature and amount 
of the products which shall enjoy this exemption. 

The amount of each product which may be thus sent an- 
nually into Germany shall not exceed the average of the 
amounts sent annually in the years 1911-1913. 

Further, during the period above mentioned the German 
Government shall allow the free export from Germany, and 
the free re-importation into Germany, exempt from all cus- 
toms duties and other charges (including internal charges), of 
yarns, tissues, and other textile materials or textile products 
of any kind and in any condition, sent from Germany into 
the territories of Alsace or Lorraine, to be subjected there to 
any finishing process, such as bleaching, dyeing, printing, mer- 
cerisation, gassing, twisting or dressing. 

(b) During a period of three years from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty natural or manufactured products which 
both originate in and come from Polish territories which before 
the war were part of Germany shall, on importation into German 
customs territory, be exempt from all customs duty. 

The Polish Government shall fix each year, by decree com- 
municated to the German Government, the nature and amount 
of the products which shall enjoy this exemption. 

The amount of each product which may be thus sent annually 
into Germany shall not exceed the average of the amounts sent 
annually in the years 1911-1913. 

(c) The Allied and Associated Powers reserve the right to 
require Germany to accord freedom from customs duty, on im- 
portation into German customs territory, to natural products 
and manufactured articles which both originate in and come 
from the Grand Duchy of Luxemburg, for a period of five years 
from the coming into force of the present Treaty. 

The nature and amount of the products which shall enjoy the 
benefits of this régime shall be communicated each year to the 
German Government. 

The amount of each product which may be thus sent annually 
into Germany shall not exceed the average of the amounts sent 
annually in the years 1911-1913. 


ARTICLE 269. 


During the first six months after the coming into force of the 
present Treaty, the duties imposed by Germany on imports from 
Allied and Associated States shall not be higher than the most 
favourable duties which were applied to imports into Germany 
on the 31st July, 1914. 

During a further period of thirty months after the expiration 
of the first six months, this provision shall continue to be applied 
exclusively with regard to products which, being comprised in 
Section A of the First Category of the German Customs Tariff of 
the 25th December, 1902, enjoyed at the above-mentioned date 
(31st July, 1914) rates conventionalised by treaties with the 
Allied and Associated Powers, with the addition of all kinds of 
wine and vegetable oils, of artificial silk and of washed or 
scoured wool, whether or not they were the subject of special 
Conventions before the 31st July, 1914. 


ARTICLE 270. 


The Allied and Associated Powers reserve the right to apply to 
German territory occupied by their troops a special customs 
regime as regards imports and exports, in the event of such a 
measure being necessary in their opinion in order to safeguard 
the economic interests of the population of these territories. 
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Chapter II, Shipping. 
ARTICLE 271. 


As regards sea fishing, maritime coasting trade, and maritime 
towage, vessels of the Allied and Associated Powers shall enjoy, 
in German territorial waters, the treatment accarded to vessels 
of the most favoured nation. 


ARTICLE 


Germany agrees that, notwithstanding any stipulation to the 
contrary contained in the Conventions relating to the North Sea 
Fisheries and Liquor Traffic, all rights of inspection and police 
shall, in the case of fishing-boats of the Allied Powers, be exer- 
cised solely by ships belonging to those Powers. 


ARTICLE 273. 


In the case of vessels of the Allied or Associated Powers, all 
classes of certificates or documenis relating to the vessel, which 
were recognised as valid by Germany before the war, or which 
may hereafter be recognised as valid by the principal maritime 
States, shall be recognised by Germany as valid and as equiva- 
lent to the corresponding certificates issued to German vessels. 

A similar recognition shall be accorded to the certificates and 
documents issued to their vessels by the Governments of new 
States, whether they have a sea-coast or not, provided that such 
certificates and documents shall be issued in conformity with 
the general practice observed in the principal maritime States. 

The High Contracting Parties agree to recognise the flag 
flown by the vessels of an Allied or Associated Power having 
no sea-coast which are registered at some one specified place 
situated in its territory; such place shall serve as the port of 
registry of such vessels. 
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" Chapter II. Unfair competition. 
ARTICLE 274. 


° 

Germany undertakes to adopt all the necessary legislative and 
administrative measures to protect goods the produce or manu- 
facture of any one of the Allied and Associated Powers from all 
forms of unfair competition in commercial transactions. 

Germany undertakes to prohibit and repress by seizure and 
by other appropriate remedies the importation, exportation, 
manufacture, distribution, sale or offering for sale in its terri- 
tory of all goods bearing upon themselves or their usual get-up 
or wrappings any marks, names, devices, or descriptions what- 
soever which are calculated to convey directly or indirectly a 
false indication of the origin. type, nature, or special char- 
acteristics of such goods. 


atk 
275. 


Germany undertakes on condition that reciprocity is accorded 
in these matters to respect any law, or any administrative or 
judicial decision given in conformity with such law, in force 
in any Allied or Associated State and duly communicated to 
her by the proper authorities, defining or regulating the right 
to any regional appellation in respect of wine or spirits pro- 
duced in the State to which the region belongs or the condi- 
tions under which the use of any such appellation may be per- 
mitted; and the importation, exportation, manufacture, dis- 
tribution, sale or offering for sale of products or articles bear- 
ing regional appellations inconsistent with such law or order 
shall be prohibited by the German Government and repressed 
by the measures prescribed in the preceding article. 


Chapter IV. Treatment of nationals of allied and associated povers, 
ARTICLE 276. 


Germany undertakes :— 

(a) not to subject the nationals of the Allied and Associated 
Powers to any prohibition in regard to the exercise of occupa- 
tions, professions, trade and industry, which shall not be 
equally applicable to all aliens without exception ; 

(b) not to subject the nationals of the Allied and Associated 
Powers in regard to the rights referred to in paragraph (a) 
to any regulation or restriction which might contravene directly 
or indirectly the stipulations of the said paragraph, or which 
shall be other or more disadvantageous than those which are 
applicable to nationals of the most favoured nation ; 

(c) not to subject the nationals of the Allied and Associated 
Powers, their property, rights or interests, including Companies 
and Associations in which they are interested, to any charge, 
tax or impost, direct or indirect, other or higher than those 
which are or may be imposed on her own nationals or their 
property, rights or interests; 

(d) not to subject the nationals of any one of the Allied 
and Associated Powers to any restriction which was not ap- 
plicable on the 1st July, 1914, to the nationals of such Powers 
unless such restriction is likewise imposed on her own nationals. 


ARTICLE 
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15. Convention of the 26th September, 1906, for the suppres: 
sion of nightwork for women. 

16. Convention of the 26th September, 1906, for the suppres- 
sion of the use of white prosphorus in the manufacture of 
matches. 

17. Conventions of the 18th May, 1904, and the 4th May, 1910, 
regarding the suppression of the White Slave Traffic. 

18. Convention of the 4th May, 1910, regarding the suppres- 
sion of obscene publications, 1 

19. Sanitary Conventions of Paris and Venice of the 3rd April, 
1894, 19th March, 1897, and 3rd December, 1903. 

20. Convention of the 20th May, 1875, regarding the unifica- 
tion and improvement of the metric system. 

21. Convention of the 29th November, 1906, regarding the 
unification of pharmacopeial formule for potent drugs. 

22. Convention of the 16th and 19th November, 1885, regard- 
ing the establishment of a concert pitch. 

23. Convention of the 7th June, 1905, regarding the creation 
of an International Agriculatural Institute at Rome. 

24. Conventions of the 38rd November, 1881, and the 15th 
April, 1889, regarding precautionary measures against 
phylloxera. 

25. Convention of the 19th March, 1902, regarding the pro- 
tection of birds useful to agriculture. 

ARTICLE 283. 

From the coming into force of the present Treaty the High 
Contracting Parties shall apply the conventions and agree- 
ments hereinafter mentioned, in so far as concerns them, on 
condition that the special stipulations contained in this Article 
are fulfilled by Germany. 

Postal Conventions: 

Conventions and agreements of the Universal Postal Union 
concluded at Vienna, 4th July, 1891. 

. Conventions and agreements of the Postal Union signed at 
Washington, 15th June, 1897. 

Conventions and agreements of the Postal Union signed at 

Rome, 26th May, 1906. 


Telegraphic Conventions: 

International Telegraphic Conventions signed at St. Peters- 
burg 10/22 July, 1875. 

Regulations and Tariffs drawn up by the International Tele- 
graphic Conference, Lisbon, June 11th, 1908. 

Germany undertakes not to refuse her assent to the conclu- 
sion by the new States of the special arrangements referred to 
in the Conventions and Agreements relating to the Universal! 
Postal Union and to the International Telegraphic Union, to 
which the said new States have adhered or may adhere. 


ARTICLE 284, 


From the coming into force of the present Treaty the High 
Contracting Parties shall apply, in so far as concerns them, the 
International Radio-Telegraphic Convention of the 5th July, 
1912, on condition that Germany fulfils the provisional regula- 
tions which will be indicated to her by the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers. 

When a new convention regulating international radio-tele- 
graphic communications has been concluded to take the place 
of the Convention of the 5th July, 1912, this new Convention 
shall bind Germany even if Germany should refuse either to 
take part in drawing up the convention, or to subscribe thereto. 

This new convention will likewise replace the provisional 
regulations in force. 


ARTICLE 277. 

The nationals of the Allied and Associated Powers shall enjoy 
in German territory a constant protection for their persons 
and for their property, rights and interests, and shall have 
free access to the courts of law. 

ARTICLE 278. 

Germany undertakes to recognise any new nationality which 
has been or may be acquired by her nationals under the laws 
of the Allied and Associated Powers, and in accordance with 
the decisions of the competent authorities of these Powers 
pursuant to naturalisation laws or under treaty stipulations, 
and to regard such persons as having, in consequence of the 
acquisition of such new nationality, in all respects severed their 
allegiance to their country of origin. 


ARTICLE 279. 


The Allied and Associated Powers may appoint consuls- 
general, consuls, vice-consuls, and consular agents in German 
towns and ports. Germany undertakes to approve the designa- 
tion of the consuls-general, consuls, vice-consuls, and consular 
agents, whese names shall be notified to her, and to admit them 
to the exercise of their functions in conformity with the usual 
rules and custems. 































Chapter V. General articles. 
ARTICLE 280. 


The obligations imposed on Germany by Chapter I and by 
Articles 271 and 272 of Chapter II above shall cease to have 
effect five years from the date of the coming into force of the 
present Treaty, unless otherwise provided in the text, or unless 
the Council of the League of Nations shall, at least twelve 
months before the expiration of that period, décide that these 
obligations shall be maintained for a further period with or 
without amendment. : 

Article 276 of Chapter IV shall remain in operation, with or 
without amendment, after the period of five years for such fur- 
ther period, if any, not exceeding five years, as may be de- 
termined by a majority of the Council of the League of Nations. 


ARTICLE 281. 


If the German Government engages in international trade, it 
shall not in respect thereof have or be deemed to have any 
rights, privileges, or immunities of sovereignty. 


Section IT. Treaties. 
ARTICLE 282. 


From the coming into force of the present Treaty and subject 
to the provisions thereof the multilateral Treaties, conventions 
and agreements of an economic or technical character enumer- 
ated — and in the subsequent articles shall alone be applied 
as between Germany and those of the Allied and Associated 
Powers party thereto: 

1. Conventions of the 14th March, 1884, 1st December, 1886, 
and 23rd March, 1887, and Final Protocol of the 7th July, 1887, 
regarding the Protection of Submarine Cables. 

2. Convention of the 11th October, 1909, regarding the Inter- 
national Circulation of Motor-cars. 

3. Agreement of the 15th May, 1886, regarding the sealing 
of Railway trucks subject to Customs Inspection, and Protocol 
of 18th May, 1907. 

4. Agreement of the 15th May, 1886, regarding the technical 
standardisation of Railways. 

5. Convention of the 5th July, 1890, regarding the publica- 
tion of Customs Tariffs and the organisation of an Interna- 
tional Union for the publication of Customs Tariffs. 

6. Convention of the 3ist December, 1913, regarding the 
unification of Commercial Statistics. 

7. Convention of the 25th April, 1907, regarding the raising 
of the Turkish Customs Tariff. 

8. Convention of the 14th March, 1857, for the redemption of 
toll dues on the Sound and Belts. 

9. Convention of the 22nd June, 1861, for the redemption of 
the Stade Toll on the Elbe. 

10. Convention of the 16th July, 1863, for the redemption of 
Toll dues on the Scheidt. 

11. Convention of the 29th October, 1888, regarding the estab- 
lishment of a definite arrangement guaranteeing the free use 
of the Suez Canal. 

12. Conventions of the 23rd September, 1910, respecting the 
unification of certain regulations regarding collisions and sal- 
vage at sea. 

13. Convention of the 2ist December, 1904, regarding the 
exemption of hospital ships from dues and charges in ports. 

14. Convention of the 4th February, 1898, regarding the ton- 
bage measurement of vessels for inland navigation. 
































































ARTICLE 285. 

From the coming into force of the present Treaty, the High 
Contraeting Parties shall apply in so far as concerns them and 
under the conditions stipulated in Article 272, the conventions 
hereinafter mentioned : 

1. The Conventions of the 6th May, 1882, and the ist Febru- 
ary, 1889, regulating the Fisheries in the North Sea outside 
territorial waters. 

2. The Conventions and Protocols of the 16th November, 1887, 
14th February, 1893, and 11th Aprtl, 1894, regarding the North 
Sea liquor traffic. 

































ARTICLE 286. 

The International Convention of Paris of the 20th March, 
1883, for the protection of industrial property, revised at Wash- 
ington on the 2nd June, 1911; the agreement of the 14th April, 
1891, regarding the suppression of false indications of origin 
ef goods; the agreement of the 14th April, 1891, concerning the 
international registration of trade marks; and the Interna- 
tional Convention of Berne of the 9th September, 1886, for the 
protection of literary and artistic works, revised at Berlin on 
the 13th November, 1908, and completed by the additional 
Protocol signed at Berne on the 20th March, 1914, will again 
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eome into effect as from the coming into ferce of ‘the present or the Powers, States, Governments or Public authorities 
Treaty, in so far as they are not affected or modified by the | which are released from their engagements by the present 


exceptions and restrictions resulting therefrom. 
Article 287. 


From the coming into force of the present Treaty the High | 


Contracting ‘Parties shall apply, in so far as concerns them, 

the ‘Convention of the Hague of the 17th July, 1905, relating to 

civil precedure. This renewal, however, will not apply to 

France, Portugal and Roumania. , 
ARTICLE 288. 

The ‘special rights and privileges granted to Germany by 
Article 3 of the Conventien of ‘the 2nd December, 1899, relating 
to Samoa shall be considered to have terminated on August 
4th, 1914. 

ARTICLE 289. 


Each of the Allied or Associated ‘Powers, being guided ‘by the 
general principles or special provisions of the present ‘Treaty, 
shah notify to Germany the ‘bilateral treaties or conventions 
which such Allied or Associated Power wishes to revive with 
Germany. 

The Allied and Associated Powers undertake among. them- 
selves not to revive with Germany any conventions or treaties 
which are not in accordance with the terms of the present 
Treaty. In case of any difference of opinion, the League of 
Nations will be called on to decide. 

The notification referred to in the present Article shall be 
made either directly or through the intermediary of another 


Power. Receipt thereof shall be acknowledged in writing by 
Germany. The date of the revival shall be that of the noti- 
fication. 


The notification shall mention any provisions of the said 
Conventions and Treaties which, not being in accordance with 
the terms of the present Treaty, shall not be considered as 
revived. 

A period of six months from the coming into force of the 
present Treaty is allowed to the Allied and Associated Powers 
within which to make the notification. 


Only those bilateral treaties and conventions which have been | 
the subject of such a notification shall be revived between the | 


Allied and Associated Powers and Germany ; all the others are 
and shall remain abrogated. 

The above regulations apply to all bilateral treaties or cen- 
ventions existing between all the Allied and Associated Powers 
signatories to the present Treaty and Germany, even if the 
said Allied .and Associated Powers have not been in a state of 
war with Germany. 

ARTICLE 290. 

Germany 
agreements which she has concluded with Austria, Hungary, 
Bulgaria or Turkey since the Ist August, 1914, until the com- 
ing into force of the present Treaty are and remain abro- 
gated by the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 291. 


Germany undertakes to secure to the Allied and Associated 
Powers, and to fhe officials and nationals of the said Powers, 
the enjoyment of all the rights and advantages of any kind 
which she may have granted to Austria, Hungary, Bulgaria or 
Turkey, or to the officials and nationals of these States by 
treaties, conventions or arrangements concluded before the ist 
August, 1914, so long as those treaties, conventions or arrange- 
ments remain in force. 

The Allied and Associated Powers reserve the right to ac- 
cept or not the enjoyment of these riglits and advantages. 

ARTICLE 292. 


Germany recognises that all treaties, conventions, or arrange- 
ments which she concluded with Russia, or with any State -or 
Government of which the territory previously formed a part 
of Russia, or with Roumania, before the Ist August, 1914, or 
after that date until the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, are and remain abrogated. 

ARTICLE 298. 


Should an Allied or Asseciated Power, Russia, or a State 
or Government of which the territory formerly constituted a 
part of Russia, have been forced ‘since the ist August, 1914, 
by reason of military occupation or by any other means or for 
any other cause, to grant or to allow to be granted by the 
act of any public authority, concessions, privileges and favours 
of any kind to Germany er to a German national, such conces- 


recognises that all the treaties, conventions or | 


| Article. 
ARTICLE 294. 


From the coming into force of the present Treaty Germany 
undertakes to give the Allied and Associated Powers and their 
nationals the benefit ipso facto of the rights and advantages 
of any kind which she has granted by treaties, conventions, 
or arrangements ‘to non-belligerent States or their nationals 
since the Ist August, 1914, until the ‘coming into force of the 
present Treaty, se long as those treaties, conventions or ar- 
rangements remain in force. 


ARTICLE 295. 


Those of the High Contracting Parties who have not yet 
signed, or who have signed but not yet ratified, the Opium 
‘Convention signed at The Hague on January 28rd, 1912, agree 
to bring the said Convention into force, and for this purpose 
to enact the necessary legislation without delay and in any case 
within a period of twelve months from the coming into force of 
the present Treaty. 

Furthermore, they agree that ratification of the present 
Treaty should in the case of Powers which have not yet ratified 
the Opium Convention be deemed in all respects equivalent to 
the ratification of that Convention and to the signature of the 
Special Protecol which was opened at The Hague in accordance 
with the resolutions adopted by the Third Opium Conference 
in 1914 for bringing the said Convention into force. 

For this purpose the Government of the French Republic 
will communicate to the Government of the Netherlands a cer- 
tified copy of the protocol of the deposit of ratifications of the 
present Treaty, and will invite the Government of ‘the Nether- 
lands to aecept and deposit the said certified copy as if it were 
a deposit of ratifications of the Opium Convention ‘and a signa- 
ture of the Additional Protocol of 1914. 


Section IIT. Debts. 
ARTICLE 296. 


There shall be settled through the intervention of clearing 
offices to be established by each of the High Contracting Parties 
within three months of the notification referred to in para- 
graph (e) hereafter ‘the following classes of pecuniary. obliga- 
tions : 

1. Debts payable before the war and due by a national of 
one of the Contracting Powers, residing within its territory, to 
a national of an Opposing Power, residing within its territory. 

2. Debts which became payable during the war to nationals 
of one Contracting Power residing within its territory and arose 
out of transactions or contracts with the nationals of an Op- 
posing Power, resident within its territory, of which the total 
or partial execution was suspended on account of the declara- 
tion of -war. 

3. Interest which has accrued due during the war to a na- 
tional of one of the Contracting Powers in respect of securities 
issued by an Opposing Power, provided ‘that the payment of in- 
terest on such securities to the nationals of that Power or to 
neutrals has not been suspended during the ‘war. 

4. Capital sums which have become payable during the war 
to nationals of one of the Contracting Powers in respect of 
securities issued by one of the Opposing Powers, provided that 
the payment of such capital sums to nationals of that Power or 
to neutrals ‘has not been suspended during the war. 

The proceeds of liquidation of enemy property, rights, and in- 
terests mentioned ‘in Section IV and in the Annex thereto will 
be accounted for through fhe clearing offices, in the currency 
and at the rate of exchange hereinafter provided in paragraph 
(da), and disposed of by them under the conditions provided by 
the said Section and Annex. 

The settlements provided for in this Article shall be effected 
according to the following principles and in accordance with the 








‘| Annex to this Section: 


(a) Each of the High Contracting Parties shall prohibit, as 
from the coming into force of the present Treaty, both the pay- 
ment and the acceptance of payment of such debts, and also all 
communications between the interested parties with regard to 
the settlement of the said debts otherwise than through the 
clearing offices. 

(b) Each of the High Contracting Parties shall be respec- 
tively responsible for the payment of such debts due by its na- 
tionals, except in the cases where before ‘the war the debtor 


| was in a state of bankruptcy or failure, or had given formal in- 





sions, privileges and favours are ipso facto annulled by the 
present Treaty. 


No claims or indemnities which may result from this annul- 


dication of insolvency or where the debt was due ‘by a com- 
pany ‘whose ‘business has been liquidated under emergency 
legislation during the war. Nevertheless, debts due ‘by the in- 


ment shall be charged against the Allied er Associated Powers | habitants of ‘territory invaded or occupied by the enemy be — 
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fore the Armistice will not be guaranteed by the States of 
which those territories form part. 

(c) The sums due to the nationals of one of the High Con- 
traciing Parties by the nationals of an Opposing State will be 
debited to the clearing office of the country of the debtor, and 
paid to the ercditor by the clearing office of the country of the 
creaneor, 

(d) Debts shall be paid or credited in the currency of such 
one of the Allied and Associated Powers, their colonies or pro- 
tecicrates, or the British Dominions or India, as may be con- 
cerned. If the debts are payable in some other currency they 
shall be paid or credited in the currency of the country con- 
cerned, whether-an Allied or Associated Power, Colony, Pro- 
tectorate, British Dominion or India, at the pre-war rate of 
exchange. z 

For the purpose of this provision the pre-war rate of exchange 
shall be defined as the average cable transfer rate prevailing 
in the Allied or Associated country concerned during the month 
immediately preceding the outbreak of war between the said 
country concerned and Germany. 

If a contract provides for a fixed rate of exchange governing 
the conversion of the currency in which the debt is stated 
inte the currency of the Allied or Associated country concer..ed, 
then the above provisions concerning the rate of exchange shall 
not apply. 

In the case of new States the currency in which and the 
rate of exchange at which debts shall be paid or credited shall 
be determined by the Reparation Commission provided for in 
Part VIII (Reparation). 

(c) The provisions of this Article and of the Annex hereto 
shall not apply as between Germany on the one hand and any 
one of the Allied and Associated Powers, their colonies or 
protectorates, or any one of the British Dominions or India 
on the other hand, unless within a period of six months from 
the coming into force of the present Treaty notice to that 
effect is given to Germany by the Government of such Allied 
or Associated Power or of such Dominion or of India as the 
case may be. 

(/) The Allied and Associated Powers who have adopted this 
Article and the Annex hereto may agree between themselves to 
apply them to their respective nationals established in their 
territory so far as regards matters between their nationals and 
German nationals. In this case the payments made by appli- 
cation of this provision will be subject to arrangements between 
the allied and associated clearing offices concerned. 

ANNEX, 
a. 

Each of the High Contracting Parties will, within three 
months from the notification provided for in Article 296, para- 
graph (e), establish a clearing office for the collection and pay- 
inent of enemy debts. 

Local clearing offices may be established for any particular 
portion of the territories of the High Contracting Parties. 
Such local clearing offices may perform all the functions of a 
central clearing office in their respective districts, except that 
all transactions with the clearing office in the Opposing State 
must be effected through the central clearing office. 

2. 


In this Annex the pecuniary obligations referred to in the 
first paragraph of Article 296 are described as “enemy debts”, 
the persons from whom the same are due as “enemy debtors,” 
the persons to whom they are due as “enemy creditors”, the 
clearing office in the country of the creditor is called the 
“ Creditor Clearing Office”, and the clearing office in the coun- 
try of the debtor is called the “ Debtor Clearing Office ”. 

3. 


The High Contracting Parties will subject contraventions of 
paragraph (a) of Article 296 to the same penalties as are at 
present provided by their legislation for trading with the 
enemy. They will similarly prohibit within their territory all 
legal process relating to payment of enemy debts, except in 
accordance with the provisions of this Annex. 

4. 

The Government guarantee specified in paragraph (b) of 
Article 296 shall take effect whenever, for any reason, a debt 
shall not be recoverable, except in a case where at the date of 
the outbreak of war the debt was barred by the laws of pre- 
scription in force in the country of the debtor, or where the 
debtor was at that time in a state of bankruptcy or failure or 
had given formal indication of insolvency, or where the debt 
was due by a company whose business has been liquidated under 
emergency legislation during the war. In such case the pro- 


cedure specified by this Annex shall apply to payment of the 
dividends, 
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The terms “bankruptcy ” and “failure” refer to the appli- 
cation of legislation providing for such juridical conditions. 
The expression “formal indication of insolvency” bears the 
same meaning as it has in English law. 


Creditors shall give notice to the Creditor Clearing Office 
within six months of its establishment of debts due to them, 
and shall furnish the Clearing Office with any documents and 
information required of them. 

The High Contracting Parties will take all suitable measures 
to trace and punish collusion between enemy creditors and 
debtors. The clearing offices will communicate to one another 
any evidence and information which might help the discovery 
and punishment of such collusion. 

The High Contracting Parties will facilitate as much as pos- 
sible postal and telegraphic communication at the expense of 
the parties concerned and through the intervention of the clear- 
ing offices between debtors and creditors desirous of coming to 
an agreement as to the amount of their debt. 

The Creditor Clearing Office will notify the Debtor Clearing 
Office of all debts declared to it. The Debtor Clearing Office 
will, in due course, inform the Creditor Clearing Office which 
debts are admitted and which debts are contested. In the 
latter case, the Debtor Clearing Office will give the grounds 
for the non-admission of debt. 


6. 


When a debt has been admitted, in whole or in part, the 
Debtor Clearing Office will at once credit the Creditor Clearing 
Office with the amount admitted, and at the same time notify it 
of such credit. 

. « 


The debt shall be deemed to be admitted in full and shall be 
credited forthwith to the Creditor Clearing Office unless within 
three months from the receipt of the notification or such longer 
time as may be agreed to by the Creditor Clearing Office notice 
has been given by the Debtor Clearing Office that it is not 
admitted. 

8. 


When the whole or part of a debt is not admitted the two 
clearing offices will examine into the matter jointly and will 
endeavour to bring the parties to an agreement. 


9. 


The Creditor Clearing Office will pay to the individual creditor 
the sums credited to it out of the funds placed at its disposal 
by the Government of its country and in accordance with the 
conditions fixed by the said Government, retaining any sums 
considered necessary to cover risks, expenses or commissions, 


10. 


Any person having claimed payment of an enemy debt which 
is not admitted in whole or in part shall pay to the clearing office, 
by way of fine, interest at 5 per cent. on the part not admitted. 
Any person having unduly refused to admit the whole or part 
of a debt claimed from him shal! pay, by way of fine, interest at 
5 per cent. on the amount with regard to which his refusal shall 
be disallowed. 

Such interest shall run from the date of expiration of the 
period provided for in paragraph 7 until the date on which the 
claim shall have been disallowed or the debt paid. 

Each clearing office shall in so far as it is concerned take 
steps to collect the fines above provided for, and will be responsi- 
ble if such fines cannot be collected. 

The fines will be credited to the other clearing office, which 
shall retain them as a contribution towards the cost of carrying 
out the present provisions. 

11. 


The balance between the clearing offices shall be struck 
monthly and the credit balance paid in cash by the debtor State 
within a week. 

Nevertheless, any credit balances which may be due by one 
or more of the Allied and Associated Powers shall be retained 
until complete payment shall have been effected of the sums due 
to the Allied or Associated Powers or their nationals on account 
of the war. : 

12. 


To facilitate discussion between the clearing offices each of 
them shall have a representative at the place where the other is 
established. 

13. 


Except for special reasons all discussions in regard to claims 
will, so far as possible, take place at the Debtor Clearing Office. 
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14. 

In conformity with Article 296, paragraph (b), the High Con- 
tracting Parties are responsible for the payment of the enemy 
debts owing by their nationals. 

The Debtor Clearing Office will therefore credit the Creditor 
Clearing Office with all debts admitted, even in case of inability 
to collect them from the individual debtor. The Governments 
concerned will, nevertheless, invest their respective clearing 
offices with all necessary powers for the recovery of debts which 
haye been admitted. 

As an exception, the admitted debts owing by persons having 
suffered injury from acts of war shall only be credited to the 
Creditor Clearing Office when the compensation due to the person 
concerned in respect of such injury shall have been paid. 

15. 


Bach Government will defray the expenses of the clearing 
oftice set up in its territory, including the salaries of the staff. 


16. 


Where the two clearing offices are unable to agree whether a 
debt claimed is due, or in case of a difference between an 
enemy debtor and an enemy creditor or between the clearing 
offices, the dispute shall either be referred to arbitration if 
the parties so agree under conditions fixed by agreement be- 
tween them, or referred to the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal pro- 
vided for in Section VI hereafter. 

At the request of the Creditor Clearing Office the dispute may, 
however, ‘be submitted to the jurisdiction of the Courts of the 
place of domicile of the debtor. 

17. 

Recovery of sums found by the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, the 
Court, or the Arbitration Tribunal to be due shall be effected 
through the clearing offices as if these sums were debts admitted 
by the Debtor Clearing Office. 

18. 

Each of the Governments concerned shall appoint an agent 
who will be responsible for the presentation to*the Mixed Arbi- 
tral Tribunal of the cases conducted on behalf of its clearing 
office. This agent will exercise a general control over the 
representatives or counsel employed by its nationals. 

Decisions will be arrived at on documentary evidence, but it 
will be open to the Tribunal to hear the parties in person, or 
according to their preference by their representatives approved 
by the two Governments, or by the agent referred to above, 
who shall be competent to intervene along with the party or 
to re-open and maintain a claim abandoned by the same. 

19. 

The clearing offices concerned will lay before the Mixed Arbi- 
tral Tribunal all the information and documents in their posses- 
sion, so as to enable the Tribunal to decide rapidly on the cases 
which are brought before it. 





20. 

Where one of the parties concerned appeats against the joint 
decision of the two clearing offices he shall make a deposit 
against the costs, which deposit shall only be refunded when 
the first judgment is modified in favour of the appellant and in 
proportion to the success he may attain, his opponent in case 
of such a refund being required to pay an equivalent propor- 
tion of the costs and expenses. Security accepted by the 
Tribunal may be substituted for a deposit. 

A fee of 5 per cent. of the amount in dispute shall be charged 
in respect of all cases brought before the Tribunal. This fee | 
shall, unless the Tribunal directs otherwise, be borne hy the 
unsuccessful party. Such fee shall be added to the deposit re- | 
ferred to. It is also independent of the security. 

The Tribunal may award to one of the parties a sum in re- 
spect of the expenses of the proceedings. 

Any sum payable under this paragraph shall be credited to 
the clearing office of the successful party as a separate item. 


21. 


With a view to the rapid settlement of claims, due regard 
shall be paid in the appointment ‘of all persons connected with 
the clearing offices or with the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal ‘to 
their knowledge of the language of the other country concerned. 
Each of the clearing offices. will be at liberty to correspond with 
the other, and to forward documents in its own language. 

29 


Subject to any special agreement to the contrary between 
the Governments concerned, debts shall carry interest in ac- 
cordance With the following provisions :— 

Interest shall not be payable on sums of money due by ‘way 
of dividend, interest. or other periodical payments which ‘them- 
selves represent interest on capital. 


| 
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The rate of interest shall be 5 per cent. per annum except in 
cases where, by contract, law, or custom, the creditor is ep- 
titled to payment of interest at a different rate. In such 
cases the rate to which he is entitled shall prevail. 

Interest shall run from the date of commencenient of hos- 
tilities (or, if the sum of money to be recovered fell due 
during the war, from the date at which it fell due) until the 
sum is credited to the clearing office of the creditor. 

Sums due by way of interest shall be treated as debts ad- 
mitted by the clearing offices and shall be credited to the 
Creditor Clearing Office in the same way as such debts. 


23. 

Where by decision of the clearing offices or the Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal a claim is held net to fall within Article 
296, the creditor shall be at liberty to prosecute the claim 
before the Courts or to take such other proceedings as may 
be open to him. 

The presentation of a claim to the clearing office suspends 
the operation of any period of prescription. 

24. 

The High Contracting Parties agree to regard the decisions 

arrived at in accordance with the provisions of this Annex as 


final and conclusive, and to rendér them binding upon their 
nationals. 





25. 

In any case where a Creditor Clearing Office declines to 
notify a claim to the Debtor Clearing Office, or to take any step 
provided for in this Annex, intended to make effective in whole 
or in part.a request of which it has received due notice, the 
enemy creditor shall be entitled to receive from the clearing 
office a certificate setting out the amount of the claim, and 
shall then be entitled ‘to prosecute the claim before the courts 
or to take such other proceedings as may be open to him. 


Section IV. Property, rights and interests. 
ARTICLE 297. 


The question of private property, rights and interests in an 
enemy country shall be settled according to the principles iaid 
down in this Section and to the provisions of the Annex hereto: 

(a) The exceptional war measures and measures of transfer 
(defined in paragraph 3 of the Annex hereto) taken by Germany 
with respect to the property, rights and interests of nationals 
of Allied or Associated Powers, including companies and asso- 
ciations in which they are imterested, when liquidation has not 
been completed, shall be immediately discontinued or stayed 
and the property, rights, and interests concerned restored to 
their owners, who shall enjoy full rights therein in accordance 
with the provisions of Article 298. 

(b) Subject to any contrary stipulations which may be pro- 
vided for in the present Treaty, the Allied and Associated 
Powers reserve the right to retain and liquidate all property, 
rights and interests of German nationals, or companies con- 
trolled by them, within their territories, colonies, possessions 
and protectorates including territories ceded to them by the 
present Treaty. 

The liquidation shall be carried out in accordance with the 
laws of the Allied or Associated State concerned, and the Ger- 
man owner shall not be able to dispose of Such property, rights 
or interests ner te subject them to any charge without the con- 
sent of that State. 

German nationals who aequire ipso facto the nationality of an 
Allied or Associated Power in accordance with the provisions 
of the present Treaty will not be considered as German na- 
tionals within the meaning of this paragraph. . 

-(c) The price or the amount of compensation in respect of 
the exercise of the right referred to in the preceding paragraph 
(b) will be fixed in accordance with the methods of sale or 
valuation adepted by the laws of the country in which the 
property has been retained or liquidated. 

(d) As between the Allied and Associated Powers or their 
nationals on the one hand and Germany or her nationals on 
the other hand, all the exceptional war measures, or measures 
of transfer, or acts done or to be done in execution of such 
measures as defined in paragraphs 1 and 3 of the Annex 
hereto shall be considered as final and binding wpon all persons 
except as regards the reservations laid down in the present 
Treaty. 

(e) The nationals of Allied and Associated Powers shall be 
entitled to compensation in respect of damage or injury inflicted 
upon their preperty, rights er interests, including any company 
or association in which they are interested, in German territory 
as it existed-on August 1, 1914, by the application either of the 
exceptional war measures or measures of transfer mentioned in 
paragraphs 1 and 3 of the Annex hereto. The claims mace in 
this respect by such nationals shall be investigated, and the 
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total of the compensation shall be determined by the Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal provided for in Section VI or by an Arbitrator 
appointed by that Tribunal. This compensation shall be borne 
by Germany, and may be charged upon the property of German 
nationals within the territory or under the control of the 
claimant’s State. This property may be constituted as a pledge 
for enemy liabilities under the conditions fixed by paragraph 4 
of the Annex hereto. The payment of this compensation may be 
made by the Allied or Associated State, and the amount will be 
debited to Germany. 

(f) Whenever a national of an Allied or Associated Power 
is entitled to property which has been subjected to a measure 
of transfer in German territory and expresses a desire for its 
restitution, his claim for compensation in accordance with para- 
graph (e) shall be satisfied by the restitution of the said prop- 
erty if it still exists in specie. 

In such case Germany shall take all necessary steps to restore 
the evicted owner to the possession of his property, free from 
all encumbrances or burdens with which it may have been 
charged after the liquidation, and to indemnify all third parties 
injured by the restitution. 

If the restitution provided for in this paragraph cannot be 
effected, private agreements arranged by the intermediation 
of the Powers concerned or the clearing offices provided for in 
the Annex to Section III may be made, in order to secure that 
the national of the Allied or Associated Power may secure 
compensation for the injury referred to in paragraph (e) by 
the grant of advantages or equivalents which he agrees to ac- 
cept in place of the property, rights or interests of which he 
was deprived. 

Through restitution in accordance with this Article, the price 
or the amount of compensation fixed by the application of para- 
graph (e) will be reduced by the actual value of the property 
restored, account being taken of compensation in respect of loss 
of use or deterioration, 

(9) The rights conferred by paragraph (f) are reserved to 
owners who are nationals of Allied or Associated Powers within 
whose territory legislative measures prescribing the general 
liquidation of enemy property, rights or interests were not 
applied before the signature of the Armistice. 

(h) Except in cases where, by application of paragraph (f), 
restitutitons in specie have been made, the net proceeds of sales 
of enemy property, rights or interests wherever situated carried 
out either by virtue of war legislation, or by application of this 
Article, and in general all cash assets of enemies, shall be dealt 
with as follows :— 

(1) As regards Powers adopting Section III and the Annex 
thereto, the said proceeds and cash assets shall be credited to 
the Power of which the owner is a national, through the clear- 
ing office established thereunder, any credit balance in favour 
of Germany resulting therefrom shall be dealt with as provided 
in Article 243. 

(2) As regards Powers not adopting Section III and the 
Annex thereto, the proceeds of the property, rights and inter- 
ests, and the cash assets, of the nationals of Allied or Asso- 
ciated Powers held by Germany shall be paid immediately to 
the person entitled thereto or to his Government; the proceeds 
of the property, rights and interests, and the cash assets, of 
German nationals received by an Allied or Associated Power 
shall be subject to disposal by such Power in accordance with 
its laws and regulations and may be applied in payment of the 
claims and debts defined by this Article or paragraph 4 of the 
Annex hereto. Any property, rights and interests or proceeds 
thereof or cash assets not used as above provided may be re- 
tained by the said Allied or Associated Power and if retained 
the cash value thereof shall be dealt with as provided in Ar- 
ticle 243. 

(i) Germany undertakes to compensate its nationals in re- 
spect of the sale or retention of their property, rights or inter- 
ests in Allied or Associated States. 


ARTICLE 298. 


Germany undertakes, with regard to the property, rights and 
interests, including companies and associations in which they 
were interested, restored to nationals of Allied and Associated 
Powers in accordance with the provisions of Article 297, para- 
graph (a) or (f): 

(a) to restore and maintain, except as expressly provided in 
the present Treaty, the property, rights and interests of the na- 
tionals of Allied or Associated Powers in the legal position 
obtaining in respect of the property, rights and interests of 
German nationals under the laws in force before the war. 

(¥) not to subject the property, rights or interests of the na- 
tionals of the Allied or Associated Powers to any measures in 
deroy:tion of property rights which are not applied equally to 
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the property, rights and interests of German nationals, and to 
pay adequate compensation in the event of the application of 
these measures. 
ANNEX, 
a. 

In accordance with the provisions of Article 297, paragraph 
(d), the validity of vesting orders and of orders for the winding 
up of businesses or companies, and of any other orders, direc- 
tions, decisions or instructions of any court or any department 
of the Government of any of the High Contracting Parties made 
or given, or purporting to be made or given, in pursuance of 
war legislation with regard to enemy property, rights and in- 
terests is confirmed. The interests of all persons shall be re- 
garded as having been effectively dealt with by any order, 
direction, decision or instruction dealing with property in which 
they may be interested, whether or not such interests are speci- 
fically mentioned in the order, direction, decision, or instruc- 
tion. No question shall be raised as to the regularity of a trans- 
fer of any property, rights or interests dealt with in pursuance 
of any such order, direction, decision or instruction. Every 
action taken with regard to any property, business, or com- 
pany, whether as regards its investigation, sequestration, com- 
pulsory administration, use, requisition, supervision, or winding 
up, the sale or, management of property, rights or interests, the 
collection or discharge of debts, the payment of costs, charges 
or expenses, or any other matter whatsoever, in pursuance of 
orders, directions, decisions, or instructions of any court or of 
any department of the Government of any of the High Con- 
tracting Parties, made or given, or purporting to be made or 
given, in pursuance of war legislation with regard to enemy 
property, rights or interests, is confirmed. Provided that the 
provisions of this paragraph shall not be held to prejudice the 
titles to property heretofore acquired in good faith and for 
value and in accordance with the laws of the country in which 
the property is situated by nationals of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers. 

The provisions of this paragraph do not apply to such of the 
above-mentioned measures as have been taken by the German 
authorities in invaded or occupied territory. 
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No claim or action shall be made or brought against any Allied 
or Associated Power or against any person acting on behalf of 
or under the direction of any legal authority or Department of 
the Government of such a Power by Germany or by any German 
national wherever resident in respect of any act or omission 
with regard to his property, rights or interests during the war 
or in preparation for the war. Similarly no claim or action shall 
be made or brought against any person in respect of any act or 
omission under or in accordance with the exceptional war meas- 
ures, laws or regulations of any Allied or Associated Power. 


3. 


In Article 297 and this Annex the expression “ exceptional 
war measures” includes measures of all kinds, legislative, ad- 
ministrative, judicial, or others, that have been taken or will be 
taken hereafter with regard to enemy property, and which have 
had or will have the effect of removing from the proprietors the 
power of disposition over their property, though without affect- 
ing the ownership, such as measures of supervision, of compul- 
sory administration, and of sequestration; or measures which 
have had or will have as an object the seizure of, the use 
of, or the interference with enemy assets, for whatsoever 
motive, under whatsoever form or in whatsoever place. Acts 
in the execution of theSe measures include all detentions, 
instructions, orders or decrees of Government departments or 
courts applying these measures to enemy property, as well as 
acts performed by any person connected with the administration 
or the supervision of enemy property, such as the payment of 
debts, the collecting of credits, the payment of any costs, charges, 
or expenses, collecting of fees. 

Measures of transfer are those which have affected or will 
affect the ownership of enemy property by transferring it in 
whole or in part to a person other than the enemy owner, and 
without his consent, such as measures directing the sale, liqui- 
dation, or devolution of ownership in enemy property, the can- 
celling of titles or securities. 

4. 


All property, rights and interests of German nationals within 
the territory of any Allied or Associated Power and the net 
proceeds of their sale, liquidation or other dealing therewith 
may be charged by that Allied or Associated Power in the first 
place with payment of amounts due in respect of claims by the 
nationals of that Allied or Associated Power with regard to their 
property, rights, and interests, including companies and asse- 
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ciations in which they are interested in German territory, or 
@ebts owing to them by German nationals, and with payment 
of claims growing out of acts committed by the German Gov- 
ernment or by any German authorities since the 3ist July, 
1914, and before that Allied or Associated Power entered into 


the war. They may be charged in the second place with pay- 
ment of the amounts due in respect of claims by the nationals 
of such Allied or Associated Power with regard to their prop- 
erty, rights, and interests in the territory of other enemy 
Powers, or debts owing to them by nationals of such Powers in 
so far as those claims or debts are otherwise unsatisfied. 

5. 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Article 297, where imme- 
diately before the outbreak of war a company incorporated in 
an Allied or Associated State had rights in common with 2 
company controlled by it and incorporated in Germany to the 
use of trade-marks in third countries, or enjoyed the use in 
common with such company of unique means of reproduction of 
goods or articles for sale in third countries, the former com- 
pany shall alone have the right to use these trade-marks in third 
countries to the exclusion of the German company, and these 
unique means of reproduction shall be handed over to the former 
company, notwithstanding any action taken under German war 
legislation with regard to the latter company or its business, 
industrial property or shares. Nevertheless, the former com- 
pany, if requested, shall deliver to the latter company derivative 
copies permitting the continuation of reproduction of articles 
for use within German territory. 


6. 


Up to the time when restitution is carried out in accordance 
with Article 297, Germany is responsible for the conservation 
of property, rights and interests of the nationals of Allied or 
Associated Powers, including companies and associations in 
which they are interested, that have been subjected by her to 
exceptional war measures. 
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Within one year from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty the Allied or Associated Powers will specify the prop- 
erty, rights and interests over which they intend to exercise the 
rights provided in Article 297, paragraph (f/f). 

8. 

The restitution provided in Article 297 will be carried out by 
order of the German Government or of the authorities which 
have been substituted for it. Detailed accounts of the action 
of administrators shall be furnished to the interested persons 
by the German authorities upon request, which may be made 
at any time after the coming into force of the present Treaty. 


9. 


Until completion of the liquidation provided for by Article 
297, paragraph (0b), the property, rights and interests of Ger- 
man nationals will continue to be subject to exceptional war 
measures that have been or will be taken with regard to them. 


10. 


Germany will, within six months from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, deliver to each Allied or Associated 
Power all securities, certificates, deeds, or other documents of 
title held by its nationals and relating to property, rights or 
interests situated in the territory of that Allied or Associated 
Power, including any shares, stock, debentures, debenture stock, 
or other obligations of any company incorporated in accordance 
with the laws of that Power. 

Germany will at any time on demand of any Allied or Asso- 
ciated Power furnish such information as may be required with 
regard to the property, rights and interests of German nationals 
within the territory of such Allied or Associated Power, or with 
regard to any transactions concerning such property, rights or 
interests effected since the 1st July, 1914. 

11, 

The expression “cash assets” includes all deposits or funds 
established before or after the declaration of war, as well as 
all assets coming from deposits, revenues, or profits collected 
by administrators, sequestrators, or others from funds placed 
on deposit or otherwise, but does not include sums belonging to 
the Allied or Associated Powers or to their component States, 
Provinces, or Municipalities. 

12. 

All investments wheresoever effected with the cash assets of 
nationals of the High Contracting Parties, including companies 
and associations in which such nationals were interested, by 
bersons responsible for the administration of enemy properties 
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or having control over such administration, or by order of such 
persons or of any authority whatsoever shall be annulled. 
These cash assets shall be accounted for irrespective of any 
such investment. 









13. 


Within one month from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, or on demand at any time, Germany will deliver to the 
Allied and Associated Powers all accounts, vouchers, records, 
documents, and information of any kind which may be within 
German territory, and which concern the property, rights and 
interests of the nationals of those Powers, including companies 
and associations in which they are interested, that have been 
subjected to an exceptional war measure, or to a measure of 
transfer either in German territory or in territory occupied by 
Germany or her allies. 

The controllers, supervisors, managers, administrators, seques- 
trators, liquidators, and receivers shall be personally respon- 
sible under guarantee of the German Government for the 
immediate delivery in full of these accounts and documents, 
and for their accuracy. 

14. 


The provisions of Article 297 and this Annex relating to 
property, rights and interests in an enemy country, and the 
proceeds of the liquidation thereof, apply to debts, credits and 
accounts, Section III regulating only the method of payment. 

In the settlement of matters provided for in Article 297 
between Germany and the Allied or Associated States, their 
colonies or protectorates, or any one of the British Dominions 
or India, in respect of any of which a declaration shall not 
have been made that they adopt Section III, and between their 
respective nationals, the provisions of Article 296 respecting 
the currency in which payment is to be made and the rate of 
exchange shall apply unless the Government of the Allied or 
Associated Power concerned shall within six months of the 
coming into force of the present Treaty notify Germany that 
the said provisions are not to be applied. 

15. 

The provisions of Article 297 and this Annex apply to indus- 
trial, literary and artistic property which has been or will be 
dealt with in the liquidation of property, rights, interests, 
companies or businesses under war legislation by the Allied 


or Associated Powers, or in accordance with the stipulations of 
Article 297, paragraph (b). 


Section V. Contracts, prescriptions, judgments. 
: ARTICLE 299. 


(a) Any contract concluded between enemies shall be re- 
garded as having been dissolved as from the time when any two 
of the parties became enemies, except in respect of any debt 
or other pecuniary obligation arising out of any act done or 
money paid thereunder, and subject to the exceptions and 
special rules with regard to particular contracts or classes of 
contracts contained herein or in the Annex hereto. 

(b) Any contract of which the execution shall be required in 
the general interest, within six months from the date of coming 
into force of the present Treaty, by the Allied or Associated 
Governments of which one of the parties is a national, shall be 
excepted from dissolution under this Article. 

When the execution of the contract thus kept alive would, 
owing to the alteration of trade conditions, cause one of the 
parties substantial prejudice the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal pro- 
vided for by Section VI shall be empowered to grant to the 
prejudiced party equitable compensation. 

(c) Having regard to the provisions of the constitution and 
law of the United States of America, of Brazil, and of Japan, 
neither the present Article, nor Article 300, nor the Annex 
hereto shall apply to contracts made between nationals of 
these States and German nationals; nor shall Article 305 apply 
to the United States of America or its nationals. 

(d) The present Article and the annex hereto shall not apply 
to contracts the parties to which became enemies by reason of 
one of them being an inhabitant of territory of which the 
sovereignty has been transferred, if such party shall acquire 
under the present Treaty the nationality of an Allied or 
Associated Power, nor shall they apply to contracts between 
nationals of the Allied and Associated Powers between whom 
trading has been prohibited by reason of one of the parties 
being in Allied or Associated territory in the occupation of the 
enemy. 

(e) Nothing in the present Article or the annex hereto shali 
be deemed to invalidate a transaction lawfully carried out in 
accordance with a contract. between enemies if it has been 
carried out with the authority of one of the belligerent Powers. 
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ArticLe 300. 


(a) All periods of prescription, or limitation of right of 
action, whether they began to run before or after the outbreak 
of war, shall be treated in the territory of the High Contracting 
Parties, so far as regards relations between enemies, as having 
been suspended for the duration of the war. They shall begin 
te run again at earliest three months after the coming into 
force of the present Treaty. This provision shall apply to the 
period prescribed for the presentation of interest or dividend 
coupons or for the presentation for repayment of securities 
drawn for repayment or repayable on any other ground. 

(b) Where, on account of failure to perform any act or com- 
ply with any formality during the war, measures of execution 
have been taken in German territory to the prejudice of a 
national of an Allied or Associated Power, the claim of such 
national shall, if the matter does not fall within the competence 
of the Courts of an Allied or Associated Power, be heard by 
the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal provided for by Section VI. 

(c) Upon the application of any interested person who is a 
national of an Allied or Associated Power the Mixed Arbitral 
Tribunal shall order the restoration of the rights which have 
been prejudiced by the measures of execution referred to in 
paragraph (b), wherever, having regard to the particular cir- 
cumstances of the case, such restoration is equitable and pos- 
sible. 

If such restoration is inequitable or impossible the Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal may grant compensation to the prejudiced 
party to be paid by the German Government. 

(d) Where a contract has been dissolved by reason either of 
failure on the part of cither party to’ carry out its provisions 
or of the exercise of a right stipulated in the contract itself 
the party prejudiced may apply to the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal 
for relief. The Tribunal will have the powers provided for in 
paragraph (c). 

(e) The provisions of the preceding paragraphs of this Article 
shall apply to the nationals of Allied and Associated Powers 
who have been prejudiced by reason of measures referred to 
above taken by Germany in invaded or occupied territory, if 
they have not been otherwise compensated. 

(7) Germany shall compensate any third party who may be 
prejudiced by any restitution or restoration ordered by the 
Mixed Arbitral Tribunal under the provisions of the preceding 
paragraphs of this Article. 

(9g) As regards negotiable instruments, the period of three 
months provided under paragraph (@) shall commence as from 
the date on which any exceptional regulations applied in the 
territories of the interested Power with regard to negotiable 
instruments shall have definitely ceased to have force. 

ARTICLE 301. 


As between enemies no negotiable instrument made before 
the war shall be deemed to have become invalid by reason only 
of failure within the required time to present the instrument 
for acceptance or payment or to give notice of non-acceptance 
or non-payment to drawers or indorsers or to protest the instru- 
ment, nor by reason of failure to complete any formality during 
the war. 

Where the period within which a negotiable instrument should 
have been presented for acceptance or for payment, or within 
which notice of non-acceptance or non-payment should have 
been given to the drawer or indorser, or within which the 
instrument should have been protested, has elapsed during the 
war, and the party who should have presented or protested the 
instrument or have given notice of non-acceptance or non-pay- 
ment has failed to do so during the war, a period of not less 
than three months from the coming into force of the present 
Treaty shall be allowed within which presentation, notice of 
non-acceptance or non-payment or protest may be made. 

ARTICLE 302. 


Judgments given by the Courts of an Allied or Associated 
Power in all cases which, under the present Treaty, they are 
competent to decide, shall be recognised in Germany as final, 
and shall be enforced without it being necessary to have them 
declared executory. 

If a judgment in respect of any dispute which may have 
arisen has been given during the war by a German Court against 
a national of an Allied or Associated State in a case in which 
he was not able to make his defence, the Allied and Associated 
national who has suffered prejudice thereby shall be entitled to 
recover compensation, to be fixed by the Mixed Arbitral Tribu- 
nal provided for in Section VI. 

At the instance of the national of the Allied or Associated 
Power the compensation above-mentioned may, upon order to 
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that effect of the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, be effected where it 
is possible by replacing the parties in the situation which they 
occupied before the judgment was given by the German Court. 

The above compensation may likewise by obtained before the 
Mixed Arbitral Tribunal by the nationals of Allied or Associ- 
ated Powers who have suffered prejudice by judicial measures 
taken in invaded or occupied territories, if they have not been 
otherwise compensated. 


ARTICLE 308. 

For the purpose of Sections III, IV, V and VII, the expression 
“during the war” means for each Allied or Associated Power 
the period between the state of war between that Power and 
Germany and the coming into force of the present Treaty. 

ANNEX. 
I. General provisions, 
1. 


Within the meaning of Articles 299, 300 and 301, the parties 
to a contract shall be regarded as enemies when trading be- 
tween them shall have been prohibited by or otherwise became 
unlawful under laws, orders or regulations to which one of 
those parties was subject. They shall be deemed to have be- 
come enemies from the date when such trading was prohibited 
or otherwise became unlawful. 


2, 


The following classes of contracts are excepted from dissolu- 
tion by Article 299 and, without prejudice to the rights con- 
tained in Article 297 (6) of Section IV, remain in force subject 
to the application of domestic laws, orders or regulations made 
during the war by the Allied and Associated Powers and sub- 
ject to the terms of the contracts: 

(a) Contracts having for their object the transfer of estates 
or of real or personal property where the property therein had 
passed or the object had been delivered before the parties be- 
came enemies; 

(b) Leases and agreements for leases of land and houses ; 

(c) Contracts of mortgage, pledge, or lien; 

(d) Concessions concerning mines, quarries or deposits ; 

(e) Contracts between individuals or companies and States, 
provinces, municipalities, or other similar juridical persons 
charged with administrative functions, and concessions granted 
by States, provinces, municipalities, or other similar juridical 
persons charged with administrative functions. 


3. 


If the provisions of a contract are in part dissolved under 
Article 299, the remaining provisions of that contract shall, sub- 
ject to the same application of domestic laws as is provided for 
in paragraph 2, continue in force if they are severable, but where 
they are not severable the contract shall be deemed to have been 
dissolved in its entirety. 


Il. Provisions relating to certain classes of contracts. 
Stock exchange and commercial exchange contracts. 
4, 


a) Rules made during the war by any recognised Exchange or 
Commercial Association providing for the closure of contracts 
entered into before the war by an enemy are confirmed by the 
High Contracting Parties, as also any action taken thereunder, 
provided :— 

(i.) That the contract was expressed to be made subject to the 
rules of the Exchange or Association in question ; 

(ii.) That the rules applied to all persons concerned ; 

(iii.) That the conditions attaching to the closure were fair 
and reasonable. 

b) The preceding paragraph shall not apply to rules made dur- 
ing the occupation by Exchanges or Commercial Associations in 
the districts occupied by the enemy. 

c) The closure of contracts relating to cotton “futures”, 
which were closed as on the 31st July, 1914, under the decision 
of the Liverpool Cotton Association, is also confirmed. 

Security. 


5. 


The sale of a security held for an unpaid debt owing by an 
enemy shall be deemed to have been valid irrespective of notice 
to the owner if the creditor acted in good faith and with reason- 
able care and prudence, and no claim by the debtor on the ground 
of such sale shall be admitted. 

This stipulation shall not apply to any sale of securities 
effected by an enemy during the occupations in regions invaded 
or occupied by the enemy. 


« 
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Negotiable instruments. 
6. 


As regards Powers which adopt Section III and the Annex 
thereto the pecuniary obligations existing between enemies and 
resulting from the issue of negotiable instruments shall be ad- 
justed in conformity with the said Annex by the instrumentality 
of the Clearing Offices, which shall assume the rights of the 
holder as regards the various remedies,open to him. 


7. 


If a person has either before or during the war become liable 
upon a negotiable instrument in accordance with an undertak- 
ing given to him by a person who has subsequently become an 
enemy, the latter shall remain liable to indemnify the former in 
respect of his liability notwithstanding the outbreak of war. 


III. Contracts of insurance. 
8. 


Contracts of insurance entered into by any person with an- 
other person who subsequently became an enemy will be dealt 
with in accordance with the following paragraphs :— 

Fire insurance. 


9. 


Contracts for the insurance of property against fire entered 
into by a person interested in such property with another per- 
son who subsequently became an enemy shall not be deemed to 
have been dissolved by the outbreak of war, or by the fact of 
the person becoming an enemy, or on account of the failure 
during the war and for a period of three months thereafter to 
perform his obligations under the contract, but they shall be 
dissolved at the date when the annual premium becomes pay- 
able for the first time after the expiration of a period of three 
months after the coming into force of the present Treaty. 

A settlement shall be effected of unpaid premiums which be- 
came due during the war, or of claims for losses which occurred 
during the war. 

10. 


Where by administrative or legislative action an insurance 
against fire effected before the war has been transferred during 
the war from the original to another insurer, the transfer will 
be recognised and the liability of the original insurer will be 
deemed to have ceased as from the date of the transfer. The 
original insurer will, however, be entitled to receive on demand 
full information as to the terms of the transfer, and if it should 
appear that these terms were not equitable they shall be 
amended so far as may be necessary to render them equitable. 

I'urthermore, the insured shall, subject to the concurrence of 
the original insurer, be entitled to retransfer the contract to 
the original insurer as from the date of the demand. 

IAfe insurance, 


11. 


Contracts of life insurance entered into between an insurer 
and a person who subsequently became an enemy shall not be 
deemed to have been dissolved by the outbreak of war, or by 
the fact of the person becoming an enemy. 

Any sum which during the war became due upon a contract 
deemed not to have been dissolved under the preceding provi- 
sion shall be recoverable after the war with the addition 


of interest at five per cent per annum from the date of its. 


becoming due up to the day of payment. 

Where the contract has lapsed during the war owing to non- 
payment of premiums, or has become void from breach of the 
conditions of the contract, the assured or his representatives 
or the persons entitled shall have the right at. any time within 
twelve months of the coming into force of the present Treaty 
to claim from the insurer the surrender value of the policy at 
the date of its lapse or avoidance. 


Where the contract has lapsed during the war owing to non- 


payment of premiums the payment of which has been prevented 
by the enforcement of measures of war, the assured or his 
representative or the persons entitled shall have the right to 
restore the contract on payment of the premiums with interest 
at five per cent per annum within three months from the com- 
ing into force of the present Treaty. 


12. 


Any Allied or Associated Power may within three months of 
the coming tnto force of the present Treaty cancel all the con- 
iracts of insurance running between a German insurance com- 
pany and its nationals under canditions which shall protect its 
nationals from any prejudice. 

To this end the German insurance company will hand over 
to the Allied or Associated Government concerned the propor- 
tion of its assets attributable to the policies so cancelled and 
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will be relieved from all liability in respect of such policies. 
The assets to be handed over shall be determined by an actuary 
appointed by the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal. 


13. 


Where contracts of life insurance have been entered into by 
a local branch of an insurance company established in a coun- 
try which subsequently became an enemy country, the contract 
shall, in the absence of any stipulation to the contrary in the 
contract itself, be governed by the local law, but the insurer 
shall be entitled to demand from the insured or his representa- 
tives the refund of sums paid on claims made or enforced under 
measures taken during the war, if the making or enforcement 
of such claims was not in accordance with the terms of the 
contract itself or was not consistent with the laws or treaties 
existing at the time when it was entered into. 


14. 


In any case where by the law applicable to the contract the 
insurer remains bound by the contract notwithstanding the non- 
payment of premiums until notice is given to the insured of the 
termination of the contract, he shall be entitled where the giv- 
ing of such notice was prevented by the war to recover the un- 
paid premiums with interest at five per cent. per annum from 
the insured. 

15. 

Insurance contracts shall be considered as contracts of life 
assurance for the purpose of paragraphs 11 to 14 when they 
depend on the probabilities of human life combined with the 
rate of interest for the calculation of the reciprocal engage- 
ments between the two parties. 

Marine insurance. 
16. 


Contracts of marine insurance including time policies and 
voyage policies entered into between an insurer and a person 
who subsequently became an enemy, shall be deemed to have 
been dissolved on his becoming an enemy, except in cases where 
the risk undertaken in the contract had attached before he 
became an enemy. 

Where the risk had not attached, money paid by way of pre- 
mium or otherwise shall be recoverable from the insurer. 

Where the risk had attached effect shall be given to the con- 
tract notwithstanding the party becoming an enemy, and sums 
due under the contract either by way of premiums or in respect 
of losses shall be recoverable after the coming into force of the 
present Treaty. 

In the event of any agreement being come to for the payment 
of interest on sums due before the war to or by the nationals of 
States which have been at war and recovered after the war, 
such interest shall in the case of losses recoverable under con- 
tracts of marine insurance run from the expiration of a perio: 
of one year from the date of the loss. 


17. 


No contract of marine insurance with an insured person who 
subsequently became an enemy shall be deemed to cover losses 
due to belligerent action by the Power of which the insurer was 
a national or by the allies or associates of such Power. 

18. 


Where it is shown that a person who had before the war en- 
tered into a contract of marine insurance with an insurer who 
subsequently became an enemy entered after the outbreak of 
war into a new contract covering the same risk with an insurer 
who was not an enemy, the new contract shall be deemed to be 
substituted for the original contract as from the date when it 
was entered into, and the premiums payable shall be adjusted 
on the basis of the original insurer having remained liable on the 
contract only up till the time when the new contract was en- 
tered into. 

Other insurances. 


19. 


Contracts of insurance entered into before the war between 
an insurer and a person who subsequently became an enemy 
other than contracts dealt with in paragraphs 9 to 18 shall be 
treated in all respects on the same footing as contracts of fire 
insurance between the same persons would be dealt with under 
the said paragraphs. 

Re-insurance. 
20. 

All treaties of re-insurance with a person who became an 
enemy shall be regarded as having been abrogated by the per- 
son becoming an enemy, but without prejudice in the case of 
life or marine risks which had attached before the war to the 
right to recover payment after the war for sums due in respect 
of such risks. 
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Nevertheless if, owing to invasion, it has been impossible for 
the re-insured to find another re-insurer, the treaty shall re- 
main in force until three months after the coming into force of 
the present Treaty. 

Where a re-insurance treaty becomes void under this para- 
graph, there shall be an adjustment of accounts between the 
parties in respect both of premiums paid and payable and of 
liabilities for losses in respect of life or marine risks which had 
attached before the war. In the case of risks other than 
those mentioned in paragraphs 11 to 18 the adjustment of 
accounts shall be made as at the date of the parties becoming 
enemies without regard to claims for losses which may have 
occurred since that date. 


21. 


The provisions of the preceding paragraph will extend equally 
to re-insurances existing at the date of the parties becoming 
enemies of particular risks undertaken by the insurer in a 
contract of insurance against any risks other than life or 
marine risks. 

22. 

Re-insurance of life risks effected by particular contracts and 
not under any general treaty remain in force. 

The provisions of paragraph 12 apply to treaties of re- 
insurance of life insurance contracts in which enemy companies 
are the re-insurers, 

23. 

Iu case of a re-insurance effected before the war of a contract 
of marine insurance, the cession of a risk which had been ceded 
to the re-insurer shall, if it had attached before the outbreak 
ot war, remain valid and effect be given to the contract not- 
withstanding the outbreak of war; sums due under the contract 
of re-insurance in respect either of premiums or of losses shall 
be recoverable after the war. 

24. 

The provisions of paragraphs 17 and 18 and the last part of 
paragraph 16 shall apply to contracts for the re-insurance of 
marine risks. 


Section VI. Mixed Arbitral Tribunal. 


“ARTICLE 304. 


(a4) Within three months from the date of the coming into 
foree ot the present Treaty, a Mixed Arbitral Tribunal shall be 
established between each of the Allied and Associated Powers 
on the one hand and Germany on the other hand. Each such 
Tribunal shall consist of three members. Each of the Govern- 
ments concerned shall appoint one of these members. The 
President shall be chosen by agreement between the two Gov- 
ernments concerned. 

In case of failure to reach agreement, the President of the 
Tribunal and two other persons either of whom may in case of 
need take his place, shall be chosen by the Council of the League 
of Nations, or, until this is set up, by M. Gustave Ador if he is 
willing. These persons shall be nationals of Powers that have 
remained neutral during the war. 

If any Government does not proceed within a period of one 
mouth in case there is a vacancy to appoint a member of the 
Tribunal, such member shall be chosen by the other Government 
from the two persons mentioned above other than the President. 

The decision of the majority of the members of the Tribunal 
shall be the decision of the Tribunal. 

(vb) The Mixed Arbitral Tribunals established pursuant to 
paragraph (a), shall decide all questions within their compe- 
tence under Sections III, IV, V and VIT. 

In addition, all questions, whatsoever their nature, relating to 
contracts concluded before the coming into force of the present 
Treaty between nationals of the Allied and Associated Powers 
and German nationals shall be decided by the Mixed Arbitral 
Tribunal, always excepting questions which, under the laws of 
the Allied, Associated or Neutral Powers, are within the juris- 
diction of the National Courts of those Powers. Such questions 
shall be decided by the National Courts in question, to the exelu- 
sion of the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal. The party who is a na- 
tional of an Allied or Associated Power may nevertheless bring 
the case before the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal if this is not pro- 
hibited by the laws of his country. 

(c) If the number of cases justifies it, additional members 
shail be appointed and each Mixed Arbitral Tribunal shall sit 
in divisions. Each of these divisions will be constituted as 
above. 

(d) Each Mixed Arbitral Tribunal will settle its own pro- 
cedure except in so far as it is provided in the following Annex, 
and is empowered to award the sums to be paid by the loser in 
respect of the costs and expenses of the proceedings. 
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(e) Each Government will pay the remuneration of the mem- 
ber of the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal appointed by it and of any 
agent whom it may appoint to represent it before the Tribunal. 
The remuneration of the President will be determined by special 
agreement between the Governments concerned; and this re- 
muneration and the joint expenses of each Tribunal will be 
paid by the two Governments in equal moieties. 

(f) The High Contracting Parties agree to regard the deci- 
sions of the Mixed Arbitrai Tribunal as final and conclusive, and 
to render them binding upon their nationals. 

ANNEX. 
4. 


Should one of the members of the Tribunal either die, retire, 
or be unable for any reason whatever to discharge his functions, 
the same procedure will be followed for filling the vacancy as 
was followed for appointing him. 


9 


The Tribunal may adopt such rules of procedure as shall be 
in accordance with justice and equity and decide the order and 
time at which each party must conclude its arguments, and 
may arrange all formalities required for dealing with the evi- 
dence. - 

3. 

The agent and counsel of the parties on each side are author- 
ized to present oraily and in writing to the tribunal arguments 
in support or in defence of ench case. 

4. ° 

The Tribunal shall keep record of the questions and cases sub- 
mitted and the proceedings thereon, with the dates of such pro- 
ceedings. 


5. 


Each of the Powers concerned may appoint a secretary. These 
secretaries shall act together as joint secretaries of the Tribunal 
and shall be subject to its direction. The tribunal may appoint 
and employ any other necessary officer or officers to assist in the 
performance of its duties. 

G. 


The Tribunal shall decide all questions and matters submitted 
upon such evidence and information as may be furnished by the 
parties concerned. 


- 


4. 


Germany agrees to give the Tribunal all facilities and informa- 
tion required by it for carrying out its investigations. 
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The language in which the proceedings shall be conducted 
shall be determined by the Allied or Associated Power concerned 


9. 


The place and time for the meetings of each Tribunal shall be 

determined by the Allied or Associated Power concerned. 
ARTICLE 305. 

Whenever a competent Tribunal has given or gives a decision 
in a case covered by Sections III, IV, V or VII, and such de- 
cision is inconsistent with the provisions of such Sections, the 
party who is prejudiced by the decision shall be entitled to 
obtain redress which shall be fixed by the Mixed Arbitral 
Tribunal, At the request of the national of an Allied or As- 
sociated Power, the redress may, whenever possible, be effected 
by the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal directing the replacement of 
the parties in the position occupied by them before the judg- 
ment was given by the German Court. 


Section VII. Industrial property. 
ARTICLE 306. 


Subject to the stipulations of the present Treaty, rights of 
industrial, literary, and artistic property, as such property is 
defined by the International Conventions of. Paris and of 
Berne, mentioned in Article 286, shall be re-established or re- 
stored, as from the coming into force of the present Treaty, 
in the territories of the High Contracting Parties, in favour of 
the persons entitled to the benefit of them at the moment when 
the state of war commenced or their legal representatives. 
Equally, rights which, except fer the war, would have been 
acquired during the war in consequence of an application made 
for the protection of industrial property, or the publication of 
a literary or artistic work, shall be recognised and established 
in favour of those persons who would have been entitled 
thereto, from the coming into force of the present Treaty. 

Nevertheless, all acts done by virtue of the special measures 
faken during the war under legislative executive or adminis- 
trative authority of any Allied or Associated Power in regard 
to the rights of German nationals in industrial literary or 
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artistic property shall remain im force and shall continue to 
maintain their full effect. 

No claim shall be made or action brought by Germany or 
German nationals in respect of the use during the war by the 
Government of any Allied er Associated Power, or by any per- 
sons acting on behalf or with the assent of such Government 
ef any rights in industrial, literary, or artistic property, nor in 
respect of. the sale, offering for sale, or use of any products, 
articles, or apparatus whatsoever to which such rights applied. 

Unless the legislation of any one of the Allied or Associated 
Powers otherwise directs, sums due or paid in virtue of any 
act or operation resulting from the execution of the special 
measures mentioned in paragraph I. of this article shall be 
dealt. with in the same way as other sums due to German na- 
tionals are directed to be dealt with by the present Treaty; and 
sums produced by any special measures taken by the German 
Government in respect of rights in industrial, literary, or 
artistic property belonging to the nationals of the Allied or 
Associated Powers shall be considered and treated in the same 
way ws other debts due from German nationals. 

Exneh of the Allied and Associated Powers reserves to itself 
the right to impose such limitations, conditions, or restrictions 
on rights of industrial, literary, or artistic property (with the 
exception of trade-marks) acquired before or during the war, or 
which may be subsequently acquired in accordance with its 
legisintion, by German nationals, whether by granting licences, 
or by the working, or by preserving control over their exploita- 
tion, or in any other way, as may be considered necessary for 
national defence, or in the public interest, or for assuring the 
fair treatment by Germany of the rights of industrial, literary, 
and artistic property held in German territory by its nationals, 
or for securing the due fulfilment of all the obligations under- 
taken by Germany in the present Treaty. 

Kach of the Allied or Associated Powers reserves the right 
to treat as void and of no effect any transfer in whole or in 
part of or other dealing with rights of or in respect of industrial, 
literary, or artistic property effected after August 1, 1914, or 
in the future, which would have the result of defeating the 
objects of the provisions of this article. 

‘The provisions of this article shall not apply to rights in in- 
dustrial, literary, or artistic property which have been dealt 
with in the liquidation of businesses or companies under war 
legislation by the Allied or Associated Powers, or which may be 
so dealt with by virtue of Article 297 paragraph (5). 

ARTICLE 307. 


A minimum of one year after the coming inte force of the 
present Treaty shall be accorded to the nationals of the High 
Contracting Parties, without extension fees or other penalty, 
in order to enable such persons to accomplish any act, fulfil any 
formality, pay any fees, and generally satisfy any obligation 
prescribed by the laws or regulations of the respective States 
relating to the obtaining, preserving, or opposing rights to, or 
in respect of, industrial property either aequired before the Ist 
August, 1914, or which, except for the war, might have been 
acquired since that date as a result of an application made be- 
fore the war or during its continuanee, but nothing in this 
Article shall give any right to reopen interference proceedings 
in the United States of America where a final hearing has taken 
place. 

All rights in, or in respect of, such property which may have 
lapsed by reason of any failure to accomplish any act, fulfil 
any formality, or make any payment, shall revive, but subject 
in the ease of patents and designs to the imposition of such 
conditions as each Allied or Associated Power may deem reason- 
ably necessary for the protection of persons who have manu- 
factured or made use of the subject matter of such property 
while the rights had lapsed. Further, where rights to patents 
or designs belonging to German nationals are revived under 
this article, they shall be subject to the same provisions as 
would have been applicable to them during the war, as well as 
to all the provisions of the present Treaty. 

The period from the Ist August, 1914, until the coming into 
force of the present Treaty shall be excluded in considering 
the time within which a patent should be worked or a trade 
mark or design used, and it is further agreed that no patent, 
registered trade mark or design in force on the Ist August, 
1914, shall be subject to revocation or cancellation by reason 
only of the failure to work such patent or use such trade mark 
or design for two years after the coming into force of the 
present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 308. 

The rights of priority, provided by Article IV of the Inter- 
national Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property 
of Paris, of the 20th March, 1883, revised at Washington in 
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1911 or by any other Convention or Statute, for the filing or 
registration of applications for patents or models of utility, 
and for the registration of trade marks designs and models 
which had not expired on the 1st August, 1914, and those which 
have arisen during the war, or would have arisen but for the 
wart, shall be extended by each of the High Contracting Parties 
in favour of all nationals of the other High Contracting Parties 
for a period of six months after the coming into force of the 
present Treaty. 

Nevertheless, such extension shall in no way affect the right 
of any of the High Contracting Parties or of any person who 
before the coming into force of the present Treaty was bond 
fide in possession of any rights of industrial property con- 
flicting with rights applied for by another who claims rights 
of priority in respect of them, to exercise such rights by itself 
or himself personally, or by such agents or licensees as derived 
their rights from it or him before the coming into force of the 
present Treaty ; and such persons shall not be amenable to any 
action or other process of law in respect of infringement. 


ARTICLE 309. 


No action shall be brought and no claim made by persons 
residing or carrying on business within the territories of Ger- 
many on the one part and of the Allied or Associated Powers 
on the other, er persons who are nationals of such Powers 
respectively, or by any one deriving title during the war from 
such persons, by reason of any action which has taken place 
within the territory of the other party between the date of the 
declaration of war and that of the coming into force of the 
present Treaty, which might constitute an infringement of 
the rights of industrial property or rights of literary and 
artistic property, either existing at any time during the war or 
revived under the provisions of Articles 307 and 308. 

Equally, no action for infringement of industrial, literary or 
artistic property rights by such persons shall at any time be 
permissible in respect of the sale or offering for sale for a 
period of one year after the signature of the present Tregty in 
the territories of the Allied or Associated Powers on the one 
hand or Germany on the other, of products or articles manu- 
faetured, or of literary or artistic works published, during the 
period between the declaration of war and the signature of the 
present Treaty, or against those who have acquired and con- 
tinue to use them. It is understood, nevertheless, that this 
provision shall not apply when the possessor of the rights was 
domiciled or had an industrial or commercial establishment in 
the districts occupied by Germany during the war. 

This Article shall not apply as between the United States of 
America on the one hand and Germany on the other. 


Articte 310. 


Licences. in respect of industrial, literary, or artistic prop- 
erty concluded before the war between nationals of the Allied 
er Associated Powers or persons residing in their territory or 
carrying on business therein, on the one part, and German 
nationals, on the other part, shall be considered as cancelled as 
from the date of the declaration of war between Germany and 
the Allied or Associated Powers. But, in any case, the former 
beneficiary of a contract of this Kind shall have the right, 
within a period of six months after the coming into force of 
the present Treaty, to demand from the proprietor of the rights 
the grant of a new license, the conditions of which, in default 
of agreement between the parties, shall be fixed by the duly 
qualified tribunal in the country under whose legislation the 
rights had been acquired, except in the case of licenses held in 
respect of rights acquired under German law. In such cases 
the conditions shall be fixed by the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal re- 
ferred to in Section VI of this Part. The tribunal may, if 
necessary, fix also the amount which it may deem just should 
be paid by reason of the use of the rights during the war. 

No licence in respect of industrial, literary, or artistic prop- 
erty, granted under the special war legislation of any Allied or 
Associated Power, shall be affected by the continued existence 
of any licence entered into before the war, but shall remain 
valid and of full effect, and a licence so granted to the former 
beneficiary of a Heence entered into before the war shall be 
considered as substituted for such licence. 

Where sums have been paid during the war by virtue of a 
licence or agreement concluded before the war in respect of 
rights of industrial property er for the repreduction or the 
representation of literary, dramatic, or artistic works, these 
sums shall be dealt with in the same manner as other debts 
or credits of German nationals, as provided by the present 
Treaty. 

This Article shall not apply as between the United States 
of America on the one hand and Germany on the other. 














ARTICLE 311. 


The inhabitants of territories separated from Germany by 
virtue of the present Treaty shall, notwithstanding this sepa- 
ration and the change of nationality consequent thereon, con- 
tinue to enjoy in Germany all the rights in industrial, literary, 
and artistic property to which they were entitled under German 
legislation at the time of the separation. 


Section NIII, Social and State Insurance in Ceded Territory. 
ARTICLE 312. 

Without prejudice to the provisions contained in other Ar- 
ticles of the present Treaty the German Government undertakes 
to transfer to any Power to which German territory in Europe 
is ceded, and to any Power administering former German terri- 
tory as a mandatory under Article 22 of Part I (League of Na- 
tions), such portion of the reserves accumulated by the Gov- 
ernment of the German Empire or of German States, or by 
public or private organisations under their control, as is at- 
tributable to the carrying on of Social or State Insurance in 
such territory. 

The Powers to which these funds are transferred must apply 
them to the performance of the obligations arising from such 
insurances. 

The conditions of the transfer will be determined by special 
conventions to be concluded between the German Government 
and the Governments concerned. 

PART XI. 
AERIAL NAVIGATION, 
ARTICLE 313. 

The aircraft of the Allied and Associated Powers shall have 
full liberty of passage and landing over and in the territory 
and territorial waters of Germany, and shall enjoy the same 
privileges as German aircraft, particularly in case of distress 
by land or sea. 

ARTICLE 314. 


The aircraft of the Allied and Associated Powers shall, while 
in transit to any foreign country whatever, enjoy the right of 
flying over the territory and territorial waters of Germany 
without landing, subject always to any regulations which may 
be made by Germany, and which shall be applicable equally 
to the aircraft of Germany and those of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated countries. 

ARTICLE 315. 


All aerodromes in Germany open to national public traffic 
shall be open for the aircraft of the Allied and Associated 
Powers, and in any such aerodrome such aircraft shall be 
treated on a footing of equality with German aircraft as re- 
gards charges of every description, including charges for land- 
ing and accommodation. 

ARTICLE 316. 

Subject to the present provisions, the rights of passage, 
transit and landing, provided for in Articles 313, 314 and 315, 
are subject to the observance of such regulations as Germany 
may consider it necessary to enact, but such regulations shall 
be applied without distinction to German aircraft and to the 
aircraft of Allied and Associated Countries. 


ARTICLE 317. 


Certificates of nationality, airworthiness, or competency, and 
licences, issued or recognised as valid by any of the Allied or 
Associated Powers, shall be recognised in Germany as valid 
and as equivalent to the certificates and licences issued by 
Germany. “ 

ARTICLE 318. 


As regards internal commercial air traffic, the aircraft of 
the Allied and Associated Powers shall enjoy in Germany most 
favoured nation treatment. 

ARTICLE 319. 


Germany undertakes to enforce the necessary measures to 
eusure that all German aircraft flying over her territory shall 
comply with the Rules as to lights and signals, Rules of the 
Air and Rules for Air Traffic on and in the neighbourhood of 
nerodromes, which have been laid down in the Convention rela- 
tive to Aerial Navigation concluded between the Allied and 
Associated Powers. 

ARTICLE 320. 


The obligations imposed by the preceding provisions shall 
remain in force until the 1st January 1923, unless before that 
date Germany shall have been admitted into the League of 
Nations or shall have been authorised, by consent ui the Allied 
and Associated Powers, to adhere to the Convention relative to 
Aerial Navigation concluded between those Powers. 
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PART XII. 
PORTS, WATERWAYS AND RAILWAYS. 


Section I. General provisions. 
ARTICLE 321. 


Germany undertakes to grant freedom of transit through her 
territories on the routes most convenient for international 
transit, either by rail, navigable waterway, or canal, to persons, 
goods, vessels, carriages, wagons and mails coming from or 
going to the territories of any of the Allied and Associated 
Powers (whether contiguous or not) ; for this purpose the cross- 
ing of territorial waters shall be allowed. Such persons, goods, 
vessels, carriages, wagons and mails shall not be subjected to 
any transit duty or to any undue delays or restrictions, and 
shall be entitled in Germany to national treatment as regards 
charges, facilities, and all other matters. 

Goods in transit shall be exempt from all Customs or other 
similar duties. 

All charges imposed on transport in transit shall be reason- 
able, having regard to the conditions of the traffic. No charge, 
facility or restriction shall depend directly or indirectly on the 
ownership or on the nationality of the ship or other means of 
transport on which any part of the through journey has been, 
or is to be, accomplished. 

ARTICLE 322. 


Germany undertakes neither to impose nor to maintain any 
control over transmigration traffic through her territories be- 
yond measures necessary to ensure that passengers are bona 
fide in transit; nor to allow any shipping company or any other 
private body, corporation or person interested in the traffic to 
take any part whatever in, or to exercise any direct or indirect 
influence over, any administrative service that may be neces- 
sary for this purpose, 

ARTICLE 323. 

Germany undertakes to make no discrimination or preference, 
direct or indirect, in the duties, charges and prohibitions re- 
lating to importations into or exportations from her territories, 
or, subject to the special engagements contained in the present 
Treaty, in the charges and conditions of transport of goods or 
persons entering or leaving her territories, based on the fron- 
tier crossed; or on the kind, ownership, or flag of the means of 
transport (including aircraft) employed; or on the original or 
immediate place of departure of the vessel, wagon or aircraft 
or other means of transport employed, or its ultimate or inter- 
mediate destination; or on the route of or places of trans- 
shipment on the journey; or on whether any port through which 
the goods are imported or exported is a German port or a port 
belonging to any foreign country or on whether the goods are 
imported or exported by sea, by land or by air. 

Germany particularly undertakes not to establish against the 
ports and vessels of any of the Allied and Associated Powers 
any surtax or any direct or indirect bounty for export or im- 
port by German ports or vessels, or by those of another Power, 
for example by means of combined tariffs. She further under- 
takes that persons or goods passing through a port or using a 
vessel of any of the Allied and Associated Powers shall not be 
subjected to any formality or delay whatever to which such 
persons or goods would not be subjected if they passed through 
a German port or a port of any other Power, or used a German 
vessel or a vessel of any other Power. 

ARTICLE 324. 


All necessary administrative and technical measures shall 
be taken to shorten, as much as possible, the transmission of 
goods across the German frontiers and to ensure their forward- 
ing and transport from such frontiers, irrespective of whether 
such goods are coming from or going to the territories of the 
Allied and Associated Powers or are in transit from or to 
those territories, under the same material conditions in such 
matters as rapidity of carriage and care cn route as are en- 
joyed by other goods of the same kind carried on German terri- 
tory under similar conditions of transport. 

In particular, the transport of perishable goods shall be 
promptly and regularly carried out, and the customs formali- 
ties shall be effected in such a way as to allow the goods to 
be carried straight through by trains which make connection. 

ARTICLE 325. 

Germany undertakes not to take any measures the effect of 
which would be to divert traffic of any kind from its normal 
itinerary for the benefit of her own transport routes. 

ArticLe 326. 

The seaports of the Allied and Associated Powers are entitled 

to all favours and to all reduced tariffs granted on German 
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railways or navigable waterways for the benefit of German | 
ports or of any port of another Power. 

Germany may not refuse to participate in the tariffs or com- 
binations of tariffs intended to secure for ports of any of the 


Alliec and Associated Powers advantages similar to those 
granted by Germany to her own ports or the ports of any 
other Power. 
Section II, Navigation. 
Chapter 1. Freedom of navigation, 
ARTICLE 327, 


The nationals of any of the Allfed and Associated Powers as 
well as their vessels and property shall enjoy in all German 
ports and on the inland navigation routes of Germany the same 
treatment in all respects as German nationals, vessels and prop- 
erty. 

In particular the vessels of any one of the Allied or Asso- 
ciated Powers shall be entitled to transport goods of any de- 
scription, and passengers, to or from any ports or places in 
German territory to which German vessels may have access, 
under c4nditions which shall not be more onerous than those 
upplied in the case of national vessels ; they shall be treated on 
a footing of equality with national vessels as regards port and 
harbour facilities and charges of every description, including 
facilities for stationing, loading and unloading, and duties and 
charges of tonnage, harbour, pilotage, lighthouse, quarantine, and 
all analagous duties and charges of whatsoever nature, levied in 
the name of or for the profit of the Government, public function- 
aries, private individuals, corporations er establishments of any 
kind. 

In the event of Germany granting a preferential regime to 
any of the Allied or Associated Powers or to any other fereign 
Power, this regime shall be extended immediately and uncon- 
ditionally to all the AHied and Associated Powers. 

There shall be ne impediment to the movement of persons 
or vessels other than those arising from prescriptions concern- 
ing customs, police, sanitation, emigration and immigration, 
and those relating to the import and export of prohibited goods. 
Such regulations must be reasonable and uniform and must not 
impede traffic unnecessarily. 

Chapter 2. Free zones in ports. 
ARTICLE 328. 


The free zones existing in German ports on the Ist August, 
1914, shall be maintained. These free zones, and any other free 
zones which may be established in German territory by the 
present Treaty, shall be subject to the régime provided for in 
the following Articles. 

Goods entering or leaving a free zone shall not be subjected 
to any import or export duty, ether than those previded for in 
Article 330. 

Vessels and goods entering a free zone may be subjected to the 
charges established to cover expenses of administration, up- 
keep and improvement of the port, as well as to the charges 
for the use of various installations, provided that these charges 
shall be reasonable having regard to the expenditure incurred, 
and shall be levied in the conditions of equality provided for 
in Article 327. 

Goods shall not be subjected to any other charge except a 
statistical duty which shall not exceed 1 per mille ad valorem, 
and which shall be devoted exclusively to defraying the ex- 
penses of compiling statements of the traffic in the port. 


ARTICLE 329. 


The facilities granted for the erection of warehouses, for 
packing and for unpacking goods, shall be, in accordance with 
trade requirements for the time being. All goods allowed to be 
consumed in the free zone shall be exempt from duty, whether 
of excise or of any other description, apart from the statistical 
duty provided for in Article 328 above. 

There shall be no discrimination in regard te any of the 
provisions of the present article between persons belonging 
to different nationalities or between goods of different origin 
or destination. 

ARTICLE 330. 

Import duties may be levied on goods leaving the free zone 
for consumption in the country on the territory of which the 
port is situated. Conversely, expert duties may be levied on 
goods coming from such country and brought into the free 
zone. These import and export duties shall be levied on the 
same basis and at the same rates as similar duties levied at 
the other Customs frontiers of fhe eountry concerned. On the 
other hand, Germany shall not levy, under any denomination, 
any import, export or transit duty on goeds carried by land 


or water across her territory to or from the free zone from 
or to any other State. - 
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Germany shall draw up the necessary regulations to secure 
and guarantee such freedom of transit over such railways and 
waterways in her territory as normally give access to the 
free zone. 

Chapter III. Clauses rane to the Hibe, the Gder, the Niemen (Russ- 
strom-Memel-Niemen) and the Danubde. 
(1) General clauses. 
ARTICLE 331. 
The following rivers are declared international: 
the Elbe (ZLabe) from its confluence with the Vliava 
(Moldauw), and the Vitava (Moldau) from Prague ; 

the Oder (Odra) from its confluence with the Oppa ; 

the Niemen (Russstrom-Memel-Nicmen) from Grodno; 

the Danube from Ulm; 

and all navigable parts of these river systems which natu- 
rally provide more than one State with access to the sea, with 
or without transhipment from one vessel to another; together 
with lateral canals and channels constructed either to duplicate 
or to improve naturally navigable sections of the specified river 
system, or to connect two naturally navigable sections of the 
same river. 

The same shall apply te the Rhine-Danube navigable water- 
way, Should such a waterway be constructed under the condi- 
tions laid dewn in Article+353. 

ARTICLE 332. 

On the waterways declared to be international in the pre- 
ceding Article, the nationals, property and flags of all Powers 
shall be treated on a footing of perfect equality, no distinction 
being made to the detriment of the nationals, property or flac 
of any Power between them and the nationals, property or flag 
of the riparian State itself or of the most favoured natien. 

Nevertheless, German vessels shall not be entitled to carry 
passengers or goods by regular services between the ports of 
any Allied or Associated Power, without special authority from 
such Power. 





ARTICLE 333. 


Where such charges are not precluded by any existing con- 
ventions, charges varying on different sections of a river may 
be levied on vessels using the navigable channels or their ap- 
proaches, provided that they are intended solely to cover equita- 
bly the cost of maintaining in a navigable condition, or of im- 
proving, the river and its appreaches, or to meet expenditure 
incurred in the interests of navigation. The schedule of such 
charges shall be calculated on the basis of such expenditure 
and shall be posted up in the ports. These charges shall be 
levied in such a manner as to render any detailed examination 
of cargoes unnecessary, except in cases of suspected fraud or 
contravention. 

ARticLte 334. 


The transit of vessels, passengers and goods on these water- 
ways shall be effected in accordance with the general condi- 
tions prescribed for transit in Section I above. 

When the two banks of an international river are within 
the same State goods in transit may be placed under seal or in 
the custody of customs agents. When the river forms a fron- 
tier goods and passengers in transit shall be exempt from all 
customs formalities; the loading and unloading of goods, and 
the embarkation and disembarkation of passengers, shall only 
take place in the ports specified by the riparian State. 

AgTicte 335. 

No dues of any kind other than those provided for in the 
present Part shall be levied along the course or at the mouth of 
these rivers. 

This provision shall not prevent the fixing by the riparian 
States of customs, local octroi or consumption duties, or the 
creation of reasonable and uniform charges levied in the ports, 
in accordance with public tariffs, for the use of cranes, ele- 
vators, quays, warehouses, etc. 

ARTICLE 336. 

In default of any special organisation for carrying out the 
works connected with the upkeep and improvement of the 
international portion of a navigable system, each riparian 
State shall be bound to take suitable méasures to remove any 
obstacle or danger to navigation and to ensure the maintenance 
of good conditions of navigation. i 

If a State neglects to comply with this obligation any riparian 
State, or any State represented on the International Commis- 
sion, if there is one, may appeal te the tribunal instituted for 
this purpose by the League of Nations. 

ARTICLE 337. 

The same procedure shall be followed in the case of a 
riparian State undertaking any works of a nature to impede 
navigation in the international section. The tribunal mentioned 








in the preceding article shall be entitled to enforce the sus- 
pension or suppression of such works, making due allowance 
in its decisions for all rights in connection with irrigation, 
water-power, fisheries, and other national interests, which, with 
the consent of all the riparian States or of all the States repre- 
sented on the International Commission, if there is one, shall 
be given priority over the requirements of navigation. 

Appeal to the tribunal of the League of Nations does not re- 
quire the suspension of the works. 

ARTICLE 338. 

The régime set out in Articles 332 to 337 above shall be super- 
seded by one to be laid down in a General Convention drawn 
up by the Allied and Associated Powers, and approved by tle 
League of Nations, relating to the waterways recognised in 
such Convention as having an international character. This 
Convention shall apply in particular to the whole or part of the 
above-mentioned river systems of the Elbe (Labe), the Oder 
(Odra), the Niemen (Russstrom-Memel-Niemen), and the Dan- 
ube, and such other parts of these river systems aS may be cov- 
ered by a general definition. 

Germany undertakes, in accordance with the provisions of 
Article 379, to adhere to the said General Convention as well as 
to all projects prepared in accordance with Article 343 below 
=A the revision of existing international agreements and regu- 
ations. 

ARTICLE 339. 

Germany shall cede to the Allied and Associated Powers con- 
cerned, within a maximum period of three months from the 
date on which notification shall be given her, a proportion of 
the tugs and vessels remaining registered in the ports of the 
river systems referred to in Article 331 after the deduction of 
those surrendered by way of restitution or reparation. Ger- 
many shal] in the same way cede material of all kinds necessary 
to the Allied and Associated Powers concerned for the utilisa- 
tion of those river systems. 

The number of the tugs and boats, and the amount of the 
material so ceded, and their distribution, shall be determined 
by an arbitrator or arbitrators nominated by the United States 
of America, due regard being had to the legitimate needs of the 
parties concerned, and particularly to the shipping traffic during 
the five years preceding the war. 

All craft so ceded shall be provided with their fittings and 
gear, shall be in a good state of repair and in condition to carry 
anee and shall be selected from among those most recently 
yulit. 

The cessions provided for in the present article shall entail a 
credit of which the total amount, settled in a lump sum by the 
arbitrator or arbitrators shall not in any case exceed the value 
of the capital expended in the initial establishment of the 
material ceded, and shall be set off against the total sums due 
from Germany; in consequence, the indemnification of the pro- 
prietors shall be a matter for Germany to deal with. 


(2)Special Clauses relating to the Elbe, the Oder and the Niemen 
(Russstrom-Memel-Niemen). 


ARTICLE 340. 


The Elbe (Labe) shall be placed under the administration of 

an International Commission which shall comprise: 
4 representatives of the German States bordering on the 
river; 
2 representatives of the Tchecko-Slovak State; 
representative of Great Britain; 
representative of France; 
representative of Italy; 
representative of Belgium. 

Whatever be the number of members present, each delega- 
tion shall have the right to record a number of votes equal to 
the number of representatives allotted to it. 

If certain of these representatives cannot be appointed at 
the time of the coming into force of the present Treaty, the 
decisions of the Commission shall nevertheless be valid. 

ARTICLE 341. 


The Oder (Odra) shall be placed under the administration of 

an International Commission, which shall comprise: 
1 representative of Poland; 

representative of Prussia ; 
representative of the Tchecko-Slovak State; 
representative of Great Britain; 
representative of France; 
representative of Denmark; 
representative of Sweden. 

If certain of these representatives cannot be appointed at the 
time of the coming into force of the present Treaty, the de- 
cisions of the Commission shall nevertheless be valid. 
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ARTICLE 842. 

On a request being made to the League of Nations by any 
riparian State, the Niemen (Russstrom-Memel-Niemen) shall 
be placed under the administration of an International Com- 
mission, which shall comprise one representative of each 
riparian State, and three representatives of other States speci- 
fied by the League of Nations. 

ArtTicie 343. 

The International Commissions referred to in Articles 340 
and 341 shall meet within three months of the date of the 
coming into force of the present-Treaty.. The International 
Commission referred to in Article 342 shall meet within three 
months from the date of the request made by a riparian State. 
Each of these Commissions shall proceed immediately to pre- 
pare a project for the revision of the existing international 
agreements and regulations, drawn up in conformity with the 
General Convention referred to in Article 338, should such 
Convention have been already concluded. In the absence of 
such Convention, the project for revision shall be in conformity 
with the principles of Articles 332 to 337 above. 

ARTICLE 34. 

The projects referred to in the preceding Article shall, inter 
alia: 

(a) designate the headquarters of the International Commis- 
sion, and prescribe the manner in which its President is to be 
nominated ; 

(b) specify the extent of the Commission’s powers, particu- 
larly in regard to the execution of works of maintenance, con- 
trol, and improvement on the river system, the financial régime, 
the fixing and collection of charges, and regulations for navi- 
gation ; 

(c) define the sections of the river or its tributaries to which 
the international régime shall be applied. 

ARTICLE 345. 

The international agreements and regulations at present gov- 
erning the navigation of the Elbe (Labe), the Oder (Odra), 
and the Niemen (Russstrom-Memel-Niemen) shall be provi- 
sionally maintained in force until the ratification of the above- 
mentioned projects. Nevertheless, in all cases where such 
agreements and regulations in force are in conflict with the pro- 
visions of Articles 332 to 337 above, or of the General Conven- 
tion to be concluded, the latter provisions shall prevail. 

(3) Special Clausee relating to the Danube. 
ARTICLE 346. 


The European Commission of the Danube reassumes the pow- 
ers it possessed before the war. Nevertheless, as a provisional 
measure, only representatives of Great Britain, France, Italy 
and Roumania shall constitute this Commission. 

ARTICLE 347. 


From the point where the competence of the European Com- 
mission ceases, the Danube system referred to in Article 331 
shall be placed under the administration of an International 
Commission composed as follows: 

2 representatives of German riparian States; 

1 representative of each other riparian State; 

1 representative of each non-riparian State represented 
in the future on the European Commission of the 
Danube. 

If certain of these representatives cannot be appointed at the 
time of the coming into force of the present Treaty, the de- 
cisions of the Commission shall nevertheless be valid. 


ARTICLE 348. 


The International Commission provided for in the preceding 
Article shall meet as soon as possible after the coming into 
force of the present Treaty, and shall undertake provisionally 
the administration of the river in conformity with the pro- 
visions of Articles 332 to 337, until such time as a definitive 
statute regarding the Danube is concluded by the Powers nomi- 
nated by the Allied and Associated Powers. 

ARTICLE 349. 


Germany agrees to accept the regime which shall be laid down 
for the Danube by a Conference of the Powers nominated by 
the Allied and Associated Powers, which shall meet within 
one year after the coming into force of the present Treaty. 

ARTICLE 350. 

The mandate given by Article 57 of the Treaty of Berlin 

of the 18th July, 1878, to Austria-Hungary, and transferred by 


her to Hungary, to carry out works at the Iron Gates, is abro- 
gated. The Commission entrusted with the administration of 


this part of the river shall lay down provisions for the settle 
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ment of accounts subject to the financial provisions of the 
present Treaty. Charges which may be necessary shall in no 
case be levied by Hungary. 

ARTICLE 351. 

Should the Tchecko-Slovak State, the Serb-Croat-Slovene 
State or Roumania, with the authorisation of or under mandate 
from the International Commission, undertake maintenance, 
improvement, weir. or other works on a part of the river sys- 
tem which forms a frontier, these States shall enjoy on the 
opposite bank, and also on the part of the bed which is outside 
their territory, all necessary facilities for the survey, execu- 
tion and maintenance of such works. 


ARTICLE 352, 


Germany shall be obliged to make to the European Commis- 
sion of the Danube all restitutions, reperations and indemnities 
for damages inflicted on the Commission during the war. 

ARTICLE 353. 

In the event of all the Allied and Associated Powers represented 
on the Central Commission for the Rhine and on the Interna- 
tional Commission charged with the administration of the Upper 
Danube respectively deciding within 25 years from the coming 
into force of the present Treaty upon the creation of a deep- 
draught Rhine-Danube navigable waterway, Germany shall be 
bound to construct such waterway in accordance with plans 
to be communicated to her by the said Powers. 

For this purpose the Central Commission for the Rhine shall 
have the right to undertake all necessary surveys. 

Should Germany fail to carry out all or part of the works, the 
Central Commission for the Rhine shall be entitled to carry 
them out instead. 

For this purpose the Commission shall be qualified to decide 
upon and fix the limits of the necessary sites and to occupy the 
ground after a period of 2 months after notification, subject 
to the payment-of indemnities to be fixed by the Commission and 
paid by Germany. 

This navigable waterway shall be placed under the same ad- 
ministrative régime as the Rhine itself, and the distribution of 
the initial cost of construction, including the above indemnities, 
among the States concerned, shall be made by a tribunal to be 
appointed by the Council of the League of Nations. 

Chapter IV. Clauses relating to the Rhine and the Moselle. 
ARTICLE 354. 

As from the coming into force of the present Treaty, the Con- 
vention of Marnheim of 17th October, 1868, together with the 
Final Protocol thereof, shall continue to govern navigation on 
the Rhine, subject to the conditions hereinafter laid down. 

In the event of any provisions of the said Convention being in 
conflict with those laid down by the General Convention referred 
to in Article 338 (which shall apply to the Rhine) the provisions 
of the General Convention shall prevail. 

Within a maximum period of six months from the coming 
into force of the present Treaty, the Central Commission referred 
to in Article 355 shall meet to draw up a project of revision of 
the Convention of Mannheim. This project shall be drawn up 
in harmony with the provisions of the General Convention re- 
ferred to above, should this have been concluded by that time, 
and shall be submitted to the Powers represented on the Central 
Commission. Germany hereby agrees to adhere to the project 
so drawn up. 

Further, the modifications set out in the following articles 
shall immediately be made in the Convention of Mannheim. 

The Allied and Associated Powers reserve to themselves the 
right to arrive at an understanding in this connection with 
Holland, and Germany hereby agrees to acceed if required to 
any such understanding. 

ARTICLE 355. 


The Central Commission provided for in the Convention of 
Mannheim shall consist of nineteen members, viz.: 

Two representatives of the Netherlands; 

Two representatives of Switzerland; 

Four representatives of German riparian States; 

Four representatives of France, which in addition shall ap- 
point the President of the Commission; 

Two representatives of Great Britain; 

Two representatives of Italy; 

Two representatives of Belgium. 

The headquarters of the Central Commission shall be at 
Strasburg. 

Whatever be the number of members present, each Delega- 
tion shall have the right to record a number of votes equal to 
the number of representatives allotted to it. 


LVIII 54 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


849 


If certain of these representatives cannot be appointed at 
the time of the coming into force of the present Treaty, the 
decisions of the Commission shall nevertheless be valid. 


ARTICLE 356. 


Vessels of all nations, and their cargoes, shall have the same 
rights and privileges as those which are granted to vessels be- 
longing to the Rhine navigation, and to their cargoes. 

None of the provisions contained in Articles 15 to 20 and 26 
of the above-mentioned Convention of Mannheim, in Article 4 
of the Final Protocol thereof, or in later Conventions, shall 
impede the free navigation of vessels and crews of all nations 
on the Rhine and on waterways to which such Conventions 
apply, subject to compliance with the regulations concerning 
pilotage and other police measures drawn up by the Central 
Commission. 

The provisions of Article 22 of the Convention of Mannheim 
and of Article 5 of the Final Protocol thereof shall be ap- 
plied only to vessels registered on the Rhine. The Central 
Commission shall decide on the steps to be taken to ensure 
that other vessels satisfy the conditions of the general regula- 
tions applying to navigation on the Rhine. 


ARTICLE 357. 


Within a maximum period.of three months from the date 
on which notification shall be given Germany shall cede to 
France tugs and vessels, from among those remaining regis- 
tered in German Rhine ports after the deduction of those sur- 
rendered by way of restitution or reparation, or shares in 
German Rhine navigation companies. 

When vessels and tugs are ceded, such vessels and tugs, 
together with their fittings and gear, shall be in good state of 
repair, shall be in condition to carry on commercial traffic on 
the Rhine, and shall be selected from among those most re- 
cently built. 

The same procedure shall be followed in the matter of the 
cession by Germany to France of— 

(1) the installations, berthing and anchorage accommoda- 
tion, platforms, docks, warehouses, plant, etc., which German 
subjects or German companies owned on the 1st August, 1914, 
in the port of Rotterdam, and 

(2) the shares or interests which Germany or German Nna- 
tionals possessed in such installations at the same date. 

The amount and specifications of such cessions shall be 
determined within one year of the coming into force of the 
present Treaty by an arbitrator or arbitrators appointed by 
the United States of America, due regard being had to the 
legitimate needs of the parties concerned. 

The cessions provided for in the present article shall entail 
a credit of which the total amount, settled in a lump sum 
by the arbitrator or arbitrators mentioned above, shall not 
in any case exceed the value of the capital expended in the 
initial establishment of the ceded material and installations, 
and shall be set off against the total sums due from Germany ; 
in consequence, the indemnification of the proprietors shall be 
a matter for Germany to deal with. 


ARTICLE 358. 


Subject to the obligation to comply with the provisions of 
the Convention of Mannheim or of the Convention which may 
be substituted therefor, and to the stipulations of the present 
Treaty, France shall have on the whole course of the Rhine 
included between the two extreme points of the French fron- 
tiers— 

(a) the right to take water from the Rhine to feed naviga- 
tion and irrigation canals (constructed or to be con- 
structed) or for any other purpose, and to execute on the 
German bank all works necessary for the exercise of 
this right; 
the exclusive right to the power derived from works of 
regulation on the river, subject to the payment to Ger- 
many of the value of half the power actually produced, 
this payment, which will take into account the cost of 
the works necessary for producing the power, being 
made either in money or in power and in default of 
agreement being determined by arbitration. For this 
purpose France alone shall have the right to carry out 
in this part of the river all works of regulation (weirs or 
other works) which she may consider necessary for the 
production of power. Similarly, the right of taking 
water from the Rhine is accorded to Belgium to feed 
the Rhine-Meuse canal provided for below. 

The exercise of the rights mentioned under (a) and (b) of 

the present Article shall not interfere with navigability nor 
reduce the facilities for navigation, cither in the bed of the 
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- Rhine or in the derivations which may be substituted therefor, 
nor shall it involve any increase in the tolls formerly levied 
under the Convention in force. All proposed schemes shall 
be laid before the Central Commission in order that that Com- 
mission may assure itself that these conditions are complied 
with, 

To ensure the proper and faithful execution of the provisions 
contained in (@) and (b) above, Germany : 

(i) binds herself not to undertake or to allow the con- 
struction of any lateral canal or any derivation on the right 
bank of the river opposite the French frontiers ; 

(ii) recognises the possession by France of the right of sup- 
port on and the. right of way over all lands situated on the 
right bank which may be required in order to survey, to build, 
and to operate weirs which France, with the consent of the 
Central Commission, may subsequently decide to establish. In 
accordance with such consent, France shall be entitled to 
decide upon and fix the limits of the necessary sites, and she 
shall be permitted to occupy such lands after a period of two 
months after simple notification, subject to the payment by 
her to Germany of indemnities of which the total amount 
shall be fixed by the Central Commission. Germany shall make 
it her business to indemnify the proprietors whose property 
will be burdened with such servitudes or permanently occupied 
by the works. 

Should Switzerland so demand, and if the Central Commis- 
sion approves, the same rights shall be accorded to Switzer- 
land for the part of the river forming her frontier with other 
riparian States; 

(iii) shall hand over to the French Government, during the 
month following the coming into force of the present Treaty, 
all projects, designs. drafts of concessions and of specifications 
concerning the regulation of the Rhine for any purpose what- 
ever which have been drawn up or received by the Govern- 
ments of Alsace-Lorraine or of the Grand Duchy of Baden. 


ARTICLE 


or. 
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Subject to the preceding provisions, no works shall be car- 
ried out in the bed or on either bank of the Rhine where it 
forms the boundary of France and Germany without the pre- 
vious approval of the Central Commission or of its agents. 

ARTICLE 360. 

France reserves the option of substituting herself as regards 
the rights and obligations resulting from agreements arrived 
at between the Government of Alsace-Lorraine and the Grand 
Duchy of Baden concerning the works to be carried out on 
the Rhine; she may also denounce such agreements within a 
term of five years dating from the coming into force of the 
present Treaty. 

France shali also have the option of causing works to be car- 
ried out which may be recognised as necessary by the Central 
Commission for the upkeep or improvement of the navigability 
Rhine above Mannheim. 


ARTICLE 361. 


Should Belgium, within a period of 25 years from the coming 
into force of the present Treaty decide to create a deep-draught 
Rhine-Meuse navigable waterway, in the region of Ruhrort, 
Germany shall be bound to construct, in accordance with plans 
to be communicated to her by the Belgian Government, after 
agreement with the Central Commission, the portion of this 
navigable waterway situated within her territory. 

The Belgian Government shall, for this purpose, have the 
right to carry out on the ground all necessary surveys. 

Should Germany fail to carry out all or part of these works, 
the Central Commission shall be entitled to carry them out in- 
stead; and, for this purpose, the Commission may decide upon 
and fix the limits of the necessary sites and occupy the ground 
after a period of two months after simple notification, subject 
to the payment of indemnities to be fixed by it and paid by 
Germany. 

This navigable waterway shall be placed under the same 
administrative regime as the Rhine itself, and the division of 
the cost of initial construction, includng the above indemnities, 
among the States crossed thereby shall be made by the Central 
Comunission. 


of the 


ARTICLE 362. 
Germany hereby agrees to offer no objection to any proposals 
of the Central Rhine Commission for extending its jurisdiction: 
(1) to the Moselle below the Franco-Luxemburg frontier 
down to the Rhine, subject to the consent of Luxemburg; 
(2) to the Rhine above’ Basle up to the Lake of Constance, 
subject to the consent of Switzerland; 
(3) to the lateral canals and channels which may be estab- 
lished either to duplicate or to improve naturally navigable 
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sections of the Rhine or the Moselle, or to connect two naturally 
navigable sections of these rivers, and also any other parts of 
the Rhine river system which may be covered by the General 
Convention provided for in Article 338 above. 
Chapter V. Clauses giving to the Tchecko-Slovak State the use of 
northern ports. 
ARTICLE 363. 

In the ports of Hamburg and Stettin Germany shall lease to 
the Tchecko-Slovak State, for a period of 99 years, areas which 
shall be placed under the general régime of free zones and shall 
be used for the direct transit of goods coming from or going to 
that State. 

ARTICLE 364. > 

The delimitation of these areas, and their equipment, their 
exploitation, and in general all conditions for their utilisation, 
including the amount of the rental, shall be decided.by a Com- 
mision consisting of one delegate of Germany, one delegate of 
the Tchecko-Slovak State and one delegate of Great Britain. 
These conditions shall be susceptible of revision every ten years 
in the same manner. 

Germany declares in advanee that she will adhere to the de- 
cisions so taken. 

Section III. Railways. 
Chapter I. Clauses relating to international transport. 
ARTICLE 365. 


Goods coming from the territories of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers, and going to Germany, or in transit through 
Germany from or to the territories of the Allied and Associated 
Powers, shall enjoy on the German railways as regards charges 
to be collected (rebates and drawbacks being taken into ac- 
count), facilities, and all other matters, the most favourable 
treatment applied to goods of the same kind carried on any 
German lines, either in internal traffic, or for export, import or 
in transit, ander similar conditions of transport, for example 
as regards length of route. The same rule shall be applied, on 
the request of one or more of the Allied and Associated Powers, 
to goods specially designated by such Power or Powers coming 
from Germany and going to their territories. 

International tariffs established in accordance with the rates 
referred to in the preceding paragraph and involving through 
way-bills shall be established when one of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers shall require it from Germany. 

ARTICLE 366. 

Irom the coming into force of the present Treaty the High 
Contracting Parties shall renew, in so far as concerns them and 
under the reserves indicated in the second paragraph of the 
present Article, the conventions and arrangements signed at 
Berne on the 14th Octeber, 1890, the 20th September, 1893, the 
16th July, 1895, the 16th June, 1898, and the 19th September, 
1906, regarding the transportation of goods by rail. 

If within five years from the date of the coming into force of 
the present Treaty a new convention for the transportation of 
passengers, luggage and goods by rail shall have been con- 
cluded to replace the Berne Convention of the 14th October 
1890 and the subsequent additions referred to above, this new 
convention and the supplementary provisions for international 
transport by rail which may be based on it shall bind Germany, 
even if she shall have refused to take part in the preparation 
of the convention or to subscribe to it. Until a new convention 
shall have been concluded, Germany shall conform to the pro- 
visions of the Berne Convention and the subsequent additions 
referred to above, and to the current supplementary provisions. 

ARTICLE 367. 

Germany shall be bound to co-operate in the establishment of 
through ticket services (for passengers and their luggage) 
which shall be required by any of the Allied and Associated 
Powers to ensure their communication by rail with each other 
and with all other countries by transit across the territories of 
Germany ; in particular Germany shall, for this purpose, accept 
trains and carriages coming from the territories of the Allied 
and Associated Powers and shall forward them with a speed at 
least equal to that of her best long-distance trains on the same 
lines. The rates applicable to such through services shall not 
in any case be higher than the rates collected on German in- 
ternal services for the same distance, under the same conditions 
of speed and comfort. 

The tariffs applicable under the same conditions of speed and 
comfort to the transportation of emigrants going to or coming 
from ports of the Allied and Associated Powers and using the 
German railways, shall not be at a higher kilometric rate than 
the most favourable tariffs (drawbacks and rebates being taken 
into account) enjoyed on the said railways by emigrants going 
to or coming from any other ports, 
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ARTICLE 368. 

Germany shall not apply specially to such through services, 
or to the transportation of emigrants going to or coming from 
the ports of the Allied and Associated Powers, any technical, 
fiscal or administrative measures, such as measures of customs 
examination, general police, sanitary police, and control, the 
result of which would be to impede or delay such services, 

ARTICLE 369. 


In case of transport partly by rail and partly by internal navi- 
gation, with or without through way-bill, the preceding Articles 
shall apply to the part of the journey performed by rail. 

Chapter II. Rolling-stock, 
ARTICLE 370. 

Germany undertakes that German wagons shall be fitted with 
apparatus allowing: 

(1) of their inclusion in goods trains on the lines of such of 
the Allied and Associated Powers as are parties to the Berne 
Convention of May 15, 1886, as modified on May 18, 1907, with- 
out hampering the action of the continuous brake which may 
be adopted in such countries within ten years of the coming into 
force of the present Treaty, and 

(2) of the acceptance of wagons of such countries in all 


goods trains on the German lines. 

The rolling stock of the Allied and Associated Powers shall 
enjoy on the German lines the same treatment as German roll- 
ing stock as regards movement, upkeep and repairs. 


Chapter III, Cessions of railway lines. 
ARTICLE 371. 

Subject to any special provisions concerning the cession of 
ports, waterways and railways situated in the territories over 
which Germany abandons her sovereignty, and to the financial 
conditions relating to the concessionnaires and the pensioning 
of the personnel, the cession of railways will take place under 
the followig conditions: 

1. The works and installations of all the 
handed over complete and in good condition. 

2. When a railway system possessing its own rolling-stock is 
handed over in its entirety by Germany to one of the Allied 
and Associated Powers, such stock shall be handed over com- 
plete, in accordance with the last inventory before November 
11th, 1918, and in a normal state of upkeep. 

3. As regards lines without any special rolling-stock, Com- 
missions of experts designated by the Allied and Associated 
Powers, on which Germany shall be represented, shall fix the 
proportion of the stock existing on the system to which those 
lines belong to be handed over. These Commissions shall have 
regard to the amount of the material registered on these lines in 
the last inventory before November 11th, 1918, the length of 
track (sidings included), and the nature and amount of traffic. 
These Commissions shall also specify the locomotives, carriages 
und wagons to be handed over in each case; they shall decide 
upon the conditions of their acceptance, and shall make the pro- 
visional arrangements necessary to ensure their repair in Ger- 
man workshops. 

4. Stocks of stores, fittings and plant shall be handed over un- 
der the same conditions as the rolling-stock. 

The provisions of paragraphs 3 and 4 above shall be applied 
to the lines of former Russian Poland converted by Germany to 
the German gauge, such lines being regarded as detached from 
the Prussian State System. 

Chapter IV. 


vailroads shall be 


Provisions relating to certain railway lines. 
ARTICLE 372. : 

When as a result of the fixing of new frontiers a railway con- 
nection between two parts of the same country crosses another 
country, or a branch line from one country has its terminus in 
another, the conditions of working, if not specifically provided 
for in the present Treaty, shall be laid down in a convention be- 
tween the railway administrations concerned. If the adminis- 
trations cannot come to an agreement as to the terms of such 
convention, the points of difference shall be decided by commis- 
sions of experts composed as provided in the preceding Article. 

ARTICLE 373. 

In the absence of any special agreements, Germany shall be 
bound, within a period of 25 years from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty, to allow, on the request of one of the 
Allied and Associated Powers made with the consent of the 
League of Nations, and accompanied by an undertaking to de- 
fray the initial cost, the construction or improvement on her 
territory of lines and connections which may be needed for the 
establishment of good through services or for the improvement 
of communication between the territory of the Power making the 
request and that of any other Power. 
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Nevertheless, it may be stipulated by particular provisions of 
the present Treaty, or of supplementary agreements, that, in 
the case of the construction or improvement of certain specified 
lines, the initial cost shall be divided among the Powers con- 
cerned in proportion to the advantages derived by them. Such 
division, in default of agreement between the Powers concerned. 
shall be made by an arbitrator appointed by the League of 
Nations. 

ARTICLE 374. 

Germany undertakes to accept, within ten years of the com- 
ing into force of the present Treaty, on request being made by 
the Swiss Government after agreement with the Italian Govern- 
ment, the denunciation of the International Convention of the 
13th October 1909 relative to the St. Gothard railway. In the 
absence of agreement as to the conditions of such denunciation, 

rermany hereby agrees to accept the decision of an arbitrator 
designated by the United States of America. 
Chapter V. Transitory provisions. 
ARTICLE 375. 


yermany shall carry out the instructions given her, in regard 
to transport, by an authorised body acting on behalf of the 
Allied and Associated Powers: 

1. For the carriage of troops under the provisions of the 
present Treaty, and of material, ammunition and supplies for 
army use, ; 

2. As a temporary measure, for the transportation of sup- 
plies for certain regions, as well as for the restoration, as 
rapidly as possible, of the normal conditions of transport, and 
for the organization of postal and telegraphic services. 


Section IV. Disputes and revision of permanent clauses. 
ARTICLE 376. 


Disputes which may arise between interested Powers with 
regard to the interpretation and application of the preceding 
articles shall be seitied as provided by the League of Nations. 

ARTICLE 377. 

At any time the League of Nations may recommend the re- 
vision of such of these Articles as relate to a permanent admin- 
istrative régime. 

ARTICLE 378. 

The stipulations in Articles 321 to 330, 332, 365, and 367 to 
369 shall be subject to revision by the Council of the League of 
Nations at any time after five years from the coming into force 
of the present Treaty. 

Failing such revision, no Allied or Associated Power can 
claim after the expiration of the above period of five years the 
benefit of any of the stipulations in the Articles enumerated 
above on behalf of any portion of its territories in which reci- 
procity is not accorded in respect of such stipulations. The 
period of five years during which reciprocity cannot be de- 
manded may be prolonged by the Council of the League of 
Nations. 

Scction V. Special provision. 
ARTICLE 379. 


Without prejudice to the special obligations imposed on her 
by the present Treaty for the benefit of the Allied and Associ- 
ated Powers, Germany undertakes to adhere to any General 
Conventions regarding the international régime of transit, 
waterways, ports or railways which may be concluded by the 
Allied and Associated Powers, with the approval of the League 
of Nations, within five years of the coming into force of the 
present Treaty. 

Section VI. 


Clauses relating to the Kiel Canal, 


ARTICLE 380. 
The Kiel Canal and its approaches shall be maintained free 


and open to the vessels of commerce and of war of all nations 
at peace with Germany on terms of entire equality. 
ARTICLE 381. 

The nationals, property and vessels of all Powers shall, in 
respect of charges, facilities, and in all other respects, be 
treated on a footing of perfect equality in the use of the Canal, 
no distinction being made to the detriment of nationals, prop- 
erty and vessels of any Power between them and the nationals, 
property and vessels of Germany or of the most favoured nation. 

No impediment shall De placed on the movement of persons or 
vessels other than those arising out of police, customs, sanitary, 
emigration or immigration regulations and those re'ating to the 
import or export of prohibited goods. Such regulations must 
be reasonable and uniform and must not unnecessarily impede 
traffic, 
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Only such charges may be levied on vessels using ‘the ‘Canal 
or its approaches as are intended to cover in an equitable man- 
ner the cost of maintaining in a nav — condition, or of im- 
proving g, the Canal or its approaches, - to meet expenses in- 

red in the interests of navigation. “The schedule of such 
1arges shall be calculated on the basis of such expenses, and 

ill be posted up in the ports. 

These charges shall be levied in such a manner as to render 
any detailed examination of cargoes unnecessary, except in the 
suspected fraud or contravention. 

883. 


ARTICLE 


ase of 
ARTICLE 
Goods in transit may be placed under seal or in the custody 
f custems agents; the loading and unloading of goods, and 
» embarkation and disembarkation of passengers, shall only 
in the ports specified by Germany, 
384. 
1arges of any kind other than 
Treaty shall be levied along 
hes of the Kiel Canal. 


ke pli 

ARTICLE 
the 
ap- 


those provided for in 
the course or at the 


resent 


ARTICLE 385. 
many shall be bound to take suitable measures to 
any obstacle or danger to navigation, and to ensure 
aintenance of geod conditions of navigation. She shall 
ke any works of a nature to impede navigation -on 
or ig appreaches. 
ARTICLE 386. 
ihe event of violation of any of the conditions of Articles 
386, or of disputes as to the interpretation of these 
any interested Power can appeal to the jurisdiction 
ited for the purpose by the League of Nations, and can 
nd the formation of an International Commission. 
1 erder to aveid reference of small questions to the League 
f Nations, Germany will establish a local authority at Kiel 
alified to deal with disputes in the first instance and to give 
ction so far as possible to complaints which may ‘be 
ed through the consular representatives of the interested 
PART XIII. 
LABOUR. 


Section I. Organisation of labour. 


1e League of Nations has for its object ‘the establish- 
of universal peace, and such a peace can*be established 
it it is based upon secial justice ; 

conditions of labour exist involving such in- 

hardship and privation to large numbers of people as to 

ce unrest so great that the peace and harmony of the 

ure imperiled: and an improvement of those conditions 

required: as, for example, by the regulations of 

hours of work, including the establishment of a maximum 

ng day and week, the regulation of the labour supply, the 

ition of unemployment, the provision of an adequate living 

the protection of the worker against sickness, disease and 

arising out of his employment, the protection of chil- 

young persons and women, provision for old age and 

protection of the interests of workers when employed 

in couutries other than their own, recognition of the principle 

of freedom of association, the erganisation of vocational and 
technical education and other measures ; 

Whereas also the failure of any nation to adopt humane 
tions of labour is an obstacle in the way of other nations 
which desire to improve the conditions in their own countries; 

e Hien ConTractTiInG Parties, moved by sentiments of jus- 
and humanity as well as by the desire to secure the perma- 
peace of the world, agree te the following: 
Chapter I. Organisation. 
ARTICLE 387. 


A permanent organisation is hereby established for 

notion of the objects set forth in the Preamble. 

The original Members of the League of Nations shall be the 
original Members of this organisation, and hereafter member- 
ship of the League of Nations shall carry with it membership 
of the said organisation. 


vheres 
whereas 


urgently 


con 


tice 


nent 


the pro- 


ARTICLE 388. 
The permanent organisation shall congist of: 
(i) a General Conference of Representatives of the 
and, 
(ii) an International Labour Office controlled by ‘the Gev- 
erning Body described in Article 398. 


Menibers 
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ARTICLE B89. 


The meetings of the General Conference of Representatives of 
the Members shall be ‘held from time to time as eccasion may 
require, and at least once in every year. It shall be composed 
of four Representatives of each of the Members, of whom two 
shall be Government Delegates and the two others shall be 
Delegates representing respectively the employers and the 
workpeople of each of the Members. 

Each Delegate may be accompanied by advisers, who shall 
not exceed two in number for each item on the agenda of the 
meeting. When questions specially affecting women are to be 
considered by the Conference, one at least of the advisers 
should be a woman. 

The Members undertake to nominate non-Government Dele- 
gates and advisers chosen in agreement with the industrial 
organisations, if such organisations exist, which are most rep- 
resentative of employers or workpeople, as the case may be, in 
their respective countries. 

Advisers shall not speak except on a request made by the 
Delegate whom they accompany and by special authorization 
of the President of the Conference, and may not vote. 

A Delegate may by notice in writing addressed to the Presi- 
dent appoint one of his advisers to act as his deputy, and the 
adviser, while so acting, shall be allowed to speak and vote. 

The names of the Delegates and their advisers will be com- 
municated to the International Labour Office by the Govern- 
ment of each of the Members. 

The credentials of Delegates and their advisers shall be sub- 
ject to scrutiny by the Conference, which may, by two-thirds 
of the votes cast by the Delegates present, refuse to admit any 
Delegate or adviser whom it deems not to have been nominated 
in accordance with this Article. 


ARTICLE 390. 


Every Delegate shall be entitled to vote individually on all 
matters which are taken into consideration by the Gonference. 

If one of the Members fails to nominate one of the non- 
Government Delegates whom it is entitled to nominate, the 
other noen-Government Delegate shall be allowed to sit and 
speak at the conference, but not to vote. 

If in accordance with Article 889 the Gonference refuses ad- 
mission to a Delegate of one of the Members, the provisions of 
the present Article shall apply as if that Delegate had not been 
nominated. 


891. 


The meetings of the Conference shall be held .at the seat of 
the League of Nations, or at such other place as may be decided 
by the Conference at a previous meeting by two-thirds of the 
votes cast by the Delegates present. 


ARTICLE 


ARTICLE 392. 
The International Labour Office shall be established at the 
seat of the League of Nations as part of the organisation of 
the League. 


ARTICLE 393 


The International Labour Office shall be under the control 
of a Governing Body consisting of twenty-four persons, appointed 
in accordance with the following provisions: 

The Governing Body of the International Labour 
be constituted as follows :— 

Twelve persous representing the Governments; 

Six persons elected by the Delegates to the Conference repre- 
senting the employers; 

Six persons elected by the Delegates to the Conference repre- 
senting the workers. 

Of the twelve persons representing the Governments eight 
shall ‘be nominated by the Members which are of the chief in- 
dustrial importance, and four shall be nominated by the Mem- 
bers selected for the purpose by the Government Delegates to 
the Conference, excluding the Delegates of the eight Members 
mentioned above. 

Any question as to which are the Members of the chief indus- 
trial importance shall be decided by the Council of the League 
of Nations. 

The period of oflice of the Members of the Governing Body 
will be ‘three years. The method of filling vacancies and other 
similar questions may be determined by the Governing Body 
subject to the approval of the Conference. 

The Governing Body shall, from time to time, elect one of its 
members to -act as its Chairman, shall regulate its own :pre- 
cedure -and shall fix dis own times of meeting. A special aneet- 
ing ‘shall be ‘held if a written request to that effect is «made thy 
at least ‘ten members of the Governing Body. 


Office shall 
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ARTICLE 394. 


There shall be a: Director of the International: Labour Office, 
who shall be appointed by the Governing Body, and, subject to 
the instructions. of: the Governing Bedy, shall be: responsible 
for the efficient conduct of the International Labour: Office and 
for such other duties.as. may be assigned to him. 

The Director or his deputy shall attend all meetings: of the 
Governing Body. 

ARTICLE 395. 

The staff of the International Labour Office shall be appointed 
by the Director, who shall, so far: as is possible with due regard 
to the efficiency of the work. of the Office, select persons of 
different: nationalities: A certain number of these persons 
shall be women, 

ARTICLE 396. 

The functions. of the International. Labour Office shall. in- 
clude the collection and distribution. of information on all 
subjects relating to the international adjustment of conditions 
of industrial life and labour, and particularly the examina- 
tion of subjects which it is proposed to bring before the Con- 
ference with a view to the conclusion. of international con- 
ventions, and the conduct of such special investigations as may 
be ordered by the Conference. 

It will prepare the agenda for the meetings of the Con- 
ference. 

It will carry out: the duties: required of it by the provisions 
of this Part of the present Treaty in connection with inter- 
national disputes. 

It will edit and publish in French and English, and in such 
other languages as the Governing Body may think desirable, 
a periodical paper dealing with problems of industry and em- 
ployment of international interest. 

Generally, in addition to the functions set out in this Article, 
it shall have such other powers and duties as may be assigned 
to it by the Conference. 


ARTICLE 397. 


The Government Departments.of any of the Members which 
deal with questions of industry and employment may communi- 
cate directly with the Director through the Representative of 
their Government on the Governing Body of the International 
Labour Office, or failing any such Representative, through 
such other qualified official as the Government may nominate 
for the purpose. 

ARTICLE 398. 

The International Labour Office shall be entitled to the as- 
sistance of the Secretary-General of: the League of Nations in 
any matter in which it can be given. 

ARTICLE 399. 


Each of the Members will pay the travelling and subsistence 
expenses of its Delegates and their advisers and of its Repre- 
sentatives attending the meetings of the Conference or Govern- 
ing Body, as the case may be. 

All the other expenses of the International Labour Office and 
of the meetings of the Conference or Governing Body shall be 
paid to the Director by the Seeretary-General of the League of 
Nutions out of the general funds of the League. 

The Director shall be responsible to the Secretary-General of 
the League for the proper expenditure of all moneys paid to him 
in pursuance of this Article. 

Chapter II. Procedure: 
ARTICLE 400. 


The agenda for all. meetings of the Conference will-be settled 
ly the Governing Body, who shall consider any suggestion as to 
the agenda that may be made by the Government of any of the 
Members or by any representative organisation. recognised for 
the purpose of Article 389. 

ArtTIcLe 401. 

The Director shall act as the Secretary of the Conference, and 
shall transmit the agenda so as to reach the Members four 
months before the meeting of the Conference, and, through them, 
the non-Government Delegates when appointed. ° 

ARTICLE 402. 

Any of the Governments of the Members may formally object 
to the inclusion of any item or items in the agenda. The grounds 
for such objection shall be set forth in a reasoned statement: ad- 
dressed to the Director, who shall circulate it to all the Members 
of the Permanent Organisation. 

Items to which such objection has been: made-shall not, how- 
ever, be excluded from the agenda, if at. the Conference a major- 
ity of two-thirds of the votes cast by the Delegates-present isin 
favour of considering them. 


If the Conference decides (otherwise than under the preceding 
paragraph) by. two-thirds of the votes cast by the Delegates pres- 
ent that any subject:shall be considered by the Conference, that 
subject shall be included in the agenda for the following meeting. 


ARTICLE 403. 


The Conference shall regulate its own procedure, shall elect 
its-own President, and may. appoint committees to consider and 
report on any matter. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Part of the 
present Treaty, all matters shall be decided by a simple ma- 
jority of the votes-cast by the Delegates present. 

The voting is- void unless the total’ number of votes cast is 
_— to half the number of the Delegates attending the Con- 

erence. 


ARTICLE 404. 


The Conference may add to any. committees which it appoints 
technical experts, who shall be assessors without power to 
vote. 


ARTICLE 405. 


When: the Conference has. decided on the adoption of pro- 
posals with regard to an item in the agenda, it will rest with 
the Conference to determine whether these proposals should 
take the form: (a) of a recommendation to be submitted to the 
Members: for consideration with a view. to effect being given to 
it by national legislation or otherwise, or (b) of a draft inter- 
national convention for ratification by the Members. 

In either case a majority of two-thirds of the votes cast by 
the Delegates present shall be necessary on the final vote for 
the adoption of the recommendation or draft convention, as the 
case may be, by the Conference. 

In framing any recommendation or draft convention of gen- 
eral application the Conference shall’ have due regard to those 
countries in which climatic conditions, the imperfect develop- 
ment. of. industrial organisation or other special circumstances 
make the industrial conditions substantially different and shall 
suggest the modifications, if any, which it considers may be 
required to meet the case of such countries. 

A copy of the recommendation or draft convention shall be 
authenticated by the signature of the President of the Con- 
férence and of the Director and, shall be deposited. with the 
Secretary-General of the League of Nations. The Secretary- 
General will communicate a certified copy of the recommenda- 
tion or draft convention to each of the Members. 

Each of the Members undertakes that it will, within the period 
of one year at most from the closing of the session of the Con- 
ference, or if it is impossible owing to exceptional circumstances 
to do. so within the period of one year, then at the earliest prac- 
ticable mament and in no case later than eighteen months 
from the closing of the session of the Conference, bring the 
recommendation or draft convention before the authority or 
authorities within whose competence the matter lies, for the 
enactment of legislation or other action. 

In the case of a recommendation, the Members will inform 
the Secretary-General of the action taken. 

In the case of a draft convention, the Member will, if it ob- 
tains the consent of the authority or authorities within whose 
competence the matter lies, communicate the formal ratifica- 
tion. of the convention to the Secretary-General and will take 
such action as may be necessary to make effective the provi- 
sions of such convention. 

If on a recommendation no legislative or other action is taken 
to make a recommendation effective, or if the draft: convention 
fails to obtain the consent of the authority or authorities within 
whose competence the matter lies, no further obligation shall 
rest upon the Member. 

In the case of a federal State, the power of. whieh to enter 
into conventions on labour matters is subjeet to limitations, it 
shall be in the discretion of that Government to treat a draft 
convention to which such limitations apply as a recommenda- 
tion only, and the provisions of this article with. respect: to 
recommendations shall apply in such case. 

The above Artiele shall be interpreted in accordance with the 
following principle: 

In no ease shall any Member be asked or required, as a re- 
sult of the adoption. of any recommendation or draft conven- 
tion by the Conference, to lessen the protection afforded by its 
existing legislation to the workers concerned, 


ArTIcie 406. 


Any convention so ratified shall be registered by the Secre- 
tary-General of the League of Nations, but shall only be bind- 
ing. upon the Members which ratify it. 
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ARTICLE 407. 

If nny convention coming before the Conference for final con- 
siderntion fails to secure the support of two-thirds of the votes 
cast by the Delegates present, it shall nevertheless be within 
the right of any of the Members of the Permanent Organisation 
to agree to such convention among themselves. 

Any convention so agreed to shall be communicated by the 
Governments concerned to the Secretary-General of the League 
of Nations, who shall register it. 

ARTICLE 408. 


Each of the Members agrees to make an annual report to the 
International Labour Office on the measures which it has taken 
to give effect to the provisions of conventions to which it is a 
party. These reports shall be made in such form and shall 
contain such particulars as the Governing Body may request. 
The Director shall lay a summary of these reports before the 
next meeting of the Conference. 


ARTICLE 409. 


In the event of any representation being made to the Inter- 
national Labour Office by an industrial association of employ- 
ers or of workers that any of the Members has failed to secure 
in any respect the effective observance within its jurisdiciion 
of any convention to which it is a party, the Governing Body 
may communicate this representation to the Government 
against which it is made and may invite that Government to 
make such statement on the subject as it may think fit. 


ARTICLE 410. 


If no statement is received within a reasonable time from the 
Government in question, or if the statement when received is 
not deemed to be satisfactory by the Governing Body, the latter 
shall have the right to publish the representation and the state- 
ment, if any, made in reply to it. 


ARTICLE 411. 


Any of the Members shall have the right to file a complaint 
with the International Labour Office if it is not satisfied that 
any other Member is securing the effective observance of any 
convention which both have ratified in accordance with the 
foregoing articles. 

The Governing Body may, if it thinks fit, before referring 
such a complaint to a Commission of Enquiry, as hereinafter 
provided for, communicate with the Government in question in 
the manner described in Article 409. 

If the Governing Body does not think it necessary to com- 
municate the complaint to the Government in question, or if, 
when they have made such communication, no statement in 
reply has been received within a reasonable time which the 
Governing Body considers to be satisfactory, the Governing 
Body may apply for the appointment of a Commission of En- 
quiry to consider the complaint and to report thereon. 

The Governing Body may adopt the same procedure either of 
its own motion or on receipt of a complaint from a Delegate to 
the Conference. 

When any matter arising out of Articles 410 or 411 is being 
considered by the Governing Body, the Government in question 
shall, if not already represented thereon, be entitled to send a 
representative to take part in the proceedings of the Governing 
Body while the matter is under consideration. Adequate notice 
of the date on which the matter will be considered shall be 
given to the Government in question, 

ARTICLE 412. 

The Commission of Enquiry shall be constituted in accord- 
ance with the following provisions: 

Each of the Members agrees to nominate within six months 
of the date on which the present Treaty comes into force three 
persons of industrial experience, of whom one shall be a repre- 
sentative of employers, one a representative of workers, and one 
a person of independent standing, who shall together form a 
panel from which the Members of the Commission of Enquiry 
shall be drawn. 

The qualifications of the persons so nominated shall be sub- 
ject to scrutiny by the Governing Body, which may by two- 
thirds of the votes cast by the representatives present refuse 
to accept the nomination of any person whose qualifications do 
not in its opinion comply with the requirements of the present 
article. 

Upon the application of the Governing Body, the Secretary- 
General of the League of Nations shall nominate three persons, 
one from each section of this panel, to constitute the Commis- 
sion of Enquiry, and shall designate one of them as the Presi- 
dent of the Commission. None of these three persons shall be a 
person nominated to the panel by any Member directly con- 
cerned in the complaint, 
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ARTICLE 413. 


The Members agree that, in the event of the reference of a 
complaint to a Commission of Enquiry under Article 411, they 
will each, whether directly concerned in the complaint or not, 
place at the disposal of the Commission all the information in 
their possession which bears upon the subject-matter of the 
complaint. 

ARTICLE 414. 


When the Commission of Enquiry has fully considered the 
complaint, it shall prepare a report embodying its findings on 
all questions of fact relevant to determining the issue between 
the parties and containing such recommendations as it may 
think proper as to the steps which should be taken to meet the 
complaint and the time within which they should be taken. 

It shall also indicate in this report the measures, if any, of 
an economic character against a defaulting Government which 
it considers to be appropriate, and which it considers other 
Governments would be justified in adopting. 


ARTICLE 415. 


The Secretary-General of the League of Nations shall com- 
municate the report of the Commission of Enquiry to each of 
the Governments concerned in the complaint, and shall cause it 
to be published. 

Each of these Governments shall within one month inform 
the Secretary-General of the League of Nations whether or not 
it accepts the recommendations contained in the report of the 
Commission; and if not, whether it proposes to refer the com- 
plaint to the Permanent Court of International Justice of the 
League of Nations. 

ARTICLE 416. 


In the event of any Member failing to take the action required 
by Article 405, with regard to a recommendation or draft Con- 
vention, any other Member shall be entitled to refer the matter 
to the Permanent Court of International Justice. 

ARTICLE 417. 

The decision of the Permanent Court of International Justice 
in regard to a complaint or matter which has been referred to 
it in pursuance of Article 415 or Article 416 shall be final. 

ARTICLE 418. 

The Permanent Court of International Justice may affirm, 
vary or reverse any of the findings or recommendations of the 
Commission of Enquiry, if any, and shall in its decision indi- 
cate the measures, if any, of an economic character which it 
considers to be appropriate, and which other Governments 
would be justified in adopting against a defaulting Government. 


ARTICLE 419, 


In the event of any Member failing to carry out within the 
time specified the recommendations, if any, contained in the 
report of the Commission of Enquiry, or in the decision of the 
Permanent Court of International Justice, as the case may be, 
any other Member may take against that Member the measures 
of an economic character indicated in the report of the Com- 
mission or in the decision of the Court as appropriate to the 
ease, 

ARTICLE 420. 

The defaulting Government may at any time inform the Gov- 
erning Body that it has taken the steps necessary to comply 
with the recommendations of the Commission of Enquiry or 
with those in the decision of the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice, as the case may be, and may request it to apply 
to the Secretary-General of the League to constitute a Commis- 
sion of Enquiry to verify its contention. -In this case the pro- 
visions of Articles 412, 413, 414, 415, 417 and 418 shall apply, 
and if the report of the Commission of Enquiry or the decision 
of the Permanent Court of International Justice is in favour of 
the defaulting Government, the other Governments shall forth- 
with discontinue the measures of an economic character that 
they have taken against the defaulting Government. 

Chapter III. General. 
ARTICLE 421, 


The Members engage to apply conventions which they have 
ratified in accordance with the provisions of this Part of the 
present Treaty to their colonies, protectorates and possessions 
which are not fully self-governing: 

1. Except where owing to the local conditions the convention 
is inapplicable, or 

2. Subject to such modifications as may be necessary to adapt 
the convention to local conditions. 

And each of the Members shall notify to the International 
Labour Office the action taken in respect of each of its colonies, 
protectorates and possessions which are not fully self-governing. 
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ARTICLE 422, 


Amendments to this Part of the present Treaty which are 
adopted by the Conference by a majority of two-thirds of the 
votes cast by the Delegates present shall take effect when rati- 
fied by the States whose representatives compose the Council of 
the League of Nations and by three-fourths of the Members. 

ARTICEE 423. 

Any question or dispute relating to the interpretation of this 
Part of the present Treaty or of any subsequent Convention 
concluded by the Members in pursuance of the provisions of 
this Part of the present Treaty shall be referred for decision 
to the Permanent Court of International Justice. ; 

Chapter IV, Transitory provisions. 
ARTICLE 424. 
The first meeting of the Conference shall take place in Octo- 


ber, 1919. The place and agenda for this meeting shall be as | 


specified in the Annex hereto. 

Arrangements for the eonvening and the organisation of the 
first meeting of the Conference will be made by the Govern- 
ment designated for the purpose in the said Annex. That Gov- 
ernment ‘shall be assisted in the preparation of the documents 
for submission to the Conference by an International Committee 
eonstituted as provided in the said Annex. 

The expenses of the first meeting and of all subsequent meet- 
ings held before the League of Nations has been able to estab- 
lish a general fund, other than the expenses of Delegates and 
their advisers, will be borne by the Members in accordance with 
the apportionment of the expenses of the International Bureau 
of the Universal Postal Union. 

ARTICLE 425. 

Until the League of Nations has been constituted all com- 
munications which under the provisions of the foregoing Ar- 
ticles should be addressed to the Secretary-General of the 
League will be preserved by the Director of the International 
Labour ‘Office, who will transmit them to the Secretary-General 
of the League. 


| 
| 


ARTICLE 426. 

Pending the creation of a Permanent Court of International 
Justice, disputes which in aecordance with this Part of the 
present Treaty would be submitted to it for decision will be 
referred to a tribunal of three persons appointed by the Couneil 
of the League of Nations. 

ANNEX. 
FIRST MEETING OF ANNUAL LABOUR CONFERENCE, , 1919. 

The plaee of ‘meeting will be Washington. 

The Government of the United States of America is requested 
to convene the Conference. 

The International Organising Comniittee will consist of seven | 
Members, appointed by the United States of America, Great 
Britain, France, Italy, Japan, Belgium and Switzerland. The 
Committee may, if it thinks necessary, invite other Members | 
to appoint representatives. 

Agenda: 

1. Application of principle of the 8-hours day or of the 48- 
hours week. 

2. Question of preventing or 
ment. 

3. Women’s employment: 

a) Before and after child-birth, including the question of 
maternity benefit. | 

b) During the night. 

c) In unhealthy processes. 

4. Employment of children: 

a) Minimum age of employment, 

b) During the night. 

c) In unhealthy processes. 

5. Extension and application of the International Conven- 
tions adopted at Berne in 1906 on the prohibition of night | 
work for women employed in industry and the prohibition of 
the use of white phosphorus in the manufacture of matches. 


providing against unemploy- | 


Section II. General principles. 
ARTICLE 427. 

The High Contracting Parties, recognising that the well-being, 
physical, moral and intellectual, of industrial wage-earners is | 
of supreme international importance, have framed, in order to 
further this great end, the permanent machinery provided ‘for 
in Section I and associated with that of the ‘League of Nations. 

They recognise that differenees of climate, habits and customs, 
of economic opportunity and industrial tradition, make strict 
uniformity in the conditions of labour difficult of immediate 
attainment. But, holding as they do, that labour should not 
be regarded merely as an article of commerce, ‘they think ‘that 
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there are methotis and principles for regulating Inbour condi- 
tions which all industriel communities should endeavour to 
apply, so far as their special circumstances will permit. 

Among these methods and principles, the following seem 
to the High Contracting Parties to be of special and urgent 
importance: 

First —The guiding principle above enunciated that labour 
should not be regarded merely as a commodity or article of 
commerce, 

Second.—The right of association for all lawful purposes 
by the employed as well as by the employers. 

Third.—The payment to the employed of a wage adequate 
to maintain a reasonable standard of life as this is understood 
in their time and country. 

Fourth.—The adoption of an eight hours day or a forty-eight 
hours week as the standard to the aimed at where it has not 
already been attained. 

Fifth.—The adoption of a weekly rest of at least twenty- 
four hours, which should include Sunday wherever practicable. 

Sizth—The abolition of child labour and the imposition of 
such limitations on the labour of young persons as shall per- 
mit the continuation of their education and assure their proper 
physical development. 

Seventh.—The principle that men and women should receive 
equal remuneration for work of equal value. 

Kighth—The standard set by law in each country with re- 
spect to the conditions of labour should have due regard to 
the equitable economic treatment of all workers lawfully resi- 
dent therein. 

Ninth.—Each State should make provision for a system of 
inspection in which women should take part in order to en- 
sure the enforcement of the laws and regulations for the pro- 
tection of the employed. 

Without claiming that these methods and principles are 
either complete or final, the High Contracting Parties are of 
opinion that they are well fitted to guide the policy of the 
League of Nations; and that, if adopted by the industrial com- 
munities who are members of the League, and safeguarded in 


| practice by an adequate system of such imspection, they will 
| confer lasting benfits upon the wage-earners of the world. 


PART XIV. 
GUARANTEES. 
Section I. Western Lurape. 
ARTICLE 428, 

As a guarantee for the execution of the present Treaty by 
Germany, the German territory situated to the west of the 
together with the bridgeheads, will be occupied by 
Allied and Associated troops fer a period of fifteen years from 


| the coming into force of the present Treaty. 


ARTICLE 429, 
If the conditions of the present Treaty are faithfully carried 
out by Germany, the occupation referred to in Article 428 will 


| be suecessively restricted as follows: 


(i) At the expiration of five years there will be evacuated :— 
the bridgehead of Cologne and the territories north of a line 


| running along the Ruhr, then along the railway Jiilich, Duren, 


Euskirchen, Rheinbach, thence along the read Rheinbach to 
Sinzig, and reaching the Rhine at the confiuence with the Ahr; 


| the roads, railways and places mentioned above being excluded 


from the area evacuated. 

(ii) At the expiration ef ten years, there will be evacu- 
ated :—the bridgehead of Coblenz and the territories north of 
a line to be drawn from the intersection between the frontiers 
of Belgium, Germany and Holland, running about 4 kilometres 
south of Aix-la-Chapelle, then to and following the crest of 
Forst Gemiind, then east'of the railway of the Urft Valley, then 
along Blankenheim, Valdorf, Dreis, Ulmen to and following the 
Moselle from Bremm to Nehren, then passing by Kappel and 
Simmern, then following the ridge of the heights between Sim- 
mern and the Rhine and reaching this river ai Bacharach; all 
the places, valleys, roads and railways mentioned above being 
excluded from the area evacuated. 

(iii) At the expiration of fifteen years there will be evacu- 
ated :—the bridgehead of Mainz, the bridgehead of Kehl and 
the remainder of the German territory under occupation, 

If at that date the guarantees against unprovoked aggression 
by Germany are not considered sufficient by the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Governments, the evacuation of the eccupying treops 
may ‘be delayed to the extent regarded as necessary for the pur- 
pose of obtaining the required guarantees. 

ARTICLE 430. 

In case either during the oecupation or after the expiration 
of the fifteen years referred to above, the Reparation Commis- 
sion finds that Germany refuses to observe the whole or part of 





856 


her obligations under the present Treaty with regard to Repara- 

tion, the whole or part of the areas specified in Article 429 will 

be re-oecupied immediately by the Allied and Associated forces. 
ARTICLE 431. 

If before the expiration of the period of fifteen years Germany 
complies with all the undertakings resulting from the present 
Treaty, the occupying forces will be withdrawn immediately. 

ARTICLE 482. 


All matters relating to the occupation and not provided for by | 


the present Treaty shall be regulated by subsequent agreements, 
which Germany hereby undertakes to observe. 
Section II. Eastern Europe. 
ARTICLE 433. 


present Treaty, by which Germany accepts definitely the abroga- 
tion of the Brest-Litovsk Treaty, and of all treaties, conventions 


and agreements entered into by her with the Maximalist Govern- 4 


ment in Russia, and in order to ensure the restoration of peace 
and good government in the Baltic Provinces and Lithuania, all 


German troops at present in the said territories shall return to | 


within the frontiers of Germany as secon as the Governments of 
the Principal Allied and Associate] Powers shall think the 
moment suitable, having regard to the internal situation of these 
territories. These troops shall abstain from all requisitions and 
seizures and from any other coercive measures, with a view to 
obtaining supplies intended for Germany, and shall in no way 
interfere with such measures for national defence as may be 
adopted by the Provisional Governments of Esthonia, Latvia and 
Lithuania. 


the evacuation is complete, be admitted to the said territories. 
PART XV. 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 
ARTICLE 434. 


Hungarian Monarch, of the Kingdom of Bulgaria and of the 
Ottoman Empire, and to recognize the new States within their 
frontiers as there laid down. 


ARTICLE 435. 


The High Contracting Parties, while they recognize the guar- | 


antees stipulated by the treaties of 1815, and especially by the 
Act of 20th November, 1815, in favour of Switzerland, the said 
guarantees constituting international obligations for the mainte- 
nance of peace, declare nevertheless that the provisions of these 


treaties, conventions, declarations and other supplementary Acts | 


concerning the neutralized zone of Savoy, as laid down in para- 
graph 1 of Article 92 of the Final Act of the Congress of Vienna 
and in paragraph 2 of Article 3 of the Treaty of Paris of 20th 
November, 1815, are no longer consistent with present conditions. 
For this reason the High Contracting Parties take note of the 


Swiss Government for the abrogation of the stipulations relating 
to this zone which are and remain abrogated. 

The High Contracting Parties also agree that the stipulations 
of the Treaties of 1815 and of the other supplementary Acts 
eoncerning the free zones of Upper Savoy and the Gex district 


are no longer consistent with present conditions, and that it is | 


for 'rance and Switzerland to come to an agreement together 


with a view to settling between themselves the status of these | 


territories under such conditions as shall be considered suitable 
by both countries. 
ANNEX. 
The Swiss Federal Council has informed the French Govern- 
ment that after examining the provisions of Article 435 in a like 
spirit of sincere friendship it has happily reached the conclusion 


tions and reservations: 
1 The neutralized zone of Haute-Savoie: 


a) It will be understood that as long as the Federal Cham- | 
bers have not ratified the agreement come to between the two | 


Governments concerning the abrogation of the stipulations in 
respect of the neutralized zone of Savoy, nothing will be defini- 
tively settled, on one side or the other, in regard to this subject. 
vb) The assent given by the Swiss Government to the abroga- 
tion of the above mentioned stipulations presupposes, in con- 
formity with the text adopted, the recognition of the guarantees 
formulated in favour of Switzerland by the treaties of 1815 
and particularly by the Declaration of 20th November 1815. 
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| devoted to missionary purposes. 
| execution of this undertaking the Allied and Associated Gov- 





| their behalf. 
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c) The agreement between the Governments of France and 
Switzerland for the abrogation of the above mentioned stipula- 
tions will only be considered as valid if the Treaty of Peace 
contains this article in its present wording. In addition the 
Parties to the Treaty of Peace should endeavour to obtain the 
assent of the signatory Powers of the treaties of 1815 and of 
the Declaration of 20th November 1815 which are not signa- 


‘tories of the present Treaty of Peace. 


2 Free zone of Haute-Savoie and the district of Gex. 
,@) The Federal Council makes the most express reservations 
to the interpretation to be given to the statement mentioned in 


| the last paragraph of the above article for insertion in the 


Treaty of Peace, which provides that the stipulations of the 
Treaties of 1815 and other supplementary acts concerning the 


; ie | free zones of Haute-Savoie and the Gex district are no longer 
As a guarantee for the execution of the provisions of the | consistent with the present circumstances. 
| would not wish that its acceptance of the above wording should 


| lead to the conclusion that it would agree to the suppression of 


The Federal Council 


a system intended to give neighbouring territory the benefit of a 
special regime appropriate to the geographical and economical 
situation and which has been well tested. 

In the opinion of the Federal Council the question is not the 
modification of the customs system of the zones as set up by the 
treaties mentioned above, but only the regulation in a manner 
more appropriate to the economic conditions of the present day ; 
the terms of the exchange of goods between the regions in ques- 
tion. The Federal Council has been led to make the preceding 
observations by the perusal of the draft convention concerning 
the future constitution of the zones which was annexed to the 
note of April 26 from the French Governmentations. While 


_— ’ t | making the above reserve the Federal Council declares its readl- 
No other German troops shall, pending the evacuation or after | ness to examine in the most friendly spirit any proposals which 


the French Government may deem it convenient to make on 


| the subject. 


b) It is conceded that the stipulations of the treaties of 1815 


; and other supplementary acts relative to the free zones will 


; | remain in force until a new arrangement is come to between 
Germany undertakes to recognise the full force ot the Treaties | . 


of Peace and Additional Conventions which may be concluded | 
by the Allied and Associated Powers with the Powers who fought | 
on the side of Germany and to recognise whatever dispositions | 
may be made concerning the territories of the former Austro- | 


France and Switzerland to regulate matters in this territory. 
ARTICLE 486. 

The High Contracting Parties declare and place on record 
that they have taken note of the treaty signed by the Govern- 
ment of the French Republic on July 17th, 1918, with His Serene 
Highness the Prince of Monaco defining the relations between 
France and the Principality. 

ARTICLE 437. 

The High Contracting Parties agree that, in the absence of a 

subsequent agreement to the contrary, the Chairman of any 


| Commission established by the present Treaty shall in the 


event of an equality of votes be entitled to a second vote. 
ARTICLE 438. 


The Allied and Associated Powers agree that where Christian 
religious missions were being maintained by German societies 


| or persons in territory belonging to them, or of which the goy- 


ernment is entrusted to them in accordance with the present 


| Treaty, the property which these missions or missionary socie- 
| ties possessed, including that of trading societies whose profits 
agreement reached between the French Government and the | 


were devoted to the support of missions, shall continue to be 
In order to ensure the due 


ernments will hand over such property to boards of trustees ap- 
pointed by or approved by the Governments and composed of 
persons holding the Christian faith. It will be the duty of such 
boards of trustees to see that the property continues to be ap- 
plied to missionary purposes. 

The obligations undertaken by the Allied and Associated Gov- 
ernments in this Article will not in any way prejudice their 
control or authority as to the individuals by whom the missions 
are conducted. 

Germany, taking note of the above undertaking, agrees to ac- 
cept all arrangements made or to be made by the Allied or 


| Associated Government concerned for carrying on the work of 
that it was possible to acquiesce in it under the following condi- 


the said missions or trading societies and waives all claims on 


ARTICLE 439. 


Without prejudice to the provisions of the present Treaty, 
Germany undertakes not to put forward directly or indirectly 
against any Allied or Associated Power, Signatory of the pres- 
ent Treaty, including those which without having declared war, 
have broken off diplomatic relations with the German Empire, 
any pecuniary claim based on events which occurred at any 
time before the coming into force of the present Treaty. 

The present stipulation will bar completely and finally all 
claims of this nature, which will be thenceforward extinguished, 
whoever may be the parties in interest. 
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AntTicLtE 440. 


Germany accepts and recognises as valid and binding all 
decrees and orders concerning German ships and goods and all 
orders relating to the payment of costs made by any Prize 
Court of any of the Allied or Associated Powers, and undertakes 
not to put forward any claim arising out of such decrees or 
orders on behalf of any German national. 

The Allied and Associated Powers reserve the right to ex- 
amine in such manner as they may determine all decisions and 
orders of German Prize Courts, whether affecting the property 
rights of nationals of those Powers or of neutral Powers. 
Germany agrees to furnish copies of all the documents consti- 
tuting the record of the cases, including the decisions and orders 
made, and to accept and give effect to the recommendations 
made after such examination of the cases. 

The present Treaty, of which the French and English texts 
are both authentic, shall be ratified. 

The deposit of ratifications shall be made at Paris as soon as 
possible. 

Powers of which the seat of the Government is outside Europe 
will be entitled merely to inform the Government of the French 
Republic through their diplomatic representative at Paris that 
their ratification has been given; in that case they must trans- 
mit the instrument of ratification as soon as possible. 

A first procés-verbal of the deposit of ratifications will be 
drawn up as soon as the Treaty has been ratified by Germany on 
the one hand, and by three of the Principal Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers on the other hand. 

From the date of this first procés-verbal the Treaty will 
come into force between the High Contracting Parties who have 
ratified it. For the determination of all periods of time provided 
for in the present Treaty this date will be the date of the com- 
ing into force of the Treaty. 

In all other respects the Treaty will enter into ferce for each 
Power at the date of the deposit of its ratification. 

The French Government will transmit to all the signatory 
Powers a certified copy of the procés-verbaux of the deposit 
of ratifications. 

In faith whereof the above-named Plenipotentiaries have 
signed the present Treaty. 

Done at Versailles, in a single copy which will remain 
deposited in the archives of the French Republic, and of which 
authenticated copies will be transmitted to each of the Signa- 
tory Powers. 

TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONTROL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 of the act 
of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the 
joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution to authorize the Presi- 
dent in time of war to supervise or take possession and assume 
control of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable or radio sys- 
tem or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate the same in 
such manner as may be needful or desirable for the duration of 
the war, and to provide just compensation therefor,” approved 
July 16, 1918, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the bill under consideration 
is a bill introduced by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ker- 
1LoGe] to repeal the act of July 16, 1918, which gave to the Presi- 
dent the power or authority to take possession of and operate 
the cable, telegraph, and telephone systems of the United 
States. 

I do not intend to enter upon the disputed question with 
regard to the necessity for this act of Congress or the subse- 
quent act of the President. I regard both as immaterial. I 
think, however, that it can be said with a fair degree of assur- 
ance that it is now the desire of the people of this country that 
these systems of cable, telegraphic, and telephonic communica- 
tion shall be returned to their owners for private operation, at 
least until some scheme is devised for a change in regulation 
and control. I think it can be safely said that this is the view 
of the President of the United States. I think it can be said 
with equal assurance that this is the view of the Postmaster 
General, who has had control during the period that has inter- 
vened since the Government took possession. The act takes 
effect immediately upon its approval, and at that time these wire 
systems of communication will be returned completely to those 
who have heretofore operated them. 

With respect to the desirability of return I shall say nothing, 
assuming that all Senators have made up their minds upon the 
subject and that they are in accord. The committee, however, 
to which the bill was referred has added to the measure an 
amendment which, I think, it is incumbent upon me to explain 
very briefly. During the period of Federal control or possession 
the Postmaster General increased by order or approval many of 
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the rates which had theretofore governed the service. I am 
now speaking entirely of the telephone, for the amendment to 
which I have referred does not embrace either the cable or 
the telegraph lines. When I say “amendment” I do not mean 
that the cable and telegraph lines are not to be returned to their 
owners ; but the amendment, which relates to rates which have 
been established by the Postmaster General, does not embrace 
either cable or telegraph systems. 

As I remarked a moment ago, the Postmaster General found 
it necessary to increase the rates both in the toll service and in 
the exchange service. Senators, of course, will recognize the 
difference between the two. The toll service is that service 
which is rendered by telephone companies in the transmission 
of long-distance communications. The exchange service is that 
rendered to the people of a given community or city, and which 
enables one person to connect himself with another for the pur- 
pose of talking over small or limited areas. 

The order which increased the toll rates is known as Bulletin 
No, 22. The order itself is No. 2495. The order was somewhat 
modified subsequently but not in any material way, and the 
paper which I now hold in my hand and which was laid before 
the committee shows the rates as they were increased by order 
of the Postmaster General. These applied to the entire toll 
service of the country, not only the toll service rendered by 
what is known as the Bell system, operated by the American 
Telegraph & Telephone Co., but the service rendered by the 
independent companies throughout the country as well. There 
is no uniformity in the increase in rates; that is to say, the 
increase as applied to one company may not have been and was 
not, in fact, the same increase as experienced by another com- 
pany, but I make no criticism in that respect. 

The probable increase, although that can not be stated with 
absolute certainty, in the toll rates was something like 18 or 
20 per cent. Some of those who have ‘estimated the matter 
think it was even less. The increase in the exchange rates was 
made in a great number of orders of approval by the Post- 
master General, which I have in my hand. 

In order that the Recorp may show just what has been done 
by the Postmaster General in this regard, I desire to incor- 
porate as a part of my observations, first, the order, No. 2495, 
relating to the toll service and, second, a synopsis of the various 
orders relating to an increase in exchange rates. 

There are in the United States more than 50,000 telephone 
companies. Most of those companies, however, render a very 
limited service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Fifty thousand companies? 

Mr. CUMMINS. There are in the United States more than 
50,000 telephone companies. That may need a moment’s 
explanation. By far the greater number of these companies 
are what are known as farmers’ mutual telephone companies; 
companies in which a few men or a small community band 
themselves together for the purpose of furnishing each other 
telephonic communication and which are really without profit, 
intended merely as a convenience for those who are in that 
particular community. Some of these telephone companies 
have connection with larger companies having a switchboard, 
and which in turn connect the small companies with the larger 
ones doing a general business. There are more than 10,000 
companies, however, in this country which do a general ex- 
change business; that is to say, which have a switchboard lo- 
cated at some central point and that enables the subscribers or 
patrons of that system to use it in the way which is perfectly 
well known to all of us. These companies, so far as they are 
supposed to render service of an interstate character, report 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, and of them the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has the same full complete au- 
thority that it has over the railways of the country. I beg to 
read 2 communication which came to me from the office of the 
Postmaster General, which explains the situation so far as the 
increases of rates in exchange service are concerned. This 
communication says: 

MEMORANDUM ON’ TELEPHONE EXCHANGE RATE INCREASES APPROVED BY 
THE POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


According to the special census of telegraphs and telephones in the 
United States, taken in 1917, the preliminary results of which have 
recently been made available, the total number of telephone systems 
and lines in the United States at that time was 53,035. Their income 
from all sources amounted to $391,476,926. The income of the Bell 
System— 

That refers to companies which are operated under the direc- 
tion and control of the American Telegraph & Telephone Co.— 
— amounted to $311,918,260, or approximately 80 per cent of this 
total. 

That means that the companies which I have just mentioned 
transact substantially 80 per cent of the telephone business of 
the United States, 
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Qf the independent lines and systema, these with a gross annual 
revenue of $5,000 or more reported a total income of $60,583,540; the 
other independent lines and systems reported a total income of $18,- 
975.126. 

Far the greater number ef these independent lines and systems are 
the preperty of small rural companies, or of so-called mutual com- 
panies or cooperative associations, or are farmers’ individual or party 
lines. The vast majority of them make no reguiar reports to any 
agency of the Federal Government. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission receives annual reports from 
nearly 9,000 of these lines and systems, Companies reporting annual 
operating revenues of $250,000 or more are designated as class A 
companies; those reporting annual operating revenues exceeding $50,- 
000, but less than $250,000, as class B companies; those reporting 
annual operating revenues exceeding $10,000 but less than $50,000, as 
class C companies. These three classes together, whose reports are 
made in accordance with a system of accounts prescribed by the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, account for less than 1,000 of the 
total number of the companies reporting to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. The remainder, slightly over 8,000 companies, are desig- 
nated as class D, but make no complete annual returns, and keep 
no standard or uniform accounts. From the numerous small com- 
panics and lines no returns whatever are received. 

Fer the year 1917 class A, B, and C companies reported to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission a total operating revenue of $346,- 
101,029 This figure excludes all nonoperating revenue reported by 
class A, B, and C companies, as well as the revenue from all sources 
of all the other companies covered by the special census of the same 
year. Of the tetal operating revenue reported by the class A, B, 
and C companies, $295,616,146, or approximately 85 per cent, was re- 
ported by the companies of the Bell System. The balance, $50,484,893, 
was reported by independent class A, B, and C companies. Of thé 
independent companies operating exchange systems, 23 belong to class 
A. 109 to class B, and the balance, approximately 530, to class C, 
The total number of independent telephone companies, for which rate 
inereases have been approved by the Postmaster General since the wire 
systems were taken over into Federal] control, is 211. 


I am reading this communication largely in order that this 
latter fact may be well known to the Senate. 


Of the 23 class A companies, 15 have participated in rate increases 
approved by the Postmaster General. Of the 109 class B companies, 25 
have participated in rate increases approved by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, The balance is divided between the class C and class D com- 
panies. 

According to the latest reports to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, the majority being for the year 1918, the independent class A com- 
panies had a total operating revenue of more than $26,000,000, of 
which more than $20,000,000 was received by the companies in. this 
class which participated in rate increases approved by the Postmaster 
General. It has not been possible in the time available to complete a 
corresponding calculation for the other classes of companies. The 
total operating revenues, however, of the independent class D com- 
panies, according to the latest reports to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, were approximately twelve and one-half millions, or less than 
half of the tetal for the class A companies, and the proportion of com- 
panies participating in rate increases in this class as in class A was 
greater among the larger than the smaller companies. It is apparent, 
therefore, that the companies which do the bulk of the business of the 
independent companies reporting to the Interstate Commerce Commts- 
sion have participated in the rate increases made effective by the Post- 
master General. 

Before I go further, Mr. President, I wish to say that the 
amendment which was reported by the committee is withdrawn 
by authority of the committee and the following is offered in its 
stead. It is an amendment to section 1 of the bill. Section 1 
refers first to chapter 154 of the acts of the second session of the 
Sixty-fifth Congress, which is the act authorizing the President 
to take over these systems. As it was originally introduced, it 
concluded : 

Joint resolution to authorize the President in time of war to super- 
vise or take possession and assume control of any telegraph, telephone, 
marine cable, or radio system or systems, or any part thereof, and to 
operate the same in such manner as may be needful or desirable for the 
duration of the war and to provide just compensation therefor,” ap- 
preved on the 16th day of July, 1918, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

The committee proposes the following amendment : 


Provided, however, That the existing toll. and exchange telephone 
rates as established or approved by the Postmaster General on or prior 
to June 6, 1919, shall continue in force for a period of 90 days, but not 
longer, after this act takes effect, unless they shall be seoner modified 
or changed by the public authorities—State, municipal, or otherwise— 
having contro] thereof prior to the time the Government took possession 
of the telephone systems under the act of July 16, 1918, or by contract 
or by voluntary teduction; it being the intent that after the approval 
of this act the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
all the authority of the States, municipalities, or other public control 
over the properties of which the United States assumed the possession 
and operation under the act of July 16, 1918, shall be immediately 
restored. 


There is a great difference of opinion, Mr. President, among 
lawyers with regard to the continuing effect of the rates which 
have been established, approved, and promulgated by the Post- 
master General. There are some students of the subject who 
believe that those rates all cease immediately upon the restora- 
tion of the properties to their owners. There are others who 
believe—and I confess that I am one of the others—that with- 
out legislation rates which have been lawfully established by 
the Postmaster General—and the Supreme Court held, as you 
will remember, last Monday, a week ago to-day, that the action 
of the Postmaster General in establishing these increased rates 
was lawful—will continue until they are set aside by proceed- 


} 


ings.instituted by some one who has the right to institute pro- 
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ceedings of that character, whether the time be 1 month or 6 
menths or 12 months. 

it was thought better, therefore, by the committee, in view 
of the difficult question of law—which can not possibly be 
settled, for there is no opportunity to settle it, at least within 
any reasonable time—that we should continue the rates which 
had been promulgated by the Postmaster General for a specified 
time, leaving all of the companies and the public and all who 
are interested in the subject at liberty to apply instantly to 
the various controlling authorities of the States and munici- 
palities for such modifications of the order or orders as they 
might be advised was necessary in order to protect the various 
interests involved in these enterprises. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, would it disturb the Sena- 
tor if I should ask him a question at this point? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Not at all. 

Mr. THOMAS. Can the Senater state approximately what 
the aggregate amount of the annual or monthly increase is? 

Mr. CUMMINS. We were not able to ascertain that. The 
best information that we could procure in the limited time we 
had for consideration was that the increase was somewhere in 
the neighborhood of 20 per cent. The communication which 
I have read indicates for those companies which have reported 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission their revenues for the 
year 1917; so that the application of that percentage to those 
revenues will indicate the average increase. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit an inquiry? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I did not quite hear all of the amendment. Does 
it perpetuate the rates of the cable companies and the telegraph 
companies or only of the telephone companies? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It only applies to the telephone companies. -I 
can say, with regard to that, that the cable companies have been 
already really retransferred, and neither the Western Union 
Telegraph Co. nor the Postal Telegraph & Cable Co. asked for a 
continuation of the higher rates, although the representative of 
one of the companies stated that he thought they ought to be 
continued. The reason the committee did not take up or con- 
sider that phase of the matter was probably this: The repre- 
sentative of the Postal Telegraph & Cable Co. came before the 
committee and said that it was entirely satisfied with the rates 
that existed before the Government took possession of the prop- 
erty, and that the moment the possession and control of the 
property is restored to the corporation it intended to reduce the 
rates 20 per cent, the amount which it is understood the rates 
were raised by the Government. If the Postal Telegraph & Cable 
Co. reduces these rates, as the committee was advised would 
be done by the chief officer of the corporation, the Western Union 
Telegraph Co. will be compelled, of course, to follow the de- 
crease or the reduction. For that reason the committee did not 
even consider the necessity of maintaining the telegraph rates 
at their present point, but left that entirely with the law. I 
repeat that in my opinion—although I express it with great 
diffidence and with no assurance from any adjudicated case— 
these rates will continue until they are set aside by some prop- 
erly constituted authority or until the companies actually re- 
duce them of their own accord. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit another inquiry? 

Mr, CUMMINS. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that if it were wise to 
perpetuate the rates of the telephone companies, exchange 
rates, and so on, for a limited period, the same reason would 
prompt legislation perpetuating the rates of the telegraph com- 
panies? : 

Mr, CUMMINS. The committee thought it was wise to con- 
tinue the rates for the telephone companies for a period of 90 
days for two reasons: The first is the reason that I have al- 
ready stated, the doubt with regard to the interpretation of the 
law respecting the continuance, without legislative interference, 
of the rates established by the Postmaster General; second, be- 
cause unquestionably the cost of operation on the part of the 
telephone companies of the country has very greatly increased. 
No one ean doubt the fact that the labor cost, the material cost, 
and every other expense incident to maintenance and operation 
have increased more than 20 per cent during the last year and 
a half. Many of these companies, I suppose most of them, had 
applications before their respective State authorities pending at 
the time the Government took possession for an increase of 
rates by reason of increases in the cost of maintenance and 
operation. The assumption by the Government of this business 
ended all that undertaking and suspended for the time being the 
jurisdiction of the various State authorities. The committee 
believes with regard to the telephone companies, assuming that 
they were not earning any more than they should have earned 
before the Government took possession, that they ought to have 
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the benefit ¢f£ the contintuarece of these increased rates until they 
have had an oppertunity to present their cases to the State au- 
thoritics and sect:re from those bodies of regulation and control 
sueh ordors as to ihe States may seem necessary to sustain these 
companies and to make their income equal to their outgo. 

It is perfectly apparent. that we could not enter upon an 
inquiry with regard to the financial situation of each of the 
eight or ten thousand companies which report to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. It is an impossible task; and we had 
to assume—and I think we could properly assume—that there 
could be no great injustice wrought by perpetuating the orders 
of thé Postmaster General for a period of 90 days, so that each 
company can present its particular case, its particular neces- 
sities, to the State authorities or to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, as he case may be, and there receive such an award 
with regard to rates as will be just and equitable. 

These are the reasons which have led the committee to the 
recommendation which it has made, and which I have endeavored 
to explain. 

I was originally very doubtful with regard to the continuance 
of these rates as applied to exchange systems which, in my 
judgment, are of purely State concern; and whatever may be 
the movement of the future with regard to them, I can not but 
hope that the Federal Government will never undertake to con- 
trol their affairs or to establish their rates; but we can not 
ignore the fact that it will require some time to enable these 
companies to make the transition from Government possession 
and control to the control of the several States, and, therefore, 
we presented this amendment. 

It will be found that the increases in exchange rates cover a 
very large part of all the exchange business in the United States. 
The orders cover a few companies, comparatively, but the com- 
panies which are embraced in the orders of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral do so large a part of the business that I think it can not 
be charged that to establish an increase with respect to them 
without at the same time establishing an increase with respect 
to others will do injustice. In any event, the period will soon 
elapse, and then the State authorities will deal with the subject, 
as they may, indeed, from the date the act is passed, as seems 
to them just. : 

Mr. President, I offer the amendment in behalf of the com- 
mittee, which I read a moment ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the amendment already printed in 
the bill, on page 2, it is proposed to insert the following: 

Provided, however, That the existing toll and exchange telephone 
rates as established or approved by the Postmaster General on or prior 
to June 6, 1919, shall continue in force for a period of 90 days, but not 
longer, after this act takes effect, unless they shall be sooner modified 
or changed by the public authorities—State, municipal, or otherwise— 
having control thereof prior to the time the Government took posses- 
sion of the telephone systems under the act of July 16, 1918, or by 
contract or by voluntary reduction; it being the intent that after the 
approval of this act the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and all the authority of the States, municipalities, or other 
public control over the properties of which the United States assumed 
the possession and operation under the act of July 16, 1918, shall be 
immediately restored. 

Mr. CURTIS and Mr. POMERENE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand the amendment can hardly be 
acted upon to-night, and I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
he will not consent temporarily to lay aside his bill so that I 
may present a conference report on the Indian appropriation 
bill, which will take but a few moments. 

Mr. POMERENE. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me a 
word? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. I rose for the purpose of inquiring 
whether or not the chairman of the committee was going to 
insist upon having this matter disposed of to-night? 

Mr. CUMMINS. No, Mr. President; I do not think it would 
be wise to insist upon a disposition of the matter to-night. I 
know there are Senators not here just now who desire possibly 
to make some observations in regard to it, and I know that the 
amendment which I have just offered will be better understood 
if it is printed in the Recorp and Senators have an opportunity 
to examine it. I had it in mind, after offering the amendment, 
to move an adjournment of the Senate. 

Mr. POMERENE. I wish to submit a few observations; but, 
if the matter is to go over, I will defer them until to-morrow 
morning. 7 

Mr. CUMMINS. In view of the request made by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], I ask unanimous consent that the 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. CURTIS. I present the conference report on the Indian 
appropriation bill, and I ask unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. It is a unanimous report. 

The Secretary will read the con- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ference report. 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2480) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses for the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 14, 
15, 17, 28, 36, 37, 38, and 46. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 11, 12, 13, 16, 18, 19, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 
47, and 48, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter covered in amend- 
ment 6 and insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“That the amounts of $42,500 appropriated by the Indian 
appropriation act approved March 2, 1917 (39 Stat. L., p. 9757, 
and $5,000 appropriated by the Indian appropriation act ap- 
proved May 25, 1918 (Public, No. 159), in all $47,500, for the 
construction of two bridges over the Little Colorado and Canyon 
Diablo Rivers, near the Leupp Indian Agency, Ariz., are 
hereby reappropriated for the same purposes as provided in 
said acts, reimbursable as provided in said acts, and to remain 
a charge and lien upon the lands and funds of the Navajo Tribe 
of Indians until paid.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter covered by amend- 
ment No. 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his 
discretion, and under such terms and conditions as he may pre- 
scribe, to cause to be issued to the Gospel Missionary Union, 
which has engaged in mission work among the Navajo Indians 
since 1896, a patent in fee for mission purposes only for that 
particular tract of land on the Western Navajo Reservation, in 
Arizona, not exceeding 160 acres in area, which it has continu- 
ously used and occupied for mission purposes from a date prior 
to the Executive order of January 8, 1900, withdrawing from sale 
and settlement the lands which now constitute the said reserva- 
tion ; said patent in fee shall be issued on a legal description of 
the land so used: Provided, That if said land shall cease to be 
used for mission purposes the same shall revert to the Navajo 
Tribe of Indians. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “two thousand 
dollars ” and insert “ one thousand dollars ” in lieu thereof; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the matter contained in 
amendment 34 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“ Provided further, That from the sums heretofore appro- 
priated for said Pottawatomie Indians the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to Erik O. 
Morstad, of Leona, Wis., in person and in full satisfaction for 
services rendered, the sum of $2,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by Sen- 
ate amendment No. 35 insert the following: : 

“For the purchase of subsistence supplies in relieving cases 
of actual distress and suffering among those needy St. Croix 
Indians of Wisconsin whose cases are referred to in report of 
January 30, 1915, transmitted by the Secretary of the Interior 
to the House of Representatives March 3, 1915, pursuant to the 
provisions of the act of Congress of August 1, 1914 (38 Stat. L., 
pp. 582-605), and printed as House Document No. 1663, Sixty- 
third Congress, third session, $1,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter propesed by Sen- 
ate amendment No. 39 insert: 

“ For the construction of a road from the village of Odanah, 
in the Bad River Reservation, to the south line of said. reser- 
vation, $20,000, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, said sum to be reimbursable from any 
funds new or hereafter placed in the Treasury to the credit of 
the Indians on the Bad River Reservation, to remain a charge 
and lien upon the funds of said tribe of Indians until paid: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may cooperate 
with the State of Wisconsin in the construction of said road: 
Provided further, That no part of the money herein appropri- 
ated shall be expended until the Secretary of the Interior shall 
have obtained from the proper authorities of the State of 
Wisconsin satisfactory guaranties of the payment by the said 
State of at least one-half of the cost of the construction of said 
road.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
Rosert M. LA FOLLeTTs, 
Henry F. ASHURST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Homer P. SNYDER, 
P. P. CAMPBELL, 
C. D. Carrer, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’cleck and 40 minutes 
p. mm.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 10, 
1919, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 9, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

© Thou Great Spirit, author of the vast universe, Father of 
all souls, inspire us, we beseech Thee, with an earnest desire to 
use the faculties of mind and soul, which Thou hast bestowed 
upen us, for the betterment of all mankind. 

Turn all evil hearts to good and all good hearts- to servants in 
the vineyard of the Lord, that Thy kingdom may come and Thy 
will be done in earth as in heaven, through the precepts and 
example of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was-read and 
approved, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House 
to-day, being the second Monday in the month, is set apart for 
the consideration of such business as may be presented by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. It is well known, how- 
ever, that there are several important appropriation bills, includ- 
ing among others the Army and the naval appropriation bills, 
which have not yet been considered and, as everybody knows, 
which should be enacted into law before the 1st of July. For 
that reason, and following.out the suggestion of the Speaker and 
the majority leader, as chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia I shall not ask the House to-day to consider 
the District bills reported and on the calendar, although there 
are two bills which the committee would be glad to have the 
House consider. 

I would like, however, to take advantage of this opportunity 
to say that I hope after the supply bills are passed the regular 
District days, the seeond and fourth Mondays.of each month, 


will be used for the consideration of District legislation. To. ' 


that end I am assured of the cooperation of the Speaker and the 
majority leader. For the present it is perhaps as important to 
the District as to anyone that the supply bills should be passed 
without any unnecessary delay. 
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ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering H. R. 5227, making appro- 
priations: for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 


_ June 30,.1920. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering H. R. 
5227, the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr: KAHN. Pending that, Mr: Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate continue until adjournment to- 
day; that the time be equally divided between the gentleman 
from Alabama: [Mr. Dent] and myself. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that general debate be continued until adjournment to-day, the 
time to be divided, one half to be controlled by himself and the 
other half by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dent]. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right. to object, I 
understand the gentleman’s- request is that general debate be 
carried on to-day. without any agreement as to limitation? 

Mr. KAHN. Until adjournment to-day, and that the time be 
equally divided between the gentleman from Alabama and 
myself. ‘ 

Mr. DENT. May I ask the gentleman from California what 
the program is for to-morrow? 

Mr. KAHN. I am advised that it is: probable that the rail- 
road deficiency bill may come in to-morrew. : 

Mr. DENT. And the Army appropriation bill will be set 
aside to-morrow? 

Mr. KAHN. I understand so. 4 

Mr. DENT. Will Calendar Wednesday be set aside and then 
the Army bill resumed on Wednesday? 

Mr. MONDELL. We hepe so. ! 

Mr. KAHN. I understand that the gentleman from Alabama 
would like to finish his remarks in general: debate on Wednes- 
day, or when the Army bill is-again taken up. I shall ask that 
general debate close immediately. after the conclusion of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Alabama on Wednesday. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But we have not yet done away 
with Calendar Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the gentle- 
man amend his. request so that the gentleman from Alabama 
may conelude his remarks.on the next. day when the Army bill 
is taken up. It might not be taken up Wednesday. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why does not the gentleman ask 
unanimous consent now to dispense with the business on (Cal- 
endar Wednesday? 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California. asks unani- 
mous consent that the business on Calendar Wednesday next 
be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARD. Reserving the right to object, what is. there on 
the calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Only one or two bills. 

Mr. MONDELL. There are two: bills reported by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Committee, one having to do with appointing 
a commission to study the water question and the other refers 
to game birds; : 

Mr. GARNER. Has: not the daylight-saving bill been re- 


| ported from the Committee on Interstate and Ioreign Com- 


merce? 

The SPEAKER. It is net yet reported. 

Mr. GARD. Further reserving the right to object, how much 
of to-day does the gentleman from California intend: to con- 
sume? What time will the committee rise? 

Mr. KAHN. I hope to rise not later than. 5.30. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

Mr. GREENE of. Vermont. Reserving the right to object for 
the purpose of making the situation clear, is it intended that 
general debate will have closed at the adjournment. this. after- 
noon, with the exception of the reservation of time for the 
gentleman from Alabama, to conclude when the Army. bill is 
next resumed? 

Mr. KAHN. That is my. understanding. How mueh time 
will. the gentleman from Alabama consume in his remarks. in 
general debate? 

Mr. DENT. Not to exceed one hour, and I hope not over 
20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is. there objection. to the request of the 
gentleman from California to dispense with business. on Calen- 
dar Wednesday? 

There was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be concluded and finished 
to-day, except one hour reserved for the gentleman from Ala- 
bama when the bill is next taken up. Is there objection? 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
did not understand the request to be that way. I would like 
to state to the gentleman from California that I understood 
from the conversation we had this morning that we would not 
undertake to close debate to-day, but would run on and make 
an agreement to close debate on Wednesday. 

Mr. KAHN. The understanding was that we would conclude 
general debate to-day, except as to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman permit 
me to make a suggestion? 

Mr, KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. If the gentleman would simply ask unani- 
mous consent that the time for general debate be equally 
divided, one-half to be controlled by himself and one-half by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dent], these other matters 
would take care of themselves. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, in addition to that there must be some understanding as 
to how long general debate is to continue. 

Mr. GARRETT. They do not seem to be able to reach any 
agreement as to that. It is not necessary to agree that general 
debate shall run during the day. If they want it to run, it will 
run. All that is necessary for them to do is to agree on a 
division of the time, one-half to be controlled by each. 

Mr. KAHN. That is all we are trying to do. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yicid? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. My understanding is that the gentleman 
from California desires unanimous consent that general debate 
shall continue on the Army appropriation bill for-to-day and 
for an hour when the bill shall again be taken, up for consid- 
eration, and that the time for general debate be equally di- 
vided between the gentleman from Alabama and himself. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not think that is a fair agree- 


ment. 
Mr. DENT. That is not the agreement. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman from Alabama 


ought to be permitted to conclude his remarks, whenever he 
makes his speech, and not be limited to one hour. 

KAHN. That was the suggestion of the gentleman him- 
self. . 

Mr. DENT. But that was not the understanding that I had 
with the gentleman from California. The understanding I had 
with the gentleman from California over the telephone was that 
we would run on to-day with general debate and that we would 
fix the closing of general debate on Wednesday. 

Mr. KAHN. My understanding was that the gentleman 
would not be ready to make his remarks to-day, because he 
had been absent from the city and had not been able to .scruti- 
nize the bill. 

Mr. DENT. That is true. I have not had a chance to read 
it yet. I got it only an hour and a half ago. 

Mr. KAHN. I suggest that we conclude general debate to- 
day, with the exception of the gentleman from Alabama, and 
that the gentleman from Alabama may have time to conelude 
his remarks on Wednesday. 

Mr. DENT. Does the gentleman from California say that he 
did not have the understanding with me that we would fix the 
time for concluding debate Wednesday instead of to-day? 

Mr. KAHN. I suggest that as to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, I was willing to conelude debate on Wednesday. That 
was my understanding. 

Mr. DENT. I did not understand the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia to limit it to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. GARNER. Why not talk to-day and close the time for 
debate on Wednesday? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Do I understand it is prepesed to take up 
the railroad appropriation bill to-morrow? 

Mr. KAHN. That is my understanding. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And that this bill should be continued on 
Wednesday ? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; after to-day. 

Mr. GARNER. I think we better go on for to-day and close 
up general debate on Wednesday. 

Mr. KAHN. Then I modify my request to this effect: That 
we continue with general debate upon this bill to-day until the ‘ 
hour of adjournment, and that the time be equally divided be-. 
tween the gentleman from Alabama and myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr, FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I | 
understand that would not limit general debate to to-day? 
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The SPEAKER. No. Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think we ought to be able at this time to determine the length 
of general debate upon this bill. We have six bills to pass, six 
important bills, before the Ist day of July. One day of general 
debate on a single bill is very liberal under the circumstances, 
In addition to that, the House is perfectly willing to give the 
gentleman from Alabama opportunity to speak for an hour after 
the close of this day’s general debate on Wednesday. It seems 
to me that is a very liberal arrangement. I can not under- 
stand why the gentleman is not satisfied. 

Mr. DENT. If the gentleman will yield, I will state why I 
am not satisfied. I notified the chairman of this committee, 
with whom I have always had the most cordial relations, I 
could not possibly be present Friday and Saturday of last week. 


We finished the hearings on the bill late Wednesday evening. 
We started the preparation of the bill on Thursday. We spent 
the entire day on Thursday undertaking to prepare the bill. It 
was not finished. I had to leave here Friday morning and was 


gone two days. When I returned I saw in the newspapers that 
the bill would be taken up on Tuesday. Immediately this morn- 
ing I undertook to get in touch with the situation, and found, 
very much to my surprise, that the bill would be taken up 
to-day. I understand that the gentleman from California made 
the statement in the Recorp Saturday afternoon—and I have 
read the Recorp—that he hoped to take the bill up on Monday. 
I was not able to get a copy of the bill until about half past 
10 o’clock this morning, and I find that although the bill which 
was passed in the last session of the last Congress was the 
basis for the consideration of this bill, yet the amount of the 
bill has been reduced by something like $400,000,000. I have 
not had the opportunity to consider where those reductions 
eccur. I notice from the newspapers that they have reduced 
the pay of the Army, the transportation of the Army, and the 
subsistence of the Army—three items which I think it might be 
unwise to reduce. I do not say that the committee has not re- 
ported a bill that I shall not be satisfied with, but I want an 
opportunity to investigate it, and I think I am making a reason- 
able request. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I can not understand why the gentleman 
objects to the arrangement made when he said—— 

Mr. DENT. Oh, but I can not investigate ‘this proposition 
and sit here upen the floor of this House while debate is going 
on all the time. 

Mr. BAER. When does the gentleman want to speak? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I understood the gentleman te say he 
would not want more than 30 minutes, and thought that he 
could easily finish within an hour. 

Mr, DYER. When does the gentleman desire the time? 

Mr. DENT. Of course, the gentleman from California has 
very kindly consented for me to clese general debate on the 
bill, and I do not want the time until then. 

Mr. DYER. Well, Wednesday? 


Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman permit me to answer his 
question ? 

Mr. DYER. I will yield. 

Mr. DENT. I have called the minority members of the com- 


mittee together this morning to know how much time they 
wanted and to ascertain if they were prepared to ge on to-day, 
and not one of them was aware of the fact the bill was go- 
ing to be taken up to-day, and they were not prepared to go on. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will yield, the gentleman 
is to be given all day to-morrow to prepare, and the next day 
he is to make his speech, and that eught to be satisfactory. 

Mr. DENT. I will say to the gentleman from Wyoming that 
so far as Iam personally concerned that is satisfactory, but it 
is not satisfactery to the ether members of the minority who 
have not had :a chance to prepare what they have to say on the 
bill. FE 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, just briefly replying to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama, the committee reduced 
the estimates he spoke of because we agreed to appropriate for 
an Army of 400,000 men and 22,149 officers. The estimate sub- 
mitted to the committee contemplated an Army of 509,000 men, 
as the gentleman well knows, and when you cut the Army by 
109,000 you can cut appropriations for pay, subsistence, and 
transportation in proportion. 


Mr. QUIN. Wilf] the gentleman be able to have the hearings 
printed? 
Mr. KAHN. The hearings will be printed in ample time, so 


that when the bill is taken up under the five-minute rule they 
will be in the hands of Members. I want to say to the gentle- 
man that the hearings are printed as speedily as we get them 
back from the War Department, and they will all be ready by 
the time we begin debate under the five-minute rule. 
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Mr. QUIN. But they will not be here to-day, and gentle- 
n who spenk to-day will not have the advantage of the hear- 
‘ir. KAHN. Well, I imagine—— 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. I 
do not think we ought to delay this question any longer. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is, is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from California that general de- 
bate continue until adjournment to-day, the time to be divided 
equally between the gentleman from California and the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming objects. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that general debate con- 
clude to-day, except for one hour for the gentleman from 
Alabama—— 

Mr. CRISP. 
the motion. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I desire to state to the gentleman that he can 
not do that now; he has to go into the Committee of the Whole 
and have some debate, and then come back into the House. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 5227, the Army 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 5227, the Army appropriation bill, with 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5227) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill may be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The time is to be equally divided between the gentleman 
from California and the gentleman from Alabama—— 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. No. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that there was no agreement as to who would control 
the time. 

Mr. KAHN. No; there was no agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stands corrected. 

Mr, KAHN. Mr. Chairman, happily the great World War, so 
far as the fighting is concerned, has come to anend. But I take 
it that so long as the world goes round and so long as human 
nature is constituted as it is there will continue to be wars 
and therefore our country for its own protection must continue 
to maintain a Military Establishment worthy of the American 
people. [Applause.] I can remember when, in 1916, Congress 
was considering the national defense act and the allied nations 
had been struggling with a powerful and relentless foe for 
almost two years, I offered on this floor an amendment to that 
hill which authorized the President of the United States to in- 
crease our Regular Army to 250,000 men. That amendment was 
substantially voted down in this House. That amendment was 
offered, as I now recall it, in the latter part of April or the early 
part of May, 1916, about nine months before the Imperial Gov- 
ernment of Germany served her notice on us that she would sink 
and destroy ruthlessly our merchant vessels if they dared to 
cross certain lines on the Atlantic Ocean which Germany her- 
self drew and which, under international law, we had an abso- 
lute right to cross at our will, Nine months before Germany 
served that notice on us I tried to increase our Army to 
250,000 men. It is my belief that Germany served that notice 
because she knew we were helpless as a nation, because she 
knew that we were not ready to defend our rights, and because 
she knew it would take months for us to get ready in case she at- 
tempted to interfere with our commerce on the high seas. 

In traveling through Europe recently I saw the graves of 
thousands of American boys who had been killed on the battle 
fields of France. 

At Romagne, in the northern part of the Meuse-Argonne 
battle field, our labor troops were digging trenches where 
26,000 Americans are to sleep the everlasting sleep. At Suresnes, 
just outside of Paris, I saw a cemetery where 3,000 Americans 
will rest until the judgment day. I was not able to go to the 


Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order against 
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cemetery at Thiaucourt where those who died in the St. Mihiél 
battle are to find a resting place. But all around Belleau 
Woods, and near Vaux, near Chateau-Thierry, near Soissons, 
and near Cantigny there are graveyards where rest the remains 
of American soldiers killed in this war. I was told by the 
officers of the Medical Department that 206,000 Americans 
have given their blood and many of them their limbs as the 
result of wounds received in the battles in which they partici- 
pated. 

I know that we have incurred indebtedness to the extent of 
$34,000,000,000, $10,000,000,000 of which represents loans to the 
cobelligerent Nations. I maintain that if we had been pre- 
pared on the 31st of January, 1917, if Congress had voted for 
my amendment to increase the Army to 250,000 men, this cost 
of life and blood and treasure would have been saved to the 
American people. [Applause.] 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. ASWELL. Does the gentleman think that 250,000 men 
would have bluffed Germany at that time? 

Mr. KAHN. I firmly believe 250,000 men at that time would 
have prevented the German Government from making their 
demands upon us then. 

Mr. ASWELL. That is merely a matter of opinion. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman knows full well that all through 
this war the hope of the German Emperor and his people was 
that they would be able te defeat the Allies before we could 
get ready. - 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KAHN. I can not yield just now. 

Mr. BLACK. Just for a question? 

Mr. KAHN. I can not yield just now. 

Now, the question, therefore, that confronts us is this: Will 
we in the future run along as we have been running in the past, 
drifting, waiting, until something happens before we take action 
to prepare our country for possible emergencies? I have said 
repeatedly on this floor that no nation is the sole arbiter of its 
own destinies. No man can repeat that statement too often. 
It ought to sink deep into the minds of all Americans, 

Take the case of little Belgium. In July, 1914, the people of 
Belgium were contented, prosperous, and happy. They had 
nothing to do with the assassination of the Archduke of Ans- 
tria, that took place at Sarajevo. It did not concern them. 
They paid little attention to it. They went on about their 
business. Suddenly, as if a bolt from the blue sky had stricken 


‘|'them, they found their territory invaded, their cities bombarded, 


their inhabitants killed, and their country devastated. That 
war was not of their seeking; it was not of their choosing; and 
vet they were forced into it. 

And take our own situation. The American people did not 
want to go into this war. They tried to avoid it. They did 
avoid it for several years. The President of the United States 
was elected for a second term on the slogan of “He kept us 
out of war.” We were peacefully attending to our own affairs 
when suddenly, on the night of the 31st of January, 1917, our 
ambassador in Berlin was sent for, was given a map by the 
German chancellor, and was told that he should communicate 
with his own country and tell the people of that country that at 
midnight Germany would sink our ships, as I detailed a mo- 
ment ago. 

That came as a terrific shock to us. Congress was then in 
session. Congress is the war-declaring body. The President 
can not declare war. We were in session for practically five 
weeks after that. Germany did not carry out her threat, and 
we hoped that we might still avoid the struggle. But after 
Congress had adjourned, after the Members had gone home, she 
did carry out her threat. She sunk our ships. 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I can not yield now. She sunk our ships, she 
drowned our people, and then the President called Congress 
together in an extraordinary session. In a ringing message he 
asked that we pass a resolution that a state of war existed, 
which Congress promptly did. That is how we got into the 
war. But some of us have constantly been saying ever since 
that we went to war “to fight for humanity” and “to make 
the world safe for democracy ” and other altruistic and idealis- 
tic purposes. These were only incidental. They were not the 
cause of the war, and it is time that we state the cause prop- 
erly. We went to war to protect American rights. [Applause.] 
The President stated about that time that in the event that 
Germany should carry out her threats against our commerce 
he would ask from Congress authority to use the national 
power to protect American citizens engaged in peaceful and 
lawful errands on the high seas. Germany carried out her 
threats. The President did ask for the authority. Congress 
promptly voted to give it to him. I hope that at no time in the 
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history of our country will the American people become so | 


supine or so craven that they will not fight to maintain their 
rights as a great nation. [Applause.} We won the war. We 
need not blush to say it. We need not apologize for saying it. 

I remember when the war resolution was passed France and 
England shortly after sent their war commissions over here. I 
recall a dinner at the home of Mr. Henry White, in this city, 
at which Marshal Joffre and Mr. Viviani, of the French Re- 
public, were present. Marshal Joffre straightforwardly told us 
the situation. There were about 20 Members of the Senate and 
House present on that occasion. He spoke frankly to this 
effect : ° 

We are at the end of our resources. 
our people is low. We know that you are in the war, and so do the 
people of Franee. But we have been led to believe that it will take a 
year before you can get your soldiers to the other side. I beg of you 
see to it that one division of your Regular Army troops is sent imme- 
diately. We need them to revive our waning morale. If the soldiers 
of France and of England see your troops en the soil of France, it will 
give them courage to withstand the enemy until yeu can come over in 
force. The situation is serious; is er precarious. Do not wait 
ubtil you have trained the men of your conscripted army. That will take 
too long. But your Regular Army men have already had the training 
that has established their morale, We can teach them trench fighting 
in two or three months behind the lines. But send them to us 1 
you want to save the situation. 

That was his plea. That was his appeal. He spoke for the 
French Government, and he spoke for the people of France, 
when he spoke to those Members of Congress as he did. The 
administration was deeply impressed by his plea. They met his 
wishes, and they prepared to send a division of Regular Army 
men to France as speedily as possible. 

That was the situation, gentlemen, in Europe when we en- 
tered the conflict. I traveled into Belgium in March—at the 
end of March. ‘I saw the devastated cities of Nieuport and 
Ypres and Dixmude and St. Julien. All that is left of St. 
Julien is a signboard with the name of the city printed on it. 
There is not a building or a portion of a building left. No nran 
could go through that devastated area without becoming im- 
pressed with the wonderful valor and the splendid fortitude of 
the soldiers of Belgium and England, who held that sector dur- 
ing almost four years of war. [Applause.] Belgium had opened 
the sluice gates of her dikes. She permitted the waters to cover 
her land. The trenches, which in some places were not more 
than 50 feet apart, were constructed above the water. The men 
held the area, as I have stated, for four years. If they had 
given way at any time the Germans would undoubtedly have 
reached Calais, and the history of the war might have been 
different; for if German troops had occupied that port on the 
Ohannel and England had been unable to use it for sending sup- 
plies and men across the narrow strait, it would have made a 
tremendous difference in England’s ability to meet the enor- 
mous requirements that were made of her in that sector of 
Belgium. 

And just at this point to show incidentally how our American 
Army was made up, I want to recite a little experience that 
occurred at Dixmude, in southwestern Belgium. There is not 
a thing left of the town, not a habitable home. But one enter- 
prising couple has come back and has built a little wooden 
shack which they use as a little coffee house. They sell coffee 
to the individuals who might be interested in visiting that sec- 
tion. The couple found out that we were Americans. They 
spoke French. I managed to get along with them as well as I 
could with the little French I know, and finally the wife said to 
me, ‘‘ Come here; I have had four boys in this war; I want to 
show you something.” Then she opened the door of her ad- 
joining room, and there occupying the place of honor was a 
picture of an American soldier. She said, “Three of my boys 
have fought with the Belgian Army. The other boy enlisted in 
Montana and is fighting with your Americans.” [Applause.] 

We heard a great deal during the war about German atrocities 
in Belgium. I tried to verify those stories. I was told frankly 
that such as did occur happened in the early days of the war. 
But there is no doubt that the Germans deliberately looted Bel- 
gium and rendered her incapable of starting up her factories 
immediately upon the conclusion of peace. The King’s secre- 
tary, Mr. Gerard, and a member of the Belgian Parliament, Mr. 
Botl, who had been tried with Burgomaster Max, of Brussels, 
and convicted by the German authorities and imprisoned for two 
years and a half in Germany, took me to his extensive plant at 
Louviere, which was not in the fighting area; in fact, it was 
some distance away from any place where fighting had been 
going on. It was a steel works. The owner had employed 3,000 
mechanics anc laborers at the works before the war. The Ger- 
mans had stolen and removed every bit of machinery that had 
been in the place. And then, in order to make the wreckage all 
the more complete, they deliberately dynamited the cement foun- 
dations on which the machinery had rested. I heard from Bel- 
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gian officials that the Belgian population, by reason of the situa- 
tion in which they found themselves, have become more or less 
pauperized. They depend upon the charity of the world. They 
have had no work for some years. In the streets of their cities 
you can see to-day large aggregations of men and women in idle- 
ness talking with each other. They can not go back to work 
because the factories and mills and workshops are closed. The 
people who own them have not the means to put in new machin- 
ery, which at present would cost them two or three times more 
than it cost when it was purchased originally. That is one of the 
difficulties that the peace commissioners at Paris have to deal 
with. There are so many angles to this thing that we can not be 
surprised at what seems to us interminable delay in formulating 
definitive terms of peace. 

When our troops began to arrive in Europe the English high 
command. and the French high command wanted to use our 
soldiers as replacement divisions and depot divisions. In other 
words, if the French or the English had a thousand or twe 
thousand men killed in an engagement, Americans were to be 
put into their units to fill up the places of those who had fallen. 
To the credit of Gen. Pershing be it said that from the start 
| he fought for an American Army in Europe. [Applause.] And 
to the credit of President Wilson and Secretary Baker, they 
| supported him constantly in this desire. [Applause.] The situa- 

tion at one time became exceedingly tense. The French and the 

English both were still insisting that we must go in as replace- 

ment troops, and then I am told that the commander in chief o¥ 

our forces emphatically said that we would fight asan American 

Army if we fought at all. [Applause.] And both Gen. Haig 
| and Gen. Foch finally yielded. 

When the Germans pressed down from the Aisne in May and 
drove everything before them on their great drive for Paris, 
Gen. Pershing immediately sent three American divisions to fight 
under Gen. Mangin, the French commander of that sector, in an 
effort to try to stay the German advance. The first division had 
been in that area for some little time. They had started out to 
make the first attempt of an American unit to capture and then te 
hold the captured German territory. 

The attempt was made at Cantigny, I think, on the 25th of 
May, 1918. An artillery barrage preceded the onslaught of our 
infantry. It cleared, as far as was possible, the area in front 
of our troops, and I was told by some of those who participated 
in that fight that they met with little resistance in sweeping 
across the narrow valley and going up the little hill on which 
Cantigny is located. They took the town and held it. Then 
the German forces sent their shock troops against our men in 
counterattacks. During the succeeding three days the Germans 
made seven of these counterattacks. They had been told by 
their commanders that they must break the morale of the 
American troops. The best soldiers of Germany tried it at Can- 
tigny and failed. [Applause.] That gave courage to all the 
allied nations. That inspired a sentiment in our own men that 
we could defeat Germany at her own game. [Applause.] 

Right after that the German hordes came down and seized the 
territory, which is almost on a lime from Soissons to Chateau- 
Thierry, including the famous Belleau Woods and Vaux. The 
Second Division was not then in the fighting area, but the men 
of that division were immediately rushed up into the area. 
They were brought up in motor trucks. Everything that could 
be utilized to bring our men to the front was rushed inte the 
service. That led to the statement which gained considerabte 
currency that the French people were making a charge to the 
Americans for bringing our troops to the front to save, among 
other things, the Republic of France. We heard it over here. 
I heard it in Europe, and therefore I thought it incumbent upon 
myself to investigate the matter. I found it was true. 

They did make charges for the use of their camions, as they 
call them, but it was under a mutual agreement with our country 
that whenever we used their vehicles we would pay for their 
use, and whenever the French used our vehicles France would 
pay us for their use. So there was nothing wrong about it in 
any way, shape, or manner, and these stories about France 
charging us when we were defending French territory ought 
to be buried in oblivion once and for all. [Applause.] 

What I do believe, and what I think history will give us credit 
for, is that the third division of the American troops, especially 
the Thirty-¢ighth Infantry Regiment at Mézy, near the Surmalin 
River, just where it empties into the bend of the Marne, east of 
Chateau-Thierry, actually was the organization that stopped the 
Germans in their advance and turned the tide of battle so that 
the cobelligerent forces could begin the offensive instead of 
fighting as we had been doing theretofore—on the defensive. 
[Applause. ] 

That battle occurred on the 15th of July. 
Regiment of Infantry were in line on the 
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Marne. They were to be protected on their right by a French 
regiment and on the left by the Thirtieth Regiment of Infantry 
of our own forces. When this great onslaught was made by 
the German ferces it was found that the Thirtieth, on the left 
of the Thirty-eighth, had retired a little. It was found that the 
French regiment had retreated. Col. McAlexander, of the 
Thirty-eighth, had planted his men not due east and west as the 
lay of the land would seem to have indicated was the best for his 
forces but to protect his right flank he had thrown them into 
position in a northwesterly and southeasterly direction. The 
men of the Thirty-eighth were defending three sides of their 
front at one time. Those men remained at their posts for 16 
hours without intermission, and it was their proud boast and 
is the proud boast of all Americans that of the great German 
horde that had come down to cross the Marne on their way to 
Paris on that occasion not one dead German soldier could be 
found south of the little railroad track that ran along the valley 
of the Surmalin about 400 yards south of the Marne River. 

The Germans never reached that advanced position at that 
point on account of the wonderful courage and the matchless 
daring of those American soldiers, who prevented their crossing 
the Marne. [Applause.] It is a bright page in American history. 
But what I fear is that somebody will again rise up and say that 
you can call a million men to arms in this country overnight 
and defeat the trained troops of some mighty, warlike people. 
Let me remind you that it took us 13 months to get ready; 13 
months before we could accomplish that. It was not done over- 
night. It was the work of many days and many months spent 
in the trenches and the camps in training. Indeed, we were sin- 
gularly fortunate in this war that France and England held 
the lines against the enemy until we were ready to take our 
part in the titanic struggle. [Applause.] 

After that second battle of the Marne, the whole tide of 
affairs turned. That battle occurred, as I said, on the 15th of 
July. On the 18th Marshal Foch ordered an advance along the 
entire front on the part of the allied nations and our forces. 
That continued successfully for days. We drove the enemy con- 
stantly from the 15th day of July until the end of the war. 

Great operations during that period were largely under the 
American command. The Battle of St. Mihiel was planned by 
the Americans. It was carried through by Gen. Pershing and 
his forces. And a very interesting sidelight on that battle 
might be stated at this time. I was told by men in whom I have 
every confidence that about the 2d or 3d of September the 
statement was made in a public restaurant in Paris that the 
Americans were going to start a drive on St. Mihiel on the 10th 
of September. The statement was made openly and publicly. 
At that time spies were everywhere, and it was known that the 
Germans would get the information. Gen. Pershing immediately 
remonstrated. He protested against the open discussion of the 
war plans of the Americans or of any of the allied nations. 

Thereupon the Americans used a bit of strategy. The mili- 
tary attaché at the capital of one of the neutral States was 
sent for to come to general headquarters. He was told that it 
was the purpose of the American command to throw the Ger- 
mans off the track and that he would be expected to carry out 
his part of the program. They hurriedly prepared the plan 
of an attack near Belfort, in southwestern France. That plan 
was given to this military attaché, who was told to get it into 
the hands of the enemy. He returned to his capital, gave it to 
one of the younger officers serving under him, with instructions 
to lose it in a certain place where many individuals suspected 
of German leanings nightly congregated. The young man 
carried out this plan to perfection. He went to the place indi- 
cated. After chatting most pleasantly with some of the sus- 
pects he quietly excused himself for a moment and incidentally 
dropped the papers out of his pocket. He went outside of the 
room and in about two minutes returned with a look of great 
distress on his face. Feeling his pockets and looking furtively 
about he said, “ Did anyone see a paper that I dropped?” Of 
course nobody had seen it. Then he went on to tell how impor- 
tant that paper was and that his personal future was involved 
in the recovery of that paper. He said he would probably be 
court-martialed and his entire career ruined if it were not 
forthcoming. Of course it was not forthcoming and he left the 
place. Several days after that Germany sent four divisions to 
defend her front near Belfort, and a few days after that, not on 
the 10th of September but on the 12th of September, the battle 
of St. Mibiel began. 

The Germans found that not only could the Americans fight, 
not only would the Americans fight, but they could employ 
strategy in their plans just as the Germans had employed it 
during all the years they had been preparing for this war. 
[ Applause, ] 
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The salient of St. Mihiel was won in 27 hours. For four years 
it-had been held by the enemy. Attempts had been made time 
and again to take it. France sacrificed something like 50,000 
men in trying to take one spur of the salient known as Les 
Esparges. They took it and lost it again, and 50,000 of their men 
bit the dust in the attempt. 

We started off on that attack with a great force of Artillery. 
We advanced over the territory successfully. Every objective 
was gained right from the start. 

In the meantime the next battle—the Meuse-Argonne fight— 
had been projected. It was intended that our Artillery should 
be rushed up to that sector without delay. It was intended that 
we should go in and finish the work at St. Mihiel with our In- 
fantry. Suddenly our Signal Corps men heard a wireless station 
in operation in the salient. The Germans had not all been 
driven out. I mention this merely to show you that every branch 
of our service performed its part efficiently and effectively for 
the honor of American arms. [Applause.] They gave notice, 
and we drove out the remnant of the Germans that were there 
without much trouble. 

Soon after that the Meuse-Argonne fight began, It was started 
by a simultaneous bombardment coming from the throats of 
2,275 pieces of artillery. That bombardment kept up for some 
hours. Any man who goes over that field, any man who trav- 
erses that terrain for any distance, will realize the magnitude 
of the great task the American forces undertook. It took us 
nearly a month to clean up that area. We got to Montfaucon, 
a point of vantage near the center of the field, without much diffi- 
culty. We lost a great many men. We took Montfaucon, which 
seemed an impregnable fortress. Then we went beyond it. We 
reached and crossed the Kremhilde Stellung, a part of the 
Hindenburg line which the Germans had felt could never be 
taken by mortal man. We went through it as if it did not exist. 
[ Applause. ] 

We had some tanks helping us in that drive. The Germans 
were mortally afraid of the tanks. I found some of their litera- 
ture on the tank near Moraigne Ferme, north of Verdun. They 
said, in effect, ‘‘ Do not be afraid of the tank. It can not travel 
as fast as you can. [Laughter.] There is nothing to be afraid 
of. Just wait until it gets pretty close up and then shoot at a 
vulnerable part and you can accomplish your purpose.” 

The mere fact that they gave out that kind of propaganda was 
an indication to me that they were, in fact, afraid of the tanks. 
And during all the war Germany was never able to manufacture 
a good, serviceable tank. 

I saw some other pieces of their literature and some of them 
were pretty blood-thirsty. I saw one in particular which re- 
ferred to the failure of the cobelligerent nations to accept Aus- 
tria’s request for peace. In that leaflet they said, in effect, that 
“the Allies do not intend to accept our request for the cessa- 
tion of hostilities ; they have refused to listen to peace terms. It 
must be evident to you that they intend the thorough annihila- 
tion and destruction of the people of the Central Empires. Do 
not show any mercy to these enemies. Shoot to kill or to mor- 
tally wound.” ‘Those circulars were tacked on the wall of the 

armhouse which we afterwards took, and when they retreated 
from that place they were found on the walls of that building. 

After we had won the battle of the Meuse-Argonne and when 
we were preparing to move onward toward the German terri- 
tory the enemy asked for an armistice. It was granted. And 
even then the insidious propaganda against Americans in 
Europe was going on. 

We all know what the situation was when the armistice came. 
France and England had been in the war over four years. They 
had suffered enormous losses. Their people were war weary 
and they welcomed an opportunity to agree upon a cessation of 
hostilities. 

A very estimable French lady, whom I know very well and 
have known for years, told me that she had heard that the 
reason why the Allies did not follow up the victory after the 
Meuse-Argonne was because President Wilson had called a halt, 
and that neither France nor England would dare to go on after 
that. 

Now, that was insidious propaganda meant to injure the good 
name and fame, in my humble opinion, of the American people. 
I do not know who is responsible for it, but I do know that the 
longer we remain in Europe the more slanders of that sort will be 
sent forth and the worse the situation will grow. [Applause.] 

If I had my way, as I have said repeatedly, every American 
soldier, except military attachés, would speedily be taken out of 
Europe. [Applause.] If we had some tangible things to pro- 
tect in the treaty of peace, perhaps we would have to see to it 
that its terms are carried out. But we went into the war not 
seeking territory, not seeking indemnities, not for revenge, not 
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seeking anything but the acknowledgment of American rights on 
the high seas. [Applause.] : 

Oh, I could spend a long time in taking you with me through 
the “leave areas” of France, where our men are given an 
opportunity to get a breath of fresh air and to see the land which 
many of them had visited for the first time. I want to say here 
that I have heard a great many criticisms at the hands of sol- 
diers and others about the welfare associations. But no man 
ecculd have gone into the “leave areas” of Europe and have 
witnessed the kindness, the consideration, and the open hos- 
pitality that was showered on our men through the instru- 
mentality of the Y. M. C. A. and the Knights of Columbus and 
the Salvation Army and the Jewish Welfare Board and all those 
activities without admitting that they were doing a great work 
for the young men of America. [Applause.] I glory in what 
they were able to accomplish for our soldiers and for having 
brought a great deal of happiness into the hearts of these troops 
of the Republic who were thousands of miles away from kith 
and kin and who probably otherwise would not have enjoyed 
many of the creature comforts that came to them through the 
instrumentality of these organizations. 

I would like to go with you through the ports of embarkation 
and show you the wonderful work that was accomplished in a 
comparatively few months through the skill and the ability 
of American engineers and American troops. I would like to 
take you through the stations of the service of ‘supplies, those 
immense warehouses which held the material that was essential 
for the men at the front. Oh, we frequently hear sneers about 
the men who stayed behind the battle lines in the services of 
supply. They, too, performed valiant service. I want to say 
that if those men had not performed their duty as effectively 
and as efficiently as they did, the men in the fighting line could 
not have performed their services either. It was an important 
work and it was mighty well done, and the Nation owes those 
men just as great a debt of gratitude as it does the soldiers 
who fought in the ranks at the front. 

At Tours there was a German prison camp of about 4,000 men. 
All through the war there had been much speculation as to the 
age of the German soldiers. I remember the debate on the 
floor of this House very well when we were passing the man- 
power bill, which proposed to take the men between 18 and 45 
years of age for our Army. It was said in that debate that 
even Germany had not taken her 18-year-old boys. At Tours 
{[ found some German prisoners who were 18 years of age at 
the time I visited the camp. I asked them how long they had 
been in the service before the armistice was signed. They said 
they had been in for nine months. The armistice had been in 
effect for six months at the time I visited the camp, so that 
those men could not have been more than 17 years old when 
they went into the German Army. One of their noncommis- 
sioned officers stated frankly that in the closing years of the war 
Germany had accepted boys of 15 years of age as volunteers, 
and boys of 16 years as volunteers, but had actually drafted 
them at 17. He said that during the war they did not want such 
information to get out, but now the war is over there could be 
no harm in telling it at this time. 

We hear much of the German propaganda literature that 
was disseminated in our own ranks by the enemy. We like- 
wise disseminated our literature in the ranks of the Germans. 
One of the leaflets that were scattered rather plentifully stated 
just what the American soldiers were receiving in the way of 
rations. The list was printed with considerable care and was 
dropped into the German lines from our airplanes. - American 
officers told me that toward the closing days of the war when 
large numbers of Germans were surrendering they would pull 
from the sleeves of their coats copies of these leaflets, especi- 
ally those showing the food they were to get. They would 
point to it as if to say, “ Make good on that.” [Laughter.] So 
that, at least, one kind of our propaganda work seems to have 
been a success. ? 

After the armistice, when the men in all countries began to 
return to their homes, new troubles began to beset the world. 
The peace council met in Paris in January. It soon became 
evident that the world was looking upon us as the Lady Bounti- 
ful of the universe. All kinds of propositions were submitted. 
One was that all the allied nations were to throw their in- 
debtedness into a general pool, and that the nation which had 
been in the war the shortest length of time and had lost the 
fewest men should bear the greatest burden of the indebtedness. 

Then there was another proposition: By reason of their help- 
lessness Belgium and France should get money immediately 
from Germany to restore conditions in these war-ridden coun- 
tries, so that their people could at once begin to work. How 
authoritative the source of the information was I do not know; 
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but I learned that a proposition had been put forth that Ger 
many was to pay the demands at once, and was to issue a series 
of bonds, and that the United States should guarantee the pay- 
ment of the bonds. [Laughter.] Many such propositions of 
course were to be expected. It was inevitable. But one thing 
is sure, absolutely certain, and that is that the people of 
Europe do not understand our plain, blunt way of doing things, 
and we do not understand the intrigues and the hatreds and 
jealousies of the people of Europe. I saw a map the other day, 
a very recent map of Europe. It showed the various countries 
and the various races that inhabit the various sections of the 
various countries. Twenty-seven different well-defined races 
and peoples are depicted on that map. They differ racially, 
they differ ethnologically, they do not speak the same languages. 
They are poles apart, and they hate each other with an unholy 
hatred. Yet we are trying to mix up in this maelstrom and fix 
boundary lines for those peoples! Do you think we can do it? 
Do you believe it can be successfully done? I do not believe so. 
I called on Mr. Hoover the very day I left Paris; I think it was 
the 12th of May. He showed me on the map of Europe where in 
17 different places men under arms were fighting and killing each 
other. And this while the peace council was sitting at Paris, 
trying to bring peace to all the world! 

We have great problems ahead of us; great problems. The 
fixing of the boundary line at Fiume has brought on a great 
deal of discontent right in this country. Our population is 
made up of people from every portion of the globe. They are 
ready to fight for this country, this land of their adoption, when- 
ever our country calls. Many of them, I believe, way down in 
their hearts have lurking a bit of love for the land in which 
they were born, but if a struggle should come between this 
country and that land, they would be ready to march under the 
flag of the Republic against the very land in which they first 
saw the light of day. [Applause.] 

But in these questions of boundaries their heart is really 
with their native land. And why should we, interfering in 
European politics [applause on the Republican side] and Euro- 
pean affairs, throw this apple of discord among any part of our 
American citizens. [Applause on the Republican side.] We 
have an equally distressing situation with respect to China 
and Japan. The Chinese for a long time have looked upon 
America as their one true friend among the nations of the 
earth. This is practically the only country that never tried 
to despoil her of her territory. We have held out the hand of 
friendship to her on many an occasion. But the Chinese com- 
plain most bitterly now that we have given over to Japan the 
province of Shantung. True, they say that Japan asserts that 
it is only for 15 years. But they call attention to what Japan 
said about Korea in 1904 when she went to war with Russia, ina 
rescript issued by the Emperor of Japan at that time; that she 
intended to maintain the independence and integrity of Korea. 
She also entered into treaties with Korea which set those things 
forth in so many words. Then, year after year, she began to en- 
croach upon the independence of Korea until in 1910 she swal- 
lowed Korea and deposed her emperor. The Chinese say, “ Can 
you Americans place any dependence upon a nation that in the 
past has violated sacred compacts and that is apt to do it again 
in the case of this richest part of the Chinese Empire, the part 
that is dear to us because it is the birthplace of our great teacher, 
Confucius?” These are all problems that confront us. These 
are all questions which the American peopie ought to discuss 
thoroughly before the treaty of peace is ratified. I hope that 
that treaty will be published in full before the Senate acts—— 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield just there? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. The gentleman will be glad to note that the Sen- 
ate by a vote of 46 to 24 has ordered the treaty published, 
which they now have. [Applause.] 

Mr. KAHN. It is exceedingly gratifying to know that, and 
I thank the gentleman for having given me and the committee 
that information. 






Mr. POU. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KAHN. I do. 
Mr. POU. I would like to inquire if the treaty that the Senate 


has ordered published is what purports to be the stolen copy of 
the treaty sent over here—— 

Mr. KAHN. I can not inform the gentleman; I do not know. 
The first I learned of it was through the information I received 
just now from the gentleman from Ohio; but I have here a 
copy of the summary of the conditions of peace which I will 
vouch for as authentic. 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Has not that been published? 

Mr. KAHN. I do not know. If it was published, it was pub- 
lished at a time when I was not in this country. 











866 


Mr. HARDY of Texas. 

Mr. KAHN. 
thentic. 

Mr. KITCHIN and Mr. HARDY of Texas rose. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Would it embarrass the gentleman—— 

I CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen desiring to 










I thought we had all seen that. 
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mission. 
Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina. 
Mr. KITCHIN. 





stand 


Mr. KAHN. I can say to the gentleman this much about it, 
that I received it at the Hotel Crillon in Paris. [Applause.] 

Mr, KITCHIN. 
than one person is stopping at that hotel? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, yes; but I can say there was no attempt to 
withhold these summaries. They were passed to the German 
delegates to the peace conference—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am informed by a gentleman near me that 
that has been published. 

Mr. KAHN. It probably has. It is a résumé of the treaty 
itself, and the gentleman has been a legislator for many years, 
and a good one at that 

Mr. KITCHIN. I admit it. 

Mr. KAHN. And he knows that summaries are often vague. 
I want to say that I saw the treaty of peace, a printed copy of it; 
it covered 208 printed pages. It was printed in English and in 
French. * It contained 15 different parts. 
ers 27 pages, so that it takes an average of about 8 pages of the 
treaty to make 1 page of this. 

Mr. KITCHIN. If I may again interrupt the gentleman, I 
assume the gentleman is going to publish it in the Recorp? 

Mr. KAHN. I will publish it in the Recorp; yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I would like to see it. 

Mr. KAHN. Well, I admit it is interesting, and if the com- 
mittee will indulge me a few moments I can state a few things 
about it now. It refers, for instance, to the German cables and 
their disposition. The details, of course, are not in here. I un- 
derstand that the German cables have been divided into about 17 
different sections. Some of them are used now by the French 
Government and others by the British Government. There are 
three or four sections that are not being used by anybody, be- 
cause they are absolutely worthless to anybody. Now, the dis- 
position of those cables is a most important thing for the United 
States, and if we do nothing else, I hope this Government will 
endeavor to make arrangements with some country in Europe 
whereby we will have a station on the other side of the Atlantic 
for an European end for an American cable. [Applause.] It 
is all essential for our commerce if we hope to become that great 
commercial nation of which we hear so much from so many 
mouths these days. If we do not have it, every cablegram that is 
sent from a business firm in Europe to an American manufac- 
turer will pass under the scrutiny of the officials of that Govern- 
ment that controls the European end of the cable. 










































































Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, if I may. 
Mr. KAHN. I will yield for a brief question. 











Mr. JUUL. Does the gentleman think that it is at present a 
military necessity that letters sent from a neutral country, a 
country with which we are not at war, should be opened: by 
the British and every piece of trade information that we might 
want to get at first hand should be known to the British people 
before we get the information? 

Mr. KAHN. I can not tell the gentleman; I do not know 
under what agreement that is being done. 

sut I do know that it was done largely while the world was at 
war; and I believe that every telegram of a business nature 
that passed between Europe and this country was likewise 
known to the officials of the countries on the other side of the 
Atlantic. I do not doubt that the information thus obtained 
was made use of for the purpose of upbuilding the trade and 
commerce of those countries, I think that it was freely stated 
in the British Parliament at the time the censorship was being 
invoked on American correspondence that the information was 
being used for the upbuilding of British trade. But I do not 
know about it personally. 

Mr. JUUL. Will the gentleman permit? 

-Mr. KAHN. I can not yield further. I can not answer the 
question. I do not know under what conditions the letters are 
being opened. I presume our Government is making protests 
if they are being opened in violation of any agreement; but I 
assume that there is some agreement. 

Now, I notice in this summary, if the gentleman will allow me, 
that Germany is to restore to the Allies ton for ton their ship- 
ping that was destroyed by the Central Powers during the war. 
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But this I secured, and it is undoubtedly au- 
interrupt the 
speaker will address the Chair and secure the speaker’s per- 
Would it embarrass the gentleman to say 


from what source he obtained that summary? I can under- 


If the gentleman will permit, I presume more 


This summary cov- 
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This refers to their ships of commerce and even the Allies’ fish- 
ing trawlers that were destroyed. But the treaty is painfully 
silent as to the restoration of ship tonnage to any other nation 
but the Allies. In other words, the Associated Powers, of which 
the treaty speaks in conjunction with the Allies, are sedulously 
left out of that section of the treaty. And I honestly believe 
that a thorough scrutiny of the treaty will enlighten the Ameri- 
ean people and will enable them to learn many things about 
which they ought to be enlightened and which they do not know 
at the present time. 

There was much discussion of the league of nations while I 
was in Europe. There was a difference of opinion over there, 
just as there is a difference of opinion over here, as to its effi- 
cacy as an antidote against future wars. 

There was much interest manifested and considerable surprise 
expressed at the announcement of President Wilson that he 
would recommend to the Senate that a treaty of alliance should 
be entered into between the United States and the Republic 
of France, and also with Great Britain. Many Frenchmen of 
prominence asked me what I thought of the prospect for such 
an alliance. I told them frankly that our country had from its 
birth avoided foreign alliances, and I did not believe that a 
majority of my countrymen would countenance such treaties 
now or at any time in the future. From the beginning of our 
history Americans have been taught that we must avoid en- 
tangling alliances. That is a part of our political creed as a 
Nation. Of course those with whom I discussed the matter 
doubted my judgment. I am still of the opinion that America 
will never ratify such treaties. But I have often theught that 
the mere announcement by the President that he would ask 
for such treaties was a tacit acknowledgment on his part that 
the league of nations was not altogether a dependable panacea. 
If it is to preserve the peace of the world, why the necessity for 
additional separate alliances with France and England. The 
mere fact that such alliances are asked for by these countries 
would indicate to me, at least, that they have not much con- 
fidence in the efficacy of the league as a war preventative. And 
if England, France, and the United States can form a separate 
alliance, why can not Germany, Russia, and Japan also form 
an alliance. To me the whole plan seems to be indefinite and 
vague. Many in Europe, and I believe that most thinking men 
and women in America, know that the league will not prevent 
war. In fact many publicists and thinkers bélieve it will,. if 
anything, tend to bring about wars more frequently. 

I am convinced that we ought not to be drawn into contro- 
versies concerning this boundary line or that boundary line or 
the aspirations of this people or that people. We know that 
Surope is a hell hole of political plotting and intrigue. We 
know that the statesmen of one European country lie awake at 
night planning and plotting to get an advantage for their coun- 
try over some rival country. We know of their jealousies, their 
rivalries, their hatreds. The league of nations is not going to 
alter the human emotions of people who for centuries have 
nursed and cherished -these hatreds and jealousies that all too 
frequently in the past have led to bitter warfare. 

Ah, gentlemen, let us stay on our side of the Atlantic Ocean. 
[Applause.}] We have many great problems confronting us. 
We have a glorious destiny if we will just mind our own busi- 
ness [applause], and not try to regulate the affairs of the uni- 
verse. I am a nationalist. [Applause.] I believe in my own 
country, in my own people, in our own Constitution. Our coun- 
try has stood forth a beacon for the oppressed of every land 
for over a century. It has inspired the confidence of the world. 

I remember standing on the public square in the city of Liege 
recently. There was a little Belgian boy that came to our little 
group of Americans. He said in a forceful way: “ When I 
am 20 and 1 years of age, I am going to America.” He was only 
13 or 14 years old. I said to him, “ Why, my boy, do you want 
to go to America?” He said, “ Here we have to work hard, but 
we have nothing when we are through. Over in America when 
you work hard you can save a little something and have a little 
home and a little comfort, and that is more than we get here.” 
And that was only a child; but he had learned to know of the 
great opportunities and the great advantages and the great 
benefits that accrue to any man who is honest and industrious 
and faithful and loyal in America. 

I can only say in conclusion to this part of my remarks, that 
never before did those lines of James Russell Lowell appeal to 
me as they did when I saw the Statue of Liberty as I sailed up 
New York Bay: 

Oh, beautiful, my country; * * * 
What were our lives without thee! 
What all our lives to save thee ; 

We reck not what we gave thee; 


We do not dare to doubt thee ; 
But ask whatever else, and we will 


[Applause.] 


dare. 
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Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Califor- 
nia yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. QUIN. You spoke of the treaty that is being made in 
Paris. Could you state whether or not it provides that the 
Government of the United States will keep soldiers in the Saar 
Valley or elsewhere in Europe, or for the protection of manda- 
tories, and for how long? 

Mr. KAHN. The summary does not state that. It has this 
provision, however. tI says, in effect, that if Germany for five 
years carries out faithfully the obligations that are imposed 
upon her, the troops of the nations occupying German territory 
will be withdrawn from the Cologne bridgehead and the terri- 
tory adjacent to it in five years. If for 10 years she carries 
out her obligations under. the treaty, the troops that might be 
occupying the Coblenz bridgehead and the territory contiguous 
to it will be withdrawn in 10 years. And if for 15 years she 
carries out her obligations under the treaty, then all the troops 
that might be in the Mayence bridgehead or the territory con- 
tiguous to it, and in any other part of Germany, will be finally 
withdrawn after 15 years. And while the summary of the 
treaty does not indicate what soldiers those troops are to consist 
of, what forces they are to consist of, we have a right to as- 
sume that possibly—I say possibly—we may be called upon to 
keep some of our troops at Coblenz for the next 10 years. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. QUIN. Will the gentleman yield for another question 
there? 

Mr. KAHN. I will. 

Mr. QUIN. Would the gentleman favor this House appro- 


priating money to keep American soldiers over there for 10 
years after this treaty is signed? 

Mr. KAHN. I hope not. I hope every vote in this House 
will be against such a proposition. [Applause.] 

I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEen]. 

Mr. MADDEN. It may be information to the gentleman from 
California to know that since he began to make his speech, 
the Senate has adopted a resolution for the publication of the 
treaty as a whole. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] stated 
that to the House a few moments ago. 

Mr. MADDEN. Very well. I will withdraw it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KAHN. Now, for these reasons, I say, the people of 
America have a vital interest in knowing what is in this treaty, 
and I am glad that at the other end of the Capitol an effort is 
being made to print it in full for the information of the citizens 
of this Republic. [Applause.] 

Now, a few words on the pending bill. I am afraid I have 
trespassed upon the time of the House too long. But the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs felt, in view of the rapid demobiliza- 
tion of our armies, that it would not be necessary at this time 
to appropriate for a force of 509,000 enlisted men and over 
28,000 officers. When the War Department officials came to 
the committee in January and presented their estimates they 
frankly told us that they could not tell us how rapidly the 
Army could or would be demobilized. 

The question of shipping and tonnage was then very important 
but they said they would try to get them back as speedily as 
possible. Our information at the recent hearing was that the 
force in Europe by the 1st of July would be materially reduceed— 
considerably below the figures that had been previously esti- 
mated. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Has the committee any recent or 
inside information as to when all the American troops will be 
Withdrawn from Russia, and what they went there for? 

Mr. KAHN. The committee, as I recall, was informed that 
the troops at Archangel were to be brought home at once, and 
that they are all being withdrawn. The committee was also 
told that about 8,000 men are in Siberia, and that it was de- 
sirable to retain them there so as to maintain the Siberian 
Railroad open to the allied nations, so that they could take 
food to the starving people of Russia and Siberia; that that 
was being done under an international agreement, as I recall, 
each nation having guaranteed to furnish a certain number of 
men to maintain that transit across Siberia for that purpose. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes, 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


I have appreciated the thor- 
oughness of the gentleman’s most interesting review of the 


situation in Europe. I also recall that when the gentleman 
first came back from Europe he submitted to an interview 
which pleased me very much. His statement of affairs there 
was clear and lucid. In that interview he stated that he hoped 
that the Army might be reduced to 100,000 men. This bill 
makes provision for 400,000 men. The War Department had 
asked for 500,000 men. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he will explain how it is we come to reach 400,000, seeing that 
there is a demand in the country for the speedy demobilization 
of the military forces? 

Mr. KAHN. Of course the gentleman can readily see that, 
having appropriated for an average Army of 400,000 men, the 
number must be largely reduced below that number soon after 
the middle of the next fiscal year. In other words, at the 
beginning of the fiscal year the Army will be at its apex, so 
far as the fiscal year is concerned. There will probably be 
700,000 or 800,000 soldiers in our armies on the 1st of July. 
Probably on the ist of August that number will have been 
reduced by 300,000. By the 1st of September it will have been 
still further reduced, and so the reduction will continue until 
the end of the fiscal year—that is, until June 30, 1920—at which 
time I imagine there will not be many more than 200,000 sol- 
diers left in our Army. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman 
upon just what he bases his suggestion that the Army can be 
reduced to 100,000 men? 

Mr. KAHN. I base that on my own opinion. I have repeat- 
edly said, and I said it in this House even before I went to Europe, 
that, in my opinion, a country like this could well get along with 
a Regular Army of 100,000 men if they were to be used as a 
training cadre for the universal training of American youths 
between the ages of 18 and 19. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. The gentleman did 
couple universal training with his suggestion. But the differ- 
ence between 100,000 as a peace organization and 400,000 is 
rather marked. 

Mr. KAHN. As I stated before, the language of the bill does 
not contemplate in any way a standing Army for this coming 
fiscal year of 1920 of 400,000 men. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly not. 
400,000 men. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Secretary of War was 
quoted sometime ago as suggesting that we would probably have 
all the troops out of Europe, I think, by the Ist of August. I 
may be inaccurate as to that. It was either the 1st of August 
or the 1st of September. In view of what the gentleman has 
said, this new provision for as many as 400,000 men might imply 
that we are going to be obliged to keep in Europe 200,000 men 
for an indefinite period, or at least for a period of 10 years. I 
am speaking in the interest of economy purely, I will say to the 
gentleman. I am interested in the revenues, and I want to know 
where we are to get off. 

Mr. KAHN. I am also interested in that question; I am 
interested also in the welfare of my country, as to its Army, 
and I have always believed in preparedness. But I do not ap- 
prove now, and never will approve, in this country a standing 
Army of 400,000 men. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then this suggestion of 400,000 
men, to be carried in the bill as presented, is simply in continua- 
tion of the war measures, or the emergency that is still upon us? 

Mr. KAHN. It is an Army that during this coming fiscal 
year will average about 400,000 men, being much larger at the 
beginning of the fiscal year than 400,000, and being considerably 
less than 400,000 at the end of the year. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Secretary of War asked 
for 500,000 men. 

Mr. KAHN. Five hundred and nine thousand men. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And provision was made in 
the preceding bil!, if I remember, for that number? 

Mr. KAHN. Xes. The committee was justified at that time 
in appropriating for that number. It seemed to the committee 
that it would not be possible to demobilize our forces as rapidly 
as they have been brought home and demobilized. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As the gentleman sees it now, 
does it look to him as if at the end of 1920 we would have as 
many as 300,000 men in the Army of the United States? 

Mr. KAHN. No; I do not think so. I think at that time we 
shall have come down to the basis of the volunteer army which 
was authorized in the closing days of the last session of Con- 
gress. We authorized an army of volunteers under the na- 
tional-defense act which would provide a force of about 175,000 
combat troops plus about 50,000 auxiliary troops. 


It does not contemplate that? 
It means an average Army of 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Am I right about this: If we 
vote for this bill we are voting to reduce the Army 100,000 less 
than the Secretary of War asked for when the former bill was 
before the House? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; an average Army of 400,000 men, a 223 
per cent smaller Army than he had asked for at the beginning 
of 1919. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
tinct cut in this bill? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. LAZARO. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee what the committee has done in reference to aviation 
in connection with preparedness. 

Mr. KAHN. The committee has adopted a provision that 
was in the last bill as it passed the House. The Army appro- 
priation bill was very fully discussed on this floor, and the 
aviation section in particular. Several statements have been 
made to the committee. The matter was frankly considered 
and it was deemed inadvisable in this bill to take up any 
projects that would seem to indicate the future policy of Cen- 
gress and of the War Department as to the future of our Army. 
It was deemed advisable to make this an appropriation bill, 
and it was deemed necessary to pass it very quickly, because, 
as we all know, if the 30th of June comes before this bill is 
enacted into law not a dollar of the money in the Treasury will 
be available to pay those men who would be discharged on 
July 1 and thereafter until this bill becomes a law, and give 
them their final pay and their transportation to their homes. 
So the committee thought it advisable to let such matters as 
aviation and ordnance and all those other questions wait for 
the present until we take up a complete Army reorganization 
bill. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. I notice that the bill calls for 
additional pay of 20 per cent. 

Mr. KAHN. That is the existing law. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. I have just heard from a sol- 
dier in France who says he was paid in French money. He 
saved up an amount equivalent to $270 in United States money. 
He can not get away from there without sacrificing $40 ex- 
change, due to some combination of French bankers. 

Mr. KAHN. Then he was in a sector where they did business 
differently from what they did in another sector that I visited. 
At Brest I went into the treasury building which we have con- 
structed there, and the steamer Leviathan had just brought 
dozens of cases—enormous cases—filled with United States 
paper money to pay the troops. They were being paid in new 
United States bills. If this man got French money, the matter 
ought to be investigated, because our Government, I take it, 
never contemplated that any American soldier should have to 
pay the exchange for converting French money into American 
money, but, on the other hand, it was intended to give the 
American soldier the benefit of the exchange if he wanted to 
change his American money into French money. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. He says that many of the sol- 
diers are paid in the same way, and that they can not get 
American money. I called the attention of the War Department 
to it, and they said it was a serious matter, and that thousands 
of dollars had been lost to our soldiers. They contemplated 
bringing a bill into Congress; and I want the provision incor- 
porated into this bill to enable these soldiers to be reimbursed 
where they could not get American money after they had served 
under our colors over there. 

Mr. KAHN. I would want to investigate fully any such state- 
ment as to American soldiers in France being paid in French 
money, when I know that there was plenty of American money 
over there to pay them. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. For the gentleman’s information I will 
state that all our troops during the war were paid in French 
currency or Italian currency, wherever they were stationed, and 
the money which was brought over which the gentleman saw 
was brought over there to give the men their last pay in Brest 
before coming home. I will state to the gentleman that the 
exchange was not fixed by the French bankers, but was fixed 
by our Treasury Department. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Fifteen per cent? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Whatever it was. 


So that there is a very dis- 
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Mr. KAHN. When I left France the exchange was six French 
francs for one American dollar. At the various places that I 
visited I was informed that the American soldiers were getting 
American money. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They did not get it during the war. 

Mr. KAHN. Of course I was not over there during the war. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They were paid in the currency of the 
country wherever they happened to be. 

Mr. KAHN. If that was the case and the American soldier 
lost anything on the exchange, I believe this Government owes it 
to the American soldier to make up his loss in that particular. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. LITTLE. Twenty years ago American soldiers were paid 
in American gold. I do not know what the custem is now. 

Mr. KAHN. I saw great chests of American money in Brest. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have seen thousands of dollars paid out in 
American gold to our soldiers abroad. I want to ask the dis- 
tinguished gentleman if I understood him to express the opinion 
that 100,000 men in our Army would take care of the duties of 
our Army abroad and also take care of the military training of 
the boys of 18 to 19? 

Mr. KAHN. Of the boys between 18 and 19. 
be done. 

Mr. LITTLE. And do all the other work? 

Mr. KAHN. I think so. It will keep the Army busy; but, 
for God’s sake, let us keep them busy. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. In connection with this matter of ex- 
change I was told in Coblenz that the Army of occupation there 
had been paid in marks and that the American commissary re- 
fused to accept payments for purchases made in the very money 
which the paymasters of the Army had passed out to the soldiers 
in payment for their services. 

Mr. KAHN. Of course, the mark is a very much depreciated 
form of currency. One franc is equivalent to two marks now. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. The complaint was that the American 
soldier was paid in marks and that then the American Quarter- 
master’s Department refused to accept that same money in pay- 
ment for purchases made by the soldiers. 

Mr. KAHN. That certainly should be investigated, and I 
shall be glad to bring the matter to the attention of the War 
Department. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I want to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee, merely for information, as to the demobilization of the 
Army. What is the present policy of the War Department with 
reference to the average Army in this country at the present 
time? In other words, how many men are they keeping in the 
various camps as an average Army? 

Mr. KAHN. I understand there are in the camps about 
400,000 men. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Are they keeping up that average? 

Mr. KAHN. It is being kept up because about as many men 
are returning from Europe daily as are being demobilized, so 
that the average is being kept up just at present. When our 
forces fail to come in such numbers from the other side of the 
Atlantic, the demobilization in our camps undoubtedly will be 
much greater. 

Mr. EMERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. EMERSON. Has the gentleman studied the bonus that 
is given by England, France, Canada, and Italy to their dis- 
charged soldiers in comparison with ours? 

Mr. KAHN. No; I will say frankly that I have not looked 
into that matter at all. 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DENISON. In the course of the hearings on the bill 
did the Secretary of War express his view as to what our per- 
manent Army should be? 

Mr. KAHN. No; he did not. I think the committee and the 
Secretary had an informal discussion. He frankly stated 
and the committee frankly told him that in this bill it was not 
desirable to take up Army reorganization. It was to be an 
appropriation bill simply, and that later on we would take up 
the matter of our military policy and Army reorganization. 

Mr. DENISON. So there is no legislation in the bill? 

Mr. KAHN. No. There are two or three provisos in the bill 
which, I think, the House will adopt. 

Mr. DENISON. Changing existing law? 
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Mr. KAHN. One proviso changes existing law; that is the 
one with reference to the purchase of real estate. But there 
are several provisos which enable the financial officer to give ‘the 


enlisted man upon certain conditions his final pay, notwith- 


standing the fact that his papers have been lost or destroyed. 
We think that it is essential that they should be enacted into 
law, because instances of this kind occur: While his organiza- 
tion was moving from one place to another along the front, a 
wagon carrying the records of the organization was struck by 
a shell and all the papers of that organization were destroyed. 
Of course, the man, should get his money on making a proper 
affidavit showing that condition. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAUGEN. ‘To wh#t number will the American Arniy be 
reduced, or likely to be reduced, by July? 

Mr. KAHN. I think it will be down to the law which Con- 
gress enacted in February of this year; that is 175,000 combat 
troops, plus auxiliaries, which will make a total of approxi- 
mately 215,000 men. 

Mr. HAUGEN. By the ist of July coming? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, no; I thought the gentleman meant the 1st 
of July, 1920. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I meant the ist of July next. 

Mr. KAHN. I think in the neighborhood of 900,000 men. 

Now, I thank the House for its indulgence. If there is no 
further question, I will yield the floor. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yield for « question? 

Mr. KAHN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman state whether or not 
the troops are being removed from Europe to this country with 
all possible expedition ? 

Mr. KAHN. I believe the troops are being brought expedi- 
tiously from France and from England and various other areas 
in which our troops have been quartered ; but how rapidly they 
are being brought from the occupied area, the bridgehead at 
Coblenz and the territory behind it, I do not know. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Let me put the question in this way: Dees 
the gentleman think it is possible to bring any more troops home 
than are being brought monthly? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Have we more bottoms to bring them in? 
Where can you get additional bottoms to bring them home in? 

Mr. KAHN. Iam under the impression that we can take some 
of our ships that we are building, that are being completed, and 
put them into the service so as te bring more home. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I am speaking of ‘present conditions; you 
can not.put ships into the service until they are completed. 

Mr. KAHN. 1 understand that more tonnage is being ‘put inte 
the service day after day. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Are they bringing home treops? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; I think they are used also ‘as cargo carriers. 
But I want to say in all frankness and fairness to the gentleman 
from Virginia that I think the War Department is making every 
effort to bring home every soldier in France with the facilities 
it has at its command. [Applause.] I think that ts so, but I 
do not agree with the policy, if that be the policy of the War 
Department, of keeping troops over ‘there in the occupied ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 1am not speakingof the occupation forces; 
I am speaking of troops available for transportation. Does the 
gentleman know, er does ‘he not know, that we are crowding 
ae on ships coming home so that they not infrequently steep 

n shifts? 

Mr. KAHN. 
large ship. 
that kind. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. We have been bringing troops home on 
some of our warships, have we not? 

Mr. KAHN. Comparatively few. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. A good many cruisers have been converted 
inte transports, have they not? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; but compared with the great number of 
troops we have had ever there the cruisers do not bring a great 
many home. All the transports now are manned by the Navy. 

I want to say this about the Navy, and probably I should have 
said it earlier in my remarks: No man can go aboard one of 
those giant transports like the Leviethan without having the 
greatest admiration for the American boys whe went into the 
engine rooms and the firerooms of these ships during the war. 
They went to their pests and served their country when it was 
exceedingly dangerous to take those positions. A submarine 
firing a torpedo at one of those ships and perchance sinking it 
would have sent every young American in ‘the fireroom and in 


I have not heard of that. I came over on a very 
It was crowded, but I did ‘not hear of anything of 
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the engine room to the bottom of the sea, I honestly believe. Yet 
these young men fearlessly and patriotically went to their posts 
of duty in the face of imminent danger, and I do not hesitate te 
say that they deserve as much credit as those who fought in the 
Army. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Recently it was indicated in the press that all 
but seven divisions, 250,000 men, were to be returned to the 
United States by the 1st of July, and that all would be released 
in ‘this country except 150,000 in the camps, which would make a 
total number of 400,000 in the Army immediately after the 1st of 
July. What does the gentleman say as to that? 

Mr. KAHN. I saw in this morning’s paper or yesterday's 
papers that the War Department had withdrawn all of our 
combat troops that were in the National Army and the National 
Guard from Europe; that ently regulars were over there at 
this time. Seven divisions would be in the neighborhood of 
250,000 men. Many of those men who have been transferred 
to regular divisions are really drafted men or men who volun- 
teered for the war. They have a right to be brought home 
within four months after the signing of the peace treaty. T 
imagine that the War Department will bring them home. I 
imagine that they are making every effort to bring them home. 
The policy of keeping soldiers over there at all is one that is 
an Executive matter, but voicing the opinion of one legislator 
in this body I say that I hope every soldier will be brought 
from Purope not later than the beginning of next October. 
[Applause. ] 

I thank the House for its indulgence. [Applause.] 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DENT. As I understand there was no agreement made 
as to a limit of time for general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. Each gentleman securing 
the floor will be recognized for one hour. 

Mr. KAHN. Will my colleague yield? 
I consume? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
utes. 

Mr. DENT. Then the gentleman from California was enti- 
tled to an hour and has used 2 hours and 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. 

Mr. DENT. I was under the impression that the centleman 
from California was going to move to go hack into the House 
to see if we could reach an agreement, and I would like to know 
exactly how we are proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. We are proceeding in this way: A Mem- 
ber being recognized secures the floor for one ‘hour. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from California whether it is the intention of the genfle- 
man to go on with the debate this afternoon, and that at ad- 
journment it will be regarded by him as closed except that the 
gentieman from Alabama shall have two hours on Wednesday 
next? 

Mr. KAHN. After we proceed a little while this afternoon, I 
think we can reach an agreement about the time. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Then it is the gentleman’s intention to go 
back into the House and try to reach an agreement? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; before we finally adjourn. I have not had 
an opportunity to consult with my colleagues on this side of the 
House. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I knew that the gentleman was going to de 
the fair thing, and I know that that side of the House is going 
to do the fair thing, but we want te know how the matter 
stands. 

Mr. KATIN. Before long I shall be able to take up the 
matter with the gentleman from Alabama with the hope of 
reaching an agreement. 

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I desire recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, suppose the gentleman from 
Kentucky occupies only 15 minutes and reserves the remainder 
of ‘his time, would he have the right to yield that to some one? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky, of course, 
can yield such portion as he does not occupy. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I knew that was the procedure we had last 
Saturday a week ago on the luxury bill, but that had not pre- 
vailed before. I think it is right. 

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman and genflemen of the House, I 
indorse in part the speech just made by the gentleman from 
California {Mr. Kann] and disapprove it in part. I agree 
with his indorsement of the President as Commander in Chicf 
of ‘the armed forces of the United States, his indorsement of 
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the Secretary of War in the performance of the arduous duties 
which have devolved upon him in the prosecution of the war, 
and his indorsement of the efforts of the American Army in 
France; but I do not agree with his contention that had 
America had an army of 250,000 men prior to the war she 
would not have become involved in the war. Mr. Chairman, 
it was not our lack of a large army that induced or led Ger- 
many to violate the sovereignty of the United States and mur- 
der our women and children on the seas. It was her deliberate 
design to wage a war of conquest for world supremacy and her 
belief that she could accomplish that result that led her to 
disregard our rights under international law and murder our 
people in violation of the dictates of humanity. 

Germany’ knew the man-power, the resources, and strength 
of our country before we entered the war. It is contended, 
and I believe the contention to be true, that she had acquired, 
through her spy system, better military maps of our country 
than we had ourselves. She knew the temperament of the 
American people; the pep and skill of American men and their 
daring courage in the execution of their decisions. She knew 
all that, but notwithstanding her thorough knowledge of it all, 
her desire for conquest, her dreams of world supremacy, sup- 
ported by her self-conceit, led her to force a condition of war 
upon us. 

We recall that in 1908 she attempted to plant a colony in 
South America and reluctantly withdrew when the President 
of the United States demanded her withdrawal. No doubt she 
felt then that her withdrawal was only temporary, because 
her plans were not then ripe for armed controversy with the 
United States. She realized that her first step by armed force 
must be toward conquering Europe; and it almost makes me 
shudder when I realize how near she came to accomplishing that 
result. France and England were fighting with their backs 
to the wall, unable to make an offensive move anywhere on 
the whole battle line when America entered the struggle. But 
at that the free peoples of the world owe to France and England 
and their European allies a debt of everlasting gratitude for 
the courage with which they withstood the German onslaught 
until assistance could reach them from across the seas. 

The German Army was within 31 miles of Paris, the French 
capital, and was dropping bombs upon it from her master 
guns in the rear of her front lines when the first American 
engagement was started. If Paris had fallen, France would 
have fallen and London would have been the next German objec- 
tive; and let us remember, gentlemen, that while Germany was 
reducing Belgium and northern France to ruins in her movement 
toward Paris, and prior to our entry into the war, she was 
attempting by negotiation to bring Mexico and Japan into the 
war as her allies and against the United States, as a result of 
which Mexico was to be given territory from the southern side 
of the United States and Japan from the western side and the 
islands of the Pacific. And these negotiations were being 
attempted by Count von Bernstorff, the German Ambassador to 
the United States, at that time living in Washington by the cour- 
tesy of this Government and under its protection. While all 
that was occurring, Germany was secretly organizing in At- 
lantic waters a fleet of submarines which she believed would 
be impregnable, which she believed would prevent America 
from transporting an army across the water. She knew that 
we would enter the war, for she designed to force us to do so; 
it was a part of her scheme. She believed that she would con- 
quer and become the master of Europe with and by the strength 
of her land forces and at the same time defeat the United 
States on the seas with her submarines. 

Then, with Europe conquered and America driven from At- 
lantic waters by her submarines and involved with Mexico on 
land and with Japan in the Pacific, she could without inter- 
ference from the United States renew her efforts to plant her 
colonies in South America and ultimately monopolize or con- 
quer those countries; and had she defeated France and Eng- 
land, who knows that she would not have occupied Canada and 
attacked us from Canadian soil, and, as the ally of Mexico, 
from Mexican soil also? She had prepared in advance for the 
transportation of troops by water. The great steamer Levi- 
athan, on which our party went to Europe, which is the largest 
ship afloat, was constructed by Germany for a troop ship. Its 
captain made the proud boast during a banquet given by him 
on her first trip across the water that she would carry 10,000 
troops. A foreign ambassador, a guest at the banquet, asked 
him the question, “ Carry them across the Atlantic?” and, ap- 
parently without realizing the significance of the question so 
suddenly propounded, the captain answered, “ Yes; across the 
Atlantic.” And, Mr. Chairman, the Leviathan is carrying not 
only 10,000 but upward of 12,000 troops across the Atlantic, 
but they are American and not German troops. [Applause.] 
The Emperatta, the sister ship of the Leviathan, which has 
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also been taken over by us, carries an equal number of troops 
and has practically the same amount of tonnage, and the 
Mount Vernon, on which our party returned from Europe, and 
her sister ship, the Agamemnon, both German vessels, each 
carry upward of 6,000 persons; and these constitute only a few 
of the ships of the once powerful German fleet, which were de- 
signed to carry German troops and German supplies in Ger- 
many’s war of conquest. Had her submarine campaign been 
successful, she in all probability would have been operating 
them across the Atlantic ere this, waging war against us on 
the Western Hemisphere and probably upon our own soil from 
Canada on the north or from Mexico on the south, or from 
both. 

Mr. Chairman, we sometimes hear it said by unthinking or 
uninformed people that our soldiers grossed the water to fight 
for France or for England. I regret to hear remarks of that 
character. Our Army went to Europe to fight for America. We 
attacked there because it was the shortest route to an early 
victory and because the defeat of Germany there meant to save 
American women, American children, American homes, and 
American territory from the outrages suffered by France, Bel- 
gium, and Russia at the hands of the German Army. Our losses 
and our suffering were heavy, but not so heavy as it would have 
been had Germany got a footing on the shores of our own 
country, 

I talked with a German Army officer in an American prison 
camp in France. He spoke English fluently, as do about 25 per 
cent of the German people. I asked him how long before the 
signing of the armistice did his people realize that they had lost 
the war. “A quarter of a year,” was his reply. ‘ Our. people, 
our rulers,” he continued, “realized that they had made a mis- 
take by precipitating trouble with America when they found that 
they could not prevent America from landing an army in 
France.” “It was their belief, then,” I asked, “ that our Army 
would not be able to get by their submarines?” ‘“ That is cor- 
rect,” he answered, and continued with the statement: “ Had 
our people known that America would put an army in France, 
despite the submarines, their course would have been different.” 
His statement adds strength to the contention that Germany 
calmly and deliberately planned to force America into the war, 
believing that she would be able to accomplish our defeat on the 
sea while accomplishing the defeat of her European enemies on 
land, thereby becoming the master of Europe and the master of 
the seas, which would have been a long step toward the master- 
ship of the world. But, notwithstanding her submarine nests, 
our splendid Navy transported men and supplies across the At- 
lantic on the most colossal scale that the world had ever known, 
and our forces, as they landed in France, proceeded in the same 
manner in their preparation for the prosecution of the war. In 
fact, the work that was done and the rapidity with which it 
was done is inconceivable. At Brest docks were constructed for 
landing men and supplies and many miles of railroad track was 
constructed for handling them after reaching land; at St. 
Nazaire 140 miles of railroad track were planned, 110 miles of 
which had been completed when the armistice was signed; and 
138 warehouses were constructed, 4 of which are 440 by 500 feet, 
the remainder are 50 by 500 feet, all of which were filled with 
supplies as fast as they were completed. 

At Bordeaux 40 master cranes, operated by electricity, were 
constructed for unloading ships. The system is so complete 
that they can unload an average cargo in one hour. At that 
point 210 miles of railroad track were planned for handling 
the men and supplies after reaching land, 189 of which had been 
completed when the- armistice was signed. Adequate camps 
and warehouses were also constructed to take care of the men 
and supplies arriving at that port. 

When the American engineers presented their plans for the 
docks at Bordeaux the French authorities said it would require 
eight years to complete their construction, but American engi- 
neers, with American mechanics, American labor, and American 
skill, completed their construction in eight weeks. 

Marseille is also a great harbor where much improvement 
was made by our forces to prepare for handling our shipping 
at that point. Gieves, which is an inland point, was con- 
structed by our forces from the ground up as a supply depot and 
was our main source of supplies for the front. It contains 
about 150 miles of railroad track, a monster cold-storage plant 
and warehouses 50 by 500 feet, sufficient to cover a distance of 
six miles if built in a continuous line end to end. Then, there 
are other small supply depots and numerous salvage (repair) 
depots, together with the records division and all other divisions 
and auxiliaries necessary to the care, protection, and successful 
operation of the Army. 

It is only fair to say that in some instances the labor forces 
were not provided with proper quarters while constructing some, 
and perhaps many, of these plants. The officers claimed that 
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the demand and necessity for supplies at the front forced them 
to press the construction of warehouses and railroad trackage 
to the exclusion of living quarters for the construction forces. 
In addition to the ports and supply depots that I have mentioned, 
and many others too numerous to mention, our forces con- 
structed or repaired hundreds of miles of railroad and turnpike 
for the transportation of troops and supplies from the various 
ports and supply depots to the front. 

As an economie proposition the effort in France was one of 
gross extravagance, but as a military proposition every dollar 
expended represented a good investment, because of the depress- 
ing effect that our colossal efforts had upon Germany. 

When our work was well under way Gen. Pershing had a mili- 
tary observer from one of the neutral countries of Europe car- 
ried around by American Army officers and shown the whole 
effort with its entire plan. The information obtained by the 
observer was given, either by direction or indirection, to Ger- 
man officials and German papers, and realizing, as that infor- 
mation forced them to do, that despite their submarines we had 
entered Europe and were preparing to wage war on the most 
gigantic scale that military science had ever planned, their 
courage began to fail them, their enthusiasm began te wane, and 
their army began to fail, all of which hurried the end, saved 
American lives and American blood. I therefore indorse that or 
any other investment of money which saves human life. 

Of course mistakes were made in the organization of the Army 
and the expenditure of the funds. There never was an Army 
of such size gotten together so quickly, and in an Army of such 
proportions it would be impossible not to get some incompetency 
and some dishonesty; and while the incompetents and crooks 
were weeded out as fast as they were discovered the rush was 
too great to permit their discevery in time to entirely prevent 
mistakes and mischief. There were miscarriages of justice in 
courts-martial trials which should be corrected and correeted 
speedily as far as correction is possible. 

As a whole, no army was ever so well supplied with food, 
clothing, and medical supplies. There were some inexcusable 
cases of neglect, miscarriage of supplies, or misunderstanding 
which resulted in great hardships to the men. There were also 
instances where Army officers were eruel and inhumane to their 
men, because their positions afforded them the privilege, not the 
right, to do so; and if I had my way I weuld force every devil 
who, under his authority as an Army officer, mistreated his men 
to serve as a private for the remainder of his natural life. 

I realize the necessity of Army discipline. The success of the 
Army demands it and the well-being of the men themselves 
demund it; but there is a clear distinction between discipline 
administered by a eonscientious Army officer who loves his men, 
who realizes that they have rights and who recognizes those 
rights, and unwarranted insults and cruelty inflicted by the 
narrow-minded arrogant cur in the uniform of an officer who 
believes and contends that privates have no rights. God 
created all men with certain imalienable rights which even the 
military has no right to invade or disregard, and the sooner 
all Army officers learn that fact and recognize those rights the 
better it will be for the Army. For several reasons the Army 
would profit by a uniform recognition of that fact, chief of 
which is the fact that while the officer, if he is a Regular officer, 
coutinues in the military service, and may contribute much to 
the military policy of the country, he is, by the very nature of 
his position, prevented from participation in the civil affairs of 
the Government; while on the other hand the private, who may 
be, and who in many instances is, the intellectual and moral 
superior of his officer, returns to civil life and becomes a factor 
in the civil affairs of the Government, which, under our Con- 
stitution and practice, dominate and regulate the Military Es- 
tablishment. The private or noncommissioned -officer who has 
received at the hands of his superiors the treatment and con- 
sideration to which he was entitled, returns to civil life with a 
kindly feeling for the military authorities and a mind un- 
prejudiced against them, but he who feels and especially he who 
knows that he has not received it, returns to his civil pursuit 
with a heart full of bitterness and resentment which may in 
years to come impel him to mold sentiment against the Military 
Establishment to its serious detriment. 

I have discussed the subject with many Army officers; some 
of them, in fact most of them, are in accord with my views; 
Some are not. I desire to say in passing that the most liberal- 
minded man with whom I have discussed the subject is Gen. 
Smedley Butler, of the United States Marines, who was con- 
hected with the Army at Brest when I was in Europe and who, by 
the way, is a son of our worthy colleague from Pennsylvania. 

In discussing the subject Gen. Butler said: “ We came to Eu- 
rope with a single object in view, the defeat of Germany. We 
have accomplished that object, and with that accomplished we 
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have another single object in view, to wit, the return of these boys 
to their parents and their civil pursuits; and it is the duty of 
every officer to exert the best that there is in him to have them 
earry back with them the most kindly feeling for every officer 
under whom they have served or with whom they have come 
in contact; first, because we owe it to them for the service 
that they have rendered; second, because the success of the 
Government and our success as officers all depended and still 
depend upon the fidelity and service of the men; and, third, 
because we owe it to the Government and its Military and 
Naval Establishments of the future to have these men return 
to civil life with a feeling of mutual interest in those establish- 
ments.” 

Next to Gen. Butler, in liberal views on the question of the 
treatment of the enlisted personnel, was Maj. Gen. Chas. P. 
Summerall, who commanded the First Division at the begin- 
ning of the Meuse-Argonne offensive, and who was immediately 
premoted to the position of corps commander, and, I will add, 
who is one of the most, if not the most conspicuous figure of 
the American Expeditionary Forces, because of his character 
as a man, his courage and ability, and his success on the battle 
field. Gen. Summerall has the reputation of being one of the 
world’s hardest fighters in battle; and I am told by officers 
who were associated with him in action that one of the thoughts 
at all times uppermost in his mind was the welfare of his men, 
and that during operations hie would spend his nights canvassing 
the trenches to see if the men were being supplied with food, 
water, and other necessities. During several days’ association 
with him I heard him refer repeatedly to his men and express 
his levye for them as though they were his own children, and 
with tears in his eyes which apparently sprang from the depth 
of his strong and courageous heart I have seen him, on the 
seene of action, relate how his men had fallen there, and at 
other times in his reference to the returning soldiers his great- 
est concern was apparently for their future welfare. 

Then, on the other hand, I saw and talked with some officers 
who apparently had no more regard for the men under them 
than they would have had for that many dumb brutes, and 
some of them not so much. 

I am glad that I ean say that in my opinion only a small 
per cent of the officers are of the class last referred to, but 
that class, though small, is not only a detriment to the Military 
Establishment, but is also a curse to the Government; for the 
bitterness engendered in the enlisted personnel by the conduct 
of that class is fraught with the danger of germinating the 
seeds of anarchy and Bolshevism, against which we guard. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have previously stated, some mistakes 
have been made and shortcomings have asserted themselves in 
the prosecution of the war which are proper subjects of criti- 
cism, but let us not magnify them. Let us not criticize where 
criticism is unwarranted, but let us carefully weigh the good 
along with the bad; let us weigh the achievements of the Army 
along with its failures here and there, and when we do this we 
will, I am sure, reach the conclusion that no army has ever 
met its task with greater rapidity or success than has our 
Army, and that no military force ever acquitted itself more 
beautifully than did the American Expeditionary Force, which 
has crushed autocracy in Europe. [Applause.] And let me, 
say in this connection that every branch of the service was a 
potent factor and contributed its full part to the winning of the 
war. The men of the Navy also contributed their full share. 
It required men in the Navy to transport troops and supplies 
across the sets; it required labor to handle the supplies. The 
fighting forces of an army can not fight, can not exist, without 
supplies. It required office and clerical force to keep the 
records as required by law, and without which the Army would 
become disorganized, revolutionized, and ineffective. As the 
gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN] has so well said, every 
branch of the service was essential to the success so gloriously 
achieved by the American Army, for which the American people 
owe it a debt of everlasting gratitude. [Applause.] Our first 
and greatest gratitude is, of course,to the men who engaged in 
battle, for thelr burdens, their efforts, their sufferings, and 
their sacrifices were the greatest. In fact, so great were they 
that none except those who endured them can realize the bur- 
dens and sufferings they imposed. I therefore wonder if the 
American people fully appreciate the services of these brave 
and neble men and fully estimate the burdens they have borne 
and the sacrifices they have made. Why, the sceues of action 
as we find them now, several months after the cessation of 
hostilities, are indescribable. . We spent nearly 30 days on 
European soil, traveling in automobiles by day and by rail at 
night from one scene of action to another. We traveled 4,606 
miles in France, Belgium, Italy, and Germany, and Mr. Dent 
and I visited London and intermediate points in England. Yet 
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we did not see all the fields of activity and could not visualize 
what we did see because of the extent and character of the 
destruction. We spent nine days in the battle fields of eastern 
and northern France, during which we covered the fields of 
Belleau Wood, Chateau-Thierry, St. Mihiel, Verdun, the Meuse- 
Argonne, Soissons, Champaign Valley, Vimy Ridge, Mount 


Kemmel, and Flanders, where millions of soldiers fell and 
where billions of dollars were expended in war materials and 
can not be described by 


supplies, and where the destruction 
human pen or human tongue. 

In an area of 4,000 square miles in France and Belgium there 
is hardly a habitable house left. Cities ranging in size from 
200,000 population down to small villages averaging one to 
every one and. one-half square miles were totally destroyed by 
artillery. Many of them were blown and broken into heaps of 
broken stone and sand. No regard was had by the enemy for 
churches, schools, hospitals, asylums, orphanages, or charitable 
institutions. They were all accorded the same treatment, re- 
duced to the same wanton destruction. The few houses within 
the battle area that were not destroyed by shell shot were de- 
liberately burned by the Germans as they withdrew in their 
retreat. Hundreds of acres of forest were killed. The land of 
practically the entire area is destroyed by trenches, dugouts, 
and fox holes dug by the soldiers for their protection and 
shell holes caused by artillery fire, the land being damaged to 
such an extent that it will cost millions of dollars to reclaim 
it for agriculture or industrial purposes. Not a hoof of live 
stock is to be seen in all the devastated area. In addition to 
the cost in labor, the reclamation service will be extremely dan- 
gerous, because of the unexploded shells which failed to explode 
when fired from the heavy guns and lie buried in the earth. 
Their failure to explode was due to a lack of certain elements 
which they contract from the earth by contact with it. There- 
fore the longer they lie buried in the ground the more dangerous 
they become; so much so that the slightest jar is likely to ex- 
plode them, which means death to anyone near. In fact, the 
whole devastated area of 400 miles in length and averaging 10 
miles in width is worse than a barren waste. It is full of 
destructive elements both in the unexploded shells and disease 
which the poisoned condition of the soil and water must 
naturally produce. A country on which rivers of blood have 
flown and in which thousands of bodies of men and animals are 
buried can not be other than a hotbed of disease for years to 
come. The bodies were buried where they fell or in small 
groups near where they fell, but the Graves Registration Service 
is now collecting them and reinterring them in central ceme- 
teries. Four central cemeteries have been made for the Ameri- 
can dead, one at Suresnes, just out of Paris, where 3,000 of our 
precious dead are laid to rest; one at Romagne, in the northern 
part of the Meuse-Argonne, where 26,000 lie; one at Thiancourt, 
where those who fell in the St. Mihiel battle are to be laid; 
and another in the vicinity of Chateau-Thierry and Belleau 
Wood, where the brave boys who fell in those engagements are 
to sleep until the judgment or until disinterred and returned to 
their native land for which they fought and died on foreign soil. 

At the head of each grave is a small wooden cross about 24 
inches high on which hangs the identification tag of the soldier 
whose grave it marks; also an aluminum plate about 2 by 4 
inches, on which is embossed the name and organization of the 

ldier, is nailed on the cross. Mr. Chairman, as I stood by 
those graves ny thoughts went out to and my heart ached for 
the parents, and especially the mothers, of the heroes whose re- 
mains they contained. I wish it were possible for a generous 
Government to compensate them for the contribution they have 
made to civilization and liberty, but it is not. I wish it were 
possible for sympathetic friends to comfort them in their sorrow, 
but it is not. God alone is able to compensate their loss and 
comfort them in their bereavement; and I pray that He may 
bless and comfort them. 

Now, seme inquiries have been made during the discussion 
as to how soon we expect to get our troops out of Europe. There 
1zs been a great deal of speculation as to how soon that will be 
accomplished and a great deal of criticism because the troops 
have not been returned more rapidly; but, my friends, the War 
Department is doing everything within its power to bring the 
men back from Europe as speedily as possible. Every available 
inch of ship space is being utilized to its maximum capacity in 
transporting them. I was told by the directors of transporta- 
tion at Brest and Bordeaux that they leave no bunk unfilled on 
any ship sailing to the United States; that when an organization 
that is to board a ship fails to fill it men are called from other 
organizations to finish filling it; that if there is only. room fora 
dozen or half dozen more men there is a supply always held on 
which to draw to fill up that empty space. 
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So the Government is leaving no stone unturned to bring back 
the American boys as rapidly as it is possible to bring them. 
Of course, when the armistice was signed people became im- 
patient. Fathers and mothers all over the land began to ask 
themselves the question, “Why do they not send my boy home? 
The war is over; they do not need him over there any longer, 
and why do they keep him?” I received letters containing in- 
quiries of that kind. Doubtless every Member of Congress re- 
ceived them. And we sometimes grew impatient because we 
believed, or felt, that men were being kept in Europe who were 
not needed there. But we failed to stop and realize that it 
was impossible to return within a few weeks or a few months 
the men that we had transported, covering a period of 18 months, 
with the best facilities available and the best efforts we could 
put forth. But since the people have begun to understand that 
the Government is returning the men as rapidly as it is possible 
to return them they are accepting the situation and reconciling 
themselves to it. Of course, we want the men back as rapidly 
as they can be brought back, and that is what is being done. 
They are coming back now at the rate of more than 300,000 men 
a month, with the rate increasing each month, and at that rate 
all the men will be back by late summer or early fall. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. FIELDS. I will. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do you recall the declaration of President 
Wilson to the committee as to what the policy of the Govern- 
ment would be in that regard? : 

Mr. FIELDS. I do. The President said it was his policy, 
as I recall—and if I do not state it correctly I stand to be 
corrected—to get the men out of Europe just as rapidly as it 
was possible to get them out, and it was his intention to have 
them out by late summer or early fall. He stated that the 
Allies were anxious to keep the American flag on the Rhine 
for a time, and were urging him to leave a handful of soldiers 


‘there to maintain the flag, but he had not even assured them 


or promised them that he would do that. I inferred from the 
statement of the President that he was, like every other Ameri- 
can citizen that I have talked with or heard of, anxious to get 
the American Army out of Europe at the earliest date possible. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FIELDS. I will. 

Mr. FESS. My question is as to our ability to get the men 
out, what our tonnage is, and so on. I hold in my hand a 
letter from Mr. Hurley on the shipping situation, but I find 
that he does not in any place say what number of vessels we 
have completed. He says, “ With this sum we have built and 
expect to build 2,434 vessels, aggregating thirteen million plus 
dead-weight tons,’ and so on. But I find no place where we 
have the figures as to the number of vessels that can be used 
now for this purpose. Has the gentleman those figures? 

Mr. FIELDS. I have not the number of vessels, but I will 
say that in April we transported 289,000 troops; in May, 
330,000. At that rate the gentleman will see that within a few 
months we will have our troops back. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman permit me to reply 
there? 

Mr. FIELDS. I yield. 

Mr. HARRISON. Gen. March stated that they had a gross 
tonnage which would bring 363,000 men a month; but that 
vou can not expect that many, because they can not use the full 
»pace for troops. 

Mr. FESS. In taking troops over we never took over more 
than 300,000 a month, did we? 

Mr. FIELDS. I think not. 

Mr. FESS. And we called upon Great Britain to assist us to 
a very large extént? ; 

Mr. FIELDS. Yes; we had the help of Great Britain in 
transporting our troops to Europe; but she withdrew her ships 
to send her own troops home to Australia, Canada, and India 
after the armistice was signed. 

Mr. FESS. Is that continuing now, or have we the help of 
Great Britain now? 

Mr. FIELDS. We were told that we would get help from 
Great Britain as soon as she should complete the task of trans- 
porting her own troops. 

Mr. FESS. In other words, in your judgment the transporta- 
tion is going on as rapidly as the facilities will permit? 

Mr. FIELDS. Absolutely so. 

Mr. FESS. Iam glad to know that. 

Mr. FIELDS. As I said a moment ago, every available ship 
is being used and is being rushed back and forth across the 
Atlantic at its maximum speed. Why, they are loading ships 
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in from two to nine hours. The biggest ship afloat, the Levia- 
than, was in Brest Harbor only nine hours; the Mount Vernon, 
one of the next largest, was in the harbor but a little over five 
hours ; and some of them are loaded in two hours. I believe they 
told me of one small ship that was loaded in an hour. 

The system is this: Of course, they know by wireless at what 


time a ship will arrive. Everything is in readiness. The men 
are at the dock with their packs, ready to go on board, and when 
the ship anchors out in the bay, as the large ships must do at 
Brest, there is a portion of the men on the tugs ready to go on 
board, and other tugs follow in rapid succession until the ship 
is loaded. Each man goes in and takes a bunk and remains in it 
until the entire ship is loaded. So there is no obstruction. No 
one gets in the other fellow’s way. By that system they are 
loaded with the greatest possible speed. And the moment the 
loading is done the ship weighs anchor and sails for America. 
There is not, I will say, one moment of time wasted. In fact, I 
have never seen anything carried on so systematically and so 
rapidly as the movement of our troops from Europe. When we 
were there the men were going on board at the rate of seven per 
minute for each minute of every day, and, as previously stated, 
the rate is continually increasing. The system and the achieve- 
ment by reason of it will stand as a monument to the American 
Navy as long as there is an American Navy. 

Mr. FESS. Has the gentleman estimated what time it will 
take to remove all of the troops that will not be required to 
remain over there? 

Mr. FIELDS. Well, as I said a moment ago, at the present 
rate—which, of course, they are increasing right along—we 
should get them back by late summer or early autumn. 

Mr. FESS. Then the cut in the appropriation seems to be 
justified. 

Mr. FIELDS. I think so. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield? 

Mr. FIELDS. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. But is it not stated that they expected to 
bring over 300,000 in the month of June and as many more in 
July, which would return all of the troops except the five Regu- 
lar divisions which are retained in the Army of occupation, and 
at the present time all of, the National Army and all National 
Guard organizations or divisions are either at home or on the 
sea, and that four or six divisions, as I understand it, are now 
being brought across, and by the 1st of August they expect to 
have all back except the Army of occupation and a few men 
they expect to keep in the Service of Supply Division, which 
are to remain after the other troops depart, in order to clean 
up? One of the reasons why they are able to do this is on 
account of the fact that many of the ships which were necessary 
to be used as cargo ships while we had our men over there 
in full strength have been transformed into troop ships for the 
carrying of passengers, which required some little time for 
making the change, but at the present time, while they have 
aimed at the maximum of 310,000, in May they brought over 
something like 330,000. 

Mr. FIELDS. The gentleman’s observations are in harmony 
with my contentions. If I grasp his statement, it is that all 
troops will be transported by July, with the exception of a few 
men in the Service of Supply and the Army of occupation, 
and it will require from six to eight weeks to transport those, 
which will carry us into late summer or early autumn. In 
any event, everything is being done that is humanly possible 
to expedite the movement of our troops from Europe. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FIELDS. Yes. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman inform the House 
how many troops we have in the United States that are not 
now in the course of being discharged, that are not having 
their final accounts made up for their immediate discharge? 

Mr. FIELDS. I have not the exact figures at hand. I did 
not know until 10.30 this morning that this bill would be called 
up to-day. I had intended to collect certain data on it to-day, 
which would include the figures that the gentleman refers to, 
but I did not have time to collect any data between that hour 
and the time that the House convened. I am, therefore, un- 
able to give the gentleman the exact number in camp in this 
country at this time who are not in the course of being dis- 
charged. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. When I was last informed on the sub- 
ject we had about 400,000 men in the United States who were 
not in the course of being discharged, most of them being in 
Quartermaster and Medical Services, some few others being 
retained as skeleton organizations of units that were contem- 
plated to be retained. I am wondering how long we are going 
There is a very great de- 


to keep those men in the service. 








mand on the part of the people to get their sons out who are 
hanging around the camps, guarding stores, and doing things of 


that sort. I notice that this bill makes no provision to enforce 
their discharge. 
Mr. FIELDS. I will remind the gentleman that this is an 


appropriation and not a legislative bill. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. There is no limitation on the use of the 
appropriations for that purpose? ‘ 

Mr. FIELDS. No; the gentleman is no more anxious than 
I am to have the men demobilized as rapidly as it is possible to 
demobilize them; and the gentleman will probably recall that I 
stated when the last Army appropriation bill was under dis- 
cussion in this House that while it was necessary to keep men 
to maintain a few demobilization camps, I was of the opinion 
that demobilization had not been expedited in this country as 
much as it should have been. I think that every man should be 
turned loose in this country, every man that the Government 
can spare, as quickly as it is possible to turn him loose. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman permit me to call 
his attention to the fact that men conscripted for service during 
the war are being retained to perform ordinary mechanical 
duties in repair shops, and things of that kind, and to take 
charge of clerical work and other things that can be better done 
by civilians, and yet they are taking advantage of these men to 
hold them there because they happen to have them there? 

Mr. FIELDS. Of course, certain clerical work and other 
work must be done at demobilization camps in handling the 
returning soldiers, and men must be kept to do it; but I repeat 
what I have previously said on this floor, that the men in this 
country should be demobilized down to the minimum as rapidly 
as possible. In fact, that should have been done a good while 
ago. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Does not the gentleman think we ought 
to adopt some proviso in this bill not permitting the use of the 
money we are appropriating in keeping these unwilling men in 
the service performing duties that would be better done by 
civilians? 

Mr. FIELDS. No. We would probably cut off the pay of a 
large number of the men by attempting to prevent the Army 
from paying a few of them. If I should offer a proviso, it 
would be a proviso forcing the Army to turn them out. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. That is what I had in contemplation, 
some provision that would make it necessary for these men to 
be turned loose and to come home and have their places filled 
by civilians hired by the Government at perhaps no greater ex- 
pense than it is now incurring, 

Mr. FIELDS. I have no quarrel with the gentleman as to 
that. I agree with him that the men should be discharged as 
rapidly as it is possible to discharge them. 

Mr. FOSTER. I might add that we have a proposition out 
in Ohio, at Camp Sherman, 60 miles from my home, right now 
where men are doing work of that kind when they are badly 
needed on the farms. 

Mr. FIELDS. I trust that gentlemen will not take too much 
of my time. 

Mr. WELTY. The gentleman spoke about using all available 
shipping for the purpose of transporting our troops, in addition 
to our own shipping. Will the gentleman inform the House 
what other shipping we are using now? 

Mr. FIELDS. I did not deem it necessary to ask for a de- 
tailed statement as to the countries the shipping was coming 
from. We were told by a naval officer and by the Secretary of 
War that they were getting all the shipping that it was possible 
for them to get, and were using all of it to its maximum 
capacity. 

Mr. WELTY. Are we using the ships of Denmark and other 
countries? 

Mr. FIELDS. I think my statement that I did not ask for 
detailed information is a sufficient answer. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I know that the Government is engaging 
space on commercial boats of other countries, just as much as it 
can get. I came home on a Holland boat chartered by the Gov- 
ernment, and they are chartering all the boats they can get from 
other countries, 

Mr. WELTY. Did they have troops on board the boat on 
which the gentleman came home? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. They did. 

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer to one other 
thought in regard to the work of American soldiers on the battle 
fields of Europe. Without going to Europe and going over the 
fields where the battles were fought no one can realize fully 
what the men who participated in those battles endured and 
what they accomplished. As I have previously stated, we saw 
shell hole after shell hole, mountains almost blown down, trench 
by the side of trench, and acres ufter acres of barbed wire, 
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of the ordinary fencing wire that we see used by the 
of this country, but much of it a heavy wire, a single 
rand almost as large as one’s little finger with a barb three- 
inch long. I have a piece of it in my office 
< my souvenirs. Had I known before I left my office that 
: bill was coming up to-day I would have brought it over. 

of the striking features of the whole effort was the cour- 

that the American soldier showed in meeting the barbed- 
difficulties. In my limited time I can not refer to many 

of their daring adventures, all of which make our hearts swell 
with pride and gratitude, but I do want to refer to this one. 
' of the generals told us that one of the great problems 
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1 they started the American offensive was the barbed-wire | 


mace. 

The Germans had occupied this territory for four years, had 
ished the Hindenburg line until it was, as they thought, 
impregnable, and our forces were confronted with miles and 
mi trenches, well fortified, behind which and between 
were nets and entanglements of barbed wire. 
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{ of 


which 
de 
ithe -vire, and that such a machine, if invented, would be one 
of the most valuable machines in use in the war, because of 
the extent of the barbed-wire menace and its effectiveness in 
delaying troop movements; but when the first engagement 
cam? the American soldiers went over the top of the barbed 
wire as though it was not there. 
attention to it. I remember that 
made 
as to how they got over the wire. They were over, their leg- 
s and trousers were torn into shreds, but only two of them 
mbered anything about going over it. They had their 

in the fight and they had rushed forward with that 


ren) 
heart 

“pep” 
and made it possible for them to win the war in so brief a 
perio as they did. The “pep” and individuality of the 
An 
thi: 

rely. 

And one thing I particularly noticed in talking to the men. 
I asked them if in the engagements they observed the manual 
of if in actual combat they observed the teachings laid 
down in the manual of arms, and each one answered no, that 
he had fought upon his own initiative; that he depended upon 
his own judgment; that he relied upon his own skill; that he 
depended upon his own ability to outdo the other fellow. 
Therefore it was the American skill, American spirit, American 
ability, and not military training that made our men fight as 
they did, which is a credit to the manhood of the United States. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, summing up the whole situation, it is putting 
it mildly to say that the battle area presents “ destruction, de- 
struction, destruction until destruction sickens,” and how any 
nai: in whose bosom beats a human heart can look upon, read of, 
or hear of the desolation it has left, the distress, the sorrow, the 
pain, the misery, and death that it has caused, saying nothing 
of the financial burdens it has imposed, and oppose a legitimate 
effort to prevent a recurrence of it, is beyond my understanding. 
When we entered the war it was the hope of everybody that out 
of the war would come a settlement that would prevent future 
wars, a settlement that would guarantee the future peace of the 
world, and men went to battle believing that their sacrifices 
would each be a contribution to that glorious achievement. But 
now that the war is over, and peace terms are being negotiated, 
we see organized effort to defeat that part of the peace treaty— 
namely, the league of nations—that undertakes to prevent future 
wars. They say, leave conditions and international relations as 
they are. Yet under those conditions and relations we have just 
been involved in the bloodiest war of all time. The opponents of 
the league of nations assert that the league, if adopted, will in- 
volve us in foreign disputes and difficulties. But their assertion 
is without a fact to support it or a reason upon which to rest. 
We have just been involved in a foreign difficulty, and can have 
no assurance that we will not become involved in future difficul- 
ties if present conditions are perpetuated. International diffi- 
culties may continue to arise; in fact, they will continue to arise. 
Diffic will continue to arise between.nations just as they 
will continue to arise between individuals; and what civilization 
and humanity want and demand is that nations shall be com- 


else upon which the American Army had to rely or did 


arms ; 


ultles 


pelied, like individuals have long since been compelled, to submit 


their difficulties to a court of justice for trial and settlement. 
The time was when there were no courts to restrain the action 
or adjudicate the difficulties between individuals. The time was 
when each individual was a law unto himself without any limita- 
tion upon his own sovereignty except such limitations as his fel- 
low man was able to impose by physical force. Therefore, the set- 


They | 
ided that they would attempt to invent a machine to cut | 


They apparently paid no | 
one officer stated that he | 
inquiries of the officers and men after one fight was over 


and vigor that carried them through every undertaking | 


rican soldier did more to win this war speedily than any- | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 9, 


tlement of each difficulty between individuals meant war between 
those individuals until reason asserted itself in the minds of men, 
causing them to adopt rules under which to live and by which to 
Settle their difficulties. Those rules were called law. The law 
was first established by local communities, 

As local communities grew and their moral, social, economic, 
and financial interests expanded, they recognized the necessity 
for an expansion of the law, or of forming a group of local 
communities into a larger community under a uniform system of 
laws; then from the larger community to the county or town- 
ship, and from the county or township to the state or province, 
and from the state or province to the nation, and I venture the 
assertion that no law was ever written that did not place a 
limitation upon the sovereignty of some individual, community, 
county, or state in some form or other, the limitation being im- 
posed not for the detriment of him or them upon whom imposed 
but for the welfare of society and the protection of all alike in 
their legitimate and peaceful pursuits. 

The opponents of the league of nations also urge as an objec- 
tion to it that it, if adopted, will limit the sovereignty of the 
| United States. Limitation upon sovereignty is in the main self- 
| restraint adopted by individuals collectively under normal con- 
| ditions for their own guidance and protection under abnormal 
conditions. If cach individual were capable of exercising proper 
self-restraint under all conditions, and at all times inclined 
to do so, the adoption and enforcement of laws would be un- 
necessary. But man possesses neither the ability nor inclina- 
tion to do so, hence the necessity of laws and their enforcement. 
Nations are not different from the individual units which com- 
pose them—no stronger, no weaker, no better, no worse. That 
which is good for the individual units of a nation is also good 
for the nation itself, and that which is bad for the individual 
units is likewise bad for the nation itself. If the individual 
| units profit and are made secure in their rights by submitting 
their difficulties to the courts for adjudication instead of set- 
tling them by physical force, the nation must likewise enjoy the 
same profit and security by submitting its difficulties with other 
nations to the courts for adjudication. 

Oh, some say that it would affect the honor of the Nation for 
it to limit its sovereignty by submitting its difficulties with other 
nations to a tribunal created for the purpose of adjudicating 
such difficulties. The same arguments were made as to indi- 
viduals when ducling was permitted under the law. While duel- 
ing was permitted by individuals, the individual who declined 
to accept a challenge to fight a duel disgraced himself by his 
declination, and was ostracized by society, but when society 
revolted at the cruelty of dueling and enacted a law prohibiting 
| it, it immediately became as dishonorable in the eyes of all men 
| to give a challenge to fight a duel as it had been prior to the 
| enactment of the law to decline a challenge; and men who had 
| previously advocated dueling and who had believed that they 
| could not protect their honor under certain conditions without 
| resorting to the cruel and inhumane process found that they 
| could maintain their honor by submitting their controversies 
| with individuals to courts of justice. 
| And I venture the prophecy here that the time will come when 
| the society of nations the world over will hold in contempt and 
| ostracize the nation that is unwilling to submit its difficulties 
| with other nations to a court of justice, and when that day shall 
| come men will read the history of past wars and marvel that 
| civilized nations ever went to war for the settlement of diffi- 
| culties, just as we marvel at the fact that dueling was once 
legalized by law and received public sanction. The same process 
| of evolution that has developed the character and broadened 

the reason of men sufficiently to impel them to establish civil 
tribunals for the adjustment of their difficulties must inevitably 
impel the nations to pursue a like course and establish like 
tribunals. 
| The opponents of the league of nations say that the league 
| will have no power to enforce its recommendations. It is true 
| that the league within itself would have no such power ; neither 
| has a civil court the power within itself to execute its own deci- 
| sions. But public sentiment crystallized into law, which cre- 
| ated and maintains the courts, carries into execution their judg- 
| ments, and when the public sentiment of the world creates a 
league of nations, a council of nations, a union of nations, or a 
| confederation of nations, or whatever you choose to call it, out 
| of which will come a civil tribunal for the orderly settlement of 
difficulties between nations, the same public sentiment will sus- 
tain the court, affirm and execute its judgments. 

The opponents of the league ask by what process can the man- 
dates of an international court be carried into execution. I 
would say that there may be many methods by which that result 
could be accomplished, but to my mind the power of boycott, 
as was suggested by Theodore Roosevelt several ycars ago. and 
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for which the draft of the league: of nations provides, will be 

the most effective method. 

involved in difficulties which threaten the peace of the world 

will be obligated by the league to submit their case to the inter- 

national court for adjudication, and if they, or either of them, 
refuse to submit the case for trial, or having submitted it fail 
to accept the judgment of the court, the court will then recom- 
mend that the signatories of the league set up a boycott against 
the nation refusing to accept the verdict, or which, in open dis- 
regard of the verdict, should proceed to make war. And public 
sentiment based upon the universal desire of a large majority 
of the peoples of the world to maintain peace, would execute the 
order for « boycott. What would that mean to the nation against 
which directed? It would mean that all member nations of the 
league would sever diplomatic, social, commercial, and financial 
relations with it. Cable communications between it and other 
nations would be discontinued. 

The ships of other nations would not be permitted to go into 
its ports or railroad trains to cross its boundary lines. Nor 
would its ships be permitted to land in other ports or its rail- 
road trains permitted to cross its boundary line into other 
countries. In other words, the power of boycott exercised 
agaipst any nation would mean its isolation from the rest of 
the world, a condition under which no nation could prosecute a 
war or long endure. In this day of international relations and 
international trade through which every nation draws a por- 
tion of its supplies from other nations and sells its surplus 
products to them, a boycott would throw any nation into a panic 
in 48 hours; and greater than the sting of a panie would be the 
sting of its consciousness of the fact that it was held in disre- 
pute by the rest of the world. I venture the assertion, and do 
it without fear of successful contradiction, that any nation 
would endure longer under fire than it would under boycott. 
The time was when many nations of the world were so far 
removed from other parts of the world that the difficulties of 
the one did not affect the other, but that condition has passed. 
Modern means of communication and transportation have 
eliminated distances and have brought the nations of the en- 
tire world so close together that the relations of each is inter- 
woven with the others to such an extent that the peace can 
hardly be disturbed in any part of the world without affecting 
the whole world. It was the belief of our pioneer fathers when 
establishing this Government that it was so far removed from 
Europe that it would never be affected by European wars or 
European difficulties; but recent events have proven that we 
may become involved in European troubles regardless of our 
good intentions and our efforts to escape them. God knows 
that the President and the American people tried to keep out 
of the European war, but were unable to do so. 

It was the belief of many eminent scholars and statesmen in 
the early days of our Government that our geographic position, 
with 3,000 miles of water to east of us and over 10,000 miles to 
the west of us, rendered us secure from European or Asiatic 
complications and immune from attack from either source. 
Those views were entertained by some until recently. I have 
heard the opinion expressed on this floor during my brief serv- 
ice here and within the last four years that it would be an 
impossibility to transport a formidable army across the At- 
lantic; but gentlemen who expressed those views have lived to 
see 2,000,000 troops with much of their supplies transported 
across the Atlantic with greater facility than they could have 
been transported across one of our average-sized States during 
our Civil War. In 1807 a New York paper announced with a 
great deal of pride that it was only three months behind Lon- 
don in the publication of London news; to-day the American 
papers report the news of London as early'‘as the London papers 
report it; to-day we read of the happenings on the other side 
of the earth as quickly as we read of the happenings in our 
own country. e 

In former days when one part of the world became involved 
in war, the rest of the world knew but little about it and for 
that reason felt but little concern because of it. But with pres- 
ent international relations and present means of transporta- 
tion and communication, war in any section of the world is seen 
and understood by the rest of the world and its effects are felt 
by all; and, Mr. Chairman, it is that condition that is causing 
the best brains of the entire world to attempt to devise means 
by which to prevent future wars. 

The league of nations as drafted may not be, in fact, is not, 
perfect, but it is a start in the right direction, and can be im- 
proved as time and events demonstrate the necessity for its im- 
provement. The organic law of our own country was not made 
perfect and is not now perfect. Eighteen amendments to our 


Constitution have been adopted since the original Constitution 
was written. 


Other amendments making further necessary 












Under that plan nations becoming 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


improvements will doubtless be adopted in the future; and I 
will say in passing that that instrument in which every Ameri- 
can finds security and protection in his legitimate pursuits was 
not adopted without criticism and without a struggle. The 
opponents of the league of nations say that the league would 
not be an absolute guaranty against war among nations. I 
will answer that argument by saying that the Constitution of 
the United States was not from the start an absolute guar- 
anty against war between the States. One war was required to 
demonstrate the efficacy of the Constitution, but one was 
enough to demonstrate its strength and assure its perpetuity ; 
and to-day every man under its flag from east to west, from north 
to south, except an anarchist here and there, glories in its 
maintenance and the preservation of the Union under it. 

The league of nations may fail as did our Federal Constitu- 
tion to serve as an absolute guaranty against war from the 
date of its adoption. Under it as under the Constitution one 
war may be necessary to demonstrate its strength and guar- 
antee obedience to its provisions. The opponents of the league 
contend for the absolute and unlimited sovereignty of the 
United States. I ask them what will be the result when the 
absolute, unlimited sovereignty of the United States accord- 
ing to their term and definition conflicts with the absolute, 
unlimited sovereignty of another great power. The result will 
be an orderly settlement by an international tribunal, as pro- 
posed in the league covenant, or a settlement by war in which 
thousands and probably millions of American lives will be sacri- 
ficed. 

The principle of unlimited sovereignty, coupled with the re- 
fusal to submit controversies growing out of either the exer- 
cise or infringement of that sovereignty to properly constituted 
tribunals for orderly settlement, would if practiced by indi- 
viduals constitute anarchy and outlawry. ‘The individual ar- 
tempting to maintain and exercise such a principle must ulti- 
mately submit to the force of other individuals or destroy him- 
self by his own evil force. The same is true of nations. 

Germany advocated the principle of. unlimited sovereignty 
and made herself the world’s greatest military power to enable 
her to exercise it. She refused to participate in conventions to 
promote the peace of the world; she refused to submit contro- 
verted questions to disinterested parties for settlement ; she dis- 
regarded every right which conflicted with her unlimited sov- 
ereignty. But with all her effort and all her power she failed 
and is to-day on her knees before the world. Rome attempted 
to exercise unlimited sovereignty and she fell. Persia also at- 
tempted it in the days of Xerxes, before Christ, and Persia fell. 
Shall we follow the unprofitable and destructive example of 
Germany, Rome, and Persia, or shall we heed the voice of reason 
and join in this great effort that is under way to guard ans 
maintain the peace of the world? 

Some oppose the league of nations because of their reactionary 
tendencies which impel them to oppose everything progressive. 
There are others who oppose it because its main purpose is to 
prevent war and war makes millionaires overnight; and then 
there are others still who oppose the movement for the reason 
that it is being led by Woodrow Wilson, whose politics is differ- 
ent from theirs. I will say to that class that while President 
Wilson is the recognized leader in the movement by virtue of 
his position he is not the only great man who has advocated the 
principle of a league of nations for the orderly settlement of 
international difficulties. The principle is advocated by ex- 
President Taft. It was also advocated by former President 
Roosevelt. It is advocated by former Justice Charles FE. 
Hughes, Republican nominee for the Presidency in 1916. It is 
now and has long since been advocated by scholars and states- 
men of the entire world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. FIELDS. I ask unanimous consent to continue for one 
additional minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FIELDS. The rank and file of all countries who bear 
the chief burdens of war are demanding its establishment. The 
fathers and mothers of the belligerent nations who suffered the 
loss of their sons in the recent war are demanding it. Those 
who are to produce the sons of the future are demanding it. 
The voice of humanity the world over is demanding the estab- 
lishment of such a covenant, and it will be established now or 
in the early future. [Applause.] 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuanrpra]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair understand. Does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois take the floor for one hour in his own 
right? 
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Mr. McKENZIE. Yes; in order that I may be able to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. And he yields 30 minutes of that time to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuvarpra]? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for 30 min- 
utes. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I shall not discuss the 
league of nations nor the peace treaty, but will use my time in 
discussion of the bill before the committee. The committee, I 
believe, unanimously agreed that the Army should return home 
at the earliest possible moment. The committee also agreed 
to 2 man, I believe, that the size of the Army should be reduced, 
and to accomplish this the amount necessary to get the boys 
home, to transport them and demobilize them, has been appro- 
priated. Up to that point I agree entirely with the committee. 
I do not agree with the committec, however, that it is necessary 
to appropriate for an average Army of 400,000 men, and my 
reason for that is that I did not understand from the testimony 
of the Chief of Staff that the Army would be demobilized as soon 
as it returned from Europe. All of the estimates submitted by 
the various departments were scrutinized and approved by the 
General Staff, and the General Staff in its contemplation of the 
needed appropriations made all its calculations on an Army of 
509,000 men plus 28,000 officers. Gen. March did not say that these 
men would be demobilized as soon as they returned home. I 
gathered from what he said that he had the 509,000 men Army 
pretty well fixed in his mind. We have now in this country 
nearly 500,000 soldiers and 400,000 could be demobilized at once. 
My reason for cutting down the appropriation in this bill is not 
to give the General Staff an opportunity, after they get the men 
home, to keep them up to the last hour of the last day of the 
four-month period after peace is proclaimed. 

We have talked and talked and talked about getting these 
men home. Now let us legislate a bit and get them home. This 
is our first opportunity and let us do it. 

Gen. March is a very efficient Chief of Staff, they tell me. I 
was not impressed with his testimony. He has no consideration 
for the desires of Congress. He has all of the despotic will and 
autocratic characteristics of Ludendorf and the military genius 
of the Crown Prince. 


He stated, I am informed, after testifying before -the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs, during the last Congress, that he would 
have an Army of 509,000 men and 29,000 officers, no matter 
what Congress did. We were unable to pin him down to just 
how many men would be continued in the establishment of the 
Army if we gave him the full amount he asked, and for that 
reason when we reach page 12, line 4, “pay of officers,” I shall 
move to amend by striking out the figures “ $28,605,000” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the figures “ $20,300,000." That would 
reduce it to a basis of an average Army of 300,000 men. When 
we reach line 19 of the same page, “ pay of enlisted men,” I shall 
move to strike out the figures “ $106,795,000" and to insert in 
lieu thereof the figures “$75,728,230.” With the men now in 
the service, the department would be compelled to speed up the 


present rate of demobilization, in order to have funds to carry ' 


it on to the end of the fiscal year. That will give notice to the 
War Department that Congress, the legislative branch of this 
Government, expects it to demobilize the troops the minute they 
return, and to bring the Army down ta the figures provided for in 
the national-defense act. Then if they keep the men under arms 
too long, and have a deficiency, the burden will be upon the de- 
partment or General Staff to prove the necessity for the defi- 
ciency and the reason for delaying the demobilization of the 
Army. The General Staff is making every effort to keep the ap- 
propriation high. I want to keep it down. Not a soldier will 
suffer or lose a cent of pay. There is no force in that argument. 
If the department or General Staff keeps more men than it 
they will be held responsible. If we give them the 
money—allowing a large margin—they will simply laugh at us, 
keep the men.as long as they can, and say, “ Well, what are you 
going to do about it?” 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Just for a question. 

Mr. FESS. I am in sympathy with what the gentleman is 
saying and I am wondering what is the argument for not de- 
mobilizing the troops when they come back, at the time they 
come back. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. I do not see it, except that Gen. 
March is stubborn about it and is going to keep as many men as 
he cun under arms as long as he can, and we are helping him 
do that right here, sir. 

Mr. FESS. That dees not seem possible. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It does not, but it is a fact. 

Mr. FESS. There must be some’ grounds—— 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will say to the gentleman from Qhie, 
let us take the means we have of control by appropriation. The 
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| time of the emergency is over; we have blindly followed every- 
thing they have asked for in time of an emergency. When I 
was a soldier I soldiered and I obeyed orders, and when TI legis- 
late I want to legislate, and I do not want Peyton C. March to 
tell me what I have to legislate. Now, let us see some of the 
items in this bill. I will ask the gentleman to turn to page 2, 
“Oontingencies of the Army,” where you find an item for 
$1,000,000. Gentlemen, do you know what that item is for? 
It is to provide the salaries of the Bureau of Sales of Surplus 
Supplies. 

Mr. HULINGS. Of what? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Of sales of surplus supplies. Here is a 
bureau that directs the policy of the disposing of the surplus 
supplies. The chief of that bureau testified, Mr. Chairman,/and 
he said that he had to have this appropriation, that he needed 
it. Why? Because he said he had to pay his assistants a 
higher salary. We asked him what salary his assistants were 
getting, and they are getting $10,000 a year. His salary is 
$25,000 a year. I will ask my colleagues to carefully read his 
testimony as soon as the printed hearings are available. 

Now, let me tell you what this bureau is doing. They testify that 
if it were not for them the surplus supplies of the Army would be 
dumped on the market and that it would disturb industry and 
that the Government would not receive the highest price. So 
we asked him how he disposed of his cepper, and he said that he 
took his copper, turned it over to the copper people, and they 
would dispose of it each month, 10 per cent of the amount they 
sold; that we would take the price they got for their copper 
and we would pay them for selling the copper, and in that way 
we would not disturb the market—incidentally cinch the copper 
monopoly. So here we have the copper people who sold us this 
copper and made a profit at the time they sold to the Govern- 
ment now being paid a commission to sell it in such a manner 
that it will not disturb their profits. That is the copper. Now, 
let us see what this $25,000 beauty says about meats and food- 
stuffs. - We have got I do not know how many millions of pounds 
of bacon, surplus bacon, and millions of cans of corned beef and 
roast-beef hash. This quantity is surplus and to be sold. We 
asked him why he did not dispose of it. “Oh,” he said, “that is 
a very perplexing question,” and he said that he had sought the 
advice of the packers and they told him that the American 
people could not eat bacon which the Government bought for the 
soldiers. [Laughter.] They said that this bacon was salted for 
three days and smoked I do not know how many days, and the 
people could not eat it. I have often eaten it and can say it is 
excellent. Then we asked what is to be done. “Well,” he 
said, “perhaps we can send it back to the packers to have it 
recured.” He said that we could not sell corned-beef hash and 
the roast beef because it was in 6-pound cans and there was no 
family in the country who could use 6 pounds of corned-beef 
hash. Evidently this corps of experts are not familiar with 
vital statistics or appetites of families. We asked him what he 
was going to do with it. He said he thought he might find a 
market in Roumania or Bosnia or Herzegovina or some other 
country like that. The gentleman does not know that those 
countries never use canned beef; that they use very little, 
if any, meat; that you could not find a can opener in all 
of Roumania, and yet we are paying this gentleman $25,000 
and his assistants $10,000 a year each for expert advice. Ter- 
haps when we increase the salaries we will get better advice. 

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. Will the gentleman yield at that 
point? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. In just a minute. He said that he had 
sent out several hundred circulars to dispose of this product, 
and we asked him to whom he had sent these circulars. He 
said, “To the Salvation Army.” Perhaps he does not know the 
Salvation Army specializes in doughnuts and not in bacon. It 
surprises me he did not offer this bacon to some Jewish syna- 
gogue. [Laughter.] So here we have anaarticle which, let us 
concede for the sake of argument, is difficult to dispose of, 
and with all his $10,000 advisers and experts he is not able to 
sell it. ‘Well, I will tell the Director of the Sales of Surplus 
Supplies that if he will put that stuff on the market in New 
York City or Philadelphia or Boston he will find that the bellies 
of the hungry people are in a receptive mood, and they will be 
able to digest Army bacon. It may interfere with the profits of 
the packers, but I am not interested in that. Now let us see 
another item——. 

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. 
question? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will for a question. 

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. Is there any reason why these 6-pound 
packages might not be disposed of in the various State institu- 
tions, penitentiaries, hospitals, and institutions of learning 
throughout the country? Do not they buy in wholesale quanti- 
ties because they buy for innumerable people? 


Will the gentleman yield for one 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Absolutely—restaurants, boarding houses, 
hotels, camps—there is a ready market right now; but we must 
maintain this office so as to expend this million dollars. 

Mr. VARE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. For a question. 

Mr. VARE. Would not that have a tendency to reduce the 
cost of living if that was disposed of all over the country? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes; and give a surplus of fresh meat. 

Mr. VARE. Of course, that might interfere with the profits 
of the packers. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, it would. Another item, Mr. 
Chairman; the Director of Sales gave us a beautiful chart 
showing the sales of various articles, and he had sold some 
aviation supplies, and we find that they had on hand a great 
many surplus planes made by the Curtiss people. These planes 
had been on the market, Mr. Chairman, and the Curtiss people 
served notice on the Gevernment that if they should sell these 
planes they would sue the Government for breach of contract. 
Just how it would be done I do not know, neither do I know 
on what theory. At any rate there was considerable negotia- 
tions and correspondence concerning these planes. 

In other words, the Curtiss people did everything possible 
to prevent the sale of these planes until the Director of Sales 
decided it would be as well to sell planes to the Curtiss people. 
So we find our experts deciding to sell, having at heart the 
best interests of the Government, 4,608 OX-5 motors, for which 
we paid $1,900 each, for $400 each; 1,616 Curtiss JN—4, for 
which we paid $5,700 each, for $400 each; 1,100 standard J, 
for which we paid $4,250 each, for $200 each, without motor. 

So that we got something like $2,700,000 for this sale through 
this board of experts for the same articles for which we paid 
the same people $22,631,200. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As I understand, the experts, as the 
gentleman calls them, were frightened into this kind of pro- 
ceeding by threat of suit against the Government. I thought 
every schoolboy knew that the Government could not be sued. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. A little difference like that would make 
no difference to this commission. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I see. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I want to say that the sales up to $100,- 
000 are made through the various branches of the Army, and 
all sales of $100,000 are cleared, as he says, through his office. 

Now, gentlemen, when you get the hearings, perhaps some 
members of the committee may get the impression that on one 
item of sales we could save $10,000,000. This item is an item 
for machine tools, and the Ordnance Department said it would 
cost $8,000,000 to sluice these machines, or oil them. When the 
director was asked about it he did not know whether they had 
to be sluiced or oiled, and did not say whether or not it was 
necessary. He admitted he did not know whether these ma- 
chines could be sold at best advantage without sluicing or not. 
When we reach the item I shall move, if no one else does, to 
reduce that $1,000,000 to $250,000, and perhaps we can get some 
business men who can draw less charts and tables, theorize less, 
less chummy with the copper and meat people, but who have 
horse sense and business ability to dispose of this property to 
the best interest of the Government and the people. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I want to ask him if he can conceive 
of some other amendment which will insure that the Govern- 
ment gets the benefit of these surplus supplies? They are being 
wasted now, it seenrs. We ought to save to the Government all 
we can get out of them. . 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Then the gentleman will agree with me 
that when this commission sells $27,000,000 of supplies for 
$2,700,000 to the same people they bought them from, that is not 
conserving the interests of the Government? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I am in hearty accord with the gentle- 
oa and I am anxious that he offer some amendment to remedy 

nat evil. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Another item that I want to call to the 
Committee’s attention is the “Air Service.” I want to say 
that I have the highest regard for Gen. Menoher as a gallant 
officer, as an able general, as an expert on artillery and infantry, 
but when it comes to aviation he does not know a thing about it. 
And if you do not believe me, read the testimony. Gentlemen, tt 
Was pathetic te hear Gen. Menoher, the officer in charge of this 
Service and intrusted to spend millions of dollars. He does 
hot know a flying machine from a freight car. But he is the 


representative of the General Staff, and the General Staff has 


been fighting aviation ever since we started and is keeping up its 
scrap now. 


And the committee in its wisdom and good judg- 
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ment reduced the item from $83,000,000 to $15,000,000. I expect 
to move. another reduction of $5,000,000. 

Now, let us look at the Aviation Service. The Secretary of 
War appeared before the committee, and in a very brief state- 
ment told us that he would not go into the question of policy. 
He told us about getting the men home, and the one recommen- 
dation that he made was that the future of the United States 
was at stake unless we purchased an aviation field at Dayton, 
Ohio. A field into which we have already dumped millions. 
Now, he wants to buy that field. And in comes Gen. Menoher 
and also asks to buy this field. The necessity for it was-not 
explained to the committee. Before long we will be asked to 
buy Selfridge Field, on which we spent millions of dollars. It 
was 2 swamp and below water level. We drained it and made a 
habitable place of it, and spent our money there; and now they 
either have to give this land back to the proprietors or else buy 
it at their figure. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
there? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Which one of these fields is it that is 
part of a flood reservoir that is liable to be taken over by the 
State and flooded at any time? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Possibly it is not the Selfridge Field. 
The department had a sympathetic feeling for swamps. But 
the one I have referred to we have got to take back or buy it 
at an exorbitant figure. As I have said before on the floor of 
this House, we will never build up an aviation field in this 
country by buying land and spending millions first to drain 
land and then millions to buy that same land at an enhanced 
price because we made it suitable. 

Gen. Mitchel], a gallant officer, one of the very few Regular 
Army officers who flew across the line, testified before the com- 
mittee and told us that we had made no progress in lighter- 
than-air ships; that we were far behind in that style of ships; 
that we had no plans, no program. That we had nothing 
started. They testified that everything we had practically now 
was junk. Millions gone and not even a blue print of an 
up-to-date flying ship or plane. 

Mr, LITTLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will 

Mr. LITTLE. Were there any graduates of West Point 
among the American aces? 

Mr, LaGUARDIA. Gen. Mitchell is not a graduate of West 
Point, although I may be wrong in that. No; there were not; 
perhaps one. 

The question came up before the committee as to the advance-. 
ment of our boys who were flying, why they were not given the 
J. M. A. and the M. A. rank. A colenel on Gen. Menoher’s 
staff had the audacity to stand up before this committee and 
say, “ We could not give them the M. A. test in Europe because 
it took so much time.” 

There is no such thing as an M. A. test. You get the M. A. 
rank automatically in three years. Then he said the J. M. A. 
test would take time. The test which our boys took at Issa-’ 
doun, after taking advanced flying, was five times more diffi-’ 
cult than the J. M. A. test. But that is a matter that has no 
bearing on this bill, and I will take that up at another time. 

Gen. Menoher testified that he had to cooperate with the 
Navy in the matter of development and experimentation; that 
he had a joint board with the Navy, and that a good deal of 
production could be carried on along with the Navy; that re- 
gardless of the size of the Army an air service had to be kept 
up te a certain standard and size; and yet, when asked if he 
would support a separate air service, he said, “ No”—because 
Gen. March is not for it, I suppose. When we arrive at this 
item of $15,000,000 I shall move to amend to reduce it to 
$10,000,000. Ten million dollars is enough to earry the Air 
Service on for the next fiscal year, to see what we are going to 
do, to decide upon a logical policy for our Air Service, to create 
a separate service, including the Army and the Navy, and 
Marine Corps, and the Post Office Department, and the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, which now wants planes, so that we can 
economize and not have overlapping services and really develop 
an aireraft industry in this country. Today we are just as 
far behind in aviation as we were in 1917. We have squan- 
dered millions of dollars—I have said it many times on the 
floor of this House—and we have nothing to show for it except 
junk. We have not a pursuit plane; we have not a pursuit 
motor. We have 12,000 Liberty motors on hand. Gen. Mencher 
testified that he had one or two individual inquiries about the 
motors, but they are not able to sell a motor to any foreign 
country. 

Another matter to which I wish to call the attention of the 
committee is the matter of military post exchanges. The 
director of that office appeared before the committee and asked 






Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield 





for over $5,000,000, of which he wanted to use $1,000,000, gen- 
tlemen, to buy the buildings erected on cantonments by the Red 
Cross and the Young Men’s Christian Association. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, when the American people gave their donations to 
the Red Cross and the Young Men’s Christian Association they 
did not give them to those organizations as organizations, but 
they gave the money to be spent for the American soldiers. 
It was their gift direct to the Army ; those buildings belong to the 
American Army or the soldiers and not to the Red Cross or the 
Young Men's Christian Association, and the Red Cross and 
che Young Men’s Christian Association can not say to the 
Army, “ Buy these buildings from us,” and we should not appro- 
priate for that purpose. It is wrong. The Red Cross and the 
Young Men's Christian Association hold these buildings, per- 
haps in trust, but they belong to the Government; they belong 
to the Army and to the soldiers. I do not believe that the idea 
originated with either of these organizations. The committee 
did not allow this item to the Bureau of Post Exchanges, page 
39, and instead of $5,875,000 the committee allows $150,000. 
3ut I wanted to bring this matter to your attention, so that 
this effort will not be repeated and so that no society or war 
organization may have a misapprehension as to its rights. I 
maintain that those buildings belong to the American soldiers 
right where they'are, and the Red Cross and the Young Men’s 
Christian Association have not the right to remove a single 
plank or nail from those buildings. They are the direct gift 
by the American people to the soldier boys of this country. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the committee recommended an appropriation of $150,000 for 
that purpose? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. No. 

Mr. McKENZIE. But they did recommend that amount to 
Army post exchanges? 


Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. I am bringing this out—what they 


asked for—so that there will be no misunderstanding on future -‘ 


appropriations. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. If I understood the gentleman correctly, earlier 
in his remarks, he spoke of the disposition to hold troops in this 
country without demobilizing them. Is that something new? I 
thought there was great haste about demobilizing troops in the 
country for certain purposes. In New York City certain troops 
were wanted for the purpose of parading, and troops were held 
without being demobilized, so that they could parade. Has there 
been a change of attitude on the part of the department in that 
line? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I can not say that there has been a change 
of attitude on the part of the department, but I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, who is one of the best military experts 
in this House, why should we have an Army of 535,000 men in 
the United States to-day? 

Mr. TILSON. I was wondering whether there was a change 
of attitude in that respect, or what the trouble is. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I believe they are demobilizing rapidly 
now, as these men come in; but I say they will retard and delay 
demobilization when we have received the last number of men 
from Europe. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman will recall the fact that 
Gen. March testified that the number of men in camp—400,000 
or 500,000 men in cantonments in this country—was due to the 
fact that the returning soldiers and new recruits were counted 
as part of them, so that very few of the original drafted men 
are now in camp. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. About 41,000 are new recruits. 

Mr. HARRISON. Forty-eight thousand. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is not a large figure in comparison 
with 400,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are 200,000 returning troops in the 
cantonments. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will accept the gentleman’s figures of 
200,000 ; but I say we still have 150,000 too many, and that will 
bear out my contention that we are appropriating too much 
money here. If we get these men back at the rate of 360,000 
a month, that will leave us on the 1st of July with nothing but 
an army of occupation in Europe, and the President told us that 
we would get them back by September. When we get them 
back we should demobilize them and cut down the figure set out 
in the national defense act. We should cut down the appropria- 
tion to make such action certain. 

Mr. HARRISON. If we appropriate only for those who are 
bot discharged, it does not make any difference whether we ap- 
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propriate for 400,000 or 500,000, because we do not increase or 
decrease the number demobilized. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is absolutely correct, except that 
the gentleman has implicit trust and faith that the War De- 
partment will do that, and I have not. I think the General 
Staff will keep an army lingering up to the very last hour of 
the very last day of the four months’ period. That is what I 
am trying to avoid. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Can the gentleman from New York 
tell me how many men are still in the camps and cantonments in 
this country who went into the service under the draft, or vol- 
unteered prior to the draft? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I can not tell the gentleman that. The 
greater percentage of the men are war soldiers, volunteers for 
the duration of the war, or drafted boys. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. But you can not give any indication 
as to how many are still held in the service in this country? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; but it goes up into the hundreds of 
thousands. We have something like 48,000 Regular troops who 
have enlisted since the war, and some of those have been sent 
overseas. The remainder of them are in this country. The 
greater part of the rest of the men in the cantonments and 
camps in this country are men who enlisted for the duration of 
the war, war soldiers, or draft soldiers. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. But you can not tell exactly the num- 
ber of those men? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; because the Chief of Staff would not 
give us those figures. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
York has expired. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I have five minutes more? 

Mr. KAHN. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

-Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to point out that there is nothing 
in this bill which goes to the real question of preparedness or 
the reorganization of the Army. It is purely an appropriation 
bill. There is no provision made for training. The sole purpose 
of this bill is to maintain this Army, and I believe that nothing 
constructive can possibly be carried out during this fiscal year. 

Most of the time and effort of the department will be taken 
up with the actual demobilization, and questions pertaining to 
demobilization, so that we can cut off two or three hundred 
million dollars more of this bill, and still demobilize more 
rapidly than we will if we give too much money and put too 
much power in the hands of the General Staff. You may say 
that we have no right to do that by indirection, but I say that 
according to our system of government, where powers are 
divided under a system of checks and balances, the power of 
appropriation is given to us for that very purpose, in order to 
prevent the Executive department of the Government from 
abusing its powers. Inasmuch as it is the intent of the Con: 
gress to reduce the Army to the figure provided in the national 
defense act, I say that the way to do it is to appropriate only 
such an amount that will make nothing else possible. I say 
that no man who votes for this full amount will be able prop- 
erly to stand up on the floor of this House and complain about 
the retarding of the demobilization. The way to do is to get 
at the very meat of the thing, cut it down, and you will see 
that your Army will be demobilized. [Applause.] 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I wish to say that the difference between the figures in 
this bill and the figures reported in the bill before the last Con- 
gress does not represent the change of a dollar in money saved 
or in the number of troops to be retained in the service. The 
appropriations in this bill are founded on exactly the same prin- 
ciple as the appropriations made in the bill before the last 
Congress. We are appropriating for the men that we believe 
will be held on an average during the year. We are appro- 
priating for men who will not be discharged and not for an 
Army of any size whatever. As matters stood in the last ses- 
sion of Congress it seemed wise to appropriate for an Army of 
500,000 men and so many officers, and at this session of Con- 
gress it has seemed wise to make the appropriation for 400,000 
men, but in neither instance was the Army fixed at either of 
these figures. As soon as peace is proclaimed, by operation of 
the wording of the laws emergency acts pass out and the 
national defense act comes in. The number of enlisted men 
under that act can not exceed 175,000. : 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will it disturb the gentleman to ask him 
a question right there? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Is it not a fact that what you have stated 
just now represents the views and is the policy of the Congress 
of the United States? And is it not also a fact that the War 
Department asked us to appropriate in the last Congress, and 
that they insist that we ought to appropriate in this Congress, 
for an Army of 509,000 men, and insist that it is the duty of the 
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Congress to pass such legislation as will give them that Army 
of 509,000 men? Is not that where the cleavage comes between 
the War Department and the Congress? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Virginia indulge 
the Chair a moment? The Chair begs to notify the members of 
the committee that it is in violation of the rules of the House 
for Members to address each other in the second person, and 
the present occupant of the chair will enforce that rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. We have in the military service at present 
1,300,000 men. It is the duty of this Government to pay them 
what the law prescribes. It is the duty of this Government to 
furnish them subsistence, and it is the duty of this Government 
to transport them according to the necessities of the Govern- 
ment from one place to another, to provide for their transporta- 
tion. Now, the supposed saving in ‘this bill from the appropria- 
tion bill of last session is the difference in those three items, 
the difference in the pay of the Army, its subsistence, and its 
transportation. Yet while we are providing for only 400,000 
men, we have in the Army 1,300,000 men, so that we are taking 
the responsibility of not providing for the pay of 1,300,000 men, 
because we are providing for the pay of only 400,000 men, and 
we can only do that on the assumption that the men will be dis- 
charged in accordance with the proposition of the Government. 
Now, the War Department has taken the view that it is danger- 
ous at this time not to make provision for 500,000 men; that it 
is dangerous not to provide for an Army of 500,000 men on the 
average. We are at war. We have disturbing elements in this 
country. We have not reinstated the National Guard as yet, 
and the Government has asked us to provide for 500,000 men, not 
that it expects to have 500,000 men, but under possibilities that 
it may have 500,000 men. 

If it should so turn out that the estimates of the Government 
are correct, and the appropriation by Congress is not in accord- 
ance with the estimates, who is the loss going to fall upon? Why, 
upon the soldiers, the men who have fought our battles, these 
men that we are holding in the service. Their subsistence will 
be cut and their transportation and pay will be cut. It does not 
mean that because the Government asked for 500,000 men that 
we are to have 500,000 men. Under the terms of the national 
defense act we can not have 500,000 men. The minute peace is 
proclaimed, that minute we go back to the national defense act. 
We would have under the national defense act 175,000 men. 

When the Government comes before Congress and says it is 
safe to make provision for 500,000 men, it is only acting 
prudently; not that it asks for an army of 500,000 men, be- 
cause there is not a line or word of legislation in the bill that 
would justify holding 500,000 men. It simply asks that this 
Congress so provide that if the necessities of the Government 
require it they will have enough money to pay 500,000 men and 
enough for their subsistence. 

Mr. KEARNS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Sure. 

Mr. KEARNS. Has it not been repeatedly stated by the 
Secretary of War that he intended to have all of our soldiers 
out of Europe by the latter part of September? 

Mr. HARRISON. It has been stated by a higher authority. 

Mr. KEARNS. The President? 

Mr. HARRISON. The President met the Military Affairs 
Committee in Paris, and he was asked the question and he said, 
“It is my confident hope and expectation to have every soldier 
in Europe home by the ist of September.” 

Mr. KEARNS. If that is true how could they have an aver- 
age Army through the year of 500,000 men? 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman asks a pertinent question— 
I do not believe they can. If things go as they should go we 
will not have 300,000 men, and yet to show how men can 
differ. 

Mr. KEARNS. If the gentleman will pardon another ques- 
tion. Is it not a fact that we have a great many thousand men 
held in the camps and cantonments in the United States that 
have been there practically for a year? 

Mr. HARRISON. Not according to my advices. There may 
be some ground of complaint, but I do not know this. Men in 
the service are anxious to get out and they see only their side. 
On the other hand, the Secretary of War and the Chief of Staff, 
and all the officers charged with the duty of releasing the men, 
insist that all possible diligence is being used to this end. I 
do not believe men are being held tn the service so that officers 
may hold their commissions. I have found efficers with com- 
missions unable to secure their release. An examination of the 
Statistics of the camps and cantonments will reveal the fact 
that the situation as it appears is not the true situation. I 
have not the figures by me, as the debate this afternoon was 
unexpected, but if I remember aright there appear to be in the 
camps and cantonments about four or five hundred thousand 
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This would seem an unreasc ably large numb<«-, but we 
must reflect that in this number are the new recruits, some 
50,000, and all the men returned from overseas, held for a few 





men. 


day awaiting their discharges. I should not say over 150,000 
or 200,000 represent those actually held in the service. A large 
proportion of these are required in the hospitals to care for the 
wounded and the sick. Others are held to discharge the neces- 
sary military duties of the camps, so that those brought from 
overseas may be returned speedily to their homes and their 
work. 

It is only right that those who have been to the firing line 
should be given a precedence in the order of discharge. Many 
are retained in order that the men who did go on the firing line 
may be discharged and sent home to their usual vocations. The 
officers have protested to our committee that not a mar. in this 
country is being retained beyond the necessities of the oecasion 
for his retention. 

Now, we can not tell about the complaints of these various 
men. A great many men think they ought to be discharged, 
and they think it is a great hardship that they are not dis- 
charged. If it is a question between retaining men who have 
been in this country and retaining men who have been over in 
France, I think we all agree that the men who have been in 
France and rendered service there should be given the first 
privilege of being discharged. In appropriating for 400,000 or 
500,000 or 600,000 we are not spending one dollar more—lI' do 
not care how you figure it—than fs necessary. How many men 
are we going to have in the service on an average during the 
year? ‘That is the question. Some say 400.000, some say 
500,000, some say 600,000; but the appropriation, ‘for that 
matter, does not mean that the money is going te be spent. I 
say it is far safer and far wiser to appropriate money, so there 
shall be money here to pay these men in case they are not 
demobilized as rapidly as we hope. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has had more experience 
on the committee than I have. In his experience has he ever 
known an appropriation for the Army turned back into the 
Treasury? 

Mr. HARRISON. A number of times. Previous to the dec- 
Jaration of war an appropriation for machine guns was made 
and not a doilar was spent. 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. DENT. So far as the pay of the Army is concerned, 
under the law if you have not the men to pay the money must 
be returned to the Treasury. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. May I ask the gentleman from Virginia 
to inquire of the gentleman from Alabama—I know the law 
requires the money to be refunded to the Treasury—but in his 
experience how many times have appropriations for theepay of 
the Army been kept lower than the limit and the balance re- 
funded to the Treasury? 

Mr. HARRISON. I can not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. DENT. I really do not understand what my colleague 
on the committee means by that. If we apprepriated for an 
Army of 100,000 men for the fiscal year and had only 75,000 
men, the War Department would have to return the difference 
between the upkeep cost of the 75,000 men and the 100,000 men 
to the Treasury, or the officers would be guilty of embezzle- 
ment. 

‘Mr, LAGUARDIA. But they make every effort to expend it 
up to the very last moment. 

Mr. DENT. They ean not expend it if they have not the 
men. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is just the point. 
them to get the men. . 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. ALMON. Do I understand the gentleman to be com- 
plaining that the Military Committee should have recommended 
appropriations for an Army of an average of 500,000 men in- 
stead of 400,000 men? 

Mr. HARRISON. I said I thought it was safer to make that 
appropriation, but I agreed with the committee that in view of 
recent developments 400,000 would be safe. But it dees not 
make a bit of difference whether we appropriate for 500,000 or 
400,000 men. ‘We are not authorizing an Army of either 500,600 
or 400,000. When peace is declared the Army ean not exceed 
175,000. 

Mr. ALMON. I understood the gentleman to say that if this 
appropriation which has been recommended by the Military 
Committee for an Army of 400,000 men on an average was not 
sufficient that the soldiers would be the sufferers, and I wanted 
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to know if that could not be provided for by a deficiency bill, 
in the event that it was not sufficient. 4 

Mr. HARRISON, It could be provided for by a deficiency bill, 
but who is going to take care of the soldiers until we get the 
deficiency bill passed? That is the point. It just shows how 
much of guesswork this all is, when I recall the fact that at 
the last Congress in discussing this matter I tried to point out 
to the members of the Committee of the Whole House that the 
average number would not be 335,000, and I was ridiculed and 
scouted to some extent by my friends on the other side. I would 
like to refresh the memory of gentlemen for a moment or two 
by reading something that was said at that time. One very 
distinguished gentleman said: 

All the criticism that has been leveled at the bill for being too lavish 
falls to the ground, because it is a dead certainty that whether we want 
it or not we will have more men in the service next year than even this 
bill provides for. It is a physical impossibility for it to be otherwise. 

Those are the words of the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. 
ANTHONY. Another distinguished gentleman, Mr. MANN, said 
that nobody who could add two and two and make it four but 
would say that under the figures of the bill it would be absolutely 
impossible to have as few men as 500,000 on the average. My 
very distinguished friend, the chairman of this committee, Mr. 
Kaun, said the War Department always took matters too 
optimistically, and he was sure there would not be as few as 
500,000 men, But here he comes in with this bill and urges the 
Congress to cut it down to 400,000 men, because they all see 
that their foresight on the subject of how many men we will have 
in the service has been at fault, and that nobody can tell how 
many there will be. In this respect I wish to say that the fact 
that we can go down now to 400,000 men is not due to any 
Republican economy, but is due to Democratic efficiency. We 
have reduced the number. By virtue of efficient administration 
in the War Department we have not only done that which one 
distinguished gentleman said was a physical impossibility but 
we have done that which another distinguished gentleman said 
anybody who could add two and two and make four would say 
could not be done. It is Democratic efficiency that has done 
this, they must all admit. But I do not care whether it is 400,000 
or 500,000 or 300,000 men. The sole proposition is this, that 
we should make an appropriation to protect our soldiers from 
lLaving their pay withheld or their subsistence withheld. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not seriously contend 
that one soldier would lose his pay or go without food or trans- 
portation, assuming that the appropriation would fall short. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps the gentleman would take care of 
those soldiers who had no food, but there is no one else that I can 
think of who can do it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman wish to convey the 
information that unless we appropriate—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Here is the only thing I meant to insist on: 
That if we do not make appropriations for their pay, they are 
not going to be paid. There is no other way to get it to them. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Can not we always pass a deficiency bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will ask the gentleman to be generous 
and do it himself. 

Mr. McKENZIE. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Is it not a fact that the pay of the Army 
is one of the great items of this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. There is subsistence and transportation, 
dependent upon the size of the Army. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Is it not true that in the estimate submitted 
to our committee by the War Department that, for instance, take 
the Engineer Corps, the Signal Corps, the Aviation Corps, for 
every possible branch the estimates were based on a proposed 
army of 509,000 men? 

Mr. HARRISON. They wanted us to go ahead and make these 
appropriations now for what we would be called upon to do 
later, and that is to provide for the Engineer Corps, for the 
Aviation Corps, for the Transportation Corps. These were all 
left to be taken care of when we come to reorganize the Army. 
The only thing we have done in that respect is to postpone the 
appropriation until that time comes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Would the gentleman say that, under the 
national-defense act, which is the only law we have on the stat- 
ute books fixing the size of the Army, under that law, the peace 
being signed, the troops home, demobilized, with an Army fixed 
at 175,000 men in the line, exclusive of the Quartermaster Corps 

nd the Medical Corps and the Signal Corps, we should make ap- 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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propriations, for instance, for the Engineer Corps on the basis of 
an Army of 509,000 men, when under the law it says we are to 
have an Army of 175,000 men? Now, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I agree with the gentleman about the unexpected efli- 
ciency in bringing the men home, and I hope that the gentleman 
from Virginia will join with us now in our effort to try to 
prevent extravagance. : 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Democratic Party can do it they 
are going to see to it you will not expend a dollar more than 
necessary, that is certain. On the declaration of peace we come 
to this national-defense act. That act is wholly unworkable, 
according to the testimony of Gen. March, Chief of Staff, and 
other officers who appeared before our committee, and it is going 
to be absolutely essential within the six months that the Over- 
man Act is under operation to adopt a proper military policy, a 
permanent policy for this country. The present national-defense 
act would place the Air Service under the Signal Corps and 
destroy its efficiency. It would destroy the Tank Corps, it would 
destroy the Chemical Service Corps, and other corps which I 
do not just now recall. So if we are going to preserve the 
bureaus and the corps that have been found in this war to be 
essential to any efficient army we have got to legislate very soon 
upon some permanent peace policy. For my part I think that 
we can do nothing wiser than to go back to the old national-de- 
fense act as a basis and build on it. In spite of what the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN] said this 
morning—that we made a great mistake in our national-defense 


| preparations because we did not vote for his 250,000 Army 
| amendment—the facts are that his amendment could not have 


possibly amounted to anything. The national-defense act au- 
thorized 175,000 men, and at the outbreak of the war we did not 
have anywhere near this number. The authorization of 250,000 
would have therefore meant nothing. It might have displayed 
the desire to have an Army of that size without incurring the 
obligation of taxpayers to pay for it. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If the gentleman will permit me 
to remind him, I think it will recur to his memory that this 
175,000 men were not all to be raised in one year, but were to 
be raised in five annual increments and only one increment had 
lapsed. 

Mr. HARRISON. A great deal over 100,000 men were au- 
thorized, but we had not actually enrolled—— 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Because the authorized strength 
had four-fifths of the increments to come in in four succeeding 
years. 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
the gentleman get that statement? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. He gets it from the law itself, as 
he recalls it. 

Mr. DENT. 
Army. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. This applies to the Regular Army, 
and one of the first things we did in the war-time legislation was 
to authorize the Secretary of War to raise the five increments 
at once to bring the Regular Army to its maximum strength. 

Mr. GARNER. The only difference between the 175,000 and 
the 225,000 the gentleman from California wanted was a dif- 
ference in numbers and not a difference in method. 

Mr. HARRISON. The fact is that if he wanted the 225,000 
men he would not have had the men. He might have had the 
authorized strength. 

Mr. GARNER. As I understood the gentleman, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Kamn] only wanted to increase the num- 
ber and not change the method of raising it. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is true. 

Mr. GARNER. So there would not have been more men under 
his method than the 175,000? 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offered was for 
an increase to 250,000 men. 

Mr. HARRISON. At the time the war broke out the Regular 
Army was not enlisted anywhere near the strength authorized 
by the national-defense act. 

Mr. GARNER. But it had to be raised under the same system 
as the 175,000 were raised? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, no. 

Mr. GARNER. What system did you offer? 

Mr. KAHN. Immediately. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Har- 
RISON] has the floor. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I submit to the Chair the gen- 
tleman permitted other gentlemen to interrupt him, and I am 
interrogating them. 


Where does 


That is the National Guard and not the Regular 
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May I ask the gentleman from California a question without 
being interrupted by the Chair, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

Mr. HARRISON. I said if you did not take much time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? If not, the 
Chair will maintain the right of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Harrison] to the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I was pointing out that the authorized 
number had no bearing, because of the fact that the Army could 
not be recruited up to the strength that was authorized. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentlemen yield? I want the gentle- 
man from Virginia, if he can, to explain the difference between 
the proposition of the gentleman from California and the present 
law calling for 175,000 men. The gentleman from Virginia has 
said that, while we had authorized 175,000 men, there were 
about 100,000 men in the Army. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Now he contends that if we had adopted the 
plan of the gentleman from California we would have only had 
that number of men, but the gentleman from California [Mr. 
KAHN] says his plan is different from the one on the statute 
books. Will the gentleman point out the difference? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think there was any difference, 
except in the number. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I do not remember exactly the 
wording of the amendment I offered, but I do remember this 
much of it, that I offered the amendment for immediate in- 
crease of the Army to 250,000 men. I am going to send for a 
copy of the amendment and will get it exact. 

Mr. HARRISON. The amendment would not have brought 
any more troops than those that already were in the Army. 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do. 

Mr. DENT. Whatever the language of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California may have been, the fact is 
that under the bill approved June 3, 1916, the Army was in- 
creased to 175,000 combatant men, and when we declared war 
on the 6th day of April, 1917, we had 127,000 officers and men. 
And so if we had had the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California we would not have had the men or the officers 
in the Army. 

Mr, GREENE of Vermont. 
ginia yield to me? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Having in mind the statement of 
the gentleman from Alabama that at the outbreak of the war 
the national-defense act authorized 175,000 combatant troops, 
and that we had only 127,000, will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia supplement the statement of his colleague from Alabama 
by explaining to him that under the terms of the law as it 
then stood the maximum authorization of 175,000 men was only 
to be reached at the end of five years from the date of the ap- 
proval of the act, which was June 3, 1916, or just one year 
before we went into the war at all? 

Mr. DENT. I can not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. And one increment of the five 
had been raised, and only one. And at the meeting of the com- 
mittee, attended by the Secretary of War, to propose war legis- 
lation, one of the first things written into the bill was authority 
to raise the other four increments at once and not wait four 
years, 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman from Virginia permit me to 
ask my colleague from Vermont a question? . 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield for that pur- 
pose? 

Mr. HARRISON. 


Will the gentleman from Vir- 


How much time have I used? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. DENT. I want to ask the gentleman from Vermont if 
he means to state that under the national-defense act, approved 
June 3, 1916, it is provided for a maximum combatant Army of 
bi te and that the first year only one-fifth of them can be 
raised? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Not that one-fifth of them could 
be raised, but that the gain over the status of the Army then, at 
that time, to make up the 175,000, was to be so raised. 

Mr. DENT. The gentleman is talking enigmas now. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I am trying to answer the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. DENT. I want to know if the gentleman means—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Harrt- 
SON] declines to yield further, 
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Mr. HARRISON. I do not think it makes any difference as to 
the technical feature. The fact is that at the time of the decla- 
ration of war the men were not recruited to the full authorized 
strength, and it does not make a picayune of difference whether ; 
125,000 or 175,000 or 225,000 were authorized. The saving of 
this Republic was the provision in regard to the National Guard. 
It was our National Guard that furnished the nucleus under the 
national-defense act which enabled us to put some strength on 
the Mexican border, and which eventually enabled us to play so 
conspicuous a part in the war in Europe. I know of no more 
brilliant service rendered by any branch of the Army than was 
rendered by the National Guard on the blood-stained fields of 
France. [Applause.] It was the Rainbow Division, the Twenty- 
ninth Division, the Wildcat Division, the Twenty-sixth Division, 
the Twenty-eighth Division—all composed of the National Guard 
of this country—that carried the American flag to victory on 
every field that they fought, and it was the National Guard that 
served its great purpose, not only in the prewar time but at the 
time when the actual hostilities began. I know of no more gal- 
lant service rendered by any division than that of the division 
which came from my own State and the States of West Virginia 
and Pennsylvania. 

The Twenty-ninth Division took its place in the Argonne fight, 
and the Twenty-ninth Division was very instrumental in ter- 
minating that battle in favor of American arms; and when I 
mention the Twenty-ninth Division I do it simply because it 
came from my own section. Gallant men from all sections were 
found in the National Guard divisions, and the National Guard 
divisions and the National Army divisions can challenge any 
work that was done by any of the Regular Army divisions over 
there. [Applause.] The Regular Army divisions were all made 
up of freshly recruited men, and they had no advantage over 
the National Guard or the National Army in that respect. 

I think it would be a deplorable thing in time of peace to 
force the youth into compulsory military training. I followed 
the gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN] when he amended 
the National Army act in providing for the selective draft. I 
believed in war time it was the duty of every man to rally 
around the flag, and the proper way of raising an army was to 
raise it by the selective draft; but I do not agree with him if it 
is his proposition that in time of peace we shall force men into 
the military service, I do not care whether they are 18-year- 
old boys or whether they are 30 years old or any other age. 
[Applause.] In war time we have the right to call on the man- 
hood of this country, but in peace times it seems to me a very 
poor substitute policy to compel men to leave their homes and 
their occupations to enter the military service, I do not care 
what euphonious name it may bear. If the 100,000 Army means 
that we are going to compel military service of the young men 
of this country, then for one I am opposed to it. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. BAER. I am not an authority on militarism, and I am 
trying to get it straight in my mind whether it makes any 
difference whether a man is a reservist or not in peace times 
if when we declare war he immediately becomes of the reserve 
corps; so that if he is in the reserve in peace times, when we 
do not have war, and he can not get into war, still in war times 
he is in the reserve. I am in favor of the gentleman’s position, 
but I do not know how it works out. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not a sufficiently competent authority 
to explain that. [Laughter.] 

As I say, I think we have a right in war time to compel 
military service, but when it comes to compelling military 
service in peace times it is an entirely different proposition, 
and of an army of 100,000 men means that we are going to-com- 
pel all the young men of this countify to enter the military 
service of this country, then I think we had better have a 
larger army and do away with compulsory military service. I 
favor, of course, military instruction in the colleges and acad- 
emies and public schools, and in that I have the indorsement 
of the Secretary of War in his testimony before the committee. 
To that extent I think this Congress can well go. But to 
provide for an army of 100,000 men, with compulsory military 
service, it seems to me is against the ideals of our country. 

I desire to say that the billions of dollars that we have 
appropriated can all be found. Anybody who goes over to 
Europe will come back impressed with the magnitude of the 
work that America has done there. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Kann] has detailed here in eloquent words and 
glowing language the work of America on French soil; I 
do not care whether it is the Military Committee that goes 
over there, or a partisan investigating committee, or a body 
of visiting statesmen, they will all come back impressed with 
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the magnificent work that America has done, in the supply 
branch, at the ports of embarkation and on the battle field. 
{Applause.] I think it was rather in poor taste for this Con- 
gress te determine to send ever a partisan investigating com- 
mittee to investigate what our brave and true men have done 
over in that country. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The gentleman believes, however, that 
there are some things on this side of the water that might well 
be investizgated? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, a few things; but when you assail 
the Secretary of War you assail the men whom he employed to 
do the work. You can net separate the Secretary of War from 
the men who had charge of those works. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, for a question. 

Mr. McKENZIE. My colleague does not mean to say that it 
is intended that this investigating committee shall investigate 
the character of the work dene by the men in the Military 
Establishment. That is not the idea. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is not it? I did not know what the idea 
was. I knew it was a Republican committee, and I did not know 
what they were going to do. 

Mr. McKENZIE. My colleague will admit that there is a 
great deal of difference between the work of the soldier on the 
other side and the work of the men who had the contracts on 
this side, perhaps. 

Mr. HARRISON. The men over there did wonderful work, 
I do not care whether it was on the field of battle or in the 
supply depots. They ran the great plants over there; they 
established those ports of debarkation over there. They did work 
that is simply marvelous, as you will agree when you go over 
there and contemplate it. It seems to me it is in mighty poor 
taste to send a partisan committee to investigate it; but I think 
I can speak for those men over there when I say that they will 
gladly welcome any investigation that you may institute. It 
was for this reason that I voted for the resolution. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I understood from the President himself 
that, treaty or no treaty, there was no intention on his part 
er on the part of the administration to keep any soldiers in 
any part of Europe, occupied territory or otherwise. He has 
stated that most emphatically, and if that is the case it seems 
to me we need have no fears that the treaty of peace will 
contain any provision warranting our doing police duty over 
there or retaining our soldiers there for any purpose. I hope, 
though, that something better will come out of that treaty than 
is indicated by the somewhat hopeless cry of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. KaHN]. All he seems to think now is 
that we must get the boys home. There are two things, though, 
about that treaty of peace that I think we can contemplate with- 
out any worry. The first is that the Germans do not like it, and 
the second is that Americans are not going to lie down on the 
job until they complete the work they set out to do. [Ap- 
plause.}] We are not figuring on territory. It is a matter of 
no concern to us what is done about that, but our allies are 
concerned, and no treaty of peace can be reached without such 
matters being considered. They have got tosettle their bounda- 
ries, and the American Government can be a beneficent factor 
in acting as adviser and friend. We are not concerned in their 
boundaries except to bring about peace. 

Mr. EMERSON. Has not the President already taken a stand 
on some of their territorial questions? 

Mr. HARRISON. The President may have decided to act as 
a friendly advisor. 
whether the Italians or anybody else get certain territory, but 
if it is necessary as a member of the peace council to advise along 
certain lines I have no doubt he has done it. 

Mr. EMERSON. 
language. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
treaty emphasizes, which my colleague from Kentucky brought 
out this morning. There are two things that this country 1s 
vitally interested in. 
national disputes should be by arbitration, and the next is the 
limitation upen the armaments of all countries. 

We do not want a great military establishment over here, but 
we want to say to the people of the earth, “ You shall net 
threaten our security and our safety by having great armaments 
over there.” In that respect it séems to me there is something 


more hopeful than the gentleman from California has been able | 


to find. He only wants to come home and get away from Europe. 
He seems to have nothing else to sugzest. 
can blood, so freely shed, can buy—a safe conduct home? 

Let us hope that when we bring the American flag home 
we will bring a peace treaty which for the years to come will 


It makes no difference to this country | 


He has indulged in seme pretty strong | 


There are two things which I think that | 


One is that the settlement of all inter- | 


Is this all that Ameri- | 
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come. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. How does the gentleman reconcile the 
reduction of armament and our having a Navy second to none 
in the world? 

Mr. HARRISON. 
none in the world. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Is the gentleman speaking for the admin- 
istration? 

Mr. HARRISON. I understood that program has been aban- 
doned, but I am not up on naval matters. 

Mr. IGOE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. ' 

Mr. IGOE. Does the gentleman see how the chairman of the 
committee can reconcile his views—that before we went into the 
war we should have about 250,000 men to be prepared, and now, 
when America is to stand ‘alone, notwithstanding all the lessons 
and experience we have had, he thinks the Army could get along 
with 100,000 men? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know. Mr. Chairman, I have been 
so interrupted that I can not keep the thread of what I am trying 
to say. I was‘glad to vote for the proposition before this body 
the other day thanking our men for the efficient work that they 
had dene. Whoever goes over to that country will come back 
greatly impressed, magnificently impressed, with what has been 
done. Even when I arrived at Brest, that much-maligned 
territory, the first person I met was that gallant seldier, Gen. 
Butler, son of the distinguished chairman of the naval com- 
mittee, [Applause.] He has done wonders for that place. He 
has transformed it from being a mudhole into a place that 
makes as good a showing as any other camp in Europe. What 
I say about Gen. Butler is true of all the other generals in the 
several camps that I visited. They not only had a military 
duty to perform but they had great outside work to perform in 
taking care of the soldiers and meeting all the requirements of 
war. To the eternal glory of the American Army I do not be- 
lieve any committee wiil find that a single American officer 
has stained his honor in any way or at any time or under any 
[Applause.] 


I believe we hive not a Navy second to 


conditions. 
reserve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used 50 minutes. 

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, unanimous consent to revise 
and extend my remarks. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I make the same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address the House 
{mn general debate if I can make some arrangement with the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKernzir] in regard to time. 

Mr. McKENZIE. 
from Kansas. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I thought we had some time on 
this side and I am a member of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is a 
member of the committee and if he asks for recognition the 
| Chair will recognize him. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
| has informed me that he will not desire any time under gen- 
eral debate. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Morean] 
would like to have 30 minutes and the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Lirrte] would like to have 10 minutes. I am perfectly 
| willing that they should have that time. I presume they are 
I have consumed all my 


Mr. Chairman, if I have any time I 


I will yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 


mean our future security under all the changes in the times to 
| 
| 


| entitled to it in their own right. 
| time, but when they have concluded I shall ask the committee 
to rise, and then take up the bill again under the five-minute 
| rule on Wednesday. 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from 
| Caeiornte a question? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 
Mr. DENT. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mon- 
| GAN] want his 30 minutes this evening? 

Mr. KAHN. This evening. 

Mr. DENT. And then the gentleman from Kansas wants 10 
minutes? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I interrupt the gentleman? In view 
of the lateness of the hour, I do not want to keep the Mem- 
| bers here, and I will wait until some more appropriate time. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
| LirrLe] is not on the floor just now, therefore I move that the 
; committee rise. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
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Thereupon the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr, Camppett of Kansas, Chairman of the 
Com ‘ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 5227, the military appropriation bill, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may extend and revise my remarks in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to extend and revise his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia makes the 
same request. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

CLOSE OF GENERAL DEBATE. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I understand from the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Dent] that he does not desire any time under 
general debate. Therefore I move that the general debate be 
now considered closed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
gencral debate upon this bill be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
have the privilege of presenting the conference report on the 
bill H. R. 2480, the Indian appropriation bill, some time be- 
tween now and midnight, and that it be printed in the Rrcorp 
under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sny- 
pen], chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, asks unani- 
mous consent that the conference report on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, H. R. 2480, may be printed in the Recorp if presented 
at any time up to midnight to-night. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


VICTOR BERGER. 


Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
vacate, back to the amendment stage, the proceedings by which 
the House passed the House resolution No. 6, providing for the 
appointment of a committee to report on the right of Victor 
Bercer to a seat in the House. My reason for making this 
request is that, owing to an error on the part of the former 
Clerk of the House in copying the name from the certificate, it 
appeared in the printed roll as “ Victor Bercer,’”’ whereas the 
correct name is “ Victor L. Bercer.” If my request is granted, 
I shall move to amend the resolution so as to have the record 
correct, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am not entirely clear as to 
what the gentleman desires to do. Is it important that it be 
done at this time? Can not the gentleman bring it up in the 
morning? 

Mr. DALLINGER. I would like very much to have the mat- 
ter disposed of at this time. 

Mr. MONDELL. I realize that; but I think the gentleman 
night bring it up in the morning. 

Mr. DALLINGER. I will state, Mr. Speaker, it will be very 
difficult for me to be here when the house convenes-in the 
morning, on account of a hearing before the Committee on Elec- 
tions No. 1 on the Kansas City case. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I ask wherein it is important to 
make that amendment, anyway? Of what consequence is it? 

Mr. DALLINGER. Because the resolution followed the 
printed roll of the House, and described the name as “ Victor 
Bercer,” whereas the name in the certificate from the gov- 
ernor of Wisconsin is “ Vicror L. Bercrr.” 

Mr. GARRETT. It is just a question of identification. 

Mr. DALLINGER. I think it would be well to have the 
record correct. 

Mr. MONDELL. I suggest, if it is not important that action 
be taken now, the gentleman withdraw his request for the 
present, 

Mr. DALLINGER. Of course, if the gentleman from Wyo- 
teen intends to object, I will withdraw my request at this 

ne, 


Mr. BLANTON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker, 





ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 34 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Tuesday, June 10, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


CALENDAR OF MOTIONS TO DISCHARGE COMMITTEES— 
NOTICE. 

Under paragraph 4 of Rule XXVII, 

Mr. RAKER submitted a motion in writing to discharge the 
Committee on Military Affairs from further consideration of 
the bills of the following titles, the same having been referred 
to such committee 15 days prior to this date: 

A bill (H. R. 5) to create in the War Department and the 
Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as the “ Civil 
War volunteer officers’ retired list.” 

A bill (H. R. 2492) to grant rank to the Army Nurse Corps 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. MONDELL submitted a motion in writing to discharge the 
Committee on the Public Lands from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1408) providing for appeals from decisions of 
the Secretary of the Interior, the same having been referred to 
such committee 15 days prior to this date. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of War, submitting 
an estimate of appropriation to pay claims for damages by 
collision, river and harbor work, which have been adjusted and 
settled by the Chief of Engineers, United States Army (H. 
Doc. No. 83) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a supplemental estimate of appropriation for “scales for cus- 
toms service” for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 84) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

38. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting supplemental estimates of appropriations required 
by the Bureau of Education for the fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. 
No. 85); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, recommend- 
ing the enactment of a bill authorizing the President to invite 
each of the American Republics to send, after June 1, 1920, 
not more than two of its citizens at one time to receive instruc- 
tion in the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis and 
the United States Military Academy at West Point, respec- 
tively, under the customary conditions (H. Doc. No. 86); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
report on the handling and disposal of waste paper in Govern- 
ment service, together with certain comments thereon from the 
Office of the Public Printer and the reply of the Department 
of Commerce (H. Doc. No, 87); to the Committee on Printing 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. GOOD, from the Committee on Appropriations, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5312) to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for carrying out the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the operation of transportation systems while under 
Federal control, for the just compeisation of their owners, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 26), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5249) to establish 
a fish cultural station on Salt River, in Ralls County, Mo.; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5250) providing for the purchase of a site 
and erection of a public building at Bowling Green, Mo.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5251) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish a German cannon, with carriage. and 
cannon balls, to the village of Brownsville, Ohio; to'the €om- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (HOR. 
soldiers, sailors, and marines with capital for agricultural de- 


5252) to provide 


velopment, and for other purposes; to*the Committee’ on: Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. BOX: A bill €H. R. 5253) for the acquisition-of a‘site 
for a post-office building at Jacksonville, Tex., and making ap- 
propriation therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings:and 
Grounds. 

3y Mr. DUNBAR: A bill .(H..R. 5254) forthe erection of a 
monument to the memory of Gen. George Rodgers Glark «at 
Clarksville, in the county of Clark, inthe State of Indiana ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H.R. .5255) .authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of North: Weodstock, N.'\H., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on ‘Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H.:R. 5256) donating a-war 
tank to the village of South Orange,.N. .J., for decorative:pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Daketa:.A bill @H..R. 5257) -for 
the remodeling of the United. States Federal Building at Aber- 
deen, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill €H. R. 5258) to reimburse the sur- 
viving Civil War prisoners; to the Committee .on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas :.A bill €H. R: 5259). to provide 
relicf for subcontracters under contracts connected with the 
presecution of the war, and for other purpeses;.to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A» bill €H. -R. 6260) 
providing for the equitable distribution of captured German 
cannon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


3y Mr. WOODS of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5261) authorizing’ 


the Secretary of War to donate to the Virginia Polytechnic Insti- 
tute of Blacksburg, Va., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to' the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5262) authorizing the: Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Roanoke, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5263) authorizing the’ Secretary of War to 
donate to the Elks National Home,-of Bedford, Va., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
dionate to the city of Lynchburg, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5265) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Schulenburg, ‘Fex., 
one piece of artillery or other trophy captured or obtained 
from the enemy during or at the close of the war with Ger- 
many; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5266) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Goliad, Tex., one piece of artillery or 
other trophy captured or obtained from the enemy during or at 
the close of the war with Germany; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 5267) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish a German cannon, with carriage 
and shells, to the city of Cassville, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. F 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5268) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and shells; to the 
city of Aurora, Mo.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 5269) to authorize the Secretary of ‘War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and shells, to the 
city of Mount Vernon, Mo.; to the Committee on ‘Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) to authorize the Secretary of’ War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and shells, to ‘the 
city of Carthage, Mo.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) to authorize the Secretary: of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and shells, to the 
city of Neosho, Mo.; to the Committee.on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5272) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and shells, to the 
city of Pineville, Mo.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 5273) to authorize the Seeretary of*War 
to furnish a German cannon, with carriage and sheds, ‘to ‘the 
city of Lamar, Mo.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5274) to authorize the Secretary of*War 
to furnish a German cannon, with -carriage: and: shéils, ‘to ‘the 
city of Nevada, Mo.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By .Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 5275) donating 
three captured-German-eannon or field guns andvcarriage to the 
city of-Gary, End. ;.to the Committee.on ‘Military. Affairs, 

Also, a bill €H.R..5276) -donating a.captured: cannon or field 
gun. and-cartiage: to:the city of. Goodland, Ind. ;:to:the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 5277) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Rogersville, Tenn.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and.Grounds. 

Also, a bill -€H. R.°5278) sto wrovide for the erection of a 
public building. iat (Elizabethton, Tenn.;:to the Committee on 
Public Buildings:and: Grounds. 

By Mr. WHAVER :A bill ‘€H.: R.'5279) for the purchase -of a 
site. and: the-erection of a post-oflice building at Fryon,'N. C.; to 
the Committee:on Public Buildings:and Grounds. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill €H..R. 4280) to authorize the 
President to dispose of real property by sale, exchange, lease, or 
otherwise; to the Gommittee:on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SIEGEL:.A bill (H.R. 5281) authorizing the Secre- 


‘tary of War to deliver to the State.of New York the cannon, 


machine «guns, or other military equipment captured by .the 
Twenty-seventh ‘and Seventy-seventh Divisions,.American [ix- 
peditionary Forces, during its service everseas; to ithe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H..R. 5282) -relating.to the 
maintenance of actions for death on the high-seas and other 
navigable waters ; to: the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. COADY:.A_-bill .€H. .R..5283) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to.donate.to. the city of. Baltimore, State-of Mary- 
land, German :cannons or -fieldpieees; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 5284) »to donate a 
captured cannon or gun to .the .cities: of Dubois and: Soda 
Springs, State of Idaho; to the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: .A. bill .(Hi:R. 5285) cauthorizing the 
Secretary: of War:to donate to:the.city.of Uniontown, Ky., one 
German cannon or -fieldpiece; to the Committee .on' ‘Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5286) to refund to the cor- 
porate authorities of Frederick City; Md., the sum of $200,000, 
exacted of them by the Gonfedevate. Army ander :Gen. Jubal 
Karly, July 9, 1864, under .penalty.of ‘burningssaid city ; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.. KETTNER:.A bill (H.R. 5287) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Calexico, Calif., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to. the Gommittee:on :Military. Affairs. 

By Mr, LANGLEY: A-bill ¢(H. RR. 5288) for the .relie’ of 
eontractors and subcontractors for the post ofiices and other 
buildings and work under the supervision of the Treasury De- 
partment, and for. other purposes ; to the Conunittee-on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH:.A bill .(H.:R. 5289) authorizing the 
acquisition of a site andithe-erection.thereon.of a Federal immi- 
gration building at El Paso, Tex.,:and. for housing and furnish- 
ing of offices to Federal ‘employees and the various depart- 
ments connected -and attached to the Immigration Depuart- 
ment, and dppropriating money therefor; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. GOODXYKOONTZ: A bill (H. R..5290) donating 2 
captured German vannon..r field gun and carriage to the town 
of Mullens, W. Va., for decoratix= purposes: to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, i 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5291) donating a.captured German:cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Pineville, W. Va., for 
decorative purposes; to-the Committee on Military.Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5292) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage:to the city. of Princeton, W. Va., for 
decorative purposes ; to.the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5293) donating a captured German canon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Union, W. Va., for 
decorative purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5204) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Logan, W. Va., for 
decorative. purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5295) denating a: eaptured-German cannon 
or field. gun and carriage to the city of Hinton, *W. Va., for 
decorative purposes ; to the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

Also, a Dill (H. R. 5296) donating a captured German cannon 
or. field gun and carriage to the city of Wayne, ‘W.) Va., for 
decorative purposes; to :the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘Also, a bill (H.R. 5297) donating a captured German-cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Williamson, W. Va., ‘for 
decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military :.Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HR. 5298) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and .carriage to the city of. Weleh, W.)¥a., :for 
decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5299) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Bluefield, W. Va., for 
decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5300) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and carriage to the city of Bramwell, W. Va., for 
decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) donating a captured German cannon 
or field gun and earriage to the city of Hamlin, W. Va., for 
decorative purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5802) t6 provide for the purchase of a site 
for a public building at Welch, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 5303) for the purchase of a 
post-office site at Bishopville, 8S. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5804) for the purchase of a post-oflice site 
at St. Matthews, 8S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5805) for the purchase of a post-office site 
at Batesburg, S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5306) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Columbia, 8. C., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 53807) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the cities of Sumter and Orangeburg, and to the towns 
of Lexington, St. Matthews, and Bishopville, all in South Caro- 
lina, each a German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5308) to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to establish standards of classification of commercial 
feed, to regulate the sale and shipment thereof in interstate 
and foreign commerce, to prevent deception with reference 
thereto, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5309) to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culiure to establish uniform standards of classification of fruits 
and vegetables, to provide for the use of such standards in 
interstate and foreign commerce, to prevent deception in refer- 
ence thereto, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5310) to stimulate the production, sale, 
and distribution of live-stock products, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5311) te reprint Senate 
Document No. 181, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 5312) to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for carrying out the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the operation of transportation systems while under 
Foferal control, for the just compensation of their owners, and 
fo other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918; committed to 
the Committee o the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. WALSH: Resolution (H. Res. 100) requesting cer- 
tain information from the Secretary of War in regard to the 
men imducted into the military service of the United States 
Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: Resolution (H. Res, 101) for the appoint- 
ment of a special committee to inquire into the methods of the 
Government in connection with certain financial functions: to 
the Committee on Rules. 

_ By Mr. FAIRFIELD: Resolution (H. Res. 102) requesting 
information concerning real estate taxation in the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

sy Mr. WALSH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 105) relating to 
the powers and duties of the office of President ; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

: 3y Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 106) providing for the disposition of the insurance of de- 
ceased officers and enlisted men of the military and naval forees; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 107) directing the payment 
of insurance to surviving relatives of officers and men of the 
U. S. S. Cyclops; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 

08) propesing to amend the Constitution of the United 
States to authorize uniform laws on the subject of marriage 
and divorce, and to provide penalties for enforcement; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOODYKOONTZ: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 109) 
proposing that “ Barnes's Federal Code, 1919,” be prima facie evi- 
dence of the laws therein contained in all courts of the United 
States and of its several States and Territories; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of Massa- 
ehusetts, protesting against the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Memorial from the Legislature 
of the State of Florida, asking Congress to provide the wild 
game in the Ocala district of the Florida National Forest; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: Memorial from the Legislature of 
Massachusetts, regarding the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Massachusetts, re- 
garding the Jews in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Memorial from the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, regarding the Jews in Poland; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Massachusetts, re- 
garding the daylight-saving law; to the Comreittee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. ROGERS: Memorial from the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, regarding the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. THOMPSON of Ohio: Memorial from the Legislature 
of Ohio, requesting the Secretary of War to make provision that 
all trophies of war captured by Ohio troops be collected and 
sent to Ohio to be kept as perpetual memorials; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: Memorial from the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, protesting against the repeal of the daylight-saving 
law. to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5313) granting an in- 
erease of pension to George W. Disbrow; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5314) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to confer upon David Davis the congressional 
medal of honor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 53815) granting a pension to Louis C. Baugh- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 53816) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Snider; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. Rh. 5317) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bonhomme; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5318) granting a pension to James P. 
3urns ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 5819) granting a pension to 
Helen Cecilia Schaarman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: A bill (H. R. 5320) granting a pen- 
sion to Ruth Baker Wyman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5321) granting a pension to John C. Hardy ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5322) granting an inerease of pension to 
George W. Weeks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5323) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Totman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5324) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate Bb. Horan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5825) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Carman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5326) granting a 
pension to Jesse Trower; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 5327) for the relief of Louis 
A. Cornthwaite; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5328) for the relief of sundry building 
and loan associations; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a’bill (H. R. 5329) for the relief of sundry building 
and loan associations; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5830) for the relief of sundry building 
and loan associations; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5381) for the relief of the Patterson Park 
Permanent Loan & Building Association, of Baltimore, Md. ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5832) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to make, execute, and deliver to the Safe 
Deposit & Trust Co., of Baltimore, trustee under the will of 
Florence B. Gelston, deceased, a deed in fee of lot 13 in res- 
ervation 11, in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 5333) to correct the military 
record of Peter Donnelly; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 5834) granting a pension to 
Carrie Abbitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to 
Jennie Lego; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 5336) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin W. Frisbie; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5337) granting a pension to William 
Thornton Parker: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODYKOONTZ: A bill (H. R. 5338) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of Marion Work- 
man, late of Company D, Fifth Virginia Infantry; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5339) granting a pension to 
Matilda Laswel!; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5340) granting a pension to Jennie Scho- 
fields ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5341) granting an increase of pension to 
Ina Sturdevant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 5342) granting an increase 
of pension to Wesley Koonce; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5348) for the relief of Samuel C. Koonce; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5344) for the relief of Gust Mihleder; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Arun- 
del Sand & Gravel Co. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5346) for the relief of the Eastern Trans- 
portation Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5347) granting a pension to 
George W. Johnston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3v Mr. JEFFERIS: A bill (H. R. 5348) for the relief of Mrs. 
Thomas McGovern ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 5349) for 
the relief of Thomas E. Philips; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5350) granting a pension to Elissa Bahlkow ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension 
to Eugene Clark ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5352) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi W. Easton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ly Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5853) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Crane; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 5354) for the relief of Margaret 
Speir; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5355) granting 
a pension to Dillion Collett; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5356) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 5857) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Sonders; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5358) granting an increase of pension 
to William A. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5359) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Holt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5360) granting an increase of pension to 
Fletcher P. Roberts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5361) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley Lambkin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5362) granting a pension to Nancy Cook; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5363) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Hammonds; to the.Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to David A. 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5365) granting a pension to Jesse :Kivette ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5366) granting a pension to Harry Noell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5367) granting a pension to Charles H. | 
Ricker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5368) granting a pension to William Estes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5369) granting a pension to William Craw- 
ford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5870) granting a pension to W. M. Balch; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5371) granting a pension to John Alford ; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) granting a pension to W. A. Nicely; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5873) granting a pension to Julia Sprinkle; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5874) granting a pension to Mary E. Hart- 
sell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 5875) granting an increase of 
pension to James Fleming; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 5876) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Aron Adamson ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5377) for the relief of Lawrence J. Kes- 
singer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5878) for the relief of Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Railway Co.; the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha Railway Co.; and the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Railway Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 5379) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Ivers; to the Conunittee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 5880) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5381) grant- 
ing a pension to Richard Cox ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 5382) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth T. Wells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel H. Gillson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5884) granting an increase of pension ‘o 
Daniel B. W. Stocking; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5885) granting an increase of pension 
to Benjamin A. Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5386) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Kohn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5887) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Hanford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5888) granting a pension to Robert A. 
Carnegie; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 5389) to reimburse William 
H. Allen as postmaster of Fairhaven, Mass., for certain money 
orders unlawfully issued; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 5390) granting relief to How- 
ard A. Moxley; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5391) granting relief to Irving J. Kelley; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 5392) granting a pension to 
Lucius P. Burress; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5393) granting a pension to Julius Scheuer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 5394) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Jewish citizens 
of South Bend, Ind., protesting against pogroms in Poland and 
Roumania ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Texas State Council of Defense, Dallas, 
indorsing the United States Employment Service and asking 
for continuance of same as permanent bureau under Depart- 
ment of Labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Union Label Trades Department of the 
American Federation of Labor, against men wearing the uni- 
form of the United States Army being used as guards for plant 
and buildings of Willys-Overland Co., at Toledo, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, petition of Norwood Christian Church, Norwood, Ohio, 
to grant all American Indians full rights of American citizen- 
ship; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

Also, petition of Solomon Badesch, chairman of executive 
committee of the combined Jewish organizations of Bridgeport, 
Conn., for defense of Jews in Poland, Ukrainia, and Roumania ; 
to the Committee on Fofeign Affairs. : ; 

Also, petition of 5,000.Jews assembled at mass meeting 1n 
Kansas City, against the persecution of Jews in European coun- 
tries; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of St. Nikala Society, No. 22, and 
others, relating to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, 
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By Mr. BURROUGHS : Letter of Percival H. Safford, jeweler, | 


Rochester, N: H., advocating the repeal ef section 905 of the 


revenue act of 1918; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, memorial of Wicwas Lake Grange, Meredith Center, 
N. H., requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 


Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, memorial of Loudon Center Grange, Loudon Center, 


N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture. 
Also, memorial of Mount Belknap Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Gilford, N. H., by Thomas BE. Hunt and Addie M. 


Parker, committee on resolution (Lakeport, N. H.), advocating 


the immediate repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Sunday School of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Chester, N. H., by William T. Owen, superintendent, 
protesting against lifting the ban on beer and wines; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Mount Belknap Grange, Gilford, N. H., 
urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Junior Grange, No. 150, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, by Ettie E. Swett, secretary, Grasmere, N. H., advocating 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, ; 

Also, memorial of optieal organizations of the State of New 
Hampshire, by Mr. George H. Brown, president New Hanypshire 
State Board of Examiners in Optometry, and Willie F. Bean, 
president Granite State Optometrical Association, advocating 
repeal of the tax imposed upon eyeglasses and spectacles under 
sections 900-907 of the revenue act of 1918; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Enterprise Grange No. 281, by E. J. Manor, 
secretary, Salem, N. H., advocating the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Portsmouth (N. H.) Chamber of Commerce, 
by E. H. Baker, secretary, advocating the continuance of the 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Prof. Winthrop E. Fiske, the Phillips Exeter 
Academy, Exeter, N. H., advocating the continuance of daylight 
saving; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of New Hampshire Retail Jewelers’ Associa- 
tion, by A. J. Potter, secretary, advacating the repeal of sections 
900-907 of Title IX of the revenue act of 1918; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Almon B. White Post No. 55, department 
of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the Republic, by Mr. J. H. 
Winslow, post commander, Whitefield, N. H., advocating larger 
pensions for Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the New Hampshire Academy of Science, 


by W. C. O’Kane, secretary, Durham, N. H., advocating the con- ; 


tinuance of the appropriation of $2,000,000 for the purchase of 


forest land in the White Mountains and southern Appalachians | 
during the fiscal year 1919-20; to the Committee on Agricul- | 


By Mr. COLE: Petition of Ohio Association of Volunteer Re- 


tired List, asking for the passage of a volunteer officers’ retired | 


bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petition of Whetstone Grange, No. 1953, Waldo, Ohio, | 


for repeal of daylight-saving plan; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


Also, petitions of 34 employees of Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 


Western Lines, Crestline, Ohio; Bueyrtis, Ohio, Local No. 142, 
Federation of Railroad Workers; and 167 members of the Ken- 
ton Lodge, No. 309, of the American Federation of Railroad 
Workers, favoring Government ownership of railroads; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of Local 558, J. B. of E. W., Shef- 


field, Ala., pertaining to nitrate plant, Muscle Shoals, Als.; to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CURRIE of Michigan: Petition of sundry citizens of | 


Grayling, Mich., against tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice 
cream ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition of First Christian 
Church, of Holden, Mo., to pass laws for enforcement of 


eighteenth amendment and war-time prohibition; to the Com- | 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DYER: Petitions of Gustin-Bacon Manufacturing Co., : 


Kansas City; Charles S, Lewis & Co., St. Louis; Wells-Hine 
Trust Co., Savannah; Lumaghi Coal Co., St. Louis; Dempster 
Mill Manufacturing Co., Kansas City; Niehoff-Schulze Grocery 
Co., St. Louis, all of Missouri, opposing repeal of the present zone 
System ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, petitions of the Boyd-Richardson Furnishing Goods 
Co. und Greenfield Bros., St. Louis, Mo., urging repeal of luxury 
tax ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of the Lumbermen’s Exchange of St. Louis, 
protesting against the Poindexter bill installing eight-hour day ; 
to the Committee on Labor, 

Also, petition of Mallinckrodt Chemical Works, Eugene Smith, 
B. F. Rohs, T. W. Van, Samuel Plant, C. L. Rodges, W. J. Jen- 
kins, W. T. Meyer, Skinner & Kennedy Stationery Co., Chicago 
Mili & Lumber Co., Dolz Cooperage Corporation, H. B. Wallace, 
the Brecht Co., and T. A. Dooley, all of St. Louis, Mo., opposing 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Postal Telegraph & Cable Co., 
urging release of telegraphic lines; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock Exchange of Chi- 
| cago, Ill., for legislation deprecating unfair publicity of regula- 
| tive bodies; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution urging increased appropriation for the ani- 
mal-disease eradication work of the Bureau of Animal Industry ; 

' to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of R. E. P. on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul system, per Edward Radtke, ehairman, 546 Twentieth 
Street, Milwaukee, Wis., for Government control of railroads; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. FESS: Petition of Clinton County (Ohio) Pomona 
Grange, on behalf of repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, ; 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Bellefontaine, Ohio, protesting against repeal of war- 
time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Armour & Coa., of 
Chicago, Ill., opposing repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of New Amster- 
dam Casualty Co. and Almurall & Co. (Inec.), New York City, 
against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Columbia Graphophone Co., New York, against 
Department of Labor Employment Service; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, petition of National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago, Ii., 
favoring approved constructive legislation affecting live-stock 
and meat industries; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of sundry Jugo-Slavic organiza- 





tions of Uniontown, Republic, Shoaf, and Edenborn, in the 
twenty-third congressional district, State of Pennsylvania, 


against a subjugation of any part of their mother country to 
Italy ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a petition signed by citizens of Brownsville, Pa., not to 
repeal war-time prohibition, as recommended in the President's 
message ; to the Committee of the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Resolution of Division 
| No. 4, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Providence, R. 1., in 
| Opposition to league of nations if Ireland is excluded therefrom 
as a free and independent State; te the Committee on Foreign 
| Affairs. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Petition of jewelers of San Diego, Calif., 
protesting against ‘the tax on jewelry; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Riverside Chamber of Commerce, Riverside, 
Calif., protesting against repeal of daylight-saving act; to the 

Committee on Agriculture. 

| Also, petitions from Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
Big Pine; Presbyterian Church, Baptist Church, Methodist 
Chureh, Brawley; Fairmount Methodist Episcopal Church, 
| Hast San Diego; Women’s Home Missionary Society ; Women's 
| Foreign Missionary Society; and Ladies Aid Society of the 
| First Methodist Church of Riverside, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, protesting against repealing war-time prohibition; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLECZKA: Petition of sundry citizens, 780 in number, 
| of Milwaukee, Wis., urging against luxury tax and asking for 
' repeal of same; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employees of Standard Paper Co., ef Milwau- 
kee, Wis., and the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Milwau- 
kee, Wis., against repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of organizations of Jugo-Slavs, relative to peace 
treaty ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of several hundred citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., 
| for the repeal of the so-called luxury tax; to the Committee on 
| Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of Harry Ward and sundry 
| other citizens of Montclair, and citizens of Maplewood, N. J., 
| protesting against luxury tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice 
‘ cream ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of organizations of Jugo-Slavs, relative to peace 
treaty ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: Resolutions adopted at meeting in Hart- 
ford, Conn., for withdrawal of American troops from Russia}; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted by meeting of citizens of Hartford, 
Conn., for repeal of the espionage act; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of West Granby, 
Conn., against repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUFKIN: Resolutions adopted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives -of Massachusetts, protesting against the repeal of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of the Charles F. Slade Co., 
protesting against the passage of Senate bills 551 and 611; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., for the 
repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. S. Greey, N. McDonald, Abraham C. Sper- 
ling, O. Brines, H. Wrights, Hugh A. Sloan, all of Buffalo, 
N. Y., for the repeal of section 907, subdivision 1 (toilet arti- 
cles), and subdivision 2 (medicinal preparations) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of many hundred residents of 
Onondaga and Cortland Counties, N. Y., requesting the repeal 
of the present tax in the revenue law on sodas, soft drinks, and 
ice cream ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of many residents of Syracuse, N. Y., requesting 
the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of numerous members of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Cincinnatus, N. Y., protesting against the repeal of 
war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary, . 

Also, petition of many farmers of Dryden, Cortland County, 
N. Y., requesting the repeal of the daylight-saving act; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of many residents of Manlius, N. Y., protesting 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Petition of Frank Kastl 
and Ludwick Smouse, of Bruno; W. A. Baldroen, of Broken 
sow; John H. Brown, John Curry, D. E. Haney, R. T. Wilson, 
J. A. Van Matre, George Sahler, P. E. Drummond, Mrs. John 
Curry, Mrs. George Merrick, I. T. McCaskey, Mrs. G. W. Gates, R. 
©. Gormley, G. W. Gates, George Merrick, H. A. Merrick, Mrs. 
George Zahler, Mrs. M. Howe, Elizabeth Zeilinger, M. E. Cyphers, 
Mrs. John Harper, Mrs. C. E. Hunter, Mrs. J. H. Brown, Mrs. 
©. H. Wandt, Mrs. A. T. Drawbaugh, Hugh Halen, C. E. Hunter, 
A. T. Isanbaugh, Dave Curry, and C. H. Wandt, of David City; 
Mrs. M. S. Burgess, Mrs. Edward Hallenbach, Maria Merscheim, 
Mrs. P. W. Dericks, Mrs. R. T. Wilson, Mrs. George Burgess, 
Mrs. Mae Stryker, Catharine Barker, Mrs. Ida Holdermoss, 
Mrs. R. Wilson, H. W. Burgess, N. V. Hill, A. FE. Selden, A. LL. 
Selden, B. F. Scott, J. P. Perine, Frances From, B. A. Kellen- 
bach, P. W. Hericks, A. R. Brock, H. C. Stryker, R. E. Stryker, 
O. E. Wade, J. A. Johnson, J. H. Downing, George Merrick, 
George Dechert, A. W. Harris, Claude Merrick, A. O. Wickert, 
G. N. Chambers, and Anna Chambers, of Rising Sun; J. C. 
McGrew, P. H. Holcomb, B. A. Kollenbach, and Mrs. W. S. 
Funkherser, of Shelby; Robert Owens, Anton Schelley, H. E. 
Dixon, F. R. Leighty, A. R. Hughes, Llewelyn Jones, William G. 
Chase, E. J. Pyle, R. H. Jones, E. H. Closs, Edward A. Jones, 
H. D. Ebhard, Daniel Spoon, William Spoon, R. E. Robert, M. M. 
Miller, Hugh Williams, Hatinah Roberts, Mrs. R. E. Roberts, 
Mrs. Evan Closs, Mrs. M. M. Miller, J. R. Clayton, E. Tradt, 
Ed Theissin, E. J. Hollister, Paul Schmiding, Theo. A. Hehmic, 
John Rickeir, jr.. H. Marple, H. F. Henry, C. J. Werner, L. N. 
Adkins, E. G. Adkinson, J. T. Jones, H. O. Roberts, Chris 
Roberts, O. M. Robert, William Spoon, T. E. Roberts, W. H. 
Barg, Alfred Jones, William Class, E. Ingram, J. S. Dawson, 
D. R. Windle, A. Manz, R. L. Boswell, J. A. Kelly, W. J. Kelly, 
L.. E. Kelly, Henry Kemp, A. T. Kemp, C. C. Ellis, R. H. Closs, 
I’ G. Reed, Thomas Jones, Stanley Miles, Clay Cole, Evan 
Hughes, U. G. Chapman, G. Halmrichs, John B. Goes, George 
Aden, C. E. Trump, F. T. McGrew, Mahlon Neumann, C. F. Finch, 
William Kelly, E. H. Ray, Joe Cole, Dave Humphreys, W. L. 
Jones, M. T. Bell, F. F. Roderick, J. Evans, J. E. Blevins, P. S. 
Goin, George G. Hardy, A. J. Ellison, Elmer West, H. H. Darner, 
H. 8. Mathews, A. F. Dillow, G. E. O’Brien, J. A. Johnson, F. J. 
Sedalck, H. H. Neal, D. E. Hardy, T. A. Bradley, Guy Kinney, 
Roy L. Earnhart, J. C. Richardson, O. Wiederhold, Mrs. O. Wie- 
derhold, F. H. Beedle, C. R. Palmer, Edith L. Cole, T. C. Woods, 
E. B. Jamison, and Oswald Jones, of Wymore ;A. R. Zimmerman, 


B. P. Burke, M. C. Barmore, G. Rabel, M. E. Doenell, F. P. Perry, 
J. W. Beirmer, Elvin Beesmer, C. L. Barmon, H. Leinweber, and 
John Yostle, of Adams; A. R. Zimmerman, Vhtid Fitkd, M. 
Trauermeitt, W. H. Roberts, and Milton Pribyl, of Barneston; 
C. H. Doyle, A. T. Lam, L. B. Allgire, and W. Kaufmann, of 
Beatrice; T. A. Johnson, of Filley; G. B. Smith, W. E. Whitta- 
ker, W. E. Chamberlin, W. H. Steffenson, H. Limenmeyer, W. A. 
McMichael, A. R. Morris, C. H. Cavett, L. E. Smith, L. Hinman, 
W. J. Ellis, R. C. Wilson, J. F. Custer, S. F. Snyder, H. O. Dill, 
O. E. Bishop, Joseph W. Merrill, A. J. Reedy, H. C. Van Nest, 
F. W. Lewis, A. E. Chase, John Humphrey, A. C. Willis, R. Y. 
Martin, D. W. Yather, J. O. Vanbuskirk, B. Fritz, B. Williams, 
Lew Bolender, H. O. Smith, D. Wender, J. Jenkins, Mrs. F. D. 
Allington, W. C. Linscott, G. A. Thoman, Marce Witzenburg, 
Calvin Duncan, J. H. Neese, B. J. Wandersee, L. F. Haverland, 
W. W. Foreman, Robert Humphry, A. E. Barker, P. W. Whit- 
taker, Mrs. R. W. Brownawell, Mrs. H. W. Stephenson, Mrs. 
Henry Packard, Lloyd Marvin, Mrs. Nelson Morris, Mrs. C. B. 
Marvin, Mrs. W. C. Linscott, Mrs. R. R. Steele, Edward W. 
Morris, Eldon Havelone, Alfred Morris, J. H. Childres, Earl 
Viney, J. J. Brownawell, E. Monon, H. D. Cavett, Roy M. Smith, 
Jess Kimberly, R. N. Woodruff, Rey. C. B. Hope, J. J. Blevins, 
A. Thomson, R. Cavett, I’. E. Rice, Virgil Trunp, F. Patton, 
L. M. Smith, R. W. Wilson, John Humphrey, R. R. Steele, G. H. 
Hevelone, William Haverland, F. H. Wondersee, L. G. Berg, 
H. A. Fauver, W. I’. Faweer, Oscar Humphrey, E. J. Delehaut, 
W. H. Steffenson, Nelson Morris, T. F, Whittaker, R. W. Browna- 
well, Henry Packard, Carl Linsenmeyer, P. R. Clinton, and 
J. W. Roberts, of Blue Springs; W. D. Cathcart, of Beatrice ; 
I. J. Blyth and Thomas Vasey, of Blue Springs; G. H. Doyle, of 
Beatrice; W. H. Reed, G. G. Lewis, P. J. Chapman, Frank Won- 
dersee, Fred Retchless, Henry Trump, Latie Miller, Frank Ab- 
ney, C. W. Hawkins, George F. Harpste, H. Schock, Glen Ter- 
willeger, S. H. Terwillegar, C. S. Jurais, John Petersen, William 
Craig, A. B. Allington, E, E. Cyamhfit, 8. A. Smith, O. Wilzen- 
burg, J. W. Marples, D. J. Mosher, Frank Wise, William B. 
Miller, Cyrus Houghton, E. A. Williams, P. P. Whittaker, D. W. 
Lawson, G. H. Davis, J. W. Hawthorn, Elmer D. Walker, and 
D. N. Willet, of Blue Springs; Maurice Evans, of Barneston ; 
T. O. Jones, L. C. McPheron, B. J. Martin, Will Humphrey, G. 
Shoff, H. J. Trauemicht, and R. L. Boswell, of Blue Springs; 
Arthur Evans, of Barneston; W. E. Garrett, B. F. Garrett, 
Lewis Cruff, J. B. Bigger, H. H. Leymanster, I. V. Leymaster, 
H. R. Truss, Joe Hanson, G. C. Rupp, J. A. Davis, O. 8S. Swed- 
berg, Joseph Hofbaner G. Rekermann, Ira Smith, D. H. Saylor, 
N. S. Cole, W. I. Worthington, I. H. Otto, Jerome Fye, L. H. 
Caulkins, S. J. Ryan, Robert C. Meredith, C. E. Bradbury, FP. J. 
Kremer, E. E. Mumford, C. A. Hirans, August Schertz, C. A. 
Kemper, F. W. Hammond, J. H. Stokesbury, C. R. Medaris, 
G. W. Moore, E. L. Kempon, E. P. Titman, H. C. Rahmeyer, 
O. A. Lunguist, Ross Goethe, J. E. Winter, J. M. Springer, G. I. 
Damonde, R. P. Guigsby, O. G. Wright, J. I. Zebr, J. ©. Schrock, 
and John Hagg, of Aurora; Carl G. Bamesherger, L. © Albrogge, 
John Bamesberger, H. C. Bamesberger Sam Troester, J. 1. 
Bamesberger, W. C. Troester, Carl Troester, W. H. Troester, 
J. A. Casteed, and Carl G. Bamesberger, of Hampton; G. M. 
White, A. Wilson, E. Lewis and G. W. Fox, of Harvard; Walter 
Salmon, H. G. Fulton, and William Miller, of Stockham; Clara 
IE. Micke, H. A. McCormick, Lee H. Mickey, Eleazer McCormick, 
Emma Baker, L. B. Reitz, and Ellamina Reitz, of Osceola; C. C. 
McCormick and Willard L. McCormick, of Silver Creek; A. F. 
Jeline and Frank S. Kucera, of Crete; Simon Bovez, Ernst 
Kemper, W. J. Natehka, E. G. Wolesensky, William Sehnert, 
John T. Jones, Frank Roland, William MclIlnay, J. Widick, 
Ignace Novsk, Charles C. Front, Woodley Crick, Edwin F. Crick, 
and John R. Bovey, of Dorchester; Frank Vaura and Frank J. 
Hanis, of Bruno; Alex. Robb, J. M. Hall, F. A. Hass, E. C. 
Stillger, Carl E. Anderson, Richard Hageman, N. O. Young- 
strom, Finley Walter, Nels Monson, G. F. Wagner, H. Kraft, 
Sadie A. Nightingale, Olga Hass, C. Charburg, Hugo Stees, 
Loue Blair, L. Harden, William Pobloth, J. F. Olson, A. J. Olson, 
Charles Smith, Albert Hanke, Edward Schenneman, B. H. 
Dahim, William Trimm, Karl Hengen, Fred Harden, Ned Hage- 
man, Horace J. Ort, Charles Hieifeld, Herman Hanke, A. J. 
Barry, Emil Rexilius, A. Soland, W. Martin, L. W. Hass, August 
Scheuneman, Albert Hageman, H. H. Williamson, W. Sackett, 
W. Smith, Magnus Hanron, Oscar Hagstram, C. J. Anderson, 
H. C. Jordan, John Krueger, August Noerenberg, and Erie 
Charberg, of Ithaca; John F. Proskovet, Joseph A.- Feyau, 
Charles F. Fujan, and Joseph J. Sousek, of Malmo; Charles 
Nebenhem, of Memphis; John A. Stuchlik, J. S. Jambor, F. 
Kellner, A. E. Stucklek, Joseph A. Smitily, Mike Shanderson, 
Joe Havlovic, Joe W. Sedlacek, A. Snilily, Anton W. Sedlacek, 
Andreas Havlovin, Andrew J. Havlovec, F. A. Stuchlik, E. ee 
Nilaz, Frank V. Woita, Joseph J. Ratkovec, Joseph Vanek, 
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Ferdinand Fujan, James Harlowe, James Rezmcek, Joe W. 
Koranda, John Hauloric, A. B. Sabata, C. J. Havlorie, Louis J. 
Stadley, Ed. G. Shaudera, Louisa Shandera, Leo Kantar, Charles 
R. Kubik, Joseph N. Paseka, Frank Eger, jr., Y. Sabata, Frank 
Rernicok, Wend. Kubik, and Vaclar Koranda, of Prague; Leo 
Kantar and J. J. Bash, of Valparaiso; Olin F. Johnson, C. F. 
Charling, D, D. Danis, A. C. Knapp, F. F. Smith, W. M. Zinke, 
and George Landenschlagr, of Wahoo; Charles Woita, Vaclav 
Hruska, Jacob Woita, W. Polak, Vaclav Kastl, Frank Koranda, 
Frank V. Woita, John Egr, Joseph V. Mack, Theo C. Pospisel, 
Joe J. Maly, Frank Pospisel, Emil Maly Frank J. Souset, 
Vaclar Pospisel, Anton Woita, J. F. Krutky, James Egr, Anton 
V. Novak, Joseph J. Woita, Joseph Egr, Louis J. Stadky, Joseph 
N. Paseka, Joseph Tomsicek, and Anton Pospisel, of Weston; 
W. C. Weber, Allie Hackworth, C. F. Weber, A. J. Weber, A. C. 
Bennett, F. Eggerling, jr., H. Davis, C. T. Gausman, J. I. Rogers, 
Fred C. Eggerling, R. H. Dubbe, Carl Wefeb, John Sell, Arthur 
Sell, F. A. Freeman, Martin Eggerling, P. H. Gerken, O. W. 
Anderson, A. C. Anderson, Ed Wehrs, and W. H. Ahlischwede, 
of Milford ; George L. Eberspacker, C. F. Eberspacker, G. Ebers- 
packer, W. J. Curtis, L. R. Gake, Jacob Spahn, J. F. Bender, 
William Bender, Henry Hillman, George Bender, Herman Bohl- 
man, H. F. Ahlschwede, Rudolf Bender, and P. W. Bender, of 
Seward; Casper Mikkelson and Will Davis, of Utica; D. Jagels, 
Arthur Jagels, Louis Jagels, William Glasoats, John Schroeder, 
Ralph Voigt, Walter E. Voigt, M. S. Crockett, C. D. Prith, Roy 
Perninger, A. W. Wehrly, John Penninger, Martin Rodenberg, 
Ray Beckey, F. I. Miller, H. H. Jagels, C. C. Fosnot, John H. 
Emmers, G. Harnud, August Borine, Henry Holtzen, Rev. John 
Meyer, P. W. Natzke, J. C. Pegette, G. Deering, J. H. Neeyer, 
Peter Mudler, Emil L. Meyer, Theo. Holtzen, J. F. Poppe, C. H. 
Meyer, L. E. Henisoth, E. Poppe, John Flathman, G. Groshems, 
Fred Harmy, August Schuekenberg, H. E. Mueller, H. H. Meyer, 
H. B. Rossmiller, C. H. Bartels, Theo. Bergt, Albert Bohling, 
Arthur Holtzen, Conrad Buethe, Ben Ross, John N. Herman, 
and Carson Doring, of Davenport; Albert Bohling, August 
Borine, and Louis Jagels, of Deshler ; H. D. Cob, of Charleston ; 
Fred Fender, of Lushton; G. M. Jose, of MeCool; D. F. Broad- 
well, W. H. Francis, J. N. Ankeny, John Wallace, W. M. Jose, 
©. M. Anderson, F. D. Saddoris, H. L. Charlton, George Martin, 
M. W. Green, Charles S. MeNeill, F. Pruitt, George Lunney, 
and J. A. Reece, of York, all of the fourth congressional district 
of Nebraska, for repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: Resolution adopted by the su- 
preme board of directors of the Knights of Columbus of In- 
diana, in State convention assembled, earnestly urging our 
honored President and other distinguished American delegates 
to use every effort to procure a fair hearing of the representa- 
tives of the Irish nation before the peace conference ; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petitions of the Sunset Publishing House and 
the Northern California Grocers’ Association, of San Francisco, 
Calif., protesting against the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from Marshal Hale and 262 citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, for the repeal of the luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Service Motor Truck Co. 
(Wabash, Ind.), John Tiedejen, Broadway Garage, Victor Seely, 
*arthey Muller Cooler Garage, Cas. D. Faller Decatur Garage, 
Hughes Garage & Repair Co., Thomas McGlyne, Kootman’s 
Garage, and Giobe Garage, all of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging re- 
moval of sales tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Earl H. Brooks, New Amsterdam Casualty 
Co., Chamber of Commerce of State of New York, and J. W. 
Allen Service Motor Truck Co. (Wabash, Ind.), against repeal 
of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. QUIN: Petition of citizens of Natchez, Adams County, 
Miss., in behalf of the freedom of Ireland; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Petition of Greene County 
Farm Bureau, Jersey County Farm Bureau, and Cass County 
Farm Bureau, all of Illinois, favoring repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hugh Whitlaw and other citizens of Jersey 
County, Ill, against importation of Argentine corn; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of International Association of Electrical 
Workers, against employment of present director of Muscle 
Shoals, Ala.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Centenary Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Jacksonville; Fred Grant and 34 other citizens, of Timewell, 









IlL, against repeal of war-time prohibition law; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Trades and Labor Assembly, Jadisonville, 
Ill., indorsing Towner educational bill; to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution adopted by Lodge No. 602, 
Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, petitioning five years’ further 
Government control of railroads, by G. E. Jennison, president, 
Los Angeles, Calif.; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, letter of Miss Frances S. Voegelein, president of Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, Westwood, Calif., urging retention 
of the war-time prohibition legislation ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Red Bluff Chamber of Commerce, of Red 
Bluff, Calif., indorsing the soldier-settlement plan; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROSE: Resolutions adopted by citizens of Blair 
County, Pa., protesting against the persecution of Jews in Poland 
and other eastern European countrjes ; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of 84 residents of 
Lyndonville, N. Y., and vicinity, urging the repeal of the tax on 
sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 80 residents of Lyndonville, Medina, and 
vicinity, urging the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and 
ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 62 residents of South Lima, N. Y., and 
vicinity, urging the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and 
ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of the seven- 
teenth congressional district of Illinois, protesting against 
modification of war-time prohibition act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNELL: Petition of citizens of Plattsburg, N. Y., 
for repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Ohio: Petition of Ohio Valley Retail 
Shoe Dealers’ Association, asking for repeal of luxury tax; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Toledo Chevrolet Motor Co., Toledo, Ohio, 
protesting against the continuation of the United States Em- 
ployment Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Ohio Association Volunteer Retired Lisi, 
Columbus, Ohio, appealing to Congress to favor the passage of 
the volunteer officers’ retirement bill; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Elm Grove Sunday School of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Van Wert, Ohio, protesting against the res- 
toration of license permitting the sale of beer and wine; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and the 
Presbyterian Church, both of Ottawa, Ohio, protesting against 
the repeal or modification of war-time prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of post-office clerks, with regard to 
salaries for special clerks; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. VAILE: Petition of the Denver Trades and Labor As- 
sembly, for an appropriation to continue the women in indus- 
try service of the Department of Labor; to the Committee on 
Labor. . 

By Mr. WASON: Letter of Mr. J. C. Derby, Concord, N. H., 
advocating the repeal of the luxury tax on jewelry; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Haverhill Grange, No. 212, of Haverhill, 
N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Cheshire Grange, No. 131, Keene, N. H., 
George E. Newman, master; Ethel B. Davis, secretary, urging 
the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Luida E. Hutchinson and 32 other members 
of Antrim Grange, No. 98, of Antrim, N. H., urging the repeal 
of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Milford, asking the retention 
of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: Petition signed by 275 citizens of 
Porter County, Ind., asking enactment of laws to enforce war- 
time and constitutional prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 

Also, petition signed by many residents of the tenth congres- 
sional district of Indiana, praying that a tariff be laid upon 
Argentine corn; to the Committee on Agriculture. ‘ 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SENATE. 
Tuespay, June 10, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we thank Thee that we have lived through the 
days that have shown that men count something dearer to them 
than life. We thank Thee that men have been willing to stake 
their fortunes and their lives upon great ideals. We thank 
Thee that Thou hast given Thy blessing to those who have con- 


seerated themselves to the higher things. We pray that we may | 


catch the spirit of all-the men who have sacrificed and suffered 
and died, that we, too, may carry on that work, counting not 
our lives dear unto us, that we may fulfill the divine purpose 
in us and accomplish God’s will in this great Nation. Bless us 
to-day in the discharge of the duties that are upon us. For 
Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Smoor and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading Was dispensed with and the Jour- 
nal was approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 

Concurrert resolution. 


Be it resolwed by the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii (the House 
of Representatives concurring), That the Congress of the United States 
of America be, and it is hereby, requested to amend section 2 of the 
act of Congress approved March 28, 1916, relating to the powers of the 
board of harbor commissioners of the Territory of Hawaii so as to 
authorize the said beard of harbor commissioners to make toll or ton- 
nage charges on freight passing over or acress wharves, docks, quays, 
bulkheads, and landings in the Territory of Hawaii by changing the 
word ‘‘except’’ in said section to read “ including,” so that said sec- 
tion, as amended, will read as set forth in the bill hereto attached and 
made a part of this resolution and marked “‘ Exhibit A,” and so as to 
authorize the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to make certain 
amendments to the law relating to the board of harbor commissioners ; 
and be it further 

Resolved by the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That copies of this resolution and of said 
Exhibit A, all duly certified, be forwarded by the secretary of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States of 
America and to the Territorial Delegate to said Congress and to the 
Secretary of the Interior of the United States. 


EXHIBIT A. 


An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled “‘An act to ratify, approve, 
and confirm sections 1, 2, and 3 of an act duly enacted by the Legis- 
lature of the Territory of Hawaii relating to the board ef harbor 
commissioners of the Territory, as herein amended, and amending 
the laws relating thereto,” appreved March 28, 1916. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 

SecTION 1. Section 2 of an act entitled “An act to ratify, approve, 
and confirm sections 1, 2, and 3 of an act duly enacted by the is- 
lature of the Territory of Hawaii relating to the board of harbor com- 
missioners of the Territory, as herein amended, and amending the laws 
relating thereto,” approved March 28,1916,is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

“ Sec. 2. Section 685 of the Revised Laws of Hawaii, 1915, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“*Sec. 685. Powers and duties of board: Said board shall have 
and exercise al] the powers and shall perform all the duties which may 
lawfully be exercised by or under the Territory of Hawaii relative to 
the control and management of the shores, shore waters, navigable 
streams, harbors, harbor and water-front improvements, ports, docks, 
wharves, quays, bulkheads, and landings belonging to or controlled by 
the Territory, and the shipping using the same, and shall have the 
authority to use and permit and regulate the use of the wharves, piers, 
bulkheads, quays, a landings belonging to or controlled by the Ter- 
ritory for receiving or discharging passengers and for loading and land- 
ing merchandise, with a right to collect wharfage and demurrage 
thereon or therefor, and, subject to all applicable provisions of law, to 
fix and regulate from time to time rates for services rendered in moor- 
ing vessels, charges for the use of moorings belonging to or controlled 
by the Territory, rates or charges for the services of — wharfage 
or demurrage, rents or charges for warehouses or warehouse space, for 
office or office space, for storage of freight, goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, for storage space for the use of donkey engines, derricks 
or other equipment belonging to the Territory under the contro] ot 
the board, and to make other charges, including toll or tonnage 
charges on freight passing over or across wharves, docks, quays, b - 
heads, or landings. ‘The beard shall likewise have power to appoint 
and remove clerks, wharfingers and their assistants, pilots and pilot- 
boat crews, and all such other employees as may be necessary, and to 
fix their compensation ; to make rules and r lations pursuant to this 
chapter and not inconsistent with law; generally shali have all 
powers necessary fully to carry out the provisions of this chapter. 

“All moneys appropriated for harbor improvements, including new 
construction, reconstruction, repairs, salaries, and operating expenses, 
shali be expended under the supervision and contro] of the board, sub- 
ject to the provisions of this chapter 100. All contracts and agree- 
ments authorized by law to be entered into by the board shall be exe- 
cuted on its behalf by its chairman. 

“*The board shall prepare and submit annually to the governor a 
report of its official acts during the preceding calendar year, together 
— its recommendations as to harbor improvements throughout the 
Territory.’ ” 


JUNE 10, 


Sxc..2. The Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii may amend er 
repeal section 685 of the Revised Laws of Hawaii, 1915, as amended 
by section 2 of the act of Congress approved March 28, 1916, save and 
eae portion thereof as relates to the public lands of the Terri- 

of Hawaii. 
“". 3. This act shall take effect upon its approval. 
THe SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF Hawau, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, Aprit 8, 1919. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was finally adopted 
by the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 8, A. D. 1919. 


President of the ‘Senate. 


Clerk of the "Senate. 
Tue House of REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWAL, 
Honolulu, Hascaii, April 2, 1919. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
— of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 2, A. D. 


Speaker House of Represcntatives. 


Clerk House of Representatives. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 6. 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, FourtiH SESSION, 
To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 


We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
in fourth reguiar session assembled, do most respectfully and earnestly 
represent that: 

Whereas the salt-herring industry of Alaska is of the greatest impor- 
tance to the people of the Territory of Alaska as well as to the people 
of the United States, as this industry has steadily grown from an out- 
pot of 8,956 barrels in 1915, 18,079 barrels in 1916, and 22,557 bar- 
rels in 1917, to 105,394 Larrels during the past. year; and 

Whereas with the ending of the World War it will be impossible for this 
industry to be sustained without governmental aid to offset the ad- 
vantage European producers have in the New York market on account 
ef low trans-Atlantic freight rates ; and 

Whereas the cost of shipping 2 barrel of salt fish from points in Europe 
to New York or Philadelphia is but $2 per barrel against the cost of 
over $6 per barrel for freight on Alaska herring to the same points ; 


and. ; 
Whereas the fishing industry of Alaska should be fostered, built up, and 
expanded : 


Therefore we, your memorialists, would respectfully pray that the 
Congress of the United States pass the necessary legislation, placing an 
import duty on foreign salt herring of not less than $3 per barrel, 
as the only hope of the survival of this important industry seems to be 
through protection of the extent of this freight differential. 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, That 
copies of this memorial be furnished by the secretary of the Territory of 
Alaska to the President of the United States Senate, the Speaker of the 
United States House of Representatives, to the Representatives and 
Senators in Congress from the State of Washington, and to the Delegate 
to Congress from Alaska ; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Delegate to Congress from Alaska be, and the 
same hereby is, urged to give this matter his attention to the end that 
the necessary relief may be granted. 3 3 

And for this relief we, your memorialists, will ever pray. 

Adopted by the House April 19, 1919. 

BE. J. WHITe, 


Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Harry F. Morton, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


JAMES FRAWLEY, 
President of the Senate. 


T. M. ReEep, 
Secretary of the Scnate. 

Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Che- 
topa, Rock, Lyndon, Wichita, Hackney, Wakefield, Luray, Re- 
public, Kansas City, Winfield, Highland, Tonganoxie, Beloit, 
Chiles, Belleville, Overbrook, Colony, Lincoln, Topeka, and Em- 
poria, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the 
repeal of war-time prohibition, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Rone Grange, No. 1812, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Haven, Kans., and a petition of Ninnescah 
Grange, No. 1878, Patrons of Husbandry, of Sylvia, Kans., pray- 
ing for the ratification of the proposed league of nations treaty, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. — 

He also presented a petition of the Motor Trades Association 
of Topeka, Kans., and a petition of sundry citizens of Anthony, 
Kans., praying for the repeal of the so-called “luxury ” tax, 
which wert referred to the Committee on Finance. it 

He also presented petitions of the Rotary Club of Wichita, 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Salina, of the county commis- 
sioners of Wyandotte County, of the Central Labor Union of 
Hutchinson, of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Wichita, and 
of sundry citizens of Wichita, all in the State of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the continuance ef the United States Employment Serv- 
ice, which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


Adopted by the Senate April 25, 1919. 


Attest: 
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He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 1520, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Oswego, Kans, and a petition of Local Grange 
No. 118, Patrons of Husbandry, of Olathe, Kans., praying. for 
the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 221, Boiler 
Makers, Iron Ship Builders and Helpers of America, of Pitts- 
burg, Kans., and a petition of sundry citizens of Mulberry, Kans., 
praying for Government ownership of railroads, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Teachers’ Association of 
McPherson, Kans., praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of education, which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have a communication from the secretary 
of the Arkansas Bankers’ Association, incorporating a resolu- 
tion adopted by that association at its twenty-ninth annual 
State convention at Little Rock, in favor of the ratification of 
the league of nations covenant and peace treaty. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LENROOT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Racine, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal of war-time pro- 
hibition, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Havre, 
Mont., remonstrating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montana, 
praying for the independence of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice 
and fair dealing in connection with, peace deliberations, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Winslow, Monroe, Du Quoin, Peru,-La Salle, Ottawa, Browns, 
and Champaign, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN. I present a telegram from C, L. Draper, 
chairman of the Public Service Commission of Wyoming, rela- 
tive to control of wire systems, which I ask to have printed in 
the REcorD. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 

CHBYENNE, Wyo., June 9, 1919. 
Hon. F. FE. WARREN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Regarding return of wires to private ownership, commission favors 
and recommends return June 30, 1919. Willing that present rates estab- 
lished under Federal control remain in effect until commission determines 
their reasonableness by investigation and hearing, if deemed necessary, 
for protection of companies. Investigation and hearing can be held in 
Wyoming in the early future after return of wires. 

PuBLic SERVICE COMMISSION of WYOMING, 
By C. L. Draper, Chairman. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the St. Alouizia Society, 
of Rock Springs, Wyo., praying for the independence of the 
Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair dealing in connection with 
peace deliberations, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: , 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of 
Sheridan, Wyo., remonstrating against the proposed extension of 
the Yellowstone National Park, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Sundance, Wyo., remonstrating against the 
repeal of war-time prohibition, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the House of 
Representatives of the Commonwealth of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, which was.referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
HOUSE OF RBPRESENTATIVES, 
May 28, 1919. 

Ordered, That the Massachusetts House of Representatives hereby 
expresses its abhorrence of the cruelties now being inflicted upon the 
Jews in Poland, and urges the Government of the United States to 
take such steps as may be necessary to insuse life and liberty to the 
Jewish inhabitants of the newly created Poland—a country which 
owes its existence as a free and independent State to the Allies and 
to the United States, in whose armies the Jewish people have con- 
tributed their full share of service and sacrifice—and that it is the 
hope and expectation of the House of Representatives of Massachu- 
setts that Poland, which has suffered greatly from oppression, will 
not herself become an oppressor; and be it further 

Ordered, That the clerk of the house of representatives be directed 
to send to the President of the United States, to the Secretary of 
State of the United States, and to the Senators and Representatives 


in Congress from this Commonwealth a copy of this order. 
Adopted. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL. 
A true copy. 


Attest : 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk, 
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Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of sundry employees of 
the Forbes Lithograph Manufacturing Co., of Chelsea, Mass., 
remonstrating against the repeal of the so-called daylight-sav- 
ing law, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of the Labor Council of 
San Francisco, Calif., praying for the submission of the pro- 
hibition amendment to a referendum of the people, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. FERNALD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Lewiston, Me., praying for the repeal of the so-called luxury 
tax, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


NATIONAL BUDGET SYSTEM. 






Mr. KNOX. From the Committee on Rules I report back 
favorably Senate resolution 58, with an amendment, and I sub- 
mit a report (No. 12) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. I think it will require no discus- 
sion. It is self-explanatory. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 1, after the word “ committee,” in- 
sert the following: “to be composed of 10 members, 6 to be 
chosen from the majority party and 4 from the minority party,” 
so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That there be appointed a special committee to be com- 
posed of 10 members, 6 to be chosen from the majority party and 4 from 
the minority party of the Senate, to devise a plan for a budget system, 


and that said committee shall report a plan for a national budget not 
later than September 1, 1919. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the re- 
port. Is there any objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I do not want to offer an objec- 
tion at this time except to make one observation. I ani not en- 
tirely familiar with the Senate rules, and I am asking more as a 
matter of information. I am so much interested in the real 
results from this session of Congress in the matter of adopting 
a Federal budget that I feel any action that did not reach the 
very core of the situation that has the approval of the Senate 
might retard rather than advance it. 

Personally I feel that the appointment of a committee of 
Senators confined alone to Members of this body can not get 
very far. It is a subject on which, it seems to me, any commis- 
sion should include the membership of both Houses as well as 
representatives of the departmental activities. I can not con- 
ceive of a result from the adoption of a resolution which gives 
to the Senate the responsibility of formulating a budget system 
when all measures for revenue, as is well known, must originate 
in the House. Yet we are taking upon ourselves the responsi- 
bility of evolving a budget system. I have lived in a budget 
atmosphere in public life for the Iast three or four years, and I 
am very anxious to see Congress prepare and complete a budget 
act, but the passage of this resolution, I am very much afraid, 
would not advance it very far. - 

Mr. POMERENE. It seems to me I have seen something to 
the effect that the House has taken some action in this behalf. 
Is the Senator advised as to what they have done? 

Mr. EDGE. I know nothing further than the statement in 
the newspapers tht a bill has been introduced in the House, 
with which I am not familiar. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, this matter has been intro- 
duced this morning? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the report of a committee, 
and there is a request for unanimous consent for present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. WARREN. I object. 

Mr. KNOX. I hope the Senator will allow me to make a 
brief, statement before he insists on his objection. 

Mr. WARREN. I withhold the objection then. I wish to say, 
that I do not object to the resolution with any intention of 
sidetracking it. I am very anxious to get the consideration of 
an appropriation bill and I thought perhaps the resolution would 
lead to a debate of some length. 

Mr. KNOX. If it does, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well, then, I withdraw my objection for 
the present. 

Mr. KNOX. I wish to reply to the Senator from New Jersey. 

This resolution was introduced by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. McCormick]. Before he introduced the resolution he in- 
formed the Committee on Rules, of which he is a member, that 
he had made an effort to secure the consent of the House to a 
joint committee, but he had made no progress in that direc- 
tion, because the House desired to proceed, as he was informed, 
along its own lines. We thought if we could not get the better 
method—and I agree that would be a better method—we ought 
to undertake something on our own account. 
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This is only a special committee, not a permanent committee, 
and a special committee which will be filled automatically by 
the committee on committees from the two parties and in- 
structed-to make a report in a very brief period. I can see no 
possible harm that can come to the cause of formulating a proper 
budget system by this effort, and some good might come from it. 
It might be possible that after this committee is formed it 
would secure some sort of cooperation with the House that might 
eventually lead to joint action by both bodies. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, far be it from me to retard it in 
any way, but, as I recall, the House did go on record at the 
last session in passing in the latter part of the session a reso- 
lution similar to the type of resolution I briefly referred to. The 
Senate went on record by passing a similar resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Iowa {Mr. Kenyon]. Therefore both 
Houses at the last session, although not on the same measure, 
went on record favoring the type of commission which I think 
absolutely necessary if we are going to produce a final budget 
measure, 

I have no particular objection to the effort that is being made 
by the Senator from Illinois, as explained by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, except that I do feel that we should put it up to 
the House. I have no knowledge as to how they would receive 
it. I intended to offer as a substitute for this resolution a reso- 
lution embodying the principle ef participation by the three 
agencies, the Senate, the House, and the governmental depart- 


ments, 


they have already gone on record by passing a similar resolu- 
tion 

Mr. POMERENE. My question was not prompted by any 
spirit of oppesition to the purpose of the resolution; in fact, I 
favor it very strongly, but I was not quite sure as to what the 
House had already done in that behalf. It occurred to me that 
if we knew it might aid us in coming to a conclusion as to what 
the Senate should do. I hope there will be some legislation on 
this subject at an early day. 

Mr. KENYON. I came in during the discussion. I should 
like to inquire if there is a request for the immediate consid- 
eration of the resolution by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes; I asked for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. KENYON. The matter will lead to some discussion, as 
indicated by the Senator from New Jersey. The Senator from 
New Jersey proposes to offer a substitute for the resolution. If 
he did not do so, I should certainly offer as a substitute my reso- 
lution. I think the matter had better go over. I do not make 
the request from any spirit of hostility, for I am for anything 
that will bring about a budget system. 

Mr. KNOX. I appreciate the attitude of the Senator from 
iowa, and as undoubtedly the resolution is likely to lead to dis- 
cussion I will withdraw the request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
calendar. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I introduce a joint resolution relative 
to the subject just under discussion, and I ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. I should like to have the 
Committee on Rules consider it, and if a spee¢ial committee has 
een constituted by the Committee on Rules for the considera- 
iion of this matter, I should like this resolution to be referred 

that committee for consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 50) creating a budget system, 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Rules 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION LNTRODUCED. 

Bills and 

me, and, by 
2s follows: 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1586) to establish and promote civic, social, and 
health extension education ; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

A bill (S. 1537) referring elaim of Fred Hartel and others to 
the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1538) for the relief of J. C. Garrett; 

A bill (S. 1539) for the relief of D. C. Darroch; and 

A bill (S. 1540) for the relief of George K. Kitchen; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1541) to amend section 3929, Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to exclusion of fraudulent devices and lottery para- 
phernalia from the mails; 

A bill (S. 1542) to amend section 215, act of March 4, 1900 
(Criminal Code), penalizing fraudulent use of the mails; 


a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
unanimous consent, the second time, and refeyred 


That, then, could go by unanimous consent to the House, | 
s : ' 
and I can not understand why the House would object to it when 


’ 
> 
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A bill (S. 1548) to amend section 213, act of March 4, 1909 
(Criminal Code), aflixing penalties for use of mails in connec. 
tion with fraudulent devices and lottery paraphernalia; and 

A bill (S. 1544) to amend section 4041, Revised Statutes, en- 
abling Postmaster General to forbid payments of postal money 
orders in connertion with the exclusion of fraudulent devices 
and lottery paraphernalia from the mails; to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr, PHELAN: 

A bill (S. 1545) for the relief of John Horgan; 

A bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Katie Norvall; 

A bill (8S. 1547) for the relief of George Killeen ; 

A bill (8S. 1548) for the relief of Augusta Reiter; and 

A bill (S. 1549) for the relief of Mary Jordan; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1550) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
make necessary surveys and provide plans for the construction 
and maintenance of an irrigation and colonization system in the 
States of California and Nevada, to be known as the “ Tahoe 
reclamation system,” and to provide farms and employment for 
returned soldiers and sailors, and appropriating funds for the 
same; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr, WADSWORTH: 

A bill (8S. 1551) to amend an act approved Mareh 3, 1891, 
incorporating the National Conservatory of Music of America; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Kate E. Le Velley; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: ° 

A bill (S. 1553) to enable the Government to carry out the 
reeommendations of the committees in Congress and to establish. 
a home or homes for aged and infirm colored people and working 
girls and to establish an industrial farm and to aid the people 
who must move from the alleys in the District of Columbia and 
to provide work for the colored youth during the summer vaca- 
tion and to provide work for the returning colored soldiers; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

By Mr. NEW: 

A bill (S. 1554) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant 
German war relics to the city of Lawrenceburg, Ind.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NUGENT: 

A bill (S. 1555) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Idaho; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1556) to donate war trophies to the State of Idaho; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1557) providing for extra pay for cadet aviators; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1558) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
withdraw from the Treasury a certain sum of the permanent 
fund of the Chippewas of Minnesota, now on deposit therein 
to their credit; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1559) granting a pension to Harold A. Salisbury 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1560) for the relief of James S. Huntington; 

A bill (S. 1561) for the relief of Ralph Parsons; 

A bill (S. 1562) for the relief of Edward Stewart; 

A bill (S. 1563) for the relief of Thomas Huggins; 

A bill (S. 1564) for the relief of Adam Culp; 

A bill (S. 1565) for the relief-of John Dalton; and 

A bill (S. 1566) for the relief of Willson Douglass; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1567) to amend section 4 of the act of June 29, 
1906, as amended by the act of May 9, 1918, relative to the 
naturalization of aliens serving in the forces of the allies dur- 
ing the present war; to the Committee on Immigration. } 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (8S. 1568) granting an increase of pension to Almen 
G. Warren; and ! 

A bill €S, 1569) granting an increase of pension to Elbridge 
L. Orbeton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1570) for the relief-of V. BE. Schermerhorn, 1. C. 
Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth; to the Com- 
mittee on Claimsr 

A bill (S. 1571) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended 
by section 7 of the act entitled “An act to create a Commerce 
Court and to amend the act entitled ‘An act to regulate com- 
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merce,” approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 18, 1910; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. é 
A’bill (8S. 1572) granting a pension to Amanda'M. Haner ; 
A bill (S. 1573) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Parker ; 
A bill (S. 1574) granting an increase of pension to Fermon L. 
Botkin ; 
A bill (S. 1575) granting an increase of pension to Maria Love ; 
A bill (S. 1576) granting a pension to Julia MeMains; 
A bill (8S. 1577) granting an increase of pension to Milton 8. 
Harvey ; 
A bill (S. 1578) granting a pension to John T. Peet; 
A bill (S. 1579) granting a pension to Sarah A. Walker; 
A bill (S. 1580) granting a pension to Mary A. Hanks; 
A bill (S. 1581). granting a pension to Hannah Vandenburg ; 
A bill (S. 1582) granting a pension to Plvisa Fightner ; 
A bill (S. 1583) granting a pension to Mary M. Billings; 
A’ bill (8S. 1584) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Roach ; 
A bill (S. 1585) granting a pension to John T. Peet ; 
A bill (S. 1586) granting’a pension to Jennie Y. Brandon ; 
A bill (8S. 1587) granting a pension to Hannah F. Taylor; 
A bill (8S. 1588) granting a pension to Nancy E. Baskins; 
A bill (S. 1589) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Baker ; 
A bill (S. 1590). granting a pension to Marcia R. Ainsworth; 
A bill (S. 1591) ‘granting an increase of pension to Ada J. 
Bevelle ; 
A bill (S. 1592). granting a pension to Mary F. Brown; 
A bill ¢S. 1593) granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
Bratton ; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
Hamilton ; 
A bill (S. 1596) granting a pension to Mary Jane Thomas; 
A bill (S. 1597) granting a pension to Mary F. Robinson ; 
A bill (S. 1598) granting a pension to Isadora Richardson ; 
A bill (S. 1599) granting a pension to Josephine Mater 
Roberds ; 
A bill (S. 1600) granting a pension to Julia Rumbley ; 
A bill (S. 1601) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Gee; 
A bill (8S. 1602). granting a pension to Susan J. St. John; 
A bill (8S. 1603) granting a pension to Emma Ervin; 
A bill (8. 1604) granting a pension to Mary Ann Leahey; 
A bill (S. 1605) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Mayabb; 
A bill (S. 1606) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stover ; 
A bill (S. 1607) granting a pension to Catherine Stapleton; 
A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Nancy K. Sadler; 
A bill (S. 1609) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Saunders; 
A bill (S. 1610) granting a pension to Clara C. Watson; 
A bill (S. 1611) granting an increase of pension to Sylvia 
McDevitt; 
A bill (S. 1612) 
Kelly; 
A bill, (S. 1613) 
A bill (S. 1614) 
inson; 
A bill (S. 1615) 
Matthews; 
A bill (S. 1616) 
Lamar ; 
A bill (S. 1617) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson; 
A bill (S. 1618) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
Wintermote ; : 
A bill (S. 1619) granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. 
Callen ; 
A bill (S. 1620) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Piele; 
. A bill (S. 1621) granting an increase of pension to Nancy A. 
Vilson ; 
A bill (S. 1622) granting a pension to Mary Alcinda Wingert; 
A bill (S. 1623) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
O. Andrews; 
A bill (S. 1624) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. A. J. 
ark ; 
; A bill (S. 1625) granting an increase of pension to Alice M. 
ike; 
A bill (S. 1626) granting a pension to Willard O. Bennett 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Cassie Norman (with 
accompanying papers) ; 


1594) granting a pension to Sadie Jane Hodges; 
1595) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


granting an increase of pension to Elvina 


granting a pension to Malinda Kiniston; 
granting a pension to Margaret E. Hutch- 


granting an increase of pension to Loitie L. 


granting an increase of pension to James L. 
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A bill (8. 1628) granting a pension to Ada Sloan (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1629) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Kennedy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1680) granting a pension to Henry Lewis Johnsen 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1631) granting an increase of pension to Daniel F. 
Winfield (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1632) granting an increase of pension to Morton A. 
Pratt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1633) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Waller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1634) granting an increase of pension to Daniel E. 
Bush (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1635) granting an incredse of pension to William <A. 
Hicks (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1686) granting an increase of pension to H. Mott 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1687) for the relief of Albert H. Campbell; and 

A bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Elijah W. Penny (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1639) to establish the military record of Marshall M. 
Pool; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. FERNALD: 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Melville L. MeCorisen ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill €S. 1641) requiring all public-building bills to be sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Treasury for investigation and 
report as to whether proposed buildings and sites are needed 
and the expenditure justified and as to the lowest cost at which 
buildings found neeessary may be erected with economy and effi- 
ciency ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1642) to provide for a division of nrunicipal research 
and reference in the Bureau of the Census, Department of the 
Interior; to the Committee on the Census. 

A bill (S. 1643) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. James Gower, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1644) for the relief of Roberdeau Buchanan, admin- 
istrator de bonis non of McKean Buchanan, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1645) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas J. Pow- 
ell, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1646) for the relief of A. H. Rebentish ; 

A bill (S. 1647) for the relief of Mary E. Ayres; 

A bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Wyona Ambrose Dixon; 

A bill (S. 1649) for the relief of the estate of Henry Ware, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1650) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel Thomas, 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 51) directing the Court of Claims 
to investigate claims for damages growing out of the riot of 
United States Negro soldiers at Houston, Tex. ; to the Committee 
on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO THE DISTRICT 


Mr. KENYON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $15,000 for clinical examination, advice, care, and main- 
tenance of children under 6 years of age, under a contract to be 
made with the Washington Diet Kitchen, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


MISS ALICE WOOD—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, as personal explanations have 
been very much in order in the Senate of late, I rise to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege and will make a short statement in 
connection with it. 

I do not find that I am able at all times to be in attendance 
upon the Senate during all of the morning hour each day. The 
demands on my time are sometimes so great that I find that to 
be impossible. Last Friday I was not able to be in the Senate 
during the entire morning hour, and I learn from the Recorp 
of last Friday that during the merning hour of that day, and in 
my absence, the following resolution was reported from the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, directed to investigate and 
ascertain the facts relative to the suspension by the board of education 
of the District of Columbia of Miss Alice Wood, a teacher in the schools 
of the District, and report the same to the Senate, with its recom- 


mendations; and the committee, or any subcommittee conducting such 
investigation, is authorized to subpena witnesses, send for persons, 





894 


books, and paper 


to administer oaths, and take all ape necessary 
to ascertain the facts, and to employ such stenographic help as may be 
necessary, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and the 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions 
or recess of the Senate in conducting such investigation. 

That resolution was then, by unanimous consent, taken up for 
immediate consideration, and, by unanimous consent, was 
adopted. 

I merely rise to say that if I had been here the resolution 
would not have been taken up for consideration or adopted by 
unanimous consent. I doubt not that by motion it would have 
been taken up for consideration, and that upon motion it would 
have been adopted, but it would not have been done by unani- 
mous consent. I am not content to let the statement of unani- 
mous consent on the part*of the Senate remain in the Recorp 
without a statement from me that I am not in accord with it, 
and that, if I had been present, unanimous consent would not 
have been obtained. 

The matter involved in the resolution is now in the courts of 
the District of Columbia, and I think it undignified and im- 
proper for the United States Senate to undertake an investiga- 
tion of it, at least while it is pending in the courts. I have no 
doubt that all of the facts will come out during the proceedings 
in the courts, which are now pending. 

It has been charged that Miss Wood undertook to give in the 
public schools of the District the other side of Bolshevism, 
meaning the attractive side, and I have never seen nor heard 
any denial of that charge. I have followed the matter pretty 
closely in the newspapers, and I have never heard of Miss 
Wood or anyone in her behalf denying that she undertook to 
give the pupils of her school the other side of Bolshevism, 
meaning the side that is not regarded favorably by the Ameri- 
can people in general; in other words, the attractive siile; 
that Bolshevism is not so bad as it is generally painted. 

The school board of the District took cognizance of the mat- 
ter and investigated it sufficiently to arrive at the conclusion 
that Miss Wood had done something wrong and that she should 
be disciplined. It arrived at a conclusion that was satisfactory 
to the school board, and Miss Wood was suspended for a week. 
I believe the schoo] board was right in the matter. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. MYERS, I yield, with pleasure. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask for the regular order. I no- 
tice that the Senator from Montana announced that he desired 
to speak on a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. MYERS. Iam; and I waited until all morning business 
had been transacted. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator think that the statement 
he is now making is a matter of personal privilege? 

Mr. MYERS. Yes, sir; and I desire two or three minutes 
more to explain my attitude in the matter. 
Mr. WARREN. I simply say that I 

order. 

Mr. MYERS. As I have stated, I waited until I thought all 
of the morning business had been concluded; I purposely so 
waited, and I ask the privilege of completing my statement. It 
will take only a few moments. Of course, if not accorded the 
privilege, I shall sit down. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is not responsible for 
the call for the regular order. Are there further bills or joint 
resolutions? If not, concurrent and other resolutions are in 
order. 


ask for the regular 


NATIONAL PEACE POLICY. 

Mr. KNOX. I send to the desk a resolution, which I ask may 
be read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I 
wish to give notice that in the near future I shall address myself 
to the subject of the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 76) was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Whereas the Congress of the United States in declaring, pursuant to its 
exclusive authority under the Constitution, the existence of a state 
of war between the United States and the Imperial German Govern- 
ment, solemnly affirmed that the Imperial Government has so ‘ com- 
mitted repeated acts of war against the Government and the people 
of the United States” that a state of war had been thrust upon them 
by that Government, and thereupon formally pledged the whole mili- 
tary and natiomal resources of the country “ to bring the conflict to a 
successful termination " ; and 

Whereas the Senate of the United States, being a coequal part of the 
treaty-making power of this Government and therefore cocqually re- 
sponsible for any treaty which is concluded and ratified, is deeply 
concerned oyer the draft treaty of peace negotiated at Versailles by 
which it is proposed to end our victorious war, and is gravely im- 
pressed by the fact that its provisions appear calculated to force upon 
us undesirable and far-reaching covenants inimical to our free insti- 
tutions under the penalty that failing to accept these we shall con- 
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tinue in a state of war, while our cobelligerents shall be at peace and 

enjoying its blessings; that it is proposed to make us parties to a 

league of nations under a plan as to which the people of the United 

States have had neither time to examine and consider nor opportunity 

to express regarding it a matured and deliberate judgment, whereas 

the treaty may be easily so drawn as to permit the making of immedi- 
ate peace, leaving the question of the establishment of a league of 
nations for later determination; and that the treaty as drawn con- 
tains principles, guaranties, and undertakings obliterative of legiti- 
mate race and national cmos oppressive of weak nations and 
peoples, and destructive of human progress and liberty: Therefore 

@ It 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That it will regard as 
fully adequate for our national needs and as completely responsive to 
the duties and obligations we owe to our cobelligerents and to humanity 
a peace treaty which shall assure to the United States and its .people 
the attainment of those ends for which we entered the war, and that 
it _— look with disfavor upon all treaty provisions going beyond these 
ends. 

2. That since the people of the United States have themselves deter- 
mined and provided in their Constitution the only ways in which the 
Constitution may be amended, and since amendment by treaty stipula- 
tion is not one of the methods which the people have so prescribed, the 
treaty-making power of the United States has no authority to make a 
treaty which in effect amends the Constitution of the United States, and 
the Senate of the United States can not advise and consent to any 
treaty provision which would have such effect if enforced. 

8. That the Senate advises, in accordance with its constitutional 
right and duty, that the great paramont, if not sole, duty of the peace 
conference is quickly to bring all the belligerents a full and complete 
peace ; that to this end, the ey shall be so drawn as to permit any 
nation to reserve without prejudice to itself for future separate and 
full consideration: by its people the question of any league of nations: 
that neither such an article nor the exercise of the rights reserved 
thereunder, whether at the time of signature, the time of ratification, 
or at any other time, shall affect the substance of the obligations of 
Germany and its cobelligerents under the treaty nor the validity of 
signature and ratification on their behalf; and that any indispensable 
participation by the United States in matters covered by the league 
covenant shall, pending the entry of the United States into the league, 
be accomplished through diplomatic commissions, which shall be created 
with full power in the premises. 

4. That this resolution indicates and gives notice of the limits of the 
present oR ren against the United States in which the Senate of 
the United States is now prepared to acquiesce by consenting to the 
ratification of a treaty embodying peace conditions that may be found 
otherwise acceptable to its judgment, and that the adoption by the 
peace conference of the foregoing reasonable limitations and _ positions 
will facilitate the early acceptance of the treaty of peace by the Senate 
of the United States, will in no wise interfere with the league of nations 
as between these countries prepared to ratify the treaty without fur- 
ther consideration, and will afford such a manifestation of real respect 
for the wishes of a great people as can not fail more firmly to cement 
the friendship already existing between ourselves and our cobelligerents. 

5. That, finally, it shall be the declared policy of our Government, in 
order. to meet fully and fairly our obligations to ourselves and to the 
world, that the freedom and peace of Europe being again threatened by 
any power or combination of powers the United States will regard such 
a situation with grave concern as a menace to its own peace and freedom, 
will consult with other powers affected with a view to devising means 
for the removal of such menace, and will, the necessity arising in the 
future, carry out the same complete accord and .cooperation with our 
chief cobelligerents for the defense of civilization. 


WISCONSIN’S RATIFICATION OF WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I take great pleasure in 
sending to the Secretary’s desk a message which I have just 
received, and I ask to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MADISON, WIS., June 10, 1919. 


Hon. Ropert M. LA FOLLETTE, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Federal suffrage amendment ratified by both houses at 11.30 this 
morning. 

Epwarp F. DitsMaR, 
Lieutenant Governor. 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR KEY PITTMAN. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. PirrMan] on June 5 made a very able address on the 
league of nations at the Academy of Political Science at Colum- 
bia University. I have read the address, and it is very fine, and 
contains a great deal of information. I ask unanimous consent 
that it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. MOSES. Who is the author of it? 

Mr. SWANSON. The senior Senator from Nevada. 
discussion of the league of nations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I suggest that it be not printed in the 
Recorp but printed as a document. 

Mr. SWANSON. It has been the custom to have addresses of 
Senators printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Let it be printed in both forms. 

Mr. SWANSON. I did not ask that it be printed as a public 
document. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I simply suggest to the Senator that we 
would get more use out of it as a public document. 

Mr. SWANSON. Only four or five hundred copies would be 
printed as a public document, and if it goes in the Recorp 
many thousands will be printed. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The address is as follows: 


The Chair 


“Mr: Chairman, permit me to express my deep appreciation of 
the honor you have conferred upon me through your invitation 
to address this distinguished assemblage. I assure you that I 
have in mind the proprieties of the occasion and the necessity 
for brevity. It is such limitations that make the effort more 
difficult, and especially for one schooled in a body of unlimited 
and sometimes ungoverned debate. 

“The distinguished chairman [Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler], in 
his statement to the effect that, while he hopes that the covenant 
of the league of nations will be adopted, he would have written 
a very much different instrument had he been intrusted with the 
responsibility, suggests to my mind’ a very pertinent thought. 
It is but natural that statesmen should differ not only with re- 
gard to the expression of an idea, but as to the plan and pro- 
cedure involving any revolutionary undertaking. Such was the 
experience of the framers of our Constitution. Benjamin 
Franklin, near the close of our Constitutional Convention of 1787, 
read a statement expressing his views with regard to the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. He then said, in part’: 

“Tn these sentiments, sir, I agree to this Constitution, with all its 
faults, if they are such; because I think a general government necessary 
for us; and there is no form of government but what may be a blessing 
to the people if well administered; * * *® I doubt, too, whether any 
other convention we can obtain may be able to make a better Constitu- 
tion. For, when you assemble a number of men to have the advantage 
of their joint wisdem, you inevitably assemble with those men all their 
prejudices, their passions, their errors of opinion, their lecal interests, 
and their selfish views. rom such an assembly can a perfect produc- 
tion be expected? 

“This, undoubtedly, expresses the thoughts of many of the 
framers of the covenant of the league of nations and of the 
Members of the United States Senate who will be called upon 
to ratify the treaty that embraces the covenant. 

“How much more difficult it must have been to bring about a 
unanimous agreement between the members of the peace con- 
ference composed of many different races, speaking different 
languages, raised in different environments, and trained in dif- 
ferent schools of thought. Even in our own Congress, notwith- 
standing a grave demand and most serious effort to pass a law 
for the development of our mineral resources, we have, during 
a period. of four years, found it impossible to draft a bill that 
would meet with the approval of a sufficient number of United 
States Senators to insure its enactment. It is remarkable that 
the peace conference was able to draft any covenant that could 
meet the unanimous approval of that peculiarly constituted body. 
There can be little doubt that the covenant in its present form is 
the most definite and reasonable agreement that can be reached. 

“There are three kinds of leagues of nations that have been 
under consideration by statesmen throughout the world, and 
very probably by the peace conference. The plans of these 
leagues of nations differ chiefly in the power that inay be exerted 
to compel compliance with their covenants. They may be desig- 
nated as the conservative, the radical, and the compromise plans. 

“The conservative plan carries with it no power of enforce- 
ment other than public sentiment. It means little more than the 
adoption of our present arbitration treaties by the peace con- 
ference. Under this plan, as under our present arbitration 
treaties, any nation may decline to abitrate without bringing 
upon it any punishment by other nations. Under the exceptions 
and reservations included in all such treaties, for instance, that 
a nation is not required to arbitrate matters affecting its 
‘honor’ or its ‘ vital interests,’ any nation may find an. excuse 
to avoid the purpose of the treaty. In other words, the matter 
of arbitration is entirely optional with the contracting parties, 
and cither party to the contract may withdraw under these broad 
exceptions and reservations. While these treaties have accom- 
plished good and have been the means of settling many disputes 
of minor consequences, they have no binding effect upon any 
nation which seeks war and in these cases are not only useless 
but deceptive. 

“The radical plan proposes the enforcement of the provisions 
of the covenant by armaments under the direct control of a 
league of nations. This plan was favored by many of the French 
Statesmen and probably by the delegates of the French Republic 
ut the peace conference. Under this plan. a power would have 
been created which would have had many of the attributes of 
government and might have, with much reason, been character- 
ized. as a supergovernment. ; 

“The compromise plan, while denying the right to the league 
to raise armies and. control and direet. armaments, except with 
unanimous consent of all of the Governments, does provide for 
the enforcement of the terms of the covenant through the com- 
bined moral, commercial, and economic forces of the Govern- 


ments that are members of the league. The covenant adopted 
by the peace conference embodies and exemplifies the com- 
promise plan. 

“In view of the wide divergence of opinion, is it not wonder- 
ful that any compromise plan could have been agreed upon? 
And is it not dangerous to again open up the whole matter 
for discussion; reconsideration, and further action by a peace 
conference? At the time that the covenant of the league of 
nations was adopted the consciences of nations, chastened by 
the horrors of war, were ready to make concessions for peace, 
but as time goes on these sentiments may be supplanted by the 
ambitions of the victor. 

“Any amendment by the United States Senate would result 
in a rejection of the treaty by us and compel the reopening 
of negotiations, unless the other nations involved should icnore 
the action of the United States and proceed to ratify the treaty 
in its present form. In that event we would be isolated from 
our present allies and forced to make a separate peace with 
our enemies. The so-called right of amendment of the treaty 
by the United States Senate is a misnomer: The sole authority 
of the Senate, under the Constitution, is to advise and consent 
to the adoption of the treaty. 

“It may, of course, after rejecting the treaty by amendment, 
represent to the President of the United States and the other 
authorized negotiators of treaties that two-thirds of the Senate 
will approve a treaty in a certain form if entered into by the 
respective Governments. The act of the Senate in adopting 
amendments would, nevertheless, have the same effect as the 
direct rejection of the treaty. It must be apparent, not only to 
United States Senators but to all well-informed men and women 
who have given the matter consideration, that the other na- 
tions who have suffered more than we have through this war, 
and who have joined so sincerely with us in arriving at the 
present treaty, will hardly tolerate further delay by reason 
of hypocritical objections to matters which must have been most 
thoroughly and painfully worked out. 

“ There are, in my opinion, but two questions to be determined 
by each Senator in reaching a conclusion as to whether he will 
vote for the approval or the rejection of the treaty, namely, 
first, is the treaty fair and honorable and does it make for peace 
in the world ; second, is it so injurious or dangerous to the vital 
interests of our country that, notwithstanding the good it may 
accomplish for peace, he is not justified in approving it? 

“In discussing the potentialities of the covenant of the league 
of nations, I will devote my argument principally to its powers 
with relation to our own sovereignty and governmental policies. 
I presume that all statesmen agree that concerted action of na- 
tions is essential to world peace; and that such action must be 
supported by effective powers. Of course, I do not assume 
to commit partisan politicians or those political economists 
who believe, or argue, that the United States can be isolated 
from the rest of the world. This theory of national isolation 
is an ancient Chinese doctrine that has not brought to China 
the progress and prosperity that we seek for our country. 

“The conditions existing in the early history of our Gevern- 
ment might have given some foundation for an argument for 
national isolation. We did not then. possess the power or in- 
fluence to be a determining factor in international action and 
intercourse. We were then desperately using every energy of 
mind and bedy to firmly establish and maintain a democracy in 
the midst of world autocracy, and in the presence of the opposi- 
tion of jealous and fearful rulers of other Governments and 
skeptical, timid, and disloyal residents within our own country. 

“ Revolutionary changes have taken place. since those days. 
The products of our mines, our fields, and our factories have 
grown beyond the demands of our own people. Our progress 
and prosperity require that we compete in the markets of the 
world. We stand as the richest nation on errth. We have ad- 
vanced and are advancing with greater strides than any other 
people. Since the World War commenced we have jumped from 
the position of fourth to. that of second place in world shipping. 
Our citizens are carrying the freedom of their institutions, the 
energy of their industry, and the skill of their accomplishments 
to every country where any other free man is permitted to 
tread. It is our duty te encourage and pretect our people in 
these great undertakings, and this can enly be aceomplished 
through the agreement and concerted action of all civilized 
nations. ‘Ihe covenant of the league ef nations is. such an 
agreement. 

“'The progress, the peace, and the happiness of every nation 
must inevitably be affected by the conditions existing in other 
nations. The time has arrived when the intercourse and affairs 
of nations have become so intimate and intricate, through the 
remarkable facilities for transpertation and communicatien, 
that a far greater cooperation is imperative. 
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“We can not escape the effects of the vital actions of other 
naticus. To the mind of the thoughtful man the recent World 
War has demunstrated this beyond argument. Who, five years 
ago, would have imagined that the assassination of an Austrian 
prince, by a lowly Serbian subject of Austria in a remote sec- 
tion of Europe, could involve our country and practically the 
whole world in the most disastrous war that has ever cursed 
humanity? Certainly there is no patriotic, intelligent citizen 
who believes or would argue that we could have avoided being 
dragged into this war. Then how can we hope to escape future 
foreign wars that may be nearer to our country? So, appar- 
ently being unable to isolate our Nation from the effects of 
foreign wars, it is our sacred duty to do everything in our power 
to climinate war. 

“This beneficent consummation has been sought by our states- 
men for many years. They have earnestly attempted through 
treaties of arbitration to accomplish the determination of rights 
and the reparation for wrongs through instrumentalities of jus- 
tice rather than by the force of arms. Numerous treaties have 
been entered into by us with various nations, and between 
other nations, providing for the arbitration of disputes that 
might lead to war. And yet, when this great war was threat- 
ened, civilized nations found themselves without authority 
under any of these treaties to interpose in behalf of the peace of 
the world. hat must never happen again. 

* Had the covenant of the league of nations been in force in 
July, 1914, Austria would not have declared war upon Serbia, and 
the most brutal, un-Christian, and disastrous catastrophe that 
the world has ever known would have been spared to humanity. 

“Serbia, after making full reply to the Austrian ultimatum 
and after humbly apologizing and offering every honorable 
reparation, proposed that— 

“In case the Austro-Hungarian Government should not consider itself 
satisfied with the answer, it is ready, as always, to accept a peaceful 
solution, either by referring the decision of the question to the inter- 
national tribunal at The Hague or by leaving it to the great powers 
who cooperated in the preparation of the explanation given by the 
Serbian Government on the 17th-31st March, 1909. 

“ England, France, and Russia, in the interest of world peace, 
urged Austria to accept Serbia’s proposal. Austria, spurred on 
by Germany, declined, and the rest of the world were power- 
less even to defer the impending disaster. This conclusively 
demonstrated the inefficacy in such cases of all of the efforts 
of the past and the inefficiency of the peace instrumentalities 
that had been provided. 

“Under the provisions of articles 12 and 15 of the covenant 
of the league of nations Serbia would have proposed to submit 
the matter to arbitration or to inquiry by the council of the 
league of nations. Austria would have been compelled to submit 
either to arbitration under article 18 or an investigation, in- 
quiry, and recommendation by the council or the assembly under 
article 15, and in any event to desist from ‘war until three 
months after the award by the arbitrators or the report by the 
council.’ Serbia would undoubtedly then have taken advantage 
of that part of article 15 which provides: 

“That they— 

“Which would include Austria— 

“will not go to war with any party to the dispute which complies with 
the recommendations of the report. 

“ Serbia would have complied with any recommendation. 

“A portion of the penalty provided in article 16 and which 
would have applied to Austria under article 17 is as follows: 

“ Should any member of the league resort to war in disregard of its 
covenants under articles 12, 13, or 15 it shall ipso facto be deemed to 
have committed an act of war against all other members of the league, 
which hereby undertakes immediately to subject it to the severance of 
all trade or financial relations, the prohibition of all intercourse be- 
tween their nationals and the nationals of the covenant-breaking State 
and the prevention of all financial, commercial, or personal intercourse 
between the nationals of the covenant-breaking State and the nationals 
of any other State, whether a member of the league or not. ; 

“It shall be the duty of the council in such case to recommend to the 
several Governments concerned what effective military or naval forces 
the members of the league shall severally contribute to the armaments 
of forces to be used to protect the covenants of the league. 

“Does anyone doubt that in such circumstances Germany 
would have desisted from her instigations and Austria would 
have refrained from war? 

“T have taken this concrete case, so fresh in our minds, for the 
purpose of illustrating my analysis of the potentiality of the 
covenant of the league of nations in the enforcement of peace. 
We can not conceive that a more difficult situation threatening 
the peace of the world could ever arise to test the efficiency of 
the league. 

“The covenant of the league of nations chiefly depends for its 
effectiveness on that portion of article 16 which I have just 
quoted, and while there may be those who will scout the influ- 
ence of the combined moral, commercial, and economic forces of 
nations, students of history recognize that it is rapidly becoming 
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the dominant power for peace and justice on earth. No nation 
can stand in the face of the public condemnation and ostracism 
of the world. 

“But the chief attacks made in the United States upon the 
covenant of the league of nations are not based upon its lack of 
power to prevent or defer war, but upon the alleged grant to the 
league of jurisdiction and power to interfere with the vital 
interests of our Government, 

“ What are the vital interests that we submit to the league of 
nations under the covenant? There is not contained in the 
document a single prohibition or limitation upon our right to 
defend our own territory or our citizens against attack.. Our 
domestic affairs and our Monroe doctrine are expressly excluded 
from the jurisdiction of the league. It is granted no control 
over our Army or our Navy. It is granted no power to fix or 
determine our armaments, but only the authority to recommend 
a plan looking to the reduction of armaments in all nations. 
The adoption or rejection of any proposed plan would be exclu- 
sively within the authority of our Congress under the express 
terms of the covenant. It has no authority other than that 
expressly conferred upon it by the covenant. It is purely a 
creature and agent of the contracting Governments. Members 
of the league are only obligated to submit to arbitration, under 
article 13, “disputes as to the interpretation of a treaty, as to 
any question of international law, as to the existence of any fact 
which if established would constitute a breach of international 
obligation, or as to the extent and nature of the reparation to be 
made for any such breach,’ There are no other requirements 
in the covenant as to arbitration. Such action would only in- 
volve the adjudication of the terms of a contract or the measure 
of damages for a proven wrong. Our Government has long 
favored such arbitrations. It is committed to the policy. Be- 
yond these questions there is no provision for compulsory arbi- 
tration. Have our people such passion for war that they would 
refuse to submit such disputes to arbitration when their con- 
tinued existence threatened us with war and endangered the 
peace of the world? 

“If disputes arise that are not subject to arbitration, then 
the matter shall be submitted under articles 12 and 15 to the 
league for inquiry, report, and recommendation. What, then, 
is the result and effect of such submission? If a report is 
adopted by a unanimous vote, then the recommendations are 
submitted to the disputants. If both accept, the matter, of 
course, is settled. If neither accepts the recommendation, then 
both are free to pursue their own course. If only one of the dis- 
putants accepts the recommendations, then the other is only 
bound to the extent that it shall not go to war. 

“Tf our Nation in any case were adjudged to be in the wrong 
it would still have the privilege of breaking off all relations. 
It would still have the right to treat the opposing nation as 
unfriendly and visit upon it every power of isolation and ostra- 
cism that it could command. And let us keep in mind that this 
adjudication requires the unanimous vote of every member of 
the league except the representatives of the disputants. It is 
true that the matter may be referred to the assembly, but in 
this case it requires a unanimous vote of the assembly, which, 
of course, includes the members of the council. 

“And, again, let it be distinctly remembered that incorpo- 
rated in the provisions of this article 12, the effects of which I 
have been analyzing, we find this express exception of jurisdic- 
tion and limitation of authority. I quote: 

“Tf the dispute between the parties is claimed by one of them and is 
found by the council to arise out of a matter which by international 
law is solely within the domestic jurisdiction of that party, the council 
shall so report and shall make no recommendation as to its settlement. 

“This section was the subject of broad discussion and inter- 
pretation at the peace conference by those who will constitute 
the council and the assembly of the league of nations. The 
Japanese representatives contended that under the construction 
of such paragraph governments such as the United States, 


| Canada, and Australia could continue to cast upon the Jap- 


anese race the alleged stigma of inequality by excluding them 
from their shores under their immigration laws. The peace 
conference recognized that the question of immigration is a 
domestic question, and it therefore refused to adopt the amend- 
ment offered by the Japanese representatives in attempting to 
change the paragraph in this effect. 

“We only limit Japanese immigration through a gentleman’s 
agreement with Japan, while Canada and Australia have long 
had upon their statute books stringent Japanese exclusion acts. 

“ The protection of our domestic jurisdiction is of vital impor- 
tance to us. So is the protection of the domestic jurisdiction of 
Canada and Australia equally vital to those countries. It is 
but natural that every nation should be jealous of its domestic 
jurisdiction, and in this we find conclusive assurance against 
interference by the league with matters within the domestic 
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jurisdiction of our own Nation. So the maximum restraint 
upon our sovereignty would be that, upon the unanimous ver- 
dict of the.world, we would have to refrain from war. 

“ Should we desire to go to war against the unanimous verdict 
of the world? 


“ Could we hope to win a war against the unanimous dis- 


approval of the world? 

“Ts this so dangerous a covenant that we should be willing to 
endure militarism rather than submit to it? 

“Can we conceive of any plan for peaceful settlement of dis- 
putes that so little affects our sovereignty? 

“Tf we, the leader of democracy, the most ardent advocate 
of peace, and the bitterest opponent of militarism, are unwilling 
to submit such international disputes, equally with all other 
civilized nations, to the unanimous verdict of the world, then, 
indeed, all is hopeless. 

“Hardly had these smoke screens, under which pessimistic 
and hopeless statesmen of the order of national isolation and 
militarism attacked the covenant of peace, been cleared away 
by the unalterable construction of the peace conference before 
these same statesmen had shifted their attack to the effect of 
the covenant of the league upon our sacred Monroe doctrine. 
They contend that under article 10 of the covenant, which reads 
as follows— 

“The members of the league undertake to respect and preserve as 

against external aggression the territorial integrity and existing politi- 
cal independence of all members of the league— 
“the league has usurped our authority to protect the Republics 
on the American continent to the south from external aggres- 
sion against the territorial and existing political independence 
of those countries. They seem to fail to see—at least, they are 
unwilling to admit—that such declaration of article 10 is but a 
confirmation of our Monroe doctrine with regard to the Repub- 
lies of the American continent extended and applied to all the 
nations of the earth. They, with all of the citizens of our coun- 
try, should have rejoiced that the principles pronounced by 
President Monroe on behalf of this country as applying to 
South and Central America should have been recognized and 
approved by all of the civilized nations of the world. 

“It was the national militaristic attitude of the world that 
forced our pronouncement of the Monroe doctrine. It was the 
knowledge that under the old order of things conquests by 
nations of other races and governments were deemed justifiable 
in aid of national expansion, glory, and power that made the 
Monroe doctrine imperative. The Monroe doctrine was the ex- 
pression of a high principle and was essential to our protection 
against existing conditions, but it was a terrible burden that 
constantly grew more threatening. It was not recognized by 
other governments until the adoption of the covenant of the 
league of nations as an international principle or doctrine, and 
its authority was challenged on more than one occasion by 
powerful nations. It had no support in the world until reenun- 
ciated and adopted in the covenant of the league of nations, 
except the power of our own Government and the determination 
of our people to go to war in its defense. But that the suspi- 
cions and palsying fear of these statesmen might be forever 
allayed, in article 21 of the revised draft of the covenant it is 
expressly provided that— 

“ Nothing in this covenant shall be deemed to affect the validity of 
international engagements, such as treaties of arbitration or regional 
SS like the Monroe doctrine for securing the maintenance 

eace, 

“The purpose in adding this provision in the revised covenant 
was that there might be no doubt as to the exclusion of the 
Monroe doctrine from the effect of the treaty. It is not sub- 
ject to any other reasonable construction. Yet the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcre], who is lead- 
ing a solid Republican phalanx in the Senate against ‘ advising 
and consenting’ to the treaty with the covenant of the league 
of nations therein, boldly proclaims that the validity of the Mon- 
roe doctrine is not recognized or protected by such provision. 
He says that the Monroe doctrine is not a ‘ regional understand- 
ing. What difference does it make what the Monroe doctrine 
is when it is expressly excluded from the effect of the treaty 
by name? The peace conference has seen fit to decide that the 
Monroe doctrine is a regional understanding. If Alaska were 
excluded from the effect of the covenant, it would be immaterial 
whether it was designated as the ‘ District of Alaska’ or the 
‘Territory of Alaska.’ There might be a difference of opinion 
as to whether ‘ District’ or ‘Territory’ better described the 
political character of Alaska, but there would still remain no 
doubt as to what was meant by ‘Alaska.’ 

“And again they contend, with apparent seriousness and in- 
tensity of argument, that the words ‘for securing the mainte- 
nance of peace’ found at the end of article 21 will enable the 
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league to pass upon whether or not the Monroe doctrine is for 
‘securing the maintenance of peace. In other words, they 
are attempting to convince the people of the United States that, 
by reason of such words, the league has the jurisdiction and 
power to hold that the Monroe doctrine is not for the purpose 
of securing the maintenance of peace, and therefore is not 
excluded under article 21 from the effect of the treaty. It is 
apparent from a most casual reading of the article that the 
Monroe doctrine is set up as an example of the kind of regional! 
understandings that will be excluded from the effect of ti. 

treaty. It says plainly and means that other regional under- 
standings for securing the maintenance of peace ‘like the 
Monroe doctrine’ shall not be affected by the treaty. The arti- 
cle recognizes that the Monroe doctrine is for securing the 
maintenance of peace, and it not only expressly excludes the 
Monroe doctrine from the effect of the treaty but all other 
regional understandings like the Monroe doctrine. Let the 
American people read article 21, and I am satisfied that they 
will consider the arguments of these distinguished Senators 
as an insult to their intelligence and common sense. It exposes 
the character of argument to which these bitter opponents of 
the covenant in their desperation are driven and destroys their 
influence at home and abroad. 

“ While there are still some attacks being made with regard to 
these provisions, in a heated and demagogic manner, the op- 
ponents of broader statesmanship are attacking the covenant 
upon the fundamental theory that it creates a supergovernment 
and destroys our nationalism. In support of this contention 
they quote that portion of article 10, which provides— 

“In case of any such aggression, or in case of any threat or danger of 
such aggression, the council shall advise upon the means by which this 
obligation shall be fulfilled. 

“And, again, they refer to that paragraph of article 4, which 
states— 

“The council may deal at its meetings with any matter within the 
sphere of action of the league or affecting the peace of the world. 

“The word ‘ deal’ in this case must be synonymous with ‘ con- 
sider and recommend.’ It grants no more authority than the 
‘power to advise’ provided in article 10. There is no provi- 
sion for the enforcement of this advice or their decision with 
regard to the matters with which they may deal. The only force 
provided in the entire covenant and agreed upon is the com- 
mercial, financial, and moral blockade provided in article 16. 
The only physical force considered in the covenant is set forth 
in article 17, as follows: 

“Tt shall be the duty of the council in such case to recommend to th 
several governments concerned what effective military or naval forces 
the members of the league shall severally contribute to the armaments 
of forces to be used to protect the covenants of the league. 

“Tt does not say recommend to the membership of the league, 
but ‘ recommend to the several governments.’ In other words, ii 
was intended, and its effect is, that it remains with the Congress 
of the United States to accept or reject any such recommenda- 
tions. What, then, becomes of the bold, heated, and impassioned 
declamation of the opponents of the covenant when they ask the 
mothers of the country if they wish to place in the power of 
the league of nations the right to send their boys as soldiers to 
fight in the far corners of the earth? There is nd provision in 
the covenant that can be tortured into such construction. There 
is no provision in the covenant that grants the league of nations 
any jurisdiction or control over our Army or our Navy or our 
soldiers. No vital act may be done by the league of nations with- 
out our vote, because it requires a unanimous vote,.except as to 
matters of disputes in which we are involved, and I have shown 
that as to those matters no action may be taken that could vitally 
effect the interests of our Government. 

“The supporters of the covenant of the league are ardent in 
their efforts for a great nationalism, and it is for such reason 
that they are striving so intensely to maintain the position and 
influence of the United States among the nations of the world. 
It would be unfortunate, indeed, if our nationalism were only 
supported by those few statesmen who arrogate to themselves 
the only Americanism. 

“In my opinion, there can be no great nationalism isolated from 
internationalism, One of the great purposes of the covenant 
is the establishment and maintenance of nationalism. It is tak- 
ing small, subservient races and making independent nations 
of them. It is making a nation of Poland. It is making a 
nation of Czechoslovakia. It is making a nation of Jugo-Slo- 
venia. And their nationalism shall be sustained through the 
united action of the old and established nations of the earth 
under the covenant of the league of nations. And the adoption 
of these underlying and dominant principles will establish and 
maintain the national independence of every subservient race.” 
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DAYLIGHT-SAVING LAW. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask permission to present a letter in the 
orm of a resolution from the Farm Bureaus of Walsh County, 
. Dak., respecting the daylight-saving law. I ask that it may 

read. It is a brief letter, and I ask that Senators give atten- 

tion to a for an amendment covering the large 
cities, 

The VICE 

will read. 

The Secretary 


suggestion 


PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 


read as follows: 
COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WoRK IN 
AGRICULTURE AND Hfomp Economics, 
STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA, 
Grafton, N. Dak., May 26, 1919, 
J. McCuMBER, 
Washington, D. C. 


Farm Bureaus of Walsh County, N. Dak., ask you to 

teward amending or repealing a so-called daylight- 

Farmers here all agree the law places a handicap on them, 

espe cially in connection with hired help. In_ haying, harvest, and 
thre shing the farmers are compelled to work on “ old time.’ 

stions received at this office state that a law might be so framed 

ge cities could use the daylight-saving plan without affecting 

ole Nation 

inking you for your service in this matter, we are, 

Yours, very truly, 


Dear Sir: The 
use ¥¢ ur iatheonee 
saving law. 


WaLsH County Farm Bureaus, 
L. J. Herpison, 

President Fastern Bureau, Grafton, N. 
hh. M. Ruzicka, 

President Western Bureau, 


Dak. 


Ferdvitle, N. Dak. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 
letter 

the sume subject, explaining 

just been read. 
There being no objection, the matter 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
ABERDEEN, ¥., 


I also ask to have inserted in the Recorp 
from the editor and manager of the Dakota Farmer on 
more in detail the matter which has | 


referred to was ordered 


Dak., June 5, 1919, 
PorTeR J. McCUMBER, 

(United Statcs Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Re daylight saving 


Dean Sir: Aiter a careful study of the matter I am convinced that 
the so called ‘daylight saving” works greatly to the disadvantage of 
farmers in “The Dakota Farmer Empire.” 

I fully realize the great advantages of “ daylight saving” to city people 

ind eyen to many in small towns, and until I had made a careful study 

of the proposition among farmers I was inclined to believe that their 
complaints in this connection were not justified, but I have changed 
my mind. 

First, L wish to make it plain that the unsatisfactory labor situation 
has a great deal of bearing in this connection. 

Right now we have here in our territory an 
the present method is working to the disadvantage of our farmers. 
Labor is very scarce on the farms, and the great majority of the men 
working on farms insist en quitting on the new time, regardless of 
when they begin work. As it is generally impossible to begin work 
n haying, ete., until 8 er 9 o'clock in the morning, when there is any 
» on the grass, this makes a very short day, and apparently 
s going to have its effect in the amount of hay produced in this sec- 
tien this year. 

armers who produce milk, 
xo by the “old time,” 


lion 


illustration of how 


moistu 


cTeam, etec., 
as has been stated by many who oppose the 


5 canadien to the new time, because they must get their prod- | 


1arket according to the time in vogue in the town er cities. 
are many other minor reasons, which I will not discuss at 
this time. On the whole, it appe ars to me that the farmers generally 
are being seriously handicapped by “ daylight saving,’ 
in this section, where we are considerably ahead of sun time on 
count ef being se far west of the point where the time changes. 
1 believe this is a matter worthy of your most serious consideration, 
nd if the matter of the repeal of the present law is brought before Con- 
{ hope it may have your support. 
Very truly, yours, 
ome Daxora FarMeEr, 
W. ©. ALLEN, 
Editor and Manager. 


LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, 
ou to-morrow at the conclusion of the routine morning business 
I shall address the body on the covenant for a league of nations 
the Constitution. 

THIRD DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is closed. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the House bill 3478, being the general deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; 
of the Whole, preceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8478) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal years, and for 
other purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations with amendments. 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS—-SPEECH BY EX-PRESIDENT TAFT. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, during the morning hour, 
when we were presenting petitions and resolutions, and during 
that period when it is customary to present for printing in the 
Recon spec of prominent men whom the Senate may con- 


7 
and 
ana 


ches 





for town or city market can | 





I give netice that | 
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sider worthy of such an honor, I presented a short address 
made by ex-President Taft, delivered on the 7th of this month, 
dealing with the league of nations, and requested that it be 
published in the Recorp. To that objection was made by the 
senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor]. At that time he asked 
that it be referred to the Committee on Printing. I then with- 
drew my request and the speech, and announced that I was 
unwilling for the speech of an ex-President to be swamped in 
the Committee on Printing, and that I would be forced to 
read it to the Senate. 

I think that this speech is very timely, in view of the resolu- 
tion which has been introduced this morning by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox]. I may say that it is the 
first time that I have ever known of an objection being made to 
the publication in the Conaresstonat Recorp of a speech de- 
livered by an ex-President of the United States. I am satisfied 
that, no matter what view he may express in regard to the 
covenant of the league of nations, his ability is recognized and 
that his sincerity is unquestioned. His address will certainly 
throw more light on this subject than is being shed upon 
it by a great many speeches that have been published in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp without objection upon possibly another 
side of the question. I therefore am compelled to read from 
the New York Times of Sunday, June 8, the following: 

TakT CRITICIZES Fors or LEAGUB—-WARNS REPUBLICAN SENATORS Op- 

POSING COVENANT OF RESPONSIBILITY OF BLOCKING PRACE—DEFENDS 

Witson’s Coursre—LeEAcup 18 Not His Iap, AND He Is Not to 


BLAME For Detay or Tresaty—IINisHes SPEAKING Tour—SrarTs 
LeaGus TO Dnronck Peace Urnces Empire Sratre Senators To Sur- 


roRT COVENANT. 
ALBANY, + June 7. 


The 800 delegates attending the State sae of the 


| League to Enforce Peace to-night listened to an address by 
| William Howard Taft, ex-President of the United States and 
| president of the league, and unanimously adopted a resolution 


ratifying the league of nations covenant and urging the State’s 
representatives in the Senate, JAmes W. WaApswortTH, Jr., and 
WILLIAM M. Caper, to support it. The resolution read: 

“We, citizens of the State of New York, assembled in open 
eonvention in the city of Albany this 7th day of June, 1919, to 
eonsider the covenant of the league of nations, believing that 
the adoption of this covenant in its present form will provide 
the machinery for composing differences between nations, will 
promote and firmly establish world order, will make effective 
the enforcement of the treaty of peace, and will accomplish all 
this without involving our Nation in any obligations that we 
should not be ready to assume to lessen the danger of war, 
hereby 

“ Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention that we 
approve and indorse the covenant of the league of nations as 


| proposed and urge that the Senate of the United States promptly 


ratify it; it is further 

“ Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the 
Hon. JamMes W. WaApvswortH and the Hon. Wittram M. Caper 
and to the Hon. Henry Casor Longe, chairman of the Foreign 


| Relations Committee, United States Senate.” 
and particularly | 


The convention marked the closing of a campaign instituted 
on May 31, during which Mr. Taft and others who indorse the 
league of nations covenant have addressed State conventions in 
15 States. The big auditorium of Chancellor’s Hall in the State 
Education Building was filled, and many stood throughout the 
meeting. While speaking, Mr. Taft was frequently cheered. 

WARNS BUSINESS COMMUNITY. 

In opening his address, Mr. Taft called attention to the fact 
that “if any substantial amendment is to be made to the treaty 
submitted by the President, it must go back to the other powers 
who signed it for their acceptance and approval.” 

“ Upon those who insist that substantial amendments must be 
made to the treaty,” he went on, “ will therefore fall the respon- 
sibility for the indefinite postponement of peace, which the un- 
conditional ratification of the treaty will at once bring about. 
It has been proposed to separate the covenant from the treaty 
and to ratify the treaty thus truncated or dissected, with the 


| idea that peace will follow such action by the Senate. 
and the Senate, as in Committee | 


“The suggestion has been made that peace thus might be 
reached through a protocol embodying the treaty and leaving 
the question of the league to further consideration. It should 
be premised that no one can initiate peace except the President 
of the United States, who is vested by the Constitution with this 
power. No one can make a protocol of peace except the Presi- 
dent. If, therefore, the President deem it essential that the 
Senate should act upon the treaty as he submits it, there can be 
no protocol as long as he maintains that attitude, nor indeed 
could the protocol be concluded without the consent of Germany. 

“In other words, 211 these propositions are nothing but ceondi- 
tional ratification on the basis of radical amendments, and they 
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all will postpone indefinitely the coming of peace. Meantime 
the other great powers, under the terms of the treaty as they 
are now reported, can ratify the treaty and establish peace with 
Germany so far as they are concerned. In this way the anoma- 
lous condition will be presented of a state of war between Ger- 
many and ourselves while peace prevails between Germany and 
Great Britain, Germany and France, Germany and Italy, and 
Germany and Japan. This obviously disadvantageous condition 
for our industries and this delay in the resumption of our trade 
with Germany should make the business community of the 
United States scrutinize with care the reasons for substantially 
amending the covenant or attempting to dissect it out of the 
treaty.” 
FOUR GREAT STEPS FORWARD. 

Mr. Taft said the creation of the league of nations would 
mark “four great steps of progress,” which he enumerated as 
follows: 

Limitation of armament. 

The provision by which members of the league undertake to 
respect and preserve territorial integrity and political inde- 
pendence of all its members. 

The clauses in which provision is made for the settlement of 
differences between members of the league by arbitration or 
mediation and a covenant of the nations not to begin war until 
machinery for settling differences peacefully shall have been 
tried. 

Open diplomacy. 

The ex-President answered criticisms of the league covenant 
in detail. Speaking of the criticism of the clause for the limita- 
tion of armaments, he said: 

“What is the objection? It is that if we limit our arma- 
ment we paralyze our Government in its defense of our liber- 
ties and our institutions against external aggression, and we 
expose ourselves naked to our enemies. The objection is en- 
tirely without weight. We limit our armament in consideration 
of the nations of the league limiting theirs. Our limit is ad- 
justed proportionately to theirs, having due regard to the more 
or less exposed position of each nation, its obligations to the 
league, and its need for domestic use of armament.” 

Article 10, “the second great step forward,” which provides 
for mutual preservation of territorial integrity and political 
independence, he called “ the heart of the league.” 

“It is said,” he went on, “that this will involve the United 
States in wars to protect nations in distant parts of the world 
in whose welfare we have no interest, and will call for an ex- 
penditure of money and the lives of our boys in which we ought 
not to involve our country. This is not true. The effect of the 
organization of the league, with the threat against any nation 
who should violate article 10 and attempt a war of conquest 
against another nation, will be to restrain that nation and pre- 
vent its beginning war.” 

The third great step forward Mr. Taft found in article 12, 
providing for mediation and arbitration. 

“The same objections,” he said, “ are made to this step as to 
that of article 10, that it will involve us in trouble with remote 
nations, and possibly. wars. There is the same answer, namely, 
that the knowledge of this union of the nations to enforce this 
obligation of the league will prevent its violation by reckless 
members.” 

Open diplomacy, the fourth great step, he said, would mean 
that the cards were to be “ played face up on the table.” 

Summing up the objections made to the league, he said: 

“There is ne transfer of sovereignty under this league to the 
council of the assembly. The council only recommends and 
proposes and advises. It does not command or. direct or order. 
The chief attacks upon the league rest entirely on the claim 
that the word ‘ recommend’ means to ‘ command,’ and that the 
word ‘advise’ means to ‘ direct,’ and that the word ‘ propose’ 
means to ‘order.’ This is an utterly unwarranted and strained 
construction of the league which every fair-minded man should 
sec, 

“The Monroe doctrine is specifically recognized by all nations 
as a regional understanding in the constitution of the league by 
a provision that nothing in the league shall affect it. This is 
the first time in the history of the doctrine that the Monroe 
doctrine has been recognized by the world as a customary con- 
vention. It is a great achievement for us.” 


PARTISANSHIP OUT OF PLACE, 


“This is not a partisan question,” said Mr. Taft in conclusion. 
“We should be for or against the league without respect to 
Whether we are Democrats or Republicans. We should be for 
or against the league without regard to whether we think it will 
bring credit to our party or credit to any man. Personal and 
jurtisan considerations of this kind are reasons which should 


have no infiuence with us in determining an issue so fateful in ' 
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the world’s history and so likely to affect the future welfare of 
the people of the United States and of all mankind. 

“When, therefore, you come to consider the question whether 
you are in favor of the treaty or not, you should search your 
hearts and souls and your consciences to see whether you are 
approaching it in the proper patriotic and humane spirit or 
whether you are against it because Mr. Wilson is for it and you 
may fear that he will gain credit for its adoption, or because you 
may suppose that his party may gain party credit for it. These 
are small reasons for supporting or opposing the league. 

“ The question is, Will it do good for this country or mankind? 
If it will, let us favorit. If it endangers our country or inter- 
feres with mankind, let’s oppose it, but let’s base our action and 
our view on high and patriotic reasons. When We approach the 
question of the league of nations from that standpoint, I do not 
doubt that the great majority of the people of the United States, 
and the needed majority of the Senators of the United States, 
will approve this league.” 

The convention was presided over by William Church Osborn. 
Other speakers included Herbert H. Houston, Rabbi Stephen S. 
Wise, of New York, and Miss Helen Varick Boswell, president of 
the Women’s Republican Association. In his address Mr. Hous- 
ton, who is publisher of the World’s Work, referred to the recent 
bomb outrages, and declared that effective means of combating 
anarchism was to be found in the league of nations. 


ARRAIGNS PARTISAN REPUBLICANS, 


Mr, Taft reached Albany early to-day and at noon attended a 
luncheon given by the chamber of commerce. Mr. Taft spoke 
briefly at the luncheon, saying in part: 

“This covenant is not a mere fad of Mr. Wilson. - It is de- 
manded by the peoples of France, Great Britain, and Italy. 
Neither Lloyd-George nor Clemenceau originally advocated it. 


| They were driven to it by two things—one that their constitu- 


ents demanded it, the other that the treaty of peace, which the 
terms of the armistice foreshadowed, could not be enforced 
without it. 

“The opponents of the league, however, have aroused protest 
against the league among business men and partisan Repub- 
licans by asserting that Mr. Wilson is seeking personal credit 
and party advantage in making a league of nations and is 
sacrificing the interests of this country and delaying peace and 
prosperity to secure the league. The reasons for delay are now 
demonstrated to have been acute differences in respect to the 
terms of peace and not the covenant of the league, which was 
agreed to long before the treaty. 

“ Germany is now protesting against signing. When she does 
sign, as she must, and the President lays before the Senate the 
treaty, with the league as part of its web and wgof, the business 
men and short-sighted Republicans who have based their oppo- 
sition on personal or partisan reasons will have a rude awaken- 
ing. They will find then that the responsibility for further de- 
lay of peace and the waiting prosperity will be not on Mr. Wil- 
son, but on those in the Senate, who would amend the treaty by 
eliminating the league or materially changing its provisions. 

“Such amendments would require the President to send back 
the made-over treaty to Paris for another conference to see 
whether all the signatories, including Germany, will consent to 
the new document framed by the Senate. I need hardly point 
out that this would consume months, during which business 
would wait, and numbing uncertainty would prevail. Meantime, 
France, Great Britain, and Italy, who will promptly ratify the 
treaty, will, under its terms as reported, at once resume or 
establish normal business with Germany, while for months we 
shall be embarrassed by the same restrictions in our commerce 
with her which the continued armistice would impose.” 

Mayor James R. Watt welcomed the representatives of the 
league. Gov. Alfred E. Smith and John H. Walker spoke briefly. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just a word in regard to the 
reference that I requested be made of the speech of ex-President 
Taft. 

Notice has been given to the Senate that all such speeches 
other than the speeches of Senators or documents from the 
legislative bodies of States shall be requested to go to the 
Committee on Printing; and I am going to follow out that policy, 
which was adopted by the Printing Committee, until the Senate 
overrules me. I have no feeling at all in the matter, and it 
would not have made any difference to me who made the speech 
that the Senator from Nevada asked to have printed in the 
Recorp. I would have objected just the same. 


THIRD DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3478) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal years, and for other purpeses, 
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Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask that the formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, and that it may be read for 
amendment. the amendments of the committee to be first con- 
sidered. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator state that it 
will be read textually at some period before he asks for its 
passage? 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator wishes it read beforehand, 
of course that will be done. 

Mr. KING. As I understand, the purpose of the Senator is 
to dispense with the reading at all and merely take up the 
amendments for cansideration. 

Mr. WARREN. Oh, no; it will all be read. 

Mr. KING. T have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, te supply 


deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, 
and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes, namely : 


ALTEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. 

For cxpenses of the Alien Property Custodian authorized by the act 
entitled “An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, 
and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, including personal 
and other services and expenses incident to the acquiring and rental 
of quarters in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, per diem allow- 
ances in lieu of subsistence not exeeeding $4, travcling expenses, print- 
ing and binding, law books, books of reference and periodicals, supplies 
and equipment, and maintenance, repair, and operation of motor- 
propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, $90,000. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I recall the appropriation made 
for this bureau for the year past it was very liberal. I want 
to ask the chairman of the committee whether or not the ex- 
penditure of $90,000 seems to be legitimate and proper, in view 
of the very large appropriation, as I recall, which was made 
for this department. I can not conceive of any reason why 
the bureau should transcend the limits fixed by Congress and 
expend this large sum. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that this appre- 
priation was considered exceedingly necessary by the eom- 
mittee in the consideration of it. That institution, as with 
other war measures, and these created because of the war, has 
grown beyond the comprehension of the Committee on Appre- 
priations and of the Senate itself, and this is a genuine defi- 
ciency to bring us up to the first of the year. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit another inquiry? Is 
there no limitation whatever upon the discretion of executive 
officers as to deficiencies which they may create? 

Mr. WARREN. We have from time to time in the past 
included in apprepriation bills paragraphs covering that so 
far as we could; but we must provide—or, at least, it has 
always been considered that we must—that when the ‘head 
of a department, a meniber of the President's Oabinet, cer- 
tifies that a certain amount must be used in order to meet 
needed unexpected occurrences and others, it is legitimate for 
these amounts to be expended, and to take them up here in 
Congress as deficiencies. Of course, the Congress can allow 
sucli amounts or not, as it may deem proper, but a disalfow- 
ance means to take away that which belongs to the servants 
of the Government and others who have earned the money for 
services or furnished commodities for which they should be 
paid. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that the policy of 
permitting departments and bureaus and public officials to 
expend thousands of dollars, and even hundreds of thousands 
of dollars, and in the aggregate millions of dollars, each year 
as a deficit, when they know the limitations placed upon them, 
is a dangerous one? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think no one knows it 
better, and no one is more opposed to it, and no one is more 
ready at all times to overcome it. 

I have before me one of the paragraphs which I have just 
mentioned. It reads in this way: 

No executive department er ether Government establishment of the 
United States shall expend in any one fiscal year any sum in excess 
of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve 
the Government in any contract or other eeigetiee for the future 


payment of money in excess of such ——. . unless such con- 
tract or obligation is authorized by law. Yor shall any department 


or any officer of the Gevyernment accept voluntary service for the Gov- | 


ernment or employ personal service in excess of that authorized by 
law, except in cases of sudden emergency involving the loss of human 
life or the destruction of property. 


Other paragraphs follow, for instance, this paragraph: 

All appropriations made fer contingent expenses or other general ee. 
poses, except appropriations made in fulfillment of contract obligations 
expressly authorized by law, or for objects required or authorized by law, 


without reference to the amounts annually appropriated therefor, shall, 
on or before the beginning of each fiscal year, be so apportioned by 
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monthly or other allotments as to prevent expenditures in one portion 
of the year which may necessitate deficiency or additional appropria- 
tions to complete the service of the fiscal year for which said appro- 
pria’ are made. 

But, Mr. President, there never yet has been a Congress, and 
I presume there never will be, when some matters were not 
brought in to close some account that was found deficient. Per- 
haps Congress had not appropriated sufficiently for it. There 
will continue to be emergencies and there will continue to be 
amounts ‘brought in for deficiencies. Of course, we have gone 
away beyond the bounds of anything in the past during the 
period of preparation for war and now in the closing of the war. 
All I can say about that is that I hope the Senate will be ready 
at all times to join us in such legislation as may put a stop to 
these deficiencies in the future. 

Mr. KING. The Senator will admit that many of these appro- 
priations—and I have very hastily examined the bill—exceed 
the authorization which would be permitted under the statute 
to which the Senator has just invited attention. The Senator 
knows that in many of the States, notwithstanding very stringent 
limitations, it became necessary, because of the constant deficits 
which were created, to pass penal statutes making it an offense 
for any public official to expend one dollar in excess of the appro-. 
priation made by the State or the municipal government. It 
seems to me that if these expenditures are continued in violation 
of the law it may be necessary to enact a very drastic penal 
statute to prohibit creating these excessive expenditures. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I would suggest that while perhaps the 
expenditures have exceeded the appropriations, they have not 
exceeded the authorization to make contracts. When the law 
authorized the making of contracts by the various departments, 
even though the appropriations were not exceeded, there would 
still be the requirement that those contracts be met. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it is the universal custom of all 
the departments, and has been, te spend more money than has 
beén appropriated, and it will never be stopped so long as we 
pass deficiency bills covering every dollar that they spend over 
and above the amount which was authorized. I have been here 
now nearly 17 years, and every year it has been the same iden- 
tical thing, only it is growing every year more and more; and 
the younger the bureau or department the greater the expenses 
which are incurred over and above those which are authorized 
by law. The way to stop it is for Congress at some time to have 
backbone enough to say not one dollar of deficiency will be ap- 
propriated, and then fhe heads of the departments and the dif- 
ferent bureau chiefs will begin to believe that we mean what 
we say. 

There is not a year passes that this question is not discussed 
here upon the floor, and we say what we think ought to be done, 
but we never do it. I think the time has about arrived now 
when we should say to every department, “Do not spend one 
dollar more than is autherized by law,” and when that time 
comes there will be hundreds of millions of dollars saved to the 
taxpayers of the country every year. 

Mr. KING. If my colleagues will permit, I give netice now 
that I shall introduce as an amendment to one of the appropria- 
tion bills or some appropriate bill in the near future a provision 
that will make it a penal offense for departments or bureaus to 
expend more than has been appropriated for their purposes, and 
I shall do it within a very few days. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I am delighted with this col- 
loquy, because it leads up to what is so much needed, a budget 
system. Senators can declaim against this practice until they 
are out of breath, but they will never stop it, because the needs 
which are largely lecal and which are therefore represented 
locally by Senaters and Representatives will overcome all the 
good resolutions on earth just as they have in the past. But 
with a decent, intelligent budget system, some restriction can 
be placed upon these expendiures. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I think I am in hearty ac- 
cord with what has been said. I realize that this abuse has been 
growing. At the same time I can understand why there was 
really more necessity for it during the period ef the war than 
perhaps at any other time. I suggest that an amendment simi- 
lar to that suggested by the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Kixe] be prepared and made a part of this bill. 

Mr. KING. If the Senater from Wyoming will agree not 
to press the bill to final passage before the end of the day I 
shall endeavor to prepare one. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of “Alien Property Custodian,” on page 2, 
after line 12, to insert: 

That section 9 of the “Act to define, regulate, and punish trading 
with the enemy, and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, is 
hereby amended to read as fallows: 

“Sec, 9. ‘That any person not an enemy or ally of eriemy claiming any 


interest, right, or title in any money or other property which may have 
been conveyed, transferred, assigned, delivered, or paid to the Alien 
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Property Custodian hereunder and held by him or by the Treasurer of 
the United States, or to whom any debt may be owing from an enemy 
or ally of enemy whose property or any part thereof shall have been 
conveyed, transferred, assigned, delivered, or paid to the Alien Prop- 
erty Custodian hereunder, and held by him or by the Treasurer of the 
United States, may file with the said custodian a notice of his claim 
under oath and in such form and containing such particulars as the 
said custodian shall require; and the President, if application is made 
therefor by the claimant, my order the payment, conveyanee, tr > 
assignment, or delivery to said claimant of the money or other preperty 
so held by the Alien Property Custedian or by the Treasurer of the 
United States or of the interest therein to which the President shall 
determine said claimant is entitled: Provided, That no such order by 
the President shall bar any person from the prosecution of any suit at 
law or in equity against the claimant to establish any right, title, or 
interest which he may have in such money or other property. If the 
President shall not so order within 60 days after the filing of such ap- 
plication or if the claimant shall have filed the notice as above uired 
and shall have made no application to the President, said cla nt 
may, at any time before the expiration of six months after the end of 
the war institute a suit in equity in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia or in the district court of the United States for the dis- 
trict in which such claimant resides, or, if a corporation, where it has 
its principal place of business (to which suit the Alien Property Cus- 
todian or the Treasurer of the United States, as the case may be, shall 
be made a party defendant), to establish the interest, right, title, or 
debt so claimed, and if suit shall be so instituted then the money or 
other property of the enemy or ally of enemy, against whom such in- 
terest, right, or title is asserted, or debt claimed, shall be retained in 
the custody of the Alien Property Custodian, or in the Treasury of the 
United States, as provided in this act, and until any final judgment or 
decree which shall be entered in favor of the claimant shall be fully 
satisfied by payment or conveyance, transfer, assignment, or delivery by 
the defendant or by the Alien Property Custodian or Treasurer of the 
United States on order of the court, or until final judgment or decree 
shall be entered against the claimant, or suit otherwise terminated : 
Provided, however, That in respect of all property heretofore deter- 
mined by the President to have been held for, by, on account of, or on 
behalf of, or for the benefit of a person who was an enemy or ally of 
enemy, if the President, after further investigation, shall determine 
that such person was an enemy or ally of enemy solely by reason of 
residence in that portion of the territory of any nation associated with 
the United States in the prosecution of the war which was occupied 
by the military or naval forces of Germany or Austria-Hungary, or 
their allies, and that such person is a citizen or subject of such asso- 
ciated nation, then the President, without any application being made 
therefor, may order the payment, conveyance, transfer, assignment, or 
delivery of such money or other property held by the Alien Property 
Custodian, or by the Treasurer of the United States, or of the interest 
therein to which the President shal! determine such rson entitled, 
either to the said enemy or to the person by whom said property was 
conveyed, transferred, assigned, delivered, or paid over to the Alien 
Property Custodian. And the receipt of the said enemy or of the per- 
son by whom said property was conveyed, transferred, assigned, or 
delivered to the n Property Custodian, shall be a full acquittance 
and discharge of the Alien Property Custodian or the Treasurer of the 
United States as the case may be, and of the United States in respect 
of all claims of all persons heretofore or hereafter claiming any right, 
title, or interest in said property. or compensation or damages arising 
from the capture of such property by the President or the Alien Prop- 
erty Custodian: Provided further, however, That except .as herein pro- 
vided no such action by the President shall bar any person from the 
prosecution of any suit at law or in equity to establish any right, title, 
or interest which he may have therein. 

“Except as herein provided, the money or other property conveyed, 
transferred, assigned, delivered, or paid to the Alien Property Custodian 
shall not be liable to lien, attachment, garnishment, trustee process, or 
execution, or subject to any order or decree of any court. 

“This section shall not apply, however, to money paid to the Alien 
Property Custodian under section 10 hereof.” 


Mr. WARREN. The period should be stricken out and a semi- 
colon inserted after the word “ Custodian,” in line 15, page 5. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That change will be made. 

Mr. KING. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
having this bill in charge what was the reason for placing in 
the general deficiency bill this legislation with respect to the 
Alien Property Custodian? 

Mr. WARREN. The amendment appears to contain more than 
is actually asked for or granted by it. It reenacts a great deal 
of the old legislation. I shall ask the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. UnpErwoop] to explain it, as he has taken particular care 
of the subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Most of this legislation.is proposed to 
be reenacted ; it is in the law already. It is just reenacting the 
section as a part of an appropriation bill, but the vital legisla- 
tion in reference to the Alien Property Custodian act was passed 
in this way in this sort of a bill, and that is probably the 
excuse for bringing it back here for reenactment. 

If the Senator will turn to page 3, line 20, I will state that 
the only change made there is that this language is inserted: 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia er. 

That is one amendment. The reason for that amendment is 
that as the law now stands the claimants of this property are 
Inany of them persons whose property was taken through mis- 
take and who are American citizens or allied citizens. In most 
cases the jurisdiction over the elaimants is in the city of New 
York, in the southern district of New York. It was represented 
to us that that district was very crowded and very far behind 
in its dockets. This gives the option to the claimant or litigant 
to sue in the court in his own district, as provided in the act, 
or to come here and sue in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia. If he comes here—and he can not be forced to come 
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here; he comes of ‘his own will—it gives him an earlier and 
speedier hearing and it is more convenient to the Gevernment 
officers. 

Mr. POMERENE. It has been said the dockets here in the 
District of Columbia are so overcrowded that they need two 
additional judges. Has the Senator any information on that 
subject? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know about that, but it was rep- 
resented to us that it would probably take many of these cases 
two or three years te get a hearing in New York, and that they 
would probably get a very much speedier hearing if this option 
were given. But it does not take anything away from anybody. 
It gives them the option, and it would be more convenient to the 
Government if they exercised their option. 

The next amendment of the section, and the only other amend- 
ment, starts in line 13 on page 4, after the word “ provided,” 
and continues on down to the end of that page and to and includ- 
ing all of line 6 on page 5, except the words “ and the receipt ” 
on that line. That is practically half a page of an amendment. 
I will not take the time of the Senate to read it, but I will ex- 
plain in a very few words what it is. 

When the original bill was written, it made an alien enemy of 
a man who resided in alien territory. He did not necessarily 
have to be a German or an Austrian, or in arms against us, but 
any .citizen of the United States, or any alien citizen who hap- 
pened to be residing in Germany or those portions of Belgium 
and France that were eccupied by the German Army, became an 
alien enemy for the purposes of the act. In other words, it gave 
the Alien Property Custodian power to take possession of his 
property and hold it, the purpose being to keep the property or 
the proceeds of the property or the income from the property 
from going back into enemy territory. 

In other words, in the early days of the war it was found that 
certain large dividends that belonged either to Germans, on the 
one hand, or to American or French citizens who happened to be 
in alien territory, were finding their way through neutral coun- 
tries into the hands of an American citizen in that alien country 
and possibly were confiscated. At any rate, we did not know 
what became of it, or whether it would be of value to the enemy, 
or whether it would be levied on there. The purpose of the act 
was to stop it, even if it was property belonging to a loyal 
American citizen, as long as it went to those sources. A noted 
ease was that of Mr. Busch, whose property was taken over en- 
tirely. We found that in the enactment of the law this property 
could be turned back. It gave the right under section 9 to sue to 
get the property back if they had taken property from an Ameri- 
ean citizen or made a mistake in taking it; but it also provided 
that it could be turned back to the proper person with the con- 
sent to the enemy. The enemy in that case was not necessarily 
an enemy of the Government. In the sense of the'law, the loyal 
American citizen residing in Germany or Belgium when his 
property was taken under the law, became an enemy so far as 
the act was concerned; and the purpose of this amendment is 
merely to give the Alien Property Custodian or the President, 
for whom the Alien Property Custodian is acting, an opportunity, 
where he finds he has taken property from a citizen of the United 
States or France or Belgium, to preserve it and keep it or its in- 
come out of the hands of the enemy and turn it back to its right- 
ful owner without litigation. 

In some cases he can not get consent of the enemy, as de- 
seribed here. For instance, some of this property was.on its way, 
when the act was passed, through the banks of New York, and 
their correspondent was the Deutscher Bank or seme other bank 
of Germany, and when it was levied on in the New York bank 
by the Alien Property Custodian, it was levied on in the name of 
the Deutscher Bank, and there it stands, and he can net get the 
consent of the Deutscher Bank to turn it back to the loyal sub- 
ject who happened to be in that enemy territory. The main ob- 
ject is to facilitate settlements in the case of property that be- 
longs to loyal people, either our ewn citizens or our Allies, with- 
out any litigation and without dispute. So the amendment 
amounts to but very little, although the language of the clause 
is long. The object is to save lawsuits and save costs and rap- 
idly dispose of the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 17, to insert: 

BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY. 


For investigating duplication of statistical and other work in the 
various branches of the Government service, and for maintaining a 
current index record of such work and disseminating information con- 
cerning it to such Government organizations as may be concerned: 
Provided, That not later than June 30, 1919, all books, records, and 
papers relating to the investigations of duplication .of statistical and 
other work and to the work of the statistical clearing house of the 
Central Bureau of Pianning and Statistics shall be transferred to the 
Bureau of Efficiency, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





902 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Civil Service 
Comuniission,” on page 8, line 1, before the word “ who,” to in- 
sert “sailors and marines,’ and in the same line, after the 
word “ qualified,” to strike out “if they ” and insert “ but whose 
wives,” so as to make the clause read: 


The unexpended balances on June 30, 1919, of appropriations for 
additional and temporary employees for the Civil Service Commission 
made, respectively, in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropri- 
ation act for the fiscal year 1919, and the “ First deficiency appropri- 
ation act, 1919,” are reappropriated and made available under the same 
conditions for the fiscal year 1920: Provided, That the act entitled an 
“An act to provide for the Fourteenth and subsequent decennial cen- 
suses,” approved March 38, 1919, so far as it relates to preference in 
employment of honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines, be 
amended to read as follows: “ That hereafter in making one 
to clerical and other positions in the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment in the District of Columbia or elsewhere preference shall be given 
to honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines, and widows of 
such, and to the wives of injured soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
themselves are not qualified but whose wives are qualified to hold such 
positions.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 


EXECUTIVE. 

Office of the President: For additional compensation to one expert 
stenographer, fiscal year 1920, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, the last item read being 
as follows: 

DISTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 
SALARIES. 

Coroner's office: For payment of the deputy coroner during the ab- 
sence of the coroner, $110. 

Mr. KING. I move to strike out the item found on page 8, 
lines 21 and 22, being the item just read by the Secretary. As 
I understand, the coroner and the deputy coroner are provide: 
for by existing law and their salaries are fixed. This seems to 


be an additional compensation by reason of the absence of one | 


of the employees of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN. 
of the District government that that is entirely under the legis- 
lation which has been passed heretofore; that in the necessary 
absence of the principal, the deputy has the amount of salary 
which he may earn during that time. 

Mr. KING. I ask the Senator from Wyoming is that amount 
subtracted from the compensation provided by law for the prin- 
cipal? 

Mr. WARREN. I have here what was stated on that ques- 
tion, which is as follows: : 

The CuamrmMAN, Mr. Commissioner, the first estimate is for $95 for 
ihe deputy coroner. I understand you have increased that to $110. 

Mr. BrowNLow. Yes, sir; there is a supplemental estimate for $110, 
which makes the total required $205, 

The CHairnmMAN, This is to pay the salary of the deputy during the 
absence of the coroner? 

Mr. BrowNLow. Yes; in accordance with the provisions of the code. 

The CHAIRMAN, This is an actual deficiency? 

Mr. BROWNLOW. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, that does not explain the matter. 
It is clear that there is no diminution of the amount provided 
for the principal who absents himself. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not understand that the code provides 
for that. I assume that the duties of the coroner are such that 
he can not always be present where a coroner is needed, and 
therefore the necessity of a deputy. 

Mr. KING. I understand the law already gives vacations 
and annual leaves, and that during those periods the officer 
receives a fixed compensation; and, in addition to that, we are 
paying him the amount indicated in this item. I think it ought 
to go out, because it is double compensation. 

I will say to the Senator that if he will consent that it may 
go out, if in conference it becomes apparent that there is a 
diminution or subtraction of the amount which the coroner 
obtains, I shall have no objection to it being inserted. I insist 
on my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Utah. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, the last clause read being 
as follows: 

lor maintenance, care, and repair of automobiles, motor cycles, and 
motor trucks owned by the District of Columbia, that are not otherwise 
provided for, including such personal services in connection therewith 
not otherwise authorized, as the commissioners shall in writing specially 
order, $4,000. 

Mr. KING. I move to strike out the paragraph commencing 
on line 6 and ending on line 11, on page 9. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. What is the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senater from Utah? 
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Mr. KING. I move to strike out lines G6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, on 
page 9. It has become the fad now for everybody who is an 
employee of this municipality and of the War Department— 
particularly the latter—to have automobiles and transportation 
furnished them to take them to and from their residences, their 
boarding houses, and their other places of abode. This seems 
to be largely for the purpose of furnishing automobiles, motor- 
cycles, and so on, for employees of the District of Columbia. 
I doubt not that there has been a very liberal appropriation 
made heretofore for these particular matters. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I should like to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington will 
state it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Are we considering this appro- 
priation bill under the usual consent that committee amendments 
are to be first considered? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee amendments are 
first to be considered, but nobody has raised the question. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I want to raise that question, 
because I think if we have that understanding it ought to be 
followed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Senator from Utah will 
have to defer his motion to strike out. 

Mr. KING. I did not understand that the usual rule pre- 
vailed in this instance. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was under the subhead “Contingent and miscellaneous ex- 
penses,” on page 9, after line 11, to strike out: 


The appropriation for the establishment of an ice or cold storage 
plant at the morgue, contained in the District of Columbia appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1918, is reappropriated and made available for 
the fiscal year 1920, together with the further sum of $3,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Public schools,” 


/ Oh page 13, after line 18, to insert: 
I understand from one of the representatives | 


Longevity pay: For longevity pay for director of intermediate in- 
struction, supervising principals, supervisor and assistant ae of 
manual training, principals of normal high and manual-training a 
schools, the assistant principal (who shall be dean of girls) of the 
Central High School, principals of grade manual-training schools, heads 
of departments, director and assistant director of primary instruction, 
directors and assistant directors of drawing, physical culture, music, 
domestic science, domestic art, kindergartens, and penmanship, teachers, 
clerks, librarians and clerks, and librarians, to be paid in strict con- 
formity with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to fix and regu- 
late the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other employees of the 
board of education of the District of Columbia,” approved June 20, 
1906, as amended by the acts approved May 26, 1908, and May 18, 1910, 
and June 26, 1912, $72,000. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chairman 
of the committee under what circumstances those having con- 
trol of the schools in this District contracted obligations amount- 
ing to $72,000, as indicated in this item, and the additional 
sum, as indicated by the next paragraph, in excess of the 
amounts which have been appropriated. 

Mr. WARREN. This is to fulfill the law, and I shall ask 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], who is acquainted with 
the matter, to explain the item. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, a number of teachers left the 
service here last fall. ‘The estimate was not so high as is 
ordinarily carried in these bills, because it was believed the 
schools could get along witha lower amount; but in employing 
teachers to take the places of those who had gone away it was 
necessary to pay an increased salary. That places the District 
in this position at this time: The teachers have come back, 
and, as to the longevity pay to which they are entitled, they will 
have to wait until next fall for it, unless it is paid to them now. 
They have already received their checks each month, and many 
of them have but very little money. We therefore thought it was 
unfair to require them during all the summer vacation to go 
without the money that is actually due them as longevity pay. 

Mr. KING. What is longevity pay? 

Mr. CURTIS. Longevity pay is for length of service. Each 
year there is so much added to the compensation of a teacher 
who has taught for a certain length of time, up to five years. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriation.» 
was, on page 14, after line 10, to insert: 

Allowance to principals: For allowance to principals of grade-schow 
buildings for services rendered as such, in addition to their grade salar: 
to be paid in strict conformity with the provisions of the act entit! #. 
“An act to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, school officers, amd 


other employees of the board of education of the District of Columbia,” 
approved June 20, 1906, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 15, line 7, before “1919,” 
to strike out “ March 22” and insert “May 30,” so as to make 
the clause read: 


Night schools: For teachers and janitors of night schools, including 


teachers of industrial, commercial, and trade instruction, and teachers 
and janitors of night scheols may also be teachers and janitors. of ‘day 
schools, $12,000: Provided, That payment is authorized to all-employees 
who served in the night schools during the peried frem March 8 to 
May 30, 1919, inclusive, at the rate of pay they were receiving on March 
7, 1919, this payment to be in addition to the nominal sum of $1 which 
such teachers received for the service rendered. 

The amendment was agreed ‘to. 

The reading of the bill was continued down ‘to the end of 
line 25, on page 15, the last item read being as follows: 

METROPOLITAN ‘POLICE. 

Miscellaneous: For fuel, $1,300. 

lor maintenance of motor vehicles, $1,500, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if that is a deficiency, it is obvious 
that the department ought to know what the deficiency is. If 
they are seeking for an appropriation to cover a loss, they ought 
to know what the loss is. This appropriation is very indefinite. 
The item makes an appropriation of “'$1,500, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary.” 

Mr. WARREN. As the Senator knows, it is not in order to 
change the item now. The item to which he calls attention is 
in the print of the House text. 

Mr. KING. That is true, but it will relieve me of the neces- 
sity of calling attention to it later if the Senator will give the 
explanation now. If not, I ‘shall be compelled to invite attention 
to it later. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of “Courts,” on page 17, after line 18, to strike 
out: 


Police court: For printing, law books, books of reference, etc., in- 
cluding the same objects specified under this head in the District ef 
Columbia appropriation act fer the fiscal year 1919, $710.70. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Charities and 
corrections,” on page 18, after line 12, to strike out: 

Washington asylum and jail: For provisions, fuel, forage, etc., in- 
cluding the same objects specified under this head in the District of 
Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1919, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 20, after “ 1919,” to 
strike out “$30,000” and insert “$20,000,” so as to make the 
clause read : 

Tor maintenance of jail prisoners of the District of Columbia, in- 
cluding the same objects specified under -this head in the District of 
Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1919, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 5, after “ 1899,” to 
strike out “$250” and insert “‘ $500,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Tor deportation of nonresident insane persons, in accordance with 
the act of Congress “to change the proceedings for admission to the 
Government Hospital for the Insane in certain cases, and for other 
purposes,” approved January 31, 1899, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 21, to insert: 

EMERGENCY SHIPPING FUND. 

lor recruiting, instructing, and training ‘officers, engineers, and 
crews for American vessels, and for all expenditures incidental thereto, 
$2,417,186.95, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Emergency Fleet Corporation 
has expended net only millions and hundreds of millions of del- 
lars, but billions of dollars. I should like to know whether or 
not the investigations of the committee demonstrate the wisdom 
of the appropriations, the justice of them, and justify this large 
deficiency for the limited purpeses for which the appropriation 
is to be used or has been used? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the general appropriation for 
the Emergency Fleet Corporation is not applicable ‘to this par- 
ticular line of. service. This item represents what it will ‘take 
to pay the expense of the particular service referred to up to 
the end of ‘this fiscal year ; that is, the end of the present month, 
As the Senator knows, there have been a large numberof vesseis 
at various ‘times completed for the merchant marine and for 
other ‘service, and there is a lack of sailors and officers educated 
or trained in the work of manning and navigating the vessels. 
The consequence is that not coincident with but following ‘the 
appropriations for the building of ships it was necessary ‘to 
build up the niachinery, the human side of it as well as ‘the other 
part, in order to put these ‘ships into service. The ‘shortage in. 


this branch was not presented to the House ‘beeause ‘the ‘officers 
of the corporation had not the opportunity to complete their 
calculations as to the enlistment of men in the service and to 








compute what was necessary to cover this emergency. So the 
item was left out until it came to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate committee. If the Senator cares to have a little further in- 
formation—— 

Mr. KING. I will be very glad to have it. 

Mr. WARREN. I shall read briefly from the hearings. I 
quote from the testimony of Mr. Henry Howard, director this 
recruiting service, United States Shipping Board, as follows: 

Mr. Howarp. We have zn appropriation in the bill which failed of 
passage at the last Congress, the deficiency bill, and owing to its failure 
we curtailed to the utmost in the interim. Our service, I might say, is 
training and providing personnel for the new ships that the Emergency 
Fleet Corporation is building, with trained officers, deck and engineer 
officers, seamen, firemen, cooks, oilers, and the whole personnel. 

The ,CHamrMAN. And this without any connection with the Navy 
Department ? 

Mr. Howarp. It has nothing to do with the Navy. It is a civilian 
manning of the ships, and of course the burden has been much greater 
Since the war is over, because we have been not only manning the new 
ships but the ships that the Navy formerly manned, which they are now 
turning over to us. We stopped completely our activities immediately 
after the failure of the passage of that bill, because we ran out of funds, 
and then it was thought it was such a serious matter and might cause a 
tie-up of so many ships that Commissioner Stevens took upon himself the 
responsibility of authorizing the use of some of the funds of the Division 
of Operations, surplus funds, something that is probably illegal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you any estimates to propose? If so, in what 
form? 

Mr. Howarp. Yes. The ‘appropriation for the recruiting service of 
the United States Shipping Board provided $6,250,000 for the training of 
cers and men for the merchant marine for the year ending June 30, 
1919. 

The expenditures fer the nime months ended March 31, 1919, are as 
follows: 


EE. | CT sc cinirintwwiocecanitapactiiematantincniiiiiesan $5, 326, 615. 37 
NN Ee ee 425, 836. 34 
SI isaac i ei site tak cbiicacdlb tba Lea nial 1, 259, 942. 82 
ON icc citanthstesintshnitlnen nigel this wali biaaieaaliisilcitnistita 154, 792. 42 


Total 7, 167, 186. 95 


It is estimated that operating expenses for the months of April, May, 
and June will'amount te $1,500,000, making the total expenditures 
$8,667,186.95 for the present fiscal year and necessitating a deficiency 
appropriation of $2,417,.186.95 to meet the above expenditures. 

he CHAIRMAN. By what authority is your board undertaking to 
create a deficiency of that size without some leave of Congress? I am 
not inquiring about it with any feeling against it, but the point is that 
this Government can not be run‘on a basis of every department spend- 
img what ft chooses and coming in with it for deficiencies. The whole 
country is aflame now with the budget system, and we have an asso- 
ciation here sending out literature about the budget, saying how much 
they will raise and how to spend it, and that it is to be divided and 
apportioned to these deficiencies. Now, where are we going to be at if 
we have such deficiencies, especially deficiencies of that size? 

Mr. Howanrp. A deficiency on the basis that we estimatea, ir we nad 
run full foree, would have been about $4,000,000, which was approved 
by the last Congress and would have passed but for the filibuster. We 
had either to stop the thing at a severe damage to the interests of the 
Government having ships goimg out without crews to operate them or 
somebody had to run the risk of doing something a little illegal in the 
interests of the Government keeping the thing going. Mr. Stevens 
said that he was willing to assume the responsibility. 

The CHARMAN. This was done by the corporation within the cor- 
poration ? 

Mr, Howanp. No, sir; it was done by the Shipping Board. The re- 
cruiting service is not connected with the Emergency Fleet Corpora- 
tion. It is responsible directly to the board and is working under 
appropriations directly. 

he CrAtrmMan. It has nothing to do with the fleet department? 

Mr. Howanp. Nothing to do with the fleet proposition. 

The CHarrMAN. I notice on page 15 of ‘the old bill which you have 
referred to 

Mr. Howarp. No: page 45, limes 13 to 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 15 of the old bill as reported by Senator 
MARTIN, $3,750,000. 

Mr. Howarp It is in the sundry civil bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; it is in the sundry civil and also in the pro- 
posed deficiency bill. 

Mr. Howarp. Let me read yeu this letter from the comptroller in 
the Division of Operations. I wrote to him telling him that I thought 
ft would ‘be necessary for ws to appear before the House committee. 
He replied as follows [reading] : 

“I took the matter up through Mr. Seleau with Mr. Shields, the 
clerk of the committce, who confirmed the original statement that I 
made to you. 

“ However, it now transptres that it is quite possible that the sundry 
civil bill, in which the appropriation was included for your service, 
may not become a law until after July 1. In this event the portion of 
the appropriation that was made available prior to June 30 might not 
become effective. It is therefore suggested that upon your arrival here 
Thursday you take up with the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
the proposition of including in a deficiency bill or an urgent deficiency 
bill now before them the amount of the deficit that will occur in your 
operations up to Jane 80 next.” 


The money has been spent. It has been borrowed, a portion 
of it, from another fund provided for another purpose. 

The PRESTDING OFFICER (Mr. New in the chair). 
question is‘on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
State,” on page 21, after line 5, to strike out: 

For additional employees in the Department of State, $20,000: Pro- 


vided, That not more than six persons shall be employed hereunder at a 
rate of compensation excecding $1,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Foreign inter- 
course.” on page 21, line 14, after “ 1919,” to strike out “ $50,000 ” 
and insert * $100,000”; so as to make the clause read: 

United States consulate: For contingent expenses of United States 
consulates, including the same objects specified under this head in the 
Diplomatic and Consular appropriation act for the fiscal year 1919, 
$100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 18, after “ 1919,” 
to strike out “$100,000” and insert “ $200,000,” so as to make 
the clause read. 

Foreign missions: For contingent expenses of foreign missions, in- 
cluding the same objects specified under this head in the Diplomatic and 
Consular appropriation act for the fiscal year 1919, $200,000. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Utah, if he will be kind enough to answer me, if in one of 
the former appropriation bills provision was not made for these 
enlarged expenditures of the State Department owing to the 
war? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to my colleague that the regular 
appropriations were made in the Diplomatic appropriation bill 
for this service; but it now develops in the hearing that the 
$50,000 allowed by the House was not sufficient for the United 
States consulates, and that the $100,000 was not enough for 
foreign missions. The House thought it was, but the hearing 
before the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations 
on the appropriation bill convinced the subcommittee that they 
required the $100,000 and the $200,000, respectively. I will say 
that I am not a member of that subcommittee now. 

Mr. KING. My recollection is that when we were considering 
the appropriation bill of last year, the demands of the State 
Department for the Consular Service were rather large and 
were responded to by the Senate; and my recollection is that 
in the appropriation bill for this year the large demands were 
pretty generally acceded to by the Senate. I am surprised at 
these large deficits, in view of the very liberal appropriations 
which were made in the regular appropriation bills for 1918 and 
for 1919. 

Mr. WARREN. I was somewhat surprised myself, and very 
much disposed to ignore those calls, but inasmuch as a thorough 
examination developed that they have followed since the time 
we appropriated, and have been increasing instead of decreas- 
ing, it seems to me that to cut this out now, or to cut out part of 
it, means that we shall have it in the next bill; and it was the 
inteniion of the subcommittee to cover this and put an end to 
this matter of coming in with these deficiencies. Of course, as 
the Senator knows, one of the ways to avoid these deficiencies 
hereafter is, if we can ascertain what absolutely must be ex- 
pended, to give them that money and close the account. 

I have here some letters that have come up to me from the 
Secretary of State; and if the Senator wishes them read, they 
were such as to convince the subcommittee handling the bill 
that those amounts ought to go in. 

Mr. KING. I will not ask the Senator to put them in the 
Record or to read them; but if he can answer this one ques- 
tion it will be satisfactory to me: Are these increased amounts 
for the services of additional employees in the department or 
for additional consular agents abroad? 

Mr. WARREN. No; nothing of that kind. So far as the 
employees are concerned, it means that they would have to be 
furloughed immediately, and that they have already rendered a 
part of this service. As to these other matters, as the Senator 
knows, the business of the State Department is largely with 
foreign countries, and is done by telegraphing and cabling, be- 
cause the other countries nearby all communicate with each 
other by wire, and this country would be at a great disadvantage 
in every way if it did not adopt the same system; and, as the 
Senator knows, the expense of transmitting messages by wire 
his greatly increased, and that’ has largely entered into this 
contingency. 

One of these items is for the relief and protection of American 
seamen, That means that where an American seaman is cast 
away somewhere and is picked up and taken care of, under the 
law, we have to cover the expense. The Senator would not, of 
‘ourse, like to leave accounts of that kind open. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, I was not allud- 
ing to that item at all. I was alluding to the item on line 14, 
page 21, where $100,000 has been allowed for contingent ex- 
penses of United States consulates. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Then, on line 18, $200,000 has been allowed for 
foreign missions. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. KING. That does not refer to the question of ship- 
wrecked sailors. 
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Mr. WARREN. No. 

Mr. KING. I was not challenging attention to the item last 
mentioned by the Senator, 

Mr. WARREN. But in these contingent funds, what I have 
said about the wire and other expenses as well applies—that 
they have been greater than was expected when the appropria- 
tions were made. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I should like to ask what 
the term ‘foreign missions” comprehends. If the members of 
the committee have had that item explained to them perhaps it 
would be wise for us to understand what the term “ foreign mis- 
sions” covers. -Are they special missions sent to foreign coun- 
tries or are they standing foreign missions? 

Mr. WARREN. As the Senator knows, we have embassies, 
legations, and agencies; and the terms that they may apply 
there are not, of course, part of the expense in any way. Does 
the Senator desire the reading of the letters? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I did not mean to take the time of the 
Senate or to annoy the Senator. I wondered whether the term 
“foreign missions,” as used here, included something more than 
the embassies and legations. Does it include special missions 
that are appointed to visit a country to undertake a special line 
of negotiation? For instance, we notice by the newspaper dis- 
patches that: during the peace conference at Paris all the coun- 
tries, ourselves included, have been sending missions to Poland, 
missions to Roumania, to Czechoslovakia, and to Serbia. We 
have 2 mission now, I think, in Constantinople. They are ap- 
pointed by the President to fill a temporary need, and I was 
wondering whether they were covered under this language. 

Mr. WARREN. May I read to the Senator the original ap- 
propriation which this follows? The title is: 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, FOREIGN MISSIONS. 

To enable the President to provide, at the public expense, all such 
stationery, blanks, records, and other books, seals, presses, flags, and 
signs as he shall think necessary for the several embassies and legations 
in the transaction of their business, and also for rent, repairs, postage, 
telegrams, furniture, typewriters, including exchange of same, messen- 
ger service, compensation of kavasses, guards, dragomans, and porters, 
including compensation of interpreters, and the compensation of dis- 
patch agents at London, New York, San Francisco, and New Orleans, 
and for traveling and miscellaneous expenses of embassies and legations, 
and for printing in the Department of State, and for loss on bills of 
exchange to and from embassies and legations, and payment in ad- 
vance of subscriptions for newspapers (forcign and domestic) under 
this appropriation is hereby authorized. 

It is a separation of money that is expended by the Depart- 
ment of State and, of course, includes the embassies and lega- 
tions, which seems to take in those agencies in addition. Of 
course, I will say to the Senator the language is not the language 
of the committee. It is the language that is presented by the 
Department of State and indorsed by the House, and comes to us 
in that form. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; but you see, Mr. President, the 
significant thing is that the item is doubled, and I was wonder- 
ing if one of the reasons for doubling it was the existence of 
these special foreign missions during the last six months, as con- 
trasted with the permanent foreign missions. In listening to the 
reading of that statute, I imagine that it is confined largely to 
taking care of the contingent expenses of permanent foreign mis- 
sions ; but the paragraph does not read that way. It reads: 


For contingent expenses of foreign missions, including the same 
objects specified under this head in the Diplomatic-and Consular ap- 
propriation act for the fiscal year 1919. 


Mr. WARREN. Which I have just read. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; but it includes that and anything 
else under the term “ foreign missions.” Of course, some day 
the bill must be paid for the temporary foreign missions which 
we have now, I imagine, all over Europe during the progress of 
these peace negotiations, and I am merely endeavoring to as- 
eertain whether those are being handled under an entirely 
separate account of which we have not had a view or whether, 
step by step, we are appropriating for them under this item. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that the members 
of the committee had before them at the last session an estimate 
of $5,000,000 for this foreign service, which they ignored. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. May I ask if a similar estimate has 
been sent to the committee at this session? 

Mr. WARREN. We have not seen it yet. 
House side. We have not received it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Did the State Department indicate to 
the committee at all in the course of the hearings, or the com- 
mittee’s examination of these items, how the expenses of our 
foreign missions of a special or temporary character are now 
being met? 

Mr. WARREN. 
is concerned, he alluded to these matters. 
more than the amount granted. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no doubt of that. 


It may be on the 


We had Mr. Carr before us and, so far as he 
Of course, he wanted 





1919. 


Mr. WARREN. He wanted somewhat more than that, but it 
was finally concluded that he could work through until the first 
of the month with these appropriations. As I have said, quite 
the larger amount of this is owing to the increased cost of vari- 
ous matters. For instance, in their telegraph bill I remember 
just one item. I have forgotten how long a space of time it 
covered, but it was a matter of over $1,000,000 for cabling. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am not criticizing the amount of 
money appropriated in this item. I was trying to locate ex- 
actly where it goes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 22, after the words 
“Philippine Islands,” to strike out “$50,000” and insert 
* $60,000,” so as to make the clause read: 

For relief and protection of American seamen in foreign countries 
and in the Panama Canal Zone, and shipwrecked American scamen in 
the Territory of Alaska, in the Hawaiian Islands, Porto Rico, and the 
Philippine Islands, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Treasury De- 
partment,” on page 22, after line 1, to strike out: 

CFFICE OF CHIEF CLERK AND SUPERINTENDENT. 

Arlington Building and Annex: For equipment of the Arlington 
Building and Annex, including rugs and carpets, awnings, window 
shades and carriers, window ventilators, and bottle water coolers, 
$15,000, to continue available during the fiscal year 1920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
out: 

Treasury Department Annex, Pennsylvania Avenue and Madison 
Place: For equipment of the building, including rugs and carpets, awn- 
ings. window shades, window ventilators, and bottle water coolers, 
$3,000, to continue available during the fiscal year 1920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 12, to strike 
out: 

Treasury Department Annex, Fourteenth and B Streets NW.: For 
the following employees for care and maintenance of the building during 
the fiscal year 1920, at annual rates of compensation as follows: Car- 
penter, $1,200; plumber, $1,200; plumber’s helper, $1,000; electrician, 
$1,200; wireman, $900; 3 mechanics, at $900 each; captain of the 
watch, $1,400; 2 lieutenants of the watch, at $900 each; 31 watchmen, 
at $720 each; janitor, $1,200; assistant janitor, $1,000; head of char 
force, $660; 2 assistant heads of char force, at $480 each: 120 char- 
women, at $240 each ; 12 male laborers, at $660 each ; 4 female laborers, 
at $660 each; in all, $76,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 23, to strike out: 

For heating, electric current, electrical equipment, ice, removal of 
sree, SPS equipment, and miscellaneous expenses, fiscal year 1920, 
$33,548. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 3, to strike 
out: 

Darby Building: For heating, electric current. electrical equipment, 
ice, and miscellaneous items, fiscal year 1920, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Contingent ex- 
penses,” on page 23, after line 19, to strike out: 

For rent of the Navy Annex Building on New York Avenue near 
Eighteenth Street NW., fiscal year 1920, $40,000; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized to accept from the Secretary of the Navy the 
long-term lease entered into by the Secretary of the Navy with the 
owners of the building known as the Navy Annex, located on New York 
Avenue near Eighteenth Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 7, to strike 
out: 


22, after line 7, to strike 


OFFICE OF THE TREASURER, 


For amount required to increase the compensation of 26 expert count- 
ers, provided in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1920, from $720 to $900 each, $4,680. 

National currency (reimbursable) : For the following employees from 
July 1, 1919, to June 30, 1920, inclusive, at annual rates of compensa- 
tion as follows: 

Assistant tellers—1 $2,200, 1 $2,000; clerks—4 of class 4, 4 of 
class 8, 4 of class 2; expert counters—20 at $1,100 each, 30 at $900 
each ; 8 messengers at $840 each ; messenger boy, $480; in all, $75,400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Public Health 
Service,” on page 27, after line 18, to insert: — 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to acquire and com- 
plete immediately the hospital at Broadview, Cook County, Ill., author- 
ized and appropriated for by an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to provide hospital and sanitarium facilities 
for discharged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines,” approved 
March 3, 1919 (Public act No. 326, 65th Cong.). 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I would like to inquire of the 
Senator having charge of the bill what hearings, i€ any, were 
had vegarding the propricty of purchasing this hospital, or 
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rather the necessity for its purchase by an amendment to this 
bill. My reason for asking the question is that I have under- 
stood the Secretary of the Treasury and the Bureau of Health 
have been confronted with a great many conditions that were 
not at all satisfactory in regard to the hospital and that to take 
the unfinished building over, especially in its present condition, 
would be to saddle a very considerable burden upon the Treasury 
which it ought not to bear. In other words, the reason for the 
failure of the Secretary of the Treasury to act under the bill 
which we passed last February or early in March was not due 
to a lack of desire to secure these quarters, but to the terms 
which were imposed upon the Government by accepting the build- 
ing in its present condition. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there is a rather long story 
connected with the matter, but the committee had the Secretary 
of the Treasury before its subcommittee, and he testified, I will 
not say at great length but at considerable length, and not ex- 
actly along the line of what has been stated, but rather that he 
had not had the time to give this hospital, which under the bill 
required his approval, the attention it required; that it had 
come to him as he was just starting out on a campaign for the 
victory loan; that just before he went away he had asked for 
certain papers to take with him; that he asked the War Depart- 
ment to state why the contract which had been signed by those 
officers of the Army failed to receive the O. K. of the Secretary, 
and he also asked for information from the Public Health Servy- 
ice; that he learned from the Secretary of War that the War 
Department had ceased to function in the matter, because all 
these hospitals were to go over to the Public Health Service; 
that the Surgeon General of the Health Service and his senior 
assistants had examined this property and that the reports were 
somewhat conflicting; that he had one report that it had been 
unanimously approved and another that it was three to two, and 
stated that the three to two was the latest report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend for 
amoment. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 of the 
act of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the 
joint resolution entitled “‘ Joint resolution to authorize the Presi- 
dent in time of war to supervise or take possession and assume 
control of any telegraph, telephone, or marine cable or radio 
system or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate the same 
in such manner as may be needful or desirable for the duration 
of the war, and to provide just compensation therefor,” approved 
July 16, 1918. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I realize the importance of 
concluding the appropriation bill, and I ask unanimous consent 
temporarily to lay aside the unfinished business. In connection 
with that, however, I give notice that I expect to go on with it 
just as soon as the appropriation bill is completed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The Senator from Wyoming 
will proceed. 

Mr. WARREN. I will state to the Senator from Colorado 
that half an hour or an hour after the Secretary had left us 
he returned to say that he was mistaken or had overlooked the 
fact that there had been a late meeting of the Health Service 
officials with the Surgeon General and others who had later ex- 
amined the property and who had approved it unanimously. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is perfectly satisfactory to me. I do not 
eare to have any further explanation. 

Mr. KING. I should like to make an inquiry. I understand 
the Secretary of the Treasury has discretion for the completion 
of that building. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Why should he be directed to immediately pro- 
ceed with the construction of it? The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, empowered and authorized, as he is, to construct the 
building, certainly would not abuse the discretion which is 
placed upon him. If the building is necessary, I see no reason 
why there should be such a direction. I see no reason why he 
should be directed to proceed immediately. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield in order that I may 
make a brief statement? This whole subject matter was fully 
investigated by a committee of the Senate during the last ses- 
sion, and a provision was reported in a bill which passed the 
Senate unanimously after the subject was discussed for almost 
an entire day. That provision required the Secretary to acquire 
the Speedway site and building. In conference, however, a 
modified provision was adopted which directed the Secretary 
to take over this project subject to a general proviso authoriz- 
ing him to reject any. project specified in the act if he found 
it was to the interest of the Government to do so. The emer- 
gency nature of this hospital project is admitted. 
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According to the evidence before the Senate Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and according to the investiga- 
tions of three authorities in the War Department on different 
occasions, this is the best hospital project that has ever been 
submitted to the Government during the war. It is both the 
cheapest per bed and the best. 
modern, up-to-date, fireproof hospital and the only one that is 
available. 


Conditions in the Chicago district where this hospital is 
located make it imperative that this question should be prompfly 
determined. Every authority that has investigated it, and it 
ins been investigated over and over again, has reported not 
favorably but urged its adoption. 
he act was passed March 3, last. Several months have gone 
by and the service has suffered by reason of failure to deter- 
» this question. The Secretary of the Treasury has been 
a very busy man and has not finally disposed of the matter. 
There was in the War Department at one time opposition to 








the project, but the opposition, to say the least of it, is not 
justified. The Secretary of the Treasury indicated at one time 


} 
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iat he felt that Congress should have legislated emphatically 
rather than to have given him discretion. He has made no 
objection to the proposition. He at one time suggested that 
perhaps Congress should legislate affirmatively and that he 
elt, under the discretion vested in him, that it is his duty to 
make an independent and thorough investigation, and that 
investigation has not been completed. 

Considering the emergency nature of the subject, the number 
of times it has been investigated, the conclusive evidence estab- 
lishing it to be for the best interest of the Government and 
of the service, I express the hope that the provision will be 
adopted speedily. 

Mr WARREN. On line 23, page 47, the word “ sanatarium ” 
is quoted from the law, but it should be “ sanatorium.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TramMe tt in the chair). 
Without objection, that amendment to the amendment of the 
committee will be made. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee 
as amended. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 2, to insert: 
, rhe last paragraph of section 6 of the “Act to authorize the Secretary 


of the Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for dis- 

harged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines,” approved March 

1919, is hereby amended to read as follows: The sum of $1,500,000 is 

y authorized to be held as an emergency fund for the purchase of 

lk and the erection thereon of buildings or for the purchase of land 

and butidings, and the remodeling thereof, suitable for hospital and 

Sanateria purposes, which the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 

authorized to select and locate for the uses of the United States Public 
Health Service, if in his judgment the emergency requires it. 


The amendment Was agreed to. 
Phe next amendment was, on page 28, after line 14, to insert: 
BONDS OF CREW OF UNITED STATES SHIP “ SAN DINGO.” 


_Any Liberty loan bonds belonging to an officer or member of the crew 
of the United States ship San Diego, and which were in possession of 
t when such 









the owner on board said vessel on the 19th day of July, 1918 
vessel was sunk off the coast of Long Island, N. Y., and which shall be 
shown to have been at that time lost beyond recovery, are hereby de- 
clared to have been wholly destroyed, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to issue duplicates of such bonds in 
conformity with the provisions of the Revised Statutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, under the head of “ War Depart- 
ment,” subhead “ Contingent expenses,” on page 29, after line 2, 
to insert: 


a 
A 


For purchase of professional and scientific books, law beoks, including 
eir exchange, and so forth, including the same objects specified under 
this head in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act 
tor the fiscal year 1919, $252,258.14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 10, to strike 
out: 

_For_ rent of buildings in the District of Columbia for the use of the 
War Department, $1,978.72. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Ordnance De- 
partment,” on page 29, line 23, after the word “ been,” to strike 
out “agreed upen by the War Department and the claimants ” 
and insert “‘ determined by the Secretary of War,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the payment of the claims for damage to and loss of private 
preperty occasioned by the explosions and fire at the plant of T. A. 
Gillespie Co., at Morgan, N. J., which have been determined by the Sec- 
retary of War, and in amounts. not exceeding those which are enumerated 


and scheduled in House document No. 1735, parts 2 and 3, of the 
Sixty-fifth Congress, third session, $852,106.49. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


In addition to that, it is a 
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The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 2, to insert: 


For the payment, of the claims for damage to and loss of private 
property occasioned by the explosions and fire at the plant of the 
T. A. Gillespie Co., at Morgan, N. J., which have been determined by 
the Secretary of War from claims submitted by the sufferers and in 
amounts not exceeding those which are enumerated and scheduled 
in the final report of the Secretary of War under date of May 31, 
1919, im Senate Document No. —, Sixty-sixth Congress, first session, 
and shown therein as schedules “A,” “B,” “C,” “D,” and “TI,” 
$463,392.08. 

Mr. WARREN. I move to fill the blank after “ numbered,” 
in line 10, by inserting “ 31.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 12, to insert: 

The disbursing authority in paying amounts appropriated herein, 
or amounts heretofore or hereafter appropriated by Congress for the 
payment of claims for damage to and loss of private property occa- 
sioned by the explosions and fire at the plant of the T. A. Gillespie 
Co:, at Morgan, N. J., is hereby directed to make such reductions as 
is found necessary by any errors or omissions on submission of fur- 
ther evidence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,” on page 32, line 8, after the 
word “ hospital,” to strike out “ $2,000” and insert “ $3,000,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For hospital, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 10, after the words 
“In all,” to strike out “$24,000” and insert “ $25,000,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

In all, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 11, after the 
word “ household,” to strike out “ $25,000” and insert “ $26,000,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Western Branch, Leavenworth, Kans. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 12, to insert: 
For current expenses, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 14, after the word 
“hospital,” to strike out “$5,000” and insert “$6,000,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For hospital, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 15, after the words 
“in all,” to strike out “ $30,000” and insert “ $34,000,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

In all, $34,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 19, after the word 
“hospital,” to strike out ‘“ $8,000” and insert “ $9,000,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For hospital, $9,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 20, after the words 
“in all,” to strike out “ $22,000” and insert “ $23,000,” so as to 
make the clause read: 


In all, $23,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 14, after the word 
“ Soldiers,” to strike out “ $128,558.62 ” and insert “ $134,558.62,” 
so as to make the clause read: 


In all, National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, $134,558.62 : 
Provided, That no part of the foregoing appropriations shall] be ex- 
pended for any purpose at any branch of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers that maintains or permits to be maintained 
on its premises a bar, canteen, or other place where beer, wine, or other 
intoxicating liquors are sold. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ State, War, and 
Navy Department Buildings,” at the top of page 34, to strike 
out: 


Temporary offiée buildings: For employees during the fiscal year 
1920 at annual rates of compensation as follows, for the maintenance 
and protection of the temporary office buildings known as: War Trade 
Building, between B and C Streets and Twentieth and Twenty-first 
Streets NW.; Food Administration Building No. 1, between Bighteenth 
and Nineteenth Streets and C and D Streets NW.; Food Administration 
Building No. 2, between New York Avenue and D Street and Nineteenth 
and Twentieth Streets NW.; Council of National Defense Building, 
on Bighteenth Street between C and D Streets NW.; Fuel Administra- 
tion Buildings Nos. 1 and 2, bounded by Virginia Avenue, Eighteenth 
and C Streets NW.; Fuel Administration Building No. 3, on D Street, 


For household, $26,000. 


1919. 


between Twentieth and Twenty-first Streets NW.; H. L. Pettus Build- 
ing, on Nineteenth Street, between Virginia Avenue and D Street NW.; 
Archie Butt Building, 1725 New York Avenue NW.; and Corcoran 
Courts Building, on New York Avenue, between Seventeenth and 
Eighteenth Streets NW.: Assistant superintendent, $2,000; principal 
clerk, $2,000; clerks—1 of ciass 3, 1 of class 2, 3 of class 1; 2 mes- 
sengers, at $840 exch; chief electrician, $1,600; electricians—1 $1,400, 
4 at $1,200 each; forcman, $1,600; carpenters—1 $1,400, 5 at $1,200 
each; plumbers—1 $1,400, 5 at $1,200 cach; steam fitter, $1,400; 
sign ‘writer, $1,400; painters—3 at $1,200 each, 1 $1,000; 8 general 
mechanics at $1,900 each; assistant engineers—1 $1,400, 3 at $1,200 
each; 18 firemen at $840 each; 11 coal passers at $700 each: guards— 
captain $1,600, 3 lieutenants at $1,080 each, 18 sergeants at $900 each, 
167 privates at $780 each; fire marshal, $1,200; foreman of laborers, 
$1,000 ; assistant foremen of laborers—2 at $840 each, 9 at $720 each; 
84 laborers at $660 each; 6 attendants at $480 each ; laborers and char- 
women, $97,020; in all, $394,520. 

For fuel, lights, repairs, ground rent, miscellaneous items, and 
printing, fiscal year 1920, $162,798.75: Provided, That the care, mainte- 
nance, and protection of the above buildings shall be under the super- 
vision and control of the superintendent of the State, War, and Navy 
Department Buildings. 

State, War, and Navy Building: For an assistant to the superin- 
tendent, fiscal year 1920, $3,600. 

Potomac Park Office Buildings: For the following additional em- 
ployees for the maintenance and protection of the buildings during 
the fiscal year 1920, at annual rates of compensation as follows: Fore- 
man, $1,400; 2 assistant foremen, at $960 each; 9 assistant foremen 
— aa at $780 each; laborers and charwomen, $184,140; in all, 
$194,480. 

For cleaning material and supplies, fiscal year 1920, $19,308. 

Mall office buildings: For the following additional employees for the 
maintenance and protection of the buildings during the fiscal year 1920, 
at annual rates of compensation as follows: Foreman, $1,400; 2 as- 
sistant foremen, at $960 each; 14 assistant foremen or forewomen, at 
$780 each; laborers and charwomen, $118,140; in all, $132,380. 

For cleaning material and supplies, fiscal year 1920, $11,814. 

Temporary Office building (Kighteenth Street and Virginia Avenue 
NW.): For the following additional employees for the maintenance 
and protection of the buildings during the fiscal year 1920, at annual 
rates of compensation as follows: Assistant foreman or forewoman, 
$780; laborers and charwomen, $9,900; in all, $10,680. 

For cleaning materials and supplies, fiscal year 1920, $1,068. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the chairman of 
the committee that this morning I had my attention called to 
this provision striking out all of pages 34 and 35 and down to 
and including line 20, on page 36. I sincerely hope that the 
amendment of the committee will be disagreed to, and for this 
reason: I find after a careful inquiry as to the buildings provided 
for here that they contain an area of 1,193,901 square feet, 
and if we do not provide for these temporary buildings they 
can not be occupied. The Public Buildings Committee have 
already decided that these temporary buildings are not going 
to be removed as long as we are leasing buildings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Therefore we will have to not only use 
every square foot of space in these buildings as they are used 
to-day, but we are going to make the employees who are already 
there use less space and move other departments or employees 
of our Government into these same buildings. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The committee realized that this or a simi- 
lar appropriation must be made; but these are appropriations 
for 1920, and my conception of the proper way to handle it— 
and I hoped that the Senate might agree to it—would be to in- 
corporate it in the urgent deficiency bill or the sundry civil 
bill, which will come in time to cover this matter. There is no 
intention on the part of the committee of withholding the 
proper sum for this purpose, but the committee believed the 
other is the better way, and certainly we did not have the 
knowledge which the Senator from Utah has now given us 
about a survey of the buildings. We found that there had been 
changes continuously, and that a week or two later consulta- 
tion on the part of the House and Senate would develop its 
great value and we would be able to put it in better form than 
it is here. There is no objection at all to making these appro- 
priations in the proper way and at the proper time. If this is 
the proper time, there is no objection. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think it is the proper time, and. for the 
reason that it ought to be made in a deficiency bill rather than 
in the sundry civil bill, because it rightly belonged in the legis- 
lative bill, but for reasons that we thought good at that time 
they were not put in, because we thought these temporary 
buildings were going to be taken away. But that plan, Mr. 
President, I think I can say with positiveness, will not be fol- 
lowed. 

Mr. POMERENE. May I ask a questior of the Senator? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. Will there not be sufficient space in these 
temporary buildings to justify our surrendering a good many of 
the leases? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that within the next 
day or two we will have a complete survey of every building 
there is in the District of Columbia owned by the Government. 
We are going to ascertain the exact space per square foot in 
every one of those buildings and have a diagram showing where 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


907 


they are located, and showing the number of employees in every 
one of those buildings. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to the fact that there 
are bureaus in this Government to-day that have 487 square 
feet for every employee, while all that is necessary or all that 
is claimed by anyone as necessary is 65 square feet. ; 

Mr. POMERENE. May I inquire what bureaus they are? 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to make a complete report with refer- 
ence to that at a later time, but I will say now one is the Food or 
Fuel Administration. I am going to lay the whole survey before 
the Senate just as quickly as we can get it completed, and that 
will be within a very short time. 

Outside of one or two of the bureaus and departments of this 
Government, every one of them has more space than is absolutely 
necessary, and we are going to see if many of the leases can be 
eanceled, but we want to cancel every lease in the District of 
Columbia and we want to see all the employees of the Gevern- 
ment housed in buildings owned by the Government. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator’s survey reveal the nim- 
ber of people who are employed in the various buildings and in 
the various bureaus? For instance, take the Food Department. 
Will it show how many are employed in that department? 

Mr. SMOOT. It will show how many were employed on the 
Ist day of May. Of course, we can not bring it further down 
than that, but it will show the number of persons in every build- 
ing, no matter what department, working on the 1st day of May, 
and the area in square feet which they are occupying in those 
buildings. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is it the Senator’s personal work? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; it is not my personal work, but I will say 
to the Senator from Tennessee that I will guarantee that it is 
right before I report it to the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am glad the Senator is undertaking it, 
and I hope it will soon come into the Senate. 

Mr. POMERENE. I hope the survey will go further, and 
show how many hours some of these employees are at work. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is a very good suggestion, although we 
have no authority to do that, I will say to the Senator. My 
opinion is that it would be a splendid thing not only for the em- 
ployees but for the Government. Since I made the statement 
to one or two newspaper boys, with no idea of having it pub- 
lished, that I thought we ought to see that there are at least 
one-third of all the employees of the Government discharged 
and that the other two-thirds would do their work better with- 
out the one-third who would be discharged, I have received hun- 
dreds of letters from employees of the Government in which 
they say “ the statement is without question correct, and if they 
would only give us the work to do”—and the letters generally 
come from the older employees—‘ we would see that the work 
was done and could be done just as well, if not better, with ore- 
third of the employees discharged who are now in the empley- 
ment of the Government.” 

Mr. POMERENE. I desire to say in connection with what 
has been said by the Senator from Utah that just the other day 
I learned of one of the bureaus or departments in which addi- 
tional employees were being moved while those who were there 
at the time did not have enough to occupy them half of the time. 

Mr. WARREN. As I have already stated, Mr. President, the 
committee has expected in due course of time to make this pro- 
vision. My colleagues on the committee will agree with me that 
technically it is in no sense a deficiency. 

Mr. SMOOT. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. WARREN. Secondly, in no sense should we take it up in 
a deficiency bill as a matter of example for the future. I 
understand the circumstances. My honored colleague, with 
others, has made this survey which I dare say will be another 
evidence of his thoroughness of work. I am perfectly willing 
at this time to allow these 1920 matters to go in, knowing as I 
do that they must be correct with this additional testimony, but 
I must beg my colleague to try with me to prevent these things 
in the first place from being deficiencies, and, second, not to 
undertake to have deficiencies for something that has not yet 
occurred or for time that has not yet elapsed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Naval Estab- 
lishment,” subhead ‘“ Bureau of Construction and Repair,” on 
page 39, line 8, after the words “sum of,” to strike out 
* $900,000” and insert “ $1,000,000,” so as to make the clause 
read: 


The limitation specified in the naval appropriation act for the fiscal 
year 1919 on expenditures for draftsmen and other technical services 
from the appropriation “ Construction and repair of vessels” is in- 
creased by the sum of $1,000,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under subhead “ Public buildings,” 
on page 40, after line 1, to insert: : 

Capitol Buildings: For work at the Capitol and for general repairs 
thereof, including cleaning and repairing works of art, flags for the 


east and west fronts of the center of the Capitol and for Senate and 
House Office Buildings; flagstafis, halyards, and tackle; wages of. me- 
chanics and laborers; purchase, maintenance, and driving of motor- 
propelled, passenger-carrying office vehicles; and not exceeding $100 
for the purchase of technical and necessary reference books and city 
directory, $5,000; to be available until expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 10, to insert: 

Maltby Building: For an additional amount to convert the building 
known as the Maltby Building into suitable condition for office purposes, 
said work and expenditures hereunder to be under the supervision and 
direction of the Superintendent of the United States Capitol Buildings 
and Grounds, to be available until expended, $4,400. 

Mr. WARREN. On line 15 the word “ Buildings ” should be in 
the singular. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
wil) be made. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the chairman of the committee tell us 
what is proposed to be done with the Maltby Building? 

Mr. WARREN. It is now being used for a Government pur- 
pose. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is occupied by the Vocational Board? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. The Superintendent of Buildings, Mr. 
Elliott Woods, appeared before the committee with reference to 
that matter. It appears he was instructed to prepare it for a 
certain number, I think 200, and he says he is now required to 
make additional repairs in order to make it ready for four or 
five hundred additional employees. I think the building, what- 
ever may become of it, will be useful. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 16, to insert: 


Courthouse, District of Columbia: For reconstruction and furnishing 
of the courtheuse, District of Columbia, including material and labor, 
and for each and every item incident thereto, to be expended under the 
direction of the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds 
to be available until expended, $57,000, one-half to be paid out o 
the Treasury and one-half out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 11, to insert: 
ST. ELIZABETHS HOSPITAL. 


For support, clothing, and treatment in St. Elizabeths Hospital of 
the insane from the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, inmates 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, persons charged 
with or convicted of crimes against the United States who are insane, 
al} persons wko have become insane since their entry into the military 
and naval service of the United States, civilians in the quartermaster’s 
service of the Army, persons transferred from the Canal Zone, who 
have been admitted to the hospital and who are indigent, including pur- 
chase, exchange, maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-propelled 
passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent, purchas- 
ing agent, and general hospital business, not exceeding $1,500; not to 
exceed $45,240 for adjustment of compensation of employees, $100,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 9, to insert: 
BUREAU OF BDUCATION. 

Relief of sufferers in Alaska: To enable the Secretary of the Interior, 
in his discretion and under his direction, with the advice and coopera- 
tion of the Public Health Service, to combat the influenza in Alaska and 
to afford relief to the indigent natives thereof, including expenses 
already ineurced for this purpose, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ United States 
Courts,”” on page 43, after line 6, to insert: 

For salary of the additional district judge for the northern dis- 


trict of Texas, at the rate of $7,500 per annum from March 14 to 
June 30, 1919, $2,229.17. 


Without objection, that change 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Post Office 
Department,” subhead “ Contingent expenses,” on page 46, line 
25, after the date “1918, to strike out “$5,500” and insert 
“ $6,934.67,” so as to make the clause read: 

For amount required during the fiscal year 1919 to meet the in- 
creased cost of envelopes in accordance with the adjustment made by 


the Postmaster General under section 4 of the Post Office appropriation 
act approved July 2, 1918, $6,934.67. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Postal Serv- 
ice,” subhead “ Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral,” on page 48, line 24, after the date “ 1919,” to strike out 
“ $474,500” and insert “ $691,493.45,” so as to make the clause 
read : 


For 1919, $691,493.45. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Commerce, 


’ 


’ on page 50, after line 8, to strike out: 
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COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


Field expenses: For surveys and necessary resuryeys of the Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts of the United States, including the coasts of outlying 
islands under the jurisdiction of the United States, $7,500. 

For surveys and necessary resurveys of coasts on the Pacific Ocean 
under the jurisdiction of the United States, $7,500. 

Office expenses: For the purchase of new instruments, etc., including 
the same objects specified under this head in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act for the fiscal year 1919, $24,000, to continue available during 
the fiseal year 1920. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, under subhead “ Bureau 
of Fisheries,” on page 51, after line 3, to strike out: 


For an additional amount for the purchase or construction of a 
wooden power lighter for use at the Pribilof Islands, and for equipment 
thereof, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under subhead “ Miscellaneous,” on 
page 51, after line 14, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of Labor, during the remainder of the fiscal 
year 1919, to maintain the present organization established under 
appropriations contained in the sundry civil appropriation act approved 
Jul , 1918, for the furnishing of information and the rendering of 
assistance to wage earners throughout the United States during the 

resent emergency, including personal services in the District of Colum- 
Bin and elsewhere, per diem in lieu of subsistence at not exceeding $4, 
traveling expenses, rental, and maintenance of quarters in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere, heat and light, telegraph and_ telephone 
service, supplies and equipment, and printing and binding, $272,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 10, after the word 
“binding,” to strike out “ $50,000” and insert “ $26,393.11,” so 
as to make the clause read: 


To enable the Seeretary of Labor, during the remainder of the fiscal 
year 1919, to carry on the work of mediation and conciliation in labor 
disputes, including personal seryices and rent in the District of Columbia 
and in the field, per diem in liew of subsistence not to exceed $4, travel- 
ing expenses, law books, books of reference, periodicals, newspapers, 
supplies and ——, contingent and miscellaneous expenses, and 
printing and binding, $26,393.11. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, under the subhead * Housing for 
war needs,” page 52, line 24, after the words “sum of,” to 
strike out “ $40,000,000” and insert “$32,500,000 and all other 
sums,” and, on page 53, line 4, after the word “ act,” to insert: 


Provided, That all revenues on hand June 30, 1919, and all revenues 
derived thereafter from the exercise of the authority contained in the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the President to provide housing for 
war needs,” approved May 16, 1918, as amended by the deficiency appro- 
priation act approved June 4, 1918, including revenues from rentals, the 
operation of properties, the disposal of properties, the repayments of 
loans, and the interest on loans, shall be covered into the Treasury of 
the United States as miscellaneous receipts. And the proper authority 
shall submit to Congress detailed estimates of appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for each fiscal year thereafter so 
long as the said act remains in effect, for personal services and all other 
expenses required in the Distriet of Columbia and elsewhere to provide 
for the care, rental, maintenance, and operation of properties as au- 
thorized by law. 


So as to make the clause read: 


The sum of $32,500,000 and all other sums of the unexpended bal- 
anee of the appropriations heretofore made for carrying out the pro- 
visions of the act entitled “An act to authorize the President to provide 
housing for war needs,” approved May 16, 1918, shall be covered into 
the Treasury immediately upon the passage of this act: Provided, 'That 
all revenues on hand June 30, 1919, and all revenues derived there- 
after from the exercise of the authority contained in the act entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to provide housing for war needs,” 
approved May 16, 1918, as amended by the deficiency appropriation act 
approved June 4, 1918, including revenues from rentals, the operation 
oF properties, the disposal of properties, the repayments of loans, and 
the interest on loans, shall be covered into the Treasury of the United 
States as miscellaneous receipts. And the proper authority shall sub- 
mit to Congress detailed estimates of appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1920, and for each fiscal year thereafter so long as the 
said act remains in effect, for personal services and all other expenses 
required in the District of Columbia and elsewhere to provide for the 
eare, rental, maintenance, and operation of properties as authorized by 
law. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Will the chairman of the committee ex- 
plain this item of $32,500,000 for housing on account of war 
needs after the war is over? 

Mr. WARREN. This is not an appropriation. 
put money back inte the Treasury. It was determined to turn 
back $40,000,000, but on evidence before the committee it 
seemed there was not $40,000,000, and consequently we put it at 
$32,500,000, or whatever it may be, because they might refuse 
to turn back any of a stated sum of exactly $40,000,000 when 
they had but $32,500,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR.. What has become of the difference be- 
tween the $32,500,000 and the $40,000,000? 

Mr. WARREN. They say that there was a mistake made in 
the information which the House had. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


It is going to 


1919. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Legislative,” 
on page 54, after line 5, to strike out: 

Legislative drafting service; For salaries and expenses of mainte- 
nance of the legislative drafting service as authorized by section 1303 ‘of 
the “ Revenue act of 1918,” the unexpended balance of the appropria- 
tion for this purpose for the fiscal year 1919 is reappropriated and 
made available for the fiscal year 1920, together with the further sum 
of $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 11, to insert: 

SENATE. 

For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, and others: 

f te assistance to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, as 
ollows : 

Five clerks, at $2,000 cach per annum, from March 4 to June 30, 
1919; five assistant clerks, at $1,200 each per annum, from March 4 to 
June 30, 1919: five messengers, at $1,200 each per annum, from March 
4 to June 30, 1919, to be paid from the appropriation for assistance to 
Senators provided for the fiscal year 1919. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 22, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay from the appropriation 
for 1919 for compensation of officers, clerks, assistant clerks, and mes- 
sengers to Senators not chairmen of committees, to wit: 

John J. McAllister, jr., for services rendered as clerk to Hon. GrorcEe 
Ii. MOSES, Senator from the State ef New Ham ire, from November 6, 
1918, to November 21, 1918, at the rate of $2,000 per annum and addi- 
tional compensation at the rate of $120 per annum ; 

J. Rutledge McGhee, for services rendered as clerk to Hon. W. P. 
Pollock, Senator from the State of South Carolina, from November 6, 
1918, to December 1, 1918, at the rate of $2,000 per annum and addi- 
tional compensation at the rate of $120 per annum ; 

Correlia W. Morton, for services rendered as clerk te Hon. CHARLes 
L. MCNArY, from November 6, 1918, to December 9, 1918, at the rate of 
$2,000 per annum and additional compensation at the rate ef $120 per 
annum ; 

Aline Thompson, for services rendered as assistant clerk to Hon. 
CHARLES L. McNary, from November 6, 1918, te December 9, 1918, at 
the rate of $1,200 per annum and additional compensation at the rate 
of $120 per annum ; and 

Helen K. Kiefer, for services rendered as messenger to Hon. CHARLES 
LL. McNary, from November 6, 1918, to December 9, 1918, at the rate of 
$1,200 per annum and additional compensation at the rate of $120 per 
annum. 

To pay Susan Shoemaker for services rendered as additional clerk to 
Hion. CHARLES L. McNary, from November 6, 1918, to December 9, 
1918, $113.33. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I desire to ask the ¢hair- 
man of the committee a question. There are certain provisions 
on pages 54, 55, and 56 with reference to the pay of Senators’ 
clerks. There were seme new clerks who were authorized at 
the last session and some additional increases. 

Mr. WARREN. Those are all covered in a lump-sum appro- 
priation further on. 

Mr. POMERENE. 
bill? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; it is. 

Mr. POMERENE. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 56, after line 3, to insert:, 

To reimburse the official reporters of the proceedings and debates of 
the Senate for clerical expenses actually and necessarily incurred from 
July 1, 1918, to May 31, 1919, $5,475.52. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 7, to insert: 


For maintaining, qucensing, and equipping motor vehicles for carry- 
ing the mails, and for official use of the offices of the Secretary and 
Sergeant at Arms, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 11, to insert: 

To pay Dennis M. Kerr for extra and expert services, rendered to the 
Committee on Pensions during the third session of the Sixty-fifth Con- 


gress as assistant clerk to said committee, by detail from the Bureau of 
Pensions, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 15, to 
insert : 
_ For the Capitol: For repairs, improvements, equipment, and supplies 
for Senate kitchens and restaurants, Capitol Building and Senate Office 
Building, including personal and other services, to be expended by the 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, under the super- 
vision of the Committee on Rules, United States Senate, $4,500, to be 
available until expended, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 22, to insert: 

The balance of the appropriation made in the sundry civil act ap- 
proved March 4, 1911, “To provide suitable transportation for freight 
and other paitpeses in the subway leading from the tol to the Senate 
and House Office Buildings,” is hereby made available for the improve- 
ment and maintenance of the subway transportation system in the 
Senate subway. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 4, to insert : 


The unexpended balance of the appropriation for refrigerating appa- 
ratus for the Senate and House wings of the Capitol and Senate and 
House Office Buildings, and for each and every purpose connected there- 


So that the entire situation is met by this 
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with, including the cooling of the air supplied to the Senate Chamber 
and the Hall of the House, completion of the icc-water plants in the 
Senate and House Office Bui for labor, materials, and personal 
services, made in the —— e app tion act for the fiscal year 
1912, is hereby made available, to provide at all times an equable tem- 
perature and a sufficient supply of pure fresh air for the Senate Chamber, 
together with the additional sum of $42,000 for said purposes, includi 
labor, materials, and personal services, which is hereby appropriated, 
to be available until expended. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr, KENYON. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations as to the appro- 
priations on pages 56 and 57. Are the appropriations under 
which the bathrooms are carried, in the Senate Office Building, 
embraced in those items? What does the appropriation for that 
purpose come under? 

Mr. WARREN. They are not embraced in those appropria- 
tions. I am not able to tell the Senator under what sum they are 
supported. I think the mere act of opening them requires no 
expense. I understand they were opened before the close of the 
last session of Congress. I enly have that infermation as a 
passer-by. I know nothing whatever of the circumstances. 

Mr, KENYON. It was heralded in the newspapers, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the first act of the Republicans coming into power 
was to open marble bathrooms in the Senate Office Building. 
Upon inquiry I feund that that was done by the Democrats 
through their Committee on Rules before its membership was 
changed. So, in order to keep the record straight, I hope it 
may be known that the “ unwashed Democracy,” and not the 
Republicans, opened the marble bathrooms. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I want to plead guilty 
to the proposition which the Senator from Iowa has just stated 
about opening these bathrooms, and I want te give the condi- 
tion. 

In the first place, the “ unwashed Democracy ” did net build 
these marble bathrooms which were modeled after the days of 
Cesar, but they were built by the Senator’s side of the Cham- 
ber. However, being built and being in the building and not 
being used, the bathrooms being lecked up, and considering the 
crowded condition of boarding houses and places where the 
clerks at the Capitol had to live, they found it difficult to get 
access to bathreoms. Therefore the committee opened them to 
the extent of having somebody turn on the water and furnish 
the clerks with towels. So I am sure that the “ unwashed 
Democracy ” was taken care of in a very proper way. 

Mr. KENYON. That is good, if that is actually what hap- 
pened. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is really the case. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator say now that the clerks are 
permitted to go into those luxurious marble bathrooms and 
have their baths? If so, I am going to withhold my opposition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know what has happened dur- 
ing the last few weeks because I have never been in those 
marble bathrooms. I understand they are magnificent. But 
having been built magnificently there is no reason why they 
should be shut up. You might as well turn on the spigot for a 
clerk in a magnificent palace, if it is there, as if you had a 
hydrant out in the yard. 

Mr. KENYON. I agree with the Senator, but I want to ask 
a question. Can the clerks go to these bathrooms? Have they 
the privileges of these baths? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that is the fact. It was 
so when they were opened by the Rules Committee under the 
Democrats. 

Mr. KENYON. I theught the Democratic Party was entitled 
to be congratulated on closing those bathrooms at the time 
they came into power. I am sorry that they erred. 

Mr. THOMAS. Let me ask the Senator is not his objection 
to these baths the fact that a Senator may possibly use one of 
them; that he is perfectly satisfied provided the populace in 
general could use these baths, so long as Senators should be 
excluded from them? Is that the Senater’s position? 

Mr. KENYON. No; my position is that public money should 
not be expended for bathing Senaters any more than for cloth- 
ing them or giving them cigars er shaving them. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not know but what the Senator is cor- 
rect; but we strain sometimes at that sort of a gnat and at 
the same time we swallow a great many expensive camels with- 
out a single protest. ' 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 57, after line 18, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay from the appropriation 
for clerks and messengers to committees for the fiseal year 1919, ‘to 
Don C. Clayton, for services rendered as clerk to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Pea 200 pe from Octeber 25 to 27, 1918, 
both inclusive, at the rate of $2,220 per annum and additional com- 
pensation at the rate of $120 per annum. 


The amendment svas agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, at the top of page 58, to insert: 


For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, 
including compensation to stenographers to committees, at such rate as 
may be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, but not exceeding $1 per printed page, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 5, to insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his 
discretion, to transfer without charge to the Sergeant at Arms of the 
United States Senate such motor equipment as is suitable to the needs 
of the Senate, and which is no longer required for the use of the War 
Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 10, to insert: 

For fuel, 


oil, cotton waste, and advertising, exclusive of labor, $500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 12, to insert: 
For purchase of furniture for refitting 10 rooms in the Senate ter- 
race for occupancy by Senate committees and Senators, fiscal years 
1919 and 1920, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 16, to insert: 


Senate Office Building: Toward the construction of the fireproof 
building for committee rooms and offices for the United States Senate 
provided for in the sundry civil act approved April 28, 1904, fiscal 
years 1919 and 1920, $2,500, said sum to be expended by the Superin- 
tendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds under the supervision of 
the Committee on Rules, United States Senate. 

ir. THOMAS. Mr. President, I want to propound a query 
to the Senator having charge of this bill, which I have asked on 
one or two similar occasions, regarding the Senate Office Build- 
ing. This provision appropriates $2,500 toward the construc- 
tion of a fireproof building for committee rooms and offices for 
the Senate, and so forth. That building is uncompleted. I 
think the Senate took possession of it something like 12 or 138 
years ago. The steps, for example, leading from the street to 
the doorway at the lower end of the building constitute one of 
the few uncompleted portions of the structure. I have never 
been able to understand why that building was not completed. 
It has been once or twice said that there is a provision in the 
original bill, or somewhere in the statutes, which keeps the 
present manager of the building in control until it is completed. 
Whether that be true or not, it is a singular circumstance that 
the building itself remains in an uncompleted state. There 
should be some rational explanation of the facts. This is an 
inquiry to which I have never received a satisfactory reply. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] has been on the 
Committee on Appropriations for a great many years. He is 
perhaps as familiar as is any Member of this body with the 
history not only of that building but of many others which 
have been erected in the interval and which have been fully 
completed, and he may perhaps be able to give us some infor- 
mation. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I take it that the Senator’s 
inquiry is mainly directed to the wooden staircase down near 
the northwestern corner of the building. 

Mr. THOMAS. I mention that as the most striking 
of the uncompleted part of the building; but what is 
that is also true of a number of other entrances. 

Mr. WARREN. Would the Senator mention 
more important ones? 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, the exit from the wing farthest from 
this building at the lower end is incomplete. There are two exits 
there, and they are both practically barred up. Then there is 
one to the court, which I think is on the first floor, possibly 
upon the second floor; but there are a number of little matters 
which ought not to cost very much and which I think ought to 
be completed. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there was some hesitation 
about the stairways. The stairway most used, the one directly 
opposite the Capitol Building, was found to be very dangerous 
in winter. Men have been blown off there, and several Senators 
have received quite severe bruises. It has been necessary at 
timres, as the Senator knows, to put up a false wooden stairway, 
At one time there was objection to finishing the entrance at the 
northwestern corner by those Senators who occupy the part of 
the building nearest those northwest steps. I understand, un- 
less there is some objection offered, that the Superintendent 
of the Capitol expects to have in the sundry civil bill certain 
sunis to cover that and other improvements which may be made 
from time to time. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
why it is necessary to have a separate office as superintendent 
of that building? Why can not the Superintendent of the Capi- 
tol Building also look after the very small duties that are in- 
cumbent upon the superintendent of that building? 


feature 
true of 


some of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 10, 


Mr. WARREN. As the Senator from Tennessee knows, there 
is but one Superintendent of the Capitol Building—Mr. Elliott 
Woods. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is my understanding. How does it 
happen that the superintendent of that building—whose name is 
Werner, I believe, a good German name, of course—is kept as 
the superintendent of the building? 

Mr. WARREN. I think the Senator from Tennessee will 
agree that there should be some responsible person there to see 
that the employees are at their stations and that the building is 
properly cleaned and cared for. 

Mr. McKIEELLAR. Why can not Mr. Woods have that done? 
He has ample time, and, as I understand, Mr. Werner is kept 
there simply as superintendent of the uncompleted building. 
That is a fiction, of course. 

Mr. WARREN. So far as Elliott Woods is concerned, I might 
say to the Senator that Elliott Woods does not have time to at- 
tend to those duties which we have imposed on him. He was the 
architect as well as the superintendent of these structures. He 
is the architect of the courthouse used by the appelate court, 
and he is the architect in charge now of the old courthouse 
building. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But why should he have 
buildings except just this one? 

Mr. WARREN. He does have charge of them all. You may 
“all Mr. Werner a superintendent or foreman or chief of em- 
ployees, but he is a subordinate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. My understanding is that he is an inde- 
pendent superintendent——— 

Mr. WARREN. Not at all. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That he is kept on as the superintendent 
of an incomplete building. 

Mr. WARREN. The fact that there are certain portions of 
the building not completed has nothing to do with his duties. 
He would be there just the same if the building was entirely com- 
pleted. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
as he is concerned? 
Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
ing paid? 

Mr. WARREN. Lam not certain; I shouid have to look it 
but it is not a large sum. 

Mr. McKELLAR. This $2,500 is a small 
speaking, but what is it to be used for? 

Mr. WARREN. It is desired to divide up a number of rooms 
for the accommodation of the Senate and Senators, and in other 
cases to make suites. It has been found necessary to make 
entrances from one suite of rooms into another or into one of the 
larger rooms; and there is now an order, for instance, to move 
the stationery rooms from the Capitol Building to the Oflice 
Building, which would require the buying of some new shelves 
and adding to the old ones and otherwise properly fitting up the 
quarters. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 


charge of any 


It would make no difference, then, so far 


I think it would be exactly the saine. ° 
What is the superintendent of that build- 


up; 


sui, relatively 


Is there Any other appropriation out of 
which that is ordinarily done? 


I know of none. ’ 

Mr. McKELLAR. This is the only appropriation? 

Mr. WARREN. I think so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of “ Government Printing Office,” on page 61, 
line 19, before the name “ Joseph De Fontes,” to insert “and”; 
in line 20, before the word “ messengers,” to strike out “ and 
Charles C. Allen’; and in line 22, after the words “in all,” to 
strike out “$2,800” and insert ‘“ $2,100,” so as to make the 
clause read: 

To pay Samuel Robinson, William Madden, and Joseph De Fontes, 
messengers on night duty during the Sixty-fifth Congress, third session, 
for extra services, $700 cach ; in all $2,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 64, to insert: 

JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

For payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims and 
reported to Congress during the present session in Senate Document No. 
12, namely: 

Under the War Department, $5,618.36 ; 

Under the Navy Department, $5,039.18 ; 

Under the Interior Department, $123.78 ; 

Under the Post Office Department, $208,694.94 ; 

In all, $219,476.26, 


None of the judgments contained herein shall be paid until the right 
of appeal shall have expired. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. WARREN. 
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The next amendment was, on page 76, after line 22, to: insert: 
AUDITED CLAIMS, 


Sec. 4. That for the payment of the following claims. certified to be 
due by the several accounting: officers of the Treasury: Department under 
appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried .to 
ihe surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 
1874. and under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being 
for the service of the fiseal year 1916 and_prior years, unless otherwise 
stated, and which have been certified to Congress. under section 2 of the 
act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in Senate Document No. 18, re- 
ported. to Congress at its present session, there is appropriated as 
tollows : 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE: AUDITOR FOR. THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


lor collecting. the revenue from customs, $3.84. 

lor freight, transportation, ete., Public Health Service, $60.57. 

Yor field investigations of public health, $877.69. 

For colleeting the income tax, $67.50. 

or miscellaneous expenses, Internal Revenue Service, $85.77. 

or refunding internal-reyenue collections, $10. 

For refunding taxes illegally collected, $163;177.50. 

lor redemption of stamps, $1,756.92. 

ree payment of judgments against 
T3001. 

For 

Tor 

For 

lor 

Yor 


internal-revenue officers, $127,- 


allowance or drawback, internal revenue, $49.66. 

Coast Guard, $4.52. 

operating supplies for public buildings, $15.61. 

furniture and repairs of same for public buildings, $2.85. 
repairs and preservation of public buildings, $103. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


pay, etc., of the Army, $2,510.76. 
extra-duty pay: to enlisted’ men as clerks, ete., 


Yor 


Vor at Army division 


and department headquarters, $833.25. : 
supplies, services, and transportation, Quartermaster Corps, 


lor 
$184.80 

lor transportation of the Army and its supplies, $1,186.20. 

For barracks ahd ‘quarters, $825. 

For: inedical and hospital department, $50, 

lor. disposition of remains of officers, soldiers, and civil employees, 
$4.76. ‘ 

LAIMS ALLOWED BY THE: AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT; 

lor pay, Marine Corps, $486.64. 

For ordnance ind ordnance stores, Bureau of Ordnance, $8.93. 

lor pay of the Navy, $366.44. 


CLAIMS: ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOX FOR THE INTERIOR. DEPARTMENT. 


lor contingent expenses, Department of the Interior, 1918, $4,150.56. 

Vor contingent expenses, Department of the Interior, $9. 

For library, Department of the Interior, 1917, 74 cents. 

For Capitol Building and repairs, 1917 and 1918; $1,772.92. 

or education of natives of Alaska, 1917 and 1918, $3,240.01. 

lor restoration of lands in forest reserves, $28.25. 

For surveying the public lands, $3.33. 

{or investigating mine accidents, $80.91. 

For books:and publications, Bureau of Mines; $38.38: 

lor fees of examining surgeons, pensions, $8. 

For suppressing liquor traffic among Indians, 1918, $13.27. 

Tor purchase and transportation of Indian supplies, 1918, $15,492.73. 

For purchase and. transportation: of Indiam supplies, 1917, $220.62. 

lor purchase and transportation of Indian supplies, 80. cents. 

For telegraphing and telephoning, Indiam Service, 1918, $59.41. 

For Indian school and ageney buildings, $180.50, 

For Indian school, Fort Mojave, Ariz., repairs and improvements, 
1918, $63.80. 

For irrigation, 
$873.43. 

lor water supply, Papago Indiam villages, Arizona, 1918, $17.76: 

For support of Indians in Arizona and. New Mexico; $28. 

For Indian school, Kickapoo Reservation, Kans., repairs 22d improye- 
ments, 1918, $127.42. 
$10.01 Indian school, Lawrence, Kans., repairs and improvements, 1915, 
16.44, 

For support of Indians of Klamath Agency, Oreg., 1918, $3.20. 

Yor Indian school, Carlisle, Pa., $808.83; 

Vor Indian school, Carlisle, Pa., heating-plant, $3.50. 

lor support of Sioux of different tribes, subsistence and civilization, 
South Dakota, $37. 

For Indian school, Pierre; S: Dak., boilers and stack, 1919, 35 cents. 
_For Indian school, Hayward, Wis., repairs and improvements, 1918, 


$7.50. 
For Indian school, Tomah, Wis., 1918, $50. 
Indian school, Tomah, Wis., repairs and 


Colorado River Reservation, Ariz. (reimbursable), 


For 1918, 
$69.34. 

lor Indian school, Shoshone Reservation, Wyo., repairs and improve- 
ments, 1918, $31.33. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE 
DEPARTMENTS. 

lor salaries and expenses, War Trade Board, 1918; $38.38. 

For transportation of diplomatic and consular officers, 1917, $1,507.71. 

lor contingent expenses, foreign missions, 1917, $15,970.75. 

lor salaries, Consular Service, $634.32. 

For contingent expenses, United. States consulates, $529.69. 

lor contingent expenses, United States consulates, 1918, $13,146.72. 

lor relief and protection of American seamen, 1918, $3,549.81. 

lor International Bureau of Weights and Measures, $2,521.01: 

lor miseellaneous expenses, Supreme Court, District of Columbia, 
1919, $1,157.74. 

lor general expenses; Bureau of Animal Industry, 81 cents. 

Tor general expenses, Bureau of Plant Industry, 65.cents. 

Hor enforcement of the food and d.ugs act, 60 cents. 

For general expenses, Bureau of Entomology, 67 cents. 

For general expenses; Bureau of Biological Survey, 23 cents. 

lor general expenses, Bureau of Biological Survey, 1948; $260.34. 

Wor general expenses, Bureau of Crop, Estimates, 71. cents. 

lor general expenses, States Relations Service, $2.20: 
; or — experiment station, Alaska, receipts from sale of 
products, $86.91. 

ior general expenses, Office of Public 
49 cents. 

For general expenses, Office of Markets and Rural Organization, $1.15. 

Vor general expenses, enforcement of the insecticide act, $225.43. 


improvements, 


STATE AND OTHER 


Roads and: Rural Engineering, 
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For 

For 

Por 

Por 

For 

For 
cents. 

For salaries, fees; and expenses of marshals, United States courts, 
1918, $642.96... _ 

For salaries, fees, and expenses of marshals, United States courts, 
$19.70. 

For: salaries and expenses. of district attorneys, United States courts, 
1918, $1,975.31. 

Tor fees of clerks, United States courts, 1918, $3,280.63. 

For fees of commissioners; United States courts, 1918, $908.60. 

lor fees. of commissioners, United States-courts, 1917, $49.55. 

For fees-of commissioners, United States courts, $125.70. 

For fees of jurors, United States: courts, 1918, $43.50. 

For fees of jurors, United States courts, $3. 

lor fees of witnesses, United: States courts, $12.60. 

lor miseellaneous expenses, United States courts, $25. 

For support of priseners, United States courts, 1918, $2,950.22. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED: BY THE. AUDITOR FOR THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

or indemnities, domestic mail, $48.88, 

lor pa ne of supplies, $3.17. 

Vor freight on stamped paper and mail bags, 36. cents. 

or railway post-office car service, $432.69. 

For compensation to postmasters, $46.24. 

For clerks, first and second ‘class: post offices, $50. 

For city delivery, incidental expenses, $12.75. 

lor railway mail service, salaries, $6.06. 

Wor watchmen, messengers, and laberers in post offices, $5.81. 

lor rural delivery service; $520.97. 

Total, audited claims; section 4, $377,838.71. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was; on page 84, line 15, to change the 
number of the section frony:4 to 5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 14; to change the 
number of the section from 5 to 6, and in line 24, after the 
word “communicating,” to insert “to Members: of Congress: om: 
the request of any Member. or,” se as to make the clause read: 

Sec. 6. That hereafter: no part of the money appropriated by this 
or any other act shall, im the absenee of express authorization by Con- 
gress, be used directly or indirectly to pay for any personal service; 
advertisement, telegram, telephone, letter, printed or written matter, or 
other device, intended or designed to influence in any: manner a Mem- 
ber of Congress to favor: or oppose, by vote or otherwise; any. legisla- 
tion or appropriation. by Congress; whether before or after: the intro- 
duction of any bill or: resolution proposing such legislation or appro- 
priation ; but this shall not prevent officers and employees of the United 
States from communicating. to Members of Congress on the request of 
any Member or to Congress, through the proper official channels, re- 
quests for legislation or appropriations which they deem necessary for 
the efficient conduct of the public business. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page S86, line 14, to change the 
number of the section from 6 ‘to T: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I offer:an amend- 
ment to come in as a new section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert 
a new section, as follows: 

Sec. 8. Tiiat no limitation contained in section 7 of the legislative, 
exeeutive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiseal year 1920: shall 
deprive mechanics, laborers, and workmen employed at the arsenals or 
navy yards of the $240 increase provided therein by reason of their 
having received during the fiscal years 1919 or 1920 an increase at a 
rate in excess of $200 per: annum, unless such increase amounts in 
the aggregate for the fiscal years 1919 or 1920, respectively, to over 
$ 


enforcement of: wireless communication laws, 1918, 35 cents. 
investigation of railway materials, Bureau of Standards, $28.97. 
equipment, Bureau of Standards, $80. 

general expenses; Lighthouse Service; $174.37. 

protecting seal and salmon fisheries of Alaska, 1917, $299.13. 
expenses of regulating. immigration, $235.82. 

contingent expenses, Department of Commerce and Labor, 20 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I shall have to make a peint 
of order against that amendment. 

Mr: JONES of Washington. I hope the Senator will reserve 
the point of order. 
Mr. WARREN. 

present. 

Mr: JONDS of Washington. Mr. President, during the fiscal 
year 1918 Congress provided for an increase in the compensation 
of Government employees of from 5 to 10 per cent. depending 
upon the salary received. For. the fiscal year 1919 this was re- 
plaeed by a lump-sum bonus.of $120 per annum. The result was 
that the compensation of seme of those who were getting the 
benefit of the 5 and 10 per cent increase was in fact reduced. 
Then, for the year ending June 30, 1920, we have provided a 
bonus. of $240, but there was a limitation attached to the effect 
that if during the year 1919 or 1920 any employee shall have re- 
ceived am inerease of salary at the rate of $200 he shall not 
have the benefit of the $240 bonus: The language in that respect 
is: substantially the same as when we made provision for the 
$120 bonus., The effeet: of that is illustrated by what actually 
happened in some of the navy yards of the country. On the 
1st of July, 1918, the employees received a basic increase in pay 
of S cents a day. Then, I think about the 1st of November, they 
received an increase—— 


I shall reserve the point of order for the 
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Mr. KING. Does the Senator mean 8 cents an hour or 8 cents 
a day? ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think it was a per. diem in- 
crease. Then, about the ist of November they received an in- 
erease of 56 cents, making a total increase of 64 cents. As a 
matter of fact, the actual increase which they received during 
that year on account of these increases amounted, I think, to 
$137 and some cenis, or under $200; but if they had received 
this increase for each day in the year it would have amounted 
to $200.32, or 32 cents more than the $200, and therefore they 
could not get the benefit of the $240 bonus. In other words, ac- 
cording to the holding of the department, if they received an in- 
crease at the rate of $200 a year, although during the year they 
actually received only an increase of from $50 to $75, they are 
not entitled to the benefit of the $240 bonus. 

The effect of my amendment is simply to provide that if the 
nggregate increase in the year does not exceed $200, then the 
employee shall get the advantage of the $240 bonus. I think 
that was really the intention of Congress when this legislation 
was passed. A provision similar to my amendment was inserted 
in the last legislative appropriation bill, but went out in confer- 
ence. Then, at the close of the last session of Congress we put 
it on the deficiency bill as the committee reported it; but the 
deficiency bill did not pass. I think it is a simple matter of jus- 
tice to some of the employees in the navy yards and in the 
arsenals. They are the only ones who are affected by it. 

It was suggested in the committee, and has since been sug- 
gested outside, that they may get the benefit of the $240 increase 
by stopping work, by quitting their jobs after they had obtained 
an increase up to, say, $180. That may be true; but they will 
not do it. 

The language of the law applies to Government clerks just the 
same as it does to employees in the navy yards and arsenals, but 
we have not heard of Government clerks quitting in order to get 
the benefit of the bonus, inasmuch as if they would continue to 
the end of the year they would not get the benetit of it because 
of increased salary. So that I do not think there is any force 
in that suggestion. It seems to me that this is simply an act of 
justice to employees in the navy yards and the arsenals. I 
understand that, as a matter of fact, in all of those places, ex- 
cept one or two, the employees have been given the benefit of 
the bonus, but on account of the construction placed upon the 
provision by some one a discrimination has been worked against 
some of the employees. 

Mr. KING. When would this become operative? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It would become operative on the 
ist of July. 

Mr. KING. As I understand, the bonus is not paid monthly, 
but is paid at the end of the year, so that 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think it is paid monthly. 

Mr. WARREN. It is paid monthly. 

Mr. KING. I was not advised of that fact. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think it is, but I may be mis- 
taken. 

Mr. KING: Of course, if it is not paid until the end of the 
year, then there would be no necessity for any legislation, as- 
suming the conditions which the Senator suggests to be correct, 
until a year from now. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think the bonus is paid in 
monthly installments. The $240 begins to be paid from the 
beginning of the fiscal year. 

Mr. KING. Can the Senator find any reason why heretofore 
in conference a provision similar to that which he has just 
offered to this bill was eliminated from the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; I was not on the conference, 
and I do not know what the special reasons were. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that this is new legis- 
lation that ought to be considered as an independent bill, rather 
than being attached as a rider to a general appropriation bill? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. There is no question that the 
point of order is good. It is legislation on an appropriation bill, 
hut the law which it is intended to change will begin to operate 
on the Ist of July, and if we do not get the legislation through 
now it will be too late, for even if we secured it in the future I 
ami sure it would not be made retroactive ; so that this is the time, 
it seems to me. for us to take care of it. 

That is all I can say. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill 
will fee] justified in not insisting upon the point of order. I 
know that the subcommittee reported against it and that the 
full committee did not put it on. I think it was not put on, 
however, because they did not fully understand the circum- 
stances. I know the embarrassing position in which it places 
the chairman of the committee, and probably, if he should not 
make the point of order, other amendments might be offered; 
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but I hope that he will feel justified in not insisting upon it in 
this instance. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think I ought to say before 
renewing the point of order, on which I certainly shall insist, 
that we have two classes of employees in the Government. One 
class receives statutory salaries, paid on an annual basis, on a 
scale which has prevailed for the last 30 or 40 years, namely, 
clerk of class 1, $1,200; clerk of class 2, $1,400; clerk of class 3, 
$1,600; clerk of class 4, $1,800. It has been found necessary, or 
has seemed wise, during the rise in prices incident to war times 
to increase this basic pay, and consequently, after a great deal 
of study on the part of the House, and later on the part of the 
committee of the Senate, there was approximately $120 per 
annum added for the fiscal year 1918 to the pay of all clerks 
receiving up to and including a certain amount. As TI recall, the 
original increase was 10 per cent to those who were not receiv- 
ing in excess of $1,200 a year and 5 per cent to those receiving 
more than $1,200 a year but not more than $1,800 a year, amount- 
ing to practically $120. The 1919 provision was a bonus of $120 
to all clerks receiving not more than $2,500 per annum. This 
year we again took up the matter and undertook to provide for 
that class of employees by granting a bonus of $240 a year, or 
$20 a month, for the fiscal year 1920. 

We have another class of employees, namely, those working 
under commissions and in the various bureaus that were organ- 
ized during the war, which make their own prices, fix their own 
salaries, taking my clerks and the clerks of other Senators away 
from us by offering them great advances in pay. Requests are 
coming in now from these various bureaus and commissions to 
give their employees the benefit of the $240 bonus, where they in 
some cases receive anywhere from 25 to 50 per cent more com- 
pensation than the statutofy-roll employees receive. I have here 
a suggested amendment covering, with one exception, all the em- 
ployees of the Government that are not included on the statu- 
tory roll. 

So, Mr. President, I feel it necessary to make the point of 
order, which is that the amendment proposes to add a new item: 
of appropriation which has not been estimated for by any depart- 
ment; that it has not been proposed by a standing cominittee, 
but has been refused by the subcommittee and refused by the full 
committee ; and that it is new legislation on an appropriation bill. 
I make that point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WatsuH of Massachusetts 
in the chair). The Chair sustains the point of order under 
Rule XVI. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, it is necessary for me at 
3 o’clock to attend a meeting of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Before I go I wish to ask unanimous consent to pre- 
sent an amendment to the pending bill, that it lie upon the table 
until it can be reached in regular order, and I ask that I may be 
notified when that comes about. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The bill is about to be passed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me ask the chairman of the com- . 
mittee what is the status of the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. It is now open to amendment, the committee 
amendments having been completed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well. I offer the amendment now. 
I did not realize that the reading of the bill had been completed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
a new section, as follows: 

Sec. —. That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to reopen and adjust the claims 
of the State of New York for which appropriation was made by the 
act of Congress approved February 27, 1906, on the basis of the claims 
of Pennsylvania and Delaware, with the same force and effect as 
though appropriations therefor had not been made and accepted by 
said State. 

Mr. KING. I do not know what that amendment is or the 
scope or extent of it. If the Senator will submit a word or 
two in explanation, I am sure it will be gratifying to Senators 
other than myself. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This matter is one which has been 
pending for some time, in one form or another, before the Con- 
gress. It seems that in the settlement of claims made by sev- 
eral of the States arising out of advances of money made to the 
Federal Government in the War of 1812, two different theories 
have been used by the Auditor for the Treasury Department. 
It seems that in the settlement of one set of claims, under a 
certain ruling of the Auditor for the Treasury Department, the 
claim of the State of New York was settled and payment was 
made to the State. I think that was approximately in the 
year 1906. A short time after that the Auditor for the Treasury 
Department changed his ruling, which involved a considerable 
change in the method of computing the original claims. Two 
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of the States—and they were the only two remaining at that 
time—had their claims audited under this new ruling of the 
auditor. ‘Those two States were Pennsylvania and Delaware. 

The State of New York, according to my information,-is‘ the 
only State which can possibly request legislation of this sort. 
The State of New York has believed, and its State adminis- 
tration has upon occasion asserted its belief, that its claim 
should be settled upon the same basis as the claims of other 
States, and the same method of computation used in arriving 
at the settlement. This amendment is to authorize the Auditor 
for the Treasury Department to reopen and readjust the claim 
of the State of New York upon the same principles and the 
same theories as has been done with other States. 

Mr. POMERENE. What is the amount of this claim? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not know that I can give the 
Senator an accurate estimate of the difference which might be 
paid to the State under a reopened and readjusted claim. My 
information is that it could not exceed $100,000. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, do I understand that these are 
claims of the hoary age of more than 100 years? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They would seem to be of about that 
age. As a matter of fact, they were not settled until 1906, and 
they have not been settled upon an equitable basis as between 
the States, and the State of New York merely asks that it be 
treated like the others. 

Mr. KING. Do the claims arise out of the appropriation by 
the Federal Government of property belonging to individuals, 
or out of advances made by the States to the Federal Govern- 
ment during the War of 1812? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Advances made by the States; and I 
may assure the Senator that interest does not run to date. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator know why there has been such 
a long delay in the settlement of claims of this character? It 
seems to me the statute of limitations ought to be successfully 
pleaded, or at least the laches of the State, in a claim that is 
more than $100,000. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I could not tell the Senator. 
not here during that century.’ I know they were settled in 1906. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, perhaps I can enlighten the 
Senater on that point. In these days of red tape it takes about 
100 years for any claimi to be considered; and even then, in 
nine cases out of ten; it is considered unfavorably. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The States pressed for the settlement 
of the claims for many, many years; and the Auditor or Comp- 
troller of the Treasury Department apparently got mixed up 
in his method of computation, and the one State left to suffer 
— that method of ‘computation was the poor State of New 

ork. 

Mr. KING: It seems to me that States that failed to press 
their claims for so long a time ought not to receive any con- 
sideration. Unquestionably this is new legislation; but I shall 
leave it to the chairman of the committee, exercising that wise 
discretion which he exhibits on all occasions, to insist upon 
the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 64, after line 11, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated, to Walston H. Brown, sole surviving partner of the firm 
of Brown, Howard & Co., the sum of $65,792.53, and to the Philadelphia 
& Reading Coal & Iron Co. the sum of $26,400.30, these being the 
amounts severally found due the said Walston H. Brown & Co. and 


the Philadelphia & Reading Coal & Iron Co. by the Court of Claims 
and transmitted to Congress on the 7th day of February, 1914. 


Mr. MOSES obtained the floor. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator from New 
Hampshire will excuse me just a moment, I know the claim. 
The bill has passed each House of Congress at one session or 
another, but never both Houses during the same session. Of 
course it is a claim, and under the rules could not be put in an 
appropriation bill. It can be offered by unanimous consent; of 
course. The chairman does not feel that on an offer of this 
kind it is necessary to object, but will let the Senate consider 
the matter as it thinks best. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I was 


The question is on the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
The amendment was. agreed to. 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


Mr. McKELLAR,. 
desk. 
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The amendment will be stated. 
It is proposed to add a new section, as 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 
follows: 

Sec. —. That the second paragraph of section 7 of the act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1919, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to read as follows: 


“The provisions of this section shall not apply to the following: Em- 
ployees — from the postal revenues and sums which may be ad- -. 
vanced from the Treasury to meet deficiencies in the postal revenues ; 
employees of the Panama Canal on the Canal Zone; employees of the 
Alaskan Engineering Commission in Alaska ; employees paid from lump- 
sum appropriations in bureaus, divisions, commissions, or any other 
governmental agencies or employments created by law since January 1, 
1916, except the civilian employees of the Bureau of War Risk Insur- 
ance and of the office of the Alien Property Custodian ; employees whose 
duties require only a portion of thcir time, except charwomen, who 
shall be ineluded; employees whose services are utilized for bricf 
periods at intervals; persons employed by or through corporations, 
firms, or individuals acting for or on behalf of or as agents of the 
United States or any department or independent establishment of the 
Government of the United States in connection with construction work 
or the operation of plants; employees who receive a part of their pay 
from any outside sources under cooperative arrangements with the 
Government of the United States or the District of Columbia; em- 
ployees who serve voluntarily or receive only a nominal compensation ; 
and employees who may be provided with special allowances because 
of their service in foreign countries. The provisions of this section 
shall not apply to employees of the railroads, express companies, tele- 
graph, telephone, marine cable, or radio system or systems taken over 
by the United States, and nothing contained herein shall be deemed a 
recognition of the aesplep eee of such railroads, express companies, tele- 
graph, telephone, marine cable, or radio system or systems as employees 
of the United States.” . 

Sec. 2. That the additional compensation provided for in said sec- 
tion 7 of said act as amended shall be paid to the civil employees of 
the office of the Alien Property Custodian at the full rate provided in 
said section from and after the 30th day of June, 1918, and so much 
as may be necessary to pay said additional compensation to said em- 
ployees from said 30th day of. June, 1918, is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I make the point of order 
against the amendment. It is legislation of several kinds. It 
never has been estimated for. It has not been presented by any 
standing committee. It is legislation which appropriates large 
amounts of money in addition to what has been estimated by the 
department. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Unquestionably, Mr. President, the amend- 
ment is subject to a point of order. The purpose of it is just to 
put all the employees on the same basis so far as bonuses are 
concerned. It is subject to a point of order, without doubt. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. eee 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if I may be pardoned, I think it 
ought to be stated, emphasizing what the Senator from Wyoming 
has said, that the employees who are receiving compensation 
under statutory provisions which fixed their compensation years 
ago, and there has been no particular augmentation in their sal- 
aries for many, many years, ought not to be put in the same class 
as the employees in these new bureaus and these new agencies 
where they have received compensation higher than the statutory 
compensation. I think it would be manifestly unjust to put thera 
in the same class. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I was out of the Chamber when 
the Senate passed on the amendment providing for the appro- 
priation of $2,400,000 to pay a deficit in the so-called recruiting 
service. Perhaps it is too late to give it further consideration. 
I am not prepared to move a reconsideration, because I have 
not sufficient facts; but I do want to point out to the Senate at 
this time the statement of Mr. Howard, representing that 
bureau, as far as I ean analyze it, in which he says, on page 
93, that the class now consists of 825 sailors or men being 
taught the work of the merchant-marine sailor. There are 825 
men in the class, and there is a‘deficit of $2,400,000. 

While I appreciate that this does not include all the things 
that would come under consideration, just that one thought 
would mean that those men are costing the Goverment approxi- 
mately $3,000 each for their education. It seems to me it might 
be better for us to consider paying some type of bonus or sub- 
sidy to get men to prepare themselves for the merchant-marine 
service, if my analysis of this very brief statement is correct. 

In addition to the deficit of $2,400,000, it is admitted here 
that an appropriation of $6,250,000 has already been expended 
for the same purpose. I do not know how many men have been 
turned out. This service has only been in operation for nine 
months, and I presume it is a four or five months’ course, so J 
assume there has not been a very large class turned out, and it 
does seem to me a very unusual and expensive appropriation 
for a very necessary service. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I have been detained 
from the Chamber, and have had no opportunity to pay the at- 
tention to the bill that I ought to have paid: I am a member 
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of the Commitiee en Appropriations, but failed to receive the 

notice that was sent me at the time the committee had it under 

investigation: but it was no fault either of the clerk or of the 

chairman of the committee that I did not receive the notice, 

for it was sent to my apartments instead of to my office, and 

was not handed to me in time for me to know anything about it. 
I see on page 58, line 18, the following: 


For purchase of furniture for refitting 10 rooms in the Senate ter- 
race for occupancy by Senate committees and Senators, fiscal years 
1919 and 1920, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


I wish to add an amendment to that, and I do not think it 
ought to meet any opposition from any Member of the Senate. 
The body is very nearly equally divided. 


I have an infirmity, well known to my friends, that prevents | 


me from reaching the Senate Chamber from my office in the 
Senate Office Building, on a call of the yeas and nays, in time 
to respond. We all know how much time we are compelled to 
spend in our Senate Office Building rooms, or in our private 
rooms, when we have no chairmanship of a committee that 
carries with it a room in the Capitol. 
only for this hour but for the coming hour, that those reoms 
that are to be occupied by individual Senators should be equally 


divided between the minority and the majority of the Senate | 


at the time, leaving the present rule untouched as to the dispo- 
sition of these rooms; for we often find, aside from the mere 
question of seniority, that Senators, no matter what may be 
their infirmities or necessities, have no chance, no opportunity, 
to secure a room hear the Senate Chamber. 

I have been turned out from a room that has been occupied 
for a long time by the minority of the Senate, and I am not com- 
plaining. It was occupied by Senator Bacon the whole time he 
was here, and before him other Democrats had occupied it. It 
was assigned to me. It was very inconvenient in a way, having 
to go through the Document Room of the Senate in order to 


get to it, and when the Senate is not in session I have to carry | 
more keys than the Secretary of the Treasury in order to get 

Yet that was assigned to me, never having | 
been assigned before to anybody as far as the record shows | 
but that was one of the rooms which | 


into your own room. 


und my knowledge goes; 
the Democrats, in order of seniority, had to take if they got any. 


It was selected by my friend Senator Overman, of North Caro- | 


lina, who is entitled to one of these rooms. 

I see, in walking through the corridors, the chairmen of great 
committees who have rooms half as big as this, who still have 
private rooms near the Senate Chamber, very convenient, very 
necessary to men whe can not get to their offices and back in 
time for a roll call. Now, it seems to me that we might at least 
put in this bill a provision that when those rooms are fixed up 
they shall go to the minority and to the majority in equal 
proportions. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
whether these rooms are now occupied. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They are not. They are being fitted 
up for occupancy. They used to be occupied, for I remember 
that in my days in the House I found that Senator Blackburn 
was down there, Senator Overman himself was there, Senator 
Smoor was there, and many of the older Senators now here; 
and I take this public occasion to thank the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Overman] for his great kindness in permitting 
me to occupy the room for the business that I had to transact 
during the sessions of the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I move 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I greatly sympathize with what | 


the Senator has just said; but I want to call the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that, under the rules, of course, the Com- 
mittee on Rules has the disposition of the rooms. If this pro- 
vision is allowed to pass as it is and the minority Members of 
this body call the attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Knox] to the matter, I have not any doubt but that satis- 
(factory arrangements will be made. I say this simply because 
if it becomes a provision of law those rooms will virtually have 
to be separated from all the other rooms hereafter, and it may 
;work a hardship for either side that may be in the majority; 
jbut I do believe that if the Senator will call the attention of 
‘the chairman of the Committee on Rules to the fact that these 


‘rooms are to be fitted up he will take a special interest in it | 


jand will do what is absolutely just. 

' I really hope the Senator will not offer an amendment on the 
Ipubject to this bill, because it will hereafter apply to the rooms, 
\20 matter what may come or what changes may be made. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I always receive with 
great attention any suggestion made to me by the Senator from 
,Utah. I have reason to feel that way about it, and it appeals 
to me; but I want a Senate resolution, then, if possible. I do 
not want to put it in a crystallized law. That is a suggestion 
that strikes me favorabiy ; but I should be glad if we could get a 
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Senate resolution through this body saying that that shall be 
done. If it is done, either by Senate resolution or by law, my 
service in this body not being as long as that of other men, 
and not wanting to put myself forward as a claimant for any 
favor to which a man of older service is entitled, I would not 
feel like appealing even to the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
take me out of the rule; but I would concede that any Senator 
had the right above me, no matter whether I could get over here 
or not or whether I had one leg ortwo. But that does not matter. 
There ought to be a fair division of these rooms, no matter who 
is in the majority ; and any Senator who has a great committee, 
| and a suite of two or three rooms in connection with it, otight, 
'as a matter of common right and justice to other Senators, to 
surrender any private room he happens to have in the Capitol 
| Building end use one of the rooms attached to his great com- 
| mittee for his private use. It seems to me that suggestion would 
| appeal as a matter of propriety to Senators, without any action 
upon the part of the Senate to enforce it, even if it were in- 
| clined to do so. 

In answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Utah, I 
see the propriety and the force of it, and I will not offer the 
amendment that I had intended to offer ; but I give notice that I 
will introduce a resolution to that effect, and I hope to have 
not only the concurrence of the Committee on Appropriations 
but the concurrence of the sense of fairness upon the part of 

Senators to have it pass in a resolution that the Senate after- 
| wards ean eontrol at its pleasure. 
| Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, word has just been received 
| from the department by the chairman of the committee of a 
| correction that should be made on line 13, page 49. It seems 
that in the House text here the appropriation is made for the 
year 1919, when it should be 1918. I ask unanimous consent to 
reconsider and insert “ 1918 ” in place of “1919” at that point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What page is that? 

Mr. WARREN. Page 49, line 18. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the amendment proposed 
to the House text? 

Mr. WARREN. To erase “1919” and put in “ 1918.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 49, line 13, it is proposed to strike 
out “1919” and to insert in lieu thereof “ 1918.” 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chairman 
| of the committee why this deficiency was not discovered prior 
| to this time, so that in the last deficiency appropriation bill it 
! could have been added? 

Mr. WARREN. There was a long document here on the sub- 
| jeet; but oftentimes things of that kind occur. In fact, I pre- 
| sume this bill has some matters in it relating to the year 1916. 
| The adjudication of the accounts sometimes develops something 
' of this nature at a later time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
| offered by the Senator from Wyoming. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, during the reading of the bill I 

invited the attention of the chairman of the committee to a pro- 
| vision found on page 9, containing an appropriation of $4,000 
| for the District of Columbia. I should like to ask the chairman 
or some member of the committee to make an explanation re- 
specting that item. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, when the deficiency bill was up 
| before, the District Commissioners asked for an item of $7,500 
to cover that deficiency. That bill failed to pass, and the com- 
missioners reduced expenses as far as they could; but they now 
have an actual deficiency of $4,000, and they have simply asked 
for the actual amount needed to meet that deficiency. I might 
state to the Senator that in order to meet the expenses they have 
taken $4,000 out of the street and walks fund, which I think 
they had a right to do; but, of course, it should be replaced, 
and I hope the Senator will not object to the item. 

Mr. KING. I should like to ask the Senator whether or not 
any instructions have been given or any measure has been rec- 
ommended to curtail, if not the extravagance of the officials of 
the city, at least their predilection to exceed the amounts appro- 
priated and their predilection to come in and secure additional 
appropriations? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator asked 
| that question. The District Commissioners are not the only 

ones who are guilty of filing estimates far below the amount 
required for the year, and coming in at the end of the year 
with large deficiency estimates, I hope the chairman of the 
committee will serve notice upon the heads of the various de- 
partments that they must put in the original estimates what 
they need and that the next time a deficiency bill comes up, un- 
less they have asked for what they really need in the regular 
estimates, their request for a deficiency appropriation will be 
disallowed. I am going to ask the chairman either to give that 


| 
| 
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of December 13, 1918, and directs that the systems be again operated 
by the regular operating officials under Government supervision. Re- 
sponsibility of the Government to these systems in no wise ceases. It 
being evident that these properties are to be returned in the very near 
future, it was necessary for the Postmaster General to take steps im- 

















notice or to indorse what I have said on the subject. I have 
charge of two bills, and the departments which send in the esti- 
mates for those two bills are going to be notified by me that 
they must send in for the regular appropriation bills estimates 











of the amounts they will actually need. 
Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit an inquiry? Is it not 
the fact, however, that they do send in what they conceive to be 






the year, but they become lax and extravagant and, by reason 
of their extravagance and their laxity and the failure to ob- 
serve the proper methods and the proper administration and 
executive methods, exceed the xmount which has been appro- 
priated? 

Mr. CURTIS. My experience on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee leads me to believe that the statement by the Senator is 
partly true; but they go further. I think some of the heads 
estimate for less amounts than they know they will need, be- 
cause they want to cut down in the original appropriation bill 
the amount given to their department to make a good showing, 
knowing that the last two or three months of the fiscal year 
they can come in with a deficit and show that there is really that 
much needed and that there will be an appropriation made to 
cover it. I think that is an additional reason for sending in an 
estimate for an amount less than they know will really be 
needed. ’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONTROL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 of the act 
of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the 
joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolution to authorize the Presi- 
dent in time of war to supervise or take possession and assume 
control of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable or radio sys- 
tem or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate the same in 























the war, and to provide just compensation therefor,’ approved 
July 16, 1918. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me a 
moment, that I may ask to have read a telegram explaining 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa on behalf of 
the committee. 

Mr. CUMMINS... Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





















































Torrka, KANS., June 9, 1919. 





Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D, C.: 


Owing to the crisis existing in affairs of telephone companies through- 
out the Nation, resulting principally from increase in wage scales, this 
commission favors the immediate return of wire systems to their owners 
and that local exchange rates inaugurated by the Government continue 
the legal rates for a period of at least 90 days, thereby giving State 
commissions time to investigate and authorize fair rates for said serv- 
ice, which by reason of its character is purely intrastate service, 


JOHN M, KINKEL, Chairman, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I merely desire to finish in 
a very brief way the suggestion I was making last night when 
the bill was temporarily laid aside, 

I explained as fully as I thought necessary the purposes and 
the effect of the bill now before the Senate, together with the 
umendment which has been proposed by the committee. I 
think it is due to the Postmaster General to incorporate in the 
Recorp as a part of my remarks a letter which I received from 
him on the day following the order, which the newspapers of 
the country construed as an order releasing the wire systems 
from Federal control. I do not criticize the newspapers, because 
I think their mistake was due largely to a heading put upon 
the announcement in the office of the Postmaster General; but 
I have this letter from him upon this subject, and I read it 
because I think it is desirable to remove a false impression 
which may exist throughout the country upon the subject. The 
letter is addressed to me and reads as follows: 


OFFICE OF THD POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 6, 1919, 











































































Hion, ALBert B. CUMMINS, 
Chairman Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Mr, CHAIRMAN: An order issued by me yesterday relative 
to the operation of the telegraph and telephone systems has been con- 
strued by some as actual return of the properties to the owners. No 
such action has been taken by me, nor is any contemplated. This | 
order simply dissolves the operating board appointed by me under date 









required for the operation of their bureau or department for 


such manner as may be needful or desirable for the duration of | 





mediately to set up the regular operating organization of the companies 
so that when the properties are turned back it can be done without con- 
fusion or interruption to the service, which was the purpose of the 
order. This order in no wise affects the legislation pending before your 
committee or before the Congress. It will enable the companies to 
begin steps immediately to prepare the data and collect their informa- 
tion to be submitted to the State commissions for the rate cases, which 
will probably be taken up immediately after the period of Government 
control ends. 
I am attaching copies of the order and statement 
the time same was issued. 
Sincerely, yours, A. 


I read this simply to indicate that there was no purpose on 
the part of the Postmaster General to anticipate or prevent the 
legislation which was pending before our committee and before 
Congress. 

In addressing myself to the subject yesterday I referred to 
the order of December 18, 1918, Bulletin No. 22, which increased 
the toll charges in the companies throughout the country, and 
I also referred to a statement that had been furnished to me by 
the Postmaster General giving the names of the several com- 
panies whose exchange rates had been either increased or ap- 
proved by the Postmaster General. I thought I requested that 
these papers should be printed as a part of my remarks yes- 
terday, but I find that I omitted it, and I now ask that the 
statements and order be printed as a part of my observations. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
| The matter referred to is as follows: 

[Original order.] 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE—BULLETIN No. 22. 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
OrpDer No. 2495. Washington, December 13, 1918. 

There are many counties and districts in which a free toll service is 
granted the subscriber within such county or district, the exchange rates 
presumably having been made with a view to such free toll service. 
This order shall not be construed as requiring a discontinuance of these 
privileges pending a study and revision of these exchange rates. 

Nothing in this order establishing toll rates shall be construed as 
changing rates made without reference to mileage now established for 
service within a certain county or other area when such rates are not in 
excess of 10 cents, but no further rates of this character shall be estab- 

lished without specific approval of the Postmaster General. 
| In competitive situations where the earning yalue of a property under 
Federal control would be unfavorably affected by the establishment of 
rates and charges herein ordered, an exception may be made by filing 
with the Postmaster General a statement to that effect with a proposal of 
modification from ordered rates and such modifications may go into 
effect unless vetoed or otherwise ordered by the Postmaster General 
within 30 days, and during such 30 days existing rates may be continued. 


{, CLASSIFICATION OF TOLL TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


The following classes of telephone toll message service shall be estab- 
lished effective at 12.01 a. m., January 21, 1919. 

1. Station-to-station messages.—This service shall be defined by the 
following conditions : ‘ 

(a) Orders for station-to-station service shall specify the telephone 
station called, either by telephone number or by the name of the sub- 
scriber of the called station. 

(b) Under this classification orders will not be accepted to establish 
communication between particular persons. 

(c) The measurement of the duration of a station-to-station message 
for purposes of the application of rates shall begin at the moment when 
telephonic communication is established between the called and the 
calling stations. The term “station” for the purpose of this clause is 
defined to include a private branch exchange switchboard operator, in 
those cases where private branch exchange systems are involved in 
station-to-station service. 

(d) Station-to-station service may be operated as a number service, 
in which case the called station may be designated only by number, 
through A and B switchboards or through tandem operators, etc.; or it 
may be operated through toll switchboards, and technically known as an 
“AY” service, depending on the local circumstances as to operating 
conditions, plant conditions, and the circumstances as to farmers distri- 
bution and areas; and the more economical method will be employed in 
each case. The choice of method of erates station-to-station service 
will be determined solely as an operating arrangement, not in any way 
affecting rates or service, except that where the number method is em- 
ployed it is required that orders be accepted stating only the telephone 
number of the called station. 

(e) The charges for station-to-station messages shall not be “ re- 
versed,” i. e., collected at the called station. 

2. Person-to-person calls: This service shall be defined by the follow- 
ing conditions: 

(a) Orders will be accepted to establish 
specified persons. . 

(b) The measurement of the duration of a person-to-person message 
for the purpose of the application of rates shall begin at the moment 
when communication begins with or between the particular person or 
persons specified in the order; provided that certain report charges 
will be made under the conditions specified in the clause next below, 
where communication may not be established. 

(c) Orders for person-to-person service are accepted only under the 
condition that a limited charge (to be known as “ Report charge ”) 
will be made in the Sownng eases where it is impossible to establish 
communication between particular persons: ; 

(1) When the order is to establish communication with a particular 
person in a given city, telephone address unknown, and the particular 

erson can not be secured within one hour (exclusive of any time dur- 
ng which “no circuits” or other cause prevent communication of the 
order to the distant city or exchange or its completion). 

(2 When the designated person called refuses to talk. 

(3) When the report is returned that the designated person called is 
“out” or “out and will return at (specified time)’ or “ out and time 


made by me at 


8. 


3URLESON. 


| 





communication between 


of return unknown,” “is absent from the city,” and similar -reports 
advising the calling subscriber of the facts ascertained when failure to 
complete the order is due solely to the circumstances of the called -per- 
son or to fault in describing the location ef the called person, and 
when all of the work preliminary to establishing communication with 
the called person is done. 

(4) When communication between the designated persons can not be 
established because the designated person at the calling station is ab- 
sent at the calling station ; —o that no charge shall be made in 
such cases where the delay, if any, in establishing connection is greater 
than one hour. 

(5) When the designated person at the calling station refuses to 
talk when the facilities for communication have been established. 

3. Appointment calls: Appointment calls are person-to-person calls, 
the order for which provides that communication is to be arranged for 
to take place at a specified time. 

4. Messenger calls: Messenger calls are person-to-person calls re- 
quiring the use of a messenger to secure attendance of a designated 
person at one of the public pay stations at the distant point. 

5. Collect calis: Collect calls are person-to-person calls, the charges 
for which are “ reversed,” i. e., to be collected from the subscriber of 


the distant station at which the call is to be completed. 
Il, STANDARD TOLL RATES FOR STATION-TO-STATION MESSAGES. 
Loffective 12.01 a. m., January 21, 1919, the following initial period 
rates are made standard throughout the United States for station-to- 
station tol messages where the distance between the exchanges or toll 
points does not exceed 40 miles by direct air-line measurement : 


‘ ‘ 


, ; | | 
For distances | But not more | 


Initial rate 
more than than i 


is 


— 
$0.05 { 
-10 
45 
a 
~25 


. 30 


0 miles 


6 miles 
6 + 


12 
is 
24 
as 
40“ 


The following initial period rates are made standard for station-to- 
station toll messages for all distances in excess of 40 miles by direct 
air-line measurement: 


For distances | But not more 
more than— | than 


Initial rate 
is 


30.35 


40 miles 
5 40 


48 miles 
48 no 


o6 


‘ 


ler each additional 8 miles or fraction thereof, 5 cents additional. 

For the purpose of applying standard rates where the direct air line 
distance between points is in excess of 40 miles, distance shall be de- 
termined as the air line distance between the centers of blocks 7 miles 
square, within which the points of communication are located, and 
where the distance is in excess of 350 miles by the air line distance be- 
tween centers of sections 35 miles square. 

The block and section scaling system for purposes of measuring toll 
rate distance between points more than 40 miles distant by direct 
measurement, shall consist of a grid containing sections 35 miles square, 
each section subdivided inte 25 blecks 7 miles square,.so placed on a 
polyconic projection of a Government survey map of the United States 
that section lines coincide with a line drawn approximately north and 
south through the center of the United States and with a line at right 
angies 
national boundary line in the Strait of Georgia. 

Ill. STANDARD TOLL RATES FOR OTHBR CLASSES OF TOLL CALLS. 

Effective 12.01 a. m., January 21, 1919, the following toll message 
rates are established for person-to-person calls, appointment calls, and 
messenger calls: 

a. 


the same points in accordance with the schedule of computed rates for 
person to person, appointment, and messenger toll calls attached hereto 
and hereby made a part of this erder; but no person-to-person rate 
shall be less than 20 cents. 

2. In these cases where person-to-person calls are not completed and 
a report is made or the conditions are such as described in paragraph I, 
2 (c), of this order, a report charge shall be made of approximately one- 
fourth the initial rate for station-to-station messages between the same 
points in accordance with the schedule of computed rates for person to 
person, appointment, and messenger toll calis attached hereto and 
hereby made a part of this order ; but no report charge shall be. less than 
10 cents for any one call ner more than $2. 

3%. The rates for appointment calls shall be approximately 50 per cent 
in aégdition to the rates for station-to-station messages between the 
same points in accordance with the schedule of computed rates for 
person to person, appointment, and messenger toll call hereto attached 
anc hereby made a part of this order; but in the case of any 
ment call order, where the distant station is reached, whether the ap- 
pointment be made or not, the report charge applicable in case of 
person-to-person calls between the same points shall be made. “No 
appointment calls shall be accepted where the station-to-station rate is 
less than 16 cents. 

4. “fhe rates for messenger calls shall be the same as applied to ap- 
pointment calls between the same points, plus any charges that may 
be required for the service of messengers. 
accepted where the station-to-station rate is less than 15 cents. 

iV. STANDARD TOLL NIGHT RATES. 

Effective 1201 a. m., January 21,1919, the foliowing reductions shail 
be made in the rates and charges for -station-to-station messages only 
between the hours of 8.30 p. m. and 4330 a.m. 

1. Between the hours of 8:39 p. m. and 12 midnight the night rates 
for station-te-station messages shall be approximately 50 per cent Jess 
than the regular day rates in accordance with the schedule of computed 


night rates attached hereto and hereby made . part of this order, but | 


no night rate shall be less than 25 cents. 


° 


shail be approximately 75 per cent less than the established day rates 
in accordance with the schedule of computed night rates attached 


. 
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thereto passing through the northwestern point of the inter- | 


The initial period rates for person-to-person calls shall be approxi- 
mately 25 per cent in addition to the station-to-station rates between | 


point- | 


No messenger calls shail be | 


2. Between the hours of 12 midnight and 4.20 a. m. the night rates 


JUNE 10, 


hereto and hereby made a part of this order, but no night rate shall be 
less than 25 cents. 

3. For the purpose of apphying night raies, the time of day at the 
point at which a station-to-station message originates shall be used. 

> a rates only shall be employed between the hours of 4.30 a. m. 
and 8.30 p. m. 


V. STANDARD INITIAL PERIODS, OVERTIME PERIODS, AND OVERTIME RATES. 
Effective 12.01 a. m., January ‘21, 1919, the following initial periods, 
overtime periods, and overtime rates are made standard in connection 
with all toll calls and messages made at standard initial toll rates: 
1. Standard initial period and overtime period: 
‘Where the ini- 
tial rate is— 


The initial 
period is— 


The overtime 
period is— 


5 minutes 
2 
2 


minutes 

“ “ 
“ 
“ 
“ 
oi 
“ 


WCowananin 


35 
Allother rates 


Where person-to-person cals are accepted at the above initial rates the 
initial period is three minutes and overtime period is one minute. 
2. Standard overtime rates are as follows : 


-- 


Where the initial rate 


{ 1s— 


| The overtime rate is— 
i * 1 


| 
| 
| 


| $0. 05 
{ 
| : and thereafter approximately one-third of 
| 


-10 
15 
+20 
+25 
30 
-35 


the initial rate, in nocase more thanone- 
third of the initial rate, in accordance with 
the ‘Table of Computed Overtime Charges 
hereto attached and hereby made a part of 
this order. 


A. 8. Burbeson, 
Postmaster General. 


Schedule of computed overtime charges. 


| The computed charges are for— 

| The over- 

time rate 
is— 


The initial 
period 
is— 


Where the 
initial 
rate is— 


f 


5 6 7 8 9 10 
mins.| mins.| mins.| mins.) mins.} mins.| mins. 


$0.05 |$0.05 {$0.05 |$0.10 /$0. 10 
-05]) .10} .10) .16! . 

15 -20 

20 +25 

26 85 

-50 -70 

55 75 

~80 
1.05 
1.10 
1.15 


$0. 10 4$0.10 
1b 
+25 
30 


90. - minutes $0.10 
ff " a 


es 


15 
1,20 
i 


. 


. 
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1.00 
and there- 
after in- 
creasing in 
5§-cent! 
steps. j 

1 


Deh fom pet prt et pet pet het 
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PNNNNN- 


30) 1. : : 3 2.80 | 3.10 
and thereafter in accor with the above- 
applied system of computation for each 
hie er rate and for each additional overtime 
period or fraction thereof. 


3 a 
and there- | and thereaft- 
after3min-|er one-third 
utes for all) che initial 
rates. rate to the 
nearest mul- 
tiple of 5 
cents, but 
not more 
than one- | 


third theini- 
| tial rate. 


{ Where person-to-person calls are accepted at these rates, the initial period is three 
minutes and the overtime period is one minute. 
Schedule of computed rates for person to person—Appointment and 


messenger toll calls. 
Sawai jathrsncleasaaielederelileeamnrcetiepadiatasteigtie= te teeeateniersitetiiieticwnstdireninrrattie 


The completed ap- 
pointment andj The report chargo 
messenger rate s— 
is— 


Thecompleted per- 
son-to-person rate 


| When the station- 
to-station day | 
rate is—- 


Not quoted. 
Not quoted. 
$0.25 
-30 

35 | 

45 | 


Not quoted. 
Not quoted. 
30.20 
25 
-30 

40 | 


Not quoted. 
Not quoted. 
$0.10 


-10 
-10 





O18 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Oi 


Schedule of computed ratcs for person to person, etc.—Continued. INDEPENDENT COMPANIES HAVING RATE INCREASES. 


= Alabama : Greenville Telephone Co., Greenville (App. 4-11-19), Class 
B. Mutual Telephone Co., Beatrice (App. 10-4-18), Class D, not heard 
The gempiatet sa ™ hen from. 
pointment e a ag charge Arkansas: Citizens’ Telephone Co., Paris (A 7. : 
¢ es pp. 1-7-—19), Class C. 

— rate 3s Siloam Springs Tel. Co. thon. PmG. 4-19-19), Clase — 

California: Corona Home Tel. & Tel. Co., Corona (App. 5-16-19), 

ma ieenereestitias cmacsibaemrpecieiticnicemaiscnaniinas’ §e Cay 200 Home Telephone Co., Coyina (App. 5-16-19), Class C. 
Oxnard Home ‘Telephone Co. (App. 4-24-19). Pomona Valley Telephone 

40.10 | & Telegraph Union, Pomona (App. 5-16-19). Santa Paula Home Tele- 

-10| phone Co. (App. 4-11-19), Class —. Sierra Madre Tel. & Tel. Co. 

-15| (App. 5-16-19), Class D, under Federal control. Union Home Tel. & 

- Tel. Co., Long Beach (App. 1-24~19). 

15 Georgia : Brooklet Telephone Co., Statesboro (App. 1-10-19), Class —. 
Fruit Belt Telephone Co., Fort Valley (App. 12-31-18), Class C. Hawk- 
insville Telephone Co. {App 4-12-19), Class —. Winfield Telephone 
Co., Winfield (App. 3-31-19), Class D, under Federal control. 

Illinois: Abingdon Home Telephone Co. (App. 4-11-19), Class C. 
Byron Telephone Co. (App. 3-17-19), Class C. hristian County Tele- 
phone Co. (App. 9-80-18), Class B. Jerseyville Telephone 'Co., Jersey- 
ville (App. 3-18-19), Class C. Kewanee Home Telephone Co. (App. 3- 
31-19), Class B. Lebanon Telephone Exchange (App. 1-6—19), Class D, 
license. Martinsville Telephone Co. (App. 4-19-19), Class C. National 
Telephone & Electric Co. (App. 1-10-19), Class C. Lexington Home 
Telephone Co. (App. 4-12-19), Class —. Williamsville Telephone Co. 
(App. 11-20-18), Class —. 

ndiana : Connersville Telephone Co. (App. 4-19-19), Class C. Flora 
Telephone Co. (App. 3-18-19), Class C. Home Telephone & Telegrapn 
Co. (App. 2-20-19 and 4—24~—19), Class A. ; 

Iowa : Afton Mutual Telephone Co. (App. 12-21-18), Class—. Albia 
Home Telephone Co. (App. 4-11-19), Class C. Baxter Telephone Co. 
(App. 9-20-18), Class D, license. Cantril Telephone Exchange (App. 
1-10-19), Class —. Crawford County Telephone Co., Denison (App. 
12-21-18), Class C. Delaware County Telephone Co., Manchester (App. 
14-19), Class C. Eddyville Telephone Co. (App. 4-11-19), Class D, 
license. Farmers’ Mutual ay ee Co., Fontanelle (App. 12-21-18), 
Class —._ Farragut Publie Service Co. (App. 12-21-18), Class D, 
license. Fort Dodge Telephone Co. (App. 12-21-18), Class B. Gilbert 
Telephone Co, (App. 12-21-18), Class D, license. Hartley Telephone 
Exchange (App. 12-21-18), Class D, license. Henry County Telephone 
Co., New London (App. 4-16-19), Class C. Hurmence Telephone Co., 
New Hampton §App- 12-21-18), Class C. Interior Telephone Co., 


a e be Grinnell ( pp. 12—: “las a a ersv 
in- . 12-21-18), Class C. Interstate Telephone Co., Dy rsville 
and thereafter in- | and thereafter 25 | and thereafter 50 | and thereafter one- (App. 12-21-18), Clas B. Mar Telept , “Tr 12-21 18), 


creasing in 5-cent | percentinaddition rcentin addition | fourth the station- Class —, McCalisburg Telephone Co. (App. 4-19-19), Class —. Mora: 


steps. onan oo ae. ph ae oe ea via Telephone Co. (App. 12-21-18), Class D, license. New Sharon 


; Publi i . _ ic z i : 
When the station- | When the station- | to-station day rate Co. Ne nop. Po _SaPe Gat wok, Phcsath County Tieicphone Coe 
ns sete = oe —— SS Lemars (App. 12-21-18), Class C. Sanborn Telephone Exchange (App. 
ble by4 re t | bleby 2 0D onan Laie le ieatee 8-31-19), Class D, under Federal control. Storey County Independent 
in addition to the | in addition to the | tion dav rate com. | Telephone Co. (App. 12-21-18), Class C. Sutherland elephone Co. 
ciaciiencdecaianion aiotbano4b-otethaen ted to the next | (APD. 12-21-18), Cass D, under Federal control. Tingley Telephone 
day rate. computed | day rate, compated Taber multiple of 5 Co. (App. 12-21-18), Class D, license. Union Dale Telephone Co., River- 
te the next lower | to the naxt. lower cents, but no report _ Gop? 12~—21-18), Class —. Washington Telephone Co. (App. 
multiple of 5 cents, | multiple of 5 cents. or will exceed | -— ocabans “Cech at Se eT {a pp. laser ett —_ 
: Class —. : ra : 
. a |e ee Se St Class ‘e fre Cen- 
: ra ephone Co. (App. —19), Class D, license. offey County 
Schedule of computed night rates for station-to-station toll messages. Telephone Co., Waverly (App. 3-17-19), Class —. Crawford Tel. & Tel. 
ene tag nee 18) App. oe se e Someaee ee Co., Geneseo 
2 mid- ; 18), Class D, license. Kansas Te P one Co., Lawrence (App. 
When the day rateis— | Therate between 8.30 p. m.| The rate between 1 4-12-19), Class B. Richmond Home Telephone Co.’ (App. 1.3-10), 
. and 12 midnight is— night and 4.30a.m.is— | Ciass B. ‘Tescott Telephone Co. (Ap . 1-6-1), Class D, license. Victor 
—____________—. | Telephone Co., Hunter rp; 5-1-1 : Class —-. Baldwin Telephone Co. 
(App. 5-16-19), Class D, license. 

entucky: Auburn Home Telephone Co. (App. 4-19-19), Class D, 
a ee license. Central Home Tel. & Tel.: Cynthiana Tel. Co. (App. 4-17-19), 
ts Sa” “og Class C; Bowling Green Home Tel. Co. (App. 4-17-19), Class C. Other 
ei ah Gattis Class C companies: Mayfield Home Tel. Co. (App. 12-28-18), Class C. 
Grayson County Telephone Co., Leitchfield (App. 12-21-18), Class —. 
Henderson Telephone & be mate Co. (App. 4— 19), Class C. La Rue 
Home Telephone Co., Hodgenville {APP 4-19-19), Class C. Louisville 

Home Telephone Co. (App. 4-19-19), Class A. 

Maine: Poland Telephone Co., S. Poland (App. 1-10-19), Class —. 
Stockton Springs Telephone Co. (App. 4-14-19), Class —. 

Michigan : tizens Telephone Co., Grand Rapids (App. 3-31-19), 
Class A. Grand Ledge Seaemone Co, (App. 4-12-19), Class C. Union 
Telephone Co., Alma (App. 5-16-19), Class A. 

Minnesota: Granite Is Telephone Co. (App. 9-18-18), Class C. 
Greenfield armers’ Telephone Co., Kellogg (App. 9—27—18), Class —. 
Home Telephone Co., Grand Meadow (App. 9-18-18), Class —. McLeod 
County Telephone co. rr. 4-19-19), Class €. Tri-State Telephone & 
Telegraph Co. (App. 1-19 & 4-24-19), Class A. 

M suipot: Smith County Telephone Co., Raieigh (App. 11-8-18), 
Class D, license. 

Missouri: Appleton City Telephone Exchange (App. 12-16-18), Class 
D, license. Cass County yt Co. (App. 9-21-18), Class C. Golden 
city Telephone Co. (App. 4 2-19), Class D, license. ’ Home Telephone 
Co., Joplin (App. 12-11-18), Class A. Kearney Telephone Co. (App. 
couse Class C. Missouri Unton Telephone Co. (App. 1—29-—19), 

ss C. 

Nebraska : Union Telephone Co., Wauso (App. 11—27-18), Class C. 

- New Hampshire: Weare Telephone Co. (App. 10-1-18), Class D, 
cense. 

New York: Alexandria Bay Telephone Co. (App. 3-22-19), Class D, 
license. Chestertown Telephone Co. {Apr 3-22-19), Class D, license. 
Friendship Telephone Co (App. 3-22-19), Class —. Grand Island Tele- 
hone Co. (App. 8-22-19), Class —. Hamlin Rural Telephone Co. (App. 

22-19), Class —. Lewis & Hall Telephone Co., Manlius (App. 
12~21-18), Class D, license. Newport Telephone Co., Inc. (App. 
3-31-19), Class D, license. Mayville Telephone Co. (App. 10—-8--18), 
Class D, license. Rochester Telephone Co. (App. 4-12-19), Class A. 
Y Seneca-Gorham Telephone Co. (App. 2-8-19), Class C. Sherburne Tele- 

1.00 -50 | phone Co. (App. 3-22-19), Class D, license. Thousand Island Telephone 
and thereafter increas: and thereafter one-half the | and_thereafier one-fourth | Co., Clayton (App. ee Class D, license. Union Telephone Co., 
&-cent steps. day rate. When the day | theday rate. Whentheday | Syracuse (App. 4-12-19), jass C. Waterville Telephone Co. (App. 

rate is not evenly divisible | rate is not evenly divisible | 4-12-19), Class —. Western Sullivan Tel. & Tel. Co. (App. 3-22-19), 

by 2, one-half the day rate, | by 4, one-fourth the day | Class —. 

computed to the next | rate,computed tothenext} North Carolina: Cardenas Telephone Co., Walthall (App. 10-10-18), 

higher multiple of 5 cents. | higher multiple of 5 cents. | Class D, license. Blikin Telephone Exchange & Horton Wel. Co. (App. 
10-18-18), Class —.. Iredell Telephone Co .(App. 4-12-19), Class —. 
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Ohio: Ada Telephone Exchange (App. 10-1-—18), Class C. Archbold 
Telephone Co. (App. 10-21-18), Class —. Ashtabula Telephone Service 
Co. (App. 10—1-18), Class B. Athens County Home Telephone Co. (App. 
5-8-19), Class C. Bellevue Home Telephone Co., Columbus {App. 
12-21-18), Class C, Sub. to #. Bergholz Tetephous Co. (App. 10-4—18), 
Class C. Bucyrus Telephone Co. (App. 1-7-19), Class C. Burton Tele- 
phone Co. (App. 2-8-19), Class —. Elyria Southern Tel. & Toll Co. 
(App. 4-12-19), Class D, license. Garrettsville Telephone Co. (App. 
12—-21—18), Class —. Harrison & Jefferson Telephone Co., Cadiz (App. 
4-11-19). Class C. Lima Tel. & Tel. Co. (App. 4-24-19), Class B. 
Local Telephone Co., Bellevue (App. 12-21-18), Class B.## Metamora 
Telephone Co. (App. 9-30-19), Class D, under Fed. control. Mount 
Vernon Telephone Co. (App. 10—1-18), Class B. Ohio State Telephone 
Co. (App. 12-13-18), Class A. Paulding Home Telephone Co. (App. 
9-27-19), Class C. Marion County Telephone Co. (App. 12-21-18), 
Class B. Williams County Telephone Co. (App. 1-22 & 4-12-19), 
Class B. 

Oklahoma : Mountain Park Telephone Co. (App. 1-14-19), Class D, 
under Fed. contrel. Mulhall Telephone Exchange (App. 12-21-18), 
Class D, under Fed. control. , 

Oregou : Home Independent Telephone Co. (App. 4-12-19), Class B. 

Pennsylvania: Bethel & Mt. Aetna Tel. & Tel. Co. (App. 10-17-18), 
Class C. Denver & Ephrata Tel. & Tel. Co. (App. 1-14-19), Class C. 
York Tel. & Tel. Co. (App. 4-19-19), Class B. 

South Dakota: Dakota Central Telephone Co. (App. 1-10 & 3-31-19), 
Class A. Moody County Tel. Co. (App. 3-31-19, Class C. 

Tennessee : Dyer Home Telephone Co. (App. 1-14-19), Class —. Rut- 
ledge Telephone Co. (App. 1—6-19), Class D, license. Weakley County 
Telephone Co., Martin (App. 12-21-18), Class —. 

Texas: Batesville he wa Co., Batesville (App. 12-21-18), Class D, 
license. Bellevue Telep one Co. (App. 9-30-18), Class D, license. 
Blufi Dale Telephone Co. (App. 4-12-19), Class D, license. Cameron 
County Telephone Co. (App. 1-10-19), Class —. De Leon Telephone 
Co. (App. 2-28-19), Class D, license. Franklin Telephone Exchange 
(App. 4-12-19), Class D, license. Georgetown Telephone Co. (App. 
i-11-—19), Class —. . Grapevine Telephone Co. (App. 12-28-18), Class D, 
license. Ore City Telephone Co. (App. 9-23-18), Class —. Quitman 
Telephone Exchange (App. 10-22-18), Class —. Rio Vista Telephone 
‘o. (App. 9-27-18), Class —. Texas Long Distance Telephone Co, 
(App. 2-20 & 3-18 & 3-31-19), Class B. Texas Telephone Co. {App. 
4-24-19), Class A. Whitney Independent Telephone Co. (App. 4-19- 

Frank- 


ig), Class —. 
Virginia: Petersburg Telephone Co. (App. 4-24-19), Class B. 
lin County Telephone Co. (App. 5-2-19), Class D, license. 


Weshington: Puget Sound Telephone Co. (App. 12-13-18), Class A. | 


Washington Coast Utilities (App. 4-12-19), Class —. White Bluffs & 
Columbia River Tel. Co. (App. 5-16-19), Class D, license. 
Wisconsin: Crystal Lake Rural Tel. Co. (App. 4-19-19). Class —-. 


Eagle River Telcphone Co. (App. 4-12-19), Class D, under Federal con- | 


trol. farkeson Telephone Co. (App. 4-12-19), Class —. 
phone Co. (App. 3-31-19), Class D, license, 
BELL SYSTEM COMPANIES GRANTED RATE INCREASES, 


Alabama: Southern Bell Tel. & Tel. Co., Anniston, 4—19-19. 

Arizona: Mountain States Tel. & Tel. Co., Tucson & Phoenix, 10-7-18. 

Arkansas: Southwestern Bell Tel. Co.: Camden (App. 11-15-18) ; 
Dine Bluffs (App. 12-13-18) ; Osceola (App. 1-10-19). 

Colorado: Mountain States Tel. & Tel. Co., Denver (App. 2-19-19). 

California: Home Tel. & Tel. Co. of Pasadena (App. 4-14-19). On- 
tario & Upland Tel. Co. (App. 4-14-19). Sacramento Valley Tel. Co. 
(App. 4-14-19). 

Ix aware: Delaware & Atlantic Tel. & Tel, Co. (App. 4-24-19). 
mond State Tel. Co. (App. 4-24-19). 

Georgia: Southern Bell Tel. & Tel. Co., Atlanta (App. 4-—2-19). 

Illinois: Central Union Telephone Co.: Lewiston (1-10-19) ; Onarga, 
Oquawka (3-22-19); Forrest (4-24-19); Gilman, Harristown, Her- 
scher, Momence (2—20-19) ; Vandalia (3-22-19). 

lowa: Independent Telephone Co. of Council Bluffs (App. 12-13-18). 
fowa Telephone Co., Des Moines, Runnells, & other (App. 12-13-18). 
Kentucky: Christian Todd Zeeman Co., Hopkinsville, Cumberland 
City (App. 1-25-19). Citizens Telephone Co, ( pp. 10-21-18). Cum- 
berland Tel. & Tel. Co., Millersburg, Paducah, Louisville (4-19-19). 

Maine: Moosehead Tel. & Tel. Co., Dover (App. 2-20-19). 

Maryland: Chesapeake & Potomac Tele. Co. (App. 4-14-19). 

Michigan: Michigan State Telephone Co., Detroit 432-4-22). 

Minnesota: Northwestern Telephone Exchange, Hawley (App. 10- 
29-18). 

Mississippi : Cumberland Tele. & Tele, Co., Lucedale and Holly Springs 
(App. 4-19-19). 

Missouri: Boonville Telephone Co, (App. 4-19-19). Buffum Tele 
phone Co., Eolia, Clarksville, Elsberry, Bowling Green, Louisiana (4- 
19-19). Missouri Central Telephone Co., Fulton (App. 4-19-19). 
Southwestern Bell Tele. Co., Aurora (12-21-19) ; Kirksville (2-20-19), 

New York: Allegany County Telephone Co. (Wellsville, Singlehouse, 
Pa., Rushford, other), App. 3-22-19. Cattaraugus Union Telephone 
(App. 3-22-19). Cayuga & Southern Telephone Co. (App. 3-22-19). 
New York Telephon Co., P. B. X. Yonkers, Mt. Vernon, other (4-19-19) ; 
Springville (App. 3-22-19). Otsego & Delaware Telephone Co. (3-—22- 
19). Wayne Telephone Co. (App. 3-22-19). 

North Carolina: Asheville Tele. & Tele. Co., Asheville, Biltmore (1- 
25-19). 

Ohio: Central Union Tele. Co., New Castle, Vandalia (1-10-19) ; 
Springfield (3-22-19) ; Atwater, Lancaster, Winchester, other (5-8-19). 
Cincinnati & Suburban Bell Telephone Co. (10-21-18), Amelia, ete. 
(10-8-18). 

Okiahoma: Southwestern Bell Tele. & Tele. Co., Tulsa, Oklahoma 
City (9-28-18). 

Oregon: Home Tele. & Tele. Co. of Southern Oregon, Medford, Rogue 
River, otner (4-14-19). Pacific Tele. & Tele. Co. (11-15-18). 

Pennsylvania: Bell Telephone Co. of Penn. (4-24-19). 

Tennessee: Cumberland Tele. & Tele. Co. (App. 4-19-19), Bolivar, 
Jone. other. Gainesboro Telephone Co., Cookeville, Carrollton, Ga. 
(3-18-19). 

Vermont: Franklin County Telephone Co., East Fairfield, St. Albans 


(2-20-19). 
Washington: Home Tele. & Tele. Co. of Spokane (4-14-19). Pacifi 
Tele. & Tele, Co. (3-1-19). , . 
New England: Southern New England Tele. Co., New Haven, Water- 
bury, Manchester, other (12-21-18). 
ADDITIONAL COMPANIES GRANTED RATE INCREASES, 


California: Interstate Telegraph Co., Bishop (App. 5-31-19), Class 
B. Oxnard Home Telephone Co. (App. 6—2-19), Class —. Pacific Tele. 
& Tele. Co., Woodlake (App. 6—-2-19), Class A Bell. Southwestern 


Oakfield Tele- 


Dia- 


‘Bell. 
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Home Tele. Co., Redlands (App. 5-31-19), Class —. Whittier Home 
Tele. & Tele. Co. (App. 6—2—19), Class C. 

B ee: Southern Bell Tele. & Tele. Co., Jacksonville (App. 5-31-19), 
ell. 

Illinois: Kinloch-Bloomington Telephone Co., Bloomington (App. 5- 
——'s Class B. Wabash Valley Telephone Co., Paris (App. 5-31-19), 
Slass B. 

Indiana: Citizens Independent Tele. Co., 
31-19), Class B. Garrett Telephone Co. (App. 5-31-19), Class —. 
Logansport Home Tele, Co. (App. 6—2-19), Class B. 

Iowa: Ackley Telephone Ce. (App. 5-31-19). Boone County Tele- 
phone Co., Boone (App. 5-31-19), Bell, Class B. Iowa Tele. Co., 
Ankeny, Davenport (App. 6—2-19), Bell. Mills County Telephone Co., 
Malvern (App. 5-31-19), Bell, Class C. Oskaloosa Home Telephone 
Co., Oskaloosa (App. 5-31-19), Bell, Class B. Western Electric Telc- 
phone System, Mason City (App. 6-2-19). Bell, Class A. 

Kansas: Consolidated Telephone Co., Northwestern Kans. (App. 5- 
sr-13}° ines C. United Telephone Co., northwestern Kans. (App. 5- 

-—19), Bell. 

Kentucky: Cumberland Tele. & Tele. Co., La Grange-Middlesboro 
(App. 5-31-19), Bell; Henderson (App, 5-31-19), Bell. 

aine: Aroostook Tel. & Tel. Co., Aroostook County (App. 5-31-19), 
Class B, Bell. Maine Telephone & Telegraph Co. (App. 5-31-19), Class 
B, Bell. Moosehead Tel. & Tel. Co. (App. 5-31-19), Class C, Bell. 
Swan Island Tel. Co. (App. 5-31-19), toll rates, Class —. 
Generate: Heath Telephone Co., Shelburne Falls (App. 5-31-19), 

ass C. 

Minnesota: Tri-State Tel. & Telg. Co., Albert Lea (App. 5-31-19), 
Class A; Faribault (App. 6-2-19). Zenith Telephone Co., Duluth and 


Carlton (App. 5-31-19), Bell. 

New Hampshire: Carroll County Telephone Co. (App. 5-31-19), 
Class —. Coes Telephone Co., Coos County (App.,5-31-19), Class Bb, 
Bell. White Mountain Tel. & Tel. Co. (App. 5-31-19), Class B, Bell. 

York: Rochester Telephone Corporation (App. 5-31-19), 


New 
Class A. 
Ohio: Central Union Tel. Co., P. B. X. & inter-comm. rates (App. 
5-31-19), Bell. Central Union Tel. Co., Trimble, Springfield (App. 
5-31-19), Bell. Highland County Tel. Co. (Cent. Union & Hillsboro 
Tel. Cos.) (App. 6-2-19), Class —, Peoples Telephone Co., Forest, Mt. 
Blanchard (App. ), Class C. Warren & Niles Tel. Co., Warren 
and Phalanx case. G-2-19), Class B. 
Pennsylvania: Mutual Telephone Co., Erie (App. 6—2—19). 
Rhode Island: Westerly Automatic Tel. Co. (App. 6—-2-19), Class C. 
South Dakota: Dakota Central Telephone Co., Aberdeen (App. 6—2- 
19), Class A. South Dakota State Tel. Co., Sioux Falls (App. 6—2-19), 


Memphis (App. 5-31-19), 


Terre Haute (App. 5- 


| Class C. 


Tennessee: Cumberland Tel. & Tel. Co., 


Texas: Denison Telephone Co., Denison (App. 5-31-19), Class —. 
Hlectra Telephone Co., Electra (App. 5-31-19), Class —. Grayson 
Telephone Co., Sherman (App. 5-31-19), Class —. McKinney Tele- 
—— Co., McKinney (App. 5-31-19), Class C, Bell. North Texas 

elephone Co., Whitesboro and Pilot Point (App. 5-31-19), Class —. 
Union Telephone Co., Plano (App. 5-31-19), Class —. 

Vermont: Franklin County Telephone Co. (App. 5-31-19), Bell, 
Class C. 

Virginia: Clifton Forge Mutual Telephone Co. (App. 5-31-19), Class 
Cc. Harrisonburg Mutual Telephone Co., Harrisonburg, etc. (App. 
5-31-19), Class C. Home Telephone Co., Smithfield (App. 5-31-19), 
Class —. Scottsville Telephone Co., Charlottesville (App. 6—2-19), 
Class —. Waynesboro Mutual Tel. Co. (App. 5-31-19), Class —. 

Washington: Citizens Independent Telephone Co., Port Townsend 
(App. 6-2-19), Class C. Home Telephone Co., Castle Rock (App. 
6-3. 19), Class —. 


Wisconsin: La Crosse Telephone Co. (App. 5-21-19), Class B. Peort- 
age Telephone Co. (App. 5-21-19), Class C. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I need say nothing further than that. The 
amendment which is now pending is an amendment which pro- 
poses to continue in force the rate inereases promulgated by the 
Postmaster General for a period of 90 days after the passage of 
the act, and I again add my judgment is that it is but fair to 
the telegraph companies and fair to the public. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr, ROBINSON. Before the Senator from Iowa takes his 
seat I should like to ask him a question with respect to the 
language of the bill. It is to be noticed that by the first section 
chapter 154 is expressly repealed. In a subsequent section, sec- 
tion 3, it is provided— 

That the first proviso of said joint resolution prescribing the just 
compensation to be paid for and on account of said acts shall continue in 
full force and effect until such just compensation shall be fully paid and 
adjusted to and with the owners of said systems, lines, and property, in 
the manner and according to the terms and conditions therein set forth. 

I wondered if the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ketioce] 
had given thought to that apparent incongruity in the language 
of the bill repealing the entire chapter, and then in a subsequent 
section reenacting the proviso and declaring that it shall remain 
in force. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Before the Senator from Minnesota answers, 
permit me to express my own opinion about it. I do not think 
that the reservation to which the Senator from Arkansas has 
referred. is really needed in the bill. I think the right of the 
telephone companies to claim and to obtain just compensation 
for the use of their properties while under Federal control is 
necessarily reserved. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I agree with the Senator. I do not think 
Congress could take it away from them even if it attempted to 
do so. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It could not do so without violating the 
Constitution of the United States. 
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Mr. ROBINSON. It occurred to me that to repeal the entire 
chapter and then provide that a proviso, without reenacting the 
language of it, should remain in effect is a doubtful procedure. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Minnesota will speak for 
himself in a moment, but I assume it was intended to give re- 
assurance to the owners of these companies that there was no 
thought or purpose of taking away from them their right to just 
compensation for the use of their property. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Of course Congress could not do that even 
if it attempted to do it, but it might, by repealing the language, 
modify the manner in which the compensation should be arrived 
at. I simply call the attention of the Senator to it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. If I may be permitted, I will conclude my 
remarks upon the subject and yield the floor, hoping that we 
may secure a vote on the amendment soon, and give the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. KELLOGG] an opportunity to answer the 
question which has been propounded by the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. KING. Before the Senator from Iowa takes his seat, I 
should like to ask a few questions. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. During the hearings on the bill offered by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kretxioce] was it disclosed what, 
if any, reason existed for taking over the telegraph and tele- 
phone systems at any time or at the time when they were taken 
over? 

Mr. CUMMINS. That question was asked more than one of 
the witnesses, and there were many who appeared before the 
committee. There was no witness able to answer it. There 
was no witness able to assign any reason whatsoever for the 
taking over of these properties. But I regard that as a ques- 
tion that is long past, and I did not debate it because I do 
not think it is material. 

Mr. KING. I concede, of course, if the Senator will pardon 
me a moment, that it is not material to the passage of this bill, 
and perhaps is not pertinent, and yet believing, as I always 
have believed, that there was no necessity whatever for taking 
over the telegraph and telephone systems, and that it was a 
mistake to do it, I was rather curious to ascertain whether 
there was any justification before the committee for the action 
of the executive department. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I thought it was a mistake at the time and 
T still think it was a mistake. I have never been able to dis- 
cover any reason whatever for taking over either the telegraph 
or the telephone systems of the country, whatever may be said 
with regard to the cable. 

Mr, KING. Another question, if the Senator will permit me: 
Was there any evidence showing that any effort had been made 
to adjust the claims, if the claims had been preferred, of the 
telegraph and telephone systems for damages resulting from 
the taking over? 

Mr. CUMMINS. There has been a continuous effort. The 
Postmaster General has entered into contracts with, I think, 
about 35 companies, which fixed the compensation those com- 
panies are to receive for the use of their properties. ‘The 
remainder of the companies are entirely at sea. There has been 
no adjustment or arrangement with regard to their compensa- 
tion, and they will be compelled, I assume, to seek compensation 
in the manner provided for in the original resolution. 

Mr. KING. One further question. Was there any evidence 
which would enable the committee to determine with any degree 
of accuracy the amount of loss that the Government will sustain 
by reason of having taken over the telegraph and telephone 
systems? 

Mr. CUMMINS. There was some evidence upon that point, 
but I do not recall the aggregate amount. Representatives of 
several companies stated the amount the Government would 
lose under the contract which had been made with their com- 
panies. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator will permit me, I can give the 
figures. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The loss of the Government to the American 
Telegraph & Telephone Co, was estimated to be about $9,000,000. 

Mr. KING. That is the operating expense? ; 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Government’s loss will be $9,000,000. 
That is, the Government has agreed to pay to the American 
Telegraph & Telephone Co. as compensation a sum exceeding 
the income by $9,000,000. So the Government’s loss is $9,000,000. 
For the 85 companies which have made contracts with the Post- 
master General the loss is estimated at about $600,000. The 
balance of the companies have no contracts, and there is no 
way of telling what the Government’s loss will be. They have 
claims against the Government for compensation, but they have 
not been adjusted. 
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Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, when the Sen- 
ator speaks of losses which the Government sustained, the 
Senator does not include within the term “ losses” claims for 
damages which the respective companies will assert against us 
for having dispossessed them of their property? 

Mr. KELLOGG. The American Telegraph & Telephone Co. 
probably has no claim for damages, because it entered into a 
contract with the Government similar to the railroad contract, 
whereby the Government agreed to pay the American Telegraph 
& Telephone Co. a sum as compensation for the use of the 
wires. The 35 companies which have made contracts with the 
Government are in the same position. The other 10,000 to 
50,000 companies taken over by the Government have made no 
adjustment, and we have no knowledge as to what their claims 
for damages will be. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit me to ask the chairman 
of the committee, the Senator from Iowa, whether there was 
anything before the committee to indicate that any superior 
service had been rendered by reason of the Government having 
taken possession of the systems or, upon the contrary, did the 
evidence tend to show a deterioration in the service and a lack 
of morale upon the part of the employees? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It is quite safe to say that all the repre- 
sentatives of the companies who were before the committee 
asserted that the service rendered before the Government took 
possession was quite as good as the service rendered afterwards. 
I do not think, however, that any witness put particular em- 
phasis upon any deterioration in the service, although some of 
them spoke about the disorganization which necessarily occurs 
in a transition of that character. . 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, if I may refer to the ques- 
tion asked by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rostnson] a 
moment ago, I agree with him, legally speaking, that there was 
no necessity for making the reservation in the pending bill 
with regard to compensation. I believe, however, it was wise 
to insert it, because it would relieve the minds of some who 
might not be familiar with the legal liability of the Govern- 
ment. 

I desire to say just a word with reference to the history of 
the joint resolution approved July 16, 1918, under which the 
Government assumed control of the wire systems of the coun- 
try. At the time the joint resolution was presented the ma- 
jority of the committee were first of the opinion that there 
ought to be full hearings. Later, when it was called to the 
attention of the committee that we were not taking over the 
wires but simply authorizing the President to take them over 
when it might seem to be desirable in his judgment, it was de- 
cided not to have hearings of any length, and the only witness 
who appeared before us was one of the officials of the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. 

It was claimed on the outside that there was a certain pres- 
ent necessity in that there were rumors that there were going 
to be certain labor troubles. I think I am im entire accord 
with the facts when I say that the threatened labor troubles 
were inconsequential. 

We were approaching the close of the session and it was 
thought there might be a military necessity for the taking over 
of these wires, possibly during the recess of Congress. I was 
satisfied at the time that there was no necessity whatsoever for 
the taking over of any of the wire systems; and, if I am prop- 
erly informed, I do not believe that during the prosecution of 
the war any necessity developed. I do know that originally it 
was thought that there might be a reason for the taking over 
of the telegraph wires. It was said that there might possibly 
be a necessity for taking over the telephone trunk lines, but not 
the local companies. I think a very great mistake was made 
when it was attempted to take over these wire systems, and 
particularly the telephone systems, I think no good came of it, 
and much harm. 

There were from 40,000 to 50,000 of these smaller telephone 
companies. There is no evidence whatsoever that the Govern- 
ment was not just as well served prior to the taking over of 
the wires as they were served after they were taken over, and 
it has served to some extent, I think, to destroy the morale of 
the companies. But that, perhaps, is past history. 

The President has suggested the turning back of these wires. 
I understand that the Postmaster General concurs in that sug- 
gestion. I think it is wise that they be turned back, and the 
more quickly they can be turned back the better for all parties 
concerned. The only matter that gave us very much concern, 
and I perhaps am expressing my own view rather than that of 
the members of the committee, was as to what should be done 
with respect to a continuation of the rates which had been 
prescribed by the Federal Government. They were increased 
generally speaking about 20 per cent. It appeared in the testi- 
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mony before the committee on the part of the Postal Telegraph 
Co. that if their wires were turned back they would immediately 
reduce their rates to those of the prewar period. That being 
so, I felt that there was no particular reason why the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. could not decrease its rates in the same 
way, because they are conducting the largest part of the tele- 
graph business. 

But when it came to the telephone systems we were confronted 
with a different question. There were probably forty or fifty 
thousand of these local companies. Many of them were organ- 
ized not for purposes of profit but as local companies for the 
convenience of the subscribers. They did not care whether they 
made any money out of their system or not. What they wanted 
was the service. In nearly all, if not all, of the States there 
are local bodies that can fix the rates, either in the form of public 
ulilities commissions controlled by the State or by municipal 
bodies or by contracts between the companies and the sub- 
scribers. Of course it would take some little time to adjust 
these rates. Necessarily the committee could not fix a rate or 
suggest a rate that could apply to all of the various companies 
in the 48 States, and so it was thought wise that the present 
Government rates, wherever they have been announced, should 
be continued for a period of 90 days unless the State, municipal, 
or other local authorities should change the rates at an earlier 
In my judgment, in every State there will be plenty of 
lime to change these rates if they are not right, within the 90 
Gays, 

lurther than that, it seemed to us that there was a good deal 
of doubt as to whether or not if we said nothing upon this sub- 
ject in the pending legislation the present Government rates 
would continue. That is a legal proposition fraught with a 
zood deal of difficulty, and we thought, looking at it from the 
jinancial standpoint of the companies, it would be better tu 
render certain a thing which was uncertain. It appeared before 
conunittee that in most of the States there would not be 
very muuch difficulty, it was thought, in the changing of the rates 
{ ke them reasonable if they are not reasonable. 

I have before me a letter from the Bell Telephone Co., called 
the American Telegraph & Telephone Co., and the United States 
Independent Telephone Association, suggesting a period of one 
year; but my guess is that if these rates were continued for a 
ycar they would take a year to adjust them, and if we gave them 
two years they would probably take two years. 

They know what their property accounts are, they know what 
their increased expenses are, and certainly they will have no 
difficulty in going before the proper State or local authorities 
and naming a schedule of rates. This can be adopted tempo- 
rarily by these different organizations if they are not quite 
certain as to exactly what they should be, and later on they 
can take further testimony if necessary. I feel that the com- 
mittee has been very reasonable in fixing a 90-day period within 
which they can adjust the question of rates. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. 
tion to the chairman of the committe¢, the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Cummins]. Can the Senator tell me about claims for 
damages accruing during the period of Government ownership? 
Will the companies be in a position to plead that they were 
Government agencies and therefore secure inmununity from suits? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Unfortunately, Mr. President, the original 
act made no provision for bringing suit against the Government. 
The committee believed that it was not wise to enter upon that 
subject at this time. Personally my opinion is that if all the 
systems were under Federal control or in the possession of the 
Government no suit would lie against the companies which 
theretofore had operated them, and that any suit arising out of 
the operation by the Government would be brought against the 
Government, and under our law it would necessarily be brought 
in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I have an amendment prepared prohibiting 
the companies from pleading in suits for damages the fact that 
they had been Government agencies, but if the chairman of the 
committee does not think it wise to go into this matter at 
present I shall not press the amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think there is a general law which confers 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims in such cases. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield for a moment? The 
chairman of the committee is familiar with the last proviso 
of the act approved July 16, 1918, which reads as follows: 

Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
amend, repeal, impair, or affect existing laws or powers of the States 
in relation to taxation or the lawful police regulations of the several 
States, except wherein such laws, powers, or regulations may affect the 
transmission of Government communications, or the issue of stocks and 
bonds by such system or systems, 

I do not know what the effect of that provision is, but it 
was evidently intended to preserve these rights. 


uate. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. I think it was intended really to preserve 
in the States the power or authority of regulation over such 
rates. But the Supreme Court of the United States, as you 
will remember, a week ago yesterday declared that notwith- 
standing that provision in the law the Postmaster General had 
the full and complete authority to make rates, not only inter- 
state rates but State rates as well. 

I am inclined to think that would not cover the case of a suit, 
and anyone who has suffered damage of that kind will have to 
seek his remedy against the United States precisely as every 
other. citizen seeks a remedy when the Government has wronged 
him. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Was this matter brought before the com- 
mittee during its hearings? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not remember that it was; I can not 
recall, but I am inclined to think it was not. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is it the opinion of the Senator that it is 
not within the power of Congress to provide that these com- 
panies may be made responsible in damages by suits of the 
character indicated? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think you can make the companies 
which formerly operated the properties responsible for torts 
committed by the Government; but it is possibte to provide— 
this is a first'impression—that suits may be brought against 
these companies in the various jurisdictions, and that any sums 
paid out by reason of damages recovered could be reckoned as 
a part of the cost of operation, and in that way the Government 
be made responsible for the damages. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me, I desire to say that it seems clear that after the Govern- 
ment took possession of this property any resulting damages 
growing out of the possession of the property lie against the 
Government and not against the owners of the property. If 
the Government were to take the Senator’s automobile for a 
war emergency, and the man who was driving the car ran over 
somebody and injured him, the Senator would not be Liable 
because it was his car, but the Government would be liable be- 
cause it was its act. Of course, those causes that arose before 
the Government took possession still exist against these com- 
panies—there is no question about that—but as to anything 
that arose during Government control and operation these com- 
panies have nothing to do with. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But suppose it is provided that any judg- 
ment shall be charged to the operating expenses of the systems 
during the period of Government control and shall be taken out 
of the receipts during governmental control? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But you can not divorce the Govern- 
ment from the right, as it ultimately has to pay. Of course, 
that would only be making the Government pay because the 
Government gets the receipts and then pays its lease for the 
system. If you did that, you might take away the right of the 
Government to defend itself, and you might have actions lying 
against the Government that were unjust. 

Besides that, I doubt very much whether a clause of that kind 
would be constitutional. Even if we pass the bill making these 
companies liable for the unlawful acts of the Government during 
its operation, and judgment was rendered, would that not be 
taking private property without due compensation? It would 
be making an individual pay for an act which the Government 
or somebody else committed. It seems to me that clearly it is 
within the scope of the constitutional inhibition against taking 
private property without just compensation; and even if we 
put,a clause of that kind into the bill, I do not believe it would 
pass the courts. ; 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Ala- 
bama will not misunderstand me. In the way he has just 
stated it, it would undoubtedly be unconstitutional; but when 
the Government comes to pay the compensation due to these 
various companies during Federal control it must, if it adopts 
the plan of net income, allow them damages, for they are. part 
of the operating expenses. If a private citizen recovers from a 
company for damages during that period and it is permitted 
to charge the judgment into operating expenses, the Government 
would have to pay it only once, and it would be entirely fair, 
althought it is open to the objection that the Senator has sug- 
gested in regard to the Government having an opportunity to 
defend. It would have no opportunity to defend against a claim 
of that kind. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It seems to me that as to damages for 
wrong done to individuals during Government control, if there 
is a just case against the Government during that time, the in- 
dividual citizen ought to have his opportunity. I am rather 
inclined to think that the general statutes in reference to the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims are broad enough to cover 
eases of that kind now; but possibly they are not. If they are 
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not, the jurisdiction ought to be broadened in the Court of 
Claims, so that the citizen who is injured by the Government 
during the period of control might have. his day in court. It 
seems to me that is the only place a case would lie. . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Does the Senator not realize that it would 
be a great hardship to have citizens of this country go into the 
Court of Claims to press their various suits for damages? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Most of those cases would fall within 
the jurisdiction of district courts. The district courts have con- 
current jurisdiction with the Court of Claims up to $10,000, and 
where the case involved not more than $10,000 I do not know 
that any great hardship would be incurred. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to suggest to the Senator frgm Texas 
that, in my judgment, Congress will be compelled to pass subse- 
quent legislation with regard to adjusting the claims of these 
companies against the Government for use during Federal con- 
trol. I do not believe it is possible either to make contracts 
with respect to all of them, nor do I think it is fair to require all 
of them to come to Washington to sue in the Court of Claims. I 
think the Senator will have abundant opportunity to present the 
views that he has just stated at a subsequent time. I think that 
time will surely come. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, for the information of the 
Senate I shall ask that the amendment which I had in mind be 
read in order that it may be incorporated in the Recorp. I 
trust opportunity will offer hereafter for the consideration of 
the question I have presented. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add after the last proviso in 
section 1 the following: 

And provided further, That actions on claims for loss and damage on 
account of the acts or omissions of the agents and employees engaged 
in the operation of such systems accruing during the period of control 
of the same under the joint resolution approved July 16, 1918, may 
be maintained in courts of competent jurisdiction, and in any such 
action no defense shall be made thereto that any such telegraph, tele- 
phone, marine cable, or radio system or systems was an instru- 
mentality or agency of the Federal Government, and any judgment 
therein rendered shall be charged to the operating expenses of such 
systems during such period of governmental control, and compensa- 
tion made therefor as provided in such joint resolution: Provided, That 
ho process, mesne or final. shall be levied against the property of any 
such system or systems to satisfy any such judgment. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President 

Mr. CUMMINS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The vote just taken was upon the committee 
amendment ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
nent. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I rise to occupy the attention 
of the Senate for a few moments only. The main fact to which 
I desire to eall attention is the futility of Government opera- 
tion, as evidenced by our recent experience. Those of us who 
prophesied evil, weakness, inefficiency, and inecompetency 
when these lines were taken over have had our prophecies 
fulfilled, not because of those who took them over or those who 
have operated them, but because of the inevitable weakness of 
any system of Government operation or Government owner- 
ship. 

The President in his letter recently published made this state- 
ment: 


The question is on the substitute 


It was upon the committee amend- 


The telegraph and telephone lines will, of course, be returned to 
their owners as soon as the retransfer can be effected. without adminis- 
trative confusion. 

Why “of course”? That was not the intention when they 
were taken over, because when the legislation was enacted by 
virtue of which they were taken over there was no intention, 
either implied or expressed, that they should ever be returned to 
their owners. The President uses the term “of course” be- 
‘cause of the conditions that have resulted by reason of Gov- 
ernment operation. “Of course” because of incompetency ; 
“of course” because of inefficiency; “of course” because of 
increased cost; “of course” beeause of inadequate revenue; 
“of course ” because of general discontent on the part of those 
who use these systems throughout the country ; “ of course” be- 
cause of a nation-wide strike; “‘ of course” because of utter de- 
moralization from one end of the land to the other; “ of course” 
they are to be returned to their owners and their managers. 

When these lines were taken over there was no justification 
for taking them, but at that time it was the expressed intention 
of those who testified to retain control for all future time. 
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Mr. Burleson, the Postmaster General, testified before the 
House committee in this fashion: 

Mr. Escu. And do you agree with the other Secretaries that this 
resolution is puaray a war necessity ? 

Postmaster General BurLESON. Undoubtedly the necessity for action 
now grows out of the exigencies of the war; but if the same efficient 
management and direction is given the telegraph and telephone that 
has been given the Postal Service, the probability is that they never 
will be returned to private control. 

I may say, in passing, that the great trouble about the tele- 
graph and telephone service is that the same kind of manage- 
ment has been given to them that has characterized the manage- 
ment of the Post Office Department; but that is only aside from 
the purpose of my argument. Mr. Burleson makes the state- 
ment: 

If the same efficient management and direction is given the telegraph 
and telephone that has been given the Postal Service, the probability 
is that they never will be returned to private control. 

Then he adds this significant statement: 

But if Government control was a failure they would undoubtedly be 
returned. 

Mr. President, they are being returned, and therefore the 
statement justifies and explains itself, for if Government oper- 
ation had been a success, according to his own language, the 
lines would have been permanently .operated by the Govern- 
ment; but, inasmuch as Government operation has been a fail- 
ure, according to his own language, they are because of that 
fact to be returned to their private owners. I think it quite 
important at this time that that admission should be called to 
the attention of the country. 

At the time when the lines were taken over there were but 
three witnesses examined before the House committee—Post- 
master General Burleson, Secretary Baker, and Secretary 
Daniels. At that time Mr. Baker said: 

If I had my way about it there would not be any limitation of time 
put in. That is the position I would have taken on the subject of 
railroad legislation. 

Thereby expressing his belief not only in Government oper- 
ation but in Government ownership. 

And Secretary Daniels said: 


If you wish my view, I would say it ought to last forever. 


So that the only three persons who testified before the House 
committee when these lines were about to be taken over were 


' three members of the President’s Cabinet, all of whom gave 


testimony to the effect that they believed in Government oper- 
ation and Government ownership, leaving the irresistible in- 
ference that the lines which were to be turned over by virtue 
of the act then under consideration would be retained for the 
purpose of Government operation. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Indiana if he thinks that these three members of the 
Cabinet, after the experience we have had, are of the same 
opinion still? 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, unfortunately I am not in in- 
timate contact and have no intimate relationship with the mem- 
bers of the Cabinet, but I infer from the language used by the 
Postmaster General that he is more than satisfied with his ex- 
perience, and that he is quite willing at this time to turn these 
lines back to their owners, because he said: 

But if Government control was a failure, they would undoubtedly be 
returned. 

Inasmuch as they are being returned, we are left to the con- 
clusion inevitably that the Postmaster General regards his 
administration as a failure, and in that I think the entire coun- 
try is willing to concur. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine], whom I do 
not now see in his seat, asked various questions as to the justifi- 
eation for taking over the lines at that time. I will read from 
the testimony of Mr. Reynolds, which is very brief, on that point. 
Mr. Reynolds, who is the general manager of the Postal Tele- 
graph Co., testified as follows: 

Senator Ketioce. So far as the telegraph lines are concerned, do 
you know of any war necessity at all for taking them over? 

Mr. ReYNOLDS. There was no emergency at that time that justified 
taking them over for the national security. 

Senator POINDEXTER. What date were they taken over? 

Mr. ReyNnotps. August 1, 1918. 

Senator Kettocc, Has there ever been any necessity for taking them 
over? 

Mr. REXNOLDS. Not to. my knowledge. i 

Senator Ketioce. You are familiar with their operations? 

Mr. ReyNoups. Yes; I am familiar with the operations of the Postal 
Telegraph Co.; and there was nothing, as far as I know, to justify 
taking over the lines. 

Senator Keiioce. They have been operated since by the same em- 
ployees? 

Mr. ReYNOoLps. Exactly. 


Senator Ketitoce. And the cables are the same? 
Mr. REYNOLDs. Yes, 
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Senator PoInpexter. At what time were the cables taken over? 

Mr. ReYNOLDS. On November 16—five days after the signing of the 
armistice—on an order dated November 2, which had not been an- 
nounced 

But that is aside from the purpose of these remarks. 

Mr. Carlton, the manager of the Western Union, had this to 
say as to the justification for the lines being taken over: 

Senator Townsenp. Has the Government adopted any policy for 
enlarging the plant, different from what you had? 

Mr. CARLTON. No, sir. ir 

Senator TOWNSEND. Has it attempted any other policy? 

Mr. CaRLTON. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Senator TowNsSEND. Have the wires served the interests of the 
country aS a war property better than they were serving it prior to 
the taking over? 

Mr. Carlton. Well, I was mystified when I appeared before this 
committee a year ago as to why the wires were taken over; to-day Iam 
in the same fog of mystery. 

Senator TOWNSEND. Was it urged upon you at the time that the 
Government could use these lines for war purposes better than you 
were using them? 

Mr. CaruTon. No; because they were used after the Postmaster 
General took them over precisely as they were used before. 

Senator TOWNSEND. Do you know whether it was the Postmaster 
General's purpose in taking these lines over to serve the country better 
aS a war agency? 

Mr. Cariton. I have not the remotest idea. 

Senator TOWNSEND. Has he ever expressed that to you? 

Mr. CaruTon. No; he never has, and I have always been very careful 
not to ask him. 

Senator TOWNSEND. In your opinion, were the lines taken over as a 
war emergency or as a - proposition, with the idea of reorganizing 
them differently from what they were organized? 

Mr. CaruTon. Well, you ask my opinion? 

Senator TOWNSEND. Yes. 

Mr. CaruTon. My opinion is that an opportunity was seized to take 
over the wire companies in order to carry out a program of Government 
ownership. 


So it is exceedingly gratifying to those of us who have always 
opposed the policy of Government ‘ownership to know that it 
has been a failure in this regard. I do not mean, Senators, 
that I am glad to have any part of our Government activities 
fail, because, as one who upholds the Government, I am glad to 
see whatever the Government undertakes or any policy upon 
which it embarks a success; but inasmuch as there was no justi- 
fication for taking these lines over, save that they should be 
seized to carry out a prearranged policy and in order to give 
Mr. Burleson an opportunity to exploit his ideas of Government 
ownership, I have no regret to express at the failure which 
has resulted. 

I am very glad that the telegraph and telephone lines are to 
be turned back to their owners, and I believe that the measure 
which we are about to pass is the very best that can be enacted 
under existing circumstances and under present conditions. I 
trust that out of it all will come a lesson to the American people 
that we should not at any time undertake the operation, much 
less the ownership, of these public utilities by the Government, 
If we learn that lesson, so that the next generation can not 
be induced to touch this question, I think the great cost it has 
occasioned will not have been expended in vain. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, on the second day of the present 
session, feeling, as I did, that the telegraph and telephone sys- 
tems should be restored to their owners, I introduced a joint 
resolution, which was referred to the appropriate committee, 
asking for the repeal of the existing law. I am very much 
pleased that the chairman of the committee and the committee 
have acted with such promptitude in reporting the bill offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ketiocc]. I shall be 
doubly gratified when this bill is enacted into law and these in- 
strumentalities are returned to their owners. I ask that the 
joint resolution which I then introduced, and to which I have 
just referred, be printed as a part of my remarks. =< ¢o not 
ask that it be read. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 9) 
relating to the transfer of control of the telegraph, telephone, 
marine cable, and radio systems was ordered printed in the 
Recorpb, as follows: 


Whereas pursuant to a joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution to 
authorize the President, in time of war, to supervise or take posses- 
sion and assume contro] of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable, 
or radio system or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate the 
same in such manner as may be needful or desirable for the duration 
of the war, and to provide just compensation therefor,” approved 
July 16, 1918, the President of the United States, by proclamation 
dated July 22, 1918, took possession and assumed control and super- 
vision of each and every telegraph and telephone system, and every 
part thereof, within the jurisdiction of the United States, including 
all equipment thereof and appurtenances thereto, and all materials 
and supplies; and also by said proclamation ditected that said super- 
vision, possession, control, and operation of said telegraph and 
telephone systems should be exercised by and through the Postmaster 
General of the United States; and 

Whereas srhatever reasons called for the pesange of said resolution and 
for said action taken thereunder by said esident of the United 
States no longer exist: Therefore be it 
Resolved, cte., That the authority conferred by said reselution be, 

— th sane is hereby, revoked and withdrawn and said resolution is 
ereby repealed, 
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Sec. 2. That the Postmaster General of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, directed to relinquish the supervision, possession, and con- 
trol of each and every. telegraph and telephone system, together with 
all appurtenances thereto and all materials connected therewith, so 
taken over, under and by virtue of said resolution and said proclama- 
tion issued pursuant thereto, and to restore the same forthwith to the 
owners and holders thereof: Provided, That nothing ‘herein shall be 
construed to impair or in anywise abridge the right of the owner or 
owners of any of said systems or property affected by said proclama- 
tion to recover just compensation for any and all damages and injuries 
sustained by reason of said supervision, possession, control, or operation 
ae “Wy part of the President of the United States and the Postmaster 

eneral. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Cummins, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill to repeal the joint resolution entitled ‘ Joint reso- 
lution to authorize the President in time of war to supervise 
or take possession and assume control of any telegraph, tele- 
phone, marine cable, or radio system or systems or any part 
thereof, and to operate the same in such manner as may be 
needful or desirable for the duration of the war and to provide 
just compensation therefor,’ approved July 16, 1918, and for 
other purposes.” 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Calendar No. 6,.being Senate bill 641. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 641) to amend 
section 10 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the operation 
of transportation systems while under Federal control, for the 
just compensation of their owners, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 21, 1918, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the purpose of this bill is to 
restore to the Interstate Commerce Commission its full and com- 
plete authority over the railway rate structure of the United 
States. I think most of the Members of the Senate who are here 
now were here at the last session when I explained it at some 
length, and I do not want to take up the time of Senators to do 
a useless thing; but I may remark that when we passed the act 
of March 21, 1918, prescribing the compensation which should 
be paid to the railways, we adopted a rather comprehensive 
code for Federal control. I say of the pending bill, as I did 
about the bill that has just passed, that I have no desire to 
enter into a controversy with regard to the wisdom of the legis- 
lation which we then passed. While I was fully in sympathy 
with the desire and purpose of the administration in taking over 
the railways for Government operation during the war, ‘there 
were many parts of that bill which prescribed the terms of 
control to which I was very much opposed, and this was one of 
those parts. I believed then that it was not necessary to with- 
draw from the Interstate Commerce Commission its jurisdiction 
over the rates which would govern the transportation of traffic ; 
but the Senate and the Congress decided otherwise, and I have 
no comment or criticism to make with regard to its decision at 
that time. 

The war, however, is now over, and I think it is the desire of 
every person, the Railroad Administration included, that the 
jurisdiction which the commission formerly had should be re- 
stored. I am led to make that remark not from any communi- 
eation which I have had with the officers of the administration, 
but I am led to make it because it has become the policy of the 
Railroad Administration to refer these matters largely to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. The Railroad Administra- 
tion has discovered the impossibility of dealing with railroad 
rates in a way just to the public, just to the shipper, and just 
to the Government itself. 

The bill does nothing more than put the President of the 
United States and the Director General in the stead of the rail- 
way companies so far as initiating rates is concerned, and, when 
the rates have been initiated by the President or by the Director 
yeneral, the Interstate Commerce Commission has the same au- 
thority over them for suspension, for revision, and for other 
investigation that it formerly had over the railway companies 
when they initiated the rates and filed their tariffs with the 
commission. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, would it disturb the Senator if I 
interrupted him? 

Mr, CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. Will the passage of this bill be used as an excuse 
or pretext—and I do not use those words offensively—by the 
Director General and those now operating the railroads to 
justify any expenditures made by them or any failure upon their 
part, or any maladministration upon their part; that is to say 
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will they contend that the passage of this bill hampers them, 
precludes the carrying out of the economies and wise and just 
policies which they have in view and which they were about to 
put into operation and would have put into operation except for 
the passage of this measure? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I can not answer that question definitely, 
because I have had no communication with the Railroad Ad- 
ministration that will warrant me in answering it. I have had 
a very brief discussion of the matter with the Director General, 
and all that he asked me with regard to the bill was whether 
the bill interfered with the authority of the President or the 
Director General to control intrastate rates. I replied to him 
that in my judgment it did not have any such effect; that it 
was confined to the restoration of the jurisdiction of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission over rates which affected inter- 
state commerce and applied to no other rates. Whether he 
ought to have replied to me suggesting either his friendliness 
toward the bill or his opposition to the bill, I will not say. It 
is sufficient, however, to say that he made no objection at that 
time or at any other time, so far as I know. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I am in sympathy with this bill. I feel that we 
ought to reinstate the Interstate Commerce Commission ia 
the position that it formerly occupied, and give it the powers 
which the interstate commerce act conferred upon it, and 
that thdt ought to be done at the earliest possible moment. 
As the Senator from Iowa was speaking the thought occurred 
to me that it might be possible that the passage of this bill 
now would be regarded as premature, in view of the fact that 
there is legislation pending to restore the railroads to private 
ownership and control at an early date; and the thought sug- 
gested itself in my mind that, in view of the great expense 
that has been incurred in governmental operation, and the 
great loss of revenue, if this bill were passed and those deficits 
continued and the lack of proper administration continued, 
those in chafge of the railroads might attempt to lay the blame 
for future losses and deficits upon this legislation. 

In making this statement, I do not mean to condemn in any 
way the present Director General or his predecessor. I think 
perhaps they have performed the very onerous duties resting 
upon them as ably as any man could have done; but the system 
is wrong. The governmental attempt to operate and control 
railroads is wrong. It will be a failure; it will involve expense 
and extravagance, I do not care who is in control of it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I believe the fear of the Senator from Utah 
is unfounded, and I think he will recognize that no harm can 
come from this course upon a moment’s reflection. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. If the Senator will just pardon me until I 
answer the Senator from Utah, then I will yield to the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

The President and the Director General have the power to 
initiate rates, to file tariffs with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission under the act which I propose; and if they desire to 
lessen the deficit or to increase the rates in order to diminish the 
loss to which the Government is daily subject, they are at perfect 
liberty to do so; and I assume that the Interstate Commerce 
Jommission would not prevent the execution of those rates if 
that body believed an increase to be necessary in order that the 
revenues may measure up more nearly to the expenses. The 
Director General, with whom I am upon the most friendly per- 
sonal terms, knows that this bill is pending, and he has not 
directly or indirectly conveyed to me any objection to it. 

I now yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. ifr. President, this bill as .amended is very 
objectionable and ought not to pass in its present form. It is 
subject to a far more serious objection than the Senator from 
Utah has stated. The Supreme Court has lately decided, in 
the Dakota case—a railroad and telephone case—that under the 
legislation existing now, under our war legislation, the Railroad 
Administration has as full control over intrastate rates as over 
interstate rates. 

I want to call the Senator’s attention to the very queer 
phraseology of this amendment. It simply, ex industria, re- 
stores the power of the Interstate Commerce Commission as to 
interstate rates, but leaves the State rates, the intrastate rates, 
at the mercy of the present Railroad Administration. 

Let me read the language: 

That during the period of Federal control the right to initiate or 
change rates, fares, charges, classifications, regulations, and practices, 
exercised by the carriers now under Federal control, prior to the 29th 
day of December, 1917, shall hereafter be exercised by the President, 
or by the Director General of Railroads, but such right as to inter- 
state commerce shall be exercised under all the limitations and condi- 


tions which were imposed upon said right by the act to regulate com- 
merce, approved February 4, 1887, as amended. 
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In other words, it restores to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission the full control of interstate rates, but it leaves intra- 
state rates absolutely under the control of the Railroad Ad- 
ministration by an amendment in italics which you have put 
into the bill here. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I know that. 

Mr. NELSON. Why, I ask, should you relieve interstate 
rates and then put State rates at the mercy of the Railroad 
Administration? Why should you not relieve the States as 
well as the Federal Government? Why should you not relieve 
intrastate rates as well as Federal rates from the onus of this 
railroad legislation? Why make this discrimination? Why 
leave a State, as to State rates, at the mercy of the Railroad 
Administration and relieve it as to interstate rates? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will 
consider the matter somewhat calmly and dispassionately 

Mr. NELSON. I always consider it calmly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. And not involve us all in a passion upon 
not so immaterial a question but a question that really. ought 
to be considered with a good deal of care. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator deny—if he will allow me 
the question, Mr. President—that it leaves intrastate rates 
under the control of the Railroad Administration as now exist-’ 
ing? . : 

Mr. CUMMINS. Of course I do not. 

Mr. NELSON. No. All your bill accomplishes is to relieve 
the Railroad Administration from control over interstate rates. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Which gives the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission jurisdiction over 90 per cent of all the traffic of the 
United States. 

Mr. THOMAS. And it never has had jurisdiction over intra- 
state rates. 

Mr. NELSON. I am anxious to have the States retain the 
control that they have exercised heretofore over the State rates; 
and I do not know why we should make any distinction and 
favor these interstate rates instead of our local State rates. 
Why ieave the States in the lurch? Why leave them in purga- 
tory and take the others out of it? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Minne- 
sota had been as patient as he usually is and had not yielded 
to the impulses which very rarely control him, I would have 
reached that part of the bill and attempted to explain it. I 
have been rather fiercely denounced before the Senator has 
even heard an explanation of the reasons which seemed suffi- 
cient to the committee. 

The Senator will observe that the amendment is one which 
was not in the original bill. It was proposed in the committee 
and was adopted by the unanimous vote of the committee. It 
can not be assumed that the members of the committee have 
any malicious designs upon the power or the authority of the 
several States; and the Senator from Minnesota, it seems ©o 
me, ought to have assumed that there was some reason which 
at least seemed sufficient to the committee. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me, why would it 
not have been easy to put into this bill a provision that the 
Railroad Administration shall have no more control over intra- 
state than over interstate rates? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It would have been perfectly easy, so far as 
a matter of words is concerned; but if, in the judgment of the 
committee, the Federal Railroad Administration, during what 
I hope will be a short period of control, ought to have control 
over intrastate rates, the Senator may find in that the reason 
for the action of the committee. 

Now, if the Senator will allow me to explain for just a mo- 
ment what the situation really is, I am sure that it will relieve 
us from the imputation that we have done an inconsiderate and 
an unpremeditated thing. 

The railroads are in the hands of the Federal Government. 
Just when they will pass out of the hands of the Federal Gov- 
ernment into other instrumentalities I do not know. No man 
dares predict just when that will happen. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission is a function of the Federal Government. 
When we were considering the bill originally it was simply a 
question as to whether the function of passing upon rates or 
initiating rates or suspending rates, which unquestionably be- 
longed to the power which was intended to operate the prop- 
erty, should be reserved to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, which was acting for the Federal Government, or whether 
it should be exercised by the Director General, who was. also 
acting for the Federal Government. To transfer to one branch 
of the Federal Government the right to revise or suspend rates 
which have been initiated or published by another branch of the 
Federal Government is a very different thing from restoring to 
the several States their power over intrastate commerce. It 
must be remembered that this bill stands upon its necessity as a 





924 


war measure; and I have so often heard the Senator from Min- 
nesota uphold the power of the Federal Government in execut- 
ing the designs of the war that I am sure he will be in sympathy 
with me. It is the first time that I have ever heard from him 
the suggestion that while this act remains as a war measure, the 
power of the Federal Government should be subordinated to the 
power of the States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield. 

Mr. NELSON. Granting that it is a war measure, why do you 
keep up a war measure against the States and not against the 
Interstate Commerce Commission? Why should you perpetuate 
it? Does not the Senator know that the railroads are aiming 
to have the Interstate Commerce Commission get control of 
intrastate traffic; that Justice Hughes, in his decision in the 
Minnesota rate cases, squinted in that direction and intimated 
that Congress had the power to do that; and by leaving, as you 
do in this bill, this remnant of control in the Railroad Adminis- 
tration, you leave an entering wedge for them to carry out this 
policy of the railroads? c 

Mr. CUMMINS. On the contrary, Mr. President, this distinc- 
tion which we make here, if preserved, will accomplish a dif- 
ferent object. I am just as much opposed to the attempt to take 
away from the State authorities their constitutional right to 
regulate intrastate commerce as the Senator from Minnesota 
can possibly be; but so long as the Government of the United 
States is in operation of these properties—and I hope that will 
not be long—it is illogical, it is indefensible, from my standpoint, 
to compel the Government of the United States in its operation 
of the properties to submit to the State authority other than was 
prescribed in the original act. 

I think there is a vast distinction between the cooperation of 
the Director General with the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and the subordination of the Director General to the rates which 
have been established in the various States. If the Senator from 
Minnesota desires te test the sentiment of the Senate with re- 
gard te that question, I shall be very glad to have him do it. 
I confess I have very much sympathy with him; but it disorders 
the system which has been established. It makes it impossible 
at this time to proceed in a way that will enable the Railroad 
Administration to earn the revenue which it is absolutely neces- 
sary for it to earn if we are not to be involved in a loss that will 
be appalling to the American people. 

Last year in Government operation we suffered a loss of 
$240,000,000. During the first four months of this year we have 
suffered a loss of $250,000,000; and if the rates which have been 
made by the Director General are to be reduced in the various 
48 States of the Union without any possibility of cooperation, 
without any possibility of relating these rates to each other as 
they should be related, our loss at the end of the present year 
mnay reach $750,000,000. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield. 

Mr. NELSON. That argument emounts simply to this—that 
it will make the States victims of the loss. Now, where does 
the bill leave you if it passes? It leaves, as a matter of fact, 
two tribunals for the adjustment of railroad rates. The inter- 
state rates will be regulated, under your bill, by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. The intrastate rates, rates within a 
State, will be still controlled by the Railroad Administration. 
As to the argument which the Senator advances that we are 
running the railroad system at a loss, we are falling behind, 
does the Senator seek to imply by that that we should make up 
these losses by holding the 48 States under a separate control, 
and leave them at the mercy of the Railroad Administration? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Does the Senator know whether the State 
rates are higher or lower than the interstate rates? 

Mr. NELSON. They were lower before the Railroad Admin- 
istration got hold of it, but after they got hold of it they got to be 
higher. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think that is true. 

Mr. NELSON. I know it is true. 

Mr. CUMMINS. They were lower, but they are not now 
higher. The same changes that the Director General has made— 
I will net enter upon a discussion of the necessity or wisdom of 
those changes—in interstate business he has made in intrastate 
business. The intrastate rates have not been raised above the 
interstate rates. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CUMMINS. And the State of North Dakota recently | 
passed a statute which reduced the rates, I think, by one-half, 
and reduced them in such a way that no person who is familjar 
with the situation would for a single moment enter upon a justi- 
fication of the reduction. 
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Mr. NELSON. 
allow me—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I will give the Senator a different case from 
that. We had in Minnesota a 2-cent passenger rate existing 
and acquiesced in by the railroads for several years. The new 
Railroad Administration came in and increased it to 3 cents 
a mile, and for a while, as the Senator knows, if he took a 
sleeping car, it was increased a little more than that; but at 
all events it increased it, and kept it at 3 cents a mile instead 
of 2 cents a mile under our State legislation and State admin- 
istration; and the increases made in transportation rates on 
freight were even greater than that, even a greater proportion. 
I know of some cases where the Railroad Administration in- 
creased local rates in the State of Minnesota to the extent of 200 
per cent, and they destroyed a great many little wholesale 
stores that we had in the State—absolutely ruined them. Where 
they had established wholesale grocery stores and wholesale 
fruit stores under State administration, and where the railroads 
had given them rates, they were utterly ruined and driven out 
of business. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I know of cases where interstate rates have , 
been increased 700 per cent, so the instance suggested by the 
Senator from Minnesota is not peculiar to the State rates. 

Mr. NELSON. But, Mr. President—perhaps I ama interrupting 
the Senator—— 

Mr, CUMMINS. Not at all. 

Mr. NELSON. But here is one question: Why can we not in 
this bill relieve the State rates from the incubus or burden of 
this Railway Administration just as well as we relieve the inter- 
state rates? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I should like very much to do that if it can 
be safely done; but I am treating the United States as the 
operator of this property. I know of no stancher defender of 
the jurisdiction and power of the United States than the Senator 
from Minnesota. I desire to end that possession at the earliest 
possible moment; but so long as the United States is in posses- 
sion of the property and is operating it and is responsible for 
its revenues as well as its expenses, it must have some of the 
privileges of an owner and operator of such property. 

Suppose we were to pass such a bill as is suggested by the 
Senator from Minnesota and every State should reduce the 
rates to the point where they were before the Railroad Ad- 
ministration assumed control. We would have a 2-cent fare 
in Minnesota, in Iowa, in Nebraska, I think in both of the 
Dakotas, and we would have a 8 or a 33 cent rate for all 
through business. Does the Senator from Minnesota think that 
is a desirable situation? - 

Mr. NELSON. No; but, Mr. President, the Senator assumes 
in that case that the Interstate Commerce Commission will 
make no changes in rates. He proposes to divest the Railroad 
Administration of the power of making rates and confer it 
upon the Interstate Commerce Commission. The Senator as- 
sumes in his very statement that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission will retain the present rate of 34 cents. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think rates will have to be very much in- 
creased all over the country. I am sorry to say that. No one 
regrets to say it more than I do. 

Mr. NELSON. Well, whether they are increased or not, I 
want a fair deal. I do not want the States discriminated 
against. I do not want their rates to be left under the Railroad 
Administration and the rates of the other roads left immunc. 

Mr. CUMMINS. No more do I; and when the transportation 
comes to be furnished by private companies, as I hope will be 
the case before very long, then the Senator will find me as earnest 
a defender of the rights of the several States in adjusting the 
regulations and in fixing the rates upon intrastate traffic as he 
ean possibly be; but I see a vast difference between the submis- 
sion of a private corporation to the authority of the several 
States, so far as rates are concerned, and the submission of the 
Government of the United States to the several States. If I 
am wrong about that, if there is no difference between the two 
cases, then, of course, the conclusion of the Senator from Minne- 
sota inevitably follows. 

Just a moment with regard to any hope of decreasing rates; 
and that, of course, is what the Senator from Minnesota desires, 
and it iS a perfectly natural desire. He wants to see all the 
States reduce the rates to the point at which they stood prior to 
the war or prior to our entrance upon this great undertaking. 
As I said a moment ago—— 

Mr. NELSON rose. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Just a moment, and I will yield gladly. I 
want the Senator to have in mind just what is happening. As 
I said a moment ago, in the year 1918, notwithstanding the fact 


No; but, Mr, President, if the Senater will 





1919. 


that the Government increased the rates about the middle of 
the year 25 per cent upen.an average, many -of ‘them, '! however, 
being increased vastly more than :that:and some -of them ‘less, 
notwithstanding the fact that the railroads -of ‘this country 


earned in ‘the year 1918 $800,000,000 more ‘than ‘they ‘earned in’ 


the year 1917, which was the best year the railroads ever -ex- 
perienced in all of their history, we lost $240,000,000 in ‘the 
operation. 
ing additional increases, no great or general increases but some 
additional increases, by reason. of the diminished traffic and the 
enhanced expenses. of operation, we lost, as I said before, nearly 
$250,000,000. 

Unless’a miracle happens during the year, our total loss at 
the end of the year can ‘not be fairly estimated at less than 
$600,000,000: or $650,000,000. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President 

Mr. CUMMINS. In justa moment. Somehow we must bring 
the expenses of the railroads and the revenues of the railroads 
into closer relation with each other. If we do not we are all 
lost in hopeless bankruptey. We will not only have imposed 
upon the United States a vast debt, but we will have-so impaired 
our transportation facilities ‘that they will not answer the de- 
mands of:commerce. I: must yield to the Senator from Minne- 
sota first. 

Mr. NELSON. It is perhaps-a little late, but the Senater 
from Towa intimated awhile ago that it is my great zeal ‘to 
have the State rates reduced to the old basis. That is not my 
chief interest. My chief interest is to preserve the rights of 
the States to eontrol rates within their own borders. ‘I am 
more anxious about that. 

The Senator has ‘told us how many millions we have run 
behind. ‘Will the Senater explain how those losses occurred? 
I understand the ‘Railroad Administration have added ‘to the 
force of employees upward: of: 60,000 men. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I:know. I ean’tell the Senator 

Mr. NELSON. Permit me to-ask the Senator if he does not 
think he ought to draw a lesson from what was stated so-elo- 
quently by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson] about ‘this 
telegraph bill, to show the result of Government control :and 
operation? For a‘few:months they have had control of the tele- 
graph and telephone lines and they ‘have run them into ‘the 
ground. ‘With that ‘lesson ‘before you, why do you not-aim to 
take the railroads out. of ‘the Railroad Administration as soon 
as possible -and put :them back into private hands the same as 
you have the ‘telegraph and telephone companies? 

Mr. GUMMINS. ‘I wish to assure my friend, the Senator from 
Minuesota, there is no man in this assembly or in the ‘United 
States or-in the world who'is-so anxious to return ‘these :proper- 
ties to private operation as Iam. But if we were at this mo- 
ment to pass.a bill such as the telegraph bill, ‘there is not a 
railroad in the United States, possibly save two :or three, that 
would not be in the ‘hands of a receiver :within 30. days. 
might just as well faee the situation. There:is no glamor:about 
it. If the railroads were returned to their owners at ‘this 
moment with the rates which now prevail and with the cost of 
maintenance and operation which now :exists—I may be over- 
drawing it a littlhe—there:are: not one-half of the railroads in the 
country that could earn interest upon their bonds. 

No man: ought:to talk, as *has: been suggested in other circles, 
lightly about returning these properties to:their:owners until-we 
have effective and isubstantial and ‘helpful legislation that will 
enable them:to: continue ‘to ‘furnish to the people-of the country 
the transportation which our commerce demands. 

I now-yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I:desire to add ‘this sug- 
gestion to what the Senator from Iowa has already said: I 
am in ‘hearty aceord with what the Senater from Minnesota 
[Mr. Netson] ‘has said with :respect to getting the :rate-making 
power out of the hands of ‘the ‘Director General's. office, but :I 
think a study of this question will convince him, as it has: myself 
and some others, ‘that it is-mecessary that we have.some: perhaps 
general legislation ‘bearing .on ‘the subject. Suffice .it ‘to «say 
that it was sufficient for me to consent to ‘the -report of ‘this 
bill in its present form beeause I -realize that one of the wery 
strong reasons ‘why the rate-making power, ‘so far as ‘inter- 
state commerce is concerned, should be returned to «the ‘Inter- 
state Commerce: Commission, is not that the Director General's 
office had increased the rates, but that: they ‘had inereased ‘them 
inequitably, because ‘they attempted to formulate a-committee 
or 2 commission which was operating independently .of ‘the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. They made certain changes 
in classification. The word was given to the:eountry that there 
was «in increase of 25 per cent, but when you took into considera- 
tion the changes in classification, it meant, for instance, so 
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ifar as rough grain was coneerned in the Middle West, an in- 
crease.of from 50.to:60 percent. It appeared before our com- 
imittee that in certain classes .of freight from New Orleans 
there was an increase of 240 per cent. ‘One of the members 
‘of ‘the committee stated that iin his own State he'had informa- 
ition that ‘there were increases of 500 per cent. I want, if I 
ean, to get just as:much as possible of this rate-making power 
itaken away from ‘the Director ‘General’s office and restore :it 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, a body that has ‘been 
built up, that has existed.and worked for 30 years, and take it 
out of the hands of some of the incompetenits who are down 
there in.the Director General's. office. | 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, it is evident we will not be - 
able to conclude the consideration .of the pending bill to-day. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5.o’cleck and 10 minutes 
p..m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 
11, 1919, at 12 o’elock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuxnspay, June 10, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’cloek noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Eternal God, our heavenly Father, let Thy holy influence find 
its way into our waiting hearts, that our legislative acts this day 
may -be-in consonance with Thy holy will and make for Ameri- 
can citizenship among our people and for righteousness in :the 
midst of a world of sorrow and grief;:and Thine shall be -the 
praise through Him who taught us love and good will to all 
mankind. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

SWEARING IN A MEMBER. 

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Louisiana, 
Representative elect James O'Connor, who was élected on June 
5 from the first congressional district of Louisiana in sueces- 
sion to Gen. Albert Estopinal, lately deceased, is present in ‘the 
Chamber and prepared to take :the oath, with ‘the consent of 
the House. His credentials have not arrived. ‘Under the laws 
of the State of Louisiana the same can not be issueil until June 
16, and naturally can not reach Washington for two or ‘three 
days ‘thereafter. Inasmuch as Mr. -O’Connor -had no opposi- 
tion, either in the primaries or in the general election, and :there 
is no question as to his right to sit in this body,:I-ask unanimous 
consent, in conformity with many previous precedents, that the 
requirement in regard to credentials be waived in this case and 
that the.oath be now administered to:him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ‘Louisiana asks unan- 
imous consent that his colleague, Mr. O'Connor, be allowed ‘to 
take the oath of office without the credentials being presentetl. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand there is ‘no ques- 
tion about Mr. O’Connor’s election or in regard to the regu- 
larity of his election, and there is no question but that ‘in due 
time his credentials will:arrive. Therefore I shall not object. 

Mr. DUPRE. In regard :to the latter statement ‘I will say 
that there: is:no question ‘about the fact that his credentials will 
in due time arrive, and ‘in iregard to the preeeding suggestion 
I will say, if ‘I:may,:that I think:the gentleman from ‘Wyoming 
would ‘be -very glad to ‘have ‘the condition apply ‘to his own 
case—that there is absolutely no question about the ‘fact ‘that 
he:was duly elected and reeeived—oh, I:do not know how nmiany 
thousands of votes; I think ‘there were 18 seattered throughout 
the district. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana will step for- 
ward and take the oath. of: office. 

Mr..0’CONNOR, accompanied by Mr. Durrté, appeared before 
the bar of the House and teokithe oath of: office. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Creckett, one of its 
clerks, announeed ‘that ‘the Senate had agreed to the report-of 
the committee of conference on ‘the disagreeing votes of :the 
two Houses on the amendment.of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
2480) making appropriations for the eurrent and contingent ex- 
penses of the ‘Bureau of Indian ‘Affairs, for fulfilling ‘treaty 
stipulations with various ‘Indian tribes,:and for other purposes, 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1920, 
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SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 1213. To amend an act entitled “An act to provide for voca- 
tional rehabilitation and return to civil employment of disabled 
persons discharged from the military or naval forces of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918; 
to the Committee on Education. 

VICTOR L. BERGER. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to vacate back to the amending stage the proceedings by which 
the House passed House resolution No. 6, providing for the 
appointment of a committee to report on the right of Mr. Berger 
to a seat in the House. - 

I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I do this for the reason that, 
owing to an error on the part of the Clerk in copying the name 
from the certificate sent by the governor of Wisconsin, the 
name was printed on the roll as “ Victor Berger,” instead of 
“Victor L. Berger,’ which is the right name. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to vacate back to the amending stage the 
proceedings had on the resolution relative to Mr. Berger. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, while I think all 
this performance is superfluous after it is done, yet I think this 
will not do any harm, and therefore I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. DALLINGER moves to amend House resolution No. 6, on page 1, 


line 2, after the word “ Victor,” by inserting the initial letter “L.,” 
and on line 8, after the werd “ Victor,” inserting the initial letter ‘‘ L.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The same amendment will be applied to 
the title, unless there is objection. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PERMISSION TO A COMMITTEE TO SIT DURING THE SESSION. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution authorizing the Committee on the Post Office 
Roads to sit dyring the sessions of the House. 
That the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 


Minnesota offers a 


and Post 


Resoived, 


and subcommittees thereof have leaye to sit during the sessions of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I am in receipt of 
a communication from Chicago inclosing some statistics that 
were gathered there by some members of the Chicago Post 
Office Clerks’ Union on the question of postal wages and work- 
ing conditions, and I ask unanimous consent that these may be 
incorporated in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp for the pur- 
pose suggested. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think most of us received that pamphlet. What does the 
gentleman expect to accomplish by inserting it in the Rrecorp? 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. Nothing more than to have it in- 
corporated in the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp for the future record 
and for the guidance of some of the Members in case they may 
desire to consult it. 

Mr. BLACK. Further reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, we have a commission now that is investigating that 
whole question, and I have no doubt but that that commission 
will go into all of the facts stated in the pamphlet that the 
gentleman has received. I have received a copy of that pam- 
phiet. It is a very interesting one, but I will have to object. 
The gentleman from Texas objects. 


The SPEAKER. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and 
for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1919, and 
for other purposes, and ask unanimous consent that the state- 
ment be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up 
the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill and 
asks that the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri reserves all 
points of order on the conference report. Is there objection to 
the statement being read in lieu of the report? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the House conferees. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (11. R. 
2480) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses for the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations: with various Indian tribes, and for other pur- 
poses, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and for other 
purposes, having met after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 14, 
15, 17, 28, 36, 37, 38, and 46. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 11, 12, 18, 16, 18, 
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 38, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
45, 47, and 48, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the matter covered in amendment 6 and insert the following in 
lieu thereof: 

“That the amounts of $42,500 appropriated by the Indian 
appropriation act approved March 2, 1917 (39 Stat. L., p. 975), 
and $5,000 appropriated by the Indian appropriation act ap- 
proved May 25, 1918 (Public No. 159), in all $47,500, for the 
construction of two bridges over the Little Colorado and Canyon 
Diablo Rivers, near the Leupp Indian Agency, Ariz., are hereby 
reappropriated for the same purposes as provided in said acts, 
reimbursable as provided in. said acts, and to remain a charge 
and lien upen the lands and funds of the Navajo Tribe of In- 
dians until paid.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. ‘ 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the matter covered by amendment No. 9 and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: “The Secretary of the In- 
terior is hereby authorized, in his discretion and under such 
terms and conditions as he may prescribe, to cause to be issued 
to the Gospel Missionary Union, which has engaged in mission 
work among the Navajo Indians since 1896, a patent in fee, for 
mnission purposes only, for that particular tract of land on the 
Western Navajo Reservation, in Arizona, not exceeding 160 
acres in area, which it has continuously used and occupied for 
mission purposes from a date prior to the Executive order of 
January 8, 1900, withdrawing from sale and settlement the 
lands which now constitute the said reservation; said patent 
in fee shall be issued on a legal description of the land so 
used: Provided, That if said land shall cease to be used for mis- 
sion purposes the same shall revert to the Navajo Tribe of 
Indians”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: The House 
recedes with an amendment: Strike out “$2,000” and insert 
“$1,000 ” in lieu thereof; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from iis 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the matter contained in amendment 34 and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “ Provided further, That from the sums hereto- 
fore appropriated for said Pottawatomie Indians the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
Erik O. Morstad, cf Leona, Wis., in person and in full satisfac- 
tion for services rendered, the sum of $2,000”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed by the Senate amendment numbered 35 insert 
the following: “ For the purchase of subsistence supplies in re- 
lieving cases of actual distress and suffering among those needy 
St. Croix Indians of Wisconsin whose cases are referred to in 
report of January 30, 1915, transmitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior to the House of Representatives March 3, 1915, pursu- 
ant to the provisions of the act of Congress of August 1, 1914 
(38 Stats. L., pp. 582-605), and printed as House Document No. 
1663, Sixty-third Congress, third session, $1,000”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its dis- 
agrecment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed by Senate amendment numbered 39 insert: 
“For the construction of a road from the village of Odanah in 
the Bad River Reservation to the south line of said reservation, 
$20,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, said sum to be reimbursable from any funds now or 
hereafter placed in the Treasury to the credit of the Indians on 
the Bad River Reservation, to remain a charge and lien upon 
the funds of said Indians until paid: Provided, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may cooperate with the State of Wisconsin 
in the construction of said road: Provided further, That no 
part of the money herein appropriated shall be expended until 
the Secretary of the Interior shall have obtained from the proper 
autho: of the State of Wisconsin satisfactory guaranties of 
the p: ment by the said State of at least one-half the cost of the 
const tion of said road’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Homer P. SNYDER, 
P. P, CAMPBELL, 
C. D. CARTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Rosert M. La FOLcerre, 
Henry F. AsHurst, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT. 


The bill as passed by the Senate increased gratuity appro- 
priations over the amount allowed by the House by $216,335.05. 
This Senate increase was decreased in conference by $177,000, 
leaving, as carried in this report, a net increase over appropria- 
tions as originally made by the House of $39,335.05. 

On amendment No. 1: The House provision was restored. 

On amendment No. 2: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment, which inserts the words “ roads and.” 

On amendment No. 3: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment which limits the payment of a per diem in lieu of 
subsistence to the time when the employee is away from home 
or designated headquarters. 

On amendments Nos. 4 and 5: Your conferees accepted the 
Senate amendment which changes the limitation from three 
years to one year from and after March 5, 1919. 

On amendment No. 6: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment with an amendment which cites the additional ap- 
propriation of $5,000 for the construction of these bridges. 

On amendment No. 7: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment which appropriates $167.75 to reimburse Yuma 
County, Ariz. 

On amendment No. 8: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment which appropriates $300 to pay for a: team of horses 
which had been commandeered by the department and drowned 
while in the service of the department. 

On amendment No. 9: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment with an amendment providing that the lands granted 
shall revert to the Navajo Indians if not used for missionary 
purposes. 

On amendment No. 10: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment with an amendment reducing the amount appro- 
priated to $1,000. 

On amendment No. 11: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment increasing the appropriation of $3,500 to construct a 
cottage destroyed by fire since the bill passed the House. 

On amendment No, 12: Your conferees receded on account of 
the very limited fire protection at this school. 

On amendment No. 13: Your conferees receded on this amend- 
ment, appropriating $100,000 of the tribal funds of the Chip- 
pewa Indians, it having been demonstrated that this sum was 
absolutely necessary to care for old, indigent Indians on the 
Chippewa Reservation. 

On amendment No. 14: The Senate recedes. 
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On amendment No. 15: The Senate recedes. 

, On amendment No. 16: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment, making this appropriation available until expended, 
because it is advantageous to the Government to allow a 
longer time than a single fiseal year in which to construct 
irrigation works, this being an appropriation to complete the 
work. 

On amendment No. 17: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment for the reason that all the funds available for the 
construction of this irrigation system are now exhausted. 

On amendment No. 18: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment, which restores the House language, except that 
lands patented to Indians are made nontaxable, and, second, 
that all mineral rights are reserved to the tribe instead of to 
individual allottees. 

On amendment No. 19: Your conferees accepted this amend- 
ment, believing that the sum of $676 was justly due Vincent 
County, N. Dak., for the care of three insane Indians. 

On amendment No. 20: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment increasing this appropriation by $5,000, because 
this additional money was needed to facilitate the leasing of 
additional oil and gas lands. 

On amendment No. 21: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment increasing this appropriation by $20,000 at the 
earnest solicitation of the full-blood Indians of the Osage Tribe, 
whose children are educated in this school. 

On amendment No, 22: Your conferees accepted this amend- 
ment because there is a disagreement between the Indians them- 
selves as to the advisability of the appointment of an attorney. 

On amendment No. 23: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment increasing this appropriation by $5,000 because of 
the large increase in gas production on the Osage Reservation. 

On amendment No. 24: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment in order to permit the payment of necessary ex- 
penses which have already been incurred. 

On amendment No. 25: This corrects a clerical error. 

On amendment No. 26: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment, favorable action on this claim having been pre- 
viously taken by the House. 

On amendment No, 27: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment which appropriates the sum of $367.30 out of tribai 
funds to pay George D. Rogers for services as tribal attorney. 

On amendment No. 28: The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 29: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment which increases this appropriation by $2,000 to cover 
necessary expenses incurred since May 1, 1919. 

On amendment No. 30: Corrects a total. 

On amendment No. 31: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment, increasing this appropriation of $3,000, which is 
$2,000 less than the estimate. 

On amendment No. 32: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment which provides for reimbursing land owners for 
damages in the manner usually provided under reclamation 
projects. 

On amendment No. 33: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment which reduces the per capita payment from $50 
to $40, 

On amendment No. 34: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment with an amendment reducing the amount to be paid 
to Eric O. Morsted from $5,000 to $2,000, and providing that said 
sum shall be paid to him in person and in full satisfaction for 
services rendered. 

On amendment No. 35: This amendment authorizes the appro- 
priation of $1,000 relieving cases of actual distress and suffering 
among the needy of St. Croix Indians of Wisconsin. 

On amendment No. 36: The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No, 37: The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No, 38: The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No, 39: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment with an amendment making it clear that the sum 
provided for the construction of a road on the Bad River In- 
dians’ Reservation in Wisconsin shall be reimbursed to the 
United States. 

On amendment No. 40: This amendment validates the relin- 
quishment of John Stone of certain lands in the State of Wis- 
coensin. 

On amendment No. 41: This amendment permits the Secretary. 
of the Interior to reimburse the Treasurer of the United States, 
from Indian funds, for expenditures made from moneys accruing 
from reimbursable appropriations. 

On amendment No. 42: Change in total only. 

Qn amendment No. 43: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
amendment, because upon further investigation it was found 
that the amount appropriated was insufficient to supply feed 
for 15,000 head of cattle. 











On 
amendment 
Hickory Indians to be sold and to be replaced with sheep. 


amendment No. 
in order 


44: Your conferees accepted the Senate 
to permit the cattle belonging to the 


On amendment No. 45: This amendment was also accepted 
for the same purpose of amendment 44. 

On amendment No. 46: The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 47: Adds a new section number. 

On amendment No. 48: Changes a section number. 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the adoption of the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report, 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SNyprER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 
RAILROAD DEFICIENCY. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the deficiency appropriation 
for railroads (H. R. 5312), and pending that motion I will ask 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes] if we can 
agree on time for general debate, 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. What does the gentleman 
suggest? I agreed with the gentleman this morning that we 
would have one hour on a side. That is satisfactory to me unless 
the gentleman has changed his mind. 

Mr. GOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the time for gen- 
eral debate be limited to two hours, one hour to be controlled by 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes] and one by 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the time for general debate be limited to two hours, one 
hour to be controlled by the gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Byrnes] and one hour by himself. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, will that take 
care of my 10 minutes? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I will say to the gentleman 
frankly that I am satisfied I will not be able to take care of him 
in the hour, because I have received requests that make it im- 
possible to de so; but I am satisfied that under the five-minute 
rule the gentleman will have ample opportunity, and there will 
be no disposition to cut the gentleman off. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Goop was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5312) to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for carrying out the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
operation of transportation systems while under Federal control, 
for the just compensation of their owners, and for other pur- 


poses,” approved March 21, 1918, with Mr. ANDERSON in the 
chair. 
Mr. ANDERSON took the chair amid applause. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of H, R. 
5312, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for carrying out the act entitled “An act to provide for the operation of 
transportation systems while under Federal control, for the just com- 
pensation of their owners, and for other purposes,” approved March 21, 
1918, there is appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, $750,000,000, which shall be in addition to the ap- 

priation of $500,000,000 made in section 6 of said act, and shall 
ect in all respects to the same authority for, and restriction of, 
exp: aditere as the said $500,000,000. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress a bill 
passed the House carrying an appropriation of $750,000,000 to 
supply a deficiency in the Railroad Administration. That bill 

failed of final enactment, and the Director General of Railroads 
has made another estimate for this service, to supply the de- 
ficiencies in the operation of the railroads during the year 
1918 and for anticipated deficiencies in 1919 of $1,200,000,000. 
The committee has reported out the bill carrying $750,000,000. 
In making this report the committee does not say that $750,- 
000,000 will be all that will be required to pay the deficit of last 
year and the deficit for the balance of the year 1919, but it 
does say that it is sufficient to permit the Railroad Adminis- 
tration to pay all of its obligations that are outstanding at the 
present time, both to the railroad companies for the standard 
return and to pay the equipment companies for the balances 
due for equipment it has purchased. The committee is satisfied 
that the entire amount carried by this bill is required. It may, 
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and not unlikely will, be necessary to make additional appro- 
priations for this service. 

But it is the opinion of the committee that additional re- 
quirements are so indefinite and uncertain that the appropria- 
tion therefor may well await future action by Congress when 
the needs for additional funds are more clearly apparent. So 
much depends upon the extent to which the railroads are able 
to finance themselves and upon operations for the remainder of 
the year. 

The sum recommended in the bill, however, will meet the 
situation until the latter part of the calendar year, when the 
Railroad Administration will be in a much better position to 
state what further amount the Government will be called upon 
to appropriate to fulfill the provisions of the Federal-control 
act. 

The Army appropriation act of August 29, 1916, carried a 
provision giving the President the power in time of war to take 
over and operate the railroads and inland waterways of the 
United States. Pursuant to that act, on the 26th day of Decem- 
ber, 1917, the President by a proclamation took over all the 
railroads of the United States. Subsequently and on March 21, 
1919, Congress enacted a law providing for the Government 
control and operation of the railroads and appropriated $500,- 
000,000 as a revolving fund for their operation. Since that time, 
therefore, the President of the United States, both by the pro- 
visions of the Army appropriation act and the provisions of 
the railroad-control act of March 21, 1918, has been operating 
practically all the railroads in the United States, the mileage 
of the railroads under actual control and operation aggregating 
239,893 miles, or more than 98 per cent of the total mileage of 
the railroads in the United States. 

This appropriation does not involve in the slightest degree 
the question of whether or not it was necessary or advisable 
for the President at that time to take control and operation of 
the railroads. We are brought face to face now with a condi- 
tion and not a theory. The President did exercise that power, 
and thereafter Congress enacted a law continuing Federal con- 
trol and providing how the roads should be operated. That 
law provided a basis for determining the amount of the stand- 
ard return or rental the railroads would be entitled to and 
provided a plan for the maintenance and equipment of all the 
railroads under [Federal control by the Railroad Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MADDEN. The law that the Congress passed authorized 
the President to make contracts within the average amount of 
the earnings for three years prior to the taking over of the 
roads, but it did not compel him to make contracts absorbing the 
entire amount earned on the average during those three years. 
Can the gentleman tell us what proportion of the entire carn- 
ings the Government is obligated to pay under these contracts? 

Mr. GOOD. If I understand the gentleman’s question the 
Government in the first place is obligated to pay under these 
rental contracts $940,669,104.57 annually so long as under Fed- 
eral control. Some of the railroads have not executed the rental 
contract, and there may be some change, but the change will 
increase the total and will not diminish it. 

Mr. MADDEN. What was the total average earnings for the 
three years? Was it $961,000,000 or $931,000,000? 

Mr. GOOD. The average return for the three years was some 
thing less than $940,000,000, but the act provided that in special 
instances, where, for instance, a part of a road had been con- 
structed subsequent to 1915 or 1916, and was not in operation 
during the entire three prewar years, a special allowance could 
be made to such roads, and there have been special allowances 
made to cover just such contingencies. 

Mr. MADDEN. My understanding of the law is, without 
being clear as to its exact language, that it was not within the 
power of the President of the United States to make contracts 
beyond the amount the earnings averaged for the period of three 
years, but that he could make contracts within that limit and 
for as much less than that as it is possible for him to make it. 

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman is right in assuming that the law 
provides a method for determining this standard return. It 
provides that rental should be paid to the railroads by the Rail- 
road Administration, based upon the average that each road 
earned during the three prewar years—the years 1915, 1916, and 
1917. That law also contains this provision: 

“If the President shall find that the condition of any carrier 
was during all or a substantial portion of the period of three 
years ended June 30, 1917, because of nonoperation, receivership, 
or where recent expenditures for additions or improvements or 
equipment were not fully reflected in the operating railway in- 
come of said three years or a substantial portion thereof, or 
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because of any undeveloped or abnormal conditions, so excep- 
tional as to make the basis of earning hereinabove provided for 
plainly inequitable as a fair measure of just compensation, then 
the President may make with the carrier such agreement for such 
amount as just compensation as under the circumstances of the 
particular case he shall find just.” 

If, therefore, a road was not operating all its lines that the 
Government took over in pursuance of this law during all of the 
three prewar years, or if during the three prewar years had 
doubled-tracked the systems or made additions and betterments 
that radically changed its condition and earning power, these 
matters which resulted in increased earnings should be taken 
into consideration, and to a considerable extent claims have 
already been allowed for such additional investment, and this 
allowance is provided for in the law and also in the eontracts. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Have the contracts that the Railroad Ad- 
ministrator made with various railroads for compensation under 
the law been submitted to the gentleman’s committee? 

Mr. GOOD. The form of the contracts has been, and will be 
found in the hearings, but the contracts for the separate roads 
were not submitted and were not asked for. 

Mr, RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman advise the House 
whether any contract was made with any railroad for less than 
the three years’ average referred to by the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not know of any contract, and our atten- 
tion was not called to any contract, with any railroad company 
where the amount of the standard return was less than the 
average operating income for the three prewar years. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman will remember that that 
was the maximum, and it was said that undoubtedly the Presi- 
dent or the Director General of Railroads would make con- 
tracts for less than the average provided for in the law. What 
I am trying to get at is whether there was any one instance 
where a contract was made for less than the standard return. 

Mr. GOOD. The committee did not go into that and I am 
not advised as to the facts. Possibly some railroads receive 
less than the average operating income for the three prewar 
years, but I do not think so. 

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman will yield, the gentleman 
is advised that the aggregate amount of the contracts is more 
than the amount of the standard earnings. 

Mr. GOOD. I am not sure that I understand the gentleman. 
The operating income of the railroads would not amount to 
$940,000,000. That is, the income after the payment of all oper- 
ating expenses and taxes does not amount to $940,000,000 during 
the year, but it failed by $236,000,000 in 1918. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is, $236,000,000 last year; but I am 
talking about the contracts that the Government entered into to 
pay the railroads the standard returns, and whether these 
contracts are not more in the aggregate than the three years’ 
average earnings? 

Mr. GOOD. They are more than the standard returns. 
Claims in addition to the standard returns amounting to $3,709,- 
887.09 have been allowed and there are like .claims still pend- 
ing, aggregating $26,285,606.51. 

We must consider that when the roads were taken over a 
little different condition prevailed than at present. We were 
at war. Aside from that, during 1917 there had been an ad- 
vance in wages of the labor employed by the railroad com- 
panies of about 123 per cent. The Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission had not increased the rates of the railread companies 
to meet the increased compensation granted the employees. 
They had begun to feel the increasing cost of operation and 
maintenance, 

Congestion, especially in the eastern lines, had practically 
tied up some of the great railroads. A labor crisis was threat- 
ening, and there were a great many things of this kind that I 
have no doubt actuated the President in taking over the roads 
at that time. Whether or not all these things combined justify 
the taking over the roads I do not care at this time to ex- 
press an opinion. As I stated before, we are face to face 
with the fact that the roads were taken over; they have been 
operated for a year and a half, and that for the first year there 
has been an admitted deficit of $236,000,000 in the operation of 
the roads and for the first four months of this year an admitted 
deficit of $250,000,000. ‘That these sums will be increased any- 
one familiar with the situation must admit. 

I am satisfied that these deficits do not begin to measure the 
full amount of the deficit that will actually come to the Govern- 
ment by reason of the operation of the roads. 
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In the first place, the Government appropriated $500,000,000. 
It had to borrow that amount of money, and the Railroad Ad- 
ministration has been using it for practically all of 1918. If 
we add to the deficit the amount of interest on that amount of 
money, we would increase the deficit at once by about $25,000,000. 

Then, too, the Government for years to come will be paying 
losses and damages for personal-injury claims. The Govern- 
ment will have settlement to make with regard to the equip- 
ment that was purchased for the railroads. Some of the reads 
refuse to accept the equipment allotted to them. It must be 
remembered that when the President took over the railroads 
he took over the complete operation of the railroads. He took 
the property of the railroad companies in use for transportation 
purposes. He operated these roads just as if he owned them. 
He employed the labor, made the improvements, paid the taxes, 
kept up the betterments and the maintenance of the roads, 
and paid such judgments and claims as originated in the oper- 
ation. 

The Government stands to lose a substantial amount on the 
$100,000,000 which it has advanced to the various roads and for 
the payment of which it holds certain supplies and material. 
With some of the weaker roads the supplies and material held 
for the repayment of the amount which such roads owe the Rail- 
road Administration is not sufficient to guarantee the obliga- 
tion. Unquestionably claims will be made against the Railroad 
Administration for damage because of deferred maintenance. 
While, on the whole, the statement made by the Director General 
would indicate the roads have been maintained in accordance 
with the contract requirements, yet unquestionably many roads 
will claim that their properties have not been maintained on 
the standard of the general average, and will make claims for 
damage on this account. 

No one who has given any study to this subject doubts the fact 
that hundreds of short-line railroads have substantial claims 
that must somehow be paid, and that that payment must come 
out of the Treasury of the United States. It is indeed to be 
regretted that the short-line railroads of the country have not 
been treated more fairly so far as Government control and opera- 
tion is concerned. Since the roads were taken over on the 28th 
of December, 1917, this class of roads has never known what its 
real status was unless they have been recently advised. At first 
they were all taken under Federal control and remained under 
Federal control and operation for several months, when the 
President released a large number of them. From the beginning 
of Federal control freight and traffic that would naturally have 
gone to these roads has been diverted to other channels, whether 
under Government control and operation or not. They have suf- 
fered an irreparable loss; but to some extent, sometime, this 
loss must be paid if the Government is to deal fairly and honor- 
ably with the owners of this class of property. 

It is to be hoped that the Director General will in the future 
give consideration to the just claims of this class of roads, and 
that when the Director General again asks Congress for addi- 
tional appropriations he will be able to show that not only the 
rental due the trunk-line railroads has been paid, but that sub- 
stantial progress has been made in a fair and just settlement 
with the short-line railroads. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman has called attention to $236,- 
000,000 it lost last year and $250,000,000 in the first four months 
of this year, and $25,000,000 interest that has not been charged 
up against that, and possibly other things, but he has not said 
anything about the $100,000,000 in excess of passenger service 
and increased freight rates which the roads received and which 
would be a loss to the American people. Why not add that? 

Mr. GOOD. That is true; there were increases in freight and 
passenger rates which were in effect about six months of the 
year. That increase in rates resulted in a total increase in 
operating revenue of about $560,000,000. If it had been applied 
for the entire year it would have resulted in an increase of about 
$950,000,000 or $1,000,000,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. It would be $1,100,000,000. 

Mr. GOOD. No; it would not be that amount, because the 
gentleman will note that during the first four months of the 
year there is always a falling off, in freight traffic especially. 
The decrease in freight traffic for the first three or four months 
of a year as compared with the months of August, September, 
October, and November is very marked, and I think if the rates 
had been in effect for the entire year it would have produced in 
the neighborhood of $950,000,000 or $1,000,000,000. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 
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Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I agree entirely with my colleague that 
the amount ef debts stated by the Director General is not the 
whole amount of deficit. There is another matter which I think 
ought to be mentioned. It has been stated, and I think pos- 
sibly in the hearings, although I am not sure of that, but by 
railroad experts, who ought to know about the matter, that the 
condition of equipment and ways of railroads has been per- 
mitted to run down; that it is not as good as it was when the 
roads were taken over. If so, that would represent another 
item that would eventually have to be made up, would it not? 

Mr. GOOD. I am aware that such ciaims have been made, 
and some loss may result from deferred maintenance, but I do 
not believe there is very much, if anything, in that claim. If 
the gentleman will turn to page 47 of the hearings, he will 
find that during the three prewar years the railroads themselves 
invested in maintenance of ways and structures $403,501,408. 
That was the average for the prewar years, whereas for 1918 
the Railroad Administration paid $653,869,469, or an increase 
of $250,000,000, in maintenance of ways and structures. So, too, 
we find the same condition in regard to the maintenance of equip- 
ment. The average for the three prewar years was $563,978,613, 
whereas the Director General expended last year in mainte- 
nance of equipment $1,108,030,396. In other words, there was 
paid for maintenance of equipment $544,051,783 more in 1918 
than the amount paid for a like purpose for the average of the 
test period. That maintenance, of course, was composed of labor 
and material that was purchased at higher price than like 
articles were purchased at during the test period: but, after 
full credit is given for increased costs, it seems to me that the 
Director General has, so far as maintenance of ways and 
structures and maintenance of equipment are concerned, ex- 
pended enough money at least to keep them up to the standard 
required in the contract. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is aware that prices 
of most articles of maintenance have practically doubled and 
wages have greatly increased, but aside from that matter I 
suppose that anyone who has been traveling over the railroads 
to any great extent, observing the condition of the roadbeds 
and equipment, would agree with the statement that it had not 
been fully kept up. 

Mr. GOOD. I can not say how efliciently or wisely the money 
has been expended. I only state from the money standpoint 
that the amount expended was sufficient for maintenance of 
the roads’ as provided for in the contract, even considering the 
increase in the cost of materials and labor. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. LAZARO. Of course, we know that the Government had 
to take charge of railroads under the war powers, and that in 
the emergency we had to depend upon the railroad people to 
operate the roads. Some people claim that the railroad people 
were afraid of Gevernment ownership, and in order to provide 
against that they made the service as unpopular and as ex- 
pensive as possible. Has the gentleman any opinion about that 
that he would care to express? 

Mr. GOOD. The committee attempted to find out whether or 
not there was any truth in the reports that the railroads were 
being administered in a way to discourage the idea of public 
ownership; that is, whether or not the men left in official charge 
were fulfilling their duty patriotically and faithfully in execut- 
ing this law. 

It wags the opinion of Mr. Hines that while under private con- 
trol, as well as under Government operation, there is always a 
loss of property by theft, and inefficiency on the part of some 
officials, yet the loss in this respect was no greater than under 
private operation, so far as the management by officials was 
concerned ; that the officials are attempting to get as much for 
the money expended under Federal control as did the officials 
under private operation. 

The Director General did not state anything with regard to 
the efficiency of labor in that respect. 

Mr. MADDEN. Did the Director General of Railroads say 
anything to the committee about the fact that they have more 
than 200.000 more men in the employ of the railroads doing less 
work than they had before the Government took them over? 

Mr. GOOD. The committee inquired what the situation was 
in regard to the number of men employed by the railroad com- 
panies during the prewar period, as compared with 1918 or 1919. 
The Director General was not able to furnish us with an analysis 
that would make the comparison, and there were some very 
good reasons for it. I eall the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that in 1917—I think it was in October—Congress enacted the 
Adsnison law. which decreased the hours of service of railway 
employees from 10 hours per day to 8 hours per day. Therefore 
it was his contention that in making a comparison it should be 
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in- hours of service rather than in days of service. His attention 
was called to the fact that when that law was pending before 
Congress it was claimed that if the eight-hour day was adopted a 
man would perform in 8 hours as much labor or service as he had 
been accustomed to perform in 10 hours; but the statement of 
the Director General is that in so far as hours of service are con- 
cerned there is about the same number as formerly—a slight 
increase. If, however, we take days of service, while I think the 
gentleman’s figures are a little large, yet I imagine there are 
about 140,000 or 150,000 more men employed on the railroads of 
the United States than during any of the prewar years. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It appears from the remarkable 
statement of the gentleman that the longer we keep these roads 
the more they run in debt, and the larger will be the debt in- 
curred against the United States. I would like to inquire 
whether anything developed in the testimony to show that the 
debt will inerease instead of decrease in the future? 

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman means deficit in operation? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say first to the gentleman it all depends 
upon the velume of business done by the railroads, and the in- 
dications are that the volume of business will greatly increase 
during the remainder of this year. Traffic movement can be 
seen from the operating income of the roads. The average 
operation income for the three-year prewar period—that is, the 
income after we deduct operating expenses and taxes—-by month 
was about $77,000,000 per month; during the month of Feb- 
ruary the average for the three prewar years Was only $47,- 
000,000, but during the month of October the operating income 
reached the figure of $95,000,000. So while there has been some 
loss, a great loss so fur this year, that should have been expected. 
The great loss during the first four months of this year, looking 
at it broadly, ought not to be made good during the remaining 
seven months. A study of the situation, I think, will convince 
anyone that during the first quarter of any year the railroads 
rarely, if ever, receive enough money to pay their operating 
expenses and allow them anything to speak of as a return on 
investment, but with an increase of business for the latter part 
of the year the loss, if any, during the first quarter is made 
up, and they are generally able to make their earnings and pay 
a fair return. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
tion? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. : 

Mr. MADDEN. Can the gentleman tell the House what per- 
centage of mile-tons of commodities are moved by the railroads 
now, as compared with the three-year prewar period? 

Mr. GOOD. My recollection is that when you measure the 
traffic in ton-miles for the first four months of this year with 
the first four months of 1918 there is a falling off of about 14 
per cent, but, strange to say, when you compare the ton-miles 
of freight moved for the first four months of this year with the 
average of the first four months of the prewar period it Is 
practically the same, so that there is nothing very abnormal in 
the movement of -freight at the present time, as compared 
with the average for the first four months of the prewar 
period. It is about normal. The passenger business is more 
than normal. 

Mr. MADDEN. Se that with the normal tonnage carried, as 
compared with the three prewar years, the railroads are stilt 
employing, according ‘to the gentleman, more than 150,000 more 
men? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; but we must remember they are only work- 
ing 8 hours a day, while the men then worked 10 hours a day. 

Mr. JEFFERIS rose. 

Mr. GOOD. I shall yield to the gentleman, and then I must 
decline to yield for a while. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. Can the gentleman give some information 
as to the increase in wages the employees have received since, 
say, 1917? 

Mr. GOOD. ‘The increase, on the average, of wages paid enr- 
ployees of railroad companies during the time they have been 
under the control and operation of the Railread Administra- 
tion amounts approximately to 52 per cent, and that does not 
inelude 123 per cent that was granted to the employees during 
the latter part of 1917. If we add the increase in wages of em- 
ployees of railroad companies received during the latter part 
of 1917 with the wage increase allowed by the Director General 
we have a total increase in wages of about 65 per cent since the 
latter part of 1917. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. And was that brought about by the action 
of the Railroad Administration? 


Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
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Mr. GOOD. The 52 per cent was made by the Railroad Ad- 
ministration, but the 124 per cent was made before the roads 
were taken over. 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman has stated that the average in- 
crease was about 65 per cent in the wages of railroad employees. 

Mr. GOOD. Since 1917. 

Mr. SNYDER. Well, I just wanted to observe that it is no 
greater rate of increase than has taken place in almost every 
line of industry in this country. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say in answer to the gentleman that Judge 
Gary has stated that since 1913 the increase in the labor cost of 
making a ton of steel is 128 per cent. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. I will. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The total deficit for the Railroad Admin- 
istration for the years 1918-19 seems to be $1,250,000,000. 
What I would like to know is this: Does that whole amount 
mean a loss to the Treasury or is some of this advances and 
loans and improvements that the railroads will have to pay 
back; and if so, how much is the total loss and how much will 
the railroads be under obligation to pay back into the Treasury 
of the United States? Has the gentleman those figures? 

Mr. GOOD. The Railroad Administration hopes to pay back 
into the Treasury of the United States all the money that has 
been appropriated for 1918 operation and which may hereafter 
be appropriated for its operation except $236,000,000 loss for 
1918 and $250,000,000 loss so far this year, less certain losses 
for inland waterways and some allowances for equipment and 
things of that kind. In other words, it recognizes an actual 
loss so far of $486,000,000. Now, I do not want to be dis- 
courteous, but I do want to try to give a picture of the situation 
presented, and I shall appreciate it if I may proceed for a few 
minutes without interruption. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. GOOD. I will 

Mr. FESS. I would like to have a little light on the very 
thing the gentleman has been suggesting, where Mr. Hines 
says that $1,214,000,000 of the $1,700,000,000 should be paid 


back to the Government by the railroads, and he also states of 
that sum $486,000,000 represents the loss which I take from 


what the gentleman says should be written off. What is the 
meaning of that statement? 

Mr. GOOD. The meaning is this: He is dealing with hun- 
dreds of railroad companies. He is loaning money, for instance, 
to the New York, New Haven & Hartford amounting to $43,- 
000,000. He is advancing money to all railroad companies 
practically for additions and betterments. He advanced for 
additions and betterments for 1918 about $352,000,000 and pro- 
poses to advance for like purposes for 1919 $253,000,000. 

That is for additions and betterments. He is dealing with a 
hundred different railroads or more, and taking it all in all he 
figures that all of these loans he has made and proposes to 
make and all the amounts invested in yarious railroad prop- 
erties in additions and betterments and the like will eventually 
he returned to the Government. There will be some additional 
losses, but he thinks it is speculative what those losses will be. 
He does not think they will be large, and I hope he is right in 
this regard. 

After the railroads were taken over the Director General, as I 
have stated, increased the wages of employees to the extent of 
about 52 per cent on the average. The total amount of the in- 
crease of wages amounts to $852,000,000 during 1918. The in- 
crease in freight and passenger rates equaled about 25 per cent. 
That increase was only applicable for six months, or approxi- 
mately six months, of the year. It brought in, in round figures, 
$560,000,000. The increase in the cost of material that went into 
the maintenance of the roads and maintenance of equipment 
averaged, according to the statement of the Director General, 
from 20 to 35 per cent. So in striking a balance with regard to 
the operation, without taking into account some of. the things 
that I have alluded to as being elements of possible loss, he 
finds that the loss in operation last year was $236,000,000. I 
think it was rather remarkable that while we were face to 
face with a deficit last year of more than $20,000,000 per month 
in the operation of the roads the then Director General should, 
because of a slight demand from certain quarters, eliminate one 
of the large items of receipts. The Director General by an or- 
der had directed that one-half of 1 cent per mile should be col- 
lected as additional Pullman fares, That order was in effect 
only about six months, and yet it brought in $26,000,000. And 
by the cancellation of that order the Government loses about 
$50,000,000 annually that it would otherwise have received. 

If you will look at the table on page 47 of the hearings, and 
also at the table on pase 96 of the hearings, I think it will give 
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you a pretty good picture of the Railroad Administration and of 
the operating revenue and operating expenses that are involved 
in these tremendous transactions. 

The law providing for Federal operation of the railroads also 
provides that the President shall have power to take over the 
inland waterways. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman goes to that 
subject will he answer a question? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. ~ 

Mr. ESCH. Under the additions :nd betterments, including 
equipments, the amounts expended by the Government are reim- 
bursable, as I understand. 

Mr. GOOD. The expenditures for additions and betterments 
and equipment are reimbursable. 

Mr. ESCH. Now, then, the Government has ordered 100,000 
freight cars and, I think, 3,000 locomotives, making a total cost 
of between $300,000,000 and $400,000,000. They are allocated 
to several railroad systems at the price which they cost the 
Government, which is the war price. Railroad systems are re- 
fusing to take the cars and locomotives allocated to the several 
systems. What will be the result? Will the Government get 
back the amount it costs the Government or will the railroads 
only have to pay the amount which the cars and locomotives 
would cost, for instance, in peace times? 

Mr. GOOD. I thank the gentleman for calling my attention 
to that item. I intended to refer to it. Unquestionably the 
Railroad Administration committed a very grave error when 
it ordered all of this equipment. It ordered 100,000 freight 
ears and 2,900 locomotives. I do not say this equipment was 
not needed by the railroads. But the then Director General 
ordered this equipment without consulting the various rail- 
roads to which the cars and locomotives will be allotted. Now 
some of the reads are refusing to accept it. It is evident new, 
as we look at it, the country being at war, certain additional 
equipment for the raiirads, taken as a whole, being necessary 
for their operation, if the railroad officials had been consulted 
at the time, the ronds might have agreed as to the amount of 
equipment each road should take, and the equipment needed 
could have been purchased without loss, but for some reason 


‘or other an order was given to the equipment companies to 


build 100,000 cars and something over 2,900 locomotives. ‘The 
total contract was for $402,000,000, but the contract provides 
for scaling down in the cost if, in the building of the cars and 
locomotives. it should be found there could be some saving. 
Now, they find by adjustments that they can save about $40,- 
000,000 on those contracts. So the net amount which the Gov- 
ernment is obligated to pay is about $363,000,000 for this 
equipment. This equipment is being allocated to the several 
railroad companies. 

Forty-eight per cent of it has already been allocated and ac- 
cepted. But, as the gentleman from Wisconsin |Mr. Escu] 
points out, a great many of the railroads are objecting for one 
cause or another. One railroad objects because they claim 
that the equipment is not suitable to their line of railroad, an- 
other that they did not need the equipment that has been 
allocated to them, and still another objects that the amount of 
equipment is greatly in excess of the needs of the roads, and still 
others object as to cost. But in all cases the contract provides 
where they accept the equipment—and my recollection is that 


i the law also makes similar provision—that the question of 


price shall not be an element upon which a loss can be predi- 
cated. But the Government stands to lose something on this 
equipment. We have a whole lot of equipment, and the former 
chairman of the committee, now director of finance, is at work 
trying to get the railroads of the country to agree to take this 
equipment, and is attempting to have them, in conjunction with 
some banks, organize an equipment trust in order that these 
railroads may take the equipment and that the Government of 
the United States may receive the money which it actually 
needs to pay for this equipment. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Will the gentleman yield in that con- 
nection ? 

Mr. GOOD. I am afraid I can not. 
used, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used 39 minutes. 

Mr. GOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. I wanted to ask in that connection 
whether this statement is true or not: I have heard or read 
that the standard coal car on the Pennsylvania Road is a 70-ton 
‘ar, and that under this order they allocated to the Pennsyl- 
vania Road a car of 55-ton capacity, so that if the Pennsylvania 
takes those cars and pays for them it will be a continuin: loss 
to the road during the entire life of the car, of approximately 
20 years? Is there a foundation for that statement? 

Mr. GOOD. So far as the Pernsylvania Railroad is 
cerned—and my recollection mey be f.u'ty-——I think if 
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gentleman will turn to the table with regard to the allocations 
he will find that the Pennsylvania Road has accepted its allot- 
ment, 2nd of course if it has accepted its allotment there can be 

» loss from that road. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. But it would be a loss to the road 

d to the public through the use of an unsuitable car. 

Mr. GOOD. There would be no loss to,the Government, and 

hat I have been considering in this whole matter is not so much 
in regard to any loss that might be suffered by an individual 
railroad cc mpany as the loss that must be paid out of the Fed- 
eral Treasury. 

Mr. OLNEY. Mr: Chairman, 
for two or three questions? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. OLNEY. Could not the deficiency in the passenger traffic 
uri the war be explained or excused partly, perhaps, by the 

that the railroads were obliged to carry men engaged in the 

niilitary and naval service for 1 cent a mile during the war? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; I imagine some of the loss could be at- 
tributed to that. 

Mr. OLNEY. 


will the gentleman vield to me 


There were hundreds of thousands of soldiers 
and sailors traveling back and forth. 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. They traveled at a reduced rate. Also, I 
think we should take into consideration the fact that the traffic 
movement of troops did not cost on an average of what it costs 
to move other passengers as a general rule. The trains being 
heavy and being filled to full capacity made it possible for the 
roads to operate at a very low unit cost. Just what that loss 
would be I am not prepared to state. 

Mr. OLNEY. Would the chairman of the committee consider 
; as a subsidy bill—in the nature of a subsidy or a gratuity 
to the rai nsate them for deficiencies? 

Mr. GOOD. The Director General did not present it in that 
light. So far as I am concerned, I feel that this bill is neces- 
sary in order to maintain the credit of the United States. We 
owe the railroad companies for last year’s operations about 
$441,000,000 on their standard returns. The railroad companies 
owe the United States $352,553,455 for additions and better- 
ments. Now, if the railroad companies could pay, we would 
only have to provide for last year’s operations approximately 
$89,000,000. 

Mr. OLNEY. And if this bill is passed it is an entering 
wedge against Government ownership, is it not? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not think there will need to be any further 
entering wedge as against Government ownership. I believe 
when the people come to consider that last year, when they paid 
freight bills, they were paying only about 90 per cent of 
what it cost the Government of the United States to carry the 
fre As cht, and that out of the Treasury of the United States had 
to paid the remaining 10 per cent, and if those who have 
making shipments during the first four months of this year 
I that if they paid the full cost to the Government of 
the service that the Government rendered in the way of moving 
freight they would have had to add 25 per cent more to their 
freight bills, at least that class of people will never favor Gov- 
‘rninent ownership of railroads. [Applause.] 

Mr. OLNEY. I am rather inclined against Government own- 
ership of railroads but strongly favor Federal supervision. 

. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that while this loss 

r Government contro] is large—and I believe that it will 
sunt for 1918 to more than $325,000,000, and I do not doubt 
what this year’s operations will amount to the same—and 
if we send the roads back at the end of the year we will 
to pay at some time or other more than $650,000,000 as 
chargeable to Government operation of the railroads— 
gentleman from Massachusetts that, so far as I 
personally concerned, if that will settle the loss it will also 
probably for all time to come the question of public 
whership of $17,000,000,000 of property covering 260,000 miles 

‘uilroads. It is a big sum to lose, but may it not be, after 

noney pretty well spent, especially if it kills the Govern- 
ownership bug? [Applause.] 

OLNEY. I agree with you. 

FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for just 
other question? 

GOOD. Yes. 

FESS. It has cost more to operate the railroads than 

they are getting. 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. What is your solution for running 
when they are turned back to their owners? 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that if I had my 
about it and if we were to continue in Goyernment opera- 
or another year instead of only about six months I would 
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ask to have adopted as an amendment to this bill a provision 
that would require the Directoy General of Railroads to so 
arrange and plan the affairs of their operation that the operat- 
ing revenues would pay the operating expenses and the rentals 
due the railroad companies, so that these losses would not have 
to be financed out of the Treasury of the United States, 

But the Director General discussed that at length. He thinks 
it would be unwise now to increase rates. He says he can not 
effect any greater economy either in the reduction of the num- 
her of men employed or in the reduction of wages and salaries, 
and that the only way the operating of these roads can be made 
to meet the operating experrses, plus the rentals and the taxes, 
is to increase the rates, and he says that that would disturb 
matters very materially and that at the present time it would 
be unwise. 

Mr. FESS. Is it not a plain, common-sense proposition that 
you will have to increase the rates or reduce the expense? One 
or the other has got to be done. 

Mr. GOOD. Personally I am inclined to think that even 
under private operation a great many of the roads, perhaps a 
third or more, so far as mileage is concerned, can not exist 
under private operation even at the present rate if the present 
high scale of wages and high cost of materials and supplies are 
to be maintained. 

Mr. FESS. May I ask one other question? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. Was there ever danger of bankruptcy 
way business until the Government took over the railroads? 

Mr. GOOD. Well, I will say to the gentleman that things 
were looking pretty blue about the time the’roads were taken 
over. There was considerable disturbance, I think, at that time. 

Mr. ESCH. In 1914, I think, 80 per cent of the railroad mile- 
age was in the hands of receivers. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, 
a question? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER. We are to understand that coincident with the 
return of railroads to private ownership we must expect another 
increase of freight or passenger rates? 

Mr. GOOD. That was the belief of Mr. Hines, the Director 
General of Railroads, and I think the country is to be con. 
gratulated in having so able a man as Mr. Hines as Director 
General of Railroads. I do not believe that a better man could 
be found anywhere for this very important position, and it 
is his opinion, supported by the conditions that have con- 
fronted him, that when the roads are turned back there will 
necessarily have to be an increase in the rates, in order that the 
roads can pay their operating expenses and anything like a fair 
return to the stockholders. 

Mr. MILLER. Just one other question. Then, if I under- 
stand the gentleman’s statement correctly, the net result will be 
that the freight rates will have been less under Government 
ownership than they will be under private ownership when tho 
roads are returned to the private owners? 

Mr. GOOD. Freight rates would have to be 10 per cent more 
in Federal control than they have been to make good the loss 
of $486,000,000 in operation. If his plan is carried out, there 
will have to be some additions to the present rates. But I want 
to say to the gentleman there are railroad executives who 
claim that if their roads were turned back to them they could 
operate them under the present rates and pay the present rates 
of wages and make money. Certainly many roads can not 
do this. : 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Is it not a fact that railroads which 
were operated at a profit immediately before being taken over 
by the Government were operated at a loss immediately fol- 
lowing, under conditions practically the same, except the change 
in control? 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the committee 
did not go into the operation of any particular road. I am not 
informed as to that; and during the very brief time allotted to 
us for hearings we were compelled simply to get a picture of 
the Federal operation and of the obligations of the Government 
to the railroads, and have not analyzed at all the obligation of 
any particular road, except that of the New York, New Haven & 
Hartford and the Boston & Maine. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Is it not a fact that during the 
months in which there has been such a falling off in traffic com- 
pared with like months under private ownership the operating 
expenses were much smaller proportionately under private own- 
ership than under Government ownership? 

Mr: GOOD. Oh, yes; the operating expenses were increased 
over $1,000,000,000. There is no question about that. But, of 
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course, the gentleman must remember that the wages were in- 
creased very materially, and about that time there came also an 
increase in the cost of materials. ° 

Mr. HAUGEN. Much has been said about the deficiency and 
about the 200,000 additional employees added to the pay rolls. 
Is it not possible, by returning the roads to private ownership 
and by increasing their efficiency, that it may not be necessary 
to increase the freight eharges, and that the charges may be 
reduced? 

Mr. GOOD. I think unquestionably men do not perform the 
efficient service when they are working for the Government that 
they perform when they are working for corporations and indi- 
viduals and when their opportunity for advancement depends 
on their record for efficiency. I think you will get a great deal 
more for your money when you operate under private owner- 
ship, and one of the reasons for this big deficit most certainly 
is Government operation. It is because of inefficiency of em- 
ployees, for no matter who was Director General, or how effi- 
cient he was, he was bound to have a larger cost under Govern- 
ment control and operation. Now, I will have to decline to 
' yield further. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Just one more question. 

Mr. GOOD. I will have to decline to yield now, until I can 
complete my remarks. Then, if I have any time, I will answer 
any other questions; but there are some matters that I think 
I ought to bring to the attention of the committee, and I know 
I will not have time to conclude what I should say to give you 
a picture of this matter. Pretty wide latitude will be given 
under the five-minute rule, so that all these matters can be 
thrashed out then. 

Now, take the inland waterways, for instance. Under this 
provision of law the President was authorized to operate boats 
on the inland waterways, and we have an investment in in- 
land waterways for last year, for equipment, of $2,646,686, and 
it is estimated that the improvements for 1919 will amount to 
$11,700,000. The deficit in operation of inland waterways last 
year was $1,143,358. The operating revenue of the. inland 
waterways for last year was only $932,000, while the operating 
expense was $2,068,000. For every dollar the Government re- 
ceived to handle freight on inland waterways the Government 
had to pay out $2.25 to transport that freight. 

Now, it is only fair to say, however, that this is an experiment, 
that the whole system was not in operation, and it is the opinion 
of the Director Gereral that they ought to go ahead with this 
program and complete the purchase of ships and barges and 
the other equipment necessary for operation on the Warrior 
and Mississippi Rivers, on the Cape Cod Canal, and on the New 
York State Barge Canal until the end of Federal control. 

It is the estimate of the Director General that if the opera- 
tions of the inland waterways is a success there need not be 
very much loss in this equipment; but if it is not a success the 
whole investment of about $15,000,000 will result in additional 
loss to the Government. The Director General regards this as 
a practical experiment. It may lead to increased use of water 
transportation and it may result in ending expenditures for 
improving rivers and inland waterways. 

Now, as I stated a few minutes ago, it is claimed by the 
Director General that we owe the railroads for 1918 $441,- 
000,000. That is the balance due on‘rental. But the railroad 
companies owe the Railroad Administration $352,000,000. The 
only difficulty is that the railroads can not pay and the Gov- 
ernment is required to pay. That amount involves a loan that 
was made to the New York, New Haven & Hartford, and in the 
estimates for this year there ts an amount of $20,000,000 to be 
loaned to the Boston & Maine. But in arriving at the amount 
of $352,000,000 that the railroads owe the Railroad Adminis- 
tration for last year’s operation, I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to this, that this sum is made up of a long list 
of items that the Railroad Administration has advanced to the 
various railroads for additions and betterments, and I think the 
Railroad Administration wil! be able to reduce that amount 
very materially. Of the $352,000,000 which has been advanced, 
I find, taking the roads now where advances of more than 
$10,000,000 have been made, the Railroad: Administration has 
advanced to the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe $15,217,000, and 
I want to say that if the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co. can not finance its obligations to that extent for additions 
and betterments, then there are few financial institutions in the 
7 that can be financed without Government appropria- 

ons, 

Take the Chicago & North Western Railway Co., whose 
earnings on its capital stock, after paying all taxes and oper- 
ating expenses, are more than $11 per share. I find it was 
proposed in 1918 to loan to the Chicago & North Western Rail- 
Way Co. $14,000,000. Take the Illinois Central, again, a rail- 
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road that is absolutely sound financially. And yet in the 
$352,000,000 which we have advanced to the railroads for 1918 
is $14,363,000 loaned to the Hlinois Central. 

Take the New York Central Railroad Co. For 1918 it was 
proposed to have the Government continue to carry them for 
additions and betterments for 1918 to the extent of $32,000,000. 
I undertake to say that it is not necessary for the Government 
to carry these large sums for these strong railroad companies, 
and I take issue with any man who claims that it is absolutely 
necessary for Congress to appropriate now $1,200,000,000 in 
order that the Government in turn shall loan millions upon 
millions of dollars to these strong railroads that can go and 
borrow the money just as well as the Government can borrow 
the money. The Government must not monopolize the money 
market. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
me five minutes? 

Mr.. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
minutes. 

Mr. GOOD. I want to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that the Government during these payments is called 
upon to do unusual things. We are asked here to appropriate 
$1,200,000,000, and in determining what amount we shall appro- 
priate I say to you we must have some regard for the Treasury 
of the United States. 

I have here the daily statement of the United States Treasury 
for June 6, 1919. I find by that statement that there was a net 
balance on hand of $1,702,000,000, but that item refers to another 
item in which the Secretary states that against that there is 
outstanding to the credit of disbursing officers and agents 
$1,759,178,000. If all of the outstanding amounts in the hands 
ef the disbursing officers had been paid on that date, there 
would have been no balance in the Treasury, but there would 
have been a deficit of $46,249.666.60. ~ 

Oh, gentlemen say that we will have a large amount coming in 
within a few days; that a billion and a half will be received in 
income taxes. I call attention to the fact that on June 9 we 
had outstanding in Treasury certificates of indebtedness to the 
banks of the United States $5,229,000,000. We have collected 
from the fifth liberty loan $2,996,000,000, leaving to come in from 
the fifth liberty loan a balance of only $1,536,699,858. 

After all of the fifth liberty loan is received and the proceeds 
thereof used to retire outstanding certificates of indebtedness, 
there will be outstanding and owing the banks of the United 
States, in the form of certificates of indebtedness, $3,692,000,000, 
and we have coming in on June 15 a billion and a half with 
which to pay the banks $3,692,000,000. 

Now, when the committee reported out this amount it was In 
full realization that the War Finance Corporation, that has 
already advanced the Railroad Administration and various rail- 
roads about $200,000,000, would still be in existence with $700,- 
000,000 assets and able at all times to help the railroad com- 
panies and the Railroad Administration. 

We must keep in mind the Treasury of the United States. 
Having these things in mind, reatizing that this Congress will 
be in session until snow flies, it is the deliberate judgment of 
your committee that we could well afford now to appropriate for 
the immediate necessities of the Railroad Administration, leav- 
ing until some later date the supplying of such additional sums 
as the actual circumstances may require, when we will have a 
more complete understanding in regard to the operation of the 
railroads and the actual needs of the Railroad Administration. 
I have no doubt that the patriotism of the membership of this 
House will always rise to the necessities and see to it that the 
credit of the United States is maintained at all hazards. [Ap- 
plause.}] And when the time comes, as I have no doubt it will 
come, within the next few months, when an additional appro- 
priation will be necessary, the committee and Congress will 
respond to the actual needs. For the present it is the judgment 
of your committee that $750,000,000 can not be expended by the 
Railroad Administration within the next three or four months, 
unless there is waste and extravagance in its expenditure. 
Therefore I feel under all considerations Congress can not afford 
at this time to appropriate $1,200,000,000, and that the amount 
carried by the bill—$750,000,000—will amply take care of present 
needs. [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman and gentle- 
men of the House, while I agree with much that has been said 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]} I ean not agree with 
his concluding statement that the Railway Administration at 
this time does not need more than $750,000,000, and that Con- 
gress can not appropriate a larger sum without inviting waste 
and extravagance on the part of the Railway Administration. 


I yield the gentleman five 
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I recall to your minds that in the closing days of the last Con- 
gress the Appropriations Committee unanimously reported a 
deficiency bill appropriating $750,000,000 to care for the imme- 
diate necessities of the Railway Administration. This House 
unanimously passed that bill, Since that time the reports for 
the first four months of the year show a deficit of $250,000,000, 
so that without appropriating a dollar for warking capital the 
Railway Administration needs $1,000,000,000. By our failure 
to appropriate this amount at this time the administration will 
be unable to pay what it owes to the railroads, and the rail- 
roads will in turn be unable to pay their past due obligations. 
This statement, I think, should be made so that the country 
will not be misled into the belief that by this appropriation we 
are properly caring for the financial needs of the Railway 
Administration. I know that we are not, that we are seriously 
embarrassing the Railway Administration, and that within the 
next 30 or 60 days this Congress will be forced to appropriate 
additional money to provide for their necessities. 

Some gentlemen have indulged in criticism of the Government 
for ever having taken possession of the railroads. Personally I 
am opposed to the Government owning and operating the rail- 
roads of this country. I know, however, that the railroads were 
taken over not in time of peace but in time of war, and that it 
was absolutely necessary to take charge of them to successfully 
prosecute the war. Let me recall to you the conditions existing 
in 1917. The Congress had on August 29, 1916, unanimously 
authorized the President in an emergency to take charge of the 
railroads. We entered the war in April, 1917. We knew that 
every other nation engaged in the war had found it necessary 
to take charge of its railroads. Notwithstanding this, the Presi- 
dent did not exercise the power vested in him until December, 
1917. The railroads then were in a very embarrassing situa- 
tion. There was great congestion of the railroad lines at every 
port on the Atlantic seaboard, and for miles and miles the tracks 
were blocked with freight cars. The railroads were being forced 
to pay increased prices for materials and supplies. They had 
already granted an increased wage to some of their employees. 
They had not been allowed any increase in freight rates, and 
their financial situation was deplorable. They found themselves 
unable to borrow money except at excessive rates of interest, 
because the Government was in the market, having floated 
during 1917 $6,000,000,000 worth of Liberty bonds. They knew 
that further issues would be floated in 1918. They were travel- 
ing the road to bankruptcy. In addition to this, the railroad 
employees demanded a substantial increase in wages, basing 
their demands upon the increased cost of living, threatening in 
case their demands were refused to inaugurate a nation-wide 
strike on January 1. To save the situation and to continue in 
full operation this end of our line of communication, there was 
nothing for the President to do but take charge of the railroads. 
You may differ with me as to the wisdom of his course, but 
the fact remains that he did take charge of them, and that is the 
essential fact in the consideration of the pending measure. 

Now, some gentlemen who admit the necessity for taking over 
the railroads criticize the Railroad Administration once they 
were taken over, and the financial statement considered at this 
time furnishes the basis for this criticism. Therefore let us 
consider this statement. The Railroad Administration was 
originally granted $500,000,000. They now ask for $1,200,000,- 
000, making a total of $1,700,000,000. This money has been 
spent and will be spent in the following manner: 


Total amount of investment which can not immediately 
SF 8 OR eS ee ee eee 

Investment in waterways in 1918 

Investment in waterways in 1919 


788, 815, 060 
486, 184, 940 
425, 000, 000 


1, 700, 000, 000 

Of the total amount appropriated, $486,000,000 represents the 
loss to the taxpayers. The rest of the appropriation is, in the 
opinion of the Director General and the Director of Finance, se- 
cured and will be returned whenever the railroads are returned 
to their owners, and the amount advanced by the Government 
will then be returned to the Treasury. In the opinion of the 
Director General, the loss from moneys advanced will be in- 
finitesimal. 

Taking this statement, let us in fairness to the Railway Ad- 
ministration consider the circumstances under which the deficit 
was incurred. Of the total $486,000,000, the loss in 1918 was 
$236,000,000. As I stated a few minutes ago, when we took 
charge of the railroads we inherited from the private owners a 
threatened strike of railroad employees. To avert this disaster 
the Director General agreed with the employees to submit to a 
commission the question of what wage increase, if any, should 
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be granted and agreed that any increase granted should be 
made retroactive, taking effect as of January 1. That comumis- 
sion was composed of the Hon. Franklin K. Lane, Interstate 
Commerce Commissioner McChord, Judge Harry Covington, and 
Mr. Wilcox, formerly chairman of the Public Service Commis- 
sion of New York. In May they announced their decision, indi- 
cating that the cost of living had advanced more than railroad 
wages, and recommended a substantial increase in wages. The 
Director General states that the average increase of wages of 
employees amounts to 52 per cent. This average includes the 
increase of wages of some employees subsequently made, but 
the important fact is that the substantial increase in wages 
resulting from the decision of this board operated from January 
1 and there was no increase in freight and passenger rates until 
July 1. 

Now, entirely apart from this wage question, the railroads in 
1917 were confronted with one of the severest winters ever wit- 
nessed in this country. It handicapped them in their oper- 
ations. Again, the draft took from them some of their efficient 
employees for military service, while many of their old and 
trained employees were taken to operate the railroad system 
constructed in France. At the same time the shipping indus- 
tries and munition plants, paying higher wages, were taking 
from the railroads some of their most efficient operatives. 
Thus it will be seen they operated under great difficulties. Hay- 
ing received the increased revenue for only 6 months, and hay- 
ing paid the increased wage for 12 months, they naturally in- 
curred a deficit of $236,000,000. 

Now, as to the deficit of $250,000,000 which was incurred dur- 
ing the first four months of this year. Up to the signing of 
the armistice the organization of the railroads was geared up 
to full capacity. They were prepared for the continuance of 
the extraordinary demands made upon them during the war. 
With the signing of the armistice there was an immediate re- 
duction in the transportation of war supplies. It was not until 
January, however, that the volume of business began to show 
such a great decrease. In addition to the loss of war supplies 
there were many plants in the country which had been engaged 
in the manufacture of munitions and which had not yet been 
transformed for the production of what I may call “ peace com- 
modities.” : 

Then there was coal. Coal constitutes about one-third of the 
freight transported by the railroads of this country. Before 
the signing of the armistice, encouraged, doubtless, by the ap- 
peals of the Fuel Administration, the people had stored sup- 
plies of coal, both for industrial and domestic purposes. With 
the signing of the armistice the people naturally refrained 
from placing any orders except those that were urgent, because 
they anticipated a reduction in the price of coal. Again, unlike 
the winter of 1918, this year we had one of the mildest winters 
of my recollection, and coal was not in such great demand. As 
a result there was a decrease of 14 per cent in the volume of 
business handled by the railroads, and this decrease in the 
volume of business is responsible for the deficit of $250,000,000. 

Now, I think you will agree with me that it makes no differ- 
ence whether the railroads had been operated under private 
ownership or by the Railway Administration this deficit could 
not have been avoided. In proof of that it should be stated 
that, while the Railway Administration was nominally in con- 
trol of the railroads during the first four months of 1918, as a 
matter of fact they did not interfere with the operation of the 
roads by the private owners, and during this four months, 
without taking any increased wage into consideration, the rail- 
roads under private ownership lost $105,000,000. At the end 
of that time the Railway Administration took charge, and with 
the exception of two or three railroads they appointed to man- 
age the railroads the same officials who had operated these 
roads under private ownership. So that as a matter of fact 
any criticism of the Railway Administraticn on the ground of 
inefficiency is a criticism of the railroad officials who owned 
and operated the railroads prior to governmental control. 

Now, with reference to the wage question. There has been 
much criticism of the administration on this score. I want to 
eall your attention to the fact referred to by Mr. Hines, that 
while the average increase of wages of railroad employees was 
52 per cent, Judge Gary of the Steel Corporation, states 
the increase in the labor cost in the production of steel has 
increased 128 per cent. You and I know that there has been 
an equally large increase in the wages paid to the employees 
engaged in the shipbuilding industries, munition plants, and 
even upon the farms of the Nation. Now, in all seriousness. 
could we expect railroad employees, in view of the increased 
cost of living, to be satisfied with the wage they were receiving? 
Is it not apparent to all of us that if the increase had not been 
granted every efficient employee would have gone into other 
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fields of endeavor? It is peculiar but nevertheless true, that we 
expect more of certain classes of employees and of certain in- 
dustries. Why I recall that when the increase of rates was 
announced we all howled, but as a matter of fact everything the 
Government touched during the war increased even more than 
did the railroad rates. We increased the postal rates 50 per 
cent, and there was but mild complaint. By fixing a price, we 
inereased the price of coal, of flour, and of many other com- 
modities more than passenger and freight rates were increased, 
and yet no increase has aroused as much criticism as has the 
increase of railroad rates. 

Now, this brings me to a discussion of whether or not there 
should be an increase of rates to cover the deficit. I am satis- 
fied that the Director General, Mr. Hines, is too optimistic in 
hoping that from now until the end of the year he can break 
even. He expresses the hepe that the great crops now in sight 
and a general improvement of business will so increase the 
volume of freight as to enable them to escape incurring any 
further deficit. But I know that the crops will not begin to 
move for several months; that June, July, and August are lean 
months in the railroad world, and I am satisfied we are going 
to have an additional deficit for these months. But I am in 
accord with him in the belief that it would be unwise at this 
time to increase the rates. He advances this reason, that any 
increase of rates based upon the deficit of the four months of 
this year, which was due to the extraordinary situation incident 
to the readjustment of business conditions, would be a much 
greater increase than would be justified under normal conditions, 
and thus be exceedingly unfair to shippers. He further argues, 
and with great force, that railroad rates are basic and that any 
increase at this time would increase the price of all commodities 
and thus increase the cost of living to the masses of the people. 
His opinion is that no increase should be granted until normal 
conditions have been reached and there is an opportunity to 
intelligently decide what increase, if any, is necessary. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I will. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. What security have we that 
we will ever be able to recover the amount that we have ad- 
vanced to the roads in bank accounts? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I do not know exactly to 
what the gentleman refers. If he has reference to the two items 
in the financial statement, the loans to the New York, New 
Haven & Hartford and the Boston & Maine railroads, he will 
find in the hearings a list of the securities which are offered, 
and which, in the opinion of the Director of Finance, will be 
ample security in case these loans are made. As to other 
moneys advanced to the railroads, the Government will in every 
instance be able to protect itself, either by deductions from 
standard returns, by materials and supplies, or by other security. 

Reference has been made to the advances made by the Rail- 
road Administration for the purchase of equipment. The 
amount asked for additions and betterments for the year 1919, 
to be paid for by the Railroad Administration, is $253,000,000. 
The balance of the additions and betterments is to be paid by 
the railroads themselves. Of the $253,000,000, $245,000,000 is 
for equipment which has already been ordered, so that there is 
really but $8,000,000 for additions and betterments over and 
above the amount due for equipment. As to the immediate neces- 
sity for money for this purpose, I call your attention to the fact 
that the hearings, on page 128, show 100,000 cars ordered, de- 
livery to be completed by October 1. Fifty-two thousand of them 
have already been delivered. One thousand nine hundred and 
thirty locomotives have been ordered, deliveries to be compteted 
by December 1; of these 1,257 have been delivered. Now, the 
gentleman from Iowa is of the opinion that as some of these 
locomotives and cars are not to be delivered immediately the 
money is not needed. 

The fact is, however, that they are not paid for when de- 
livered, but payments are made as the work progresses, the 
amount of payment being based upon percentage of completion, 
and my information is that some equipment due for delivery in 
May has not been delivered because payments have not been 
made. As a further instance of how badly the Railway Admin- 
istration is in need of money at this time, let me state the situ- 
ation as to the compensation due the railroads. We owed the 
railroads $78,000,000 a month, which for five months would be 
practically $400,000,000. We paid them on this account during 
the first two months $56,000,000. We gave certificates of in- 
debtedness of $186,000,000, making a total of $242,000,000 paid, 
and leaving a balance due on this score of $158,000,000. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. I am sorry that I can not 
do so because I will have to give way to others. The gentleman 
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from Illinois {[Mr. Mavprnx] criticized the administration for 
having ordered equipment which the railroads do not now de- 
sire to aecept on the ground that they do not need it. The gen- 
tleman forgets, however, that this equipment was ordered dur- 
ing the war. The same criticism he makes of the Railroad Ad- 
ministration he might make of the War Department for having 
placed orders for machine guns, rifles, and ammunition which 
we do not now need. Unfortunately, we could not know that 
the war would end on November 11, but if the Railway Adminis- 
tration had failed to place orders for sufficient equipment, and 
the war had continued, and because of the shortage of equip- 
ment the railreads were unable to handle the situation, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois would have been one of the first to criticize 
the Railway Administration for failure to order this equipment. 

Now, the same gentlemen say the railroads should not be 
made to take this equipment. The railroads in 1917 faced 
bankruptcy. The Government took them over. It guaranteed 
them compensation during the time they were in the hands of 
the Railroad Administration, and the railways of this country 
received a benefit that other public-service corporations did not 
receive. Street car companies and other corporations have been 
forced to go out and with great difficulty attempt to finance 
themselves. They never received the aid of the Government, 
while the railroads have been running on a guaranty. Now 
they come in and say they do not want the equipment, They 
want the Government to take it and at the end of Government 
control sell the equipment to them for little or nothing. But 
the Railroad Administration does not agree with this policy, 
and they are allocating the equipment to the various railroads, 
but they are not awarding ears and locomotives that are not 
suited to the roads, notwithstanding statements which have 
been made to that effect. 

Now, with reference to the ability of the railroads to finance 
themselves at this time. The gentleman who has just preceded 
me said they ought to go out in the market’and borrow. You 
know off-handed, to a man not accustomed to borrowing hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars, that certainly sounded reasonable 
to me. I have never represented a railroad or tried to borrow 
a billion or a million dollars, and I have to take the word of the 
gentlemen in charge of the matter. I have great confidence 
in the Director of Finance, and his statement is that the rail- 
roads are not able to finance themselves. They could finance 
themselves in some few instances in the case of the more pros- 
perous roads, but using his language, “taking them by and 
large,” they can not well finance themselves for long-term loans, 
except at an exorbitant rate of interest. 

Now, what is the province of the Railway Administration? 
Why, if the Georgia Central Railroad, for instance, goes to New 
York to borrow money and agrees to pay 8 per cent for a period 
of 10 years, a man might say, “ That is purely a business matter 
concerning only the Georgia Central Railroad and the bankers.” 
But the fact is that if the Georgia Central Railroad pays the 
National City Bank of New York 8 per cent, that boosts the 
interest rate to every borrower, and everybody who wants to 
borrow money has to pay an increased rate. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. What interest rates do they pay to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States on what we appropriate? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Six per cent on all advances 
to them. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
on these loans it is. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Interest is paid on all 
money advanced on account of the railroads. But returning to 
my statement, the Railway Administration will not approve a 
loan to a railroad which seeks to borrow money and pay interest 
at the rate of 8 per cent, because when it pays 8 per cent interest 
it thereby means a loss finally either to the Treasury or to the 
taxpayer, because that amount of money will be accounted for in 
arriving at its net earnings. The more interest you pay out the 
less the net revenues are, and the less the net revenues the 
greater the deficit; and the greater the deficit the more money 
you have to appropriate or the more money the shipper will 
finally have to pay in an increase of rates. Therefore, whenever 
a loan is made at an exorbitant rate, the Director of Finance, 
exercising the power vested in him, will not approve it, and fre- 
quently the War Finance Corporation steps in, and in order to 
prevent the railroads from being charged excessive interest rates 
by the banks of the country will lend to them, charging 6 per 
cent interest if the security is good, and thus they stabilize the 
market. 

Now, boiling down the situation, I care not how you discuss 
it, it goes back to this: This House was satisfied last February 
that $750,000,000 was necessary to enable the Railway Adminis- 
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tration to meet its obligations. Now we are $250,000,000 addi- 
tional in the hole. In addition to that, the railways ask for 
$225,000,000 for working capital. You ought to know, and the 
country ought to know, that we are not going to give them that 
$250,000,000 to pay this deficit, and we are not going to give 
them a dollar to use as working capital. Well, some man will 
say, “ Even if that be true, and you do not give them that, they 
will get along without it.” They can get along only because 
they will not pay their debts. The effect of that will be that 
they can not economically run the railroads of the country. As 
business men, you and I know that if you have the cash on 
hand when you go to buy supplies you can get those supplies in 
the market at a lower price than you can when you go to buy 
supplies and the man from whom you try to buy them knows you 
can not pay cash; that you can only give him certificates of 
indebtedness, as the Railway Administration is doing to-day. 
They have out $186,000,000 certificates of indebtedness. Those 
certificates are drawing interest at 5 per-cent, and when they 
could not negotiate them we had to guarantee them 1 per cent 
additional. 

If they had the cash they could pay their bills, and the sup- 
plies could be bought for lower prices, and the business of the 
railroads could be run more economically than it can be run 
when they have no working capital on hand. Now, think of it! 
It costs $360,000,000 a month to operate the railroads of this 
country. They ask for $425,000,000 for working capital. That 
includes $140,000,000 in the hands of conductors and agents. 
Take the $140,000,000 from the $425,000,000 which they ask, and 
it leaves them asking for $285,000,000, or less than the cost of 
operating the roads for a single month, to use as working capital. 

Mr. MADDEN. And they carry a certain amount in the hands 
of local treasurers. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. That takes into account 
every cent they have. If the gentleman will look at page 24 of 
ihe hearings he will see a detailed statement of the figures I 
have just given, showing that a sum less than the cost of operat- 
ing the railroads for a month would be in the hands of the rail- 
roads if you gave them what they asked; and we are not doing 
that. They have $202,000,000 net excess of current assets over 
current liabilities, and ask for $223,000,000, which would make 
$425,000,000 for working capital. 

Well, you say, what is going to be the result? The result will 
be that the Railway Administration is not going to be able to 
pay the railroads, and the railroads will be unable to pay their 
debts. Gentlemen say, “ Oh, the War. Finance Corporation will 
be able to take care of them.” 

They may, and they may not. That is their statement to the 
committee. They say they have to stabilize the Liberty bond 
market. The War Finance Corporation has on hand at this time, 
according to its statement, $35,000,000, and it has available 
$150,000,000. Now, with that $150,000,000 and the $35,000,000 
they have to stabilize the bond market; if the banks try to hold 
up the railroads and make them pay a greatly increased rate of 
interest, as I have described to you, then they have to step in and 
stabilize that market. 

Then the last Congress passed an act to stimulate exports, an 
act the purpose of which was to enable us to go into foreign 
markets, and by making advances to the exporters, stimulate 
trade at the conclusion of the war. By that act we placed upon 
the War Finance Corporation the duty of making these ad- 
vances, and they have to make them out of this $150,000,000 and 
that cash on hand of $35,000,000, and yet you expect the War 
Finance Corporation to advance all of this money for the rail- 
roads. It can not be done. Gentlemen say, “ Why, if we do not 
give it to them, they will just have to do it.’ But the War 
Finance Corporation will not be able to do it and also attend to 
its proper function of stabilizing the Liberty bond market, this 
railroad security market, and advance the money for the stimu- 
lation of exports. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. How much time have I, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 13 minutes remaining. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I regret that I have not 
time to yield. I wish to finish my statement. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will it trouble the gentleman if I ask how 
much of the original 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am sorry that I can not 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois, because I have refused to 
yield to my friend from Michigan. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa urges as an excuse for not 
reporting a larger appropriation the fact that the Treasury has 
not to-day sufficient cash available to take care of a larger 
appropriation. Well, as a matter of fact, the Treasury state- 
ment that he read proved that every argument used against a 


greater appropriation is equally true as to the $750,000,000 
appropriation which he advocates. The truth is that any appro- 
priation you might make for the Railway Administration, 
whether it be $750,000,000 as he advocates or $1,200,000,000 that 
the Railway Administration requests, it will be met just as will 
be the appropriations you hereafter make for the Army, Navy, 
and all other purposes. In a few days the income and excess- 
profit taxes will be coming into the Treasury. Whenever the 
Treasury finds itself without sufficient funds they will issue cer- 
tificates of indebtedness. The gentleman from Iowa argues that 
instead of the Treasury taking care of the needs of the Railway 
Administration, that it should be forced to appeal to the War 
Finance Corporation. Well, the War Finance Corporation, if it 
attempts to take care of the needs, will have to sell bonds, which 
will amount to the same thing as the Treasury issuing certifi- 
cates of indebtedness, because the War Finance Corporation is 
only an agency of the Government. 

Now, I take this position: The party in power has, through 
this committee, refused to appropriate more than $750,000,000, 
when the Railway Administration has proved that it will 
require $1,200,000,000 to take care of its immediate necessities. 
The result is that the Railway Administration is going to be 
seriously handicapped in its effort to economically administer 
the railroads of this country. I know that the party in power 
has taken this position in an effort to establish a record for 
economy, but I know that it is false economy. I know that the 
failure to provide sufficient working capital will make it impos- 
sible for the railroads to be operated as economically as if 
they were placed in a position to pay their bills. I know, fur- 
thermore, that the thought, the time, and the energy that could 
be devoted to the economical administration of the business of 
the railroads will have to be devoted to an effort to tide over 
the financial situation confronting them by reason of the failure 
to provide sufficient funds to take. care of their immediate 
needs. I know that the failure to provide sufficient funds will 
seriously embarrass the industries of this country who have 
either furnished or are under contract to furnish equipment to 
the railroads, and I think the country should know that this is 
the true situation; and I am satisfied that within the next three 
months the business interests of this country will demand of the 
party in power that they do what they to-day are failing to 
do, namely, appropriate sufficient funds to take care of the 
needs of the railroads of this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 10 minutes. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I have no other request for 
time. 

Mr. BLANTON. May I have that? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, by reason of the fact that 
the legislative body in the other end of the Capitol has placed 
a rider on the deficiency appropriation bill I take it that it 
would be apropos to read the following document : 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 9, 1919. 


Yes; I will yield to the 


ion. THoMAS L, BLANTON, 
United States Representative, City. 

Dear Sin: Answering, as requested, in detail your specific inquiries, 
will state: 

My name is Charles H. Burroughs; live at 221 B Street NE.; am 
now one of the auditors in the United States Shipping Board, employed 
in room 1046, Munsey Building, Washington, D, C. 

First, I would like to state that in answering your inquiries I am 
not volunteering information; that I am dependent upon my position 
for a livelihood, and hope that you will not cause me to lose my posi- 
tion with the Government. 

You are correct in stating that formerly I was Chief of Transporta- 
tion and Revolving Fund Section of the United States Employment 
Service. I voluntarily left such position. 

Relative to your inquiry concerning record of travel vouchers of 
Special Representative Luther C. Steward for the months of July, 
August, September, October, November, and December, 1918, wherein Mr. 
Steward claimed and there was allowed to him for travel expense: For 
July, $134.45; for August, $127.25; for September, $87.50; for October, 
$113.25; for November, $120.50; and for December, 1918, $127.50, per 
vouchers numbered, respectively, 197, 2450, 6248, 9656, 14331, and 
18495. I am familiar with such departmental matters. Numerous 
parties connected with the service were furnished with transportation 
books containing printed requests and stubs in same, and such parties 
would present such requests, filled out by them, to the railroads and 
get transportation, and their books, with the stubs, were supposed to 
be returned to the department. The claim of Mr. Steward was in ad- 
dition to such transportation furnished by the railroad. Thousands 
of dollars were absolutely wasted in this way. I doubt whether one- 
third of these books were ever returned and filed with the department, 
It can not be shown that it was necessary for Mr. Steward to maké 
these trips. He was receiving in the neighborhood of $3,500 or more 
from the Government and at the same time drew about $2,750 from 
the Employees Union, and for a time at least his wife worked in thé 
Munition Building at about $1,100. If this service is properly audited 
it will be found that thousands of vouchers were issued in irregular 
and unnecessary transportation, and it will also be found that there 
were numerous details made from stations merely to enable parties te 
draw their $4 per diem in addition to their salaries and travel trans- 

ortation. It was wholly unnecessary for Mr. Hibbard and Mr. Harry 
i. Stone to take that expensive trip to France. Mr. Harry 8. Parks 





1919. 


took many unnecessary trips at great expense. Relative to the trans- 
portation voucher and three Pullman tickets issued to Miss Jeannette 
Densmore, sister of the director general, from New York to Atlantic 
City on July 4, 1918, and the return by Miss Densmore from Atlantic 
City to New York on July 7, 1918, will state that is only one of hun- 
dreds of such trips such agents took on the expense of the Government. 
In my opinion, the business management of the whole department was 
rotten. Answering your inquiry, will state that, in my judgment, had 
Congress allowed the proposed $10,000,000 appropriation requested in 
February that at least two-thirds of same would have been wasted. It 
would be a waste of public money for Congress to allow this United 
States Employment Service any more appropriations until the whole 
service has been peseetty audited and invest or: and reorganized on 
proper business lines. It has been continually stated that much has 
been done and is being done for the returning soldier. Reports of this 
work are padded and is mostly propaganda, as I do not believe that 
returning soldiers have received any benefit from the great bulk of the 
enormous expenditures wasted by this service. I was absolutely dis- 
gusted with the system and practice. 

Answering your inquiry, believe that * a can depend upon Mr. 
J. Stuart Brand, of 1477 Newton Street. NW., and Mr. J. E, Leemon, 
now employed by the Federal income tax, to tell what they know about 
this service. 

If the department is properly investigated, Congress will be astounded 
at the revelation awaiting accounting. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
CHarRLes H. Burrovens. 


P. S.—If you can get him to do so, Mr. Lynn could give you some 
very valuable information. 

I want to state that I believe that this Congress will protect 
this auditor of the Government in giving this information, not 
voluntarily, but given at the request of one of the representatives 
of the people in this Congress, who asked him the specific ques- 
tions which he answered. If an attempt is made in injure this 
Government employee, or if an attempt is made to make this 
auditor lose his position by reason of the information given, I 
for one hope that this Congress will see to it that he does not lose 
his position with the Government by having done his duty as he 
sees it. 

Now, I want to read another document, inasmuch as I say on 
in appropriation bill, when this House refused to do it, the body 
at the other end of the Capitol has seen fit, according to its usual 
custom, to place a rider on the bill and send it back here, where 
we will have little opportunity to resist such action: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 9, 1919. 

My Dear Mr. Branton: While I am willing to tell a congressional 
committee what I know concerning the waste of public money in the 
United States Employment Service, I would — for you not to make 
my name public, as I am dependent upon employment for a living. 

With regard to your inquiry, will state that it is my firm belief that it 
would be almost impossible for any person not a member of some union 
to obtain desirable employment through this service, as that is almost 
one of the first questions asked, “Are you a member of the union, and, 
if not, are you willing to join the Employees’ Union?’ I do hope that 
Congress will not give this service another dollar until it has been prop- 
erly investigated. I will go before any committee, if my evidence is nec- 
essary, to assist the administration in cleaning up this department. 

Very truly, 

This letter is signed by this employee, with address given in 
this city ; but I will not disclose it, as I was requested to Keep it 
confidential; but I am authorized to give the name and address 
to a committee. 

Now, I want to say that if this Congress knew just how much 
money this particular employment service had spent in my dis- 
trict alone in propaganda through the newspapers and by tele- 
grams sent to every chamber of commerce and to every news- 
paper in my district within the last four months you would be 
astounded at the useless waste of money by any department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
more, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say that I have introduced in this 
Congress a resolution appointing Charles W. Roberts, an expert 
auditor, to audit the finances of this United States Employment 
Service. If you appoint Mr: Roberts, not at a tremendous 
salary, but at $400 a month, I will guarantee that within four 
months he will produce evidence as it exists, and I will guarantee 
that the evidence will astound you when he brings it before 
Congress. 

I know of auditing that he did that helped to cause 12 felony 
indictments to be brought against a county judge in the district 
over which I presided for eight years as circuit judge. A 
culprit is now a fugitive from justice in South America, where 
he has been several years. I should like to see the Congress 
give an opportunity to this man, in whom I have complete confi- 
dence, and I know he would make an honest audit of the depart- 
ment’s finances and advise us what became of this five and one- 
half million dollars which we have permitted by our action to be 
expended under blanket appropriations. 

I hope the committee that has charge of this resolution will 
take immediate action by reporting and passing it, and let us 
have an auditing of these accounts before we appropriate an- 


I ask unanimous consent for two minutes 
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other dollar-for this service. I am willing to go as far as any 
man in this House to inaugurate and provide a proper United 
States Employment Service, available alike for every laborer, 
but we can not do it in unrestricted blanket appropriations and 
riders on appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. -The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired, and the Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for carrying out the act entitled “An act to provide for the operation 
of transportation systems while under Federal control, for the just com- 
pensation of their owners, and for other purposes,” approved March 21, 
1918, there is appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, $750,000,000, which shall be in addition to the appro- 
priation of $500,000,000 made in section 6 of said act, and shall be 
subject in all respects to the same authority for, and restriction of, 
expenditure as the said $500,000,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. It is not my intention to detain the House long—I could 
not if I would, except by unanimous consent. 

In March last, shortly before the adjournment, the House of 
Representatives passed a bill in substance similar to this bill, 
after much investigation, upon the request of the Director Gen- 
eral of Railroads, on regular estimates. Seven hundred and 
fifty million dollars was what he desired at that time. The bill 
failed in the Senate. This is the 10th of June. Congress was 
called into extra session on the 19th day of May last. What 
might have happened if we had been called together on the 10th 
of March I do not know. That water has run over the dam. 
We came together on the 19th of May. I am not here to criti- 
cize at this time what happened during this war. The war is 
not legally over. I do not know when it will be legally over, for 
I do not know when the treaty of peace may be ratified, if it is 
ratified by the Senate of the United States. I do know that we 
have been notified by the President that the railroads will be 
turned back on the 1st of January next to their owners, and 
whatever happens, that will require a settlement of accounts as 
between the United States, represented by the Director of Rail- 
roads, and the respective railroads. Some of the railroads will 
have claims coming to Congress of the United States when most 
of us are with the angels. I refer now to the, short-line rail- 
roads. I shall not enter into that part of the discussion, but it 
ought to be possible between now and the 1st of January next, 
or a short time thereafter, to settle with the first-class railroads. 

I was on the subcommittee on deficiencies that made that 
investigation of which I speak and reported the bill in the last 

Yongress. Mr. Sherley at that time was the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee on deficiencies. Because that bill failed the Railroad 
Administration, the railroads, and te a considerable éxtent, 
incidentally, the people of the country, the business people, the 
producing people, the consuming people, were put to considerable 
trouble. The result was that the Director of Railroads devised 
a new form of certificate, a copy of which you will find in the 
back part of the hearings which were held at this session before 
this committee, being in general a statement that the Govern- 
ment owed this railroad so much and that railroad so much, 
issuing to them a certificate without date for payment, that 
certificate bearing 5 per cent interest, so that the railroads were 
able to go to the bankers, or to the Finance Corporation—and 
my recollection is from the evidence they went to both—and 
borrowed the money with the certificate as collateral. Most 
of the money that was borrowed by the railroads was money 
owing to them by the Government, which the Government did 
not have the money to pay. Therefore these certificates were 
devised. 

~ The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not going to undertake a long explana- 
tion, for it would take five hours to do it, if I had the knowledge 
and the ability to do it. Congress met in extra session. The 
Director General of Railroads appeared before the Congress, 
and there were extensive hearings. From those hearings I want 
to read very briefly a statement which caused me to assent to 
the present bill and which will explain why I favored the 
appropriation that was passed by the Democratic House in 
March last but failed in the Democratic Senate. The chairman 
of the committee, Mr. Goop, asked Mr. Hines the following 
question: 

The CHarrMAN. Mr. Hines, when you estimated for $750,000,000 for 
the -deficit for 1918, to take care of contracts with the railroad com- 
panies and to pay them their return and to pay for the equipment, of 


course, that was with the full knowledge that Congress would adjourn 
on the 4th of Mareh and would not meet again until next December, 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
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unless sooner convened by the President. What condition would you 
have been in if the appropriation had been made and there had been 
no session of Congress until next December—you would have been able 
to conduct the roads in an efficient way, would you not? 

To that question Mr. Hines replied as follows: 


Mr. Hirnes. I think that if there had been no session of Congress prior 
to December as things have turned out and this deficit had developed, 
even larger than I had in mind— 

And a deficit much larger than he had in mind did develop— 


we would have been very greatly hampered in carrying on the situation 
the latter part of this year. We would have been decidedly embar- 
rassed in doing so. 

Mr. Chairman, I admit that there was a larger deficit in the 
first quarter of the year than he estimated for, when the former 
bill was passed early in March. Everyone understands that the 
first quarter of the year, passing in the winter under all of 
the conditions in the country, is the lean quarter for railway 
earnings, because there is less transportation and less business 
for the railroads. Im the remainder of the year, especially in 
the last half of the year, the receipts greatly increase. The 
crops are moved and from all accounts, thank God, we may expect 
bountiful crops this year. So that the $750,000,000 will not be 
expended immediately. The earnings of the railroads them- 
selves will be subject to expenditure, coming as they will in the 
latter half of June, in inereased amount, in July, in August, 
September, and Octeber, and we have every reason to believe 
that the business will be at least equal to what it was in 1917, 
and in 1917 the receipts almost doubled in those months over 
the receipts for the first quarter of that year. Those earnings 
will be available for the use of the Director General. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] said that we will be 
here until the snow flies. Yes, we will; and until the snow 
melts, next spring. I will say to the Director General, a gen- 
tleman in whom I have great confidence from a business stand- 
point, that he will get the money. I agree with all of the com- 
pliments that have been paid to him. He will have a chance, if 
necessary, to appear before us again. If the earnings of the 
railways, when the crops begin to move, double, he will not 
need any great additional appropriation, if he needs any. Let 
us wait and see. 

Is that a sound policy to pursue? I think it is. While the war 
is not legally over, it is for ordinary purposes. Our boys are 
coming back, and the railroads are to be turned back on the Ist 
of January. We are to take an account of stock; and all war 
measures for wholesale or retail expenditure, except to meet 
the obligations of Uncle Sam, ought to cease. My God! we do 
not want any more cantonments built ; we do not want any more 
enormous expenditures made in time of peace which were neces- 
sary in time of war. We do not want anything done except 
what is necessary to square accounts and pay what we owe, 
including care for our soldiers and their dependents. If we 
have not the money to pay Uncle Sam’s debts, we will borrow it 
or raise it by taxation. 

The appropriation of $750,000,000 failing in March compelled 
the Director General to arrange for obtaining that amount of 
money on credit, which was legally done, and this bill, when 
enacted, will protect the credit that was given. The Director 
General cooperated with the railways, the banks, and with the 
War Finance Corporation in the premises. In my judgment, 
all this was legally and successfully accomplished, and this 
appropriation will close the transaction. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as I know, the War Finance Corpora- 
tion has stabilized the value of Uncle Sam’s bonds on the 
market in large degree. 

Uncle Sam is the only stockholder in this corporation. Cap- 
ital, $500,000,000; $350,000,000 of this has been utilized, and 
there is still $150,000,000 available. The corporation has about 
$40,000,000 to its credit. All this appears from the hearings. 

Mr. MADDEN. And if my colleague will allow me, they 
have the power to issue $4,000,000,000 worth of securities? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; they have got that power. Now, 
then, let me tell you another reason, among many others, why 
I de not want anything further done that would aid, further 
than the law now does, the Finance Corporation. I should say, 
“You have dene very good work, but now you have power to do 
what I want you to do, and possibly you are proceeding to get 
ready to do it.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pired. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Illinois be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. CANNON. I think IT can get through in a very short 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Fllineis be permitted to 


conciude his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, 
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Mr. CANNON. The Finance Corporation under the original 
act goes out of business, except to close up affairs. It can not 
make any further obligations six months after the treaty of 
peace is signed. There was an amendment passed to that act 
that enabled the Finance Corporation to finance corporations or 
to act as banker to make arrangements to encourage exports 
from the United States anywhere in the world. Now, I picked 
up a newspaper the other day—I have forgotten, but I think it 
was the New York Times or some other paper—and there was 
a statement that New York capitalists were very seriously con- 
sidering the proposition, with their own money, forming their 
own corporation, to do exactly that thing. Now, whether it is 
a wise thing to do or not, I do not know, but if you will turn to 
page 283 of the hearings—let me read from the statement of 
Mr. McLean, who seems to be a most intelligent gentleman, who 
is a director on that board: 

Mr. McLean, Yes; where we could do so within the spirit of the 
law. There is one other thing, Mr. Chairman, that you have not re- 
ferred to, and that is the amendment to the act by which we were au- 
thorized to try and stimulate exports from this country. Up to the 
present time we have not made any actual loans under that amend- 
ment, but our managing director is now in Europe for the purpose of 
looking into that situation and meeting representatives of the govern- 
ments which will probably become our customers, in order to see what 
can be done to carry out that provision of the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have not made any loans for that purpose? 

Mr. McLEAN. We have not. 

Mr. Byrnes. Under the act you ge out of business six months after 
the treaty of peace is signed? 

Mr. McLzEAN. As to all of the ordinary business of the corporation, 
except the export business, as I understand it; we would cease doin 
new business six months after the declaration of peace as promulgate 
by_ the President. 

Mr. Byrnes. If that is so, who is going to collect these loans? 

Mr. McLgan. That limitation is only for the purpose of restricting 
new business. We would, of course, remain in existence—— 

Mr. Byrnes (interposing). You would remain in existence longer 
than six months after the treaty of peace was signed, but thereafter 
you would make no loans? 

Mr. McLean. No; except under this new provision to stimulate ex- 
ports, because I believe under that act we can proceed for 12 months 
after the signing of the peace treaty. 

Now, I announced what I believed was a sound policy in my 
first 5 minutes or my first 10 minutes. I do not want the 
Finance Corporation, I do not want any other commission in 
existence authorized by the Government, to act for the Govern- 
ment and obligate Uncle Sam for any new projects. [Applause.] 
Let us get back to the normal. Now, the Finance Corporation 
has the power to advance money to the railroads, has the power 
to make loans, and it has made loans on these certificates. I 
do not want to weaken that power, because that is dealing 
with what Uncle Sam is bound to deal with and bound to pay. 
I do not want any new obligations. Therefore, as we meet 
every day substantially from now for months to come, I want 
to wait and see, and it will not take a great while if they need 
more money to pass another act giving the Railway Administra- 
tion more money, and for that reason I voted for the $750,000,000 
appropriation. JF did not quite understand my friend from 
Georgia, whom I greatly appreciate and 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The gentleman means the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. CANNON. I will not say I beg Georgia’s pardon [laugh- 
ter]; it was a slip of the tongue, for I have very high respect 
for him, for his character, and great ability ; but he says he will 
not submit an amendment to increase this $750,000,000 to a 
billion dollars, although he thinks a billion dollars is needed. 
And while I am neither glad nor sorry because he does not 
submit it, I think he aimed to lay a foundation for an “I told 
you so” in the event we have to appropriate $200,000,000 or 
$400,000,000 for that purpose. But, after all, I have no objection 
to his not offering that amendment. I do not believe the com- 
mittee would agree to it. Certainly not if they agree with 
me, and I have made such a statement of facts after considera- 
tion as will enable them to see that the reasons that have been 
advanced by the gentleman from Iowa, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, are such as we had better pass the bill as it is reported. 

Gentlemen, may I say in conclusion, not particularly refer- 
ring to this bill more than to other pending bills, do you know 
that the Government of the United States owes $900,000,000 
for insurance that has been issued for our boys who crossed 
over while in Uncle Sam’s military service, and the income, 
amounting to $200,000,000, cuts it toe S700,000,000? Do you 
know that we have got to pass a pension bill before snow flies 
that will give the one-legged and one-armed boys who served 
adequate pensions? God knows how much, and we will all 
vote for such legislation. Two hundred and twenty million 
dollars a year in pensions for wars which have passed, and then 
this $900,000,000 to be paid in 20 annual installments to the 
people who are entitled to receive it under the terms of these 
insurance policies that have already been adjusted; and with 
compensation allowed under other sections of the war-risk in- 
surance act it is estimated by the Treasury oflicials that our 
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annual appropriations to meet these obligations must be nearly 
$150,000,000 for the next 20 years. How much will be added 
by deaths of insured men and how much by new pension legisla- 
tion God only knows. Now, all kinds of things are floating about 
in the country. I understand there is one proposition to give 
every soldier $5,000 cash instead of expending $5,000 to buy 
“swamp land and build a $4,000 house on it and amortize it for 40 
years. Well, as between the two I would rather give the $5,000 
in cash. [Laughter.] I believe it would be a saving to the 
Treasury, and it would let them do with it what they pleased. 
Well, that is another proposition modified here and there; 
propagandas are running. My God! it seems to me if every 
citizen and every man in the United States—and that would 
include the women, too—would be as anxious and as industrious 
in laboring manually, aided by brains—you can not do much 
labor unless you have got some brains to direct it; the mule and 
the horse can; the lower order of animal life does not need 
much brain, but the human family needs brains—I say if the 
brains that are now being used in the United States by men 
and women seeking to organize all kinds of societies to do 
something for the soldiers that the soldiers do not want done, 
if all this effort could be used in production, making some- 
thing of value for the human family and the United States and 
the world, it would solve many of the problems much more 
rapidly than we are liable to solve them. 

You ask if I have a speech about it. No; I have not. But I 
have thought about it a good deal. If I had my way there would 
be no necessity for my making such a speech, because we would 
trim ship and sail on without taking on new burdens that would 
not return a profit. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I would like to know whether the 
testimony or evidence showed at any place whether the rail- 
roads were operating at a profit or loss when the United States 
took them over? 

Mr. CANNON. The railroads were not making a profit, I 
understand. We did not go into that to any great extent, be- 
cause we were dealing with the present, and have only the past, 
prior to the taking over of the railroads here and there, for com- 
parison. My understanding is, I will say to the gentleman, that 
the railroads were not in a happy condition. | 

Mr. FESS. The gentleman refers to 1914, one year after the 
Underwood bill took effect, does he not? 

Mr. CANNON. I thought the gentleman referred to 1917. 

Mr. FESS. That ought to be an explanation of the railroad 
situation. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; that is one explanation of it. After 
all, that water is over the dam. We think you Democrats are 
responsible for it, and I think they whisper sometimes and say, 
“No, no; you Republicans are responsible for it.” But that is 
past. The people who gave the Democratic Party power, partial 
power by which they could lock the wheels in 1910, and full 
power in 1912, followed by legislation, and full power for six 
years and two or three months, have produced a condition that 
they claim they are not responsible for, and that we may claim, 
when we get into campaigns that you are responsible for, but 
which the country does not care three whoops about our quar- 
reling now, because the country wants to know what legislation 
we write upon the statute books that will give all the people an 
opportunity to run and glorify, every tub standing on its own 
bottom. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I supported this measure at the last session and 
stated at the time that I felt it was necessary in order that 
the railroads could pay their indebtedness, that we were under 
contract to pay to these railroads a certain ‘amount of money, 
and that the Government should keep its contract. I shall 
vote for this measure for the same reason. I do wish, how- 
ever, to call the attention of this committee to some of the 
items that are causing embarrassment in the Railroad Admin- 
istration now and will continue to cause embarrassment to 
it as long as the present administration of railroad affairs 
continues. 

Pretty soon after the railroads were taken over by the 
Director General of the Railroads, by some process never as 
yet entirely explained an order was made requiring all the 
railroads taken over by the Government to take a certain num- 
ber of cars—freight cars, box cars, flat cars, coal cars, of what- 
ever description—and locomotives. These cars were manu- 
factured at very great expense, some at the institutions already 
established to manufacture cars; some in institutions that were 
created for the purpose of manufacturing them. When they 
were completed, a portion of them—many of them not as yet 
completed—an allocation was made among the different rail- 
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roads throughout the country, without regard to whether they 
needed these cars or not, without regard to whether they could 
handle these cars on their transportation systems or not. As 
a result, about one-half of the railroads to which these alloca- 
tions were made absolutely refused to take these ears, and they 
still refuse to take them. What the result of this is going to 
be no one can foretell. 

: Now, if the railroads do not need them and it would mate- 
rially embarrass them to take these cars, it would be an abso- 
lute wrong to force the cars upon them. That is one situa- 
tion. If the Government has no way of disposing of these cars 
according to their allocation, the result will be that they are 
going to have them on their hands, those that have heen manu- 
factured and those to be manufactured under contracts that are 
binding; and they will have to be sold, as all Government prop- 
erty is sold, at a greatly reduced price, which will cause a still 
greater deficit, if you please, to the United States and this 
Railroad Administration. 

I know it has been suggested here by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes], if I understood him right, that 
this allocation of cars was made by virtue of the budgets sub- 
mitted by the different railroads in the early part of 1918. 
That is denied by the railroads that are refusing to take these 
cars. And in order that you may know the attitude of some of 
the railroads on this proposition I desire to call attention to 
what the Lehigh Valley Railroad Co. has to say on this subject: 

During the year the United States Railroad Administration notifie:! 
this company that there had been allocated to it 3,300 new cars, con- 
sisting of 1,000 box cars, 1,300 coal cars, 500 low-side gondolas, and 500 
drop-bottom gondolas, costing approximately $9,647,600, for which this 
company was expected to pay. Your board promptly protested against 
any such action, and, after argument, the administration canceled its 
allocation of 1,000 box cars, but insisted that the company take the 
2,800 coal and gondola cars. <A further protest was thereupon made 
and the administration notified that the company would not accept the 
equipment. 

This company’s freight equipment consists of 42,988 cars, 98 per 
cent of which are steel or steel underframe, and in excellent condition. 
It has a larger equipment for its gross business and per mile of road, 
with one exception (as to per mile of road), than any railroad in the 
eastern territory. During the year 1917, when it did the largest busi- 
ness in its history, both as to revenue and tonnage, its freight-car hire 
showed a substantial credit balance; in other words, there was no 
shortage of cars at the mines located on its line and all local require- 
ments were filled with fewer cars than it actually owned. . No addi 
tional equipment was asked for in the 1918 budget made up by the 
administration officials, as none was required. 

eas gi (f) of section 8 of its contract provides that the Director 
General shall not acquire any equipment at the expense or on the credit 
of the company in excess of what, in his judgment, is necessary to Ee 
vide for the traffic requirements of the road. Your board claims that 
this judgment must be based on facts and not on theories, and the 
facts clearly show that the company is fully equipped and has a large 
excess over the amount necessary to handle its traffic. 

In this the Lehigh Valley Railroad Co. is corroborated by 
Mr. Sherley, now of the Railroad Administration, whose testi- 
mony before the Appropriations Committee discloses that the 
budget submitted by the railroads in 1918 did not show or make 
any estimates for equipment needs. 

The amount of the allocation to this road alone amounted to 
very nearly $9,500,000. To many of these roads that absolutely 
refused to take these cars, as shown by the report of the di- 
rector himself, it amounted to as high as $20,000,000. So you 
can see this item alone has created a very great embarrassment 
to the administration, also to the United States Government, 
and will continue so to do. And you may depend upon it that 
this will be an addditional deficit in the reports of this adminis- 
tration that are yet to come. There is another thing that I 
think the people ought to know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. There is another item to which I 
wish to call your attention, and I think the people of the coun- 
try should be apprised of it. Under the guise of equipment and 
betterment not only have these new cars been bought and at- 
tempted to be forced upon these different railroads, but the 
Federal Railroad Administration has undertaken to build new 
extensions of railroads where they were absolutely not needed 
for the purposes of war, and where they could not possibly 
have been completed within two or three or four years of time. 

Not only were they diverting capital for the purpose of doing 
this thing but they were also using labor that should have been 
employed in other places when labor was so badly needed. I 
have in mind a case where, on a railroad that has been operat- 
ing for more than 75 years, they undertook within three months 
before the armistice was signed the building of « cut-off 8 miles 
long, and the only purpose it could possibly serve was to shorten 











the line between the point of its start and the point of its finish 
about one-half a mile by eliminating a curve or two,, which could 
not possibly have saved more than one minute of time, and 
possibly reduce the danger incident te a curve, as all curves are 
conducive to danger. 

Now, that thing, as I say, was commenced a few months be- 
fore the armistice was signed. It could not be completed within 
two years. Yet a lot of things of that kind involved an expendi- 
ture of hundreds and hundreds of thousands of dollars. There- 
fore I say that millions of dollars that now go to make up this def- 
icit, which will be a constant and growing and increasing deficit 
for 20 years, are traceable to inefficient and unbusinesslike action 
alone. We will not know what this deficit will be for years to 
come. When present Members of Congress are no longer here, 
there will still be coming up, by reason of this railroad opera- 
tion, damage claims of various characters that will add to the 
deficit. So I say that in considering whether or not this Rail- 
road Administration has been efficiently managed, some of these 
items that are now shown to exist by the report itself speak 
volumes in language a great deal stronger than I could speak, 
showing the absolute inefficiency of the Railroad Administra- 
tion. 

The assertion, if you please, that these railroads have been 
inefficiently managed is supported by the further fact that there 
are some railroads in this country that were not taken over by 
the United States which have been efficiently managed. 

Many of these the owners sought to have taken over, but 
were refused, and yet, notwithstanding the fact that they had 
to pay the same increase of wages and had to pay the same 
increased cost of materials for their upkeep, they were oper- 
ated at a profit. That is the most conclusive evidence, if you 
please, that there is and was inefficiency in the management of 
these railroads that were taken over. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman state the names of those railroads? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I can state the name of one of them. 
I can not give its technical corporate name, but the president is 
Mr. J. N. Trncuer, of Kansas, a Member of this House. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. How large a road is that? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. It is not a very large one. It is 
about 10 miles long. If they could operate that railroad 10 
miles long at a profit under the circumstances—and the profit- 
able operation of a road that long is ordinarily deemed an impos- 
sible thing—what ought you to do when you have a workable, 
practicable system of great railroads running through rich ter- 
ritories such as those which the roads controlled by the Railroad 
Administration ran through? 

It might have been necessary as a war measure to take the 
railroads over for the time being; be that as it may; but I think 
that the operation of the railroads by the Government has fur- 
nished to the public and to the world the best possible argument 
as to the absolute fallacy of ever attempting to make Govern- 
ment control and Government ownership one of the fixed fea- 
tures of this Government of ours. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. 
out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
strike out the last two words. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the items which 
go to make up this appropriation have been so very thoroughly 
discussed that there is little further that I can say. But after 
a very careful reading of the hearings, there are some few ob- 
servations which I wish to submit to the committee. These 
hearings cover about 358 pages, and I want to take occasion to 
compliment the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, for the very able and 
thorough manner in which he conducted the examination and 
déveloped the facts. [Applause.] 

Now, gentlemen, in the last analysis, what are the facts with 
reference to the Railroad Administration and the necessity of 
this appropriation? In the beginning of 1918—or, to be exact, 
on December 28, 1917—the United States Government took over 
the operation of the railroads of the country. At that time 
there was no dissenting voice; no one criticized the action of 
the Government in taking them over. On the contrary, Con- 
gress, on both sides of this Chamber and in the other branch, 
gave the President the authority to take the railroads over dur- 
ing the war, because everyone recognized that it was necessary 
to take them over for war purposes. It was clearly a war 
necessity, not only for the prompt handling of transportation, 
transporting our soldiers quickly to the various camps and to 
the various ports, but in the quick transportation of supplies 
and the munitions of war that were necessary to carry on the 
war. We all know, also, that at that time many of the rail- 
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roads, owing to abnormal conditions, were facing bankruptey. 
Had they not been taken over, owing to these conditions, in- 
cluding the loss of efficiency, due to many of their efficient em- 
ployees entering the military service an‘l many others leaving 
the railroad service for the purpose of accepting more lucrative 
employment in other industries, and the extraordinary increase 
in the cost of materials and supplies, many of these railroads 
would have gone into the hands of receivers, and that would 
have created a financial crisis which would have been disas- 
trous and possibly fatal to the winning of the war. So, I say, 
the railroads were taken over at that time, with the approval 
of Republicans as well as Democrats, and when they were 
taken over the Government assumed certain obligations with 
which we are faced to-day, and which it is necessary for the 
Government to meet. 

Now, what are those obligations? In the first place, it has 
been stated that we are faced with two deficits—one of about 
$236,000,000, occurring in 1918, and the other of $250,000,000, 
a deficit which was incurred during the first four months of 
the present year, making a total of $486,000,000, which must 
be charged off to the account of profit and loss. This is a clear 
loss to the Government and must be considered as one of the 
expenses of the war. In addition to that, the Director General 
of Railroads states that there is due as an obligation on the 
part of this Government for additions and betterments, includ- 
ing equipment, the sum of $775,000,000. 

And I may say that that statement is made up not only of 
additions, betterments, and equipments but also of over $40,- 
000,000, as was explained by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Goop], by way of a loan made to the New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad, about $20,000,000 to the Boston & Maine, and 
about $100,000,000 advanced by the Director General to enable 
the railroads to meet their current liabilities. 

In addition to that, the Railroad Administration now has a 
working capital of about $202,000,000; but that is not a present 
available asset, for the reason that it is stated that from $140,- 
000,000 to $170,000,000 is now in the hands of conductors and 
agents over the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent the time of Mr. Byrns of Tennessee 
was extended five minutes. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Now, i? you add these three fig- 
ures together you get the sum of $1,422,596,252 in exact figures. 
Congress has heretofore appropriated the sum of $500,000,000, 
leaving a balance of $922,596,252, which is needed to fully ineet 
these obligations. And that does not take into consideration the 
sum of about $14,000,000 which the Director General asks for 
inland waterways. 

Now, what is the situation? The Director General states that 
the United States Government is obligated to industries over this 
country in the sum of $775,000,000; and in a hearing in the 
United States Senate in the last session on a similar bill he 
stated that $700,000,000 of that amount should be paid by the 
last of May. 

This bill carries $750,000,000, or over $100,000,000 less than 
the amount which the Director General states is absolutely nec- 
essary to take care of the deficit and meet these obligations of 
the Government and maintain the present working capital, the 
greater part of which can not be applied to these obligations 
because it is not available, as I have explained. 

Now, there is no use in juggling with figures. 
uation which confronts us. We should meet it fairly and 
squarely. There is no reason or justice in withholding these 
sums for materials delivered and materials now under way, and 
for which the United States Government promised and obligated 
itself to pay when the orders were given. They have got to be 
paid. Why not accept the situation frankly as it is and discharge 
the obligation of the United States, and then take proper steps 
for reimbursement by the railroads. 

Gentlemen have criticized the Railroad Administration for 
undertaking to give orders for so many box cars and so many 
locomotives, but these gentlemen are now talking in peace times. 
When these orders were given, these gentlemen would not have 
offered any criticism'of the Railroad Administration for giving 
these orders, because they were necessary in order to take care 
of the business during the war. If it had been known that the 
war was coming to an end at so early a date, these orders would 
not have been given. One can with as good grace complain be- 
cause the end of the war found the Government with an immense 
amount of ammunition on hand. 

Mr. JUUL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Tilinois. 

Mr. JUUL. The gentleman is making a very interesting state- 
ment. I would like to have him tell us what part of the original 
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priated does the gentleman think will ever be recovered into the 
United States Treasury? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. All of it, it is expected, will be re- 
covered, except the deficiency of $486,000,000, which, as I have 
stated, is a clear loss. This money is advanced to the railroads 
with the expectation and understanding that it will be returned, 
and the Director General states that it is in his opinion well 
secured, 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
that amount that we have advanced to the railroads is in addi- 
tion to the rentals which have accrued? Have we paid for the 
rental of the railroads in addition to advancing these amounts? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. No; this sum to which I have re- 
ferred is to take care of what is due for additions, betterments, 
and equipments. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Perhaps I did not make myself clear. 
We have made certain betterments and additions. Have we 
credited the rentals on that account or have we paid the rentals 
and made those advances in addition? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. In some cases, as I recall the hear- 
ings, it has been done. In other cases it has not been done. 
The amount heretofore appropriated was placed in a pool from 
which all expenses were paid. 

Mr. JUUL. Does the United States Government pay the 
railroads in cash for the transportation of its soldiers and 
matcrials? 

Mr. BYRNS of ‘Tennessee. It does. In order to tide over 
the situation caused by the failure to appropriate the $750,- 
000,000, on account of the filibuster at the other end of the 
Capitol in March, they collected from the War Department 
$100,000.000 due for the transportation of soldiers and supplies, 
and something like $10,000,000 from the Navy Department. 
Now, I have only a few minutes. Why should we appropriate 


as suggested by the gentleman from Iowa, before paying this 
just obligation? ‘The Director General answers that question 
and answers it specifically, and I am going to read to this com- 
mittee exactly what the Director General says upon that subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has again 
expired, 

By unanimous consent the time of Mr. Byrns of Tennessee 
was extended five minutes. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mind you, this answer was given 
in response te the question which the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] read a moment ago, and the reasons given by the 
Director General are in addition to the reasons that we ought 
not to submit the industries of this country to the injustice of 
delay in payment for materials and supplies furnished, and for 
which the United States stands primarily responsible. They 
will thus be prevented from meeting their obligations. And if 
there is any such loss or delay I wish the business interests to 
know just who is responsible therefor. 

Now, what does the Director General say? 


But, going back to your specific question, I do not think there is 
any doubt, in the light of things as they have developed, that if we 
had secured the $750,000,000 appropriation @n the 4th of March and 
Congress had not met and could not have dealt with that matter any 
further until December, we would have been very ra embarrassed 
and hampered in clearing up this situation. The way it would have 
shown itself principally would have been in the holding back of the 
efforts which we want to make to get the railroad companies to re- 
finance what they owe the Government. That whole thing has been in 
a state of suspense, first, from one cause and then from another. Dur- 
ing the year 1918 it was the war and the Government's financing; in 
the early part of this year it was the forthcoming Government loan and 
also our extreme shortage of cash, and then it was the failure of the 
appropriation. 

f we get an appropriation which enables us to clean ‘up in full and 
enables the corporations to pay off all the temporary loans they have 
had to make to pay their interest and dividends, we then will be in a 
position to begin to put the pressure on the corporations to refinance 
and reimburse the Government. But if we had had a $750,000,600 
appropriation on March 4 and then there had been the developments, 
as they have taken place, and no further emperenanee had been forth- 
coming until December or January, we would have been in a position 
where we would not have any leverage ‘to exercise, because we would 
not have been able to pay, and under the contract our principal lever- 
age is to say to the corporations that we will not pay them what we 
owe them until they take reasonable steps to reimburse the Government. 
If we are in the position, through shortage of cash, that we can not pay 
them anyhow, that does not amount to very much leverage; and it 
gives them an excellent excuse for not doing anything effective in the 
way of reimbursing the Government. I have, perhaps, strayed far from 
your question, Mr. Chairman, but I am so impressed with the value to 
the Government of making available a special fund to clean this up, and 
then putting us on solid ground, and then to make the corporations 
come across and reimburse the Government. Undoubtedly we weuld 
have suffered from an inability to do that on the hypothesis of your 
question of getting $750,000,000 on the 4th of March and there being 
no relicf before next December, 
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Yet, gentlemen, we are in the act here of failing to appropriate 
by over $100,000,000 the amount which the Director General says 
is necessary in order ‘to enable him to force these corporations 
to come across and reimburse this Government. Gentlemen 
speak of their earnest desire for an early return of the rail- 
roads. I want to see the time come quickly when our Treasury 
may be relieved of the responsibility of guaranteeing their 
debts incurred for additions and betterments. I want the rail- 
roads to be made to finance themselves, and therefore I believe 
this sum, which must be appropriated sooner or later, should 
be appropriated now, so as to enable the Director General to 
compel the railroads to take over their own financing. By 
your failure to do so, you are delaying the time when this will 
be done and are thus creating a still further charge upon the 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] says that very 
shortly, within two or three months, it will be necessary for him 
to come back and ask for anether appropriation to take care of 
this situation. I submit, gentlemen, that in view of the fact, ad- 
mitted on the floor of this House, that within the next two or 
three months it will be necessary to come here and ask for an 
additional appropriation, we ought not to put ourselves in the 
attitude of trying to fool either ourselves or the public. 

I am as heartily in favor of economy as anyone. I have been 
so throughout my service in Congress. I will go as far as anyone 
in the effort to cut down expenses, but we must not hamper this 
service or put our Government in the attitude of failing to take 
care of its obligations. If this money must be appropriated, as 
the gentleman from Iowa admits, we should not, merely because 
we do not wish to be put in the attitude of appropriating a 
larger sum than was carried in the bill passed in March by a 
Democratic House, evade our plain duty. If we delay for two 
or three months, as the gentleman suggests, then we postpone 
the time when the railroads will be made to take care of them- 
selves, Which is poor business and poor economy. [Applause.] 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, this is a very interesting 
topic, one in which I think the whole people of the United States 
is very much interested and is looking forward to action by the 
Congress to relieve them from the onerous burden placed upon 
them during the war to the extent that it is possible to find 
relief. 

What is the situation with respect to the railroad proposition? 
A year ago we appropriated $500,000,000. If the railroad com- 
panies were compelled to pay interest on that for the two 
years they will have it, it would amount to $40,000,000. No 
interest has been charged, but it is to be counted in the loss, for 
the Government of the United States pays interest on the money 
it borrows and which it appropriates. 

Now, we are appropriating $750,000,000 and it is altogether 
likely that the railroad companies will have this money for at 
least a year, and the interest charged on that at 4 per cent will 
amount to $30,000,000. Then we have lost $236,000,000 in 1918 
and $250,000,000 for the first four months of 1919. And if they 
keep the railroads for two years from the time the Government 
took control they will have collected $2,200,000,000 in excess 
freight and passenger rates. That would make a grand total 
of $4,006,000,000. 

The Director General says we are going to get $775,000,000 
back, but we are not going to get back anything they collected 
as excess passenger and freight money. What part of that is 
included in the $775,000,000 I do not know, neither does the 
Director General. But if we assume that he knows what he is 
talking about, and we do get $775,000,000 back, we will still have 
lost as the result of Government ownership $3.231,000,000 to be 
charged to the extravagance and waste of Government opera- 
tion. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. And Director General Hines admits 
himself that there is a loss of $486,000,000 that we will never 
get back. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is the total loss that he is ready to 
admit. I am going to add the difference between $3,231,000,000 
and $486,000,000, the amount I think the people ought to know 
about. 

You say the railroads were bankrupt in 1914 and that the 
Government had to take them over when it did. It may be 
that they were bankrupt—I do not know—but what made them 
bankrupt? There was never a period of greater prosperity than 
in 1913 when the Democrats took control of this Government. 
Everybody will admit that, even the Democrats. 

But you passed the Underwood bill immediately after you 
came into power, and you began an era of reckless, wasteful 
extravagance in the expenditure of public money the like of 
which was never seen before. You opened the ports of America 
by the Underwood bill and admitted goods made in all parts of 
the world. They took possession of the markets of America. 
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The mills were idle and men were thrown out of employment. 
You reduced the value of the farmers’ products everywhere. _You 
put Canada in competition with the American farmer in all the 
cereal products and compelled him to compete in free markets 
while Canada prevented America from reciprocal privileges. 

That is not all; to meet the extravagant waste that you had 
entered upon you levied a tax of $120,000,000 against the Ameri- 
can people and called it a war tax. It was in a time of peace, 
but you called it a war tax. We were not in war. The Presi- 
dent of the United States said we were at peace with all the 
world, and even in 1915 and away up to the fall of 1916 the 
President said we were at peace, and he went before the Ameri- 
can people for reelection on the ground that he had kept us out 
of war. And in the face of all this you levied a tax in 1914 
of $120,000,000, calling it a war tax, to meet your wasteful ex- 
penditure. Why, you made it impossible for the mills to run, 
for men to work, for the farmer to sell his goods anywhere 
at a decent price. There was not anything for the railroads 
to carry, because you had made it impossible for business to 
move. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. RAYBURN. The gentleman said a moment ago, and I 
expect him to discuss it, that the railroads were most prosperous 
in 1913, 1914, and 1915. 

Mr. MADDEN. I said the country was the most prosperous 
in 1913 that it had ever been at any time in history. 

Mr. RAYBURN. And statistics also show that in those two 
years of Democratic administration the railroads were more 
prosperous than they had eyer been in any year before. 

Mr. MADDEN. You could not help their being prosperous. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] The Democrats had noth- 
ing to do with that. The war did it. 

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. REAVIS. The war 
country. 

Mr. MADDEN. Of course. You could not bring goods in. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am very glad to hear the gentleman admit 
that there was one period of prosperity for which the Repub- 
lican Party was not responsible. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MADDEN. Whether it was responsible or not, the Demo- 
cratic Party certainly was not responsible. The only thing they 
have ever been responsible for was the bankruptcy of the 
country when they were in power. [Applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

Mr. PELL. Mr. Chaifman, will the genileman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. No. Then, later on the Railroad Administra- 
tion purchased all kinds of equipment at war prices, without 
consultation with the railroad companies themselves, and they 
are charging that up to the railroad expenses. It may be that 
they needed this equipment, but the Railroad Administration 
bought the kind of equipment that the railroad companies pro- 
tested against buying, and now they propose to cancel a part 
of their losses, their obligations against the railroads by charg- 
ing them for the equipment they did not want and never wanted 
at prices that only Mr. MeAdoo and John Skelton Williams, who 
was the financial manager of the Railroad Administration, could 
justify. Nobody elsc in the world could justify the prices. I 
say that the reckless waste of money by the Railroad Adminis- 
tration under Mr. McAdoo and Mr. Williams no man living can 
justify, and loss on this account was inevitable. But 
should the people of the United States continue to pay? 
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yield? 
Mr. MADDEN. No; I have not the time. The sooner we can 
unload them back into the hands of men who are interested in 
their economic management the better it will be for the rail- 
roads and the better for the American people. [Applause on 
Republican side.] 
000,000—remember that ; we are making a loss of anywhere from 
$3,250,000,000 to $4,000,000,000 in two years of Government con- 
trol, and that is more by $1,000,000,000 than it ever cost to run 
the Government for the same period of time when it was being 
managed by the Republican Party. Get the credit you want out 
of the operation of the railroads, if you can get credit for the 
kind of management you have given the railroads, but assume 
the responsibility for the extravagance and waste and _ineffi- 
ciency, as you must, when all the facts are presented to the 
American people. [Applause on Republican side.] 
Mr. MAGEE rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
nized. 


HARDY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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Mr. MAGEE. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent at this 
time to revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAGEE. Mr. Chairman, the questions involved have 
been so ably and completely covered by the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee that I desire to take the time of the 
House only to make a single observation. I am not in favor 
of making an appropriation at this time in excess of the $750,- 
000,000 provided in this bill. I am well aware that this amount 
does not satisfy the Democratic administration. We get de- 
ficiencies here all the time, but I feel that if we were so dis- 
posed we could not begin to provide the amount of money that 
they would spend if they could get hold of it. 

So far as the obligations of the Government are concerned, 
everyone concedes that they must be fully met. There is no 
question about that; but the point is that at this time no one, 
not even the Director General nor anybody else in the adminis- 
tration, can tell what will finally be the aggregate of the obliga- 
tions of the Government in respect to taking over the railroads. 

There are some facts that I want to get clearly in your mind, 
because they can not be disputed. They are contained in the 
record of the hearings, and I would advise every Member in 
this House to get a copy thereof and read the same diligently. 
It will interest you and pay you. It will be a revelation to you, 
in my judgment, of inefficiency and extravagant administration 
of public affairs. 

It is conceded that the Rajlroad Administration had a deficit 
in 1918 of $236,000,000. It is conceded that in 1918 they in- 
creased wages $852,000,000. In other words, they increased the 
wages $616,000,000 more than the deficit in 1918. These in- 
creases in wages are entirely independent of the increases in 
wages which resulted by reason of the passage of what is 
known as the Adamson bill in September, 1916. What did they 
do to meet the situation which they created? If they had not 
increased wages, there would have been a surplus last year in 
operation of over $600,000,000. If they had increased wages 
only 26 per cent instead of 52 per cent, there still would have 
been a surplus of about $190,000,000. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGEE. I have not very much time. If I can get addi- 
tional time, I will be very glad to yield to the gentleman. I am 
merely stating facts in the record which the Director General 
gave. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BLACK. I just wanted to ask the gentleman if it is his 
contention that the wage increase ought not to have been made? 

Mr. MAGEE. I am not formulating the policy of the ad- 
ministration. I am giving my views, and I shall say something 
upon that proposition later. How did they meet the situation? 

They raised freight and passenger rates substantially 25 per 
cent. They went into effect in June, 1918. They were in effect 
last year substantially 6 months and 20 days. The Director 
General said that from the increase in freight and passenger 
rates the Government obtained $560,000,000. That increase in 
rates on the basis of a whole year would produce about $1,000,- 
000,000. Now, a 7 per cent additional increase in rates, based 
upon the increase of a billion doliars a year, as stated by the 
Director General, would take care of a deficit of more than 
$250,000,000, an a excess of the deficit of 1918. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
an additional 10 minutes. I may not take all of that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman make that observation he started out to 
make in the beginning of his five minutes a while ago? 

Mr. MAGEE. If the gentleman will be patient I think that 
he will get the observation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MAGEE. I am sure he will. For the first four months 
of this year they say they have a deficit of $250,000,000. Now, 
what do they propose to do to meet the existing situation? 
Nothing—absolutely drifting. That is the proposition of the 
Railroad Administration; that is the proposition of the Demo- 
cratic Party here, simply to drift. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGEE. Now, unless some provision is made—I will 
yield for a question. 

Mr. CONNALLY. While we are drifting, will the gentle- 
man please drift back and answer the question of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. MAGEE. The gentleman will get that question answered 
if he will have a little patience. I did not suppose that I was 
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going to get so deeply under your epidermis that I would no 
more than get my remarks started when I would have some in- 
terruption from that side of the aisle. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield for a 
fair question? I assume the gentleman’s solution. of the whole 
matter would be an increase of freight rates. The gentleman 
knows, and he has stated so in reference to 1918, or does not the 
gentieman know that an increase of freight rates would neces- 
sarily increase the cost of living, and I want to ask the gentle- 
man if he favors an increase of the cost of living at this par- 
ticular time? 

Mr. MAGEE. I am going to come to that proposition. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KREIDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGEE. I understand just exactly what the distin- 
guished gentleman from Tennessee says.. They do not want to 
meet their obligations and responsibilities of administration, 
because they have a camouflaged excuse. If there is anything 
in the world that can increase the cost of living to any greater 
extent than the policy of the Democratic Party in the last three 
or four years, I would like to have you tell me what it is, and I 
will have it framed and put on exhibition. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] If you read these hearings from beginning to 
end, you will not find a single suggestion of economy. You can 
not point out one; you have not a suggestion to make; you are 
absolutely drifting ; and that is the only policy you have. 

I was surprised to learn in reading these hearings that the 
salary of the Director General is fixed at $25,000 a year, while 
they have five regional directors with a salary fixed at $50,000 
each per year and two more regional directors with a salary of 
$40,000 each. ‘That is an illustration of Democratic economy. 


Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield 
for : question? 


Mr. MAGEE. Let me state this observation, and then I will 
answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Then go ahead. 

Mr. MAGER. We have a situation here that we should meet 
like men. As suggested by the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, Fess], you should meet your full responsibility. You 
have the choice of doing one of three things—reduce wages, in- 
crease rates about 10 per cent, or make provision for a large 
governmental loss, This suggestion should also include efli- 
ciency in operation and economy in operation, which have been 
so sadly lacking to date. 


Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. What is the gentleman’s 





Mr. MAGEE. Everybody knows—— 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman state 


his choice? 

Mr. MAGEE (continuing). There is a pending deficit for 
1919 of $250,000,000, and nobody can tell what it will amount to 
by the end of the year, but if I were to make an estimate I would 
say not less than $500,000,000. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGEE. Now, I would like to say to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, and I wish he would listen to this—— 

Mr. BYRNES of South Cafolina. I will. 

Mr. MAGEE. The administration had the courage to in- 
crease wages in 1918 to such an extent as to turn a handsome 
surplus into a large deficit. Why has not the Railroad Ad- 
ministration the moral courage at this time to practice efficiency 
and economy and to increase rates sufficiently to meet the pend- 
ing and continuing operating deficit? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Has the 
moral courage to state his own views, whether 
have been increased then and wages reduced? 

Mr. MAGEE. If the gentleman ean not understand what my 
views are from what I have said, it would be impossible for 
me to present any proposition to the gentleman which -he 
could understand. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 
gentieman—the gentleman has stood there and criticized the 
Director General first for raising wages—would he have refused 
to raise them? The gentleman has criticized him for not in- 
creasing the rates. Would the gentleman raise the rates? Does 
the gentleman favor raising the rates? 

Mr. MAGEE. In answer to the gentleman’s question, I de- 
sire to say this: The Director General—not the present one but 
his predecessor—or I will say the Railroad Administration—— 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. MAGEE (continuing). Having raised wages to the ex- 
tent to which they did raise them, they are bound by reason of 
that act—that, apparently, being their fixed policy—to meet 
their responsibilities to the Government by devising ways and 
means to offset the increased costs of operation, 


gentleman the 
rates ought to 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— HOUSE. 





943 


Then, you were opposed to 





Mr. BYRNES of South Oarolina. 
raising the wages, were you? 

Mr. MAGEBR. You can draw your own conclusion. 

Mr. KRIEDER. Will the gentleman from New York yield to 
me a minute? 


Mr. MAGEE. Yes. 
Mr. KREIDER. _Is it not a fact that the Railroad Adminis- 


tration advanced the wages about $800,000,000 and collected 
from the people of the country $1,500,000,000 with which to pay 
them, but failed to do it, having squandered the balance in 
inefficient management, and that we are called upon to tax 
the people to pay the deficit which was caused by inefficient 
management? That is the truth of the matter. You can talk- 
about increasing the wages all you please. You collected from 
the people twice as much as was needed to pay the increase in 
wages, and now you want an appropriation in order to make 
good. [Applause.] 

Mr. MAGER. Mr. Chairman, I want to make this point: 
That we have reached the time—and I also appeal to my col- 
leagues across the aisle—when, in view of the facts and cir- 
cumstances, in view of a deficiency of $250,000,000 in the first 
four months of the year, in view of the probability that the 
Government will continue to operate the roads for the rest 
of the year—and possibly, if there should not be an agreement, 
or such a bill passed as the President may approve, perhaps 
longer—we should meet the situation squarely like men and 
not camouflage it by saying if the Railroad Administration 
increases the rates 5 or 7 per cent, such action will -increase 
the cost of living; not eamouflage the situation by saying that 
the railroad receipts during the latter part of the year will be 
greater and suflicient to meet the deficit, because those months 
will cover the grain-moving period. I say, that such an argu- 
ment as that is simply “passing the buck” to the taxpayers 
of the country. That is all it means. I ask you now in ali 
fairness and in all seriousness, to meet this situation and do 
your duty to the Government by taking such action as will 
save the Government from a loss of $500,000,000 in the opera- 
tion of the railroads for the year 1919. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARKLEY. You are in power, why do you not do it? 

Mr. MAGEE. The gentleman must know that the Railroad 
Administration is under Democratic control. I am satisfied 
that by efficiency and economy in operation, and by a very 
moderate increase in rates the pending and continuing operat- 
ing deficit can be fully met. We should adopt this policy of 
affirmative action instead of the existing policy of drifting 
and save to the Government hundreds of millions of dollars. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. WALSH. 
eight words. 

If I understood correctly the attitude of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes], the gist of his remarks was that, 
while he believed this appropriation was some $250,000,006 
smaller than it ought to be, he would not offer an amendment 
to increase it to the sum which he thinks and attempted to 
demonstrate should be provided. 

It is a rather pathetic and ‘pitiful situation, gentlemen of the 
committee, that the Chief Executive, in whom, after all, the 
control of these roads was placed by the Congress, with that 
functionary abroad seeking to defend the 14 points and various 
other important matters now engaging the attention of civiliza- 
tion, that he should not find, particularly upon the Appropria- 
tions Committee, a champion with sufficient courage to offer an 
amendment to a bill to help ward off a pending deficit, but who 
will come in and argue with all the fervor and strength that 
he possesses—and the genial gentleman has a full supply of 
those qualities—will come in and argue and protest, and yet 
announce, after all, that he will not attempt to offer an amend- 
ment to provide the sum which he thinks is necessary. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I prefer not to yield, because I do not intend 
to ask for additional time. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
gentleman would vote for it? 

Mr. WALSH. No; I would not vote for it, because I agree 
with the chairman of the committee it is not necessary at this 
time. I say if it is necessary in the operation of any Govern- 
ment facility to ward off a financial panic or prevent business 
disaster throughout this country, I am ready to vote to decrease 
the wages of any Governnient-operating facility at any time. 

Why, the railroad employees have based their demands not 
upon what their service is worth but upon what they can get 
the administration and its officials to yield to their demands. 
The idea of paying flagmen throughout this country $31'a week 
to wave a flag at the railroad crossings when trains are passing! 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
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Who ever heard of a flagman—and they are mostly men of ad- 
vanced years—who could perform service worth wages at that 
rate? The basis of the wages fixed in many instances has not 
been the worth of the service performed. It has been simply 
what the employees have demanded, and their demands have 
been met in most instances without any modification. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALSH. Here they think it is something to be afraid of 
to say the Government should not hesitate to reduce wages. 
I submit, gentlemen, that our allegiance is to the Government 
first, and if it is necessary in order to preserve our Government 
in all its operations, and to give efficient service, and to save the 
eountry from financial panic or disaster, and, furthermore, to 
preserve the Treasury of the United States, we ought not to 
hesitate to say that we will advocate a reduction and a revision 
in the wage scale of publicly operated and managed utilities. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman from Texas, 
because my irrepressible friend would ask the question of some- 
body else, I know. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is the wage to be paid to the flagman any 
more out of proportion than the $180 per month we now pay to 
the conductor for six days a week service, when he has an 
auditor to go along with him and take up the tickets? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I submit, gentlemen, that many of these 
Wages and wage scales that have been adopted by the Railroad 
Administration are excessive, and I doubt not but what if we 
had another Lane commission, perhaps a commission that was 
free from any other connection with Government operations, 
we might see in their recommendations some plan whereby some 
of these rates and wages would be reduced. I simply repeat that 
our duty first is to the people of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last 10 words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this performance is so 
strictly in harmony with other performances that I have been 
witnessing now since the beginning of this session and which I 
witnessed back before the last session wound up that it seems 
utterly imposible that I am convinced that no bill of any kind 
or of whatever nature may be introduced into this House with- 
out gentlemen going over their same old song of criticism of 
the President being in Versailles, their same old song in re- 
gard to the cost of things increasing since the Democrats came 
into power, in regard to the increased importations, and the 
lowering of prices of everything produced, especially by the 
farmers in this country. 

When I listened to the humorous “bunk” of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MappEn] a little while ago I thought I was 
hearing a Fourth of July address at some wild forks of the 
road full of errors and fallacies, to which no one ought ever be 
condemned to listen. [Laughter.] The gentleman started out 
With the statement that up to 1914 this country was going to 
the bow wows and that farmers’ products were being reduced 
in price because of importations under the Underwood bill. 
The gentleman knows that after the Democrats came into 
power—from the very day they came into power—farmers were 
obtaining the highest prices they had ever realized up to that 
time for their products, and the gentleman knows that to-day 
the farmers are receiving more for their products than they 
ever did before in the history of the world. 

Then another gentleman [Mr. WatsH] says we ought to re- 
duce the wages of the workingmen while still higher enhancing 
the prices of the things he must buy and consume. He may be 
hold, but I do not believe he will go before his constituents on 
that platform. The gentleman [Mr. Watsn] knows that to-day 
the laborer is paying more for his bread, paying more for his 
meat, paying more for his house rent, paying more for every- 
thing he buys than ever before, and yet he says he would have 
the nerve—yes, arbitrarily by the Government—to reduce the 
workingman’s wages. He would not dare have his party go 
before the country on that kind of a platform. If he did it 
himself, he would be in a party by himself. ; 

The truth is, I have listened with a great deal of irritation to 
continued Republican attack and misrepresentation, and with a 
great deal of patience to Democrats, though not with entire ap- 
proval of the fact that the Democrats on this side of the aisle 
have almost always confined their remarks to measures directly 
before the House. [Applause on the’ Democratic side.] They 
have failed to reply to the assertions and denunciations that are 
constant and continuous on the other side of the House. 

My friend the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappENn] said that 
the Railroad Administration had cost this Government $4,000,- 
000,000. I think he gave about $1,000,000,000 as the amount the 
deficit would be and $3,000,000,000 for increased freight. The 
gentleman knows that the dollar to-day in the prices of all com- 
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modities throughout all the world does not buy more than what 
50 cents used to buy a few years ago. Freight rates have been 
increased 25 ner cent. That is all the gentleman can truthfully 
state. Is that a real increase in the cost of carriage in compari- 
son with the value of the commodities carried or when we con- 
sider the real fall in value of the dollar? Not at all. The man 
who pays 25 per cent more freight is not paying more in propor- 
tion to the wages paid, in proportion to the cost of material. He 
really is not paying as much. 

Not only so, Mr. Chairman, but the merits of every measure 
that comes before the Congress are lost sight of in the universal 
attempt to make political capital by gentlemen on that side. 
One gentleman arose in a perfect furore a moment ago and made 
a tirade just generally of charges, that all the increased railroad 
rates were from inefficiency, without stating one fact to bear him 
out. It does seem to me that the time has come when Members 
of Congress, who are sent here to serve the best interests of the 
people, ought to direct their attention somewhat to the measures 
coming before the House. There is one body of men in this Cap- 
itol that ought to be termed “ The Unlimited Ten-hour, Twelve- 
hour, Fourteen-hour Talkfest Union.” It is one union that does 
not want any eight-hour day. 

And all the time and every time they talk it is for the purpose 
of making an attack on the administration. The President was 
attacked, first, because he went to Europe, and, second, because 
when he went there he did not forestall all the action of the 
council by telling what he was going to do. And since he has 
been there he has been attacked every morning because he did 
not send word before breakfast what he did the day before. 
These gentlemen, if they had been present when God Almighty 
was trying to evolve order out of chaos, would have called upon 
Him every morning to state what He did the day before. 
[Laughter and applause.] They never would have waited six 
days until He had completed creation. They would have de- 
manded at least a daily report. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I will yield to the gentleman for a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Texas be given one minute more. I want to ask him 
a question. 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. 
utes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Harpy] be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. f 

Mr. GOOD. Pending that, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate on the bill and all amendments thereto 
close in 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the bill and all amendments 
thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yiekl? 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I would like to ask my friend from Texas 
if he considers this proposed constitution of the league of nations 
an “open covenant openly arrived at’? 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I will answer the gentleman in this 
way, that no power under the sun could tell what that council 
necessarily must encounter in readjusting the map of the world, 
and gentlemen like the one who asked me that question know full 
well that the council can not tell to-day what their conclusions 
to-morrow will be. [Laughter on the Republican side.] And 
gentlemen on the Republican side know full well that if they 
were debating a question on this floor, unless they were content 
to tie their hands and unless they were determined on a policy 
regardless of right and justice, they could not tell what the 
action of the Republican Party would be. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.]_ And furthermore, the gentleman 
knows to-day that the members of his party do not now know 
whether they intend to make it a party policy to oppose the 
league of nations. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] And 
furthermore, they know that while they desire to attack any- 
thing that Woodrow Wilson does, they dare not put their con- 
demnation upon the league of nations now. [Applause on Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Now, the other day—that is, in the closing hours of the Sixty- 
fifth Congress—your leader on the floor here [Mr. Mann], fear- 
ing that the party would take a political position of that kind, 


The time of the gentleman from Texas 


I will ask that it be made five min- 





1919. 


made a five-minute speech on the league of nations, which ought 
to have been a warning to you. He said we were asking and 
seeking nothing from that council of nations except a league of 
peace. He said that if our representatives secured that we 
would be justified in our war; but if we did not get that our 
whole fight would have been in vain. Yet over there your 
leaders are attacking the league of nations in the morning be- 
fore breakfast and attacking it at noon and attacking it in the 
afternoon before supper; yes, attacking it because it did not 
mention the Monroe doctrine and attacking it because it does 
mention the Monroe doctrine; attacking it because it was not 
definite and then attacking it because it was definite; attacking 
because it parted with the sovereignty of the nations and then 
attacking it because it accomplishes nothing. There is nothing 
in the category of crimes that will not be laid at the door of the 
league of nations, and yet the Republicans as a party do not 
dare come out and denounce it. And your conscience keeper has 
advised you to take no stand upon it until you shall caucus or 
confer about it. 

Mr. REAVIS. I agree with the gentleman that our remarks 
should be confined to the bill under discussion, and I want to ask 
him this question regarding that measure—— 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Which measure? [Laughter.] If 
the gentleman wants to ask me a question with regard to the 
league of nations, fire away. 

Mr. REAVIS. No; with regard 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. If the gentleman wants to ask me a 
question with regard to this bill, I hope he will be very careful. 
I may not be able to answer it. Go ahead. 

Mr. REAVIS. I only presume to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion regarding the bill now before the House, because he stated 
that he thought all remarks should be confined to the bill under 
discussion. 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Oh, no; I stated that I was going out- 
side of the Recorp to follow some of the gentlemen on that side 
who never touched the bill. : 

Mr, REAVIS. Without regard to that, that is not particularly 
pertinent to the question : 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. When the gentleman asks his ques- 
tion, if I can not answer it I will simply say so. 

Mr. REAVIS. As a matter of good business judgment, if 
the Railroad Administration, by the increase of wages, a vol- 
untary action on their part, increased the expenses of the busi- 
ness to such an extent that it would show a deficit, should they 
not likewise increase the rates so as adequately to take care of 
the cbligations which they voluntarily incurred? 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I think I will take the time to answer 
that question, although it is a question which the last speaker on 
your side persistently and continuously refused to answer. I 
think the Director General gave perhaps the most consistent, 
intelligent, and appropriate answer to the gentleman’s question, 
His answer has been read here by Mr. Byrnes of South Caro- 
lina. He stated that we were going through a period, as it 
were, of reconstruction, and that in his belief the volume of 
business would increase enough to avoid a deficit. He said 
that June, July, and August were lean months, and if they 
raised rates to make them profitable now they would be too high 
when the heavy freight months came, and before raising rates 
and possibly fixing an excessive rate on the people he wanted 
to have it demonstrated as to whether or not his judgment was 
right. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes] will 
correct me if I have not correctly stated this. If I remember 
aright, that was substantially the statement of Director General 
Hines. The gentleman from South Carolina in his clear and 
strong statement to this House on this bill said that at first he 
thought the director was mistaken, and thought they ought to 
raise rates now, but that upon full consideration he was con- 
vinced that the Director General’s policy of continuing the 
existing rates for the present was wise. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I will not ask for further time. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, every time a Member on the Re- 
publican side of the House makes mention of the fact of the 
absence of the President in Europe there is resentment ex- 
pressed by some Member on the Democratic side. This is some 
five or six months after the President left these shores, and 
not often has the fact of his absence been mentioned save in 
connection with inconvenience in legislation occasioned by 
his absence. If the Democratic members of this committee 
will recall, the criticism that was centered against the President 
going abroad did not originate among Republicans, but it 
came more largely from the Democratic press than from the 
Republican press up to the time of his going. That sentiment 
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was largely shared by the Democrats in this Chamber, as ex- 
pressed in the cloakroom and private conversations. The Re- 
publican side took the position that if criticism would prevent 
his going, it would and should be offered. If it would not pre- 
vent his going, there would be no criticism by the Republicans 
as a party. This policy has been strictly adhered to within 
this Chamber. I am interested to know why, every time men- 
tion is made of the President’s absence, in connection with our 
legislation when we are bending our energies to pass the sup- 
ply bills before the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 1919, there 
should be such a feeling of unrest, especially in the light of 
criticism from the Democratic press prior to the President's 
going. I think the Democratic Members here either do not 
know, or else they have forgotten, or else they have no respect 
for the past, as to their attitude on the President being away 
from this Capital even though he did not go out of the country. 
Evidently the Democratic Members do not recall the action of 
the Forty-first Congress, first session, April 3, 1876. The record 
of the action of that Democratic Congress will be found on 
page 2156 of volume 4, part 3, of the ConGrEessIONAL ReEcorp. 
Let me read the resolution passed by a Democratic Congress 
under suspension of the rules that required two-thirds ma- 
jority, and that did not receive one dissenting vote on the 
Democratic or Republican side. This is the resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 

inform this House, if in his opinion it is not incompatible with the 

ublic interest, whether, since the 4th day of March, 1869, any execu- 
ive offices, acts, or duties, and if any what, have been performed at 
a distance from the seat of government established by law, and for 
how long a period at any one time, and in what part of the United 
States ; also whether any public necessity existed for such performance, 
and if so of what character; and how far the performance of such 
executive offices, acts, or duties at such distance from the seat of gov- 
ernment established by law was in compliance with the act of Congress 
of the 16th day of July, 1790. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
that resolution? 

Mr. FESS. The Forty-first. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman does not claim the 
Forty-first Congress was a Democratic Congress? 

Mr. FESS. It was the Congress presided over by Speaker 
Randall. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Forty-fourth Congress was the 
first Democratic Congress after the war. 

Mr. FESS. Then it was the Forty-fourth. [Laughter.] I 
am delighted to have this explosion of enthusiasm on behalf 
of the ex-Speaker, whose statements I always regard as accurate. 
That Congress was presided over by Samuel J. Randall, what- 
ever the number of the Congress, and the date was April 3, 1876. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent the time of Mr. Fess was extended five 
minutes. 

Mr. FESS. I accept the correction of ex-Speaker CLarK as 
to its being the Forty-fourth Congress instead of the Forty- 
first, and reaffirm that the resolution was passed on that date, 
April 3, 1876. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was just simply trying to get the 
gentleman straight on his facts. 

Mr. FESS. I accept the correction as to the number of the 
Congress, but I do not accept any suggestion that my statement 
about the resolution is incorrect. President Grant was over 
at Long Branch because of the condition of his health, and he 
exercised some executive functions while over there, and that 
Democratic Congress so resented his absence from the Capitol 
that this resolution was passed under suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. No; I can not yield. With our President away 
from the shores of the country, if any of us on this side refers 
either to the inconvenience or should question its wisdom, there 
seems to be immediately a resentment on the Democratic side 
as if we had no right to do it. In the light of the Democratic 
position on this question as expressed in the resolution, this atti- 
tude, to say the least, is interesting. So much for the lecture 
we received from the Democratic Member from Texas a moment 
ago. 

Mr. GARRETT. Wil) the gentleman permit me to make a 
statement of the reason, briefly? 

Mr. FESS. I would rather the gentleman would make it in 
his own time. 

Mr. RUCKER. We will give the gentleman from Ohio more 
time if he wishes it. 

Mr. GARRETT. I can tell the gentleman in a single sentence. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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Mr. FESS. 
time. 
thines that must be done. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


necessity a reduction of expenses. 


issue should arise. 


play the two ends against the middle by refusing to say either 


to the shipper and the farmer you must assume an increase of 


burden or to the laborer “‘ you may be required to reduce the 
wages in some form,” and in this way attempt to deceive by 
proceeding in a way that nobody knows what we intend to do, 
That is demagogy. 

We will either increase the rates or reduce the expenditures, 
and I am not sure but that we will have to do both, because the 
business of transportation must be continued and must not suffer 
bankruptcy. What the public has a right to demand of this 
Congress is that the railroads shall not be run for profit alone; 
that the railroads shall not be run for labor alone; that the 
element to be considered is not the profit to the owner to the 
exclusion of other elements, nor is it the wages of the laboring 
men to the exclusion of others, but the public, the largest factor, 
has a right to demand efficiency in service for which it pays and 
a rational economy in the railroad system. If it is necessary to 
increase the passenger and freight rates or to reduce wages, or 
both, we have got to have the courage to do it. The one thing 
of which we are all assured, the present situation can not con- 
tinue. Iam willing to vote the necessary money to insure trans- 
portation, and I am hopeful under private operation under 
governmental regulation will enable the roads to be operated 
beth efficiently and economically, insuring a reasonable profit 
to the owner, steady employment, under good conditions, at an 


American standard of wages, and a resumption of transporta- 
tion on a successful basis. 


Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT was recognized. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 
to me a minute? 

Mr. GARRETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I want to use that minute 
to make a statement to the Members of the House as to the rea- 
son assigned by Mr. Hines, Director General, for not approving 
an increase of rates at this time. In the first place he says that 
we have gone through the four leanest months of the year, and 
if we attempted to increase the rates of the railroads based 
upon the earnings during this period it would be entirely unfair 
and unjust to shippers, taking into consideration the earnings 
of the railroads during the whole year. That being true, it is 
unwise to grant such an increase at this time, because railroad 
rates are basic, and it would increase the cost of raw material, 
which in turn would increase the cost of living. It was his 
opinion that a rate increase should be based upon normal condi- 
tions and not upon the abnormal conditions which have existed 
for the past four months. I agree with him. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think I can satisfy the 
curiosity of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] on one point, 
namely, as to why there is a disposition on the Democratic side 
to resent the continuous criticism of the President of the United 
States for being abroad. Whatever may have been the opinions 
of gentlemen, Democrats or Republicans, as to the propriety of 
the President going abroad, it is a fact that he did go. 

Personally, I never saw any impropriety in it. On the con- 
trary, I approved entirely of his going. Had the President of 
the United States not gone abroad, those whom he would have 
sent as commissioners would have been continually under his 
instruction by cable or letter, as has always been the case, and 
as always must be the case, in negotiating a treaty of peace on 
the part of this Republic. 

I can see no objection whatever to the President going per- 
sonally upon the ground and directing operations and methods 


there. On the contrary, there were many reasons why he should 
have gone, 


Mr. Chairman, how much 


Will the gentleman yield 


I think the gentleman had better do it in his own 
Now, as to this measure before us, there is one of three 
I am not going to repeat them, be- 
cause they are well understood, but when we mention one of 
them—that it may be necessary to increase rates, freight and 
passenger—instantly some one says, “Are you in favor of it?” as 
if you were afraid to take a position on the railway question. 
The other, if you do not increase the rates there must be of 
Instantly some one will 
say, “Are you in favor of reducing the scale of wages?” as if the 
man would be afraid to assert his duty on this question if the 
What we ought to do, what we must do, is 
to have the courage, not to think that we can blind the shipping 
public by refusing to say that we may be required to pay higher 
rates, or to think we can in any deceptive way keep from the 
laborer the facts by refusing to say that we may be required to 
reduce his wages, but meet the situation as it faces us, rather 
than through our acts here attempt to legislate by deception and 
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But, passing that by, without reference to the opinion of men 
as to the propriety, Democrats do object to and do resent criti- 
cism, because when he went he carriefi with him the fortunes 
of this Republic. And when we see gentlemen, who in order to 
discredit him here are willing and anxious to discredit their 
country before the world, arise to criticize him and continuously 
criticize him we do resent it, not because of its political aspect 
but because of our fondness and affection for the glory and 
greatness of our own country. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. All time has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend and revise my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
same request. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Byrns], the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes], and 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] ask unanimous consent 
to extend and revise their remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill to the House, with the recommenda- 
tion that it, do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. ANprRson, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5312) 
to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for carrying out the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the operation of transporta- 
tion system while under Federal control, for the just compensa- 
tion of their owners, and for other purposes,” approved March 
21, 1918, and had directed him to report the same back with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
bill to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 305, nays 4, 
answered “ present ” 2, not voting 119, as follows: 





YEAS—305. 

Ackerman Cleary Gallagher Kiess 
Alexander Cole Gandy Kincheloe 
Almon Collier Garland ane 
Anderson Connally Garner Kinkaid 
Andrews, Md. Crago Garrett Kitchin 
Andrews, Nebr. Cramton Glynn Kleczka 
Ashbrook Crisp Good Knutson 
Aswell Currie, Mich. Graham, Il. Kraus 
Ayres Curry, Calif. Green, Iowa Kreider 
Babka Dallinger Greene, Vt. LaGuardia 
Bacharach Darrow Hadley Lampert 
Baer Davis, Minn. Hamilton Langley 
Bankhead Davis, Tenn. Hardy, Colo. Lanham 
Barbour Dempsey Hardy, Tex. Lankford 
Barkley Denison Hastings Layton 

Dent Hawley Lee, Ga. 
Begg Dickinson, Mo. Hayden Lehlbach 
Bell Dickinson, Iowa Hays Lesher 
Benham Dominick ~ Heflin Lever 
Black Donovan Hernandez Little 
Biand, Ind. Doremus Hersey Lonergan 
Bland, Va. Doughton Hickey Longworth 
Blanton Dowell Hicks Lufkin 
Boies Drane Hoch Luhring 
Bowers Dunbar Holland McAndrews 
Box Dunn Houghton McClintic 
Briggs Dyer Howard McFadden 
Brooks, Ill. Biliott Huddleston . McGlennon 
Browne Histon Hudspeth McKenzie 
Browning Emerson Hull, Iowa McKeown 
Burdick Esch Hull, Tenn. McKinley 
Burroughs Evans, Mont. Husted McLane 
Butler Evans, Nebr. Hutchinson McLaughlin, Mich,, 
Byrnes, 8. C. Evans, Ney. Igoe McLaughlin, Nebr. 
Byrns, ‘Tenn. Fairfield Jacoway McPherson 
Campbell, Pa. Ferris Jefferis MacGregor 
Candler Fess Johnson, xy. Madden 
Cannon Fields Johnson, Miss. Magee 
Caraway Fisher Johnson, Wash. Major 
Carss Fecht Johnston, N.Y. Mapes 
Carter Fordney Jones, Pa. Martin 
Casey Foster Juul Mays 
Chindblom Frear Kearns Michener 
Christopherson Freeman Kelley, Mich. Miller - 
Clark, Mo, French Kennedy, Iowa Monahan, Wis, 


Classon 





Fuller, Ill. 





Kettner 


Mondell 


1919. 


Montague 
Moon 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Moores, Ind, 


Nelson, Mo. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn, 
Newton, Mo. 
Nicholls, 8. C. 
Nichols, Mich. 
Nolan 
O’Conner 
Ogden 
Oldfield. 
Oliver 

Olney 
Osborne 
Overstreet 
Padgett 

Paige 

Par 

Parker 
Parrish 


Porter 


Anthony 


Benson 
Blackmon 
Bland, Mo. 
Brand 
Brinson 
Britten 
Brooks, Pa, 
Brumbaugh 
Buchanan 
Burke 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Kans, 
Cantrill 
Carew 
Clark, Fla, 
Gooey 
Yooper 
Copies 
Costello 
Crowther 
Cullen 
Dale 
Davey 
Dewalt 
Dooling 
Dupré 
Eagan 
Eagle 
Echols 
Edmonds 
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Purnell 

Quin 
Radcliffe 
Rainey, H. T. 
Rainey, J. W. 
Randall, Calif. 
Randall, Wis. 
Rayburn 
Reavis 

Reber 

Reed, N. Y. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Riddick 
Robinson, N. C. 
Rogers 
Romjue 

Rose 

Rouse 
Rucker 
Sabath 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sanders, La. 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Scott 

Sells 

Shreve 
Siegel 

Sims 

Sinnott 


Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Mich, 
Smithwick 
Snell 

Steagall 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Ohio 
Stevenson 
Strong, Kans, 


Summers, Wash. 


Sumners, Tex, 
Sweet 

Taylor, Ark, 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Temple 
Thompson, Ohio 


Thompson, Okla. 


Tillman 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Towner 
Upshaw 
Vaile 

Vare 


NAYS—4, 


Ramseyer 


Thomas 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—2. 


Booher 


McDuffie 


NOT VOTING—119. 


Elisworth 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 

Fuller, Mass. 
Gallivan 
Ganly 

Gard . 
Godwin, N. C. 
—— 
Goodal 


Goodwin, Ark. 

Goodykoontz 

Goul 

Graham, Pa. 

Greene, Mass. 

Griest 

Griffin 

Hamill 

Harrison 

Haskell 

Haugen 

Hersman 

Hill 

oe 3 
umphreys 

Ireland 

James 

Johnson, 8S. Dak, 

Jones, Tex. 

Kahn 


So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. YATEs with Mr, BENSON. 


Kelly, Pa. 
Kendall 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Larsen 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Linthicum 
Luce 
McArthur 
McCulloch 
McKiniry 
MacCrate 
Maher 
Mann 
Mansfield 
Mason 
Mead 
Merritt 
Minahan, N. J. 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
Morin 

Mott 
Murphy 
Neely 
O’Connell 


Ragsdal 
gsdale 
Raker 
Ramsey 


Venable 
Vestal 
Vinson 
Voigt 
Volstead 
Walsh 
Walters 
Ward 
Wason 
Watkins 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Webster 
Welt 
Whaley 
Wheeler 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Winslow 
Wood, Ind. 
Wright 
Young, N. Dak. 
Young, Tex. 
Zihiman 


Woodyard 


Riordan 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rodenberg 
Rowan 
Rowe 
Rubey 
Sanford 
Saunders, Va, 
Schall 
Scully 
Sears 
Sherwood 
Sinclair 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, N, Y. 
Snyder 
Steele 
Steenerson 
Stiness 
Strong, Pa, 
Sullivan 
Treadwa, 
Watson, Pa. 
bb 


Mr. Watson of Pennsylvania with Mr. BLAnp of Missouri. 
Mr. Strone of Pennsylvania with Mr. Brinson. 

Mr. STINEss with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. CALDWELL, 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. CANTRILL. 

Mr. Smita of Illinois with Mr. Carew. 

Mr. Stncriarr with Mr. Ciark of Florida. 
Mr. CAMPBELr of Kansas with Mr. RIorDAn, 


Mr. Griest with Mr. CULLEN. 


Mr. KenpAtt with Mr. O’CoNNELL. 
Mr. Moore of Ohio with Mr. Scutty. 


Mr. Watters with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas. 


Mr. MANN with Mr. Blackmon. 
Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. SAunpDERs of Virginia. 
Mr. HASKEtt with Mr. MAHER. 
Mr. RamMsEy with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
Mr. Brooxs of Pennsylvania with Mr. DEWALT. 
Mr. HAvGEN with Mr. SmirH of New York. 
Mr, TREADWAY with Mr. BooHeEr. 

Mr. SANForp with Mr. HARRISON, 


Mr. ScHaryt with Mr. Coapy. 


Mr. Rowe with Mr. Davey. 


Mr. Rogsston of Kentucky with Mr. DooLina. 


Mr. Morr with Mr. Dupré. 
Mr. Murpny with Mr. Bacan. 
Mr. Morin with Mr. EAGLE. 
Mr. MErritr with Mr. FrrzGERacp. 
Mr. Mason with Mr. FLoop. 
Mr. MAcCrate with Mr. GALLIVAN. 7 
Mr. McCuritocr with Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina. 


Mr. McArtHur with Mr. GoLpFoGLe. 

Mr. Luce with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas. 

Mr. KENNEDy of Rhode Island with Mr. GrirFin. 

Mr. KENDALL with Mr. HERSMAN. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. LINTHICUM. 

Mr. JoHnson of South Dakota with Mr. Jones of Texas. 

Mr. IRELAND with Mr. Lazaro. 

Mr, Hvutines with Mr. McKiniry. 

Mr. Hitz with Mr. MANSFIELD. 

Mr. HAsKett with Mr. MEap. 

Mr. Griest with Mr. MINAHAN of New Jersey. 

Mr. Govutp with Mr. NEELyY. 

Mr. GraHAm of Pennsylvania with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. GoopykKoontTz with Mr. RAGSDALE. 

Mr. Goopart with Mr. RAKER. 

Mr. Futter of Massachusetts with Mr. Row4An. 

Mr. ELLswortH with Mr. RvuBEy. 

Mr. EpmMonpbs with Mr. SEARs. 

Mr. CrowTHER with Mr. SHERWoop. 

Mr. CosTetLto with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. Coptey with Mr. WEss. 

Mr. Cooper with Mr. WELLING. 

Mr. Burke with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Brooks of Pennsylvania with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. Britten with Mr. Woops of Virginia. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. GARp. 

Mr. EAGLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening? 

Mr. EAGLE. I was not in the Hall listening, but I would 
vote “aye,” if I could. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman does not bring himself within 
the rule. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. 
listening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not qualify. 

Mr. BRAND. Mr. Speaker, I was going into the cloak room to 
get a drink of water when my name was called, and before I 
could turn around and answer to my name, my name was passed 
and the Clerk ealled another name. On the second roll call I was 
sitting here on the outside listening and did not hear my name. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was on the outside on the 
second call? 

Mr. BRAND. I was on the inside on the first roll call, and 
the Clerk passed my name and called another name before I 
could answer. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the question to the gen- 
tleman. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening when his 
name was called? 

Mr. BRAND. I was in this Hall and I heard my name called 
as I was going into the cloak room to get a drink of water, and 
before I could turn around and answer the Clerk had passed my 
name and called another name. Those are the facts. 

The SPEAKER. So the gentleman attempted to answer and 
intended to answer on the second roll call? 

Mr, BRAND. I did intend to answer and I was sitting here 
for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. 
roll call? 

Mr. BRAND. I was on the outside then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 

Mr. BRAND. I desire to say that if I had had an opportunity 
to vote I would have voted “ aye.” 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to-vote “ aye.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. Goon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for one minute, in order to make an announce- 
ment of interest to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, word has just come, 
and I am reliably informed has already been announced in the 
United States Senate, that in my own State of Wisconsin, the 
grand old Badger State, the legislature has ratified the woman 
suffrage amendment. Thus the Badger State leads in beirg the 
first State of the Union to ratify the amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, may I proceed for 30 
seconds? 


Mr. Speaker, I was not in the Hall 


Where was the gentleman on the second 
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The SPEAKER. Is there ebjection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, word has just come 
to us that the State of Illineis is of all the States the first to 
indorse the suffrage amendment. [Applause.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’dock and 1 
minute p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, June 11, 
1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation, required by 
the Bureau of Fisheries for conducting demonstrations and in- 
struction in methods of preparing fish, for the fiscal year 1920 
(H. Doe. No. 88); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting tentative 
draft of legislation authorizing the Secretary of War to turn 
over on requests from other executive departments of the Gov- 
ernment ammunition, explosives, and other ammunition com- 
ponents (H. Doc. No. 89) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. STINESS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 530) for the 
construction of a bridge across the St. John River between 
Madawaska, Me., and Edmunston, Province of New Brunswick, 
Canada, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 28), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bifl 
(H. R. 1711) te extend the time for constructing a bridge 
neross the Mississippi River at or near the city of Baton Rouge, 
La., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 29), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, te which was referred the bill (H. R. 2954) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Pend Oreille 
River, between the towns of Metaline and Metaline Falls, in 
the State of Washington, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 30), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FESS, from the Committee on Edueation, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5225) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for vocationai rehabilitation and re- 
turn to civil employment of disabled persons discharged from 
the military or naval forces of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 27, 1918, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 31), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Ruje XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 5395) to provide 
soldiers, sailors, and marines with capital for agricultural de- 
velopment, and for other purposes; te the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

sy Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5396) making an 
appropriation fer the construction and completion of an addi- 
tion to the Central Post Office Building at St. Louis, Mo.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5397) autheriz- 
ing the Secretary of War te donate to the counties of Arkansas, 
Cleveland, Dallas, Desha, Drew, Garland, Grant, Hot Springs, 
Jefferson, Lincoln, Lonoke, and Saline, in the State of Arkan- 
Sas, one German cannon or fieldpiece each; to the Committee on 
Military Aifairs. 
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By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 5398) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for making further and more effectual provisions 
for the national defense, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 3, 1916; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 5399) donating a captured 
German cannon and cannon balls to the city of Horton, Kans.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5400) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Seneca; Kans.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5401) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Leavenworth, Kans. ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5402) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Hiawatha, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5403) donating a captured German cannon 
and canngn balls to the city of Troy, Kans.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5404) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city ef Holton, Kans.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5405) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Atchison, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5406) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Oskaloosa, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Nortonville, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5408) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balis to the city of Topeka, Kans. ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY of Colorado: A bill (H. RB. 5409) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Canon City, Fre- 
mont County, in the State of Colorado, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5410) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Alamosa, Alamosa County, in the State 
of Colorado, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLASSON: A bill (BL R. 5411) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Seymour, Wis., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5412) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Kaukauna, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 5413) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to each of the following towns, villages, 
and cities of Missouri: Maryville, Hopkins, Burlington, Junction, 
Rockport, Tarkio, Mound City, Craig, Forest City, St. Joseph, 
Savannah, Bolckow, «Weston, and Dearborn, one captured Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece with accompaniments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5414) to 
provide quarters or commutation thereof to commissioned officers 
in certain cases; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RADCLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 5415) to erect a post-office 
building in the city of Passaic, N. J.; to the Committee.on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 5416) to authorize corporations 
organized in the District of Columbia to change their names; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: A bill (H. R, 5417) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the department of 
parks, borough of Brooklyn, city ef New York, a suitable num- 
ber of captured cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages and outfits 
of cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5418) in- 
creasing the pay of printers and pressmen employed in the 
Government Printing Office, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5419)° to 
amend section 4 of the act entitled “An act to regulate com- 
merce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended June 18, 1910; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H, R. 5420) providing 
for the enlargement, extension, remodeling, and improving of 
the present Federal building in the city of Jamestown, in the 
State of New York; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
yrounds. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. BR. 5421) amending an act pro- 
viding for payment of pensions to widows of veterans of the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BLAND of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5422) making ap- 
propriation for the eonstruetion and completion of certain 
public works on the Missouri River ; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5423) granting 
an increase of pension to certain soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the Givil War and the War with Mexico and to the widows of 
such soldiers, sailors, and marines; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 5424) to provide for the incor- 
poration of certain companies engaged in foreign trade; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5425) to provide revenue 
for the Government; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 5426) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the village of Groton, N. Y., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 5427) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the establishment of a Bureau 
of War Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” ap- 
proved September 2, 1914, as amended; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 5428) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Plymouth, Wis., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5429) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fort Atkinson, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5480) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Waupun, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5481) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Portage, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hartford, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage ;. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5483) authorizing the Secretary of War 
.to donate to the city of Mayville, Wis., one German cannoy ‘or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5434) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Beaver Dam, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5435) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Port Washington, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5436) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jefferson, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5437) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of West Bend, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Watertown, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5489) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sheboygan, Wis., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece and carriage ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5440) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Juneau, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Columbus, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece and carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 5442) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the Fort Washington War Service 
Honor Roll Committee of the city of New York, State of New 
York, one German eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5443) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Twenty-second Regiment Engineers, New York 
City, N. ¥., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: A bill (H. R. 5444) providing 
for the construction and equipment of an ammunition manu- 
facturing plant at the United States arsenal at Benicia, Calif. ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 103) requesting in- 
formation regarding parcels-post insurance from the Postmaster 
General; to the Committee on the Post Office and Pest Roads. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of Ha- 
wail, requesting the Congress of the United States to amend 
Section 2 of the act of Congress approved March 28, 1916; to 
the Committee on the Territories, 
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Also, memorial from the Legislature of California, relative 
to the extension of benefits of legislation relating to the reser- 
vation and distribution of Government lands to include the 
Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Pennsy}- 
vania favoring the pensioning of Spanish-American War vet- 
erans after they reach a certain age; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: Memorial of the Legislature of the Stafe 
of Pennsylvania, petitioning Congress of the United States to 
adopt legislation providing for the pensioning of all veterans of 
the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Legista- 
ture of the State of Pennsylvania, favoring legislation to pen- 
sion veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resviutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5445) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin D. Barr; to the Commitiee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5446) granting an increase of pension to 
8S. F. Fowler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5447) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham C. Randle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. M. Culb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5449) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Fishel ; to the Committee on Invalid- 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 5450) granting a pension to 
Bernice D. Jordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5451) granting a pension to A. M. Graham; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Eddie V. Miller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5453) granting a pension to Stocton Spen- 
seller ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5454) granting a pension to Isaac D. Cald- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5455) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Combs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5456) granting an increase of pension to 
George Dettmer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5457) granting an increase of pension to 
John Grozinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5458) granting an increase ef pension to 
William C, Clendenning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5459) for the relief of Jacob Kesner; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5460) to remove the charge of desertion 
from John Lyons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5461) to reimburse Benson Jacobs, post- 
master of Little Falls, Monongalia County, W. Va., for certain 
postage stamps stolen ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R, 5462) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Ubert ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5463) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in case of Arthur E. Colgate, administrator ef the 
estate of Clinton G. Colgate, deceased; to the Commitiee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 5464) granting an increase 
of pension to George E. Lovin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER of Hlinois: A bill (H. R. 3465) granting a 
pension to Isabella Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 5466) granting an increase of 
pension to Jerry B. Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5467) granting a pension to Ellen L. Cur- 
ran; te the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 5468) for the relief of 
Ellen B. Walker ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 5469) granting a pension 
to George B. Chapin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5470) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Scott Lone; to the Committee on Invatid 
Pensions. ; 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 5471) granting a pension te 
Henry Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 5472) granting a pension to Mary H. 
Lauderbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5473) to correct the military 
record of Robert Zink; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 5474) for 
the relief of John C. Hesse; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 5475) granting a pension 
to Jean N. Roach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5476) granting 
a pension to George Horgis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5477) granting a pension to William R. 
Neal; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5478) granting a pension to James Noe; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5479) granting a pension to James Sulli- 
van; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a biJl (H. R. 5480) granting a pension to Seaburn D. 
Wray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5481) granting a pension to Scott Engle; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Farley: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill CH. R. 5483) to relinquish, release, 
remise, and quitclaim all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to certain lands in the State of Mississippi; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5484) granting a pension to 
Herman Alexander; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5485) for the relief 
of V. E. Schermerhorn, E. C. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip 
Hudspeth; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Carey O. Ams- 
baugh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5487). granting an increase of pension to 
Robert T. Jellison ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

’ By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5488) granting a 
pension to Eugene Johnson; to the Committee’on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5489) granting a pension to Mrs. Arbany 
Terry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5490) granting a pension to Annie E. Frost; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5491) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5492) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Creed F. Casteel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 5493) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Barney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R, 5494) granting an increase of 
pension to George A. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SLONS. 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 5495) for the relief of J. Ph. 
Binzel Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. WASON: A bill (CH. R. 5496) granting relief to Charles 
H. Prince; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) granting relief to the estate of 
Charles E. Stevens; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of I XXII, petitions : apers were laid | 
ee ee ane eee ey ere aiee | in the State of Illinois, asking for repeal of luxury taxes; 


on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

sy the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of United Cloth Hat 
& Cap Makers of North America, favoring establishing a sys- 
tem of adequate health and unemployment insurance on the same 
basis as the present laws on accident insurance; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Boston Local, No. 4, Commercial Telegraphers’ 
Union of America, relating to trade-unions; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. ALMON: Petition of Local No. 558, International 

3rotherhood of Electrical Workers, Sheffield, Ala., to Members 
of Congress embodying grievances which have been submitted 
to officials having jurisdiction over nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle 
Shoals, Ala., without success; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. AYRES: Resolutions from the congregation of Grace 
Presbyterian Church of Wichita; Methodist Church of Potwin; 
Wichita Ministerial Association, consisting of 55 Christian min- 
isters; the churches of Walton; the Evangelical Association of 
Eldorado; and the local W. C. T. U. of Mulvane, all in the State 
of Kansas, relative to the permanent enforcement of the eigh- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution and war-time prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOHER: Petition of J. L. Weaver and several other 
citizens of the State of Missouri; also letter and telegrams from 
the citizens of the State of Missouri, protesting against the re- 
peal of the war-time prohibition law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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By Mr. BROOKS of Pennsylvania: Resolution adopted by the 
General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing pensions for veterans of Spanish-American War; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASEY: Petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
favoring repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Shickshinny, Pa., protest- 
ing against the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of West Pittston, 
3,000 people; Methodist Episcopal Churches of Wanamie and 
Alden; St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hazleton; 
Methodist Episcopal Church and Sunday school of Pittston, 850 
members; Parrish Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wilkes- 
Barre, all in the State of Pennsylvania, urging against repeal 
of war-time prohibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Jewish societies of McKinley, 
Nashwauk, Ely, Duluth, Eveleth, Gilbert, and Hibbing, Minn, 
protesting against injustice in Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DARROW: Resolution of the General Assembly of 
Pennsylvania in behalf of legislation pensioning veterans of the 
Spanish-American War when reaching a certain age; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of 61 residents of the twenty-third legislative 
district, Philadelphia, Pa., opposing repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion legislation ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 68 residents of West Philadelphia, Pa., oppos- 
ing repeal of war-time prohibition legislation ; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Industrial Lodge, No. 21, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, opposing daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Missouri State Association of the National 
Association of Letter Carriers, St. Joseph, Mo., relating to in- 
crease of salary to postal employees; to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ELSTON: Petition of mass meeting at Oakland, Calif., 
against the persecution and massacre of Jewish people in 
Europe ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petitions of the Belden Manu- 
facturing Co., the Chicago Insulated Wire & Manufacturing 

Xo,, and the Schulze Baking Co., of Chicago; the Burson Knit- 
ting Co., the Rockford Mitten & Hosiery Co., the Rockford 
Chamber of Commerce, of Rockford; the Western Glass Co., 
of Streator; and the National Sewing Machine Co., of Belvi- 
dere, all in the State of Illinois, opposing the repeal of the 
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 16 members of John V. Boyd Post, No. 23, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kentucky, for bill 
to grant pensions of $50 per month to surviving veterans of 
the Civil War and $30 per month to widows of such veterans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Farley & Anderson, of Leland; the Ottawa 
Business Men’s Association; and 300 citizens of Rockford, all 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 58 citizens of Boone and Winnebago Counties, 
Ill., favoring repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: Petition of Jugo-Slav societies at Daw- 
son and New Dawson, N. Mex., relating to justice for Jugo- 
Slavs in the peace treaty ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Albuquerque, N. Mex., against the 
tax on sporting goods; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Petition of Morris Goldebaum, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., protesting against the persecution of Jews in Poland; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of Chamber of 
Commerce of State of New York, opposing repeal of daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of New York Pharmaceutical Conference, oppos- 
ing tax on soft drinks, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KIESS: Petition from Keystone Glue Co., of Wil- 
liamsport, Pa., protesting against any repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from Third Street Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Williamsport, Pa., protesting against any repeal of the war- 
time prohibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tioga County, Pa., favoring the 
repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Wallis Run, Pa., protesting against 
the repeal of war-time prohibition legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 2809, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harry A. McKibben; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of 17 citizens of 
Pawtucket, R. I., urging repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, 
and ice cream ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of M. Tishler and A. Tish- 
ler, Baltimore, Md., condemning atrocities against Jews in 
Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Maryland Bankers’ Association, opposing Gov- 
ernment ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Baltimore, Md., relating to 
dredging of the Baltimore Harbor; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Maryland State Grange, Chestertown, Md., 
protesting against the revision or change of laws on prohibition ; 
to the SGemnittce on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of International Association of Machinists, 
against giving work from navy yards and arsenals to private 
corporations ; to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Also, petition of Isaac Hamburgher & Sons, Julius Gutman & 
Co., Steers No Rent Store, the J. G. Valiant Co., N. Hess’s Sons 
(Inc.), L. Slesinger & Son, Albert A. Brager, the Quality Shop, 
Lyectt, stationer, all of Baltimore, Md., protesting against the 
luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of MeCawley & Co. (Inc.), the Rumford Co., 
and 1,000 citizens, all of Baltimore, Md., against repeal of 
daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of the New York Pharmaceutical 
Conference and sundry citizens of New York and Brooklyn, 
protesting against the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; 
to the Committee on Ways and Meuzns. 
sv Mr. MAPES: Petition of citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., 

the repeal of section 630 of the revenue act of 1918, 
24, 1919; to the Committee on Ways and 


for 


approved February 
Means. 
By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of Greentield Hill Congregational 


Church, of Fairfield; Second Baptist Church, of Bridgeport; 
Starr Chapter 271, Epworth League of Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Danbury, all in the State of Connecticut, against the 
repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
a1ary. 

sy Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Mont C. Marshall and sev- 
eral hundred other citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., for repeal of the 
tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of E. B. Blight, J. C. McKeongh, F. R. Belliotti, 
T. S. Wilson, FE. N. Bavgar, Joseph J. Lojowns, W. H. Rogers, 
Elizabeth Dort, Henry Mannel, George Reimame, C. N. Reese, 
C. E. Noble, Peter G. Browner, Charles §. Schench, all of Buffalo, 
N. Y., favoring the repeal of section 907, subdivision 1 (toilet 
articles) and subdivision 2 (medicinal preparations); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted at annual meeting-.of National Asso- 
ciation of Manufacturers held in New York May 22, 1919, in 
reference to United States employment service; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of Rogers-Brown Iron Co. , by H. T. Clement, 
treasurer, protesting against the continuation of the Department 
of Labor employment service of Buffalo, N. Y.; to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petition from citizens of Shell 
‘Lake, Wis., protesting against the repeal of the war-time pro- 
‘hibition measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: Petition of New York Pharmaceutical 
Conference, druggists of Greater New York and county of West- 
posters opposing luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

; Also, petition of Political Association Redeemed Italians, ask- 
ing for recognition of Italian claims; to the Committee on Fer- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of State of New York, 
for a national policy of development of water resources; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of American Association of Woolen and Worsted 
Manufacturers, New York, against repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. ae 

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of sundry citizens of Clinton, Mass., 


Gea igainst repeal ef daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 
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Also, petition of 12,000 women of Massachusetts Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, against repeal of war-time prohi- 
bition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Railway Car Manufacturers’ Association, 
New York, opposing the continuance of United States Empley- 
ment Serviee; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition and letters asking for repeal of luxury tax; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions and letters against the repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of Mountain View 
Shakespeare Club, of Bl Monte; Friends’ Church, of Bell; 
Sunday School Association of Los Angeles County; Pilgrims 
Congregational Church,. of Pomona; Garvanza Methodist 
Chureh, Los Angeles; Reformed Presbyterian Church, Los 
Angeles, all in the State of California, against the repeal of 
war prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of American Association of Woolen 
and Worsted Manufacturers, opposing the repeal of daylight- 
saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of New York Pharmaceutical Conference, drug- 
gists of Greater New York and county of Westchester, strenu- 
ously opposing the luxury taxes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Political Association Redeemed Italians, 
relating to Italian claims; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Harry F. Scheetz, Frankford Arsenal, to pass 
an adequate retirement bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers te accompany House bill 
4047, granting increase of pension to Elijah H. Spencer; toe the 
Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Petition of residents of Albany, Cohoes, 
and Rensselaer, all of New York State, favoring the repeal of 
the tax en sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Delmar, N. Y., favoring enforce- 
ment of war-time prohibition legislation; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of several hundred citizens of New York, favor- 
ing the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of residents ef Albany, Cohoes, Troy, Water- 
vliet, and New York, protesting against the enforcement of the 
eighteenth amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Troy and Watervliet, all of New 
York State, protesting against the enforcement of the eighteenth 
amendment to the Constitution ; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of various residents of the Thirty- 
third district of New York, for repeal of the tax on sodas, ice 
cream, and soft drinks; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Polish people of Meriden, Conn., 
protesting against Jewish attempts to influence public opinion 
against Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Busi- 
ness Men’s Association of Pottstown and vicinity, urging re- 
tention of zone advances; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of D. Scott Chisholm et al., against the tax of 
10 per cent levied on sporting goods; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WINGO: Petition of 76 citizens of Paris, Ark., pro- 
testing against the repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, June 11, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, Thy peace, deeper than the noise and confusion 
of the world’s dread alarm, Thy peace flows in a tide that is 
too deep for sound or foam. We come seeking Thy peace, be- 
cause we believe that the peace of the world depends upon Thy 
peace in the hearts of men. We pray that in this place of 
power we may have the peace of God that passeth all under- 
standing, and that in all our deliberations and utterances we 
may be guided and controlled and sweetened and blessed by 
the abiding peace of God in our hearts. For Christ’s sake. 
Amen. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, 
quorum. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 


TI suggest the absence of a 





- 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Beckham 
Capper 
Chamberlain 
Cummins 
Curtis 

Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 

Likins 
Fletcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Gronna 


Harris 
Iiarrison 
Henderson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 
Keyes 

King 

Kirby 
Lenroot 


McNary 
Nelson 
Newberry 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Phelan 
Phip 
Poindexter 
Ransdell 
Robinson 
McKellar Sheppard 
Hale McLean Sherman 


Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Smiru], is necessarily detained by death in his family. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to announce that the junior Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], the Senator from Nebraska 
| Mr. Hrrcncock], and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE] 
are detained on official business. 

Mr. DIAL. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Smitu of South Carolina] is absent on account of illness in 
his family. He is paired with the Senator from South Dakota 
|Mr. Srertinc]. I ask that this announcement may continue 
for the day. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have been requested to announce that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations is in session, and, unless it is 
necessary to secure a quorum, the committee very much prefers 
to remain in session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. [Fifty-three Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The Sec- 
retary will read the Journal of the proceedings of the pre- 
ceding day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
preceedings, when, on request of Mr. SMoor and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 


Smith, Ariz. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 


UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD (S. DOC. NO. 32). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the chairman of the United States Shipping Board 
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in the 
sum of $2,417,186.95 required by the United States Shipping 
Board for recruiting, instructing, and training officers, engi- 
neers, and crews for American vessels, which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. 
liempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
creeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
ate to the bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1920. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 5312) to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 


SO] 


for carrying out the act entitled “An act to provide for the’ 


operation of transportation systems while under Federal con- 
trol, for the just compensation of their owners, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 21, 1918, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EDGE. I present resolutions signed by 15,000 men em- 
ployed in the New York Shipbuilding Corporation’s shipyards at 
Camden, N. J. I ask that the body of one of the petitions be 
printed in the Recorp and that they be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 


There being no objection, the petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and the body of one of the 
petitions was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


CAMDEN, N. J., April 4, 1919. 


Whereas there now exists the necessity of absorbing in employment men 
being discharged from the Army and Navy service, and also men 
being discharged from employment in factories which have been 
producing strictly war materials, it is vitaily important at the present 
time that workmen should be kept employed to the fullest possible 
extent in the production of useful product; and 

Whereas the steady employment of 15,000 men in the New York Ship- 
building Corporation’s shipyards, as well as the employment of the 
great army of men in the entire Delaware River district and the ship- 
yards of the Atlantic and Pacific seaboard, is of vital importance to 
this locality and the entire United States; and 
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Whereas the necessit 
amply demonstrat 
again dependent u 


of having a large merchant marine has been 
during the World War, so that we will not be 
n Aig: 4 nations to carry our troops to and 
from places where duty calls them or vital national necessity requires 
their presence: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That we, the undersigned workmen in the employ of the 
New York Shipbuilding Corporation, of .Camden, N. J., urge upon our 
Senators and Representatives the early passage of the items in the 
deficiency and sundry civil bills covering contracts already. made and 

lans contemplated for the enlargement of the merchant marine of the 
Jnited States. 

Mr. CAPPER presented memorials of sundry citizens of Kan- 
sas City, Topeka, Dearing, Leanna, Buffalo, Belleville, Eudora, 
St. Marys, Belvue, Jetmore, and Nekoma, all in the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NEWBERRY presented resolutions adopted by the Michi- 
gan Committee to Secure Rank for Army Nurses, favoring the 
granting of rank to Army nurses, which were referred to the 
Yommittee on Military Affairs. ; 

He also presented a memorial of the Congregation of the St. 
Joseph Classic Reformed Church of Detroit, Mich., remon- 
strating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Niles, 
Mich., remonstrating against the repeal of the so-called daylight- 
saving law, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. TowNsEND) presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Ann Arbor, Mich., praying for the repeal of tax on 
ice cream, sodas, and soft drinks, which was referred .to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. TowNsEND) presented a petition of Local 
Branch No. 31, United National Association of Post Office Clerks, 
of Syracuse, N. Y., and a petition of Local Branch No. 1, United 
National Association of Post Office Clerks, of New York City, 
N. Y., praying for a readjustment of the salaries of postal clerks, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 


-Roads. 


He also (for Mr. TowNSEND) presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Petosky, Escanaba, Sault Ste. Marie, and Hastings, 
all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the repeal 
of war-time prohibition, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. TowNsEnpD) presented a petition of Local 
Branch Michigan League to Enforce Peace, of Grand Rapids, 
of the Diocese of the Protestant Episcopal Church of Marquette, 
and of sundry citizens of Grand Rapids, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the ratification of the proposed league 
of nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the repeal of the tax on ice 
cream, soda, and soft drinks, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Bethlehem, Woodbury, Fairfield, Guilford, Hockanum, Winsted, 
Wallingford, Portland, Wapping, New London, Danbury, Hart- 
ford, Suffield, Baltic, Clinton, New Haven, Naugatuck, East Had- 
dam, Rocky Hill, and Willimantic, all in the State of Connecti- 
cut, remonstrating against the repeal of war-time prohibition, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition adopted at the Fruit 
Growers and Farmers Convention held at Riverside, Calif. 
praying for the proposed modification of war-time prohibition so 
as to permit the manufacture of wine and beer, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented petitions of sundry Slavonian 
societies in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the independ- 
ence of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair dealing in con- 
nection with peace deliberations, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE presented memorials of the congregations of the 
Methodist Church of Winthrop and Richmond, in the State of 
Maine, remonstrating against the repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Scobey, Mont., remonstrating against the repeal of war-time 
prohibition, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. HARDING presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Oak Hill, Ohio, remonstrating against the repeal of war-time 
prohibition, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the State 
of Ohio, praying for the repeal of the so-called “ luxury” tax, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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He. also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Harrison 
County, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the so-called daylight- 
saving law, which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce.  ~ 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Vermont, praying for the repeal of the so-called 
darlight-saving law, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Granite City, Hamburg, Naperville, Batavia, Deer Creek, 
Farmington, and Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the repeal or modification of war-time prohi- 
bition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


BRITISH CENSORSHIP OF AMERICAN MAIL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to present and have 
printed in the Recorp a very short letter, together with the 
notations on the envelope, by a business house showing the 
opening of business letters by the British censor. It is mail 
going to Norway and Sweden. I believe it shows that the letters 
are opened and business information extracted and used by our 
British competitors in the Scandinavian Peninsula to the in- 
jury of the business houses in New York City. The same thing 
is true, I may state, of certain business houses in Chicago 
doing an export business. I wish to protest against it. I have 
repeatedly called the attention of the State Department to 
what I believe to be a violation of the right of censorship under 
present conditions. 

I make this public protest in the hope that it may fortify 
the Department of State in proper action; and if no immediate 
relief is had, that we enact some legislation looking to the 
restriction of British commerce in retaliation. I regard it as 
a very gross abuse of the power of censorship diverted to 
private use. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


NEW YorK, June 10, 1919. 
Senator SHERMAN, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

My Drar SENATOR: I inclose herewith two envelopes in which were 
contained two business letters, which were evidently opened by the Eng- 
lish censor. Kindly investigate the matter and inform me, if possible, 
when the censorship on American mails to their old customers in neutral 
countries will cease. I consider the present situation outrageous and 
scandalous. 

Any information you will give me will be thankfully received. We 
have been doing business with our customers in Stockholm, Sweden, for 
over 30 years. 

Yours, truly, L. BEST. 
[Envelope.] 
Front: A./B. B. A. Hjorth & Co., Stockholm. 
Postmark : Stockholm, 26, .4.19. 8-9 em. AVG, 
Back: Opened by censor, 5770. 

[Envelope.] 

Front: A./B. B. A. Hjorth & Co,, Stockholm. 
Postmark: Stockholm, 13. 5.19. 8-9 em. AVG. 
Back: Opened by censor, 4384. 


AVD. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am directed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bil] (S. 202) pro- 
viding for an additional judge for the district of Montana, to 
report it back favorably without amendment. In reference to 
this bill I wish to state that later I shall submit a report (No. 
13) to accompany the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
calendar. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 206) coneerning actions 
on account of death or personal injury within places under the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, reported it without 
amendment. 


The bill will be placed on the 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1651) providing for the construction of a Pacific 
cable, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 1652) to provide for the establishment, operation, 
and maintenance of a free zone in the port of Boston, Mass., 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1653) to amend the act entitled “An act making 
further and more effective provisions for the national defense, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916; and 

A bill (S. 1654) regulating the salaries of Army field elerks, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1655) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the memorial committee of the chamber of commerce, Glasgow, 
Mont., a German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 1656) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the Council of National Defense of Montana 25 German can- 
nons or fieldpieces ; 

A bill (S. 1657) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the Red Lodge Chamber of Commerce, Red Lodge, Mont., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece ; and 

A bill (S. 1658) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the committee on monuments, Fort Benton, Mont., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 1659) to relieve Congress from the adjudication of 
private claims against the Government ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

A bill (S. 1660) to provide a division of tuberculosis in, and 
an advisory council for, the United States Public Health Service. 
and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 1661) for the relief of Maj. Ellis B. Miller; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 1662) providing additional compensation to cer- 
tain employees of the Post Office Department for overtime 
service ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY (for Mr. TownseENp) : 

A bill (S. 1663) to fix the salary of the United States dis- 
trict attorney for the eastern district of Michigan (with accom- 
panying paper) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1664) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Pletcher (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 1665) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase a site and erect a Federal building 
thereon in Canton, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1666) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Critchette ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDING: 

A bill (S. 1667) granting an increase of pension to Godfried 
Ziegler ; 

A bill (S. 1668) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 1669) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Rogers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 1670) for the relief of the Arundel Sand & Gravel 
Co.; and e 

A bill (S. 1671) for the relief of the Eastern Transportation 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1672) to amend the act of August 29, 1916; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. HALB. I desire to give notice that I intend to move to 
amend Rule VII, paragraph 1, by inserting after “ concurrent 
and other resolutions ”: 

resolutions coming over from a preceding day, when requested by 
the Senator introducing the same, which resolutions shall be debatable. 

Metions coming over from a preceding day to discharge a committee 
from the further consideration of a bill, resolution, or other matter in 
the hands of a committee, which motions shall be debatable. 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. PHELAN, I desire to have printed as a public document 
certain papers on the league of nations. I ask that they be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be so referred. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 5312. An act to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for carrying out the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
operation of transportation systems while under Federal con- 
trol, for the just compensation of their owners, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 21, 1918, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 641, the unfinished business. 

The metion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 641) to 
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amend section 10 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
operation of transportation systems while under Federal con- 
trel. for the just compensation of their owners, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 21, 1918. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned 
last evening I was explaining the purpose and effect of the bill 
now before the Senate. The senior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Newson]. who, I observe, is not now present in the Cham- 
ber, had made objection to that part of the bill—or, rather, 
that amendment which the committee proposes to the bill—con- 
fining it, in its restoration of jurisdiction over rates, to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. I said practically all that 
I desired to say upon that subject in the colloquy between that 
Senator and myself; but I may observe, further, that it would 
put the Government of the United States in a very peculiar and 
a very disagreeable position if we were now to subordinate or 
subject it to the jurisdiction of the several State commissions 
with regard to rates. For illustration, if a State were to pass 
a law, or if a commission of a State were to proclaim rates 
that in the judgment of the President or of the Railroad Ad- 
ministration were confiscatory, and rates that would not sus- 
tain their fair share of the burden of carrying on the entire 
traflic, it is quite evident that the carrier company could not in- 
stitute a suit for the purpose of enjoining and finally annulling 
such rates, for the companies would have no interest whatever 
in that controversy. 

It is equally clear that the Federal Government ought not to 
be driven to the neeessity of instituting suits for the purpose 
of enjoining the act, direct or indirect, of the State govern- 
ments. I see no ether way to deal with the subject than to 
allew. in the comparatively short period of Federal control, 
ithe right of the administration to imstitute State rates to re- 
main Sut that is a matter, of course, for the final determina- 
tion of the Cengress. 

The bill has in it one feature which was not contained in the 
bill reported to Congress at the last session, and which seemed 
to meet the general approval of the Members of the Senate, 
and, indeed, 1 think, of all the Members of Congress. There 
is an amendment proposed which prolongs the statutes or or- 
ders of limitation respecting the filing of claims with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission for reparation for overcharges, 
as you all know, and prolonging the period in which those who 
have suffered loss or damage in the transportation of persons 
or preperty for bringing the suits which are authorized in the 
act of March, 1918. This has been suggested for a very obvious 
reason. There have been various orders issued by the Director 
General of Railroads with regard to the place and the manner 
of bringing suit for such injuries. The people have not very 
weil understood what their rights really are in that respect. 

In view of these well-known facts, it seems to me but fair 
now to exclude from the time which is to be computed either for 
filing claims or for bringing suit the period of Federal control; 
that is to say, to allow these stetutes or orders of limitation to 
begin to run now rather than to begin to run at the time the 
several causes of action accrued, 

I know personally that there has been very great difliculty 
in adjusting this particular subject in various parts of the coun- 
try, and I say this without the least implication of any desire 
to oppress the people in any part of the country. It is one of 
the natural and inevitable consequences of a transition such 
as we experienced at the close of the year 1917. 

With these observations, I think that I have explained every 
feature of the bill which is at all material; and I close my 
remarks by reiterating what I said in the beginning, namely, 
that the chief purpose—and it is so chief that it may almost be 
said to be the sole purpose of the proposed legislation—is to 
restore to the Interstate Commerce Commission the authority 
which that body had over interstate rates prior to the time 
that the Government took possession of the railroads, and 
especially prior to the time we passed the act of 1918. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. KING. The Senator has adverted to the attitude taken 
yesterday by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLtson] and to 
the apprehensions which he expressed of the evils which would 
result from leaving intrastate rates subject to the absolute 
contro], as at present, of the Director General. The thought 
has occurred to me that perhaps this bill would lead to con- 
flict between the Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
Director General; that is to say, the Director General would 
impose rates upon intrastate business that would be entirely 
at variance with the rates imposed by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; that the rates intrastate in character might be 
very much higher than those imposed by the Interstate Com- 
meree Commission and lead to discrimination and injustice. 
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Has the Senator thought of any method by which that evil, 
which may perhaps exist only in our fancy, might be remedied? 
It is, however, clearly an evil which is possible by the exercise 
of, perhaps, arbitrary power by the Director General or by the 
exercise of the power within the authority and prerogatives of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, but yet power of such a 
eharacter in the fixing of rates as would disturb the just equilib- 
rium and ratio which should exist between intra and inter state 
commerce. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, it is hardly possible to con- 
ceive such a situation as has been mentioned by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Krna], but I think there is ample power on the 
part of the Interstate Commerce Commission to deal with it if 
it should arise. The Senator from Utah will remember that a 
few years ago the question arose before the Interstate Com- 
merece Commission with regard to a discrimination practiced, 
as was alleged, by some of the States in the rates which they 
had established as against interstate commerce, and the general 
claim was that there must be a fair, reasonable relation be- 
tween the rates imposed by the State for its own traffic and the 
rates generally in force governing interstate traffic. That con- 
troversy finally reached the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and it was there held that the Federal Government, as repre- 
sented in the Interstate Commerce Commission, had authority 
to bring the rates in these two jurisdictions into proper relation 
with each other. 

Again, a question arose in Minnesota, which finally came to 
the Supreme Court. The claim there was that the intrastate 
rates did not bear their fair share of the burden of sustaining 
the carrier, which was engaged in interstate transportation as 
well as State transportation. The Supreme Court held that 
was a proper matter for the exercise of the power of the General 
Government ; that is to say, it held that if intrastate rates were 
so low that they did not contribute their proper share of the 
revenues necessary to sustain the carrier, the difficulty could be 
cured and the remedy provided by the General Government 
through the Interstate Commerce Commission, although it must 
be admitted that, as the law is now, the Interstate Commerce 
Couunission has not that full and complete authority which, I 
have no doubt, will shortly be conferred upon it. I mention 
these two cases as indicating that the General Government, even 
under the law as it is, through the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, can and will maintain the proper relation, or a fair 
relation, between the rates which are purely intrastate and those 
which are interstate. 


CALLING OF THE ROLL, 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I gave notice on— 
yesterday that at this time I would address the Senate on the 
covenant for a league of nations and the Constitution. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Beckham 
Capper 
Chamberlain 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 

Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 
Elkins 


France 
Frelinghuysen 
Gronna 

Hale 

Harris 
Henderson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Fletcher Kenyon Poindexter Watson 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I find myself the 
only member present, I believe, of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. That committee is now conducting an investigation 
under a certain resolution of the Senate; they have witnesses 
from a distance here, and are now in session in the Senate 
Office Building. I make this statement in explanation of the 
absence of the Senators engaged in that undertaking. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have 
swered to the roll call. There is not a quorum present. 
Secretary will call the names of the absent Senators. 

The Secretary called the names of absent Senators, and Mr. 
Fernaup, Mr. Newserry, Mr. Norris, Mr. Overman, Mr. Rans- 
DELL, and Mr. STeriinc answered to their names when called. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
SHIELDs] is unavoidably detained from the Chamber on impor- 
tant business. I should like to have this announcement stand 
for the day. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to announce that the junior Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. SwANson], the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. Hrrcncock], and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PomEeneNE] 
are detained on official business. 


Keyes 
King 
Kirby 

La Follette 
McKellar 
McLean 
Nugent 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 


Robinson 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smoot 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 


an- 
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Mr. STaANLey, Mr. NeELson, and Mr. 
Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-three Senators have 
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

THE COVENANT AND THE CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, in the general as- 
sault upon the plan devised by the statesmen assembled at the 
peace conference at Versailles for a league of nations to insure 
the future peace of the world, it is insisted that the covenant 
submitted is in contravention of the Constitution of the United 
States and ought, for that reason, to be rejected by the Senate. 
The people of this country have an intense pride in and a just 
reverence for their national Constitution, esteeming it at once 
as the palladium of their rights and liberties and as assuring 
to them the best government ever contrived by the wit of man. 
If a well-founded apprehension that any policy runs counter 
to the commands or restrictions express or implied of the organic 
law can be excited, it serves often as well as complete demon- 
stration to accomplish its rejection, so axiomatic is it regarded 
that a course condemned by the Constitution can be neither safe 
nor wise. 

It results, as a consequence of this sensitiveness on the. part 
of the public, that scarcely a measure of great national impor- 
tance comes before either branch of Congress that is not as- 
sailed as being unconstitutional in some vital feature. 

In my time as a Member of this body I have listened to pro- 
tracted arguments attacking, on constitutional grounds, the va- 
rious bills, among others, which eventually became the Federal 
reserve law, the Federal Trade Commission law, the Clayton 
law, the child-labor law, the farm-loan law, the eight-hour 
law, the espionage act, and the draft act, as well as bills which 
reached the last stage of legislative consideration for granting 
franchises for the erection of dams for the generation of power 
in navigable streams and in waters on the public domain, and 
for leasing nonmetallic mineral public lands. 

Of all the acts passed by Congress in the record-breaking 
calendar it has made since March 4, 1913, including those in- 
duced by the stern necessities of the Great War before and after 
we became participants in it, only the child-labor act has been 
condemned by the Supreme Court as in contravention of the 
Constitution, while it has specifically upheld the eight-hour law, 
the espionage act, and the draft act. The Circuit Court of 
Appeals for the Eighth Circuit recently sustained the trade- 
commission act, which was vigorously denounced in the course 
of its passage as violative of established and recognized prin- 
ciples of constitutional law. A former Member of the Senate 
recently deliberately and formally walked out of the Democratie 
Party because, as he asserted, it had ceased to be the guardian 
of the Constitution or to respect its injunctions and restrictions. 
Yet he pointed to no single act, save as heretofore stated, for 
which that party was in any sense responsible which had not 
stood the test of investigation by the courts. 

There was a brief period in our history, not so remote, in 
which the Constitution was interposed, with some degree of suc- 
cess in and out of Congress against every measure intended 
to restrain predatory wealth or accord to labor some protec- 
tion in the unequal siruggle in which it has become involved 
because of modern industrial conditions. The more liberal 
spirit which has come to prevail has provoked no little re- 
pining among certain classes over what they conceive to be 
the decay of our institutions and the impending dissolution of 
the social order, no less than the disregard of constitutional 
limitations. 

It has become a habit of mind with many who have been com- 
pelled reluctantly to accommodate themselves to unwelcome legis- 
lation of the character mentioned to see in every innovation 
some repugnancy to the Constitution, viewed, of course, in the 
narrow, illiberal spirit in which they have become accustomed 
to regard it. How far the influences referred to may be oper- 
ative, how far general opposition to the league of nations, 
springing from either partisan or patriotic motives, may account 
for the attitude taken, it is unnecessary, and perhaps it would 
be futile to inquire, but it is seriously contended that whatever 
liberty of action may be permitted to other nations, our coun- 
try, the first among them all in power and in influence, can not, 
by reason of its peculiar Constitution, enter into the covenant 
proposed, though it should accomplish all its most ardent and 
enthusiastic supporters claim for it, though it should usher in 
the era when— 


The war drum throbs no ionger, 
And the battle flags are furled 
In the parliament of man, 
The federation of the world. 
This view has not only been advanced in speeches on the floor, 


but there was introduced into the Recorp a contribution to the 


Simmons entered the 


an- 
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press by an eminent jurist of the District of Columbia, and wide 
circulation has been given to addresses of a former ambassador, 
a professor of law, in which it is elaborately supported. 

More recently an address by a Federal judge, asserting that 
the covenant contravenes the Constitution, was made a part 
of the Recorp, and on yesterday a resolution was presented by 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania, formerly Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States and later Secretary of State, in which 
the league is denounced and the demand is made that the cove- 
nant be separated from the other provisions of the treaty, one 
paragraph of the resolution, evidently aimed at the covenant, 
being as follows: 


‘That since the people of the United States have themselves deter- 
mined and provided in their Constitution the only ways in which the 
Constitution may be amended, and since amendment by treaty stipula- 
tion is not one of the methods which the people have so prescribed, 
the treaty-making power of the United States has no authority to make 
a treaty which in effect amends the Constitution of the United States, 
and the Senate of the United States can not advise and consent to any 
treaty provision which would have such effect if enforced. 

The basis of the recital from this high authority that the 
treaty of which the covenant forms a part is inconsistent with 
the Constitution will be referred to later. 

Journals of wide circulation and more or less influence, an- 
tagonistic to the league, have assumed, without any attempt at 
demonstration, that the contention so made is confessedly sound, 
and that, as one such at least has expressed it, radical amend- 
ments of our organie law will be necessary before the United 
States can enter into the league. The eminent Senator from 
Massachusetts in the debate with President Lowell, of Harvard, 
which attracted wide notice, pursued this easy method of dispu- 
tation, and having assumed the antagonism to be indisputable, 
added: “No doubt we could amend our Constitution to fit the 
league, but it would take some time.” 

The comment just made is offered lest, in view of the history 
of our country, to which reference will be made, this effort to 
refute the contention thus advanced might be deemed a work 
of pedantic supererogation. 

BASIS OF CLAIM. 


In the main it is founded upon the claim that by the treaty, 
of which the league is a constituent feature, in the making of 
which the House of Representatives has no part, our country 
becomes obligated in a way in which it can be bound, or becomes 
committed to a course or policy upon which it can enter only 
through the action of Congress—that is to say, the concurrent 
action of both Houses of the national legislature. It is particu- 
larly urged that the covenant obligates us to wage war in certain 
contingencies, while the Constitution (Art I, sec. 8) declares 
that “ Congress shall have power to declare war.” The proposi- 
tion is extravagantly expressed by some as an attempt to trans- 
fer the power to declare war from Congress to the league. 

In an address delivered in the Senate on December 18 last by 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania the question was raised 
by the following inquiry and comment: 

“Suppose that it were proposed that the United States should bind 
itself in advance by treaty to go to war in given circumstances. Under 
the Constitution war can be declared only by the Congress. How 
could the President, by negotiating a treaty, and the Senate, by con- 
nenting to its ratification, bind this country to declare war? A declara- 
tion of war is, under the Constitution, a prerogative of the Congress. 
The appropriations to initiate or to conduct war are in the discretion 
of the Congress.” 

It will be noted that the Senator, whose acknowledged ability 
as well as his experience as Attorney General and Secretary of 
State give to his utterances on the subject he was discussing 
unusual weight, did not unequivocally commit himself to the 
view that the treaty-making power is not sufficiently broad to 
warrant a convention obligating the Nation to make war, either 
presently or upon a future contingency, yet the casual reader, 
and especially one disinclined, for any reason, to give the league 
his support, would unquestionably receive the impression from 
the language quoted that the Senator subscribed to and had an- 
nounced that doctrine. 


SUCH A TREATY NOT UNIQUE. 


In this connection an ineident in our diplomatic history, pres- 
ently to be referred to, is illuminating. The covenant does un- 
doubtedly, should the treaty be signed, obligate this country to 
make war. Article 10, frequently referred to, reads as follows: 

The members of the league undertake to respect and preserve, 
against external aggression, the territorial integrity and existing politi- 
cal independence of all members of the league. In case of any such 
aggression, or in case of any threat or danger of such aggression, the 


council shall advise upon the means by which this obligation shall be 
fulfilled. 


as 


That plainly means that if the territory of any member is 
invaded or threatened by the military forces of any other nation 
within or without the league, all other members thereof will 
come to its assistance to repel the aggressor and coerce him 
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into keeping the peace. It may be that commercial pressure and 
isolation contemplated by other provisions of the covenant may 
be found effective to restrain a threatened or anticipated mili- 
tary movement directed at a member of the league, but all 
efforts less drastic failing, the obligation can be honorably dis- 
charged only by joining our forces with those of the threatened 
or invaded country and of the other nations obligated with us 
and making war upon the disturber of the general peace. 

Much eloquence has been expended in denunciation of this 
feature of the league, but it is the soul and spirit of the 
covenant. Cut it out and the heart is cut out of the only plan 
the statesmanship of the world has been able to devise or has 
ever been able to offer for the preservation of the peace of the 
world, as a substitute for the system which has again exhibited 
itself to an agonized world as a colossal and yet miserable fail- 
ure, but to which some Senators still exhibit a fatuous attach- 
ment. It is true, beyond doubt, that that article obligates us 
to make war. But we have not hesitated heretofore to assume 
a like obligation. We entered into a treaty with the Republic 
of Panama, the first article of which is as follows: 

ArT. 1, The United States guarantees and will maintain the inde- 
pendence of the Republic of Panama. 

No one can doubt the significance of that undertaking. We 
go to war with any country that attempts to reduce the republic 
through whose concession we built the Panama Canal. That 
treaty was entered into in the year 1904, the late Theodore 
Roosevelt being President of the United States and PHILANDER 
©. Kywox, now a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania, his 
Atterney General and official legal adviser. Whatever view 
may now be entertained by the latter, it is quite evident that 
in 1904, at least, he harbored no serious doubt of the binding 
character of a treaty under which the United States became 
obligated to resort to the dread arbitrament of war. 
be doing him, as well as the President.of the United States who 
negotiated the treaty, a gross injustice to imagine that they 
accepted the grant of the Canal Zone upon the considerations 
named in the treaty, the first in importance to the feeble young 
Republic of Panama being the guarantee of its independence, 
if either of them at the time conceived that there was any 
doubt of the authority of the President and the Senate in the 
exercise of the treaty-making power so to bind the Nation. The 
comment of the Senator above quoted may well arouse appre- 
hensions on the part of the Government and people of Panama 
which, in view of his relation to the treaty, he will doubtless 
hasten to still, if his further study of the subject will permit, 
by the assurance that whatever doubts he may have entertained 
in the month of December last concerning the binding character 
of article 1 of the treaty of 1904, they have, on further reflec- 
tion, been resolved in favor of the view that it is a solemn obli- 
gation of the United States entered into in conformity with the 
Constitution. 

It is persuasive that though the treaty referred to was, at the 
time it was negotiated, the subject of heated controversy, the 
right of the President and the Senate under the Constitution to 
obligate the Nation, as recited in article 1, was questioned by 
no one, so far as the report of the public debates in relation to 
the treaty discloses, though there were then in the Senate many 
profound lawyers, life-long students of the Constitution, in- 
cluding Senators Bacon, Hoar, and Spooner. 

Among those voting to ratify it were the following, stiil 
Members of the Senate: Senators LopcE, McCumber, NELSON, 
PENROSE, SIMMONS, Smoot, and WAnrEeN. It was not without 
precedent in assuming that there was no transgression of the 
Constitution in the treaty. In the year 1846 a treaty was con- 
cluded with the Republic of New Granada, in which, mention 
having been made of means of transportation across the Isthmus 
of Panama and certain concessions in relation thereto granted 
to the United States, our Government subscribed to the under- 
taking, evidenced by the following clause thereof: 

Aud in order to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant 
enjoyment of these advantages, and as an especial compensation for 
the said advantages and for the favors they have acquired by the 
fourth, fifth, and sixth articles of this treaty, the United States guar- 
antee, positively and eflicaciously, to New Granada, by the present 
stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Isthmus, 
with the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea 
may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while this 
treaty exists; and, in consequence, the United States also guarantee in 
the same manner the rights of sovereignty and property which New 
Granada has and possesses over the said territory. 

At the time of the ratification of that treaty Webster, Benton, 
Calhoun, and Clayton were Members of the Senate. None of 
them, so far as history discloses, had any misgivings concern- 
ing the power of the President and the Senate thus to agree 
for the Nation. 

Webster had only recently returned after quitting the post 
of Secretary of State. Shortly thereafter, in the course of a 
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speech delivered in the Senate, he referred to the provision of 
the treaty above quoted and alluded to it as a binding obliga- 
tion of the Government, saying: 

This Government, looking upon this stipulation as a benefit obtained, 
a boon conceded by the Government of New Granada, as an equivalent 
for this consideration, entered on its part into an engagement to pro- 
tect and guarantee and defend the neutrality of this whole Isthmus 
This will be seen by reference to the thirty-fifth article of the ey 
which will be found in the volume of the laws of the last session. t 
is there very distinctly stated. There is no question about it. We 
are under treaty obligations to maintain the neutrality of this Isthmus 
and the authority of the Government of New Granada over it. 

Senators who insistently protest against the league because 
the covenant under which it is to operate obligates each mem- 
ber to come to the aid of any that may be attacked by another | 
nation—an obligation which contemplates the waging of war— 
but into which, it is asserted, this Government can not con-. 
sistently with the Constitution enter, constitute themselves the; 
special champions of the Monroe doctrine, the maintenance of! 
which they aver to be essential to the preservation of the na-- 
tional integrity. With repeated professions of their devotion 
to America and her institutions, carrying faintly the sugges- 
tion that it is of a quality superior to that of those who differ 
with them concerning the wisdom of entering into the league, 
they proclaim that the Monroe doctrine must be upheld at all 
cost. But what is the Monroe doctrine but a voluntary obliga- 
tion assumed by the United States to “ respect and preserve as 
against external aggression ’’—external in this case signifying 
transoceanic—the Republics of South and Central America? 
It may be more, but it is at least that. If we were to enter 
into a treaty with Brazil, say these expounders of the Constitu- 
tion, by which, upon some consideration moving to us, we 
undertook to “preserve as agaiust external aggression” her 
“territorial integrity and existing political independence,” it 
would be a void act, but we are even now bound to do so with- 
out a treaty under peril of national obliteration. 

The Monroe doctrine lends itself easily to oratory. It was 
the theme of the most eloquent address delivered in the Senate 
in many years, so moving in its appeal to an intense nationalism 
as to evoke the unrestrained plaudits of the listening Senate in 
disregard of its traditions and of the galleries that went unre- 
buked by common consent. The peroration was in the nature 
of a tribute to the late President Roosevelt, whose Americanism 
was justly exalted and in whese name the orator called upon 
his associates to denounce before the country any league of 
nations as essentially at war with the ideas for which his hero 
stood. But he seemed to have overlooked, as those who fol- 
lowed his advice would have learned with embarrassment from 
an informed public, that Theodore Roosevelt was long ago com- 
mitted to the very policy against which his name was invoked.’ 
In his speech accepting the Nobel prize at Christiania, in 1910, 
he said: 

It would be a master stroke if those great powers honestly bent on 
peace would form a league of peace, not only to keep the peace among 
themselves, but to prevent, by force if necessary, its being broken by 
others. The supreme difficulty in connection with developing the 
peace work of The Hague arises from the lack of any executive power, 
of any police power, to enforce the decrees of the courts, 

And in a letter printed in the New York Times October 18, 
1914, he indorsed more specifically the essential principles of 
the plan now submitted for the approval of the world in the 
following language: 

The one permanent move for obtuining peace, which has yet been 
suggested, with any reasonable chance of attaining its object, is by an 
agreement among the great powers, in which each should pledge itself 
not only to abide by the decisions of 2 common tribunal but to back 
with force the decision of that common tribunal. The great civilized 
nations of the world which do possess force, actual or immediately 
potential, should combine by solemn agreement in a great world league 
for the peace of righteousness. * * * 

They should, furthermore, agree not only to abide, cach of them, by 
the decision of the court, but all of them to unite with their military 
forces to enforce the decree of the court as against any recalcitrant 
member. Under these circumstances it would be possible to agree on 
a limitation of armaments that would be real and effective. 

Apparently his courageous heart did not shrink from. the 
task of keeping the world at peace, nor was his virile mind 
disturbed by doubts as to the power of our country under tha 
Constitution to play its part therein. 

HISTORY OF TITE CONTENTION, 

The controversy over the limitations of the treaty-making 
power of the Government or of the Executive and the Senate, 
now renewed, is as old, almost, as the Constitution. It was 
precipitated by the famous Jay treaty, negotiated in 1794, 
during the administration of President Washington, and was 
then disposed of in a way that ought to have been regarded 
as a final interment of the contention that is the subject of 
this discussion. Like Banquo'’s ghost, however, it will not 
down. It has again and again been urged that in all cases in 
which, by the Constitution, the action. of Congress is neces- 
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sary—that is to say, participation by the House of Representa- 
tives is essential in order that the treaty may be carried out 
and its obligations discharged—the Executive and the Senate 
are without authority to enter into the treaty, wanting the 
eoncurrenee of the House, or the subject altogether transcends 
the treaty-making power of the Government. The contention 
has been uniformly rejected, but it renews its youthful vigor 
from time to time and is urged with all the ardor that ordi- 
narily attends a first presentation, and without the slightest 
reference to or regard for its unfortunate history. 

A Member was one day in the midst of a protracted discus- 
sion, in which he was assailing the constitutionality of a 
measure under consideration, when he was interrupted by 
another, who called his attention to the fact that the Supreme 
Court had 75 years before decided the question at issue 
adversely to his contention. He remarked simply that he disa- 
greed with the court, and proceeded with his argument. 

The Jay treaty gave rise to much acrimonious discussion in 
the country while it was before the Senate; feeling in respect 
to it, more or less partisan in character, ran high, but it was 
eventually ratified by a bare two-thirds vote. It provided for 
the appointment of various commissions to adjust boundary 
disputes and to report on claims growing out of the War for 
Independence. In cue course, on the exchange of ratifications, 
bills were introduced in the House of Representatives making 
appropriations to meet the salaries of the commissioners so 
appointed and the other expenses attendant on their labors. 
Thereupon the contention heretofore adverted to was made, 
that inasmuch as the treaty could not be carried out without 
action by the House, it remained in the stage of negotiation 
until the approval of that body was accorded it, that any 
nation dealing with ours was bound to take notice of the 
limitation on the treaty-making power thus asserted, so that 
no breach of national faith could be charged if the House with- 
held its approval, and that the duty devolved upon that body 
to enter into an inquiry as to the wisdom of the still imper- 
fect treaty submitted to it. This view secured the adherence 
of a majority of the Mouse, which adopted a resolution calling 
upon the President for the correspondence and documents re- 
lating or leading to the treaty. President Washington de- 
clined to submit the papers, saying in a dignified reply made to 
the request of the House, “It is perfectly clear to my under- 
standing that the assent of the House of Representatives is not 
necessary to the validity of a treaty.” Among other reasons 
advanced by him impelling his mind to that conelusion, he 
observed : 

Having been a member of the general convention, and knowing the 
— on which the Constitution was formed, I have ever enter- 
tained but one opinion on this subject ; and from the first establishment 
of the Government to this moment my conduct has exemplified that 
opinion—that the power of making treaties is exclusively vested in the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, provided 
two-thirds of the Senators present concur; and that every treaty so 
made and promulgated thenceforward became the law of the land. It 
is thus that the treaty-making power has been understood by foreign 
naticns, and in all the treaties made with them we have declared and 
they have believed that when ratified by the President, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, they became obligatory. In this construc- 
tion of the Constitution every House of Representatives has heretofore 
acquiesced, and until the present time not a doubt or suspicion has 
appeared, to my knowledge, that this construction was not the true 
one. Nay, they have more than acquiesced; for till now, without con- 
troverting the obligation of such treaties, they have made all the 
requisite provisions for carrying them into effect. 

The debate on the bills was renewed on the receipt of the 
President’s reply, his position being eloquently championed by 
Fisher Ames, of Massachusetts. A resolution that the legislation 
ought to be enacted was carried by a close vote, and the bills 
were duly passed. 

The baselessness of the contention appeared so obvious to 
Chancellor Kent that, referring to the resolution of April 7, 
1796, heretofore adverted to, in his commentaries he said: 

It can not be mentioned at this day without equal regret and aston- 
ishment that such a resolution passed the House of Representatives. 

The discussion of the subject was renewed over the Louisiana 
Purchase treaty. A like resolution was introduced in the House, 
which was called upon to make provision for the payment of 
the purchase price of the vast domain ceded by France, $15,- 
800,600, but it was defeated, the Federalists leading in the con- 
tention that it was the right and the duty of the House to in- 
quire into the merits of the treaty, as the Republicans, by 
which name the party of Jefferson was then known, had led 
in opposition to the Jay treaty. The historian does not hesitate 
to assign partisan bias as the moving influence in each instunee 
for the attitude of those who insisted that the treaty was void 
or inchoate, wanting the approval of the House of Representa- 
tives, and tke circumstance that the leaders of each of the 
parties of that day took a position in 1803 the very reverse of 








that they assumed in 1796 leaves little doubt of the justice of 
the judgment thus passed upon their official acts. 

The chronicler of the events of our fateful day will not fail 
to note how statesmen who, scarcely more than three years ago, 
when the hope was reasonably indulged by them that the treaty 
of peace presently to be submitted to us would be negotiated 
during a Republican administration, extolled the plan of a 
league of nations to preserve the peace of the world, then con- 
templated as an integral part of the treaty, as worthy of all 
praise, a consummation most devoutly to be wished, now that it 
comes as the result of the labors of a Democratic President, 
denounce it as an abomination. 

The resolution looking to an inquiry by the House of Repre- 
sentatives into the course of the negotiations resulting in the 
treaty with France having been disposed of, it quickly recog- 
nized the binding force thereof, the obligation which, through it, 
had been incurred by the Nation, and passed the necessary 
legislation for the liquidation of the debt. 

The controversy was renewed, however, in 1816 over the com- 
mercial treaty with Great Britain; in 1834 in connection with 
a later treaty with France; in 1867 after the treaty with Russia 
ceding Alaska; in 1887 while the Hawaiian treaty was before 
the Senate; in 1899 over the treaty with Spain, by which the 
Philippines were acquired; and, in a mild way, in 1904, when 
the treaty with Panama was being considered. 

SUBJECT NOT EXCLUDED FROM TREATY-MAKING POWER BECAUSE CONGRESS 
EMPOWERED TO LEGISLATE CONCERNING IT. 

A number of the treaties referred to called for large appro- 
priations to pay for territory acquired; others required legis- 
lation modifying our tariff and tonnage laws; others, as here- 
tofore pointed out, bound us in defensive alliances, contem- 
plating in each case war against the enemy of the othér party 
to the treaty. In no case has Congress ever declined to pass 
the necessary legislation to make effective or to carry into 
execution the treaty. 

It is of no consequence that the treaty deals with a subject 
with reference to which Congress is given power to legislate. 
The President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
is, by the Constitution, given power to make treaties which, with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States made in pursu- 
ance of it, are the supreme law of the land, as the Constitution 
declares. 

It has been held by the Supreme Court so often that refer- 
ence to specific cases is unnecessary, that a treaty in conflict 
with a prior act of Congress repeals it, and, e converso, that a 
later act of Congress inconsistent with a treaty renders it 
nugatory, the later law prevailing. There could, of course, be 
no conflict if the two did not occupy the same field. 


By the Constitution a treaty is placed on the same footing and made 
of like obligation with an act of legislation. Both are declared by that 
instrument to ke the supreme law of the Jand, and no superior efficacy 
‘4 5" to either over the other. (Whitney v. Robertson, 124 U. &., 


The theory that the treaty-making power does not extend to 
any subject with reference to which power is vested in Con- 
gress, if it.ever was seriously maintained, was long ago ex- 
ploded. I can not hope to expose its utter weakness with 
anything like the eloquence or lucidity with which the task was 
discharged by Hon. James Barbour, a Senator from Virginia, 
in the great debate on the commercial treaty with Great 
Britain in 1816. I submit, however, a few observations in that 
connection. 

The constitution gives to Congress power to legislate with 
reference to foreign commerce, but this does not mean that the 
President may not, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, enter into commercial treaties. The Constitutional 
Convention clearly contemplated that such treaties would come 
within the power it proposed to confer upon the President and 
the Senate, since it rejected a proposition to require the assent 
of two-thirds of all the members of the Senate for the ratifica- 
tion of commercial treaties, though the concurrence of two- 
thirds of those present would suffice in the case of other 
treaties. Commercial treaties have been negotiated with nearly 
every civilized country, dealing with a multiplicity of questions 
affecting transactions in foreign commerce, in most instances 
either requiring action by Congress or stipulating against its 
action or constraining it to action along prescribed lines. 

So Congress is given power by the first clause of section § of 
Article I of the Constitution to lay and collect duties, which 
further provides that all bills for raising revenue shall origi- 
nate in the House of Representatives. Yet by the Louisiana 
Purchase treaty it was stipulated that for 12 years the ships 
of France or Spain entering any of the ports of the ceded 
territory should be required to pay only such tonnage charges 
and duties upon their cargoes as should be exacted ef the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ships and citizens of the United States, and that such privi- 
leges should be extended to no other nation. 

By article 1 of the treaty with Cuba, proclaimed December 17, 
1903, it is provided that all products of that country then ad- 
mitted to the United States free of duty should thereafter, so 
long as the treaty stood, be so admitted without payment of 
any duty, and by article 2 of the same treaty the United States 
bound itself to admit all other products of the young Republic 
with a differential in its favor of 20 per cent. An examination 
of the record discloses that among those voting to ratify that 
treaty was the senior Senator from Massachusetts, who, in 
the debate with President Lowell, told his auditors that the 
treaty embracing the league covenant, “because the tariff is 
involved in the article for the boycott” and because it allows 
other nations to “ meddle with our tariff,’ “runs up against a 
provision of the Constitution ” which “ provides that all revenue 
bills shall originate in the House of Representatives.” The 
covenant contemplates that instead of resorting to war to coerce 
a recalcitrant nation commercial pressure or commercial isola- 
tion may be resolved upon by the league. If it recommends that 
course, the Nation binds itself to lay an embargo, a procedure 
expressly held by the Supreme Court more than a hundred years 
ago to be within the power of Congress to direct. The tariff is 
only remotely involved, if involved at all. By what provision 
of the covenant do we permit foreign nations to “ meddle” 
with our tariff? It is difficult to conceive how our tariff could 
come before the league for consideration. It is a domestic 
question expressly excluded from those with which the league 
deals, distinctively a matter of domestic policy which each 
nation has heretofore solved without question as to its right 
under international law to do so, in accordance with its own 
views of its interest. Our tariff has never yet brought us 
to the threshold of war with any country. If we do not dis- 
criminate against any particular nation, and our commercial 
treaties forbid us to do so, even if our settled policy did not, 
how can any complain? We have, as stated, repeatedly made 
treaties by which, in consideration of reciprocal advantages they 
respectively accorded us, bound ourselves that Congress would 
not exercise its full powers with reference to the tariff, so 
extensive as to permit our Government to reward its friends 
and punish its enemies through discriminatory duties. In that 
sense we have permitted foreign nations in the past to “ meddle” 
with our tariff. It would seem that even the New England mind 
could not be quite so supersensitive on the subject of the tariff 
as to be alarmed at the bare suggestion of “ meddling” with it 
on the part of the league. 

Again, the Constitution invests Congress with the power to 
“raise and support armies” and to “provide and maintain a 
navy,” but that does not preclude the President and the Senate, 
in the exercise of the treaty-making power, from entering into 
a treaty limiting the size or nature of our Military Establish- 
ment or the number of ships we shall maintain as a part of our 
Navy or the particular waters in which they may be stationed. 
We have, in fact, entered into a treaty with Great Britain, 
scrupulously observed for over a century, not to keep on the 
Great Lakes more than a limited number of armed vessels, 
fitted only for police and like duties appertaining to the collec- 
tion of revenue, a reciprocal agreement having been entered 
into by the British Government on behalf of Canada. Despite 
repeated assaults upon that convention it remains a solemn 
obligation of this Government, as was conclusively demonstrated 
a few days ago by the eloquent junior Senator from Arizona. 
There would seem to be no reason why we might not enter into 
a reciprocal treaty under which both countries interested would 
undertake not to maintain military posts along the great inter- 
national boundary line between this country and Canada, a 
policy that has been pursued by each since early in the last 
century without a treaty. 

Congress is empowered to make laws in relation to the 
naturalization of aliens, but in perhaps every treaty through 
which any addition was made to our territory stipulations are 
found through which the subjects or citizens of the State mak- 
ing the cession, residing in the newly acquired territory, were 
admitted to citizenship. Such wholesale citizenship was con- 
ferred upon the inhabitants of Florida by the treaty of cession 
with Spain ratified in 1821. The United States even obligated 
itself by that treaty to admit Florida into the Union as one of 
the States. 

Congress is authorized to make all needful rules and regula- 
tions concerning the territory and other property of the United 
States. We negotiated a treaty with Japan, Russia, and Great 
Britain by which the United States, in order to conserve the 
fur-seal herd, whose breeding grounds are on the Pribylof Is- 
lands, from extinction through pelagic sealing carried on by the 
citizens or subjects of those countries, agreed to kill annually 
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the mature bachelor seals resorting to the islands and to divide 
the skins in proportions specified in the treaty between the 
nations named and our own, they and we agreeing to make 
pelagic sealing criminal. It may be that the seals in the sea 
are ferme nature, belonging to no one, but we have all the 
incidents of ownership in them while they are on the breeding 
grounds, the property of the United States. 

Is there any doubt that a treaty could be made with Great 
Britain by which this country should make an island in Lake 
Superior a bird refuge, if she should devote an adjacent island 
on her side to the same purpose, or with Mexico to the effect 
that if she would establish a refuge for migratory birds winter- 
ing in her territory we would set apart certain territory in 
Alaska for their protection on which they make their summer 
home? 

Note that the provision of the Constitution gives to Congress 
power not only to make all needful laws respecting the territory, 
but as well respecting other property of the United States. We 
have a treaty with Great Britain concerning the use of the 
Sault Ste. Marie Canal and another concerning the use of the 
Panama Canal. In all the heated controversy over the subject 
of the tolls, participated in by the ablest lawyers in America, no 
one ventured to contend that the treaty is void because. deal- 
ing with a subject with reference to which Congress is given 
power to legislate. 

The position that a subject is beyond the treaty-making 
power because within the powers granted to Congress is utterly 
indefensible and need be no longer noticed. 

Heretofore one of the most distinguished expositors of this 
theory of our Constitution, now so eagerly embraced by the 
opponents of the league, was a German jurist—Dr. Ernest 
Meier, a professor in one of the universities of his country, 
who in a volume of his lectures commented as follows: 

Congress has, under the Constitution, the right to lay taxes and 
imposts, as well as to regulate foreign trade, but the President and 
the Senate, if the “treaty-making power” be regarded as absolute, 
would be able to evade this limitation by adopting treaties which would 
compel Congress to destroy its whole tariff system. According to the 
Constitution, Congress has the right to determine questions of naturali- 
zation, of patents, and of copyright. Yet, according to the view here 
contested, the President and Senate, by a treaty, could on these im- 
portant questions utterly destroy the legislative capacity of the House 
of Representatives. The Constitution gives Congress the control of 
the Army. Participation in this control would be snatched from the 
House of Representatives by a treaty with a foreign power by which 
the United States would bind itself to keep in the field an army of a 
particular size. The Constitution gives Congress the right of declaring 
war; this right would be illusory if the President and Senate could by 
a treaty launch the country into a forcign war. The power of borrow- 
ing money on the credit of the United States resides in Congress; this 

ower would cease to exist if the President and Senate could by treaty 
bind the country to the borrowing of foreign funds. By the Constitu- 
tion ‘“‘no money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence 
of appropriations made by law”; but this limitation would cease to 
exist if by a treaty the United States could be bound to pay money to 
a foreign power. * * * Congress would cease to be the lawmaking 
power as is prescribed by the Constitution; the lawmaking wer 
would be the President and the Senate. Such a condition would be- 
come the more dangerous from the fact that treaties so adopted, being 
on this particular hypothesis superior to legislation, would continue in 
force until superseded by other treaties. Not only, therefore, would a 
Congress consisting of two Houses be made to give way to an oligarchy 
of President and Senate, but the decrees of this oligarchy, when once 
made, could only be changed by concurrence of President and of 
senatorial majority of two-thirds. 

The war has demonstrated how feebly the German mind has 
been able to comprehend the American character or the Amer- 
ican system. The evils he foresees may, indeed, ensue, but none 
of them ever have befallen us, and the probability of our experi- 
encing them is too remote to prompt us to revise our Constitu- 
tion because of the defects and dangers he so generously points 
out. His apprehensions are-quite like those that the opponents 
of the Constitution sought to arouse when it was before the 
people for ratification. The dangers inherent in the treaty- 
making power were a fruitful theme in those days. Indeed, the 
Constitutional Convention was not without a keen sense of the 
tremendous nature of the authority it was extending to the 
Executive and the Senate through the few brief words in which 
it is conveyed. But it rightly concluded that a compact with 
a foreign government which commanded the support of the Presi- 
dent and two-thirds of the Senate could scarcely be inimical to 
the welfare of the Union, so far as enlightened public opinion 
could discern the national interest, and that’ it was scarcely 
conceivable that such concert could be secured for a policy that 
was violative of or destructive to American ideals. 

LIMITATIONS ON TREATY-MAKING POWER CONSIDERED. 

But it is asserted that though the treaty-making power may 
be vast it is not unlimited. Undoubtedly so. It is said to be 
impossible to frame a power of attorfiey in terms so general as 
not to be subject to implied limitations. Whatever the limita- 
tions on the treaty-making power, they are implied; none what- 
ever are expressed. “He [the President] shall have power, 
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by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators concur,” is the 
simple language of the Constitution. Nothing is excluded in ex- 
press terms. No particular kind of treaties is specified, so that 
all kinds are included—treaties of alliance, offensive and de- 
fensive, commercial treaties, extradition treaties, arbitration 
treaties, 

In the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States 
(Hauenstein v. Lynham, 100 U. 8., 488) the following is quoted 
with approval from a speech delivered in the House of Repre- 
sentatives by William Pinkney, of Maryland: 

The word “treaties” is nomen generalissimum and will comprehend 
commercial treaties, unless there be a limit upon it by which they are 
excluded. It is the appellative, which will take in the whole species, 
if there be nothing to limit its scope. ‘There is no such limit. There is 
not a syllable in the context of the clause to restrict the natural im- 
port of its phraseology. The power is left to the force of the generic 
term and is therefore as wide as a treaty-making power can be. It 
embraces all the varieties of treaties which it could be supposed this 
Government could find it necessary or proper to make, or fe embraces 


none. It covers the whole treaty-making = which this Government 
could be expected to occupy; or not an inch of it. 


It isa = pareptles that it was designed te be coextensive with 
all the exigencies of our affairs. Usage sanctions that presumption— 
expediency does the same. The omission of any exception to the power, 
the omission of the designation of a mode by which a treaty not in- 
tended to be included within it might otherwise be made, confirms it. 

Reliance is placed upon the language of Justice Field in 
Geofroy v. Riggs (133 U. S., 258-267), as follows: 


The treaty power, as cxpressed in the Constitution, is in terms un- 
limited except by those restraints which are found in that instrument 
against the action of the Government or of its departments, and those 
arising from the nature of the Government itself and of that of the 
States. It would not be contended that it extends so far as to authorize 
what the Constitution forbids, or a change in the character of the Govy- 
ernment or in that of one of the States, or a cession of any portion 
of the territory of the latter, without its consent. 

Which is followed by this sentence: 


But with these exceptions it is not perceived that there is any limit 
to the questions which can be adjusted touching any matter which is 
properly the subject of negotiation with a foreign country. 

With much diffidence, but with the utmost confidence, I 
venture to assert that the territory of a State may either in 
whole or in part be ceded under the treaty power without its 
consent, though the dictum of the learned justice is supported 
by the authority of other great names. Had. Mexico listened 
to the lure of the Zimmermann-Eckhardt note, joined her for- 
tunes with those of Germany in an effort to regain the “lost 
provinces,” and under the stern compulsion of a dictated peace 
following a decisive victory of Wilhelm and his allies a treaty 
was signed by the President and ratified by the Senate ceding 
to Mexico Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona, can anyone doubt 
the efficacy of the act to transfer the sovereignty over that 
imperial domain to our prudent neighbor to the south which 
wisely ignored the invitation? Would it be asserted, for in- 
stance, that thereafter a Federal court could continue te fune- 
tion within the region affected, that the United States reve- 
nue officers could continue to discharge their duties therein 
as theretofore, and that their acts would be recognized by 
our courts as valid because the treaty was without constitu- 
tional warrant? Could the Secretary of the Interior be man- 
damused to issue a patent to lands therein to one otherwise 
becoming entitled to it? To my mind, it is of no consequence 
that the President and the Senate may have yielded their as- 
sent in order to save from subjection the remainder of the 
country or to preserve it from desolation. Manifestly an 
overweening necessity must be assumed to imagine such an 
exercise of the treaty-making power, but who is to judge of 
the necessity, who shall say when conditions are sufficiently 
grave to justify such a treaty? Obviously not the courts, and 
equally obvious is it that the determination rests with the Pres- 
ident and the Senate. . 

What good reason is there to doubt that an exchange might 
be effected by treaty of islands lying off our coast, one being 
within the jurisdiction of one of the States of the Union, 
but devoted wholly to national uses, the other more suitable 
to our purposes belonging to the other party to the treaty? 
Assume the case of two islands in Puget Sound or the Strait 
of San Juan de Fuca, both uninhabited, the one a part of the 
State of Washington, and consequently of the United States, 
and the other within the jurisdiction of British Columbia. 
She is willing to exchange, and the National Government is 
desirous of acquiring her island with a view to devoting it to 
the better protection of that coast against an enemy or some 
purpose connected with the safer navigation of those waters. 
Can the State of Washington veto the transfer? It is unrea- 
sonable that she should; but is the rest of the country at the 
mercy of her whim? If the island were densely populated and 
the inhabitants adverse to going under foreign dominion, in all 
reasonable probability the President and the Senate would yield 
unhesitatingly to their desires. But that aspect of the case 
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presents the question of the wisdom or justice of making and 
not to the power to make the treaty. 

Without attempting to specify, I may say that considerations 
similar to those here advanced have led statesmen and jurists 
of no less eminence than those announcing a contrary view to 
the conclusion that under the treaty-making power even the 
territory of one of the States of the Union may be transferred 
to a foreign power. 

In the adjustment of the northeast boundary dispute the 
formal assent of Maine and Massachusetts was secured, not 
because of the surrender of territory over which they asserted 
jurisdiction, for Massachusetts could claim none, but because 
they owned in common lands within the region which under the 
Webster-Ashburten treaty went to New Brunswick, as will 
appear from the speech of Mr. Webster in justification of the 
compromise, made on his reentry into the Senate. 

This particular inquiry is in the nature of a digression from 
the general subject. It has been followed iv perhaps unpardon- 
able length only to make more clear the very comprehensive 
character of the treaty-making power conferred by the Consti- 
tution, 

But, whatever the limitations on the treaty-making power 
may be, they obviously do not embrace undertakings such as 
article 10 of the covenant, in effect, as pointed out, a treaty of 
alliance under which the United States is obligated to go to the 
aid of any member of the league attacked by another nation 
contrary to the covenant. Alliances were, and for centuries 
had been, common among the nations of the earth at the time 
the Constitution was adopted. The right to enter into such 
inheres in a sovereign independent State. The Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled having proclaimed, 
in the Declaration of Independence, that the Colonies are, and 
of right ought to be, free and independent States, continued that 
as such “they have full power to levy war, conclude peace, con- 
tract alliances,” and “do all other acts and things which inde- 
pendent States may of right do.” 

An alliance in international law is— 

A union or association of two or more States or nations, formed by 
league or treaty, for the joint prosecution of a war or for their mutual 
protection in repelling hostile attacks. (Black’s Law Dictionary.) 

Bouvier has the following definition of the term and comment 
thereon : 


In international law: A contract, treaty, or league between two or 
more sovereigns or States made for purposes of aggression or defense. 

Defensive alliances are those in which a nation agrees to defend her 
ally in case the latter is attacked. Offensive alliances are those in 
which nations unite for the —— of making an attack or jointly 
waging war against another nation, 


A modern writer on international law says: 

Alliances in the strict sense of the term are treaties of union be- 
tween two or more States for the se of defending each other 
against an attack in war or jointly attacking third States or for botb 
purposes.—Oppenheim. 

It is inconceivable that the founders of our Government 
should, at its birth, specifically assert the right of the United 
States as an independent Nation to contract alliances and that 
they then contrived a Constitution which disabled the Nation 
from so contracting. As is well known, having declared their 
right so to do, they proceeded without delay to enter into a 
treaty of alliance with France. Some provisions of this treaty 
are interesting in this connection. Article 1 as follows: 

If war should break out between France and Great Britain gating 
the continuance of the present war between the United States an 
England, His Majesty and the said United States shall make it a 
common cause and aid each other mutually with their good offices, 
their counsels, and their forces, according to the exigence of con- 
junctures, as becomes good and faithful allies. 


Article 8 as follows: 


Neither of the two parties shall conclude either truce or peace with 
Great Britain without the formal consent of the other first obtained; 
and they mutually engage not to lay down their arms until the in- 
dependence of the United States shall have been formally or tacitly 
assured by the treaty or treaties that shall terminate the war. 


Article 11, in part, as follows: 


The two parties guarantee mutually from the present time and for- 
ever against all powers, to wit: The United States to His Most Chris- 
tian Majesty, the present possessions of the Crown of France in 
America, as well as those which it may acquire by the future treaty 
of peace. And His Most Christian Majesty guarantees on his part to 
the United States their eects, sovereignty, and independence. (I 
Treaties and Conventions, pp. 480-481.) ; 

This treaty was in full foree and vigor at the time the Con- 
stitution was drafted and adopted. It gave rise to universal 
rejoicing at the time it was effected, and retained, when the 
convention was engaged in its labors and throughout the stormy 
period that preceded the adoption of the Constitution, a high 
place in popular favor. The excesses of the I'rench Revolution 
which followed speedily were largely responsible for the deter- 
mination later arrived at and concurred in by nearly all our 
leading statesmen, to disregard some of ils obligations, speedily 
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condoned by France, which in a spirit of continued amity and 
with 2 quickened sense of a common interest ceded Louisiana 
to our country under Napoleon. There is no doubt that it was 
the distressing experience we had had with this treaty with 
France that led Washington to warn his countrymen in his 
Farewell Address against “entangling alliances.” It will be 
remembered that in the same connection he descanted upon 
the unwisdom of entertaining either excessive love or exces- 
sive hatred toward any nation, having in mind the prevailing 
intensity of feeling with regard to France on the one hand and 
Great Britain on the other, growing out of the War for Inde- 
pendence. . 

It is unnecessary to say that if in the opinion of Washington, 
and Hamilton, it might be added, for the latter undoubtedly 
collaborated in the preparation of the address, the treaty-mak- 
ing power did not, under the Constitution, extend to alliances 
offensive or defensive, or both, there would have been no occa- 
sion to give the warning of which so much has been heard in 
this debate. The revered statesman who was president of the 
convention which framed the Constitution would have contented 
himself with an admonition to observe scrupulously the funda- 
mental law, and a reminder to his readers that it forbade 
treaties of alliance. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts was quite right when 
he said, in an address delivered in May, 1916, before the League 
to Enforce Peace, giving his cordial approval to its general plan 
and purpose— 

I do not believe that when Washington warned us against entangling 
alliances he meant for one moment that we should not join with other 
civilized nations of the world if a method could be found to diminish 
war and encourage peace. 

Some explanation is due his colleagues and the country of 
how he came to abandon the idea so clearly expressed, to em- 
brace the view that, by the work of the hard-headed statesmen 
at Paris, in execution of the plan he then approved, “ we are,” 
as he told the Senate on February 25 last, “invited to move 
away from George Washington to the other end of the line, at 
which stands the sinister figure of Trotski, the champion of 
internationalism.” 

Washington was in his day the victim of vilification so 
coarse and relentless that the story can scarcely be believed by 
the modern reader, and it is hardly to be expected that Wilson 
would escape vituperation and abuse from his political antago- 
nists. Though this shaft was aimed at him it carries the accusa- 
iion as well at Lloyd-George and Clemenceau, Orlando, and 
Makino, with the representatives of some dozen other civilized 
Stutes at the peace conference, all of whom must share with 
President Wilson the responsibility of so much of international- 
ism. as is found in the league and so much of odium as follows 
from being classed as disciples of Trotski. In that aspect the 
merit of the remark is chiefly in its rhetoric. 

Article 10 is unassailable on constitutional grounds. In its 
substantive part it is to all intents and purposes a treaty of 
‘ It concludes: “In case of any threat or danger of such 
aggression the council shall advise upon the means by which 
this obligation shall be fulfilled.” The purpose of this clause is 
obviously to secure concert of action, but it is left to each nation 
to determine for itself, the recommendation of the council not- 
withstanding, whether the occasion calls for action in fulfill- 
ment of its obligation and how that obligation ought to be 
discharged. 

Under article 16 each member undertakes that it will, should 
any other resort to war in disregard of articles 12, 13, or 14, 
immediately interdict all trade or financial relations with the 
nations of the covenant-breaking State—that is, institute a 
complete embargo against the offending State. In such a case 
it becomes the duty of the council to “ recommend to the several 
governments concerned what effective military and naval forces 
the members of the league shall severally contribute to the arma- 
ments of forces to be used to protect the covenants of the league,” 
the obligation to make war in such case arising, if at all, by 
virtue of the covenant of article 10. Again, the only power the 
council has in the premises is to recommend what contribution 
each nation should make, that a recalcitrant may be reduced 
should a resort to arms be necessary. 


NO DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO DECLARE WAR. 


ance, 


A careful study of the covenant will reveal that neithe> the 
council nor the assembly has any power to declare war or even 
to call upon the members to make war, unless the authority 
to issue such a call and the obligation to respond is implied in 
the first section of article 11, as follows: 

Any war or threat of war, whether immediately affecting any of the 
members of the league or not, is hereby declared a matter of concern 


to the whole league. and the league shall take any action that may be 
deemed wise and «fYectual to safeguard the peace of nations. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JUNE 11, 


At most the language quoted can not be construed to grant 
any more extensive authority than is reposed in the council 
under article 10 should a war of aggression be prosecuted by a 
member of the league, namely, to advise upon the means by 
which it is to be suppressed. Even if authority were reposed 
in either assemblage of league representatives to determine 
whether the obligation of article 10 had become active, and that 
it must be discharged by war against the offending State, there 
could be no valid objection to the covenant on constitutional 
grounds, for the various clauses through which such power 
would be granted would amount only to a covenant to make 
war whenever the league should determine as a fact that through 
external aggression the territorial integrity or political inde- 
pendence of a member was threatened. In any case there is no 
delegation of authority to the league to declare war or to make 
any order or proclamation as a result of which a state of war 
with all its consequences, like the suspension of all commercial 
intercourse, with which we have become familiar, immediately 
follows. A declaration of war by Congress is indispensable to put 
this country in a state of war unless actually attacked. The 
league covenant is a treaty by which our country binds itself 
at most to take the necessary steps to engage in war when the 
league determines that the occasion has arisen when, under the 
treaty, it should do so. This was recognized by the junior 
Senator from Washington in that part of one of his forceful 
addresses in which he assailed the league as being violative of 
the Constitution. But he asserted the action of Congress in 
such case would be perfunctory, there would be no escape from 
the obligation of the treaty “ but in repudiation and dishonor.” 
He is quite right. When by the treaty with France our country 
agreed to pay $15,000,000 for Louisiana, Congress was called 
upon perfunctorily to make the necessary appropriation. It 
could not in honor canvass the wisdom or the unwisdom of the 
purchase. The treaty obligated us to enact the necessary legis- 
lation. There was no escape from that obligation but in repudi- 
ation and dishonor. Similarly when by treaty we acquired 
Florida, Congress was called upon perfunctorily to make the 
necessary appropriation. And so with each successive acquisi- 
tion of territory by treaty involving the payment of money— 
the purchase of Alaska and the Philippines, by way of illus- 
tration. . 

The Senator is right that there would be no escape from the 
obligation of the treaty but in repudiation and dishonor. But 
if he is correct in the view for which he contends, that the 
whole plan is violative of the Constitution, or is so violative in 
the particular feature involved in any transaction, there would 
be neither repudiation nor dishonor in declining to observe its 
terms. There is neither dishonor nor discredit in a man’s de- 
clining to pay a promissory note executed in his name by 
one who never was authorized by him to make such an in- 
strument. 

It was in the course of the same address, as my memory 
serves me, that a colloquy ensued between the Senator named 
and the junior Senator from Nebraska, as a result of which 
& gross wrong was done the latter by a journalist whose com- 
ments on the league betray no studied effort impartially to pre- 
sent what may be said for or against it. 

The Senator from Washington was pursuing the argument 
that a superstate was being erected in the league, to which vast 
powers were being delegated, among others to make war and 
peace and to prescribe what armament and military establish- 
ment the various nations shall maintain. In this connection the 
Senator from Nebraska remarked, “ But it is only a treaty,” 
clearly meaning, as he must have been understood by all who 
heard him, that there was no “supersovereignty ” created by 
the covenant, but that our country had simply obligated itself 
thereby, quite as it had repeatedly done by other treaties, to 
make war in certain contingencies, to reduce its military forces, 
as provided therein, and to observe the other stipulations of 
the compact. This remark was interpreted as a flippant sug- 
gestion that we might wisely enter the league and then disre- 
gard its obligations when the day of trial came, as interest or 
inclination might prompt. 

But the Senator was not more grossly misrepresented, as in- 
dicated, than has been the covenant being considered by not a 
few who have professed to enlighten the public concerning its 
terms and their significance. One of the members of this body 
has not scrupled to assert through the public press that if 
Ireland should rise in rebellion against Great Britain it would 
be the duty of the United States to aid in suppressing the in- 
surrection. S 

FURTHER GROUNDS OF ATTACK CONSIDERED. 

The reference just made to the question of the limitation of 
armaments prompts a further word on that subject. It would 
be gathered from much that has been said upon this subject 
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that the league was to assume control of the whole subject, 
increasing or authorizing an increase in the case of any nation 
at will, reducing or prescribing a reduction at its pleasure. 
Before attempting to consider how grievously the Constitu- 
tion is disregarded in this particular it will be well to have in 
mind what authority is conferred. 

The league is authorized to propose a plan for the reduction 
of armaments, which becomes operative when approved by the 
nations affected. They all agree, assuming all approve the 
plan, to reduce accordingly. This is the voluntary act of each 
Government. Then each agrees not to increase so as to ex- 
ceed the limit agreed upon without the permission of the 
league; that is, beyond a further limit to be fixed by the coun- 
cil. The only reason urged against the constitutionality of 
these provisions is that as Congress is given power to “ raise 
and support armies and to provide and maintain a navy” the 
stipulation is an invasion of the exclusive power of Congress. 
But if it has not been demonstrated beyond cavil or contro- 
versy that it is no valid objection to a treaty that it deals with 
a subject as to.which Congress is given power to legislate 
this feeble effort has been all in vain. 

Some suggestion has been made to the effect that the manda- 
tory provisions run counter to the Constitution, but in what 
particular is left vague. There is no longer any doubt of the 
right of our Government to acquire new territory and to gov- 
ern it. If we can exercise complete sovereignty over new lands 
for all time, it will be difficult to establish that we can not 
exercise a limited sovereignty for a limited time. Then it is 
offered that article 20, by which each signatory stipulates that 
it will not enter into a treaty inconsistent with the covenant, 
is void, because otherwise the treaty-making power would be 
limited. That condition arises in the case of. every treaty 
made with two or more powers. In the case of every such 
treaty no new compact could be made with either or any of 
the other signatory powers inconsistent with the general 
treaty, without violatrng it as to the party not participating in 
the later treaty. In effect the contention is that the United 
States may not enter into a treaty with two or more States. 

Finally, referring to the dictum of Mr. Justice Field, quoted 
above, to the effect that the treaty-making power is not so ex- 
tensive as to justify a treaty which makes a change in the 
character of the Government, it is urged that by reason of the 
large powers with which the league is invested the United 
States is transformed from an independent Nation into a con- 
stituent subject member of a “ supersovereignty”’ or “ super- 
state.”. This is mere declamation. It may be said in pass- 
ing that this particular limitation, pointed out by the learned 
justice, does not arise by reason of any peculiarity of the ©on- 
stitution of this country. Such a limitation is implied in the 
case of the representatives of every nation to whom is intrusted 
the treaty-making power. Clemenceau could no more, through 
a treaty with some other power, transform France from a 
Republic into a monarchy than Wilson and the Senate could 
accomplish a like result as to the United States. 

What are these “ vast powers” that are conferred upon the 
league? I shall omit those which are arbitral in character, 
assuming that no one in this day will assert that the United 
States may not, consistently with the Constitution, enter into 
treaties of arbitration, or that, in setting up a tribunal of arbi- 
tration, it surrenders any part of its sovereignty, or that it is 
in any sense violative of the Constitution to agree, on its part, 
faithfully to carry out the judgment and order of the arbitrator 
or arbitrators in the matter submitted. 

By article 4 it is provided: 


The council may deal at its meetings with any matter within the 
sphere of action or affecting the peace of the world. 


But it is given no power to do anything. Obviously this 
clause merely charges the league with the duty of considering, 
advising, and recommending. To a certainty, our Government 
has not bound itself by that clause to do anything, as it has, for 
instance, by article 10. That clause is clearly intended to 
make the league a forum in which the representatives of the 
various powers would be brought together to adjust differences 
that might result in war. 

By article 8 the league is authorized to formulate plans for 
a reduction of armaments, the only power given to it, as here- 
tofore pointed out, being to grant to any country after the plan 
has been adopted, authority to exceed the limit thereby fixed, a 
unanimous vote being required for the authorization. 

By article 10 the league, through the council, “shall advise 
upon the means by which the obligation” into which the mem- 
bers enter shall fulfill the obligation thereby undertaken, 
Mamely, “to respect and preserve as against external aggres- 
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sion the territorial integrity and political independence of all 
members of the league.” 

Article 11 provides: 

Any war or threat of war, whether immediately affecting any of tife 
members of the league or not, is hereby declared a matter of concern; 
to the whole league, and the league shall take any action that may be 
deemed wise and effectual to safeguard the peace of nations. 

But what action can it take other than to endeavor to com- 
pose, to advise, or reeommend? The league has no army to make 
war; it has no treasury to meet the expenses of war. - It can 
not initiate 2 blockade, nor even lay an embargo. No nation has 
bound itself by any provision of the covenant to observe any’ 
directions that may be given it in the premises by the league or 
to follow any recommendations it may make. The same article 
provides: 

It is also declared to be the fundamental right of each member of 
the league to bring to the attention of the assembly or of the council 
any circumstance whatever affecting international relations which ' 
threaten to disturb either the peace or the good understanding between ' 
nations upen which peace depends. 

The observations made apply equally to these provisions. 

By article 13 the members agree to submit international con- 
troversies to arbitration. ‘“ In the event of failure” on the part 
of any nation which has thus submitted a controversy in which 
it is interested to carry out the award made, “the council shall 
propose what steps should be taken to give effect thereto.” As' 
no nation has ever declined or omitted to comply with an award, 
this duty is not likely to be burdensome, but all the league can do 
in the premises is to “ propose” the steps to be taken in order 
to give effect to the award. The very term used implies that 
the nations affected may or may not take the steps proposed. 
None of them agree to do so or to take any steps at all. 

Article 14 authorizes the league to set up a permanent court 
of international justice, which may or may not be resorted to 
by any of the powers, and which may be called upon for an 
opinion by the league. 

By article 16 the council is authorized to recommend te the 
several Governments concerned what effective military or nuval 
forces the members of the league shall severally contribute to 
the armaments of forces to protect the covenants of the league 
should any member make war in disregard thereof. It may do 
likewise under article 17 should a nonmember resort to war 
against a member, the latter declining to accept special member- 
ship in the league for the consideration of the controversy, or, 
having done so, making war in violation of the covenant. 

By article 22 the league assumes a supervisory control over 
new governments brought into being by the treaty and over the 
German colonies and other regions similarly situated, incapable 
of governing themselves, and undertakes to govern them, re- 
spectively, through members willing to undertake the task. 

If full governmental authority may be exercised for all time 
over newly acquired territory consistently with the Constitu- 
tion, how can it be doubted that a limited authority may be exer- 
cised for a limited time over regions not now a part of our pos- 
sessions. 

Article 23 speaks for itself, as follows: 

ART. 23. Subject to and in accordance with the provisions of inter- 
national conventions existing or hereafter to be agreed upon, the mem- 
bers of the league (a) will endeavor to secure and maintain fair and 
humane conditions of labor for men, women, and children both in their 
own countries and in all countries to which their commercial and indus- 
trial relations extend, and for that purpose will establish and maintain 
the necessary international organizations; (b) undertake to secure just 
treatment of the native inhabitants of territories under their control ; 
(c) will intrust the league with the general supervision over the execu- 
tion of agreements with regard to the traffic in women and children and 
the traffic in opium and other dangerous dr ;. (da) will intrust the 
leasue with the general supervision of the trade in arms and ammuni- 
tions with the countries in which the control of this traffic is necessary 
in the common interest ; (e) will make provision to secure and maintain 
freedom of communication and of transit and equitable treatment for 
the commerce of all members of the league. In this connection the spe- 
cial necessities of the regions devastated during the war of 1914-1918 
shall be in mind; (f) will endeavor to take steps in matters of interna- 
tional concern for the prevention and control of disease. 

It is idle to assert that an organization thus equipped is a 
government at all. It has no army and no treasury, and no 
means of securing either. It is not even invested with authority 
to appoint a commander in chief, should the nation members, in 
accordance with the terms of the covenant, take the field to 
force observance by a recalcitrant or to repel an attack made 
in violation of article 10. Though it may render decisions, it 
can not make laws, neither can it levy taxes. It deals with 
States as entities—not with individuals—negativing the idea 
that it is a government, according to Alexander Hamilton, who 
said, in urging the adoption of our Constitution: 


We must resolve to incorporate into our plan those ingredients which 
may be considered as forming the characteristic difference between a 
~~ and a government; we must extend the authority of the Union 
to the persons of our citizens—the only proper objects of government, 
(Federalist, No. 15.) 
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It may pass in this Chamber or on the lustings, but ‘it is 
ventured that there is not a lawyer among us who would have 
the hardihood to contend before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in a proceeding te enjoin the expenditure of 
public funds to pay the salaries of our league representatives, 
or in some other cause in which the question might properly be 
raised, that the covenant is veid because, in the language of 
Justice Field, it effects “a change in the character of the Gov- 
ernment.” Incidentally it may be remarked that no treaty has 
ever been held by the Supreme Court to be violative of the 
Constitution, either in whole or in part. 

TO AMEND THE TREATY IS TO REJECT IT. 


Mr. President, I have undertaken to deal with one specific ob- 
jection to the covenant of nations tosecure the future peace of the 
world, not to canvass its general merits—a task that has been 
fully discharged by able Senators and other publicists. No one 
contends that it is perfect. Aside from the frailties that inhere 
in every work of man, it is to be remembered that any document 
which is to form the basis of such a league as is contemplated 
must meet the varying views or at least have the acquiescence of 
the representatives of more than a dozen nations and be suffi- 
ciently inviting to 40 or more, despite any burdens it may 
impose or disadvantages it may entail, to induce them to join. 
It may be that wiser statesmen, had they been delegated to 
represent us at Versailles, might have worked out in more 
perfect detail the general idea of the league to which the 
people of the United States have given overwhelming evidence 
that they are devoted. Their skill has not been put to the test. 
It may be that they, er others associated with them, could com- 
mand, through superior talents and more adroit diplomacy, 
the unanimous assent of the representatives of the allied and 
neutral powers to the more perfect draft of a covenant thus 
prepared. 

That is pure speculation. In all probability any draft, the 
product exclusively of the representatives ef any one nation, 
would undergo modifications not altogether to the liking of its 
authors before it would be accepted with unanimity by the other 
parties te the treaty. But the people of the United States de- 
ereed in the manner prescribed in the Constitution that President 
Wilson and others of his choice should conduct the negotiations 
on our part. They have done so and we must accept their work 
or we must reject it. It is mere subterfuge to talk of amending 
the treaty ef which the covenant forms an integral part. A vote 
te amend is a vote te reject. Itis a plain misuse of language to 
assert that the Senate has any power to amend, however expres- 
sions long empleyed may tend to excite a contrary belief. The 
treaty can be amended only in the manner provided therein or by 
the concurrent action of all the parties signatory to it. What the 
Senate may do is te propese amendments, which in substance 
is a rejection of the treaty with a condition that it may stand 
as ratified provided all the ether parties assent to the amend- 
ments propesed. The whole subject is thus opened up and 
negotiation must be resumed. Doubtless other nations dis- 
satisfied with particular portions of the treaty would, in that 
event, propose amendments or will assent to the amendments 
proposed by us only on condition that certain changes in which 
they are interested be made. 

The threatening discord about the territory on the eastern 
shore of the Adriatic breaks out once more; the Saar Basin 
again becomes a subject of controversy ; Japan insists again on 
recognition of racial equality. The stupendous labors of the 
past six months are all undone, the delegates must reassemble 
to resume, like Sisyphus, the task they have just completed; 
peace is as far away as it was last November ; business halts, un- 
employment becomes chronic, and some, at least, of the brave 
men who gloriously won the fight for us and are desperate to 
return to their hemes and their business are perforce detained 
abread to await eventualities, while the disorder necessarily 
attendant upon the present state of affairs in continental Burope 
develops inte anarchy or chaos akin to it. 

Some amelioration of conditions abroad, in the event that 
the Senate fails to ratify the treaty, may be expected should 
Germany sign and three of the leading powers associated with 
us approve it, since by its terms it will then become effective as 
between them. But that would only aggravate the deplorable 
state of affairs se far as American interests are concerned, be- 
cause while our Allies would be at liberty to open up trade with 
Germany immediately, our products could seek that market only 
under the restrictions and embarrassments incident to a state 
of war relieved only by an armistice, if they could enter at ail. 
American copper and American cotton, American wheat and 
American meat for German consumption would be marketed in 
Engiand and resold to German houses. 

This consideration may, perhaps, be entitled to little weight 
with those who regard the league as “ treason,” who are opposed 


to it fundamentally, but to those who indorse the general plan 
but ebject to the details only through which it is worked out it 
may properly be accorded attention. At least it may prompt a 
closer analysis of the reasoning on which their objections are 
founded to ascertain whether after all partisanship has not un- 
duly magnified their importance, as it did those which were 
urged against the Jay treaty and the one which gave us the 
imperial] domain of Louisiana. 

The specious demand that the “ covenant” be separated from 
the “treaty” and each be voted on separately is another way 
of expressing a desire to amend. Assuming a division possible, 
and it is not in view of many provisions of the treaty, a ratifi- 
cation of one and a rejection of the other would get us nowhere. 
The treaty is an entirety. No nation is bound by any part of 
it as to us unless we accept the whole. 

The situation is not unlike that which was presented when 
our Constitution was submitted to the States for ratification. 
Its opponents, open and secret, were all strong for amending’ 
the draft submitted. Richard Henry Lee, whose brilliant talents 
and fiery zeal in the cause of independence all admired, was so 
strenuously opposed to the plan of “a more perfect union” that 
he declined to go as a delegate to the convention which framed 
the Constitution. He was insistent on “amending” it when it 
came before the several States for ratification, and making 
ratification conditional wpon the aeceptance of the proposed 
amendments. The same policy was generally followed by those 
in opposition, Elbridge Gerry, a delegate who declined to sign 
the completed draft, endeavored to have Massachusetts ratify 
only on condition that amendments were adopted. Washington 
was not deceived by this method of attack. 

If another Federal convention is attempted— 

So he wrote to Charles Carter, of Fredericksburg— 
its members will be more discordant; will agree upon no general plan. 
The Constitution is the best that can be obtained at this time ; it is free 
from many of the imperfections with which it is charged. The Constitu- 
tion or disunion is before us to choose from. If the Coustitution is our 
election, a constitutional door is open for amendments and may be 
adopted in a peaceable manner without tumult or disorder. 

In contrast with this course was that taken by Hamilton. 
The Constitution which was evolved through the labors of the 
convention conformed very feebly, as is well known, to his 
ideal. 

In an effort to persuade several hesitating members to sign 
the completed draft, he said that no man’s ideas were more 
remote from the plan than his own were known to be. 

Scant consideration was given to the plan he submitted. 
brevity I quote from Bancroft’s terse summary of it: 

The assembly, which was to be the corner stone of the edifice, was 
to cinsist of persons elected directly by the people for three years. It 
was to be checked by a senate elected by electors chosen by the people 
and holding office during good behavior. The supreme executive, whose 
term of office was to be good behavior, wis to be elected by electors, 
chosen by electors chosen by the people. “It may be said ’’—-these 
were his words—*“ this constitutes an elective monarchy; but by mak- 
iag the executive subject to impeachment the term ‘ monarchy’ can not 
apply.” The courts of the United States were so instituted as to place 
the General Government above the State governments in all matters 
of general concern. To prevent the States from passing laws con- 
trary to the Constitution or laws of the United States, the executive 
of each State was to be appointed by the General Government, with a 
negative on all State legislation. (2 Bancroft, p. 44.) 

And yet he became the ablest exponent as well as the most 
convincing advocate of the Constitution in the actual prepara- 
tion of which, for one reason or another, he had had little 
part. It is but a just tribute to say, without disparagement 
of the loyal work of others, that but for his assistance the 
Constitution never would have been adopted. I have not been 
a follower of his school of political thought, but am able to 
understand the admiration in which he is held by those more 
ready to accept the principles which governed him in his 
political conduct. Some of them might profitably, in this crisis 
in the affairs of the Nation, emulate him in the unselfishness 
and patriotism he displayed in the réle he played as defender 
of the Constitution. 

Another example from the same period commands our rever- 
ent attention. 

When the work of the convention was completed and the im- 
mortal document it produced was ready for the signature of the 
delegates, Benjamin Franklin, then a feeble old man past 80, 
too frail in body to make himself heard, but with a ripened 
wisdom that distinguished him among his fellows, even in his 
youth, asked Mr. Wilson to read the following address to his 
associate delegates : 

I confess that there are several parts of this Constitution which If 
do not at present approve, but I am not sure I shall ever approve them: 
For having lived leng, L have experienced many instances of being 
obliged by better information or fuller consideration, to change opinions 
even on tmportant subjects, which I once thought right, but found 

It is therefore that the older I grow, the more apt 


I am to doubt my own judgment and to pay more respect to the judg- 
ment of others, 


For 
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I doubt too whether any other convention we can obtain may be able 
to make a better constitution. For when you assemble a number of 
men to have the advantage of their joint wisdom, you inevitably as- 
‘semble with those men all their prejudices, their | py their errors 
of opinion, their local interests, and their selfish views. Prom such 
an assembly can a perfect production be expected? It therefore aston- 
ishes me, sir, to find thig system approaching so near to perfection 
ag it does, and I think it will astonish our enemies who are waiting 
with confidence to hear that our councils are confounded like those 
of the builders of Babel, and that our States are on the point of sepa- 
ration, oni to meet hereafter for the purpose of cutting one another’s 
throats. hus I consent, sir, to thig constitution because I expect no 
better, and because I am not sure that it is not the best. The opin- 
fons I have had of its errors I sacrifice to the povls good. I have 
never whispered a syllable of them abroad. Within these walls they 
were born, and here they shall die. If every one of us in returning 
to our constituents were to report the objections he has had to it 
and endeavor to gain partisans in aappert of them, we might provent 
its being generally received and thereby lose all the salutary effects 
and great advantages resulting naturally in our favor among foreign 
nations as well as among ourselves from our real or apparent unanim- 
ity . 

On the whole, sir, I can not help expressing a wish that every mem- 
ber of the convention who may still have objections to it would with 
me on this occasion doubt a little of its own infallibility, and to make 
manifest our unanimity, put his name to this instrument. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House disagrees 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3478) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1919, and prior fiscal years, and for 
other purposes, asks conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Goop, Mr. CANNon, and Mr. Byrnzs of South Carolina man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House in the 
enrollment of the bill (H. R. 2480) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1920, to strike out the word “ and” in line 14, page 66, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I notice from the press 
reports that the stockholders of the International Mercantile 
Marine Co. will hold a meeting on Monday, the 16th of June, 
for the purpose of approving or disapproving of the sale to a 
sritish syndicate of the Marine Co.’s British-owned ships. I 
was glad to see that the American International Corporation, 
which I understand is the largest stockholder in the Interna- 
tional Mercantile Marine, intended at the meeting to vote its 
stock against the proposed sale, that a meeting of the board of 
directors of the American International Corporation was held 
on Thursday, the 5th, for the purpose of taking action with refer- 
ence thereto, and that at the meeting the directors directed that 
the stock be voted against the proposed sale and among other 
reasons for their action gave the foliowing: 

The principal considerations which influenced the board in taking this 
action were, first, the corporation has made its considerable investments 
in the common and preferred stocks of the International Mercantile 
Marine Co. in pursuance of its definite purpose to aid in maintaining 
and increasing transportation of American merchandise in American- 
owned ships; that the fleet is ene of the best in the world to-day; that 
the decrease in American-controlled tonnage would come at a time of 
maximum demand for shipping facilities at profitable rates ; and that the 
sale of the British ships and assets would almost unavoidably lead to 
the liquidation of the American company as a going concern. This 
would mean the giving up of termina! facilities, dock leases, and the 
closing of agencies, etc., throughout the world—all these representing a 
business good will and assets established in the course of many years, 
and being of great, in some cases of irreplaceable, value. 

I am very much gratified to note that the American Inter- 
national Corporation is taking this laudable stand. It seems 
to me that no greater discouragement could come to this coun- 
try in its efforts to build up a merchant marine at the present 
time than-for this sale to be made. One of the greatest ques- 
tions confronting the American people to-day is the establish- 
ment of an American merchant marine. This being the case, 
how suicidal it would be for the greatest shipping company in 
this country, and probably in the world, to dispose of approxi- 
mately 703,000 tons of magnificent shipping to foreign inter- 
ests. Of what avail is it to people who are interested in build- 
ing up an American merchant marine to bend their efforts to- 
ward establishing a policy of this Government whereby we can 
have such a merchant marine as we need if the greatest men 
who are now engaged in that business dispose of 703,000 tons 
of ships at one time. It naturally would mean the disinte- 
gration of the company and a damper upon the enthusiasm of 
men who want to go into the shipping business, and will lead 
the ordinary man to think that those who are now in the busi- 
ness and who supposedly have the best knowledge of what the 
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future of it will be have no confidence that an American mer- 
chant marine can be built up. Therefore, having been in- 
terested in this question for years and doing what I could to 
see that this country has a merchant marine second to none, I 
earnestly hope that the stockholders will emphatically dis- 
approve of this proposed sale, and that the magnificent fleet 
will still be continued to be owned by an American company. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I desire to say that I 
heartily indorse the views just expressed by the senior Senator 
from Florida. In my judgment it would be a national calamity 
for the sale of those ships as proposed to take place. 

Mr. JONES of Wa gton subsequently said: 

Mr. President, I understand that a few moments ago the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. FirercHer] presented a statement 
with reference to the proposed sale of ships owned by Ameri- 
can interests but now under the British flag. I had previously 
seen that statement, it having been inserted in the Recorp. 
I heartily indorse it. I concur in the sentiments and opinions 
expressed therein. I regretted very much to see those ships go 
under a foreign flag, and I hope that our people will see their 
way clear to hold the interest which they have in those ships. 


PRINTING OF PEACE TREATY. 


Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent to have printed as a 
Senate document the proposed peace treaty which was printed 
in the ConcrEssronaL Recorp yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watson in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. FLETCHER. There is some requirement with reference 
to the printing of a document which I think ought to be observed, 
and that is that there must be an estimate of the cost. For 
that reason I think it ought to be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. ° 

Mr. BORAH. I ask, then, that it be printed and that the re- 
quest be referred to the Committee on Printing. Is that all 
right? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. 

Mr. BORAH. May I suggest to the Committee on Printing 
that if it is printed it be printed in a little larger type than the 
ordinary type? 

Mr. SMOOT. May I also call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that there are maps accompanying it and that he includes 
them in his request? 

Mr. BORAH. I include the maps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. The Chair hears none. 

~ REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 641) to amend section 10 of an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the operation of transporta- 
tion systems while under Federal control, for the just com- 
pensation of their owners, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 21, 1918. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask that the bill be read and that the 
amendments of the Committee on Interstate Commerce be con- 
sidered as they are reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Before the reading of the bill begins I 
ask the Senator from Iowa if he will yield to me long enough 
to read into the Recorp a short resolution? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no objection. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is a resolution adopted by the General 
Federation of Women’s Club in biennial session at Asheville, 
N. C., May 29, 1919: 

Whereas the covenant of the league of nations is presented to the 

United States for popular action; and — 

Whereas the General Federation of Women’s Clubs, now assembled in 


biennial session, representing the interests of 2,000,000 women and 
exerting the influence they may exercise in their communities: 
Resolved, That the council send its approval of the revised covenant of 
the league of nations to members of the Foreign Relations Committee of 
the United States Senate, the President of the United States, now in 
France; and 
Resolved, That the members of the State federations ask their Sena- 
tors to vote in support of the league of nations. 


Mr. BORAH. I ask leave, out of order, to present a resolu- 
tion by the Friends of Irish Freedom of Central Ohio. I de- 
sire to have it printed in the Recorp following the resolution 
read by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKe.xiar]. 

Mr. McKELLAR. May I ask what organization it is? 


Without objection, it is so 


Is there objection? The Chair 
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Mr. BORAH. It is an organization of the Friends of Irish 
Freedom of Central Ohio: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The resolution referred to is as follows: 

Resolved by the Friends of Irish Freedom of Central: Ohio, as- 
sembicd at Columbus, Ohio, this Easter Sunday eventing, A. D: 1919) 
That it is the sense of this meeting that Ireland) in: conjunction: with 
other smal] nationalities, is entitled to the right of self-determination, 
and that she of right ought to be a free and a nation, We 
respectfully but earnestly request the President of the United States to 
urge the peace conference to recognize the republican govermment now 
existing in Ireland; be it further 

Resolved, That we are opposed to the adoption of any covenant for 
a league of nations which will trespass upon the rights of American 
severcignty or permit foreign nations to determine the course of action 
of the United States whenever any question of the protection of Ameris 
can rights be involved. We believe that the American le will de- 
termine every question justly, and we oppose any diminution of the 
a power of the United States to determine its own course of 
action. 

Resoived further, That we are in favor of the maintenance of the 
Monroe doctrine in all of its vigor, and we believe in the soundness 
of the advice of Wash on, Jefferson, Adams, Madison, and Monroe; 
that it is to the best interest of this country to avoid entangling 
alliances with any foreign nation, 

Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to 
Hion. Woodrew Wilson, President of the United States, and to the 
United States Senate; and be it further 

Resolved, That a cablegram of greeting and best wishes’ be: for- 
warded to the Irish-American envoys, Messrs. Walsh, Donne, and 
Ryan, now awaiting a hearing at the peace conference at Paris, 

Joun A. CONNOR, Chairman, 

L. A. Jonpan, Secretary, 

TimoTay 8. Hoan; 
Chairman Committee on Resolutions. 


THIRD DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FReLnINGHUYSEN in the 
chair) laid before the Senate the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 3478) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1919, and 
prior fiscal years, and for other purposes, and requesting. a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, agree to the conference asked for by the House, the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair: 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer appointed 
Mr. Warren, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. UnpErwoop conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, 
which was read: - 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 2480) entitled “‘An act m 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various: Indian 
tribes, and for other purpose, ter the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920,” 
the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to strike out 
the word “ and” in line 14 of page 66 of said bilL 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate concur in the resolution 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CALLING OF THE ROLL, 


Mr. KING. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRDSIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watson in the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Borah Henderson 
Culberson Hitcheoek 
Cummins Johnson, Cal, 
Curtis Jones, N. Mex. 
Dial Kellogg 
Elkins Kenyon 


Fernald Ki 
Frelinghuysen Kirby 
Hale McKellar Ransdell 
Harding Moses Sheppard 
Harris Newberry Sherman 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-two: Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. There is not a quorum present. The 
Secretary will call the names of absent Senators. 

The Seeretary called the names of absent Senators, and Mr. 
New, Mr. Sissatons, and Mr. Swanson answered to their names 
when called. 

Mr. Smirn of Arizona, Mr. WAtsH of Montana, Mr: f'tercurn, 
Mr. Iozrnson, Mr. Jones of Washington, Mr. Ener, Mr. La 
Fou.ert:, Mr. McNary, Mr. Lenroor, Mr: CHAMBERLAIN, Mr. 
DILLINGHAM, Mr. Fatt, and Mr. Loper entered’ the Chamber 
and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


Smoot 
Spencer 
Sutherland 
Thomas 
‘Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson 


Norris 
Nugent 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
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REGULATION. OF RAILROAD RATES, 

The: Senate,. as: ins Committee of the Whole; resumed the con- 
sideration. of: the: bill. (3. 643) to: amend section 10) of an act 
entitied “An act te provide: fer: the operation: of traasportation 
systems! while under Pederal control; for the just compensa- 
= aH their owners; and for other: purpeses;” approved: March 

The Seeretary proceeded’ to: read! the: bill. 

The: first’ amencment: of’ the’ Committee: on. Interstate: Com- 
merce was, on page 3,, line:6,, after the word “ right,”’ to insert 
“as: to: interstate: commerce”; im line 8} after tlie word “upon,” 
to strike: out “it.” and! to: insert “said right.””; in. line 14, after 
the word: “ regulations,” to: insert “direetly affeeting inter- 
state: commerce”; and in line: 28, before the: words “ Director 
rig of Railroads,” to: insert: “ President or: the,” so as to 
read: 


That during the period of Federal control the right to initiate or 
—- rates, fares, charges, classifications, regulations, and practices 
e ed' by the carriers: now under Federal’ control, prior to the 29th 
day of December, 1917; shall hereafter be exercised by the President; or 
by the Director General of Railroads, but such: right as: to interstate 
commerce shall be exercised under all the limitations and conditions 
which were imposed upon said’ right by the act to regulate commerce, 
approved February 4, 1887, as amended ; and: the Interstate-Commerce 
Commission shall. have as. full and complete authority and. jurisdiction 
to: set — change, modify, suspend, or otherwise review all euch rates, 
fares, arges, classifications, and reguiations directly affecting: intor- 
state commerce as: tho’ the Government had! not assumed: the posses- 
sion and control of transportation systems. To. that end the said 
act to regulate commerce, as amended, is hereby declared to be in full 
force and effect with: respect: to: rates, fares, charges, classifications, prac- 
tices, and regulations, anything in the act approved: March 21, 1918, to 
the. contr: net The precedure before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission shall. be the same as formerly, except that the 
President or the Direeter General of Railroads shail stand {n: the stead 
of the carriers; and all notices theretofore required to be given to or 
served upon carriers:shall be given to.or served on said Director General. 
All orders. or findings of the commission shall bind: the Director General 
to the same extent as’ they formerly bound the carriers. 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The: next amendment was, on: page 4, line 6, after the word 
“regulations,” to insert “directly affecting interstate com- 
merce,” so as to make the clause read : 

In determining any question concerning any such rates, fares, charges, 
classifications, practices, or regulations, directly affecting interstate 
commerce, or any changes or proposed changes in the same, the reuson- 
ableness thereof or any discrimination therein, the rule to be applied 
shall be the same as e under the said. act to regulate commerce, as 
amended, and under the general law of the subject'as it was prior to the 
Government's possession and control. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 12, to insert: 

In. computing the time allowed in the present law for presenting claims 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission for reparation, the period of 
Federal control _——s the passage and approval of this act shall: be 
excluded, and, likewise; in computing the time for ae claims or 
bringing suits for loss or damage arising out of the transpertation of 
persons or property: the of Federal control prior to the passage 
and approval of this act shall be excluded. 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. . The bill is still before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole and’ open to amendment. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I am very glad that this 
legislation has been begun. I hope that the office of the Direc- 
tor General of Railroads will soon be divested of all control 
over interstate rate making. 

I referred yesterday very briefly to some of the exorbitant 
and inequitable increases in freight charges. I have never 
been able myself to understand why it should be published to 
the world that there was but a 25 per cent increase in freight 
rates, when, as a matter of fact, by reason of certain changes in 
the classifications, those rates went as high as from 50 to 60 
per cent when it came to the shipment of coarse grain; to 240 
per’ cent when it came to the shipment of tea from New Or- 
leans; and, as one of the Senators before the committee said, 
he had information from his own section of the country that 
increases were made as high as 500 per cent. 

The hearings which we had before the committee, and which 
covered a number of weeks during the last session, convinced 
me that the Director General and his staff were very much 
more interested’ in making orders that would suit. their con- 
venience than to suit the convenience of the shippers them- 
selves. 

I want to call two or three: instances to the attention of the 
Senate, in order that the public may perhaps better under- 
stand what has been: done: The Railroad Administration 
sought by. different orders to change the rule of liability; they 
sought to change the place where suits sheuld be begun; and 
they denied the right of certain claimants against railroad em- 
ployees: to begin. garnishee proceedings. I want merely to: take 
the- time of the Senate for a few moments to refer to: two: or 
three: of these matters. 
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Lawyers all know that under the rule of bailments a com- 
mon earrier is supposed to furnish a car that is fit for the pur- 
pose for which it is intended ‘to be used. It does not take a 
lawyer to understand that should be the rule, cemmon -sense 
suggests it, and yet they issued the famous general order No. 
57 with relation to the shipment of grain. They provide in 
that order that the shipper ‘himself must inspect the car to 
ascertain whether or not it is in a condition such as to preserve 
the cargo. I want to read just a paragraph from this rule. 
Under paragraph 2 of the rule they say: 

While carriers are expected to furnish suitable equipment, it is the 
duty _ the shipper to reject a car which is unfit for the loading in- 
tended. 

Shippers should not load bulk grain in a car with door post shat- 
tered or broken, or with other defects of such character as to render 
car obviously unfit, or with inside showing the presence of oil, creosote, 
fertilizer, manure, coal, or other damaging substances of like or 
kindred character. 


Under this rule the Director General’s oflice proposed that 
if a shipper should use a car which had previously been loaded 
with some such substances, then he would not be able to col- 
lect if he sustained any damage. If the car leaks on its jour- 
ney to its destination and a large part of the cargo is lost, if 
the car had not been inspected by the shipper, he is to be 
chargeable with the fact that he did not have a proper car 
and his right of recovery defeated. I do not think that the 
Attorney General’s office had any authority under the railroad- 
control act to adopt a rule of that kind, but nevertheless they 
did it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VFRELINGHUYSEN in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Qhio yield to the Senator 
from Texas? 

Mr. POMERENE. I yield. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. May I suggest to the Senator that this 
bill does not interfere with the continued operation of that 
rule as to shipments wholly within a State? 

Mr. POMERENE. I realize that very fully, and referred to 
that fact yesterday to some extent. I hope we will get to a 
point later on, when it comes to shipments within a State, that 
the local authorities will have a proper control of that intra- 
state commerce ; but that is another question. 

I wish to call attention to another proposition. In my State, 
and I dare say in nearly all other States of the Union, there 
are certain statutes, local in character, which permit the 
creditor of an employee by garnishee preceedings to tie up 10 
per cent of the funds of an employee in the event that a debt 
has been incurred for necessaries, such as food supplies or 
clothing or rent. 

That has been the rule in my State for probably 15 or 20 
years; but the Director General’s office issued an order to the 
effect that no suit shall be brought against a railroad company 
and thereby tic up its funds. Is there any justification for 
that? They excuse themselves for making this order by reason 
of the fact that under some provision of the railroad-control act 
the earnings of the company are regarded as public funds and 
therefore they should not be garnisheed, ignoring entirely the 
rights of ereditors in the various States. 

Whether the Director General has this power er not I will 
not take the time to discuss, but I am sure his course has been 
very bad policy. 

Let me call attention to another of their rules. Under the 
Carmack law, which was later amended and supplemented very 
materially by a bill introduced by the Senator from Towa [Mr. 
Cummins], now the able chairman of the Committée on Inter- 
state Commerce, it was provided that ‘bills of lading should be 
so framed as to make the company issuing them responsible 
in damages for losses occurring on another line between the 
point of shipment and point of destination, and suits might be 
brought against the initial carrier, and, if damage accrued to the 
cargo, that all the shipper would have to do would ‘be to prove 
the fact that there had been a ‘loss, and it would make no differ- 
ence whether it was on the lines of the initial carrier or on those 
of some intervening carrier. The Railroad Director General’s 
office changed that rule so as to provide that a suit shall only ‘be 
begun against ‘the initial carrier in the event that the shipper 
resides in the-county or district in which the shipment originated 
at the time he ‘begins the suit, or ‘that he shall go to the place 
where the loss occurred ; in other words, if there were a shipment 
of grain from Minneapolis to Baltimore via Pittsburgh by one 
who did not live in that district or county, or if he lived ‘there 
at the time of the shipment but later moved away, he could not 
begin the suit in Minneapolis; but if the loss should occur at 
Pittsburgh .on its way to Baltimore, then the shipper would ‘have 
to go to Pittsburgh, if that was on another line, in order ‘to 
begin his suit, 
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It is just such rules as these that have offended the shipping 
public of the country, and I.am glad that the President has seen 
fit to say that the railroads shall go back to their owners not 
later than January 1. I hope that the Congress will be able to 
pass some of the remedial legislation which is believed to be 
necessary before that time, so that the railroads can be returned 
to private control at an earlier date. 

I now wish to call attention to another matter. When I say 
this I recog: ize the fact that the former Secretary of the 
Treasury did a most wonderful work as Secretary of the 
Treasury. I think he made the greatest Secretary of the Treas: 
ury that we have had for 50 years. I wish I could say as much 
about the management of the railroads, whether by him or by 
the present director general. Some reference was made by the 
distinguished chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee 
yesterday concerning the finances of the railroads, and I agree 
with him that, considering the railroad question from that 
standpoint, the problem is a most serious one. One of the rea- 
sons which was urged for a continuance of Government control 
of the railroads was the introduction of certain economies; and 
among these economies was the taking away of the large sala- 
ries of some of the railroad executives and their counsel. 

It was claimed that during the first year they had saved 
something like $6,100,000 by cutting out high salaries. We 
were not furnished at that time with a statement as to the cost 
of the director general’s office, and we have not a complete 
statement of it yet; but we have had a few figures which fur- 
nish a side light on the question. Early in January the com- 
mittee asked for a statement of these expenditures and for a 
list of the employees. It did not come until a communication 
was received by the chairman of the committee dated March 1. 
It did not contain the names of the officials. I did not see it 
until 2 o’clock on Tuesday morning, March 4, but it contains 
some little interesting information. While one of the com- 
plaints made against private ownership was the large salaries 
paid under private control, it would seem from an investiga- 
tion of this document that there is not very much difference 
between the cost of Government contro] and private control. 
I am only going to refer to some of the larger salaries. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. POMERENE. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I may not have apprehended the meaning of the 
statement just made by the Senator. Does he mean to state 
that it cost as much to operate the railroads when they were 
under the control’ of the owners and before the Government 
took control of them as it has cost to operate them since the 
Government assumed control of the railroad systems of the 
country ? 

Mr. POMERENE. No, Mr. President, I did not mean to say 
that. I have not sufficient information on that question to 
discuss the comparative cost of the two managements. What 
I was calling attention to was simply the fact that there was 
not any material differenee in the salaries which were paid 
under private control and those paid under Government control. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, I think when 
the full facts are disclosed it will be shown that there are more 
employees now than there were before for the performance of 
the same tasks—— 

Mr. POMERENE. I think that is true. 

Mr. KING. And that the cost of the personnel employed in 
the operation of the railroads under Government operation is 
very greatly in excess of the cost of the railroads when in the 
hands of their owners. 

Mr. POMERENE. The statement was made the other day 
before the committee—and I have no reason to doubt it—that 
there were about 141,000 more employees now than there were 
a year or 18 months ago. 

But to revert to the question of official salaries, there are 
5 men or officials on the Director General's staff each of whom 
gets $50,000. There are 2 each getting $40,000. There are 3 
each getting $35,000. ‘There are 2 getting $30,000 each, 8 re- 
ceiving $25,000 each, 11 receiving $20,000 each, 1 receiving 
$18,500, 1 receiving $18,000, 1 receiving $17,500, 6 receiving 
$15,000 each, 1 receiving $14,000, 1 receiving $13,200, 1 receiv- 
ing $12,500, 4 receiving $12,000 each, 1 receiving $10,800, 1 re- 
ceiving $10,600, and 23 receiving $10,000 each; or a total of 72 
men on the staff of the Director General receiving salaries 
aggregating $1,398,100, or an average of $19,418. 

I think ‘that when they attempt to show the economies, par- 
ticularly in the reduction of the salaries of the executives of the 
railroads under private management, they at least ought to 
have been fair to the committee and fair to the public in giving 
a statement as to what salaries they were paying, so that we 
would be able to compare them.. 


Does the Senator from Ohio 
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Mr. WATSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. POMERENE. I vield. 

Mr. WATSON. Has the Senator been unable to obtain a list 
of the employees under private management, and the salaries 
they were paid? 

Mr. POMERENF. No: I do not have them, but there was a 
good deal cf complaint made because there were salaries of 
$50,000, $40,000. and so forth. There were some few salaries, 
I think—at least, I have been so told—that were somewhat in 
excess of these figures; but, after all, the salaries which are 
being paid are about the same—I am speaking, of course, in 
general terms—whether under public management or private 
management. 

It seems to me, however, just a little bit strange that we have 
a great Chief Justice of the United States on the comparatively 
small salary of $15,000, yet when it comes to a railroad manage- 
ment we have to have men receiving salaries in the amounts I 
have indicated. Think of it. Each one of a number of these 
railroad officials receive more salary than the great Chief Jus- 
tice and two Justices of our great Supreme Court. 

I had intended to go more at length into some of these abuses, 
and I may do so at some future time, but I felt it not inappro- 
priate at the present time to lay a few of these facts before the 
Senate. It is just such facts as these, among other reasons 
which might be urged, that have persuaded me that there is a 
great necessity for the termination of Government control at 
the earliest practicable moment, taking into consideration the 
financial situation. 

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President, I would like to ask the author 
of the amendment a question. The purpose of the bill, as I 
understand, is to put the power to initiate rates by the Presi- 
dent and the Director General under the old condition. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That was done in the act of March, 1918. 

Mr. KIRBY. Yes; and the rates then were subject to review 
before they were put into operation, for reasonableness? 

Mr. CUMMINS. No. In the act of March, 1918, known as 
the railway-control act, the right to initiate, change, and modify 
rates was given to the President of the United States, just as 
it had been formerly exercised by the several carrier companies. 
Formerly, however, the Interstate Commerce Commission had 
the right to suspend and revise those rates before they were 
put into force, and that right was taken away from the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission in the act of 1918. 

Mr. KIRBY. Is it the purpose of this bill to restore that func- 
tion’? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It is. 

Mr. KIRBY. That is what I understood. 

Mr. President, I shall support the amendment; and, so far 
as the Government control of the railroads is concerned, it does 
not seem to have been a complete success. It certainly has not 
been from the financial or money-making standpoint. There 
have been many reasons, it seems to me, why it has not been 
successful; and I am not prepared to say that it was due to 
mismanagement or to lack of efficient management or to lack 
of cmployment of talent that ought to have been capable of 
man:iging them successfully. The great trouble about the whole 
matter has been that there was no incentive upon the part of 
the directors in direct charge of the railroads to manage them 
successfully and economically, because the Government stood 
behind them all, and there could not be a loss to the private 
ownership. The returns and profits were guaranteed. 

That has been the great trouble about it all. I understand 
that the wages have been increased practically—if the increase 
had extended over a period of a year—$800,000,000 a year. We 
know that the rates have been increased, and the service has not 
been improved, but rather has been impaired. It has not been 
as efficient, to say the least, under war-time management in the 
delivery of freight, the service to the public as it had been 
before. I attribute that, however, rather to the conditions that 
made the war-time control necessary; but I hope it will soon 
be that we may get down to a condition where the railroads will 
exist to subserve the public interest and convenience, where they 
shall have a reasonable amount of compensation for the service 
they render; and that is all they are entitled to as public-service 
corporations. The best method for bringing that about is still 
to be determined by the Congress of the United States. They 
are in the control of the Government now, and it does not yet 
“ppear When they will be released ; but before they are released, 
if it shall become necessary that these roads be returned to pri- 
vate ownership, it is my opinion net only that the Government 
should retain, through some agency, the power to fix and con- 
trol and revise the reasonableness of rates, but somewhere and 
somehow the same agency should have the power to determine 
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the reasonableness of wages to be paid to the employees engaged 
in this activity. That much control should be retained in some 
agency of the Government if it becomes necessary to restore the 
roads to private ownership. 

Mr. CUMMINS. So far as the bill that is now before the 
Senate is concerned, those rights are retained by the President 
fully and completely. The Director General fixes the wages 
of all the men; and that he will continue to do so long as the 
roads are in Federal control. 

Mr. KIRBY. I understand the conditions on that point as 
does the Senator from Iowa; but my opinion is that when the 
control by the Government is released, or the roads are put back 
into private ownership, the same agency that has the right to 
review for reasonableness the rates initiated, or the rates put 
into effect, ought also to have the power to determine the rea- 
sonableness of the wages to be paid the employees engaged in 
this activity. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think the Senator from Arkansas is stat- 
ing a conclusion which everybody will have to accept before 
very long. 

Mr. KIRBY. I do not care to discuss the matter further, as 
it has not reached the point where we are-determining what 
shall finally be done with the railroads. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before the Senator takes his seat, 
I gather from what the Senator said that he did not understand 
that the Government has had the right heretofore, under the 
interstate-commerce clause, to determine the reasonableness of 
the rates. 

Mr. KIRBY. Oh, no; there is no question about that at all. 
The question with me was whether this amendment was de- 
signed to do away with the power of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to test the reasonableness of these rates before 
they were put into effect. The question that I was discussing 
later on was that when the railroads shall be returned to 


‘private ownership, the same agency that controls the rates or 


revises the rates ought to have the power also to determine 
the reasonableness of the wages to be paid to people engaged 
in this activity. 

Mr. KING. Without entering into a discussion of that power, 
does not the Senator think that if the Government should at- 
tempt to fix the wages of those who are working for the rail- 
roads that are engaged in interstate commerce, appeals would 
be made that the Government should take over the fixing of 
wages for every activity—private, corporate, or otherwise— 
first if the product was interstate and then finally if it was 
purely intrastate? Does not the Senator think that the moment 
the Government announced that policy—namely, that it would 
fix the wages of those employed upon railroads engaged in inter- 
state commerce—appeals would be made that it should fix the 
wages of all persons whose products might be conceived or con- 
sidered to be interstate in character? 

Mr. KIRBY. I do not think it would necessarily go to any 
such extent as that; and I say that the function and the power 
to determine the reasonableness of wages as the reasonableness 
of rates is determined should also be left in Government con- 
trol, without regard to when the railroads are turned back to 
private ownership. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that in fixing the 
rates, in determining whether they are reasonable or not—I am 
speaking now of freight rates and passenger rates—incidentally, 
if not directly, the question of wages is involved? 

Mr. KIRBY. Yes; it must all come into consideration, of 
course; but suppose these wages are not paid? 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator think that with the organiza- 
tion of labor as it exists to-day, and the collective-bargaining 
system which prevails in this country, and against which no 
one can or ought to inveigh, there need be very much concern 
in respect to the power to fix wages? 

Mr. KIRBY. Of course, if labor is able to take care of itself 
without inconvenience to the public or without destruction of 
the public rights, it might be well; but if it all could be 
arranged here as it is about the rates, and the employees pro- 
tected in their wages, and some of the great strikes could be 
prevented and no injury done to the public, it seems to me it 
would be well to have the power retained to do that. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think—and I repeat the 
question which I propounded a few moments ago—that when 
you invest the Federal Government with the power to fix wages 
you are to some extent invading the rights and prerogatives of 
the individual, of the labor unions, of those who engage in 
labor; and does not the Senator think that if the Government 
attempted the fixing of wages for those who are engaged in 
railroad work, inevitably the demand would be made, either 
by the employers or by the employees or by the public, that 
it should fix wages in everything else, particularly if the prod- 
uct of the labor was interstate in character? 
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Mr. KIRBY. The Senator does not appear to get my mean- 
ing. I have not said that the Government should fix the wages of 
the people engaged in this activity, but that it should retain the 
power to determine the reasonableness of the wages to be paid 
to the people engaged in this activity in order to protect them. 

Mr. KING. Well, after all, does not that mean the power to 
fix wages? 

Mr. KIRBY. I do not think so. That is as far as I care to go. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Iowa a question. 

I have a letter from John Barton Payne, the attorney for 
the Railroad Administration, in which he calls my attention 
to the fact that this bill provides that— 

All final judgments for a plaintiff or plaintiffs rendered in actions 
for perso injuries or for loss of or Sous to property shall be 
prompily paid. 

As it provides; and he then says: 


There is no distinction here between judgments on causes of action 
arising during or prier to Federal control. Unfortunately there are 
several roads in the country in receiverships and insolvent. This is a 
mandate requiring the Government to pay all of the judgments against 
such roads. As a matter of fact, there has been no controversy about 
the payment of judgments except those arising prior te Federal control, 
as to which the Director General did not have the say; and the only 
matters in that connection which have come to my knowledge were 
brought to my attention by Congressman RacspDaLp, of South Carolina. 

I was just wondering whether or not the Senator from Iowa 
would be willing to have an amendment inserted after the 
word “ judgments,” in line 10, page 2, so as to read, “All final 
judgments arising out of causes of action during Federal con- 
trol”? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I think the bill as it is does 
not provide for payment of judgments except upon causes of 
action arising subsequent to Federal control; but the suggestion 
of the Senator from Indiana presents an inquiry that the 
Senate might very well make. Personally I believe that the 
railroads ought to pay the judgments that were rendered 
against them prior to Federal control, just as they pay the 
judgments rendered subsequent to Federal control. It will be 
seen that the bill is limited to judgments for personal injuries 
or for loss of or damage to property, and says that they shall 
be promptly paid by the Director General of Railroads. I 
did not intend to raise the question; but, now that it is pre- 
sented, I hope the Senate will deal with it according to its 
view of the justice of the matter. 

When we passed these railroads to the Government we took 
away from the citizens of the country who had recovered judg- 
ments for personal injuries the right to levy upon any of the 
property of the railroad companies and they had no relief 
whatever. It has always seemed to me to be rather unjust 
that these payments should be suspended in the air during the 
period of Federal control, when their damages should have 
been paid and the amount charged to operating expense. How- 
ever, I must say that in drafting the bill I had in mind only 
the causes of action which arose after the Government took 
possession and began to operate the preperty > and if the Sena- 
tor from Indiana desires to present an amendment of that 
character I shall not myself resist it. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, it occurs to me that that 
amendment should be incorporated in the bill. I can well 
understand the hardship that it worked upon those who had 
udgments against railroads before Government control; but, 

fter all, since Government control there has been no money 
with which to pay those judgments, so Mr. Payne says, with- 
out doing an injustice to the Railroad Administration. If the 
railroad companies themselves would furnish the money with 
which to pay these judgments, there would be no trouble 
about it; but under existing circumstances it seems as if that 
‘can not be done. Therefore it appears that the only. safe 
course to pursue is to mMeorporate this amendment and permit 
these judgments to remain suspended, so to speak, until after 
private ownership shall have been inaugurated. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Do I understand that claims for damages arising 
out of contracts have not been paid by the operating department? 

Mr. WATSON. No. 

Mr. KING. Or merely those which sound in tort? 

Mr. WATSON. Those which sound in tort [reading]: 

All final judgments for a plaintiff or plaintiffs rendered in actions 
for personal injuries or for loss of or damage to property shall be 
Promptly paid by the Director General of Railroads. 

Mr. KING. My understanding has been that actions growing 
out of injuries to property and damages to property which 
perlinps might be designated actions ex delicto instead ef actions 
ex contractu have been met by the Railroad Administration 
and paid, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


967 


Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator is very much misinformed. 

Mr. WATSON. Yes; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. A vast number of these claims have neither 
been adjusted nor have they been paid after they were adjusted. 

Mr. KING. Then, if that be true, perhaps there are valid 
obligations against the Railroad Administration or against the 
railroads aggregating millions and tens of millions of dollars 
which ultimately will have to be paid, and which ought to have 
been taken into account in determining the cost of governmental 
control and operation. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator, I am sure, will discover as 
time goes on, and when the accounts are complete, that there 
are a good many costs of operation that have not yet been 
disclosed. 

Mr. KING. Then, if I may be pardoned—— 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. When the Senator stated that the Government 
was running behind in the neighborhood of about $2,000,000 a 
day, the Senator did not state that, but, as I understood him 
to state, perhaps, the loss would be sfx or seven hundred million 
dollars for the year—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I stated that the Govenment had lost 
last year about $240,000,000, and that the first four months of 
this year indicated a loss of about $250,000,000, and if that 
rate were continued throughout the year we would have for the 
whole period of Federal control a loss of something like six or 
seven hundred million dollars. 

Mr. KING. Accepting those figures, then, the loss would be 
very much greater if the railroads had paid these valid claims 
against them, growing out of the loss of property or injuries to 
individuals. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know the aggregate of the claims 
that have accumulated during this period. I only know that I 
have had a very great number of complaints with regard te 
claims which have not been paid nor even recognized in the way 
of adjustment. 

Mr. WATSON. I will say te the Senator from Iowa, if he 
will permit the interruption, that Judge Payne told me over the 
telephone that they had paid a very great number of these 
claims, running into a very large amount. He told me that he 
would give me 2 memorandum of the payments, but I have not 
yet received it. I think it may cast some light on this subject. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Undoubtedly that is true; but there are a 
great many of them which remain unpaid that have not yet 
been considered. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE] read 
certain orders of the administration which attempted to change 
the rules of the law with regard to evidence or with regard to 
the liability of the carriers. We were informed in the commit- 
tee that these claims had been at least delayed and had net 
been adjusted or paid. I do not want it to be understood that 
I am criticizing the Railroad Administration. I only state the 
fact that there is a very large number of claims that have not 
been paid, and there are judgments which have not been paid. 
One of the orders of the former Director General—not the 
present Director General—which was introduced in evidence de- 
elared, in so many words, that if the Director General was 
satisfied that the verdict of a jury or the judgment of a court 
was induced by prejudice or passion he would not recognize the 
verdict or judgment. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, my understanding is that the 
Railroad Administration is entirely willing to pay all juds- 
ments arising during Federal control as fast as they get the 
money. They do not want to undertake to pay these judgments 
that were secured against the railroad companies before Fed- 
eral control, because they have not the money and because they 
want these judgments paid by the companies themselves after 
they shall have been restored to private management. 

If the Senator from Iowa is entirely satisfied to have the 
amendment inserted, I shall be very pleased to offer it; other- 
wise I shall not, because I want him to be satisfied upon this 
point. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I want the Senator from Indiana to pursue 
his own judgment about it. I will say to him, however, that, 
as the author of the bill, I did not intend to provide for the 
payment of judgments which were rendered prior to Federal 
control. 

Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the Senator if the proposed amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana would not merely clarify 
that situation? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think so; but I am bound to say at the 
same time that I think it would be only just for the Govern- 
ment, out of the revenues of the companies, to pay these judg- 
ments which had been rendered prior to Federal control. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think that is true, with the possible excep- 
tion of those companies which are in the hands of receivers. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. That would be a very proper exception. I 
shall not resist the amendment if it is offered. 

Mr. WATSON. Then I offer the amendment, Mr. President. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator read the amendment, if 
it is not very long? 

Mr. WATSON. On page 2, in line 10, after the word “ judg- 
ments,” insert the words “on causes of action arising during 
Federal control.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question. In the event the Railroad 
Administration becomes dissatisfied under this measure with 
the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission in a rate 
controversy what recourse has it? 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Railroad Administration would have 
the same recourse that the carriers had prior to Federal control. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Then we would have the spectacle of the 
Federal Government going into court bringing suit in the nature 
of an appeal from the decision of one of its own subordinate 
agencies. ‘ 

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely; that is one of the anomalies that 
is inseparable from the assumption on the part of the Federal 
Government of a business enterprise. I do not think that can 
be avoided. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 


The question is on agreeing 


Mr. President, I offer the following amend- 
The amendment will be stated. 
Add as a new section at the end of the bill: 

That nothing in this act or in any act heretofore passed by Congress 
shail absolve any railroad or other common carrier from obeying any 
rate, rule, regulation, or practice of any State with respect to the 
transportation of passengers or property, or the receiving, delivery, 
storage, or handling of property wholly within one State and not shipped 
to or from a foreign country, from or to any State or Territory as 
aforesaid, unless and until such common carrier shall have secured 
the judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction holding such rate, 
rule, regulation, or practice imposed as aforesaid to be unreasonable. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, the pending bill restores 
the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission over 
interstate rates, but leaves the United States Railroad Adminis- 
tration in absolute and unqualified contro! of intrastate rates 
and shipments. It occurs to me that if the jurisdiction of any 
agency should be restored that of the States should be included. 
It seems to me that the United States Railroad Administration 
is in far better position to control and adjust the interstate rates 
and shipments than it is the multitude of rates and shipments 
whelly within the various States and relating to situations 
wholly local. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am in entire sympathy 
with the intention and purpose of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Texas. I think that matter should be cor- 
rected in this bill, but I am just a little afraid that the amend- 
ment he suggests will not have that effect. I suggest to him 
that after the word “ systems,” in line 16, page 3, the insertion 
of this language, which would probably correct the trouble, be 
made: 

ided, That the {nitiation and regulation of intrastate rates shall 
‘estored to State control as provided prior to said act of March 21, 


r. SHEPPARD. 
which the 
erstate 


Mr. President, the decisions prior to the 
Senator mentions had practically given the 
Commerce Commission control to a large degree of 
intrastate rates. The Shreveport case was one notable in- 
stance. The railroad commissioners of various States held a 
national meeting and joined in a protest against the tendency 
to concentrate contro] over local and intrastate rates and ship- 
ments in a Federal body. 

It is the object of this amendment not only to restore and 
the jurisdiction of the State commissions during the 
pendency of Federal control but to counteract any decision 
that was made in that direction before the period of Federal 
control, and to operate permanently. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In other words, the purpose of the Sena- 
amendment is to go further than restoring the status quo 
by the passage of the act of March 21, 1918, and to give the 
State commissions a little larger authority than they then 
exercised. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No; to give them authority over the intra- 
state rates and shipments which they possessed before the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court in the Shreveport case and similar 
cases, 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
powers, of course, 


date 


Int 


denne 


tor’s 


That would be an enlargement of their 
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Mr, SHEPPARD. 
powers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have listened with in- 
terest to what the Senator has just said and what he states to 
be the purpose of his amendment. I should be very glad to vote 
for his amendment along certain lines, but if it goes as far as 
he states it goes I could not vote for it. 

I am one of those in the Senate who opposed the taking away 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission when the 
original railroad act was passed. I did not at that time believe 
it was necessary, and I do not believe it has proven to be either 
wise or necessary at this time. I also believe that, as far as that 
is concerned, it would have been wise to have allowed the State 
railroad commissions to exercise their powers within their 
States. If the amendment were limited to the proposition of 
allowing them to exercise the powers which they had before 
December 31, 1917, when they took over the railroads, and the 
limitation of those powers as defined by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, I would have no objection to the amendment 
offered by the Senator. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is the Senator familiar with the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the so-called 
Shreveport case? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I 
with it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In that case the Supreme Court held that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission had a right to raise the 
rates between Dallas, Tex., and another Texas point, although 
the State railroad commission had fixed the rates after a care- 
ful investigation of all the equities concerned, and although the 
rates adopted were based on a proper return of revenue upon the 
capital invested. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am sure that is true, and that is the 
way I understand the case, and that is the reason why I object 
to the amendment offered by the Senator. If he will bear with 
me, I will give my reasons. They may not sound good to him, 
but they are convincing to me. 

It takes a slight historic view of this situation to really under- 
stand the Shreveport case. We have to go back as far as the 
adoption of the commerce clause of the Constitution. The clause 
in the Federal Constitution that had more to do with the binding 
together of the States in one central government than any other 
clause in it was the commerce clause, and it grew out of the fact 
that we were having a commercial war between the States under 
the old federation, when one State could adopt its own tariff 
laws and its own regulations and one State was making war 
on another. At the port of Newport, R. L, they were attempt- 
ing to adopt customs tariffs that required their neighbors in 
New Hampshire, Connecticut, and New York to pay the cost of 
running the government of Rhode Island. The State of New 
York was raising a customs barrier across the Hudson River to 
prevent the commerce of New Jersey from going into New York 
State and protecting that commerce for itself, and so on down the 
line. I might givé hundreds of instances. 

That was not only a commercial war, but it was rapidly ap- 
proaching a condition where it would have been an actual war 
between the States if it had been allowed to progress. 

Then men like George Washington gathered together to see if 
some arrangement could not be made to stop that war of com- 
merce between the several States in the federation. Out of that 
meeting grew the subsequent meetings that ultimately gave 
birth to our present Constitution. The fathers realized that we 
could not hold the Union together if commerce in one State was 
to war on commerce in another State, and they adopted in the 
Federal Constitution the principles that there should be free 
trade in these United States, and that a man across a State line 
should have the same opportunity to dispose of his goods and 
push his commerce as a man on the other side of the State line. 

The State commissions in some of the States have attempted 
to carry us back to the condition that was in existence before 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution, not by levying a tariff 
tax at the State line, but by establishing a railroad discrimina- 
tion that would let the people in that State control the commerce 
by discrimination up to the State line against the people living 
across the State line. That has not only been attempted in the 
Senator’s State, but in some other States, and that is absolutely 
contrary to the spirit of the Constitution as adopted by the 
fathers. 

Mr. KING. 
moment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. KING. I do not want to interrupt the continuity of his 
able exposition of this subject, but my understanding has been 


It would be a preservation of their proper 


am, and I am heartily in accord 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
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that the contention made by the State in the case referred to by 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHepparD] was that they were 
establishing a just and fair rate between the points within the 
State for freight and passengers with reference to the capital 
invested in the transportation companies, and not for the pur- 
pose of discriminating against any other State; and I think—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As to whether it was a fair rate within 
the State on the capital invested, of course that question would 
carry itself to the entire line in its ramifications on every freight 
rate they levied. This particular rate that was in controversy 
in the Shreveport case might have been fair and equitable where 
the distribution of the through rates might not have been. But 
that is not the question. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, it seems to me 
there can be a distinction between the two cases, one where the 
courts of the State justify a rate upon the ground that it is fair 
for the capital invested, and the attempt to justify a rate where 
it is discriminatory in aid of internal commerce. In the latter 
“ase the courts of the United States ought to reach out and 
intérdict the enforcement of a decree of the State court on the 
ground that perhaps it was a violation of the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution or-at least some provision of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is a violation of the real purpose of 
the commerce clause of the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. KING. Yes, and possibly depriving a person of his prop- 
erty without due process of law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no contention with the Senator 
on that point at all. But the Senator from Texas has announced 
that by the legislation which he proposes in his amendment 
he purposes to take away from the Supreme Court the power to 
do the very thing I am contending for. That is the reason why 
I am objecting to his amendment. If the State commission is 
merely adjusting a fair business arrangement that is fair to its 
own people and not discriminatory against its neighbors, I have 
no objection to it, and I would be in aecord with the Senator. 
But when he goes so far as to say that he offers this amendment 
to take away the power of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to say that there is no discrimination against one State 
in favor of another, I say it goes in the teeth of the very senti- 
ment and foundation of the Constitution of the United States 
and can bring about nothing but an internecine war in com- 
merce. If one State becomes involved in it, the other will re- 
spond, and, instead of having an easy and natural and continu- 
ous flow of the commerce of the country along natural lines, we 
will find ourselves blocked at the borders of every State in the 
Union by discriminatory railroad tariff rates. Therefore I think 
we ought to defeat the amendment as it is offered. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Would the Senator be willing to have an 
amendment such as I stated a few moments ago, which is simply 
a proviso “ that the initiation and regulation of intrastate rates 
shall be restored to State control as provided prior to said act 
of March 21, 1918”? As I understand it, he is in accord with 
that amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD... I have no objection to it. Really, I will 
state to the Senator, so far as I am concerned, I have always 
been in favor of the position the Senator from Iowa is arguing 
here. I was opposed to its being taken away, and, if I could 
have followed my own lines, we would have let this piece of 
legislation go over until we take up the whole subject and bring 
in one single bill to legislate on. But the matter is before the 
Senate, and it is up to me to vote on it, and I intend to support 
the bill which the Senator from Iowa has in charge. I have no 
objection whatever myself to the proposition going as far as the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee suggests. When we come down to 
bringing in a general railroad bill to meet the whole situation 
a few months from now, this thing may have to be changed and 
readjusted, but I am perfectly willing to restore the status quo 
in reference to the rate making as it stood before we took over 
the railroads. 

As I understand the proposition of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, I have no objection to it. I have not had a chance to 
study and read carefully the proposal of the Senator from Texas, 
but I take his own statement for it that it proposes to prevent 
the Supreme Court of the United States from continuing to 
prevent discriminations in commerce, as it did in the Shreveport 
case, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the Senator to say that. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. My position is subject to no such con- 
struction as that placed upon it by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the Senator to state that. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. My object is to write the law so that it 
can not be construed in such a way as to discriminate against 
the States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
eral court. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No. 

_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is not my object. I desire to take 
away no proper power possessed by the court or the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it is not the object of the Senator, 
then I hope he will change his amendment. The Constitution 
of the United States gives the Federal Government power to 
control commerce between the States, but until the Congress 
puts a law on the statute books to carry out that amendment 
the Supreme Court of the United States has no power to enforce 
it. If by this amendment the Senator from Texas is seeking 
to repeal or modify the present law so as to take away the 
power of the Supreme Court of the United States to decide that 
question, we relegate the whole question back to limbo, where we 
found it before we adopted the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Permit me to say to the Senator that my 
object is to have the law in such a shape that States will be 
protected in the control of purely intrastate rates, having no 
relation to commerce between the States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know; but it is not only commerce 
between the States. Commerce does not mean the actual mov- 
ing of commerce across a State line. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has gone far beyond that. If you bring, by reason 
of your State discrimination, your commerce in Texas up to the 
line of Louisiana by giving the cities in your State a preferen- 
tial rate, and thereby prevent, by reason of that preferential 
rate, the commerce of the State of Louisiana from moving into 
the State of Texas, you are tearing down the fundamental 
principle of the Constitution. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, on a shipment wholly 
within the State of Texas consumers must pay a higher freight 
rate in order that a city outside of the State of Texas may ship 
goods into that territory? And they may be compelled to do 
this, although the lower rate was established by the Texas State 
commission, after full hearing, and in due regard for sufficient 
revenue on capital invested? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is a situation which might become 
intolerable. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly that was the very purpose 
of granting the power to the Federal Government to regulate 
commerce between the States. It was in order that we might 
have free trade between the States of the Union, and the very 
purpose of the Senator’s amendment would be to tear that down. 
More than that, I want to say that this is a very grave and a 
very important question, a question that should receive the most 
careful, full, and deliberate consideration, and I do not think 
it ought to be passed on by the Senate hastily by an amendment 
offered on the floor without a careful working out in some com- 
mittee of the Senate. If the Senator merely wants to restore 
the status quo of these rate questions before we took the rail- 
roads over, I am willing to vote for it; but when he comes 
down to adopting a new rule, on which the Supreme Court 
of the United States must function, then I hope to defeat that 
amendment. 

Mr, POMERENE. Mr. President, if I may make a suggestion, 
if this power is to be conferred on the local authorities to the 
extent indicated by the amendment, it would enable the local 
authorities to fix a rate which would be out of all proportion 
to the interstate rate, and thereby place the burden of main- 
taining the system of transportation upon the interstate rates 
and relieve the State commerce to that extent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. The Senator is entirely 
correct about that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I offer as a substitute for 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas the amend- 
ment that I have already sent to the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On line 16, page 3, after the words “ transpor- 
tation systems,” insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the initiation and regulation of intrastate rates shall 
ey to State control, as provided prior to said act of March 21, 
1 . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President——— 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. While I do not modify in any way the 
position I have taken on this question, I realize that it opens 
up a tremendous field of discussion and one that should have 


It takes away the power from the Fed- 
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eareful analysis and investigation on the part of the Interstate 
Gomrzerce Committee. Therefore, for the present I shall not 
insist upon my amendment, but I shall accept the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Tennessec. 

I wish to insert at this point a brief argument which I made 
before the subcommittee of the Interstate Commerce Committee 
on this question a few years ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


UNtrep Staves SENATE, 
Friday, June 30, 1916. 


* & 7 * * * 


Without objection, it is so 


STATEMENT OF HON. MORRIS SHEPPARD, A SENATOR FROM 


TEXAS. 


THE STATE OF 


Senator SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, in view of the shortness of time, I 
shall make a very brief statement, 

The amendment I have introduced is made necessary by the decision 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission in a proceeding brought by the 
Railroad Commission of Louisiana, the decision having been rendered 
on March 11, 1912. 

The complaint of the Louisiana Railroad Commission was based on 
the fact that the rate from Dallas and other Texas points into eastern 
Texas were lower than the rates into Texas from Shreveport for equal 
distances. The defendant carriers, the Texas & Pacific and the Houston, 
East & West Texas Railways, operated lines from Shreveport, La., to 
Dallas, Tex., and from Shreveport, La., to Houston, Tex., respectively. 
It was shown that for 60 cents first-class traffic was being carried 
from Dallas eastward to other Texas points, a distance of 160 miles, 
while from Shreveport, La., to Texas points the same amount would 
earry the same traffic only 55 miles. 

The defendant carriers claimed that they were required to apply the 
rates out of Dallas and Houston by the Texas Railroad Commission. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission held that the situation consti- 
tuted an unjust discrimination against Shreveport and ordered the rail- 
wars heretofore mentioned to charge no higher rates from Shreveport, 
La., to Texas points than the rates from Texas points eastward and 
northeastward to other Texas points for like distances. The commis- 
sion established a scale of rates from Shreveport to Texas points for a 
distance of 182 miles on the Texas & Pacific Railway and 230 miles on 
the Houston, East & West Texas Railway. 

Let me say here that Shreveport is situated in northwestern 
Louisiana, about 20 or 30 miles from the eastern border, while Dallas 
is in north central Texas, about 160 miles west from the east Texas 
border. Houston is abeut 250 miles southwest of Shreveport, about 
230 miles of the distance being in Texas. 

Three of the seven members of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—Clements, Harlan, and McChord—dissented from the finding in 
the case, holding that the commission had no jurisdiction over State 
rates. 

_The action of the commission was upheld by the United 
Supreme Court (234 U. S., 342). The court said [reading] : 

“So far as these interstate rates conformed to what was found to be 
reasonable by the commission, the carriers are entitled to maintain 
them and they are free to comply with the order by so adjusting the 
other rates to which the erder relates as to remove the forbidden 
discrimination. But this result they are required to accomplish.” 

The court held that the provision of section 1 of the interstate- 
commerce act that said act had no application to transportation wholly 
within a State had “appropriate reference to exclusively imtrastate 
trafiic, separately considered, and that that act was not limited by this 
premise when interstate commerce itself is involved.” 

_In 1914 the railroad commission of Louisiana endeavored, by peti- 
tion duly brought, to have the principles defined in the rulings of the 
Supreme Court and the Interstate Commerce Commission before quoted 
applied to the entire territory of Texas. ‘The Imterstate Commerce 
Commission refused this plea, but marked off a large section of the 
State by drawing a line from Gainesville south to the Brazos River 
and thence down the Brazos to its mouth, and applied the rules 
established by the decisions already described to the territory between 
that line and the western border of Texas. The commission held that 
in this territory commodity rates should not be greater than class 
rates, and that the western classification should be observed. 

Vigorous objections came from Texas, and the commission ordered 
the entire matter reopened, the Louisiana commission urging that the 
rulings before alluded to be extended to all of Texas. This further 
investigation is still pending, and in the meantime the new rates have 
been suspended to await final decision. Such is the situation to-day. 

tegardiess of what the decision may be, the fact remains that the 
United States Supreme Court has held that the control of the Federal 
Government over interstate commerce means control ovcr intrastate 
commerce or commerce wholly within the State. This means that 
rates on hauls inside a State must depend primarily on rates on hauls 
originating outside a State. It means that State boundaries are mere 
fiction and that State sovereignty is an empty name. The State of 
Texas bas large and growing ports through which its wholesale cen- 
ters receive goods for distribution among its people. And yet it makes 
no difference how low these inbound rates may be, how efficient the 
terminal and rail service may be from port to warehouse, how great 
the volume of business developed at these centers may be, how great 
and how legitimate the desire to build up enterprises by allowing the 
lowest consistent rate of carriage to points of delivery——if any or all 
these factors justify a rate to points within the State lower than the 
rate from a point outside of the State to the same points, although 
the point outside the State may not have a single factor in its favor 
equaling those I have mentioned, the rates from Texas centers to 
points in Texas must be kept at a parity with the rates from the point 
outside the State to the same points in Texas. The progress of 5,000,- 
000 people, eccupying 265,000 square miles of the most promising 
territory on the globe, must be subordinated to the interests of a 
far-iniand city, of 35,000 people, in another State. 

I have nothing but admiration for Shreveport. 
thers 
peop! 
slow!y 


States 


My frequent visits 
have increased my admiration for its pregressive and patriotic 

It has no right, however, to ask that the rate system, builded 
and ably by the Texas Railroad Commission and adapted to 
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Texas conditions, shall be overturned in order to promote its com- 
mercial fortunes. 

The Texas Railway Commission can not, under the law, establish 
rate unfair to the railroads or the people of Texas; any rate 
productive of a fair return on the capital invested in their con- 

struction and operation. The State of Texas, through both its own 
and the Federal Constitution, bas authorized tts commission to_super- 
vise, establish, and regulate railway rates under these conditions. 
Under ‘the division of powers peculiar to the present system of Amer- 
ican Government, Texas has the right to control the rates on ship- 
ments entirely within its own borders. This right is part of its re- 
served sovereignty. To say ‘to Texas that you must fashion your 
State rates from the standpoint of the interests of another State, 
and not your own, is to <a, that Texas has any identity as a State. 

As long as ‘the Texas Railroad Commission fixes rates that are fair 
to the people and the carriers alike, it lies in nobody’s mouth to say 
that they must rearrange them because interests outside of the State 
claim injury. 

If we consider it desirable to have the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission control intrastate rates, let an amendment to the Constitution 
be prune in the usual way, and let the States say whether they 
wish to surrender the rights they now possess in this regard. Let 
not the rights be invaded by a process of slow and stealthy usurpa- 
tion, in violation alike of the Constitution of the Union and the prin- 
ciples of State identity, State unity, and State integrity, 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I merely wish to make a 
very brief statement in reference to the proposed amendment. 
It is the purpose of the bill to restore the status quo as to the 
initiation and changing of rates, fares, charges, classifications, 
regulations, and practices as exercised by the carriers now 
under Federal control prior to the 29th day of December last. 
In other words, it restores to the Interstate Commerce Gommis- 
sion the right to regulate rates. When the Government took 
over the control and operation of the railroads it took part of 
the jurisdiction that had formerly been exercised by the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. It also took over the juris- 
diction and regulation of rates that had formerly been under 
control of the State commissions, I think it is manifestly un- 
fair to restore to the Interstate Commerce Commission that ‘part 
of the jurisdiction which refers to interstate rates and not to 
restore at the same time the status quo as to intrastate rates. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLson] on yesterday very 
clearly and forcefully pointed out the reasons why this juris- 
diction over intrastate rates should be restored to the State 
commissions, and I feel sure that it is but fair and just, and ‘in 
the very nature of things, that it ought to be*done. We should 
restore the jurisdiction over all rates to the body that exer- 
cised that jurisdiction prior to the taking over of the railroads 
by the Government a year ago. : 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I wish very much that we 
were in a position to return these railways to their owners, in 
which event the full power and authority of the States over 
intrastate rates would be at once resumed, and very properly 
resumed; but I want the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Mc- 
KELLAR] to remember that the Government of the United 
States, not as an established policy, but in order to meet an 
emergency, in order to aid in the prosecution of the war, is 
engaged in operating these properties, not as owner, but sim- 
ply as an operator, simply for the purpose of carrying out its 
designs, which became necessary in the war. There must be a 
very great difference between that attitude and an attitude 
which we will assume when we have established a permanent 
policy and when we will remit to the State and tecal authori- 
ties all the powers they formerly exercised. Tf there is no dis- 
tinction between those two conditions, then, of course, the view 
of the committee is wrong. 

This very question was raised before the committee—that is, 
the inquiry whether, in the restoration of the jurisdiction of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, we would at the same 
time take away from the President the right to make ‘any 
rates in a State. Of course, the President has no right to make 
any rates in a State, except as he got it under the act of 
March 21, 1918. The committee was unanimous in its epinion 
that during the short period—we hepe a short period—of Gov- 
ernment control, in which the President is operating these 
properties simply for the purpose of caring for an emergency 
which was thrust upon the people of the United States, that 
the Government ought not to be required to go to the various 
State authorities and ask them what the rates for transporta- 
tion in their respective States should be. I:am impressed with 
the logic of that reasoning; and, as I said to the Senater from 
Minnesota yesterday, I shall be the last man te withdraw 
from the States the authority which I believe ‘they have under 
the ‘Constitution to manage, control, regulate, and ‘supervise 
purely local business—their own rates—except as the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. UNpgrweop] has said, when they come into 
contact with rates established ‘by the Federal Government. Tn 
that event the Federal Government is, as always, supreme, 
and ‘the State authority must yield to the general authority. 
But in the short period threugh which we are new passing T 
want the Senators who are suggesting this amendment to 





1919. 


review what the situation would be. If we should adopt the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee, every 
2-cent passenger rate in force, either by statute or through 
the orders of State commissions, would at once be restored; 
every reduction in rates that has been made by the State au- 
thorities would at once be resumed. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr.-SHEpPaRD] may think that he 
can assist the people of Texas in having them ride at 2 cents a 
mile—although I do not know whether his State has such a 
statute or not—but if that practice is resumed somebody will 
have to pay the bill. We are already behind $240,000,000 for 
last year and we are behind more than that this year. Who 
will pay the bill? It must be paid by general taxation. If we 
permit the reduced rates in all the States to take effect again, 
the revenues of the railway companies will fall off accordingly, 
and we shall be compelled in that event to add to interstate 
rates, thus increasing the disparity which is so unfortunate if 
it exists at all. 

I hope the Senate will not, during this temporary period, 
take away the power from the General Government, which we 
have given to the Government as a war measure to control rates 
until we have that legislation which we hope will compose the 
entire situation and will enable the railway companies to re- 
sume their business under normal conditions. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to ask, would not the same reason- 
ing adopted by the Senator as to the States be equally strong 
as to taking away this war authority and giving it back to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission? 

Mr. CUMMINS. No; the Interstate Commerce Commission is 
a Federal instrumentality. It is just as much charged with the 
duty from the Federal standpoint of maintaining these rates 
as is the Director General. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let me ask the Senator this question: 
Suppose the Interstate Commerce Commission should reduce 
rates generally, as it would have the right to do if this bill 
passed unamended, and the Director General of Railroads 
should increase intrastate rates, could not both of those things 
be done if the bill passes unamended? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] 
asked me practically the same question——— 

Mr. McKELLAR. I did not hear the question and the answer. 

Mr. CUMMINS. And I answered him in this way: First, it 
is not conceivable, it is unthinkable, that any such situation 
shall arise; but if it should arise, in my judgment the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has entire authority to care for it. 
The Interstate Commerce Commission has now under the law 
the authority to create and to maintain the proper relation be- 
tween the rates in a State and the rates for interstate traffic. 
It has that authority now. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But where there is no relation between in- 
terstate and intrastate rates the Director General could apply 
such rates as he sees fit without regard to State authorities or 
to State commissions at all; he could increase in each State in 
the Union the intrastate freight and passenger rates, and he 
could increase those rates 50 per cent if he so desired and still 
be within his power, whereas 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have more confidence in a Democratic 
administration than to believe that is possible. 

Mr. McKELLAR,. I am submitting a strong casein order to 
show what the power is. Why leave that power there? If you 
are going to take away a part of this war power from the 
Railroad Administration, why not take it all away and restore 
the status quo? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have endeavored to keep it all in the 
hands of the Federal Government, where I believe it belongs, 
until the period of the emergency shall have passed and these 
properties shall be returned to their owners. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But, as I understand the Senator, the 
Senator believes that the authority that existed within the 
States before the Federal Government took over the railroads 
should be ultimately restored to them? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think that there is notliing that can take 
it away from them. The Constitution preserves to the States, 
so far as the power to regulate commerce is concerned, what- 
ever authority they have, and Congress is utterly powerless to 
withdraw that authority from the States. It was only the ex- 
istence of war that made it possible for the Federal Government 
to assume the right to prescribe a purely State rate, assuming 
that it did not discriminate against an interstate rate. 

We have not yet returned the property, and we know that 
we can not do so for some months to come. All that I am in- 
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sisting upon is, until the period of this emergency shall kave 
passed the power be retained in the Federal Government. I 
think that is a logical, sound position, and I can not imagine 
that the people of the States, who are citizens of the United 
States as well, can be injured by leaving the authority where it 
now is. Mark you, I do not propose to extend it, but I propose 
to leave it just where the act of March 21, 1918, placed it. 

Mr. KELLOGG addressed the Senate. After having spoken 
for some time, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
for a moment? ° 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have been informed that there are two or 
three Senators who desire to speak on this subject, and know- 
ing that we can not conclude the bill to-night, if the Senator 
from Minnesota is entirely willing, I will make a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will yield for that purpose, and conclude 
to-morrow morning whatever other remarks I have to imake. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 
12, 1919, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 11, 1919. 


The House met at 12°o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the ‘ol- 
lowing prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, our heavenly Father, in whom we live and 
move and have our being, let Thy spirit come mightily upon us, 
to inspire us with large conceptions of life, and truth, and jus- 
tice; that we may render unto Thee the things that are Thine 
and unto Cesar the things that are Czesar’s, and so fulfill the 
law and the prophets in all that we undertake this day; after 
the manner of the world’s Great Exemplar. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF H. R. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
change of reference of the bill H. R. 5280 from the Committee 
on the Public Lands to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for a change of reference of bill H. R. 5280 from the 
Committee on the Public Lands to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is it about, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr Speaker, the War Department bought 
a number of warehouses in Chicago, and among them a cold- 
storage warehouse. They had no use for the cold-storage ware- 
house after the armistice, and they traded with the Central 
Manufacturing Association for a dry-storage warehouse. They 
made the exchange. The manufacturing association paid a large 
amount of cash. They discovered when they were going to 
transfer the title they did not have full power, ‘because the 
words “cold storage” were net in the power which they had 
under existing law. The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and was in, if I remember correctly, the Senate 
bill which was reported but which did not pass. It is a matter 
for the War Department and one that belongs to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is purely a bill that be- 
longs to the Military Committee and not to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. And in this connection may I again suggest 
to the gentleman that when they have requests of this kind to 
make they refer the matter, before making the requests, to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crark], who ought to be in- 
formed in regard to them before they are presented to the 
House. I was under the impression that the gentleman from 
Missouri had been informed with regard to this. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the title of this bill? 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is “To authorize the President to dis- 
pose of real property by sale, exchange, lease, or otherwise.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, if the House will 
bear with me a minute, I wish to say that I think the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Wyoming is correct. Somebody 
has to look after these matters, and unless the gentlemen who 
have bills inform those who are supposed to look after matters 
here it precipitates one of these talking fests every morning. 


5280. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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While I was Speaker I asked everybody who wanted to make a 


motion to recommit, except just a flat motion to recommit, to | 
bring me the motions in advance—and I have no doubt the 


present Speaker will find that to be of advantage—so you can 
tind out what is in them. Now, half the time you can not 
hear a thing that goes on in this Heuse, anyhow. Gentlemen 
get up here with bills that I do not know anything about or 
anybody else knows anything about. They may be very meri- 
torious, but we do not feel like letting them go through. I 
have no objection to this change of reference and think it ought 
to be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to suggest that the 
Chair would be obliged if gentlemen who wish to ask unani- 
mous consent would consult him in advance, and’ would sug- 
that in the future the Chair will probably not recognize 
anyone to ask unanimous consent unless he knows in advance 
tl ject for which unanimous consent is asked. 

Is there objection to the request made by the gentlem: 
Illinois [Mr. McKinitey]? [After a pause.] 
none. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE 
A message frem the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
ounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 

(H. R. 3478) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
n appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and 
prior fiscal years, and for other purpeses, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154 of the act of the second 
session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the joint resolution 
entitled “Joint resolution to authorize the President in time 
of war to supervise or take possession and assume control of 
any telegraph, telephone, marine cable or radio system or 
systems, or any part thereof, and te operate the same in such 
manner as may be needful or desirable for the duration of 
the war, and to provide just compensation therefor,” approved 
July 16, 1918, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested. 

INVESTIGATION OF EXPENDITURES IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I present a priviles 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan presents a 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts, which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr. CAMPBELE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
gentieman from Michigan to withhold 
unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. MAPES. I will withhold it. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gent'eman from Kansas conferred 
with the gentleman from Wyoming and the gentleman from 
Missouri? He certainly has not conferred with the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have conferred with the gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MonpeE.1]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Mapes]. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 98. 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, appointed under the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives adopted June 4, 1919, be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to employ such stenographic, clerical, and legal assistance and such 
accountants, and to have such printing and binding done as it may deem 
1eCeSst y. 

. ‘All opens that may be incurred by said committee, 

expenses of said committee or any subcommittee thereof 

utside of the District of Columbia, shall be paid out ef the contingent 
of the House of Repre sentatives on vouchers signed by the chair- 
f said select committee, or by the chairman of a subcommittee, 
such expenses are incurred by such subcommittee. 

Also the following committee amendments were read: 

Page i, line 12, correct the speliing of the word “‘ Representatives.” 

Page 1, line 10, strike out the comma after the word “ thereof.” 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, the .mendments have not been 
adopted yet. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments were read. 

1 Michigan [Mr. Margs] has the floor. 

Mr. MAPES. I yield to the gentieman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. I notice the resolution authorizes this 
select committee to employ legal counsel. 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Iam informed, but I de not know whether 
my information is correct or not, that about 14 out of the 15 
members of this select committee are able and eminent law- 
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yers. I was informed last night by the chairman of this 
committee that, in his opinion, the committee did not need 
any legal advice; that it had plenty of legal ability on the 
committee to advise the committee in all respects. If that is 
the case, why authorize the employment of legal advice when 
there are so many eminent and able lawyers on this committee? 

Mr. MAPES. I will say to the gentleman that what he says 
about there being eminent and able lawyers on the committee 
is true, and my understanding is that the committee does not 
intend to hire any general counsel, unless in the progress of 
the investigation it is found necessary to do so. This resolu- 
tion was submitted to the full membership of the special eom- 
mittee, so the Committee on Accounts was informed, it was 
recommended unanimously by that committee and reported 
unanimously by the Committee en Accounts. The chairman of 
this special committee appeared before the Committee on Ac- 
counts and said to that committee that it was not his inten- 
tion to hire counsel under this provision at present, but he 
thought the committee ought to have that right if it should 
be found necessary in the progress of the investigation to 
do 80. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. . 

Mr. BLANTON. I am afraid if some of these men after- 
wards went back to the practice of law it might be a lasting 
reflection on their ability. 

Mr. MAPES. Their desire to protect their dignity and 
standing as lawyers, I presume, will prevent them from hir- 
ing unnecessary counsel. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. 

Mr. MAPES. Yes; 

Mr. MONDELL. 


Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Speaker, will the gentlenvan yield? 
I yield. 
I do not know what may have been said 


| in the committee in regard to the matter of employment of 


counsel, but I do not think the impression should be left with, 
the House that this committee may not employ counsel, even 
general counsel—that term has been used—because I think the 
committee may find it proper and useful and helpful in the 
publie interest to employ counsel. That has been done fre- 
quently in the past by committees of this sort. I doe not think 
we should create any impression in the House that that may 
not be done, that whatever counsel may be deemed necessary 
and wise and proper may not be employed. My personal 
opinion is that one of the first things the committee should 
cdo would be the employment of counsel. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman frem Oklahoma? 

Mr. MAPES. I'desire to yield to one or two Members, but 
I suggest that we adopt the committee amendments before 
doing so. 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MAPES. I will yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I am a member of ‘the Committee on Accounts, which con- 
sidered this resolution, and I do not think it ought to be adopted 
by the House without the attention of the House being invited 
to the broad powers granted in it. There are almost unlimited 
powers given to the special committee and to the subcommittees 
that it might be divided into. As a member of the Committee 
on Accounts I did not object to it, because it was explained 
to the committee that various subcommittees would be appointed, 
and they might be sent to different parts of the United States, 
or perhaps across the water to France, to make certain investi- 
gations. 

Now, in view of the fact that the House had heretofore au- 
thorized this special committee, we felt that we ought not to 
hamper it in any way in its investigation, and you will note 
that this resolution provides that the expenses may be paid 
upon the approval of the chairman of the various subcom- 
mittees. The reason why we authorized that and did not re- 
quire these expenses to come back to the Committee on Ac- 
counts for approval was that the subcommittees may be away 
from Washington at various places throughout the United 
States or elsewhere. So I am inviting your attention to what 
is contained in this resolution in erder that it may not be 
regarded as an established precedent. I would not have voted 
for it—— 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
te the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Yes. 


The question is on agreeing to the com- 
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Mr: GARD; Is there any limitation on any expenditures: for 
legal! assistance? 

Mr: HASTINGS: I was about to come to that, if the gen- 
tleman will permit:. I was about to say that I believe tliat all 
these expenditures ought to be approved’ by’ the’ Committee on 
Accounts except in’ these exceptional instances: 

Now, as to the employment of legal assistance, that question 
was brought up before the Committee on Accounts, and’ we- were 
assured by the chairman of this special committee, Mr. Granam, 
that it was not the purpose of his: committee to: employ any 
legal’ assistance to assist the committee in making any of the 
investigations, unless perhaps: it might’ be that some subcom- 
mittee would find in some State a reealcitrant witness: who 
refused to answer, and’ it might be neeessary to: go: into: the 
loeal court in some procedure: that the members of the com- 
mittee: were not familiar with: But it’ was not the intention 
of the committee or any of these subeommittees: to employ any- 
gereral attorneys: for the: whole committee or any of the sub- 
committees. 

I want to say to the House that as a member of’ the Committee 
on Accounts I asked the chairman of the speeial’ committee 
if he would not’ come before the House when: this: resolution 
was before it and make-a statement to that-effeet, and he assured’ 
us that that statement would’ be fortticoming: I want’ to say 
to the House—— 

Mr. MAPES: Mr: Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS: Yes; I yield. 

Mr. MAPES. [I have been waiting to get an opportunity: to 
yield to the: gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Granam] to make a 
statement; but'so far I have been interrupted so that there has 
been no opportunity to do so. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I leg the gentleman’s pardon. I would 
not have made this statement if it had not been for the statement 
of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monvett.], which seemed 
to contradict the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
GRAHAM], the chairman of tle special’ committee, before our 
committee yesterday morning; and if the chairman of the special 
committee is ready to: make such a statement now before the 
House I am perfectly willing to: yield. 

But I want to state liefore yielding that I would not have 
voted for this resolution in the committee except upon: thie assur- 


ance of the gentleman: from: [linois [Mr. Granam)] that it was: 


not the purpose of the committee to employ any general’ counsel 
to assist in the development of the facts before tlie committee, 
but only in. those exceptional cases. where. witnesses. perhaps 
would decline to answer and' where it might be necessary to go 
into some court and compel them: to answer. Now [I yield. 

The SPEAKER: The time of the gentleman from: Oklahoma 
has expired. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr: Speaker, I interrupted’ the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Hastines] to say that I desired to. yield to: the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Granam], who is chairman of this 
special committee, and’ the only reason wlhiy I had not done so 
before was because of the interruption of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BuANTON] and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Hastines], who is a member of the: Committee. on Accounts: 
His interruption; of course, was: perfectly proper. 
no opportunity up to this time to yield to the gentleman ftom 
Illinois [Mr. Granamw]. I now yield’ 10: minutes to the: gentie- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Granmam]; the chairman of the special 
investigating committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman: from Illinois is recognized 
for 10 minutes: 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Mr. Speaker and the gentlemen of 
the House, the other day the House authorized’ the appointment 
of a special’ committee to investigate: the expenditures in the 
War Department. The Speaker honored me by selecting meas 
chairman of that committee. During the discussions on the 
proposition I have not taken the floor, and this is my first op- 
portunity to say: anything about it. 

The work entailed: on: this committee is: necessarily very ex- 
tensive and will take the constant efforts of the members of that 
committee for several:months to come. In:my judgment at least 
Six months will be taken by the membership of the committee 
in their investigation of these vast expenditures. 

As soon as the committee was appointed it was necessary. to 
make some:sort of an organization; and I may say to: the gentle- 
men of this House that up to this time no: organization of any 
kind: has: been effected: The committee has met; but: inasmuch 
as it liad: no authority by the rules: of the House to employ: any 
clerical: or other assistance, none: has been: employed, and hence 
the work is piling up:in my offite. My private clerk is: swamped 
With: it,. and! I’ have as yet: no help and: have engaged’ none;. nor 
have I spoken to-anyone. 
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It must be evident to anyone who thinks about the thing’ that 
considerable help will be needed: It will be necessary. to divide 
the work: of this. committee into subdivisions. Just the exact 
subdivisions have not been worked out by: the committee yet, but 
wiil. be- in: the near future, as soon as-we have the authority to 
proceed and employ our clerical help. It will be necessary to 
have several clerks. It will be necessary to have a stenographic 
force. It undoubtedly will be necessary to have a firm or a num- 
ber of accountants who can go into. the books. and accounts of 
the War Department: and can: ascertain from an inspection of 
those beoks things that we, the members: of the committee, do 
not know. So far as I am. personally concerned, I will say 
frankly to the House that I have no knowledge whatever of book- 
keeping or of the keeping of accounts of that kind, and I think 
the membership of the committee preity generally are in the 
same condition of mind; so that it will be necessary. in. the out- 
start of our work to. hire accountants: to represent us. Now, I 
will say. this.as-regards the matter of counsel. I have said it to 
the:-Committee on Accounts and.I have said it to men on my own 
side- of the. House who have inquired about it: Fourteen of the 
members of this committee are lawyers. I would like to have 
this:committee go through this work just as eeonomically as it is 
possible to do-it. We-expect by the work of the committee to 
effeet eeonomies:in the administration of the War Department, 
and. therefore it is not proper; it seems to me,. for us to set an 
example of waste and extravagance in the conduct of the affairs 
of this committee; and the committee intend, so- far. as I have 
talked with them personally, to be-as economical as-passible. As 
I say, 14 of us are attorneys in.our private business; The other 
member of the committee. is a better lawyer than most of us who 
are admitted to the bar.. So that: 1 think we are reasonably com- 
petent to: handle the matters suggested to us. I have heard no 
suggestion from anyone on the committee upto this time that 
there would be any general counsel employed; but I want to say 
this to you, that I think it might become necessary under some 
circumstances for counsel to be employed. I have told the Com- 
mittee-on Accounts that so far as I am personally concerned I 
do not: intend to ask for the appointment of any. general counsel 
until itis necessary to-do so. If it is necessary, then the com- 
mittee will act upon that proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes: 

Mr. CANNON. I apprehend that the gentleman will find it 
will become necessary to employ general counsel, somebody who 
is thoroughly familiar with the legislation under which the 
Government has been conducted in carrying on this World War. 
In other words, I should say if he were not more familiar with 
it than. I am, multiplied by ten, most of the time would be 
taken. up in determining. what the law is rather than inquiring 
into. what had: been done. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. That may be true. I want to say 
to you now that my personal judgment is that we ought not to 
employ general counsel at large expense until. we get to.a place 
where we need. the assistance of such counsel, and if we- need 
it then we ought to have it, because this investigation. that we 
are starting upon. making. ought to go to the bottom: of these 
things: and: ought: to: find: out. the facts thoroughly. Both: sides 
of this House are intent upon having that done, I imagine, and 
it will be done so far as the: committee are concerned.. So that 
in the end this. vast: expenditure of the War Department can be 
carefully and conscientiously audited. and the people of. this 
country may know. the facts about the expenditures of this. war, 
as they have a right. to know them. 

Now, I find in looking over the precedents—I will not weary 
you: with them—that this resolution only follows examples that 
have- been, adopted in. the past. The so-called leak resolution 
was adopted in January, 1917. In that proceeding a. resolution 
was offered by Mr. Garrett to this:effect : 

That in the performance of the duties imposed upon it by reference 
to. itr of House resolution: 446 the Committee on Rules shall have the 
power * * * to employ such stenographic and cicrical assistance 
as may be necessary. The expenses- incurred hereunder: shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of: the Honse of Representatives on vouchers 
ordered by this committee and: signed by the chairman thereef and 
approved ty the Committee on Accounts; evidenced by the signature of 
the chairman: thereof. 

Afterwards, on January 17, Mr. Pou, from the same commit- 
tee, offered the following additional resolution: 

Resolved, That in the consideration. of House resolutions 420, 429, 
and 446, referred to the Committee on Rules; said’ committee be, and is— 

Now, notice this. language— 


authorized: and: empowered to employ counsel to aid’ in conducting the 

investigations which it has been directed: by the House to make, and 

also to employ such expert accountants familiar with stock exchange 

oe as may be found necessary in conducting said investiga+ 
ns. 
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In an additional section it was stated that— 

The expenses incident to the employment of counsel and accountants 
and those of the committee or subcommittee when sitting outside of 
Washington shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House on 
youchers signed by the chairman or acting chairman of said committee. 

That precedent is almost exactly like the one we are consid- 
ering. 

In the Ballinger-Pinchot investigation held in 1910 a resolu- 
tion introduced by Mr. Dalzell provided as follows: 

* * * To employ stenographers * * ® and to employ such 
assistance, legal and otherwise, as may be deemed necessary. 

All the costs and expenses of said investigation, including all neces- 
sary printing, shall be paid one-half from the contingent fund of the 
Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

There are many other precedents which I do not care to 
worry you with. In short, let me say I think the House will 
have to trust the committee to exercise reasonable discretion in 
making reasonable expenses. So far as I am concerned, I say 
frankly it will be my effort—and I think I speak for a majority 
of the committee—to keep down expenses to a reasonable basis 
and not spend anything out of the Public Treasury that we are 
not necessarily required to do. If you want the investigation, 
let us make it right. If we have to have a lawyer—if the 
united judgment of the committee is that it is necessary—we 
ought to have the right to employ one. You will have to trust 
our judgment, discretion, and good sense, hoping and knowing, 
as I believe you do, that we will exercise the best judgment 
that we have about the matter. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I will yield. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I want to ask if the gentleman is 
not inclined to the opinion that he should follow the precedents 
of the Pou investigation and ask now for only such help as he 
needs. The gentleman states that he does not yet contemplate 
that they will need legal help just now, and, if they find out 
later that legal assistance is necessary, let him come in and 
ask for it. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 


I do not think so, and I will tell 
the gentleman why. When we get into the investigation many 
facts will develop. It ought not to be necessary for us to have 
to stop the work of a subcommittee or the full committee to 
come into the House and precipitate a discussion about whether 
we ought to, on account of certain facts then developing before 
the committee, to hire a lawyer. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming. 

Mr..MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am sure we are all gratified 
that the gentleman from Illinois, chairman of this important 
committee, is desirous to keep as low as practicable the expendi- 
tures by his committee. But I think the House should under- 
stand the magnitude of this investigation, and that there should 
be no question in the minds of any gentlemen with regard to the 
possibility of its costing a considerable amount of money. The 
gentleman from Illinois calls attention to the fact that in a 
number of instances, with regard to investigations of compara- 
tively limited importance, resolutions almost identical with the 
one before the House have been passed without any question. 

We must trust this committee. The War Department since 
the war began has expended an enormous sum of money—over 
sixteen billions—and it has expended it under the trying condi- 
tions of war. The American people expect there shall be a fair 
and honest examination of these expenditures. That is what 
we anticipate and what we hope for. It will cost a considerable 
amount of money, and my own personal opinion is that even this 
splendid committee of able lawyers will need counsel, and they 
will need what is sometimes called general counsel, and they 
will need them very early in their investigation. 

The fact that counsel is employed, as in the past, will not 
reflect on these gentlemen, as everybody knows who is familiar 
with this sort of thing. I do not want to have the resolution 
adopted with the impression in the minds of any gentlemen that 
there is going to be any hesitation about employing such counsel 
and such assistance as may be necessary for the proper investi- 
gation that I trust we all on both sides desire. I do not want 
to leave the impression—it would not be fair to leave an impres- 
sioi—with the House and the country that we do not expect that 
this investigation will cost much. It may cost a very con- 
siderable amount of money. I believe it will. The expenditures 
will be kept as low as is consistent with a thorough investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the genleman yield me five 
minutes? 

Mr. MAPES. 


r I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I think everybody is 
in favor of this resolution. I know Iam. It is absolutely neces- 
sary for these gentleman to have clerical help. It is absolutely 
necessary for them to have accountants. It is absolutely neces- 
sary for them to have stenographers. Any Member of any con- 
siderable experience knows that when some new duty is added 
to his other duties he gets his own business in a very much 
belated condition. 

Inasmuch as the House has entered on this adventure, which 

is a very large one, it ought to be made absolutely thorough from 
top to bottom. There is no question about that. As far as we 
are concerned on our side, we have no fear about the results of 
this investigation. As far as employing lawyers is concerned, 
as a general rule 15 men can conduct these matters—14 of them 
are lawyers, and very good lawyers—but there may arise some 
very close and difficult legal problems about the responsibility 
of people, or about the validity of contracts, that these men 
would not have time to investigate personally ; and on the assur- 
ance of the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gra- 
HAM] that lawyers will not be employed unless they are needed, 
I see no objection to it. 
* We all went into this war to win it, and I am going to just 
take a minute to tell you what I think about this whole business. 
It will be constantly bobbing up during this Congress as to what 
happened and what did not happen. I want to say incidentally 
that I am growing exceedingly weary of so many gentlemen de- 
voting so much time to nagging and criticizing, whether they 
know anything about what they are talking about or not, and 
if they do not quit it I am going to get enough time here some 
day to dress off the whole crowd of naggers. [Applause and 
laughter. ] 

The truth is that we got into a stupendous job in that war, 
and it was sprung suddenly. I do not believe that 5 per cent 
ef the people in the United States believed that we were going 
to get into that war until we were in it. They kept hoping that 
we would be able to keep out of it; and we did everything that 
the Germans thought we could not do, and if they had believed 
that we could do it they never would have dragged us in. That 
was to raise a great army, drill it, and send it across the sea in 
time to help give them a whaling. [Applause.] That is what 
was the matter with them, and if I were to live a thousand years 
and studied about it all of the time I would never be able to 
find out why they did not know that, if we wanted to, we could 
raise an army of 15,000,000 men and put them in the field, and 
that practically our material resources are illimitable. 

A vast amount of money was spent. We spent the greatest 
sum that was ever spent by any nation since the world began— 
forty or fifty billions—and we had to do everything at once. We 
were all as green as gourds about war. The President was green, 
and we were green, and the Senate was green, and the American 
people were green about war. 

In the two Houses of Congress there was but one man who 
had ever set a squadron in the field, and that was Gen. SHER- 
woop, who fought in 43 pitched battles during the Civil War. 
I tell you what I believe will be found out when this is all 
investigated, and that is that there was some extravagance, a 
good deal of it, growing out of the hurry with which we did 
things and the size of the undertaking, and that incompetents 
were found here and there. You could not study a week to 
determine whether you would make a man a captain or a 
colonel or anything of that kind; and, like every war that is 
sprung suddenly, as this was, there were incompetents up and 
down the line. There were a good many profiteers, and I 
wish every one was in the penitentiary, I do not care whether 
he is a big or a little fellow. [Applause.] I would not be at 
all surprised if somewhere along the line they found some 
absolute dishonesty, some plain stealing—not much, but some 
by some underlings. It has been that way in every war we 
have ever had. War furnishes opportunity for all sorts of 
gouging and profiteering. Nevertheless, taken all together, our 
achievement in conducting the war is splendid, magnificent, 
glorious. 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentle- 
man from Michigan to yield me five minutes more. 

Mr. MAPES. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It was that way in the Civil War; 
it was that way even in the brief War with Spain. Those of 
us who were here then know that the very same complaints 
were made, and some of them were ascertained to be true. 
What we want, and I suppose what you Republicans want, is 
a fair deal-in this examination; but my suggestion is that 
everybody quit nagging and criticizing and lampooning until 
we ascertain the truth as the result of this investigation which 


The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
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we ave undertaking and which is going to cost a goed deal of 
money. [Applause on the Democratic side.} I take it for 
granted that nearly everybody engaged in the war desired te 
do his duty faithfully and well. Some of them did not know 
how, some ef them had to learn how, some of them never did 
learn how, and some of them never did any good. Take such 
a vast army as we had in France, and there was bound to be 
injustices done. You could not run an institution so big as that 
without it. Accidents happen. Take the expenditure of money 
here. It is something dreadful, and in the meantime a great 
many of the newspapers hopped on Congress, no matter what 
Congress did. We took two days here to pass the first great 
bond bill, authorizing $7,000,000,000, and the newspapers hopped 
on us because we did not pass that bill in one day. 

When I went home that night, or down to the hotel, after I 
had signed the bill my wife said to me, “ When you ran for 
Congress the first time you put in about half of your time lam- 
basting Speaker Reed and his Congress for being a billion-dollar 
Congress. Suppose somebody had got up in the audience and 
said, ‘Mr. Ciark, you will live to sign a bill after two days’ 
consideration that carries seven billion of dollars,’ what would 
you have thought about it?” I replied that I would have said 
that the fellow who said such a thing ought to be put into a 
strait-jacket in a padded cell. [Laughter.] That is the way 
the American people thought about it. 

It is astounding that we raised an Army of four million and 
a half men and sent over two millions of them to France in a 
few months, that we gave sustenance and help and food and 
raiment to half the nations in Europe and are still not bank- 
rupt ourselves. [Applause.] It is the most monumental job 
ever undertaken by the children of men, and we accomplished 
it and accomplished it well and thoroughly, and as Admiral 
Schley said about the results of the naval victory in Cuban 
waters, there is glory enough for all. Let us quit quarreling. 
[Prolonged applause.]} 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment—— 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offered the amendment be- 
fore the gentleman moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not, because he was not 
recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. BLANTON. [I asked the Chair to take notice that I de- 
sired to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair took notice of it. 
is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The reselution was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. I offer a motion to recommit it to the 
committee. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed and to lay that on the table. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask to be recognized to offer a motion 
to recommit to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that this resolution be 
recommitted to the Committee on Accounts with instructions to 
forthwith report it back to the House, with the following amend- 
ments, to wit: 

On line 5, page 1, after the word “clerical,” strike out the comma 
and the Words “and legal.” 

And if it is in order I would like to be heard on the motion 
to recommit. i 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the motion comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion comes too late. 
The resolution has been passed. This is not like a bill where 
there are three readings. It is a simple resolution, and there is 
but one reading, and the resolution has been agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANTON. During what stage of the proceedings in 
action upon a House resolution does it become in order to 
offer a motion to recommit to the committee unless it is im- 
inediately after the vote taken on the passage? 

The SPEAKER The Chair would say at any time before 

he passage. 

Mr. BLANTON. The bill has not been passed finally, I 
submit as a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 

Mr. BLANTON. I desire to be heard. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentie- 
man, 


The question 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
lay dewn the broad, true proposition that a lawyer is a poor 
criterion to fix the fee of another lawyer 

Mr. MAPDS. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAPES. That the gentleman is not discussing the point 
of erder that he raised. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas must, of 
eourse, discuss the point of order as to why the motion to re- 
commit is in order. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. No; on the point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the mo- 
tion to recommit any piece of legislation is after the bill has 
been engrossed and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. And before it has been passed. 

Mr. BLANTON. After it has been engrossed and read the 
third time. Then, as I understand it, it is in order to offer a 
motion to recommit. As I understand it, the vote which was 
taken in the House on this resolution was the same as a vote 
to engross and read the bill the third time, and I submit—— 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. I make the 
point of order that the Chair has ruled upon the question 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that he would hear the 
gentleman on his point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. I submit to the Speaker in all fairness and 
in all earnestness that the Speaker saw and heard me on my 
feet stating that I desired to offer an amendment before the 
motion was made by the chairman of this committee for the 
previous question. The Speaker, of course, had the right to 
ignore a Member on the floor. The Speaker has it in his 
power to ignore any man on the floor who desires to offer an 
amendment to a piece of legislation and be heard upon it, but 
I take it that under the statement that the Speaker made to 
the House at the time he was elected Speaker in this great 
House of Representatives. that he would at all times be fair 
to every Member concerning ail legislation: offered 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I raise a question: of order 
that the gentleman is entirely out of order. The Speaker has 
ruled upon the question, the resolution has been adopted, and 
there is nothing before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAVIS. I make the point of order that the lecture the 
gentleman is giving the Chair is not a discussion of the point 
of order now before the House and that he is not speaking to 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. 
point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I submit I have done every- 
thing within the power of a Member of this House to offer an 
amendment to change the reading and terms of this resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. BLANTON. Not right now; I am speaking to the point 
of order. [Laughter.} I submit, Mr. Speaker, in all fairness 
that I have a good motion here, a motion which would tend to 
perfect this resolution in the interest of the chairman of the 
select committee, if you please, in the interest of the chairman 
of the Committee on Accounts, along with the very purpose 
and intention of the chairman of the select committee on in- 
vestigation. If properly amended, I am not against this reso- 
lution—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Therefore I submit to the Speaker, if I am 
to be cut off from offering an amendment, what other way have 
I to propose to the House of Representatives a change in this 
resolution, except that the Speaker had ruled me out of order 
and after the Speaker had ruled the previous question in order 
to make a motion immediately thereafter to recommit this reso- 
lution ? 

The SPHAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. The gentle- 
man from Texas rose and said he wished te offer an amend- 
ment, and at the same time the gentleman from Michigan who 
had charge of the bill rose and moved the previous question. 
The Chair followed the precedent of all Speakers in recogniz- 
ing the gentleman who had charge of the.bill for the motion 
for the previous question. If.the House wished to consider the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas and did not wish the 
previous question it could have voted it down. The previous 
question, however, was ordered by the House and the gentle- 
man then made no motion to recommit. The resolution itself 
was then adopted, and after the resolution was adopted the 


I thought the Chair recognized me on the 


The gentleman must confine himself to the 
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gentleman from Texas offered a motion to. recommit. The 
time for the motion to recommit is before the passage of a bill, 
but a resolution differs from an ordinary bill, because with an 
ordinary bill there is a third reading and after that and before 
the passage of the bill the motion to recommit must be made. 
Here there was no third reading, so there was but one motion 
for the passage of the resolution and the motion to recommit 
should have been made before that motion. It can not be 
made after the resolution has passed. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed and to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. BLANTON. . I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was passed and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

Mr. BLANTON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make the 
motion. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

The SPEAKER. 
sider 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider and lay that 
motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves to 
reconsider and lay the motion on the table. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes 
had it. 

Mr. BLANTON. 


I object to the two motions being put. 
The question is on the motion to recon- 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the 
point ef no quorum. The Chair will count. 

Mr. BLANTON (during the count). Mr. Speaker, I will not 
delay the proceedings now. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Two hundred and twenty- 
seven Members are present, a quorum. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 3478, the third deficiency 
bill, disagree to all the Senate amendments, and to ask for a 
conference with the Senate. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, 
gect————— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman -will allow the Chair to 
state the motion. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
H. R. 3478, being an appropriation bill, to disagree to all of the 
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. The Clerk will 
report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3478) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and for prior 
fiscal years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the chairman 
of the committee that by amendment No. 49 the Senate has 
placed as a rider upon this appropriation bill a provision appro- 
priating $272,000 for the United States Employment Service, in 
a blanket appropriation, without any limitations or restrictions. 
If the unanimous request of the gentleman is permitted, will the 
gentleman now assure the House that before amendment No. 49 
is agreed to in conference he will give the membership of this 
House a chance to vote on that amendment separately? 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that but very few 
days remain of this fiscal year. I think he will appreciate the 
conferees will have to work with considerable expedition to 
get the bill in shape and have it passed before the end of the 
fiscal year. I hope that our work may progress in such a way 
that if there is any desire on the part of the House to vote on 
that particular amendment they may have that right. But to 
say to the House that this amendment or that amendment will be 
brought back, I hardly think is a question that gentlemen ought 
io ask. 

Mr. BLANTON. May I ask the gentleman this question: 
After the Statement made by an auditor of this Government, 
which I placed in the Recorp yesterday, concerning the manner 
in which the $5,500,000 of blanket appropriations heretofore 
made by this Congress have been spent and thrown away and 
wasted by this United States Employment Service, is the gentle- 
man in favor of permitting this amendment No. 49 to remain in 
the bill? 

Mr. GOOD. In regard to that, whether I am in favor of any 
amendment or not, is hardly the question that should govern 
the conferees. So far as possible they should carry out, if pos- 
sible, the will of the body they represent. We must agree to 
the bill in some way, and I do not see how the conferees in 


reserving the right to ob- 
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agreeing to the bill can take into question some alleged waste 
that might result. But I will say to the gentleman that if he 
can convince the conferees that there is any—or, I do not say a 
majority, but even a respectable number of the membership 
of the House—when this particular amendment is brought before 
the House, I am sure there will be no disposition on the part 
of the conferees to do otherwise than to comply with the request. 

Mr. BLANTON. I took it for granted that the House would 
want to vote on that question, to properly safeguard this $272,000 
of the people’s money. 

Mr. GOOD. If the gentleman is convinced of that fact, there 
will be no disposition to prevent a vote. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman can give us no assurance 
that there will be? 

Mr. GOOD. I can not. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then I object. 


MEMORIAL FROM PHILIPPINE COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from the Philippines [Mr. pE VEYRA] 
be permitted to present a unanimous-consent request at this 
time, : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from the Philippines [Mr. 
pE VEYRA] is recognized to prefer a unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. DE VEYRA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in the Recorp a memorial from the Commissioners from 
the Philippines to the joint commission of the Heuse and 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from the Philippines asks 
unanimous consent that a memorial by the Commissioners from 
the Philippines be inserted in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


CORRECTION IN ENROLLMENT OF INDIAN BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I send to the 
Clerk’s desk a resolution, and ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of a resolution which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That in the enrollment of the bill H. R. 2480, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920,” 
the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to strike out the 
word “and” in line 14 of page 66 of said bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. WALSH. That ought to be explained, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the enrolling clerk 
in enrolling the bill found the word “and” a superfluous one, 
and which disjointed a sentence, and it is for the purpose of 
making it read correctly that this resolution is introduced. 

Mr. WALSH. I did not know that the word “and” ever dis- 
jointed anything. I thought it had the contrary effect. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, is this a joint resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It is a concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. McCLINTIC, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for five minutes, in order to bring to the 
attention of the House what I consider the greatest single- 
handed achievement of a private soldier in the recent war. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc- 
CuLintTIc] asks unanimous consent to address the House for five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. KAHN. I will have to object to that, and would suggest 
to the gentleman that he can do it under the five-minute rule 
when the Army bill is up for consideration: 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I renew the request that I made, 
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 3478, dis- 
agree to all of the Senate amendments, and ask for a confer- 
ence with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 3478, 
disagree to all the Senate amendments, and ask for a confer- 
ence. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3478) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior fiseal 
years, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection, provided 
the conferees—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, there is no qualification in 
that. The gentleman must either object or he does not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair agreed to recognize the gentle- 
man from Texas. ° 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move now that the conferees 
be instructed to insist on the elimination of Senate amendment 
No. 49. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
against the motion that if such a motion should be passed by 
the House we would have no conference, that the House Mem- 
bers would be bound to go over there and do a thing which the 
Senate would not consider under any circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point of order is in the 
nature of an argument agaihst the motion of the gentleman. 

Mr. MADDEN. The ground of my point of order is that the 
gentleman’s point of order is not in order under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in order under the 
rule. The gentleman from Texas moves that the conferees be 
instructed to disagree to Senate amendment No. 49. 

Mr. BLANTON. - And on that, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are demanded. Those 
in favor of taking the vote by yeas and nays will rise and stand 
until they are counted, [After counting.] Only two gentlemen 
have risen, and the yeas and nays are refused. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLANTON. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. A division is demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 216, 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair counted 218, a quorum. 

Mr. BLANTON. I demand tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MADDEN. I make the point of order that the demand 
for tellers is not in order to verify the count of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he has discretion as to 
that, but the Chair wishes to be fair and will order tellers. 

Mr. WALSH. No, Mr. Speaker; it is proper to ask for a 
count. The gentleman from Texas demanded tellers, and the 
tellers should only be granted by count of the- House. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground does the gentleman from 
Texas demand tellers? 

Mr. BLANTON. I thought possibly the Chair might have 
made a mistake, he being human. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regrets to say that the gentleman 
is not allowed to ask for tellers on that ground. The rules do 
not allow it. The noes have it, and the Chair appoints the 
following conferees on the part of the House: Mr. Goop, Mr. 
CANNON, and Mr. Byrnes of South Carolina. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. LintHicum (at the request of Mr. Coapy), by unanimous 
consent, was granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account of 
fllness. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague [Mr. MurPHy] be granted leave of absence for seven 
days, on account of serious illness in his family, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that hereafter 
such requests be handed in in regular form to the Chair. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 5227, the 
Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
tae Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 


consideration of the bill H. R. 5227, the Army appropriation 


bill, with Mr. Campsett of Kansas in the chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 5227, the Army appropriation bill. The Clerk 
will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5227) making. appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONTINGENCIES OF THE ARMY, 


For all contingent expenses of the Army not otherwise provided 
for and embracing all branches of the military service, including the 
office of the Chief of Staff; for all emergencies and extraordinary ex- 
penses, including the employment of translators, and exclusive of all 
other personal services in the War Department or any of its suberdi- 
nate bureaus or offices at Washington, D. C., or in the Army at large, 
but impossible to be a or classified; to be expended on the 
approval and authority of the Secretary of War, and for such purposes 
as he may deem proper, including the payment of a per diem allowance 
not to exceed $4, in lieu of subsistence, to employees of the War 
Department —s on Official business outside of the District of 
Columbia and away from their designated posts, $1,000,000. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. 
which I wish to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LaGuarpia: Page 2, line 15, strike out 
“$1,000,000” and insert in lieu thereof “ $300,000.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, my amendment proposes 
to reduce the amount in this item from $1,000,000 to $300,000. 
The amount passed by the last Congress under this item was 
$100,000, so that in my amendment I allow an addition of 
$200,000 for any unexpected expenditure which might be au- 
thorized under this section. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. I did not catch from the reading what the 
item was for. . 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. It is for contingencies for the Army. 
We appropriated last year $100,000. This bill carries $1,000,000. 

Mr. CARTER. What is that used for? Will the gentleman 
explain that? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. As I explained in my statement before 
the committee the day before yesterday, the greater part of 
this $1,000,000 would go to the support of the bureau of the 
director of sales of surplus supplies. My statement will he 
found on page 903 of the Recorp, and I call the attention of the 
committee to the testimony in the hearings, commencing on 
page 415. Mr. Hare, the director of the sales department, 
formerly of the United States Gas & Improvement Co. of 
Philadelphia, draws a salary of $25,000. You will find his 
testimony in the hearings. His first assistant receives a salary 
of $10,000, and he has two assistants receiving a salary of 
$8,000 each, and he has nine chiefs of sections receiving $6,000 
each, 

Some of this money will also be needed by Mr. Hare to take 
a trip to Europe for a week. He says that he has no accurate 
knowledge of conditions of foreign markets. Let me read you 
what he says, on page 419 of the hearings. He says: 

I have at the moment no accurate knowledge. But my thought was, 
if it was deeided to make an appropriation as asked for, that before 
I could tell the Secretary what kind of an organization I needed I 
should take two of my best men and perhaps go to Europe for a week 
or so to size up the situation, and then come back. I do not believe 
it is practical to size up the situation accurately from this side. It 
certainly would not be my intention, inside of the next week or two, 
if we were given the authority, to say I should take over any number 
of men to Europe. I think the thing has got to be approached care- 
fully and a study made, which we have not yet had time to make. 

That is only to give you an idea of some of the plans proposed 
for which this $1,000,000 is asked. I will ask the gentlemen of 
the committee to read carefully the testimony of Mr. Hare. He 
testified that he was desirous of making a good record—and that 
is commendable—and that he wanted the best available assist- 
ance; that the men he now has in his service were all making 
more money in civil life, and that he needed more help. Now, 
the implication naturally is that these salaries are to be in- 
creased and more experts employed. 

I do not know Mr. Hare. Heisa splendid looking gentleman— 
a great, big, fine, strapping man—and as he sat there testifying 
I could not help thinking how splendid he would have looked 
in khaki uniform. He says that he has several officers, very 
able and capable men, assisting him, but that these officers are 
only drawing the salaries of their rank. Now, gentlemen, he 
admits that he has capable officers in his various departments. 


Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
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Will anyone here explain why we can not take those officers— 
why they can not be formed into a committee to dispose of these 
surplus supplies? 

I want to call the attention of the committee to the copper 
contract, which appears on page 426 of the hearings. Here 
it is: 

Exursir I. 

DIRECTOR OF SALES CONTRACT NO. ITI—UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND 
UNITED METALS SELLING CO.—PURCHASE, STORAGE AND TRAFFIC DIvI- 
SION NITED STATES ARMY—CONTRACT FOR SALE OF COPPER. 

APRIL 10, 1919. 

This contract, made this 10th day of April, 1919, by and between the 
United States of America, by C. W. Hare, director of sales (hereinafter 
called the contracting officer), acting under direction of the Director 
of Purchase, Storage and Traffic, and under authority of the Secretary 
of War, pursuant to the previsions of an act of Congress approved 
July 9, 1918 (Public—193—65th Cong., p. 6), of the first part, and 
the United Metals Selling Co., a corporation organized and existing 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Delaware, acting for 
and on behalf of various copper producers, and having its principal 
office at 42 Broadway, New York, N. Y. (hereinafter called the pur- 
chaser), of the second part: Witnesseth, 

Whereas certain copper hereinafter described has been procured and 
acquired by the United States since April 6, 1917; and 

Whereas the United States deems it expedient to dispose of the same 
to the best advantage: 


agreements 
follows : 


ARTICLE 1. Material to be sold: The United States shall sell and de- 


herein contained, have agreed and do hereby agree as 


liver to the purchaser not more than 100,000,000 pounds of electro- | 


lytically refined copper, or at its option prime Lake copper, 99.9 per 
cent pure, and not more than 5,000,000 pounds of copper scrap, and 
the purchaser shall receive and pay for the same upon the following 
terms and conditions: 

Arr. 2. Shapes and grades: 
commercial shapes of ingots, ingot bars, wire bars, cakes, or slabs. 


A. The eopper is to be in the usual 
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Pounds. 
During the 5, 000, 000 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 
the 


month of April, 1919.___-__- 

month of May, 1919______-_- 

Se i as Gi a el 
month of July, 1919 

month of August, 1919 

month of September, 1919 

mouth of: Oceudl, T0910... 3 cL 
month of November, 1919 

month of December, 1919_____ 5, 000, 000 
month of January, 1920___ ms _. 5,000, 000 
month of February, 1920.._..__._.__._.__..-_. 10, 000, 000 
month of March, 1920 10, 000, 600 
month of April, 1920 10, 000, 000 
During the month of May, 1920 10, 000, 000 
During the month of June, 1920 10, 000, 000 


Should the total sales of copper owned or controlled by the purchaser 
and all producers of co eer represented by it in any one month during 
the months of April, ft 19, to January, 1920, both inclusive, exceed 
50,000,000 pounds, and during the months of February, 1920, to June, 
1920, both inclusive, exceed 100,000,000 pounds, in such event the 
quantities specified in the above schedule shall be increased by an 
amount equal to 20 per cent of such excess. It is further agreed that 
by mutual agreement between the contracting officer and the purchaser 
that the quantities specified in this article may be further increased in 
any one month. 

Deliveries of such excess quantity shall be made during the succeed- 


5, 000, 000 
5, 000, 000 
5, 000, 000 


During 
During 
During 
During 
During 
During 
During 


| ing month, the copper to be a for at the contract price during the 
Now, therefore, the parties hereto, in consideration of the mutual | 


month within which such additienal copper was sold. It is understood 
that such increase shall not relieve the purchaser from its obligation 
to take the schedule requirements for any subsequent month until all 
the copper and copper scrap herein contracted for has been taken. 

The purchaser shall furnish to the contracting officer on the 5th 
day of each succeeding month during the currency of this contract a 
sworn statement of the total sales of the preceding month, as reported 
by the producers represented by it. 

It is expressly understood and agreed that the entire quantity of 
copper and copper scrap herein contracted for shall be taken and 


| removed by the purchaser on or before June 30, 1920. 


B. Copper in other than the usual commercial shapes (determined by | 


agreement between an experienced and duly auth 
of the contracting officer and an experienced and duly authorized rep- 
resentative of the purchaser, and, in the event of their failure to 
agree, by a third person selected by those two, whese decision shall be 
final and binding on both parties) shall be delivered to the nearest 
available refinery at the cost ef the United States. 

C. Copper scrap, which term shall include what is usually known as 


ed representative | 


scrap, provided the copper is not alloyed with any other metal, shall | 


be delivered at the cost of the United States to the nearest available 
refinery equipped for handling such material. 

The copper content of such scrap copper shall be determined at the 
refinery by electrolytic assay. 

Should any dispute arise as to the assay, a sample of the scrap 
copper shall be submitted for analysis to Lucius Pitkin (Ine.), 47 
Fulton Street, New York City, or Ledroux & Co., 99 John Street, New 
York City, for determination of analysis. The fee and expense in- 
volved in such analysis shall be paid by the party in error. 

The purchaser shall furnish to the contracting officer certified assay 
and sworn weight certificates. 

Art. 3. Inventory: The quantity and location of the cop 

copper scrap shall be in accordance with an inventory attached to and 
made a part of this contract, and marked “Schedule A.” At any time 
within three months from the date of this contract the contracting 
officer may furnish to the purchaser additional inventories for copper 
and / or copper scrap, provided the purchaser may refuse to purchase 
any copper or copper scrap included under said additional inventories, 
and in such event shall give a written notice thereof to the contracting 
officer within 10 days of the receipt of any additional inventory. 
_ Subject to all terms and conditions of this contract, the quantities 
included in additional acceptable inventories shall be delivered and 
paid for in approximately equal quantities each month during the unex- 
pired term of this contract. 

The copper and copper scrap specified in said inventories shall be 
the copper and copper scrap sold and purchased hereunder. 

Art. 4. ae The cost of loading the oper or copper scrap 
on cars or lighters will be paid by the United States, except loading 
charges at the Pa or refineries of the purchaser. From time to time 
upon receipt of shipping instructions the United States will promptly 
load the copper or copper scrap specified in said shipping instrections 
on cars or lighters furnished by it. 

Title to the copper in usual commercial shapes shall pass on loading 
at the locations designated in Schedule A, as evidenced by bili of lading 
or other document showing shipment, except as hereinafter provided, 
and no further responsibility shall attach te the United States in 
respect thereto. 

If in the judgment of the purchaser it should be necessary to trans- 
fer not more than 50 per cent of the copper herein contracted for 
from such location as may be designated by the contracting officer to 
the Raritan Arsenal or to such other United States depot as may be 
agreed upon by the parties to this contract, such transier, at the cost 
of the United States, will be made with reasonable dispatch. In such 
event title to the copper so transferred will pass upon loading at said 
arsenal or such other United States depot as evidenced by bill of lading 
or other document showing shipment, and no further responsibility 
shall attach to the United States in respect thereto. 

Title to copper in other than usual commercial shapes and to scrap 
copper shall pass on delivery at the plants or refineries of the pur- 
chaser, and no further responsibility shall attach to the United States 
in respect thereto. ‘ 

The purchaser shall pay the cost of transporting said copper in 
other than usual commercial shapes, and said scrap copper from the 
locations designated in Schedule A or in additional acceptable inven- 
tories to the nearest available refinery equipped for the handling of 
such material. Transportation charges so pa Q shall be deducted from 
the amounts due from the purchaser to the United States. Adjust- 
ment of transpertation charges will be made on monthly settlement 
days, it being the intention of this contract that the United States 
shal! reimburse the purchaser for all transportation charges paid by it 
in accordance with the provisions of this article. The purchaser 6 
furnish to the contracting officer sworn statements of freight charges 
paid, together with copies of receipted freight bills, 

Art. 5. Delivery: The copper delivered by the United States and 
taken by the purchaser shall be not less than the quantities indicated 
in the following schedule of deliveries: 


r and 


Arr. 6. Weighing: The copper herein contracted for shall be 
we ed at the cost of the United States at the locations designated 
in Schedule A, or at the locations designated in additional acceptable 
inventories, or at the Raritan Arsenal, or other acceptable United 
States depot, by experienced and duly qualified weighers. The pur- 
chaser may at its expense maintain an inspector at the point at which 
each shipment is weighed. Such inspector shall have authority to 
properly inspect scales and weights. Any disputes as to weights shall 
be determined by agreement between an experienced and duly author- 
ized representative of the contracting officer and an experienced and 
duly authorized representative of the purchaser, and, in the event of 
their failure to agree, by a third person selected by these two, whose 


| decision shall be final and binding on both parties. 


Art. 7. Contract price: (1) The contract price for copper in usual 
commercial shapes is hereby fixed at the monthly average New York 
=— for electrolytic copper, as quoted by the Engineering and Mining 

ournal (published in New York). 

(2) The contract price for copper in other than the usual commer- 
cial shapes is hereby fixed at the monthly average New York price for 
electrolytic copper, as quoted by the Engineering and Mining Journal 
(published in New York), less one-half cent per pound. 

3) The contract price for the copper content of the scrap onpnet 
is hereby fixed at the monthly average New York price for electrolytic 
copper, as quoted by the Engineering and Mining Journal (published 
in New York), less 14 cents per pound. a 

In the event that no average monthly price shall be fixed by said 
Journal for any month during the currency of this contract, the con- 
tract price for such month shall be fixed by agreement between a duly 
authorized representative of the contracting officer and a duly author- 
ized representative of the purchaser, and, in the event of their failure 
to agree, by a third person selected by these two, whose decision shall 
be final and binding on both parties. 

The contract price for the various shapes and grades of the copper 
shall be determined on the 5th day of May and on the 5th day of each 
succeeding month during the currency of this contract. 

The contract price determined as above shall apply to all copper 
and copper scrap which the purchaser has agreed to receive and pay 
for during the preceding month. 

The United States shall allow the purchaser a deduction of 1 per 
cent of the contract price upon all copper and copper scrap delivered 
and taken hereunder to cover all necessary expenses in connection with 
the sale of said material, including storage, unloading, freight charges 
to the plants of the purchaser’s vendees, weighing and assaying 
charges, and all other incidental expenses, including superintendence, 
but excluding deductions referred to in subparagraphs 2 and 3 of this 
article 7. 

The contract price shall be paid by the purchaser to the United 
States in gold or its equivalent at Washington, D. C., or other points 
indicated by the United States on or before the 15th day of the second 
month for each month’s quota as heretofore specified. 

Ant. 8. General provisions: The purchaser shall from time to 
time, and whenever so requested, furnish to the contracting officer 
statements and reports on the progress of the rformance of this 
contract and full information of all factors relating to performance 
hereunder. The purchaser agrees at all times to do all things neces- 
sary to protect and conserve the best interests of the United States. 

Ter. %. Causes beyond the control of the purchaser and the United 
States: Neither party shall be held responsible for or be deemed to 
be in default hereunder by reason of delays in performance of this 
contract due to strikes, transportation embargoes, fires, explosion, 
riots, acts of God, or other causes beyond their control. ‘ 

ART. 10. Use of copper by United States: Upon notice in writing 
from the contracting cer to the purchaser the United States may for 
its own purposes, but not for resale, use any of the copper herein con- 
tracted for prior to the resale thereof by the purchaser. ‘ 

Art. 11. Officials not to benefit: No Member of or Delegate to Con- 
gress or Resident Commissioner is or shall be admitted to any share 
or part of this contract or to any benefit that may arise therefrom, but 
this article shall not apply to this contract so far as it may be within 
the operations or exceptions of section 116 of the act of Congress 


coquesed March 4, 1909 (35 Stat., 1109). 
rT. 12. Contract not transferable: Neither this contract nor any 


interest therein shall be transferred by the purchaser to any other 
arty, except to the extent permitted by section 3477, United States 
evised Statutes. 
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Art. 13. Notice: Any notice to the purchaser under this contract 

when not actually delivered in writing to the purchaser shall be 
deemed to have been sufficiently given when mailed in a sealed post- 
paid wrapper addressed to the purchaser at 42 Broadway, New York 
N. Y¥. Any notice to the United States under this contract, when not 
actualy delivered in writing to the contracting officer, shall be deemed 
to have been sufficiently given when mailed in a sealed postpaid 
wrapper addressed to the director of sales, War Department, Washing- 
ton, D. C. 
Art, 14. Bond: The purchaser shall furnish to the United States 
within 20 days after the execution and delivery of this agreement a 
bond in the sum of $1,000,000, conditioned upon the full and faithful 
performance by the purchaser-of all terms, covenants, and conditions 
of this contract on the part of the purchaser to be performed. Such 
bond shall be in the form and with sureties satisfactory to the con- 
tracting officer. Unless such bond is furnished within the time limit 
thin agvesment may, at the option of the contracting officer, be can- 
celed, 

Art, 15. Adjustment of claims and disputes: Except as otherwise 
specifically provided in this contract, any claims, doubts, or disputes 
which may arise under this contract, or as to its performance or non- 
performance, may be determined upon petition of the party hereto by 
the Secretary of War. The decision of the Secretary of War shall be 
final and conclusive on all matters submitted for determination. 

Art. 16. Defimtions: Contracting officer: The officer in whose name 
this contract is executed, his successor or successors, or anyone 
from time to time designated by the Director of Purchase, Storage and 
Traffic to act as contracting officer, and his or their duly authorized 
agent or agents who may be specifically delegated to perform the 
various functions herein attributed to the contracting officer. 

The purchaser: The party of the second part, its legal representa- 
tives and successors, 

In witness whereof the parties hereto have caused this contract to 
be executed and delivered in triplicate by the proper officers thereunto 
duly authorized the day and year first above written. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
ty C. W. Hare, Contracting Officer. 
UNITED METALS SELLING Co., 
By T. Wourson, Vice President, Purchaser. 
Witnesses: 
C, T. Lewis. 
Morris Myers. 


Schedule A attached to and a part of a certain contract between the 
United States of America and the United Metals Selling Co., dated 
the ———— day of April, 1919. 


COPPER. 
Baltimore, 
Providence, 
Ween MeO ee Bia Se Sd bee teas ee 
Springdale, Conn 
Waterbury, Conn 
ee IR te lia blac hall 
Springfield, Mass- 
New Haven, Conn 
Bridgeport, Conn 
DE. nena es 
Seymour, Conn-_-- 
‘Torrington, Conn 


Md 


2, 849, 342 
100, 000 
18, 161 
600, 519 

in dipeptides eagle deities teil 13, 108, 999 
2, 050, 850 
958, 142 
287, 527 

4, 204, 206 
3, 380, 000 
3, 715, 000 


Rite MG th Bw eG aaueke geen 735, 000 
TUR est Sirita aes mschishes bio shaceueihabbadias gaia teats cl 51 
Is ecg ere eee 320 
DaPtee eeewe se Se aes Shedim atta Sieh ols Sa gearepuierempat 511, 381 
ERO AS otk di da nisin code dace 3, 967 
RI isaac bv enlhereea tien atid cca ngntilipian pies Saleh dies eat caedl 249 
IS 2 canna coastertnoet chic ocieeag aaa 267 
Jo. Sa lapistedl ocr anton on oh os tt cases tae tesiad 5, 530 
Toe, dh tial ct Ka db d tdi betel beamed 53, 490 


Cleveland, 
es edad rains amare aeeiaal 
Detroit, Mich 


ie eer Stal und eee vce ghee cleus <a da-cnics atte onepecocndinete 13, 120, 719 
PR TO a ois Saisie ike a tec wd nen leh Siti anne a , 238 
a tii inbn renin amie nmentitiompggtnaidh abet ernnsgh doieidonn 950 
aa orcs tn eee Sot ncniiben eo euieghean eh thingie manda 240, 408 


Rankin, Pa ~~ a 
I{untington, W. Va_----_---- 
i, ae A See 
Ithaca, N. Y--- 

Busan, Bi eof eco: 
Watertown, N. 
Brooklyn, N. Y 
Perth Amboy, N. J 
Klizabeth, N. J 
Heotitniic A! Wiicabcise nee lb eke ae RSet tiidpentelettndons 
Kast Alton, Ohio 











a acphabainadidhinm ta dimpenetiseedvrgiingreiiuicaali lt ntetdidiie den 2, 229, 338 
EAC, Se Ce, CI ers ese eet sanine merdicioaomneirnhae 2, 364, 792 
New: Fenelon cb ieee baa 63, 482 
DORR inne imccceninwe = saknenwemeaiaeatiipa diel 81, 733, 535 
SCRAP COPPER. 
Pemiaintys WR Sinn ccdhiinceccnatietinthcmbinh enw angele 1, 925 
PeneS NG: BERG. oct cdntitasncincinibitinibawna Dainese 7, 037 
SURI Id ores dlebillaeiinhidnasen Ueeeniriniindniblanieadieiaisetias bial 2,0 
RON a ast tases gear eaieiaeainaaaaienaiinmanians 828, 000 
TETAS si rade an hip eel eee ined oraenigiaten 2, 575 
Doe y Cam | NG Siento 6 sinintniam dltiaa algoeabigea kates 33 
TPN ceeds setae intebicdsetpeneemeniotey tetiiabe sienna cicengitndlis abies aes 37, 750 
en i nite enue ceeneeiaee da mebliatindeatnhect drtnaies adn at ere 35, 129 
EX USCUCRIIOE, OG 0.” Was dictates lines aienavavict ences Soctabenditkoonipaaibale 23, 560 
Ng TOs ieee titi ii tin hdl cirlain vn ipeaveidoceneliim iin ini ie tisca he realidad 1, 950, 536 
a RR RE RE EE SS 5, 750, 000 
PE Gh da Se cb leu sade jaa adaiaenn gemma 8, 638, 545 


The CHAIRMAN, 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. 


I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 


unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there 
objection? 


There was no objection. 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. I went into this question the other day. 
and I ask the committee to read that copper contract carefully 
and see if it does not give absolute power to the copper monopoly 
in this country to dispose ot this copper as they see fit. ‘The 
contract speaks for itself. Besides making a profit at the time 
these copper people sold this copper to the United States, 
they are now to receive a commission for reselling this copper 
in such manner as will not disturb the prices that they fixed. 
Not only to prevent a disturbance of the market. Get the 
difference between the two. The purpose does not seem to be 
to prevent dumping on the market and disturbing the market, 
but rather to maintain the margin of profit fixed by the people 
who control the copper and still retain control. I believe that 
a happy medium could have been found. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, this is only a matter of a million 
dollars, I will say to the gentleman. Never mind the order. 

On the lumber which we have for sale the lumber people were 
called in conference, and they are selling the lumber on a com- 
mission of 12 per cent. 

Now, I want to point out to the committee that these com- 
missions—12 per cent here and 3 per cent there—given to the 
agency which actually disposes of these surplus supplies do 
not come out of this $1,000,000. They come out of the proceeds 
of the sales, and this $1,000,000 is the overhead charge for the 
luxury of having this board of experts in Washington. 

Now, I agree that the Government should get the best avail- 
able price without disturbing the market for surplus supplies, 
but I am certain that the officers now in the various departments, 
who actually get the customers, who actually get the prices, can 
continue to do so, can be formed into a joint board among 
themselves, and that we can easily save $700,000 on this item 
alone. 


It does not take a trip to Europe of these three men to find 
out what the condition of the market is. We have committees 
there; we have a liquidating commission there now, which has 
sold millions of dollars’ worth of surplus supplies of the 
American Expeditionary Forces to France and to neutral coun- 
tries. Everyone knows the condition of the market there. 
Lumber will sell itself. If we can get the lumber there, it will 
sell itself. We do not need to spend a lot of time and money 
for this extra joy trip to Europe. This has nothing to do with 
getting the boys home. Let us understand that. This has 
nothing to do with the military policy or with the reorganiza- 
tion scheme. This is purely an appropriation in a lump sum 
of money to increase by $900,000 over the amount provided for 
in the bill last year, over which we have no control, to be 
spent on the testimony given by the director of this office on 
salaries ranging from $25,000 to $6,000, and where more help 
is to be employed. If you will examine the testimony, you 
will see that this bureau does not exercise the function of 
directing the sales. It acts purely in an advisory capacity. 
The actual sales are made by officers in the United States Army, 
patriotic men who entered the service and are ready to see 
the war through without asking salaries of $25,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman will admit, however, that all 
sales made by the bureaus of the department before being com- 
pleted must be submitted to the central board. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. All sales over $100,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. They have control of the coordination of 
the whole situation and stabilizing the sales, and thereby saving 
the Government a lot of money. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will read the testimony, 
it has not worked out that way. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will yield. 

Mr. KAHN. My recollection is that Mr. Hare testified that 
some few transactions that he has had have already got better 
prices for commodities through his intercession and saved the 
Government to the extent of $4,000,000. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Can the gentleman from California give 
us some of the articles? 

Mr. KAHN. I can not recollect ; I have not had an opportunity 
to go into the details of the hearings, but I think he made that 
statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I ask for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 


The time of the gentleman from New York 


gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KAHN. On pages 410 and 411 of the hearings the director 
of sales gives a number of items of raw material where in- 
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creased prices were received by the Government through his 
activity. 

Then he 

Se vou see by following that intensive method it has resulted in ‘the 
saving of $4,000,000, or in getting an increased price to that amount 
over and above what the bureau had originally intended to accept. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes; those figures were read, but there 
was nothing before the committee which showed what the offers 
were submitted to this bureau. This is mostly on metal, and this 
metal was not sold through the efforts of the director of sales, 
but simply put into the hands of the copper people. It was along 
these lines that the director of sales testified. He did not point 
to anything concrete. There was some testimony about a saving 
of $10,000,000 by the Ordnance Department, but when cross- 
examined by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WISE], on page 
415, he says: 

You disapprov entirely the appropriation asked for for cleaning and 

Mt “Hane. Ne; I do not, because I am not familiar enough with the 
ietails of the appropriation. 

Now, I want that to go into the Recorp, because there will be 
some statements made about this mysterious $10,000,000. But 
he «did not know what the Ordnance Department was talking 
about. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is it fair to speak of this as “a mysterious 
$10,000,000 "2? Anybody whe knows anything about machinery 
knows that when you lay it up you have to grease it, clean it, 
put it in a position where it will not deteriorate, and if it takes 
$10,000,000 to do that with the machinery, guns, and equipment 
that the Ordnance Department has, that is what it takes, and 
it ought to be done. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly, and the Ordnance Department 
knows what it is talking about. I agree with what the gentle- 
man has said; but here is a man who says he does not know 
what they are talking about, and that is the point I desire to 
make. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
chanic. 

The CHATRMAN. 
has again expired. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substi- 
tute amendment for that of the gentleman from New York, 
und that is te substitute $500,000 for $300,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment to the amendment of Mr. LaGuarpia by Mr. McKENZIE: 
Strike out $300,000 and insert in lieu thereof $500,000. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if you 
will give me your attention for a few moments I will endeavor 
to explain the reason for offering this amendment. In the 
first place, this whole discussion applying to the language writ- 
ten in the bill is not consistent. What the War Department 
usked with additional language by adding to the first para- 
graph of the bill would make the appropriation and the lan- 
guage agree. The fact is that in the last bill presented to this 
House we agreed to give them $100,000. The War Depart- 
ment asked for $200,000 to cover incidental expenses. A few 
days ago the Secretary of War appeared before our committee 
and said he would like te have us amend ihat and give them 
$1,009,000, and his reason for asking that amount was, as he 
stated, that in France we have what is known as the United 
States Liquidation Bureau, an organization to dispose of prop- 
erty in France, and that in this country Assistant Secretary 
Crowell had built up in the War Department what was known 
as the director of sales department, with Mr. Hare at the head 
of that organization. 

It was further testified that the probable expense of paying 
the personnel of the experts and others employed under Mr. 
Hare would be $250,000. The Secretarv of War in asking for 
$1,000,000 stated—and this was in the hearings—that the whole 
umount was speculative and that no oze could tell whether a 
million dollars would be sufficient to pay the entire expenses 
or not. With that statement of the Secretary of War I fully 
agree. It was testified to before our committee that in the 
Ordnance Department they have a sales organization, men 
picked out for the purpose, who are now putting the property 
of the Ordnance Department on the market and selling it. In 
the Quartermaster Department they have the same thing, and 
the other different departments of the Military Establishment 
they have their sales organizations. Now, Mr. Hare and his 
experts, with their enormous salaries—and I am not saying 
that they are being paid too much—simply direct and lay 
down rules of instruction to these men in the Ordnance, the 
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He was acting as a salesman, not as a me- 


The time of the gentleman from New York 
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Quartermaster, and the other departments how to make gales, 
and they report back to this director of sales, and it is a sort 
of clearing house for all of the sales made in the different 
bureaus of the War Department. 

Tt was testified to and it is in the hearings that they have 
made.a contract with a lumber concern for the sale of lumber in 
which they are to pay these men about 12 per cent for handling 
the surplus lumber that we have in the War Department. They 
have made arrangements with the copper dealers to feed out to 
the public the surplus copper we have in the War Department, 
and to pay them a commission for so doing. I am not criticizing 
the business end of that proposition, because they argue that 
it is to stabilize business, and they argue also that in controlling 
the enormous amount of meat supplies—and I shall put into 
the Recorp as a part of my statement the number of pounds of 
meat that we have—they are putting them out at the suggestion 
of the men interested in the meat concerns of the country in a 
way that will not disturb the labor in these great packing 
industries of our country. I might be perfectly willing to agree 
with them on that proposition if it were not for the further fact 
that in my judgment if these hundreds of millions of pounds of 
meat and other food supplies were put upon the market at a 
little less price than the public is paying to-day the increased 
consumption of the people of the country of meats would keep 
the packing houses of the country busy in the packing industry, 
and it would not affect labor at all. [Applause.] That is my 
individual judgment about the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, 
to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was ro objection. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I have not the time nor the desire to go into 
a critical analysis of this proposition, but I want to say to the 
members of this committee that if we give these men $500,000, 
that is a big sum with which to pay for their overhead organiza- 
tion, the experts, who simply direct the sale of the surplus steck 
that we have, and if it proves to be not a sufficient amount and 
they come back to Congress showing that they have done the 
country a service there will be no difficulty about getting a 
deficiency bill through to pay fer the.balance. But I say to you, 
and I say to the country, the time has come when it is your 
duty and it is my duty to cut out every man we can cut out of 
these special organizations that have been created to carry on 
the business of this country—outside and above the regular 
organizations that have been provided for by law. These 
special organizations have given employment to thousands of 
men under the guise of serving our country as patriots and busi- 
ness men. I hope they have done it. : 

Mr. BOIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

Mr. BOIES. Why does the gentleman ask for an increase 
to $500,000 when he says that salaries amount to enly $250,000? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to my friend that the $250,000 
applies only to the sales organizations in this country. In 
France the liquidation commission which we have over there 
also has an overhead organization, which must be paid. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 
the liquidation commission is not paid out of this fund. 

Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will read the testimony—— 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The French liquidation commission is not 
paid out of this. 

Mr. McKENZIE. But they are going to make a sales organiza- 
tion out of that, I understand. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What disposition is made of surplus auto- 
mobiles ? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I regret to say to the gentleman from Iowa 
that up to this time there has been really no disposition of 
automobiles, except those that have been sent out into the De- 
partment of Agriculture and the Post Office Department, and I 
assume that if the gentleman will investigate the Department 
of Agriculture he will find some of them down there. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But the fact is that millions of dollars are 
going to waste every day, and no effort is being made to dispose 
of surplus automobiles or trucks or any other of the supplies of 
the department, and as every day goes by millions of dollars go 
to waste. Here we have great departments, and we are spending 
money every day without results, without a single effort being 
made to dispose of 2 single thing. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I want to say to the gentleman that I would 
be very glad indeed to see some steps taken to sell the surplus 
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automobiles and trucks in this country, but I realize this fact, 
that that ought to be handled, of course, with some business judg- 
ment, and under the plan laid down by this sales director and 
this organization they would make an arrangement with the 
manufacturers of automobiles and trucks and feed these auto- 
mobiles out as the public could take them without disturbing 
the trade. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It has been hinted that the arrangement made 
places them beyond the reach of the average man; that the con- 
tracts are put up in such shape that the average man can not 
take advantage of them. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
permit, I have been reliably informed that they are selling 
automobiles, the Ford machine—I do not know whether you 
call it an automobile or not—— 

Mr. MCKENZIE. A car. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. The Ford cars over in France at 
$75 a car and that the Cadillac is being sold at five or six hun- 
dred dollars each. I wonder if the gentleman has any in- 
formation on that? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I have no information on that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I can say, if the gentleman will permit, 
that the French Government has interdicted the sale of surplus 
Ford cars in France at any price, and instead of getting them 
for $75 people will pay $1,200 if the French would only permit 
them to buy them. Instead of it being true that Cadillacs are 
sold at $500 or $600 the authorities in France have offers from 
Spain of $6,000 for Cadillac limousines for which proper cus- 
toms arrangements must be made with the Spanish Govern- 
ment. So far they have been unable to make them. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. I am glad to hear that because 
there is a report they are being sold at those prices. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be granted such time as he may desire—fiye 
minutes. I believe this matter is of sufficient importance for 
him to have that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? I have read in the newspapers there was an 
arrangement by which trucks are allotted to the various States 
and the States in turn have allotted those trucks for use in 
road work. I have seen those items in the papers. Has the 
gentleman any information as to the allotment of trucks to the 
various States? 

Mr. McKENZIE. That was the statement made before our 
committee and you will find it in the hearing. That is one of 
the plans. I can not say how many have been allotted. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I wanted to know if it is true that is 
being done. 

Mr. McKENZIE. That is one of their plans. 

Mr, HAMILTON. Is it actually being operated? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Well, I can not say as to that, but they 
contemplate it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. They contemplate it? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I have had correspondence with the 
Quartermaster General of the War Department in reference to 
the disposition of trucks. He referred me to a party in the 
Agricultural Department, to whom the distribution had been 
committed. I received a letter from this party stating that these 
trucks would be turned over to the road commissioners of the 
different States and through the road commissioners distributed 
to the different counties and municipalities who are engaged in 
building hard-surface roads. He did not say how many. 

Mr. ROMJUE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. Did the gentieman understand that those 
trucks were to be allotted to the States and then by the States 
put in the hands of the road commissioners? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. They are by the Agricultural Depart- 
nent delivered to the road commissioners of the different States 
and through the read commissioners are allotted to the different 
counties and municipalities. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Fretps] tells me that they have already been distributed in 
Kentucky. 

Mr, FIELDS. I understand there was a distribution made 
about a week ago at Covington, Ky. 

Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will permit me to read 
I can clear this matter up ina moment. I read from the hearings: 

The CuairMAn. In regard to motor vehicles, can you give the com- 
mittee any plan by which you intend to sell your motor vehicles? 


Mr. Harp, I can, sir. Under an act we are transferring now, as 
rapidly as the Department of Agriculture can take them, our surplus 
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trucks. We have about 80,000 carried as surplus, and we intend to 
deliver 20,000 to the Department of Agriculture, they, in turn, to 
ship them to the States for their road-building requirements. We 
are aes, over a good many of the other trucks, free of charge, to 
the Post Office ent, and the small surplus—I doubt very 
much if in the end we have more than perhaps 2,000 trucks for sale, 
and those will be offered to the highest bidders. In regard to motor 
vehicles, the Army hag declared no surplus whatever on new cars. It 
has not, to date, declared any surplus on used cars, but will, very 
shortly, have comparatively large numbers of used cars in all states 
ae which will be offered at public auction or to the highest 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman yield? ; 

Mr. McKENZIB. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama, 
who has been on his feet : 

Mr, BANKHEAD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois a question in order to get some light on this particular 
item we are considering, the appropriation of $1,000,000. Now, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarp1a] stated that 
the current appropriation for this fiscal year for this item was 
$100,000, and the gentleman stated that some one requested 
that it be increased to $1,000,000. I want to ask the gentleman 
if this particular department that is expending this money 
got along during the present fiscal year on the appropriation 
of $100,000. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that he has a misunderstanding of the facts. The $100,000 was 
the amount that we carried in the bill recently passed by this 
House which failed in the Senate in the last Congress. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. How much was the estimate upon which 
that appropriation was based? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. By the War Department? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Is it contemplated to increase the num- 
ber of employees, the personnel of this particular organization, 
after July 1, 1919? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman permit—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Let us have an answer on that; we are 
seeking information. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I am trying to give it, if I am able. 
yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman at the time 
we made the last appropriation there was not one cent asked 
ad the bureau for which we want to appropriate $1,000,000 
to-day. 

Mr. SABATH. It was not in existence? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. : 

Mr. McKENZIE. May I have one minute? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask that the gentleman be .given 
minutes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
time? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I ask that the gentleman’s time be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? [After a pause,] The Chair hears 
none. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
what understanding has he as to what the Federal Government 
is to receive for these trucks apportioned among the various 
States ; that is to say, whether the States pay anything for them 
or whether it simply involves the use of the trucks? 

Mr. McKENZIE. In my judgment it would simply be a case 
of bookkeeping. They would be transferred from the War De- 
partment to the Federal Road Construction Department or 
the Department of Agriculture, and would be charged on the 
books against those various departments and credited to the 
War Department. 

Mr. KAHN. Regarding the trucks, of course, the Department 
of Agriculture, receiving the trucks, would make regulations 
for turning them over to the States. It would not be a War 
Department matter. It would be a matter for the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Still there is one question that is not 
completely cleared up. Do the States pay for the use of the 
trucks? 

Mr. McKENZIE. 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HAMILTON. They are simply worn out, without any 
eompensation anywhere? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman is giving information as to the 
disposition of the trucks. There is a surplus of 2,000 of them. 
How are they to be disposed of? Are they to be disposed of in 
the same way as the aeroplanes are to be disposed of; that is, 
practically given away? 


I 


five 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Does the gentleman desire an extension of 


I do net know, I will say to the gentleman 
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Mr. McKENZIb. The testimony was that they would be sold 
at publie auction to the highest bidder. 

Mr. HAUGEN. All of the 2,000? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I can not say as to that, 

Mr. HAUGEN. What information can the gentleman give as 
to the disposition of automobiles? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I can not give you anything further than 
what we have in the hearings. They have not disposed of them 
as yet. It was stated, I believe, that some man had sold a 
certain number of Dodge cars at a very low price; that it was 
a fraudulent transaction. He was arrested and tried and con- 
victed, I understand. 

Mr. HAUGEN.. My information is, and I get it from the 
office, that not a car has been sold. They are distibuting them 
among the States. Why are the States entitled to these ma- 
chines? 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I would like to secure some information 
from the gentleman from Illinois if possible. This item to me 
presents a rather peculiar and interesting situation. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. LAaGvuarpIA], a member of the 
committee, says $300,000 is the amount; the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McKENzIe] says it takes $500,000; and the War 
Department says $1,000,000. Can the gentleman give the House 
the estimates that were made by the War Department and 
which led the committee to ask for $1,000,000? 

Mr. McKENZIE. If you take the hearings there and read 
the testimony of the Secretary of War, on page 257, I think 
it is—— 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Is the gentleman familiar enough with 
it to give it to the House? I have not been able to read the 
hearings. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I can only reiterate what I have already 
said, that he wanted this money to pay the personnel of this 
division or this organization, which he believed was serving i 
good purpose, and that $1,000,000 was only a speculative amount : 
that no one could determine just how much it should be. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Will the gentleman yield further? (Cu 
what basis, then, does the gentleman reduce it $500,000? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will simply say to the gentleman from 
Ohice that my experience as a legislator has been that estimates 
are very seldom, if ever, made below the amount required, but 
very frequently made higher than are necessary. I feel that 
that is true in regard to this estimate. And I feel that as a man 
responsible for making the appropriation that I have just as 
much right to make a guess at the amount, after studying the 
question, as has the Secretary of War, and the responsibility 
is on the Members of this House to appropriate this money. 
And if we appropriate $500,000 they might be compelled to cut 
down their organization to some extent. But the fact that they 
had to cut it down in numbers would not necessarily mean 
cutting it down in efficiency, in my judgment. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. In other words, we have the last guess 
her« 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I hope he is keeping in mind, in 
making the estimate of $500,000 to cover this item, “ Contin- 
gencies of the Army,” that the item “Contingencies of the 
Army ” is not confined by any means in its scope to this sales 
commission. It provides for everything in the Army that re- 
lates to just exactly that very vague and indefinite sphere “ con- 
tingencies,” and only a part of it is to be devoted to this sales 
business that has taken up all the time of the committee. 

Mr. McKENZIE. My recollection is that in peace time we 
appropriated $25,000 to take care of those other items, 

The statistics respecting food supplies heretofore referred to 
are as follows: 


Will my colleague yield? 


May 23, 1919. 
The War Department authorizes publication of the following state- 
ment from the office of the Director of Sales, showing estimated surplus 
meat products on hand in the United States: 
se 


Container. Pounds on 


8, 686, 118 
38, 536, 620 
11,847,912 


12-pound cans 
6-pound cans 
---| 2-pound cans... ... 
-| 1-pound cans.. 
.| 12-ounce cans. 
-| 6-pound cans. . 
-| 24-ounce cans . 


Do.. 
Corned beef... 
seca 


D 
Corne 
’ 


12-ounce cans | 
2-pound cans...... | 
1-pound cans... ...| 
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Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I hope that neither the 
aimendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGvARDIA] nor the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McKEnzie] will prevail. I think the majority of 
the committee decided, after hearing the Secretary of War 
and after hearing Mr. Hare, that the creation of this sales 
bureau offered the best possible plan of disposing of about 
$1,500,000,000 worth of surplus property that the Government 
ought to turn into cash as quickly as it can economically and 
safely be done. The committee was confronted by estimates 
from all the different bureaus of the War Department asking 
for sums as high as $10,000,000, for instance, from the Ord- 
nance Bureau, for sales purposes. There was one item of 
$10,000,000 for the preparation of machinery to pack it and 
grease it and fit it for sale on the market. Mr. Hare told us 
that, in his opinion, by the creation of this central sales bu- 
reau he would be able to undertake the work of selling the 
surplus material in all these bureaus. For one, I am convinced 
that he has the business ability and the organization requisite 
to do it. In reply to my question when he appeared before 
the committee, as to whether he thought, for instance, that the 
appropriation of $10,000,000 asked for by the Ordnance De- 
partment to sell its surplus machines was necessary, he said, 
““No; I believe I can sell those machines where they stand.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not desire to make 
a misstatement of facts? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; I certainly do not desire to make a 
misstatement of facts. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman from Kansas have 
the kindness to read the testimony on page 415, when the ques- 
tion was put— 

You disapprove entirely the appropriation asked for for cleaning and 
repairing? 

And the answer on page 416 was— 

No; 1 do not; because I am not familiar-cnough with the details of 
the appropriation. f 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me say to the gentleman that if he 
will look on page 415 he will bear out my statement. I think 
I am able to read the English language. I asked Mr. Hare 
the question: 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it was $8,000,000 for the purpose of greasing 
and packing certain machine tools now in possession of the Ordnance 
Department. I am corrected on that and told it was $10,000,000. 
When you begin to sell that class of material your cost of sale is go- 
ing to run bigher? 

Mr. Hare. Yes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will such sales of the Ordnance 
under your supervision? ’ 

Mr. Hare. Yes; they will come under our supervision. In regard 
to that item for repair work which is being done, I believe we can 
sell these machines to-day without a penny being spent on them. 

Now, I do not care to go into it any further. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the gentleman should state the facts 
correctly. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I believe Mr. Hare will be able to sell that 
surplus ordnance machinery without the expenditure of this 
$10,000,000 which the Ordnance Bureau asks. I want to give 
him the money at least to make an effort. He has shown that 
he has already saved about $4,000,000 in selling metals and 
other material, much of it belonging to the Ordnance Depart- 
ment. He has stepped in and has saved this money and I want 
to give Mr. Hare a chance. We are making this item of con- 
tingent expenses large enough to provide eight hundred and odd 
thousand dollars necessary for the operations of this bureau. 

Mr. GREENER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. All I wanted to suggest to my 
friend is that a part of this money asked for by the Ordnance 
Department is to be used for slushing machinery and tools, 
and so forth, to carry out a regular program which they would 
follow with respect to these machines, whether they were sold 
or not. A large part of such stores is always put away in that 
way. It takes thousands of dollars to do it every year. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman is correct av’ I am in 
error, that the Director of Sales can dispose of these machines 
without spending the $10,000,000 which the Ordnance Depart- 
ment says is necessary to spend if they sell them, will the gen- 
tleman agree to take $10,000,000 off the amount allowed to the 
Ordnance Department? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We have deducted it. We have made sav- 
ings in every bureau, and we have put what we consider an 
adequate amount under contingencies to permit the organization 
of this Sales Bureau to take the place of these larger expendi- 
tures. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman from 
Kansas be allowed to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, : 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman’s statement places the War 
Department in a very embarrassing position. I infer from what 
the gentleman has stated that the integrity and the business 
ability of the War Department can not be relied upon, and that 
it is necessary now to spend $1,000,000 to let some competent 
people do it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No. The men at the head of the different 
bureaus of the War Department are largely soldiers, and they 
are good soldiers and good men, but they are not keen, shrewd 
business men. We propose to supply this Bureau of Sales with 
men like Mr. Hare at the head of it, keen business men, who 
ean handle this business to the advantage of the Government. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. The gentleman mentioned the figure as 
something like eight hundred and some odd thousand dollars as 
the probable expense? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That was stated to be the probable cost. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. What are the items that entered into it? 
If we assume that these men are good business men, are they 
good enough business men to give the committee and the House 
an estimate of what it is going to cost to do this thing? Are 
we going to be forced to guess at it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No. Nobody can tell us just what the cost 
will be. 

Mr. McCULLOCH, Have they made any estimate of the prob- 
able cost? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; nothing more than what I have stated. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. The gentleman reflects on the business 
ability of the Army officers by such a statement. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; I do not reflect upon them at all. The 
chairman of our committee informs me that they estimate it 
will cost about $1,000,000. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. What figures enter into it? I would like 
to get some information about it. I am willing to vote millions 
for it if it is necessary and proper. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr, Chairman, the items which go into it, as I 
recall, are salaries and a great amount of printing, and the 
sending out of hundreds of thousands of letters to buyers all 
over the world, the collection of data affecting the markets of 
the world, and matters of that kind. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
to me just a moment more? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. The gentleman has been speaking ,in 
generalities, and the gentleman from Illinois used generalities. 
Is there any budget or any estimate given that can be put into 
the Recorp justifying Congress in accepting this receommenda- 
tion of a million dollars for this purpose? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is not. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. ‘Then I think the committee ought to 
recall some one and get the necessary information. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We had an estimate of $10,000,000 from one 
bureau for sales operations alone. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And it is no more reliable than the esti- 
mates before the committee now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is impossible in such a matter to esti- 
mate accurately. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 

_Mr. JEFFERIS. Did Mr. Hare attempt to give any informa- 
tion as to what this bureau would require? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; the idea was that a million dollars is 
to be employed to cover the operations of the bureau, and in 
view of the fact that some of the estimates run up beyond 
$10,000,000, we prefer to give Mr. Hare’s bureau the opportunity 
to administer it. 

Mr. JEFFERIS. I was trying to find out whether the esti- 
mate of a million dollars comes from the Secretary of War or 
does it come from Mr. Hare? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It comes from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. I have been listening with very great interest to 
this discussion regarding this appropriation for a new commis- 





sion to stabilize prices. I am very much in sympathy with that 
kind of a proposition, but I would like also to have the question 
answered, Who are these gentlemen, these so-called business 
experts, that command salaries of $25,000, $10,000, and $6,000 
every year? A very good definition of an expert is a fellow 
that is away from home telling the other fellow how to do it. 
[Laughter.] 

Now, one more statement. I would like to have this Congress 
spend some money to stabilize the prices downward for the 
consumer, as well as prices upward for the producer. Here we 
are asked to appropriate $1,000,000 to stabilize prices for the 
producer. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr, BEGG. 
falling. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me say to the gentleman that that is not 
the object of the appropriation. The object of the appropria- 
tion is to convert these surplus supplies into money and put that 
money into the Treasury of the United States. Of course, in 
doing that we do not want to entirely disorganize the markets 
of the country. 

Mr. BEGG. All right. Has this Congress ever appropriated 
one single dollar during the war when we were buying every- 
where, helter skelter—did we ever provide one dollar to keep 
prices from going up? I know, and you know, and every other 
man knows that prices in every line are abnormal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that debate on this amendment has been exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
point of order that debate on the amendment has been exhausted, 
and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is the time limited on this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, what are we to vote on? 

The CHALRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. McKenzie to the amendment of Mr. LaGuarDIA: 
Strike out $300,000 and insert $500,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Oh, no. 
That is my conception, to keep the prices from 


The question now is on the amendment as 


amended. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, is an amendment now in 
order? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the “ $500,000 ” and 
insert “‘ $250,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to amend, and the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “‘ $500,000 ’’ and insert “‘ $250,000.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the most important ques- 
tion before the people of the United States to-day is the cost of 
living, and I can not see a more important subject to receive the 
attention of the House at this moment than the question of this 
appropriation so that the people of the country may be illumined 
as to the reason why the United States Government refuses to 
sell $60,000,000 worth of products that the people want. Mr. 
Hare, who is the representative of the Government at the 
present time, according to the report which is before the Mem- 
bers of the House, makes this extraordinary statement : 

On account of the inaccessibility of the warehouses where this food 
is stored, however, it is doubtful whether any considerable portion of the 
public will come to a sale if carried out. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that this is a 
most extraordinary statement. I think I am within the bounds 
of truth when I say that there are millions of Americans who go 
to bed every night hungry because they can not get proper food 
on account of the high cost of living everywhere in the United 
States. 

We are appealed to, and properly so, by hundreds of thousands 
of Government employees who have seen the cost of living in- 
erease 100 per cent within the past four years, while their 
wages have increased on an average 20 per cent. And yet the 
Government controls this immense amount of food products, 
has controlled it since the armistice was signed six months 
ago, and because it may occasion a glut on the market which 
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would lower the price of beef across the water, or because of 
the manner in which the warehouses of the country are dis- 
tributed throughout the United States, the people can not have 
this beef. And I say to you that this is a situation which we 
can not dodge. People are hungry in every part of the United 
States because they can not afford to pay the price for beef, 
and it is a crime if the Government at Washington can not 
organize its brains to put this meat where the people can get it 
and relieve their hungry stomachs, 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. In 1912 the Democratic Party was going to 
reduce the cost of living. Is this an indictment or a confession 
that they have not made good? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Democratic Party is not responsible 
for this situation. As the ex-Speaker of the House eloquently 
portrayed it a few moments ago upon the floor of the House, 
under the leadership of the Democratic Party the American 
Army won the greatest victory that the world has ever known. 
[Applause.] It did it without a suspicion of graft on the part 
of anybody connected with the administration. 

I was here in the Spanish-American War. At that time I was 
the lone Democratic Representative from the six New England 
States when that war was fought, and, as the ex-Speaker said, 
there were charges of graft and they were proven. We heard 
about embalmed canned beef being fed to the soldiers, and it 
was proven that it was, though that was an infant war com- 
pared to the world conflagration when the United States was 
called into it as a matter of honor to rescue civilization and 
humanity. And under the leadership of the Democratic Party 
and of Woodrow Wilson the United States did it, Mr. Chairman. 
{Applause.] In this condition of affairs now I am not speak- 
ing as a Democrat to Democrats or to the Republican member- 
ship of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will ask unanimous consent that my 
time be extended two minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended two minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The men who were in charge of these 
supplies have been brought in, as other Members of the House 
have stated—experts. There are experts when the Repub- 
licans are in power; there are experts when the Democrats 
are in power, and they go with the party in power to prey upon 
the public of the United States. It is not the Republican Party 
that is responsible or the Democratic Party that is responsible, 
unless we fail to rise to our responsibilities in this hour. The 
other day in New York I spoke to Mr. Barnes and attempted 
fo get some information about flour. I attempted to get some 
information from the Bureau of Agriculture and from the 
Food Administration in Washington about flour. They said 
that the Food Administration was in New York City. I said, 
“Is not the seat of government here in Washington?” They 
said, “ Yes; but the Food Administration is in New York, and 
if you want information in regard to the price of wheat and 
as to whether flour is to be continued at its present price or 
not, you must go to Mr. Barnes in New York.” So I got on the 
train and took a journey of six hours and went over to New 
York and went into Mr. Barnes’s office, and I said to Mr. 
Barnes, “ What is the condition of the wheat crop? Are we to 
have $16 flour while it is being sold for $10 in England?” He 
said, “ England takes the loss.” I said, “ Mr. Barnes, I think 
the United States should take the loss. Wheat is the staff of 
life. It is fundamental to the welfare of the people of the 
country. Every day there are strikes for more wages. Why? 
Because people can not live because of the cost of living. You 
must cut down the price of flour and let the Government take 
the loss if you want the business of this country to proceed 
along normal lines.” But he said he did not believe in that 
policy. He was the Government, and, though I was elected a 
Representative, there was nothing else I could do but get out, 
cone hack to Washington, and make my protest here on the 
floor of this House. 

Great Britain is fighting the American Beef Trust and will 
drive it out if it can. To-day’s papers report the organization 
of another beef combination, and among its principal officials 
are nen who have been dictating the world’s prices of beef 
products for the Food Administration. A leopard can not 
change his spots; neither can these men change their point of 
view on what constitutes reasonable profits, and as long as they 
continue in charge the American people are bound to suffer. 


The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
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Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, this matter of the sales of the 
surplus supplies is an exceedingly important one. No business 
institution in this country, without calling upon the great bank- 
ing houses, could carry through a proposition involving the sale 
of $1,600,000,000 worth of supplies. 

There is no politics about this thing. The question is, Can 
we sell the goods to the best possible advantage for the Gov- 
ernment, having a due regard for the business interests and 
the working people of the country. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Frrzgerap] told us 
about bringing the meat to the people of the country. Let me 
tell him that right in his city of Boston there are hundreds of 
retail grocers and small business men who have three or four 
thousand dollars invested in the stocks of goods on their shelves. 
They are making a living for themselves and their families sell- 
ing ordinary canned goods put out on the market. 

Mr. LAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Delaware? 

Mr. KAHN. I will yield in just a minute. When you dump 
on the market great quantities of supplies you break the market, 
and the small dealer is the loser just the same as the big 
dealer. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr, LAYTON. I admit that proposition, but compared with 
the millions of people in the United States whose stomachs are 
being broken it is insignificant, and I think it is pretty nearly 
time that, regardless of politics, this one question of food sup- 
plies, which lies at the basis of the employment of labor and 
wages, should be taken up and met fearlessly even if there is a 
break on the part of a few grocers or packers in Chicago. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. KAHN. There will be no break. As a matter of fact, 
the meat that is packed for the Army is not put up in such pack- 
ages as the buying public is accustomed to. The bacon which 
they have on hand is put up in an entirely different way than 
the ordinary bacon that the consumers of the country are ac- 
customed to. You have to get special buyers for these goods. 
I am told that it is salted for 23 days and then smoked for 
8 days. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The soldiers were going to eat it. 

Mr. KAHN. It was prepared especially for them. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. And it was excellent. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I asked that very question of the 
sales commissioner about that bacon. I pointed out the fact 
that the soldiers were called upon to eat it. He remarked that 
it was prepared in a special way, that it is good bacon, but that 
the public does not buy it readily, prepared as it is, without 
instruction as to how to prepare and cook it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. No; I can not yield just now. As a matter of 
fact, the sales department has already sold materials that cost 
our Government $325,000,000 and have recovered $279,000,000, 
which is a loss of 14 per cent. We were told that the prices that 
were offered by the purchasers at first were materially lower 
than the prices that were finally secured. In other words, they 
succeeded 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KAHN. In other words, the sales managers have already 
saved the Government millions of dollars more than they are 
asking us to allow them to make these sales to the buyers of the 
world. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; I yield to my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. DENT. Is it not a fact that by consolidating this million- 
dollar appropriation under this item in the head of the director 
of sales we are saving many more millions that would abso- 
lutely have to be expended by the Ordnance Department, by the 
Quartermaster Department, by the Signal Corps, and every 
other branch of the service? 

Mr. KAHN. That is the idea, exactly, and I thank the gen- 
tleman for his statement. As a matter of fact, if we do not 
have this one consolidated division, that will dispose of these 
commodities, the very condition that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Dent] refers to would exist. These separate bu- 
reaus of the War Department and other departments would be 
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called upon to engage in the business of selling their surplus 
stocks. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I can not yield now. As was pointed out by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHoNy], the heads of the 
bureaus of the War Department are soldiers. They are not 
business men. They do not know the buying public. They do 
not know the men who require these great quantities of sup- 
plies. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. The supplies include everything from a safety 
pin to a locomotive crane. There are hundreds of articles 
embraced in the list. It is no mere matter of going out to a 
street corner and trying to sell to any business man who is 
passing in the crowd. It requires a. systematic method, a long 
effort, to secure the purchasers for these goods. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. LAYTON. We have a system in this country now 
already in working operation that ramifies into every cross- 
roads of the United States—the Post Office Department, with 
its parcels post. 

Mr. KAHN. 
post office? 

Mr. LAYTON. I am not talking about that. 

Mr. KAHN. Well, that is one of the items for sale. 

Mr. LAYTON. I am talking about one thing; I am not talk- 
ing about all things. In the matter of food supplies—take the 
canned goods, for instance—that are stored up all over the 
country. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I simply yielded for a question. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman seems to think 
that the only question involved here is the sale of foodstuffs. 
That is only an incident. There are hundreds of items, as I 
stated; there are some hundreds of locomotive cranes; there 
are railroad cars, acids, chemicals, raw materials, scrap, and 
all kinds of materials to be sold. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I am sure that my distinguished colleague 
does not want to have it appear in the Recorp that any mis- 
statement as to testimony before our committee has been made. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dent] interrogated the gen- 
tleman a few inoments ago and asked if this sales department 
would not take the place of all the other departments in the 
Military Establishment. I want to ask the gentleman if it is 
not-a fact. that the testimony discloses the statement from 
Mr. Hare that, so far as making the actual sales is concerned, 
they have nothing to do with it, that they will be carried out 
by the different organizations, but the sales department would 
direct, lay the plans, and perhaps pass finally upon the com- 
summation of the sale? 

Mr. KAHN. If my colleague will permit me, my recollection 
is that this sales department will negotiate sales, will secure 
the prices, and then finally the various bureaus will deliver the 
goods when the sale is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. 

Mr. KAHN. I ask for five minutes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What is the matter now before the com- 
mittee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I make the point of order that debate on 
that amendment has been exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr, McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let the amendment be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be again reported. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. 

The CHAIRMAN: 


Can you send a locomotive crane through the 


Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
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Is it in order now to offer an amendment? 
It is not, 
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Mr. McCULLOCH. An amendment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be an amendment in the third 
degree. Without objection, the Clerk will again report the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The.gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is it in order now for me to offer a sub- 
stitute for the amendment to my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York may offer 
a substitute. : 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I therefore move as a substitute to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
my amendment to read “ $300,000” instead of “ $250,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from New York offered origi- 
nally an amendment to reduce the amount to $300,000 and the 
gentleman from Illinois offered an amendment to that to make 
the amount $500,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
I desire to offer an amendment. Now, is this the proper time 
to do it? I ask the Chair that question by way of a substi- 
tute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
If a substitute is in order, why was my substitute declared out 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offered an 
original amendment which has been amended by the vote of 
the committee. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I desire to offer a substitute—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The original amendment is the amend- 
ment which the gentleman from New York now offers. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I desire to offer a substitute. I move to 
strike out the “ $250,000” contained in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a substitute. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. as 
amended. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. .Mr. Chairman, is an amendment to the 
amendment now in order? If it is I desire to offer one. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is in order if it is a proper 
amendment. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. 
tained in the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 
would leave no appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not an amendment; that is strik- 
ing out the action of the committee just taken. The question 
is on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, the greater part of the 
money spent for carrying on the war was expended for supplies, 
munitions, food, clothing, and the other things that soldiers 
need. After the armistice was signed the War Department 
continued to receive from the contractors large quantities of 
these supplies and materials aggregating, as I am informed, 
some $2,000,000,000. Much is still on hand that was received 
since November 11, 1918, and much which was on hand prior to 
that time remains undisposed of. 

A great deal has been said in the newspapers and by the 
public on the subject of the disposition of these surplus sup- 
plies. Much public criticism has been made of the way in 
which it is being sold. The confidence of the plain people of 
this country is shaken in the ability and willingness of the 
War Department, through its agents, to realize for the Govern- 
ment a fair return for this surplus. It is being openly charged 
that no effort is being made in good faith to realize the greatest 
possible amount for the Government. It is being charged that 
this surplus is being disposed of, not with the view to giving 
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the people whe want to buy it a fair opportunity to do so, and 
thereby getting the most money possible out of it for the Gov- 
ernment, but with the sole view to protecting those who might 
be in competition with the sale of it. [Applause.] I believe 
that I am safe in saying that the average man in this country 
believes that much of this surplus is being withheld from the 
markets with the sole purpose of protecting the packers and 
food producers and dealers and manufacturers generally 
throughout the country. [Applause.] The common man be- 
lieves that it is not being disposed of in good faith, but that an 
effort is being made to protect selfish interests in the disposal 
of this surplus. 

Now, then, the question becomes vital by this opportunity of 
the Congress to act upon this matter. We now have the chance 
to restore the public confidence and to insure that the public 
interest will be safeguarded. We have a chance to insure that 
these supplies will be honestly sold and in a businesslike way. 
Are we to sit here and neglect this opportunity? Shall we al- 
low these improper methods to be continued? The statement 
was made here yesterday that supplies for which the Govern- 
ment paid over $20,000,000 had been sold for only $2,000,000, 
Are we not going to do anything about it? This is our only 
chance, gentlemen. Unless you are willing to take some action, 
do not hereafter complain that the Government was robbed in 
the disposition of these supplies. 

Mr. DENT. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I will. 

Mr. DENT. Does my colleague think that the Government 
should deal directly with the individual in handling this 
matter? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Not as to all of the items, but the Gov- 
ernment can dispose of the supplies in good faith so as to 
salvage everything possible out of them, and I insist that that 
should be done. [Applause.] I insist that we ought not to 
hold acres of automobiles and automobile trucks merely for 
the protection of manufacturers and dealers in them. I in- 
sist that all of the million pounds of meat that remains as a 
surplus shall not be disposed of in the interest of the packers 
of Chicago or other meat centers. [Applause.] 

Mr. DENT. I did not intend to interrupt the gentleman's 
speech, but I simply wanted to ask the gentleman a question. 
What is the gentleman’s remedy? 

Mr. OLNEY. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Not until I have dealt with my friend 
on my right. I am amazed that the gentleman, who so long 
graced the Committee on Military Affairs as its chairman, 
should expect a Member to rise up on the floor of the House 
and do something the committee itself only could have done 
in the committee room. It is for the Committee on Military 
Affairs to devise some measure for the protection of the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the United States, and to insure 
that the millions of dollars in surplus supplies shall not be 
wasted. Of course, I can not do it. Neither I nor any other 
Member can get up here and propose a sufficient and adequate 
measure. The parliamentary situation will not permit it. It 
would be at once ruled out of order. But the Committee on 
Military Affairs must report some measure, if they want to 
vindicate themselves in the eyes of the House, that will pro- 
= the people and the Government of this country against 
spoliation. 

Mr. LAYTON. The plan has been asked for—— 

_ Mr. HUDDLESTON. If the gentleman will pardon me, I 
have only five minutes. If I can get more time, I will let the 
gentleman state his plan. 

Mr. OLNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Alabama be extended five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time be extended five 
minutes, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Ohair 
hears none. 

Mr. OLNEY. Have you not exaggerated somewhat the amount 
of canned meats on hand when you say 250,000,000 pounds? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I only give those figures because they 
come to me through the newspapers, and I admit to the gen- 
tleman that that source is exceedingly unreliable. But, anyhow, 
there is a vast quantity of meat to be disposed of. It does not 
make any difference whether it is 150,000,000 or 200,000,000 
pounds. Honesty requires we shall get the most we can out of 
it, and I insist that it should be disposed of with that idea in 
view anc that the interest of the packers shall not be con- 
sidered at all in this situation. 

Mr. OLNEY. May I inform the gentleman that I left the 
sales manager's office this morning, and steps are in progress 
to dispose of all the surplus products of tinned meat? Thirty- 








five thousand letters have gone out to State charitable in- 
stitutions—— 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I have only five minutes more. 

Mr. OLNEY. I asked that the gentleman have five addi- 
tional minutes so that—— 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Not for the gentleman to make a 
speech. 

I have no particular data on this meat situation. The state- 
ment was made in the press, on the purported authority of the 
War Department a few weeks ago, that they had sume 240,- 
000,000 pounds on hand, and they proposed not to find a market 
for it here, but to sell it on credit to Roumania. But I do 
know that we have hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of 
surplus supplies on hand. I do know that honesty to the people 
of the United States requires we shall get the biggest dollar 
possible out of the supplies on hand, and I do insist on every 
principle of common honesty that these supplies should not be 
disposed of merely to keep them off the market because it 
might do some dealer a little harm. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr, Layton]. 

Mr. LAYTON. The first proposition I wanted to state is that 
all of this stuff has been bought and paid for by the people’s 
money. My plan is this: I am going to be specific. I will not 
alk about automobiles or about foodstuffs. You have one of 
the finest organizations that there is in the United States to-day, 
known as the parcels post. How easy it would be to send out a 
single case of this meat to every post office and let the post- 
master sell that by retail. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I have data here from ‘the hearings 
that will give some facts about this meat. 

What we have on hand is this: We have 8,686,000 pounds of 
bacon, 11,847,000 pounds of 6-pound cans of roast beef, 17,333,000 
pounds of 2-pound cans, 8,925,000 pounds of 1-pound cans, and 
878,000 pounds of 12-ounce cans. Then, we have got of corned 
beef and corned-beef hash 5,620,000 pounds of 6-pound cans, 
18,000,000 pounds of 24-ounce cans, 8,489,000 1-pound cans, 
4,238,000 pounds of 12-ounce cans, 15,660,000 pounds of 2-pound 
eans of eorned-beef hash, and 5,160,000 1-pound cans of corned- 
beef hash. 

There are the figures. 

Mr. TEMPLE. And I may suggest to the gentleman that on 
page 465 the totals are given as 141,000,000 pounds, all told. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Why do gentlemen quibble about the 
quantity of the meat? The matter is one of principle. I am 
insisting that the people of the United States be protected by 
their agents who are looking after the public business. 

{Here a Member sought to interrupt.) 

I have been interrupted so much that I can not say anything 
in proper sequence, and I hope, under the circumstances, the 
gentleman will excuse me. I can scarcely say two sentences 
without being interrupted, and hence, in consequence of the 
numerous interruptions to which I am subjected, there can be 
nothing added to my cry except, “ Honesty, bonesty, and the 
interests of the people of the United States.” That is all I 
have a chance or an opportunity to say. 

But I do want to cap that with one more thing: If the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs sits idly by here and proposes nothing 
to this House which will enable us to pass a measure which 
will protect the people of the United States against looting, 
then they will not have performed their duty. I trust this will 
not rankle them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. KEARNS, Mr. QUIN, and Mr. McCULLOCH rose. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the pro 
forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio rises to oppose 
the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address the House 
for a few minutes in reply to the gentleman who has just at- 
tacked the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. HuppLreston]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did recognize the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. McCutiocH], but the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi was on his feet, and the gentleman from Mississippi is a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. KEARNS. And, Mr, Chairman, I was on my feet before 
either of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is a mem- 
ber of the committee. 

Mr. KEARNS. I happen to be, too. 

Mr, QUIN. Mr. Chairman, am I recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Mississippi at this time. 

Mr. QUIN. I thank the Chair. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
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making them upon the basis of information. I am sorry to 
say that I believe they must be ignorant of the facts. 

First, I want to assert that the chairman of this committee, 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaun], and the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Anturony] are correct in their statements 
touching this matter. The sales director, Mr. Hare, appeared 
before our committee and gave his statement. We contend 
that an appropriation should be made for the director of sales 
to sell this stuff in a businesslike manner. The aspersions cast 
upon the War Department and those in charge of these sup- 
plies and upon this Committee on Military Affairs by one or two 
gentlemen here are not warranted by the evidence or by the 
facts. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HuppLeE- 
STON] that as to one item alone 650,000 bales of cotton linters 
were thrown upon the market in one day, and at a much less 
price than we paid for it. 

Now, then, the gentleman rises and says that the Govern- 
ment is hoarding the stuff. It is true that these gentlemen are 
endeavoring to proceed in a businesslike manner and not throw 
this material on the market without getting anything adequate 
for it. Does anyone object, through the instrumentalities of 
the War Department, to our getting something like the prices 
that we paid for these vast supplies? Does the gentleman ob- 
ject, for instance, to the fact that the sales director has re- 
ceived $20 a thousand for lumber that the Government paid 
$28 for, which is now weather marked and depreciated by ex- 
posure? 

I want to say that the sales department has demonstrated 
that it is disposing of this great mass of supplies in a practical 
and businesslike manner, and it should be upheld by this Con- 
gress. We can not let every Tom, Dick, and Harry come in 
with some wild scheme and throw all this mass of war sup- 
plies on the market, so that the Government will receive noth- 
ing adequate in return for it. The taxpayers of this country 
have furnished all this money, and they are entitled to have the 
consideration of sensible men who are disposing of this stuff. 
Many hundred millions of dollars worth of supplies would 
otherwise be thrown on the market, and the taxpayers would 
suffer heavy losses. 

Now, gentlemen come here and talk a great deal about the 
food supply, its shortage, and the high cost of food. The chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. KAHN] told you the truth. These 
meats, according to the testimony taken before our committee, 
are packed in great big kits. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. QUIN. No; I can not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi declines 
to yield. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has 
asked questions that should be answered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not take the gentleman 
from Mississippi off the floor. 

Mr. QUIN. This meat must be repacked under the circum- 
stances and put into smaller cans or containers. That is the 
testimony we had before our committee. 

Now, coming down to the analysis, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HuppLeston] read out the total 140,000,000 pounds 
of all kinds of meats, including beef hash. That would be only 
about 14 pounds—not quite that—to each citizen of the United 
States. Do you believe that the people of the country are going 
ground howling and growling for one little miserable 14 pounds 
of meat which the Government is trying to dispose of in a 
sensible and practical way to the people who can ‘acquire it and 
‘use it? When you consider all these different supplies, you find 
it is the same way. Some gentleman rises up and says, “ You 
ought to use the parcel post and mail a 20,000-ton ship down 
to some fellow somewhere in the country.” Some one says, “ You 
ought to take 20,000 locomotives and mail them down by parcel 
post to some other fellow.” [Laughter.] Other gentlemen rec- 
ommend that these supplies should be sent to parts of the coun- 
try where they could not be used, whereas this committee has 
recommended a regular businesslike method of distribution or 
disposition by which these things can properly be disposed of. 

You ask, “ Who is this man at the head of the sales depart- 
ment?” He testified that he was the sales manager of a gas- 
supply company in Philadelphia that had done a business of 
$40,000,000 a year, covering the principal cities of the United 

States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five min- 
utes more, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? ' 

There was no objection. 

Mr. QUIN. I stated that Mr. Hare, the head of this sales 
department, left a great concern to come here at the request 
of the War Department. He has great ability. Anyone who 
has heard him testify is bound to admit that he is a superior 
man, and a very practical man, and he has valuable assist- 
ants. They are running this thing in an economical way, and 
if we leave this matter in charge of these good, solid, practical 
business men, instead of letting it go through the different 
branches of the military channels, you are going to get some- 
thing like the value of these things. Of course, we do not ex- 
pect Mr. Hare or anybody else to get dollar for dollar for all 
the enormous supplies for war purposes that this Government 
had on hand at the signing of the armistice, but he can come 
as near to it as anybody can. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. QUIN. I will yield for just a question. I can not give 
up all my time. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman is 2 member of the 
committee, and I should like to ask him a question for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. QUIN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I wish to ask whether those charged 
with the disposition of these goods have not heretofore sold 
some of them to certain private parties? 

Mr. QUIN. Why, they sell to anybody who comes up and 
pays the price. The sales department of this Government, as 
you will see if you will read all of this evidence, has under 
it all these different bureaus, and these things are advertised. 
They can not get bids on some of the goods. 

Mr. GODLFOGLE. What I want to know is whether they 
did not sell, without advertising and without notice, to some of 
the people who came to Washington and who managed somehow 
or other to secure a lot of these things? 

Mr. QUIN. They may have sold some things in that man- 
ner, but it is nothing like what has been stated here, that the 
Government is being robbed. There is nothing like that. I say 
to the gentleman from Alabama, Do not believe all these charges 
in socialistic and anarchistic papers that you may read, whichare 
trying to malign the American Government. [Applause.] The 
War Department is running as nearly on an honest, sensible 
basis as we could expect, or as it has ever been run, and I 
ask you not to take all this enormous supply business out of 
the hands of practical business men and turn it over to those 
who know nothing about real business activities. You have 2 
man at the head of this sales department that I never saw in my 
life until he appeared before the committee, but no man can 
listen to him without knowing that he knows his business. He 
has demonstrated to that committee that he can save us mil- 
lions of dollars a year. He is worth the $25,000 a year that 
he is drawing. He says he can dispose of this stuff, the major 
portion of it, in seven or eight months’ time. I believe he can 
do it and will do it, and if this Congress should take away 
from him the right to do it we would be doing a great injustice 
to ourselves and a rank injustice to the taxpayers of this Re- 
public. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Alabama has intimated that the Military 
Affairs Committee is assisting the War Department in holding 
these supplies and in robbing the people. Does he want that 
to go before the American public? Does he really seriously 
believe that this committee or any Member of this Congress 
should be a party to such a scheme? Does he believe that the 
Secretary of War or anybody under him in a responsible posi- 
tion would be a party to such a scheme? I have demonstrated 
to you, if you have listened, that we have an efficient War De- 
partment; we have an efficient man as director of sales, who is 
acting in a proper way; we have an honest and efficient Secre- 
tary of War; and yet that charge which the gentleman from 
Alabama made goes out to the newspapers of this country and 
reflects upon the entire department in charge of these war 
supplies. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, QUIN. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman is a member of the commit- 
tee, and in a position to give the information. I know the gen- 
tleman is fair and wants to give the information. The gentle- 
man has referred to the disposition of the lumber. Will the 
gentleman go into details and state to the House how the lumber 
was disposed of? Was it disposed of in a way to give a monopoly 

to a lumber trust, and who bought the lumber? 
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Mr. QUIN. All I can state to the gentleman is what the hear- 
ings show—what gentlemen testified to. Mr. Hare is not trying 
to dispose of this lumber to any monopoly. He is disposing of 
it to anybody who will come up and pay the price for it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman declines to answer the question 
as to lumber. Now, as to Mr. Hare. The statement that a 
soldier is a soldier, and that it is necessary to have the services 
of a trained business man, is an old story. We called in ex- 
perts 

Mr. QUIN. I do not want the gentleman to take all my time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the gentleman refuse to answer further? 

Mr. QUIN. Will the gentleman ask his question? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman has called attention to the im- 
portance of having trained business men to dispose of the prop 
erty of the United States. It is the same story that we were 
told about the Air Service. We drafted into the Air Service 
trained business men, and what was the result? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. QUIN. I should like to have time to answer the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman state what advantage to 
the Government there was from that? I will ask that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended, so that he can answer my question. 

Mr. QUIN. I should like to have time to answer the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks for five 
minutes more to answer the gentleman from Iowa. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
be extended five minutes. Is there ebjection? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, will the gen- 
tleman yield for a question? The gentleman from Mississippi is 
making statement after statement 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. No; I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the extension of the 
time of the gentleman from Mississippi five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa sought to 
inject not a question into my remarks but a speech. No; the 
War Department has not put at the head of the sales depart- 
ment anybody that is going to impose on the Government. Mr. 
Hare is not going to impose on the Government. The committee 
is not considering what the Aircraft Board has done. We are 
endeavoring to realize a proper value on the great stores of war 
supplies that the Government now has on hand. When the 
armistice was signed there were many contracts that the Govern- 
ment could not cancel because there was no cancellation clause. 
It had to take many goods, and I suspect that some of those 
things are coming in to-day. The Government must be honest in 
its contracts and it must be honest in its disposal of all the sup- 
plies, and that is what it is endeavoring to do and what it will 
do if the hands of Mr. Hare are upheld in the various works that 
he is engaged in. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. 

Mr. QUIN. Yes. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Are these supplies being disposed of at 
public auction after advertisement or are they being disposed 
of at private sale? 

Mr. QUIN. They are being disposed of in a proper business 
way, through advertisement, through letters directed to people 
who are likely to be interested in things that the Government 
has for sale. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. The gentieman realizes that the laws 
on this subject were passed long ago and not in view of the 
present situation. So we now have hundreds and millions of 
doliars’ worth of supplies being disposed of under a law never 
framed to meet such a situation. How can the gentleman de- 
fend the Committee on Military Affairs in leaving this in such 
a way as to go without providing anything for the safeguarding 
of the interests of the people? 

Mr. QUIN. They are all safeguarded—first by law on the 
statute books; second, by an honest administration and an 
honest Secretary of War and efficient men surrounding him. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. QUIN. Yes. 
Mr. LaGUARDIA. My distinguished colleague has made 
statements about the ability of the head of this sales depart- | 
ment. He has stated that he is the head of a great business | 
cuncern. Does the gentleman know how many years he was 

connected with that concern? 

Mr. QUIN. No. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Does he know that the most of his ex- | 
perience has been as a newspaper reporter? 

Mr. QUIN. No. | 


‘ 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does he know that the sale of the wood 
and lumber was not made through him but through the lumber 
people and that we paid 12 per cent for selling it? 

Mr. QUIN. The gentleman can speak for himself. I can not 
yield further. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from New York 
knows more about Mr. Hare than Mr. Hare knows himself, 
more than the Secretary of War knows, if he thinks that Mr. 
Hare is so incompetent, if he thinks that Mr. Hare is a good 
newspaper reporter instead of a business man, let him demon- 
strate it and take it to the Secretary of War, and he will have 
no difficulty in having Mr. Hare displaced. But it strikes me 
that this man is the most efficient man who has been before the 
committee for many a day. I know the Government needs 
somebody at the head of this disposition of war supplies who 
knows business and how to dispose of those supplies. Mr. Hare 
is the tan the administration selected. He has made good in 
every respect, and the evidence shows he has saved many mil- 
lions of dollars for the taxpayers, and that he will save many 
millions more for the people if he is left in charge. I am for 
him and his work. [Applause.] 

Mr. Krarns was recognized. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment be closed in 15 minutes, 5 minutes to be consumed 
by the gentleman'from Ohio [Mr. McCurttocu] and 5 min- 
utes—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California may fix 
the time, but he can not apportion it. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
amendment close in 15 minutes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What is the amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I make the point of order that debate on 
the amendment is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
point of order that debate is exhausted and the point of order 
is sustained. The question recurs on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEarns] was 
recognized for five minutes to talk to the amendment. Can he 
be taken off the floor by a point of order by the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

The CHAIRMAN. After recognizing the gentleman from 
Ohio the gentleman from California made a motion, and pend- 
ing that motion the gentleman from Alabama made a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Then he made a point of order, which was 
within his rights. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that 
the gentleman from Ohio is a member of the committee and 
was recognized to speak, I will temporarily withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
to my way of thinking this is one of the most important items 
in this entire bill The Government has undertaken the organ- 
ization of a sales department to sell the surplus goods it has 
on hand. The Government has succeeded in getting at the 
head of the sales department possibly one of the greatest ex- 
pert salesmen in the United States. It is his plan to sell all 
of these surplus products, whatever the goods may be, through 
this one department. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEARNS. No; I can not. When this organization was 
first formed there was practically $2,000,000,000 worth of sur- 
plus goods on hand. .A part of it had already been sold under a 
contract. When this department was organized those contracts 
were recalled immediately, and these goods that had already 
been sold were resold at a profit of several million dollars. If 
we grant to this commission $1,000,000 that it is now asking, 
we are giving it only a part of what it has already saved for the 
Government. 

What they have sold up to this time amounts to something 


| between three and four hundred million dollars, and they suc- 


ceeded in selling that amount for enly about $14,000,000 less 
than it cost the Government. If these surplus supplies are to 
be sold from a hundred different departments, there will be no 
head at all to it. I want to impress upon the House that this 
department is only newly organized, and yet has already saved 
many millions of dollars for the Government. They are asking 
for only a million dollars to go through the coming year. They 
are going to save this country a half billion of dollars, according 
to the ratio of what they have already done. It seems to me we 
ought not to hamper its work by cutting it down to the very 
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lowest amount possible upon which it could operate. I think 
we should give them every latitude, because they have already 
demonstrated that they can do the work. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman says that if this bureau is 
dispensed with there will be no agency to dispose of the surplus 
supplies. The gentleman is aware that each department now 
has its own office of sales and experts in that particular branch? 

Mr. KEARNS. No;Iam not aware of that; and I do not think 
that condition exists. If I could imagine myself being at the 
head of a concern that had the sale of $2,000,000,000 worth of 
various kinds of property, I am quite sure that I would call an 
expert salesman and put him at the head of that department. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. On that point does the gentleman consci- 
entiously believe from the testimony before the committee that 
the present head of this bureau is an expert? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. He pleads guilty to it himself. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. He does? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I thank the gentleman. 

‘Mr. KEARNS. Has the gentleman from New York or any 
other gentleman any proof that he is not an expert? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. Does the gentleman wish me 
to give it to him? 

Mr. KEARNS. It does not appear in the testimony. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman wish to hear it? 

Mr. KEARNS. No; the gentleman can state it in his own 
time. If this man is going to sell meat, he is going to put an 
‘expert meat salesman on the job. If he is going to sell harness, 
he is golng to get an expert harness salesman to sell that har- 
ness. If he is going to sell automobiles, he is going to get an 
‘expert automobile salesman to sell those automobiles, and so will 
an expert salesman be put in charge of the sale of each class of 
goods to be put on the market. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 

Mr. DOWELL. Under that head do I understand from the 


hearings on page 399 that it is the intention of this department 
to turn these goods back to the ones who sold them to the 


Government? In other words, is it the intention to turn this 
meat back to the packers, the automobiles back to the auto- 
mobile dealers? 

Mr. KEARNS. I get the gentleman’s point. I do not know 
what the intention is further than this: The head of the de- 
partment said that he is going to sell for the greatest price 
obtainable for the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. KEARNS. And I know that he is going to put experts 
at the heads of these various departments. At least he says 
that he has expert salesmen at the head of each department. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak 
in opposition to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. To strike out the first word. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. And I give notice that the gentleman from 
Nebraska must confine himself to the amendment. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I want to inform the gentle- 
man that that is exactly what I propose to do. I.understand 
that we are now engaged in an effort to dispose of property 
amounting to about one and one-half billion dollars. The com- 
mittee seems to have reached a conclusion that the centraliza- 
tion of the work of this sale will be wise and economical. They 
have made a specific recommendation—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman is not discussing the 
amendment to strike out the first word. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I am irying to get to the 
amendment, and if the gentleman will have patience he will 
realize that I am, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will note the—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Relevancy. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
man from Nebraska. 
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Let us take into account for a 
moment the method of procedure in the purchase of property 
and the disposition of property under existing law. Whenever 
the War Department purchases property a record is made as to | 

its disposition. 


Relevancy of the discussion of the gentle- | 


| only five minutes. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is not in 
order. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I must make 
my statement in order to illustrate to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, or he can not understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska will proceed 
in order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think the gentleman ought to be admon- 
ished what it is to proceed in order, because he is certainly not 
doing it, although the Chair promised to call him down. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. It may be a question whether 
the gentleman understands what the regular procedure is. 

4 The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike out the word 
war.” 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. And {i am talking for the 
recommendation of the committee and against striking out the 
word “ war.” 

When the record of these purchases is made they are charged 
up on the books in the property accounts. When that property: 
is disposed of or disappears the person who is so charged 
must account for it at the price at which it was charged to him. 
Whenever it disappears he must account for its value when 
he sells it, and if the record shows that he has not exercised 
proper discretion in the conduct of the trust reposed in him He 
can be called to account, and there is where the special com- 
mittee organized by this House to investigate these things can 
find a foundation for practical business. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a point of order, and i 
want to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Therefore, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the present occupant of the Chair in 
good faith proposes to execute the rules of the House when £ 
make a point of order in good faith that the gentleman is net 
discussing the question relative to the amendment, it is the duty 
= present occupant of the Chair to sustain my point of 
order. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. 
clusion, Mr, Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order and 
will say if from this on it is the purpose of members of this 
committee to adhere strictly to the rules of the House with re- 
spect to debate on pro forma amendments the Chair will sustain 
points of order and require the discussion to follow the motion 
thet is pending. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves 
that all debate on this amendment close in five minutes. 

The question was taken and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OLNEY. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
as a member of the committee who has not spoken under general 
debate I am in favor of the. million-dollar appropriation in 
this paragraph as to the policy of the War Department. In 
1903-4 this eountry probably never faced such panicky condi- 
tions nor such hard times. Men were out of employment, com- 
modities were cheap, to be sure, and I am going to try to prove 
to this House that the wholesale dumping of bacon, tinned 
goods, surplus products on hand at the present time would be 
detrimental to the best interests of the people, and by the people 
I mean all of us consumers, because after all most of us would 
like a piece of that bacon of which there are 38,000,000 pounds 
on hand, two and a half million pounds of corned beef, and 
several million pounds more of tinned meat. After all it re- 
solves itself into a question of common sense. If we are going . 
to dump 38,000,000 pounds of bacon on the American public, 
which is about a pound of bacon to every three men, and a pound 
of bacon is a great deal in the normal consumption of a family, 
you are going to stop production to a certain extent in this 
country, you are going to stop employment. Just as in the case 
of the knitting trade, if the surplus product on hand of fifteen 
te twenty millions of stockings is going to be dumped on the 
public, and you or I would like to buy a pair at 15 or 20 cents, 
you are going to stop production in the knitting mills of this 
country and that means cessation of the knitting industry in 
the West, New England, and the Middle States, where knitting 
mills are generally busy to-day. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON rose. 

Mr. OLNEY. I can not answer a question because I have 
So it seems to me we are cutting off our 
nose to spite our face. Now, when we consider the salaries of 
these men, Mr. Hare, his assistant, his coassistant 

Mr, HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLNEY. No; I can not. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I yielded to the gentleman, 

Mr. OLNEY. No; the gentleman did not yield to me—at 
$25,000 and $10,000 and $6,000, respectively, we must realize 


I am ready to draw my con- 








990 CONGRESSIONAL 





that in normal times in their own business those men received 
about double those salaries, and the Government is fortunate 
indeed to receive the services of those business experts at such 
salaries. This morning I left the sales manager's office, and he 
told me that in the sale of tinned meats and in the sale of bacon, 
about $25,000,000 worth of surplus products, he sent out 35,000 
letters all over this country to State charitable institutions, 
wholesalers, and retailers, and has made as public as possible 
to all dealers to bid. Those bids close on June 20, and if the 
bids are not satisfaciory the bids will be rejected. After all, 
it is the duty, it is the function, of these officers to receive just 
as high a price as possible for that enormous amount of goods 
we purchased during the war. We paid a tremendous price 
not only for meats and commodities—of course, that all comes 
under the law of supply and demand, and we had to pay a big 
price—but the Government is anxious to secure as near 100 
cents on a dollar as possible through the Government experts 
who are retained for the purpose of cleaning up. I wish to 
insert in the Recorp the situation as to wool. We bought and 
paid for during the war 659,000,000 pounds of wool, amounting 
to $466,000,000. We have on hand 250,000,000 pounds, amount- 
ing to $176,000,000. The estimated shinkage and loss in value 
on that amount of wool which the Government will have to 
sacrifice in order to meet the foreign market nearly 
$50,000,000, but we have to make this sacrifice. Public wool 
sales were stopped in Boston a few days ago because with the 
wool on hand it would have been foolish to sacrifice it, and 
after all, if we want to sacrifice these woolens, turning them 
over to the public for cheaper clothing, you would not relieve 
so much the burden from taxation of the people, because after 
all, the people—the consumer—pay the taxes, and if you want to 
sacrifice all this amount of material on hand at auction prices 
the people pay the debt in the end and suffer the consequences. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLNEY. I will. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
there is a ready market for woolen goods right now in Norway, 
Sweden, Denmark, England, France—cash customers? 

Mr. OLNEY. Yes; and I have no doubt these officials are 
aware of those markets and will advertise in foreign markets 
as well. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But do these experts know of it, every one 
knows of it, but do they know of it? 

Mr. OLNEY. As a member of the Military Committee I 
finally got over to France and inspected our best-known battle 
field, but I was too belated to join the major party. It is need- 
less for me to emphasize our debt of gratitude to our American 
Army of 2,000,000 in France, what it did for the Nation and the 
great glory it brought to the United States. The two million 
nen in this country ready to sail should not be forgotten, for 
they were just as ready to do their part as the Army in contact. 
I am in favor of the majority sentiment of the committee and 
an Army of 400,000 men and an appropriation therefor. This is 
but temporary legislation, continuing to July 1, 1920. When 
the time seems opportune for a permanent policy I shall favor a 
system providing for a smal! Army, not to exceed 150,000, and 
universal military training. 

I insert the following letter from Brig. Gen. H. M. Lord in- 


cident to wool bought and sold and on hand: 
. 
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War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE, 


Washington, June 6, 1919. 


Hon. RicHarp OLNEY, 2p, 


House of Representatives. 


My Dear Mr. OLNeY: The following data relative to the War De- 
partment’s adventure in the woo] business may be the information which 
you were desirous of obtaining, as per our conversation this morning. 

The wool account, as of May 17, 1919 (which is the last statement on 
record in this office), shows the following status: 
<= RESmnaplntiersserosbnanssstsnrsitleiense eae UNSRNNSSnpsisissiamsissise demas: 


| Pounds. Amount. 


' ia 
Wool bought and paid for ...................02.00- 659, 244,199 | $466, 457,010.91 
Estimated amount yet to be taken, domestic clip, | 


and South American wool-purchasing syndicate 















to terminate contracts, etc...........--eccceceees 2,300,000 1, 460, 000.00 
Estimated amount yet to be taken, second pur- 4 

CO REE 2S FE 8, 500,000 | 5, 700, 000.00 
Estimated amount due on old Australian purchase 

withheld from payment until penny per pound 

rebate is adjusted with the British Government .!...............- 3, 500, 000.00 
Balance due on portion of second purchase of Aus- | i 

Sen INET GIO no i. cinece sesnamedetslnde sanin vcteasee | 1, 200,000.00 

NS oo ele th oe kala ae | 670,044,199 | 478,317,010.91 

Wool sold 


411,937,119 | 301,382, 187.31 


258,107,080 | 176,934, 823.60 
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There has been used 50 cents per pound as a basis in arriving at the 
money value of the wool yet to be sold. If this estimate is a fair one, 
it means that there will be realized further on the wool account $129,- 
053,540, representing a loss of $47,881,283.60. 

Since the compilation of these figures there have been further sales of 
wool aggregating 4,000,000 pounds; this office has not been advised, 
however, as to the amount of money realized from that sale. 

Very truly, yours, 










H. M. Lorp, 
Brigadicr Gencral, Director of Finance, United States Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
All time has expired. 

Mr. OLNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, and the 
question is upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York as amended by the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. BARKLEY. 







The time of the gentleman has expired. 











Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What became of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio, to strike out the entire appropriation? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment was not made; the Chair 
has no recollection of it. Without objection, the Clerk will 
report the amendment as amended. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 15, strike out “ $1,000,000” and insert “ $500,000.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, [T demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 77. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 














The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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ARMY WAR COLLEGE. 





For expenses of the Army War College, being for ithe purchase of the 
necessary stationery ; typewriters and exchange of same; office, toilet, 
and desk furniture; textbooks; books of reference; scientific and pro- 
fessional papers and periodicals; printing and binding; maps; police 
utensils ; employment of temporary, technical, or special services; and 
for all other absolutely necessary expenses, including $25 per month 
additional to regular compensation to chief clerk of division for superin- 
tendence of the War College Building, $9,000. 


Mr. McCLINTIC. 
last word. 

Mr. Chairman, while this appropriation bill is under discus- 
sion I think it is appropriate to call to the attention of this 
House the act of a private soldier who, according to my informa- 
tion, has indeed made a most remarkable record. 

Oklahomans and the Nation as a whole have a just cause to 
be proud of the splendid accomplishments of the Ninetieth and 
Thirty-sixth Divisions, composed of Oklahoma and Texas units. 
A few days ago I talked to a captain who was most severely 
wounded while across the seas, and he informed me that Com- 
panies A, B, C, and D of the Three hundred and fifty-seventh 
Infantry, of the Ninetieth Division, were the first unit that was 
successful in piercing the Hindenburg line. To do this it was 
necessary to go through five -barbed-wire entanglements and 
two concrete fences. And, in addition, I have had brought to 
my attention to-day the record of an Oklahoma private, which, 
according to the information I have received, shows one of the 
most remarkable accomplishments of the entire war. The name 
of this young soldier is Will H. Rice. He resides in an inland 
town called Putnam, in Dewey County, which is some 25 miles 
from the railroad. According to the records of the French 
headquarters, he succeeded in capturing 171 Prussians; he 
charged 50 machine-gun nests and remained in possession of 
them for four days, until he was relieved. I think that his ac- 
complishment is one of the greatest records that have ever been 
made by any private soldier. And from the further fact that 
the French headquarters has ordered him decorated and has 
made this report, I thought he was entitled to this considera- 
tion, and that this information should be given to the House 
of Representatives. So I am going to ask the Clerk to read in 
my time an account that was published in regard to Pvt. Will 
H. Rice, who resides in the Seventh congressional district of 
Oklahoma. 

The CHAIRMAN. 












Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 




























The Clerk will read. 





1919. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

{From the Daily Oklahoman, Oklahoma City, Sunday, June 8, 1919.] 
OKLAIIOMA FARMER’S SON CAPTURES 171 PRUSSIANS, RIVALING FEAT OF 
YORK. 

PUTNAM, OKLA.,; June 7. 

Rivaling the feat of Sergt. Alvin C. York, of Pall Mall, Tenn., who 
has been pronounced the world’s greatest soldier, Pvt. Will BH. Rice, a 
Dewey County farmer boy, charged through 200 yards of barbed-wire 
entanglements, stormed a position hiding 50 machine guns and a 
numbers of trench mortars, and. captured 171 Prussian prisoners, ac- 
cording to word received here from general headquarters of the French 
‘Army. Confirmation of the story comes in the form of a citation, an- 
nouncing an order for decoration, which has been received by the 
boy’s father, J. M. Rice, who lives near Putnam. 

Rice is a member of D Company, One hundred and forty-first In- 
fantry, Thirty-sixth Division, and is now on his way home. 

“Under violent barrage, Pvt. Rice dashed to the attack of an enemy 
position, covering about 200 yards through barbed-wire entanglements,” 
the citation says. “He rushed on machine-gun nests, capturing 171 

risoners. He.stormed a strongly held position containing more than 
0 machine guns and a number of trench mortars, turned the cap- 
tured guns on the enemy, and held said position four days, in spite of 
a constant barrage of large projectiles and of gas shells. He crossed 
no man’s land many times to get information concerning the enemy 
and to assist his wounded comrades.” 

Pvt. Rice’s father was born in Bavaria, Germany, but came to 
America when he was 16 years old. He was naturalized when 21 
years old and has lived on his farm northeast of here for the it 24 
years. Pvt. Rice himself is 24 years old. We enlisted May 27, 1918, 
and was sent to Camp Bowie, Tex., for training. He crossed over- 
seas in August, 1918, and was with the Thirty-sixth Division through- 
out its campaign around St. Etienne. 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to give notice to the 
committee that it is very important that we get this bill through 
the House as soon as possible. The statement that has just been 
made and read is most interesting, but I shall raise the point 
of order hereafter on matters of that kind. It is very essential 
that this bill go to the Senate and to the President as speedily 
as possible, the pay of the soldiers, their transportation, and 
their subsistence after June 30 being involved init. [Applause.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the actual and necessary expenses of officers of the Army on duty 
abroud for the purpose of observing operations of armies of foreign 
States at war, to be paid upon certificates of the Secretary of War that 
the aaa were necessary for obtaining military information, 

25, % 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania and Mr. DYER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Warson]}. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. 
strike out the last word. 

My question may or may not be germane to the paragraph. I 
received a letter a few days ago from The Adjutant General stat- 
ing that 8,400 of our soldiers were in Russia and 4,600 in Siberia. 
Has the committee any information whether they have been 
ordered to return? 

Mr. KAHN. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that the soldiers in Russia have already been ordered returned, 
and I understand that they are now being returned. I saw a 
statement to that effect in to-day’s newspapers. The soldiers 
in Siberia are being held there with the soldiers of other coun- 
tries to maintain the railroad lines so that food can be brought 
to the starving peoples of Siberia and Russia. The committee 
was informed that our Government is under an agreement with 
the various Governments of the world, and that each one of 
those Governments is placing a certain number of its sol- 
diers to protect that railroad. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Has the United States any 
more soldiers there in proportion than our Allies?. 

Mr. KAHN. No. The soldiers there who are representing 
,our Government are in proportion to the others. I want to say, 
too, that the War Department has called for volunteers to go 
to the Siberian line so as to relieve the drafted men and the 
, volunteers. I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
;that the department is having some difficulty in getting men 
:to volunteer for the Siberian service. But every effort will be 
{made to return the drafted men and the volunteers. They are 
‘not doing any other duty than protecting the railroads. 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. The Adjutant General in- 

; formed me that there were few volunteers, but most of them 
. Were conscripted men. Those with whom I have talked since 
jtheir return from Europe state that there are very few men 
volunteering to go to Russia or Siberia. 

Mr. KAHN. That is true. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. DYER. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Dyer: On page 3 strike out the paragraph 
beginning with line 15 and ending with line 19, inclusive. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, this bill is for the expenses of the 
Army beginning July 1 next. This item is for the expenses of 
officers on duty abroad to observe operations of armies at war. 
Now, I am in hopes, and I believe that the Members of the House 
are in hopes, that the war in Europe is over and that there is no - 
necessity for having observers abroad during the next year. And 
to include this item in the bill, unless there is some reason for it 
which I can not anticipate, I think the House would be doing a 
bad thing. It would be encouraging in a way the sending of men 
or officers abroad to observe the skirmishes between the Bolshe- 
viki and other forces of that kind, which, as I understand it, are 
the only forces at war now. 

Mr. KAHN. Has the gentleman from Missouri finished? 

Mr. DYER. I am going to yield to the gentleman to state the 
necessity for the item. If there is any, I will withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. KAHN. I asked Gen. Churchill, of the Military Intelli- 
gence Division, especially whether we needed that item at this 
time, and he told the committee that we did. There is a peculiar 
situation in Europe. The military observers who are operating 
with the various armies—tiaison officers, some of them are 
called—are needed in Europe and elsewhere, and will be needed 
in the next fiscal year. One of these is in Dalmatia, another in 
Egypt, and three are said to be required at the Seoda ordnance 
works near Pilsen. Of course, so far as fighting is concerned, I 
want to say to my friend from Missouri that there is some actual 
fighting being done by the Czecho-Slovaks and the Reuwmanians 
and some of the other peoples of Europe. The war is not really 
over. While the various nations are acting under an armistice, 
the war is not really over and will not be until peace has been 
formally declared. The amount here is net a great deal. The 
War Department says these officers are necessary, and therefore 


‘I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his motion. 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, from the statement of the chair- 
man of the committee, in whom I have great confidence and 
who has stated the neeessity for this item, I ask leave to 
withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To provide means for the theoretical and practical instruction at 
the Army service schools (including the Army Staff College, the Army 
School of the Line, the Army Field Engineer School, the Army Field 
Service School and Correspondence School for Medical Officers, and 
the Army Signal School) at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., the Mounted 
Service School at Fort Riley, Kans., and the School of Fire for Field 
Artillery, and for the Infantry Sehool of Arms at Fort Sill, Okla., by 
the purchase of textbooks, books of reference, scientific and profes- 
sional papers, the purchase of modern instruments and material for 
theoretical and practical instruction, employment of temporary, tech- 
nical, or special services, and for all other absolutely necessary ex- 
penses, to be allotted in such proportion as may, in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War, be for the best interests of the military service. : 
Not exceeding $300 per month may be used for the payment of $100’ 
per month to a translater at the Army service schools, Fort Leaven-} 
worth, Kans., $100 per month to a translator at the School of Fire i 
for Field Artillery, and $100 per month to a translator at the Infantry} 
School of Arms, Fort Sill, Okla., to be sopeins by the commandants 
of the schools named, with the approval of the Secretary of War,’ 
$75,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered Mr. Waicut: Page 4, lines 3 and 4, after; 
the word “Artillery,” on line 3, strike out the words “and for the 
Infantry School of Arms at Fort Sill, Okla.” . 


Mr. WRIGHT. I offer that amendment because there is no 
Infantry School of Arms there. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. WRIGHT. There is no Infantry School of Arms at 
Fort Sill, Okla. It is now an Artillery fire service. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the Chair 
to hold that new legislation is in order? I take it that it is 
subject to a point of order, because it changes existing law.’ 
The law now authorizes a school of fire at Fort Sill. The 
gentleman’s amendment would change that existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to strike out an appropria- 
tion at any time. 

Mr. KAHN. This affects the amount of the appropriation, 





992 CONGRESSIONAL 








RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 11, 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion, that it is in 
order to strike out. I think the members of the Committee on 
Military Affairs should read the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Chair holds it in order, I would like 
to be heard in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds it is in order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will not 
adopt that amendment. Its obvious purpose is to change the 
location of the School of Fire, which is now authorized at Fort 
Sill, Okla., and which has been maintained there for a number 
of years. The Government has a large reservation there; it 
has a splendidly equipped post and institutions for that pur- 
pose. 

Since the armistice the War Department has, in my opinion, 
unauthorizedly expended millions of dollars in the construction 
of a proposed School of Fire at Columbus, Ga. It has expended 
money, that we appropriated for the conduct of the war, for 
the creation of a military post to be used in time of peace. It 
is obviously the intention of the gentleman now to authorize 
the transfer of the School of Fire from Fort Sill, where it 
exists now, to Georgia. In my opinion this would be a great 
mistake, and a great extravagance, and I hope it will not be 
authorized by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from California to an error in spelling on line 4, page 4, 
in the word “ textbook.” 

Mr. KAHN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
“taxtbooks” be changed to “ textbooks.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the unanimous con- 
sent request of the gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer another amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
desk. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I hope to amend lines 15 and 16 by striking 
out after the words “translator at” the words “the Infantry 
School of Arms, Fort Sill, Okla.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send his amendment 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

4 Mr. WRIGHT. I ask that the amendment be reported by the 
Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
his amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. On line 15, page 4, strike out after the word 
“at” the words “the Infantry School of Arms, Fort Sill, 
Okla.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Wrigut: On page 4, lines 15 and 16, 
after the werd “at” on line 15, strike out the words “the Infantry 
School of Arms, Fort Sill, Okla.” 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, there is no such school at 
Fort Sill, Okla. In fact, many months ago it was by proper 
Executive order transferred to Fort Benning, Ga., and it is 
now functioning at that place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. A division, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 50. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Creating, maintaining, and operating at established Army flying 


schools, course of instruction for aviation students, including cost of 
equipment, and supplies necessary for instruction and subsistence of 


The gentleman will send it to the Clerk’s 


The gentleman from Georgia will restate 


students, purchase of tools, equipment, materials, machines, textbooks, 
books of reference, scientific and professional papers, and instruments 
and material for theoretical and practical imstruction at aviation 


schools; purchase of supplies for securing, developing, printing, and 
reproducing photographs made by aerial observers; to maintain and 
replace the equipment of organizations already in service; equipment, 
maintenance, and operation of aviation stations, balloon scheols, fields ‘ 
for testing and experimental work; procuring and introducing water, 
electric light and power, telephones, telegraphs, and sewerage; pur- 
chase of stoves and other cooking and heating apparatus, kitchen and 
table ware, and furniture and equipment for kitchens, mess halls. 

officers’ quarters, barracks, hospitals, and other buildings; screen 4 
lockers, refrigerators, and all other equipment; salaries and wages of 
civilian employees in the District of Columbia or elsewhere as may 


be necessary; experimental investigation and pur 
iat of nee tan g purchase and develep- 


es of aircraft, and aviation engines; purchase, manu- 








facture, maintenance, repair, and operation of airships, war balloons, 
and other aerial machines, ve instruments and appliances of 
every sort and description necessary for the operation, construction, or 
equipment of all types of aircraft, and all necessary spare parts and 
equipment connected therewith. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KAHN. I suggest that the reading of the paragraph be 
concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that 
the reading of the paragraph is concluded. 

Mr. KAHN. We had this very question up before, and it has 
been held heretofore that in the military bill a paragraph 
means the entire item under a certain heading. That was the 
ruling of the presiding officer when the question was raised 
before. I suggest, therefore, that the entire section be read, 
and then the gentleman ean offer his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that is agreeable, the Chair will di- 
rect the Clerk to read the entire subhead before amendments are 
offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And also for the purchase or manvfacture and issue of special cloth- 
ing, wearing apparel, and similar equipment for aviation purposes, 
$15,000,000 : Provided, That claims not exceeding $250 in amount for 
damages te persons and private property, resulting from the operation 
of aircraft at home and abroad, may be settled out of the funds ap- 
propriated hereunder, when each claim is substantiated by a survey 
report of a board of officers appointed by the commanding officer of 
the nearest aviation post and ae by the Directer of Military 
Aeronautics: Provide ba a ge That claims so settled and paid from 
the sum hereby appropriated shall not exceed in the aggregate the sum 
of $150,000. That no part of any appropriations herein shall be used 
unless «ll former civilian flying instructors who were dismissed on or 
about December 31, 1918, shall be reinstated on application to their 
former positions as from the date of such dismissal up to and includ- 
ing June 30, 1919: Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed 


to apply to any civillan flying instructor dismissed prior to December 
31, 1918, for misconduct or incompetency. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BLACK. I reserve a point of order on the paragraph. 
I would like to ask the chairman of the committee a question. 
I notice that in this paragraph on page 11 there is a provision 
which reads as follows: 

That no part of any appropriations herein shall be used unless all 
former civilian Saying instructors who were dismissed on or about 
December 31, 1918, shall be reinstated on application to their former 

itions as from the date of such dismissal up to and including 

une 30, 1919. 

I should like to inquire the reason for that limitation upon 
the appropriation. 

Mr. KAHN. The language of this paragraph is identical 
with the language of the bill that passed the House in February 
last. That item was put in on account of some difficulties over 
civilian instructors. The gentleman from New York [Mr. La- 
GvuakrpIA] is thoroughly familiar with it, and I will ask him 
to make a statement about it. 

Mr. BLACK. I will be very glad to have an explanation. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I will state to the gentleman that in the 
various aviation schools in this country we had flying in- 
structors. We gathered all the available material that we had 
at the time and engaged these boys as instructors. A good 
many of them were eligible for commissions, but they were not 
taken into the Army and commissioned for the reason that they 
were wanted for instruction purposes. When the armistice 
was signed these boys were suddenly discharged, although there 
was an implied promise that they would be kept on until June 
30, 1919. 

Mr. BLACK. On that point can the gentleman cite anything 
in the hearings to show that the War Department had any 
implied contract with these men to keep them until June 30, 
1919? It is undoubtedly true that with the signing of the armis- 
tice a great many civilian employees of the War Department 
and the Treasury Department and the Navy Department and 
other departments of the Government found themselves without 
jobs, but are we going to put a limitation on an appropriation 
and say to the War Department that they can not spend a dollar 
of it unless they give certain men jobs until June 30, 1919? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman can not make a compari- 
son between some of the favored sons who were of military age, 
and who received jobs at pushing a pen in Washington, and who 
did not fulfill their military duties, and these boys who were 
able and willing to enter the aviation service, but were kept in 
a more dangerous york, that of instructing. There is no more 
dangerous work in the Army than instructing in aviation, and 
if the gentleman does not believe me I will be glad to take him 
up some day and turn the controls over to him. 

Now, these boys were not given their commissions in the 
Army, and then suddenly, just to satisfy the whim of somebody 
in the General Staff, they threw these boys out. 

Mr. BLACK. Where is the evidence that there was any im- 
plied contract on the part of the War Department to keep these 

instructors until the 30th of June, 1919? 








1919. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am stating the fact to the gentleman. 
And if he will read the hearings of last year’s bill he will find 
that it is as I have stated. 

Mr. BLACK. I make the point of order on the proviso re- 
ferred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the language to 
which he makes the point of order? 

Mr. BLACK. Beginning with line 8, just after the figures 
“ $150,000,” and including the rest of the paragraph. 

Mr. KAHN. The !anguage is clearly subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I should like to be heard on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York on the point of order. : 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I desire to state that the point of order 
was raised when I offered an amendment to the bill in the 
last session, and it was then held in order by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Saunprers], I think. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, in order for this provision to 
be in order on the bill it would have to reduce expenditures. 
The effect of the amendment would be to increase the expendi- 
tures, because it says to the War Department if you spend a 
dollar of this $15,000,000 we are appropriating you must put 
back on the pay roll of the United States Government certain 
employees who have been dismissed from the service. So the 
real effect of the proviso is to increase rather than to decrease 
expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a limitation on the appropriation, 
but it is a limitation that also calls for affirmative action on the 
part of the executive. Therefore, it is subject to a point of 
order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, in lines 5 and 6, strike out the words “ director of mili- 
tary aeronautics” and insert in lieu thereof “ officer in charge of Air 
Service.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the language is 
obvious, and I do not think that I need to explain it. There 
is no director of military aeronautics at this time, so the pro- 
posed language will designate the person who is to do the work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGuARDIA: Page 10, line 6, after the 
word “ work,” insert “ including Bolling Field, at Washington, D. C.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of maintain- 
ing Bolling Field is to have a flying or aviation field in Wash- 
ington, D. C. The proposition is to abandon Bolling Field on 
the mere whim of the General Staff. They prepared to do so 
a few days ago, but owing to pressure that was brought to 
bear on them that action has been delayed. 

Where we have aviation we must cooperate with every branch 
of the Army, and it is very useful and very necessary that we 
have a field in Washington where the Artillery, Signal Corps, 
the radio, and all branches may acquire the experience that 
comes with aviation. There is nothing in the purpose of aban- 
doning Bolling Field except the pique and whim of the present 
Chief of Staff. I feel that by including Bolling Field in the 
general appropriation we will express the desire of the House 
that Bolling Field be maintained. They have come in and asked 
for millions of dollars to buy the Dayton, Ohio, field and aban- 
don Langley Field after dumping millions into it. Now they 
want to abandon it as an experimental station. The general 
scheme has been to get swamp lands, drain them, and then buy 
them at an exorbitant price. We have spent millions on 
Langley Field and that is to be abandoned as an experimental 
station and buy at Dayton, Ohio. This amendment is to keep 
#m aviation field at Washington, D. C., and not give way to 
the whims of the General Staff. 

Mr. SANDERS of New York. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. SANDERS of New York. Did not the officer in charge 
tell the committee that the only reason for abandoning Bolling 
Field was that the Secretary of War had ordered it? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. 

Mr. SANDERS of New York. That he knew of no reason 
for it? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. 
did not get any. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


When he was pressed for a reason we 
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Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to insist on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
California to state the authorization for that portion of the 
language in the bill as follows: 


Purchase of supplies for securing, developing, printing, and reproduc- 
ing photographs made by aerial observers; to maintain and replace the 
equipment of organizations already in service; equipment, maintenance, 
and operation of aviation stations, balloon schools, fields for testing and 
experimental work. 


Mr. KAHN. The only authorization is that it has been car- 
ried in previous appropriation bills. The Army appropriation 
bill from year to year brings in these items and there is rarely 
any change in the verbiage of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. If there were 
general authorization for the language already in the bill, adding 
this specific language as a conditional activity would be in order, 
but there being no authorization for the activities provided for 
in the bill there is no authorization for the amendment, and the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Do I understand the Chair in reaching 
his decision assumes that there is no authorization for maintain- 
ing aviation fields? 

The CHAIRMAN. No authorization for language in this por- 
tion of the bill. There is no specific authorization for that 
except the language carried in previous appropriation bills, as 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I have a further amend- 
ment, on line 6, after the word “ aeronautics,” to insert the words : 

Provided further, That no part of any appropriation herein shall be 
used unless the aviation field at Bolling Field, Washington, D. C., is 
maintained. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 
send his amendment to the desk. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have to write it first. 

Mr. CURRY of California. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment to offer, pending the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 9, line 19, strike out the word “established” and insert the 
words ‘“ United States.” 

Mr. CURRY of California. Mr. Chairman, the object of this 
amendment is to prevent the War Department from using Gov- 
ernment money in private flying establishments, suc as they 
do now at the Curtiss and the Wright institutions. My amend- 
ment was adopted unanimously when this bill was before the 
House at the last session. It was stricken out in the Senate, 
and it has come from the Military Affairs Committee as it came 
from the Senate committee. The adoption of this amendment 
will save the United States a great deal of money and will result 
in retaining and developing certain aviation fields under the 
control of the United States and the United States Army, and 
prevent their being abolished, and prevent more money being 
used in the Wright and Curtiss and other aviation stations to 
the detriment of the country. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I have followed the gentleman’s 
statement. Personally I believe that we would be making a 
mistake if we were to prevent the training of flyers in any 
school. This is a very important branch of the Military Estab- 
lishment. We lost weeks and months of time in having to train 
flyers when we got into this war. If ever we should get into 
trouble again, I take it that the people would want to have as 
many men trained as possible so as to join the colors of the 
country and participate in the conflict. I do not think the 
amendment will accomplish any good purpose, and I hope my 
colleague will not insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Curry of California) there were—ayes 16, noes 42. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarp1a]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. LAGuArpia: Page 11, line 6, after the word 
“ aeronautics,” insert : , 

“ Provided, That no part of the appropriations herein shall be used 
unless Bolling Aviation Field at Washington, D. C., is maintained.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman that 
he correct his amendment so that it shall come after the word 


The gentleman from New York offers an 
The gentleman will 
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“ service,” because the word 
out by another amendment. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then I shall so modify the amendment. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon 
the ground that it requires affirmative action upon the part of 
the Secretary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made, the amend- 
ment can not be modified. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. It is clearly subject to the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For all expenses necessary for the completion, preservation, and 
transportation of the records pertaining to the draft under the act of 
May 18, 1917, entitled “An act to authorize the President to increase 
temporarily the Military Establishment of the United States,” $25,000. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to 
proceed for 20 minutes, as I did not discuss the bill under 
general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent to proceed for 20 minutes out of order. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, this bill is drawn substantially 
upon the lines of the bill that was reported to this House at 
the last session of the last Congress. In fact, that bill is fol- 
lowed in the report of the measure now pending before the 
House. It is true that the committee recommends some reduc- 
tions from the bill as reported in the last Congress. The bill 
as reported at the last session of the last Congress carried in 
round numbers $1,117,000,000. This bill carries in round num- 
bers $809,000,000, making a difference of a little more than 
$300,000,000. If gentlemen will examine the items of the bill 
it will appear that the principal reductions from the bill as re- 
ported in the last session of the last Congress are in the pay, 
the subsistence, and the transportation of the Army. This bill 
reduces the pay of the Army by $67,000,000. It,reduces the item 
of transportation by $207,000,000. It reduces the item of sub- 
sistence by $30,000,000. Together they practically account for the 
decrease. It was my individual opinion that we should appro- 
priate for an average-sized Army of 509,000 men, as recom- 
mended by the War Department, especially when it came to the 
question of the pay of the soldier, the subsistence of the soldler, 
and his transportation. We could not possibly have made any 
mistake if we had appropriated for the pay of an Army of 
509,000 men, because if, during the next fiscal year, we did not 
have an Army of 509,000 men the money could not be expended. 
That is an appropriation for a specific purpose, and unless you 
had an Army of that average the money could not be used. I 
was of the opinion that we ought not to make any mistake in 
the amount that we appropriated for the subsistence of the 
Army. I was of the opinion that we ought not to reduce the 
appropriation for the transportation of the Army, and I do not 
think that we would have made any mistake if we had made 
identically the same appropriation for these three items that 
was made in the bill-as reported at the last session of Congress. 
I am perfectly willing to admit that it is barely possible—I shall 
go further; that it is most probable—that the average-sized 
Army the next fiscal year will not exceed 400,000 men. I think 
that the demobilization of the troops has taken place much 
more rapidly than the War Department anticipated when they 
appeared before the committee last January, and that it is most 
likely that we will not average an Army larger than 400,000 
men. Therefore I shall support this bill, although I repeat I 
think we could not have made any mistake if on those three 
items which I have mentioned—pay, subsistence, and transporta- 
tion—we had been liberal, so that there could not have been 
any possibility of the soldier having to wait for his pay, his 
food, or sufficient money to bring him from Europe and take him 
to his home. [Applause.] 

As stated by the gentleman from California in his explana- 
tion of this bill in opening his remarks day before yesterday, 
this bill does not establish any regular standing Army. It 
was not the intention of the committee nor was it the inten- 
tion of the War Department to fix a standing Army of any 
particular size. The only purpese of this legislation is to 
take care of an average sized Army during the next fiscal year. 
It was estimated by the War Department that it would amount 
to something like 500,000 men. The committee thought 400,000 
was sufficient, and personally I think 400,000 will cover the 
average number of men who will be in the service during the 
period of demobilization. I therefore hope that the bill will be 
sustained and passed with that number of men. So much, Mr. 
Chairman, for the bill itself, 

I have the highest respect and the most kindly feelings. to- 
ward the chairman of this committee. He has been my friend 


* aeronautics ” has heen stricken 


The gentleman from Alabama asks .unani- 
Is there 
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‘again invaluable assistance. 


JUNE 11, 


during the period that I served as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and has rendered me time and time 
He has been on the committee 
longer than any other member. He is one of the best posted 
men on military legislation in this country, and I am serry 
to say that I am unable to agree with the logic of the position 
which I understood him to take day before yesterday when he 
was addressing the committee upon the subject matter of this 
bill. As I understood the distinguished gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, and he left the impression upon my mind, and I be- 
lieve upon the members of the committee, that had his amend- 
ment to the national defense act, which was enacted in June, 
1916, been adopted, by which the Army would have been en- 
larged to 250,000 men, instead of 175,000, as fixed by the na- 
tional defense act, that Germany would never have challenged 
us to combat. I confess that I have been unable to follow the 
logic of the distinguished gentleman from California that a 
difference in the size of the Army of 75,000 men would have 
kept Germany from fighting us. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENT. I will. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama if 
it is not true that in 1916, several months before the gentleman 
from California affered his amendment, that Congress au- 
thorized an additional 20,000 men for duty on the Mexican 
border, and if it is not a fact that at the time the gentleman 
from California offered his amendment that the Army had 
been unable to secure that 20,000 additional men by voluntury 
enlistment? 

Mr. DENT. The gentleman from Texas has accurately stated 
the fact, as I reeall. Now, let us see, Mr. Chairman, what the 
real facts are. Prior to the Spanish-American War the maxi- 
mum strength of the Army of the United States was 25,000. 
After the Spanish-American War the maximum strength was 
raised to 100,000. I make this bold statement, and I chailenge 
contradiction, that at no time since the maximum strength of 
the Army was increased to 100,000 has the War Department, 
either under a Democratic or Republican administration, asked 
Congress to appropriate for the maximum strength. I came on 
this committee in 1909, at the first extra session called by Presi- 
dent Taft, when this House was under Republican control. The 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs at that time was 
the distinguished gentleman in the person of former Gov. Hull 
of Iowa. I served two years under the chairmanship of Gov. 
Hull, when the Republican Party had control of every branch 
of the Government, and yet neither the War Department nor 
the Committee on Military Affairs ever asked for an appropria- 
tion for the full strength of 100,000 men. Under the national 
defense act of June 3, 1916, we raised the Army again to a 
strength of 175,000 men. What were the facts when war was 
declared, on the 6th day of April, 1917? There was an author- 
ized strength, a peace strength, of an Army of 175,000 men, ex- 
cluding the Medical Corps, the Quartermaster Corps, and the 
Signal Corps, and we actually had 127,000, speaking in round 
numbers, officers and men, in our entire Military Establishment 
when this Congress declared war in April, 1917. Now, is it 
possible that the logic of the argument of the gentleman from 
California can be followed that we made a mistake in not mak- 
ing the Army 250,000 when we made it only 175,000 and, as a 
matter of fact, only had 127,000 officers and men? The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California did not fix any different 
way of raising the Army. He did not propose to raise it in any 
different way from what it was raised under the national defense 
act.. We never reached the maximum limit under the Hay bill, 
and therefore how ean the gentleman possibly argue that had 
his amendment been adopted Germany would never have chal- 
lenged us to war? Now, I mention this, Mr. Chairman, not in 
any spirit of carping criticism, but I do think that the facts 
ought to be fairly stated. I do know that there has been a great 
deal of misrepresentation throughout the country, and especially 
in the press of the country in particular, as to what the position 
of men in public life charged with duty in regard to military 
measures has been. I have suffered from that as much as any 
other man on the floor of this House. I challenge anyone now 
to answer this question: If it be a fact—and the Recorp will 
bear me out—that at no time under any administration has the 
War Department ever asked for the maximum strength of the 
Army, Whatever it may have been, and at no time has the maxi- 
mum strength ever been urged by the War Department itself, 
how could we have been any better prepared than we were? I 
want to say in this connection that you can talk to me about 
our lack of preparedness as much as you please; you can argue 
from now until doomsday that this Government was not pre- 
pared for war; but I want to say that if it be true that we put 
over 2,000,000 of men in Europe within 19 months, if we won 
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‘ganizations coming out from Archangel which left there on 

3 are Companies BK, G, I, M, and the Machine Gun Company of 

Three hundred and thirty-ninth Infantry, consisting of 52 officers 

nd 1.609 men They sailed direct for Brest. There also sailed at the 

same time 2 office rs and 323 men for England. All the remaining troops 

1 riginal Archangel contingent are expected to be out inside of two 

1 ks, leaving th sent 
up for a special purpose this spring. 

We have now the embarkation records from France for the month of 

May, and they break all records, either coming from or going to France, 

the total number being 333,303, just a third of a million. This total 
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eturn to the United States of the divisions raised from National 
and National Army sources has now been completed, and the 
r Army is beginning to return. During the week the Sixth 
- Division began its sailings. 
Army is now, or was on the 5th of June, 65 per cent demobilized. 
ay in Europe is reduced to below 700,000, the figures on June 3 
g officers and men, 694,745. 
. return of our Army from France continues to be largely through 
49 per cent of the entire number coming out of that port; 71 
“nt of all landing In the United States continues in New York. 
demobilization figures, so far as they have been reported to 
ire 2,391,639, of which 119,873 are officers and 2,271,766 enlisted 


stments reported to date, which do not include the enlistments 
yorted at camps during the present week, 48,023, so we have gotten 

e first block of 50,000 men called for when we started in a month or 

go. Without question when the reports come in to-day from the 
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Those who have specified their place of cicctin cea about 14,000 
out of the 50,000, We have, therefore, 36,000 men who enlisted without 
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where they are sent. In the meantime the option continues for those 
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22 = c's. E. F. dated January 22, 1919. 

Mr. KAHN. 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. KAHN. I thank the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

‘ Dent] for his exceedingly kind reference to me. Our relation- 
ship has been very cordial and I hope it will always continue so. 

Reference was made when we had the bill up the other day 
to the amendment I offered to the national defense act of June 
3, 1916. I find that on May 8, 1916, I secured consideration 
of and a vote on the amendment which the Senate had inserted 
in the bill, when it was being considered in that body, author- 
izing a straight Army—not by increments—but a straight Army 
of 250,000 enlisted men. These very arguments that have been 
adduced here were considered then. It was repeatedly asserted 
that we would not get the men; that it was going to be an ex- 
pensive proposition. But after all, my friends, psychology 
plays an important part in these matters. If the German Gov- 
ernment had known that we could immediately under our law 
put 250,000 men into the field they would have hesitated, in my 
pinion, to sink our vessels on the high seas. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 











. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. Was not the position of the German Govern- 
ment that whatever might be the size of our Army it would 
be impossible for us to transport it? 

Mr. KAHN. That was one of the considerations. 

Mr. WINGO. Was not that the sele consideration which 
they used on the German people in justifying their fight on the 
American people? 

Mr. KAHN. I do not know as to that, but—— 

Mr. WINGO. That was their basis in advocating open sub- 
marine warfare. 

Mr. KAHN. I know that the German officers who sur- 
rendered to the American officers said they realized they were 
defeated when the man-power bill was passed by Congress au- 
thorizing the enlistment of all able-bodied men from 18 to 45 
years of age. They knew that their reservoir of man power 
was exhausted, and they knew ours was coming into being. 
The psychology of the enactment of that legislation was ter- 
rific in Germany. And so I maintain that the psychology of 
the proposed enactment for an Army of 250,000 men in the 
Regular Army of this country would have been exceedingly 
beneficial at the time of the enactment of the national-defense 
act. 


Mr. iGOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. KAHN. Yes. 
Mr. IGOE. I should like to ask the gentleman what is the 


largest number of men that could have beeh raised by this 
country under the Hay bill in an emergency or in time of war? 

Mr. KAHN. About 140,000 men. 

Mr. IGOE. Was it not something like 300,000 or 400,000 men? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, in an emergency? 

Mr. IGOE. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. If they had called out all the increments, about 
225,000 men. 

Mr. BLACK. You forget that we had the right to draft the 
National Guard. 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, I bear that in mind. 
anything about that. 

Mr. BLACK. Does the gentleman mean to state that by hav- 
ing the right to call the National Guard into the service and 
recruit the Regular Army to its maximum strength it would 
only have amounted to about 225,000 men? 


I have not forgotten 


Mr. KAHN. Oh, no; I did not mean that. I meant the 
Regular Army. 

Mr. BLACK. I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Icor], I 


presume, referred to the Regular Army, and of course I only 
referred to the Regular Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of officers of the line, $28,605,000. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk reads as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LaGuarpia: Page 12, line 4, strike out 
“ $28,605,000 ” and inert in lieu thereof “ $20,300, 000.” 

Mr, LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this amendment and an 
amendment which I will offer to line 19 brings down the appro- 
priation to an average Army of 300,000. The committee all 
agreed on the purpose of the appropriation, and on the desire 
to reduce the Army to the number provided for in the national- 
defense act, but some of us differ on the methods of procedure. 
I will.state very frankly that if there is a doubt in the mind of 
any Member the committee figures are entitled to the benefit 
of that doubt. 

This has nothing to do with the pay of the Army. It has 
nothing to do with the feeding of the soldiers, and I do not 
believe the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dent] 
will seriously contend that this amendment will deprive one 
soldier of a day’s pay or keep him without food for a minute. 

So much has been said about speedy demobilization, so much 
has been said about expediting the return of the Army, and yet 
we are appropriating here for an average Army of 400,000 
men for the whole fiscal year; and if the gentlemen of the 
committee will take the figures submitted by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Dent], and if we demobilize all the surplus 
troops that we have in this country at this time, it will be im- 
possible to use up all of the money appropriated for in this item. 
It is true the gentleman from Alabama says, “ Well, if you do 
not use it, it is all right; it is there”; but the gentleman from 
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Alabama and I differ in this respect, that the gentleman from 
Alabama really believes the General Staff will. carry out this 
policy in good faith and I do not believe so. 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. Is it agreed by the members of the committee 
that the figures which you desire to reduce this item to will be 
sufficient to officer 300,000 men? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. An average Army of 300,000 men, because 
the committee have taken 22 per cent in order to reduce from 
509,000 to 400,000, and the same basis of computation will 
reduce it to 300,000. 

Mr. SISSON. Do the committee and the War Department 
agree that you could take 22 per cent from this amount and 
that you would then have officers enough for 300,000 men? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If you take 22 per cent from the amount 
necessary for 509,000, it will leave the amount necessary for 
officers for 400,000 men. f 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, the 
War Department does not concede that we can reduce the Army 
below an average of 509,000 men. 

Mr. SISSON. I care nothing about that. I want to know if 
these figures will supply an Army of 300,000? : 

Mr. KAHN. I have not figured that. 

Mr. SISSON. I want to know if this will supply officers for 
an Army of 300,000 men, because I want to vote for that sort 
of a proposition. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will state how I arrive at these figures. 
The figures submitted to the committee by the Secretary of War 
is based on 509,000 men in the Army. When the committee de- 
cided to reduce it to 400,000 men in the Army, the chairman of 
the committee inquired of the department what reduction it 
should make, and reduced it accordingly. Therefore, having the 
percentage which would reduce it from 509,000 to 400,000, it is a 
mathematical proposition to reduce it to 300,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. If we provide for an Army of 400,000, what 
will be the minimum Army at the end of the year? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We are striving to have the figures pro- 
vided for by the national-defense act—175,000 plus 50,000 
auxiliary. 

Mr. MADDEN. If yeu reduce it to 300,000, what will be the 
minimum at the end of the year? 

Mr, LaGUARDIA. The same. We are striving to do the 
same thing, only my amendment allows less discretion to the 
General Staff. 

Mr. MADDEN. Let me get that through my head. We are 
proposing, according to the recommendation of the committee, 
to provide for an Army of 400,000 on the average. That would 
make a minimum of 200,000. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. If we adopt the figures of the gentleman from 
New York, we propose an average Army of 300,000. Does the 
gentleman from New York say if we adopt an average Army of 
300,000 we will still have 200,000 as a minimum? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. If I am wrong, my whole purpose 
is wrong. I say we all desire to have at the end of the fiseal 
year an Army of 175,000 men plus 50,000 auxiliary troops, as 
provided by existing law. By allowing appropriations for an 
average of 400,000 men we are allowing too much discretion to 
the General Staff, and they will keep a larger Army of war 
soldiers, up to the last day of the last hour of the four months’ 
period after the proclamation of peace. But by cutting down 
the figures you will compel the War Department to demobilize 
the minute the troops come back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired, 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. 
for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman furnish the committee 
with the estimates of the War Department for a basis of 509,000 
men? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. For officers only the War Department 
asked for $36,910,264. The committee reduced it on a basis of 
400,000 men; brought it down to $28,605,000. 

Now I bring it down to 300,000 and deduct the same amount 
that was used to bring it down to an Army of 400,000, and the 
result is $20,300,000. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 


Mr. LITTLE. Referring to the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mappen], is it not a fact that the amendment 
which the gentleman suggests would force the War Department 
to reach the minimum somewhat sooner after peace is declared? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA., I will. 

Mr. WINGO. I was not able to get the bill and the hearings 
until this morning. And let me say that since I have been a 
Member of the House I have never been able to get hold of the 
hearings on an Army appropriation bill until the general debate 
was started. I am not saying it in a critical manner, but simply 
to justify a question which no doubt I should not ask had I had 
an opportunity to read fully the hearings. 

Mr. KAHN. We have had hearings ever since the Democratic 
minority members of the committee were appointed and 

Mr. WINGO. I do not care to discuss that matter. As I read 
the testimony of the Secretary of War, which is found in the 
hearings, page 8, discussing the estimates for an Army of 509,000 
men, the question arose as to the wishes and intention of the 
department. At the bottom of page 8 I find this: : 

Mr. Dent. I think it ought to be made perfectly clear that this is a 
mere temporary appropriation for an Army of that number during the 
period of demobilization of the Army as it was organized for war pur- 
tars Baker. In some aspects it is, and in some aspects it is not. 
This bill will provide for an Army of 509,000 men, and while there is 
probably no special likelihood of our being able to end the year with 
509,000 enlisted men and officers, the preservation of the officer force 
necessary for that would be more or less permanently provided for by 
this bill. 

Is it the wish of the War Department to provide for an officer 
personnel for 509,000 men, notwithstanding they will not have 
509,000 men at the end of the year? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will say to the gentleman, and it is only 
my opinion, that it is not their intent, but they will make a des- 
perate struggle to do so. 

Mr. WINGO. I do not know whether I interpret the state- 
ment of the Secretary correctly or not; but do I understand 
that he says it is to provide permanently for a corps of officers 
for 509,000 men, whether Congress provided for that number or 
not? Is that true? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. That is what the General Staff 
is trying to do, and that is why I feel so bitterly against it. 
They will disregard the intent of this House and of the Senate. 
They have planned on the 509,000, and unless we take the 
money away from them for this fiscal year you will see that 
they will keep up the officer establishment and as many of the 
men as they possibly can with the money we give them. 

Mr. WINGO. With reference to the gentleman’s amendment, 
I would like to get information on this point. The gentleman 
offe#s an amendment which will provide for an officer personnel 
for an average army, because this is based on a yearly average 
of 300,000 men? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman’s amendment is adopted, 
they still will have pay for an officer personnel for a minimum 
army of 300,000, men? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly; and the way I figure it is that, 
if they in good faith demobilize the Army and bring down their 
officer corps to the number of the soldiers, then this is more 
than ample; and the reason that I can not agree with the rest 
of the committee in appropriating this amount and letting the 
surplus remain unused is that I do not believe they will carry 
that out in good faith. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. My colleague would not have the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. WINnGo] or any other Member of the 
House led to believe that the War Department—the General 
Staff—could fasten permanently 28,000 officers without further 
legislation? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no; but for the fisegl year they could. 

Mr. McKENZIE. They would be in the reserve corps, ex- 
cept the 10,644 provided by the national-defense act. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Except this, that they could hang on dur- 
ing all of the four months’ period, and ‘perhaps longer, into the 
fiseal year. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
York has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word in order to get some information. I would 
ask the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann] this question: 
In making these calculations about the Army and how many men 
they are going to have and how much money they are going to 
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spend, does the War Department take into consideration the 
National Guard at all? 

Mr. KAHN. Not in this item. The War Department, through 
the Militia Bureau, has provided for the National Guard else- 
where in this bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
Guard men. 

Mr. KAHN. No; not as many as that. I think 160,000 in the 
bill, because we are allowed 200 for every congressional district. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is 800 for every Congressman 
and every Senator. 

Mr. KAHN. That is after a number of years, but at the be- 
ginning only 200. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I shall ask the question direct: Is 
the War Department trying to abolish the National Guard? 

Mr. KAHN. It is not, so far asI can learn. They have sub- 
mitted figures to pay the officers and the enlisted men of the 
National Guard in this bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know; but that is to pay them for 
services rendered. Is the gentleman in favor, individually, of 
abolishing the National Guard? 

Mr. KAHN. I never have been and am not now. I think the 
National Guard in this war did the country a splendid service 
and fully justified its existence. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They did just as good fighting as 
the Regulars, and the Regulars did all they could. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. I do not want to weary the House, but this is a very 
important matter. I am sorry to differ from the position taken 
by my good friend, the former chairman of this committee [Mr. 
Dent]. The evidence shows that the President of the United 
States, the Commander in Chief of the Army, told the 13 mem- 
bers of this committee in the city of Paris that by the 1st of 
September all of the Army would be back from Europe, includ- 
ing the army of occupation in Germany, which, as I understand 
it, is about 250,000 men. 

Why, then, should this Congress grant to the War Depart- 
ment the right to keep up an organization of 400,000 enlisted 
men? If you are going to give them 400,000, why not in hon- 
esty give them the 509,000 that they want and which this com- 
mittee turned down? It is just as much nonsense to grant an 
organization of 400,000 as it is of 509,000. The only question, 
it strikes me, that confronts this Congress to-day is, What is 
the necessary organization compatible with the security and 
safety of the American Republic during the next 12 months? 
The Secretary of War in his evidence on that bill, which the 
Senate failed to pass by the 4th of March, stated that it was a 
stop-gap army. Do you know what he meant by a stop-gap 
army? Listen. If you cut this down to 300,000 as an average 
army, you can cut the appropriation of every item just as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra] has put forth. 
You understand the figures that were put up for 509,000 were 
$1,137,000,000. The War Department actuaries told us that 
when we cut it down to 400,000 we could cut on a basis of 223 
per cent. 

If you cut 100,000 more, you can cut it down on the same ratio 
all the way through, and if you fail to adopt the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarprza], 
later on it should be put up to this House in a form that no part 
of this appropriation shall be spent unless the Army shall have 
been reduced to 300,000 men by the 1st of December of this 
year. Can they do it? If they are going to bring this entire 
Army back out of France by the 1st of September, where will 
you need an average Army in this country for the whole time of 
400,060 men? Why would you need that organization of officers 
for 400,000 soldiers? It is just a question of getting these men 
who have fought the battles of this country and who are in the 
camps in the United States demobilized. The only way you are 
going to get these young men back to their homes and in their 
gainful pursuits of civil life is to cut this appropriation down 
for an Army of 300,000 on an average. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CrarK], our former Speaker, asked the question, 
Is the National Guard provided for? It is amply provided for. 
A hundred and six thousand enlisted men, and they are propor- 
tioned to every State in this Union. Yes; we have a National 
Guard of 106,000 men proportioned to all the States of this 
Union. Why would this Congress insist that you put upon the 
American taxpayer to-day an appropriation for an average 
anes 400,000 enlisted men and the officers necessary to officer 

em? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. 

Mr. QUIN. I yield. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. My friend on the committee says 
that the bill provides for 116,000 national guardsmen—— 

Mr. QUIN. <A hundred and six thousand. 
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Mr. GREENE of Vermont. 
force in this country to-day? 

Mr. QUIN. They are going to be ready in the several 
States—— 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. How long before? 

Mr. QUIN. Some of them are beginning to take them in now. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. How long does the gentleman ex- 
pect it will be before we will have these 106,000 men actually in 
uniform as an armed and competent protective force? 

Mr. QUIN. Long before the fiscal year runs out. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. What evidence does the gentle- 
man have in support of that statement? 

Mr. QUIN. Because provision is here made for it and some 
of the States are raising the guard already. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. What is being done in reference 
to the raising of these men—how far has the work progressed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. QUIN. I would like to have a little more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman de- 
sire? 

Mr. QUIN. Four minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi that he may continue for four min- 
utes longer? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. QUIN. All that the State wants is the appropriation by 
the Federal Government, and we are giving them that money, 
and the only way you are going to have a big Army of this Fed- 
eral Government cut down from an outrageous number, a burden 
on the taxpayers, is to establish a National Guard, and every 
State in the Union for its own safety and security is anxious and 
ready for the National Guard, and the patriotic young manhood 
of the country will do the rest. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. 
question? 

Mr. QUIN. Yes. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I hope the gentléman will distin- 
guish between pen and ink on a piece of paper, which shows 
that we have 106,000 men appropriated for, and the actual pro- 
duction of 106,000 men armed and in ranks, trained and ready 
for business. Where are they? 

Mr. QUIN. We will have them. If you have 409,000 men 
with 22,000 officers, of course they are going to keep down the 
organization of the National Guard in this country. The only 
way you are going to get the American people waked up to the 
defense of their own States is for the Government to cut down 
this large Army for the Federal Government to maintain, and 
which so many of the officers of the Army are anxious to keep 
up. And they are not going to drop it if they can hold together 
this organization to what the Secretary of War called his stop- 
gap army for the next fiscal year. If that is done you are going 
to have the next session of Congress appropriate for an Army 
of 500,000 men. And now is the time to cut it out through the 
instrumentality of the purse. 

I shall vote for the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York. [Applause.] 

Mr. HASTINGS. 
two words. 

Unfortunately I was not on the floor the other day, and I 
want to ask the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann] about 
how many soldiers we have in France at the present time. 

Mr. KAHN. We had in Europe on the 1st of May a total of 
1,079,120, exclusive of marines, exclusive of the troops we had 
in Siberia and on the seas. The War Department has told us 
that they brought home in the month of May about 330,000 
men. So I take it that they still have in Europe somewhere in 
the neighborhood of 700,000 or 800,000 men. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Now, about how many soldiers have we in 
this country who have not been discharged? 

Mr. KAHN. Between 400,000 and 500,000, I believe. 

Mr. HASTINGS. And then we would have combined, approxi- 
mately, 1,100,000 or 1,200,000 in this country and in Europe not 
discharged? 

Mr. KAHN. We probably have at this time that many, but 
during the month of June there will be brought from Europe 
probably 300,000 soldiers and there will be also that many dis- 
charged in this country. So I take it we will have about 800,000 
or 900,000 men by July 1, the beginning of the next fiscal year. 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. DENT. I have figures here that were given out by Gen. 
March, the Chief of Staff, last Saturday. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Does the gentleman expect to put them in 
the Recorp in connection with his speech? 

Mr. DENT. I will put them in the Recorp. 


Are they in existence as an armed 


Will my colleague answer this 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 





Mr. HASTINGS. In connection with your speech? 
the gentleman give them to us now? 

Mr. DENT. It shows that the Army on the 5th day of June 
had heen 65 per cent demobilized, and the Army in Europe had 
been reduced below 700,000 men, or,.to bé accurate, 694,745. 

Mr. HASTINGS. In Europe on June 5? 

Mr. DENT. On June 5. 

Mr. HASTINGS. How many did we have in this country on 
June 5, in figures? : 

Mr. DENT. We had a total strength at the signing of the 
armistice of 3,640,000 men. 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENT. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. Does that include marines? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Just another question, to either the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. KAHN] or the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. DENT]. How many troops were discharged, say, dur- 
ing the month of May in this country? Have you the figures 
there? 

Mr. KAHN. I have not the exact figures. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Do any of you know how many were dis- 
charged in the month of April? 

Mr. KAHN. They are discharging at this time approximately 
450,000 men a month, I understand. 

Mr. HASTINGS. That is a little over 100,000 a week. You 
take it that there have been about 450,000 men discharged dur- 
ing the month of May? 

Mr. DENT. I can give the gentleman the total figures up to 
June 5. The total discharges reported up to June 5 are 119,873 
officers, 2,271,756 men, making a total of 2,391,629. Now, the 
total strength of our Army, I know, was, at the signing of the 
armistice, 3,640,000 men. 

Mr. HASTINGS. That is what I wanted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from.New York. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kearns], 
a member of the committee, is recognized. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, offered by 
the gentleman from New York, simply carries out a policy that 
seems to be the universal opinion of this House, to have the 
Army demobilized at the very earliest moment. Some gentlemen 
profess to believe that if we provide for an Army of 400,000 it 
will not hinder in any way an early demobilization. Others 
hold to the opinion that if the money is appropriated for an 
Army of 400,000, instead of 300,000, the War Department will 
be slow to let loose its grip upon these men who are now in the 
Army. I share in the latter opinion. I can not help but believe 
that the smaller the appropriation the sooner these men will 
be discharged from the Army. As has been stated upon the floor 
of this House, President Wilson told a group of Members of 
this body over in France a short while ago that it was his hope 
to have all these men demobilized—the entire Army—by the 
latter part of September. But Gen. March makes the statement 
in his testimony before the committee that it is the policy of 
the War Department to keep 225,000 men in Europe as a col- 
lecting agency to see that Germany pays to England and France 
and Belgium and Italy and Japan certain indemnities. I mean 
by that that we would provide an Army of that size to be sta- 
tioned in Europe. 

Now, we have in the Regular Army only 42,000 men.. Where is 
the Government or the War Department going to get the dif- 
ference between 42,000 men and 225,000? There is only one 
solution. If they are given this appropriation, they are going 
to demobilize the Army down to 225,000 men, and they are going 
to keep that many men in Europe as long as public opinion will 
permit, as I said before, to act as a collecting agency to collect 
for other Governments certain indemnities from the Germans. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 

Mr. DENT. Do I understand the gentleman to say that Gen. 
March made the statement that he proposes to keep an Army of 
that size in Europe as a collection agency? 

Mr. KEARNS. He did not say “ collection agency.” That was 
my language. I do not know what eise they will be kept there 
for. We might as well be honest with ourselves; we might as 
well talk in plain blunt English language. Let us not “kid” 
ourselves. The United States, according to the terms by which 
we entered the war, and according to the professions of all men 
who have ever made any profession on the subject, went into this 
war without hope or desire of any reward except the reward of 
helping to whip the Central Powers of Europe. We want no 
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indemnities; we want nothing out of it except the credit of 
having whipped the enemy. But cther countries are not so 
Magnanimous, Other countries are wanting indemnities in the 
way of money and additional territory, and I for one am op- 
posed to any American boy, be he volunteer or a conscripted 
man, staying in Europe for that purpose. [Applause.] And if 
we make this appropriation large enough, these men are going 
to stay there, and they are going to stay there for that purpose. 

I have been advised upon reliable authcrity, and I have seen 
it stated in the press, that there is no provision in the treaty 
or otherwise for Japan to keep any army in Europe, and yet 
Japan is getting out of this war practically every demand she 
has made. Now, the question I want to put to the Members of 
this House is, by what process of reasoning do you reach the 
conclusion that the taxpayers of the United States should pay 
even «a volunteer army of 225,000 men to collect a debt for 
Japan, when Japan does not furnish a man for that same pur- 
pose? I do not know that we owe to Japan a debt of gratitude 
that we would go to the extent of allowing or forcing the 
American people to shoulder a debt of that character to collect 
even a dollar for Japan. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEARNS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The gentleman’s purpose by his amend- 
ment is to force the demobilization and the return of the troops 
from Europe? 

Mr. KEARNS. That is the purpose. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Does the gentleman propose an amend- 
ment in the bill, either in the committee or here, providing that 
no portion of this money should be paid to the troops after a 
eertain date? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEARNS. That proposition was discussed, I think, in 
the committee, but I think it was found advisable for some 
reason or other not to place that proviso in the bill. 

Mr. CONNALLY. If the gentleman feels as he says he does, 
why did he not bring in an amendment providing that after a 
certain date no part of these funds should be paid to the troops 
overseas? 

Mr. KEARNS. It is sufficient to say that the committee did 
not put a proviso of that character in the bill. However, we 
find the bill coming to us just as it is printed, and my position 
here upon the floor is to plead with the members of this com- 
mittee to report an appropriation for an average Army during 
the coming year of 300,000 men, in order to force a demobiliza- 
tion of the boys who want to come home and of the boys who 
have no interest in collecting money for Japan or England or 
any other foreign government. [Applause.] 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEARNS. I have not the time to yield. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I will ask that the gentleman have 
one minute additional time. 

Mr. KEARNS. All right. I will yield. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I understand that this appropria- 
tion for these officers is for an officer personnel sufficient to 
command 500,000 men? 

Mr. KEARNS. [Five hundred and nine thousand. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Now, in determining the relative 
number of officers and men, why is it necessary to provide for an 
officer force for 500,000 men and an enlisted personnel of only 
400,000 private soldiers? I wonder if I am mistaken in my 
understanding that that is what is provided for? 

Mr. KEARNS. I can not answer the gentleman’s question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. KEARNS. I will ask for three minutes additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that his time be extended three minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEARNS. Iam not sure that I understand the question 
asked by the gentleman from Texas. I can not answer it. 

Mr. MADDEN. To put it in another way, if we have an Army 
which for the entire year will average 400,000 men, and that 
reduces the minimum number to 200,000 men at the end of the 
year, does the gentleman state to the House that notwithstand- 
ing the fact that we will have only 200,000 men at the end of the 
year we will still have officers sufficient for an Army of 400,000 
men? 
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Mr. KEARNS. I think that would be the case. I will ask the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Kaun] if that is not the fact? 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman is in error about that. 

Mr. KEARNS. The gentleman from California says I am in 
error, and I am quite sure he is right in any statement he makes 
about it. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. The number of officers was reduced from the 
estimate of the War Department, from 28,000 to something over 
22,000, to comply with an Army on the basis of 400,000 men. 
Six thousand officers were cut off. 

Mr. SISSON. I think, if you will get the hearing, you will 
find that provision is made for officers for 509,000 men, 

Mr. KEARNS. We do know that it is the expressed policy 
of the War Department to keep 225,000 men in Europe for a 
period of 5 years, for a period of 10 years, and under certain 
conditions for a period of 15 years. We know that is the 
policy that is being advocated by the War Department. We 
know that there are in the Regular Army only about 42,000 
men, and we know that the only way to get those men at the 
end of the year will be to keep some of the conscripted boys 
there; and I for one am not willing to keep either a volunteer 
or a conscripted man in Europe. And we have had experience 
enough with the General Staff to know that they are not going 
to let loose of one man until they are forced to do so. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. HOCH. I understand this amendment raises no ques- 
tion as to the general policy with reference to the standing 
Army, and that the sole purpose of the amendment is to speed 
up demobilization. If that is the purpose of the amendment I 
ain certainly in sympathy with it. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether, in his judgment, it is possible 
for demobilization to be effected with sufficient rapidity so that 
the average size of the Army for the year may be reduced to 
300,000? 

Mr. KAHN. The chairman of the committee felt that an 
average Army of 300,000 might be sufficient; but when the 
chairman of the committee takes the figures that are pre- 
sented to the committee, which show that we have now in 
Europe 600,000 men and that we have in this country practically 
500,000 men, or 465,000 men, and assuming that between 300,000 
and 400,000 men will be demobilized during this month, we will 
have at the beginning of the fiscal year, on the ist of July, 
approximately 800,000 men. That will be the apex of the 
number that we will have in the Army during the next fiscal 
year. That will be the largest number. Now, assuming that 
we will bring 300,000 the next month from Europe, you would 
have in August to provide pay for 500,000 men. I think that 
they will further reduce the force in Europe so that we will 
have only about 200,060 over there. Then we will have toward 
the middle of the fiscal year something like 300,000 men. I 
do not think they will reduce that 300,000 below 225,000 under 
the national-defense act so as to conform with the law which 
Congress passed last February. 

So that I take it it will be hardly possible to demobilize the 
Army on the basis of an average of 300,000 men for the year. 
I want to say frankly to the gentleman from Kansas and to 
the House that personally I favored such a reduction. But on 
mature reflection I am afraid it will be difficult to make it. 

Mr. HOCH. If the only danger is that we may not be able to 
demobilize rapidly enough to reduce it to 300,000, there being 
a difference of opinion whether it is possible, as long as Con- 
gress is going to be in session and we will have an ample op- 
portunity to take care of the boys, if demobilization can not 
be done fast enough, would it not be a good thing to put on the 
administration this spur for demobilization? [Applausc.] 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

‘Mr. HOCH. I will yield. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I saw the figures, and ex- 
amined them just now, which the gentleman from Alabama has. 
It shows that the department has discharged 206,000 for the 
week ending December 14 last, and it also shows that they dis- 
charged 77,000 for the week ending May 31. Everybody agrees 
that all those returned from overseas are being discharged, but 
a good many believe that the soldiers in this country are not 
being discharged rapidly enough. [Applause.] If you could 
discharge 206,000-for the week ending December 14 last, why 
could you not have discharged them at that rate, so that the 
soldiers in this country could have been discharged and not have 
half as many in the Army in this country as there is to- 
day? That is the criticism that I lodge against the War De- 
partment, 
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Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will permit, four hundred 
and odd thousand soldiers that are in demobilization camps 
now are largely troops brought home from Europe and sent to 
demobilization camps for discharge. They are not men who 
have been in the Army in this country all the time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. The figures show that only 77,000 were dis- 
charged for the week ending May 31, and that 206,000 were dis- 
charged the week ending December 14 last. If we have prac- 
tically a million and a half soldiers both in this country and 
those over the seas, why were not more discharged for the 
week ending May 31? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I do not think 
there is any question in the mind of anybody on this floor at 
this time as to our agreement upon one policy, at least, and 
that is that all want the American soldiers brought home from 
Europe at the earliest possible opportunity and with the most 
speed practicable under all circumstances. [Applause.] 

Nobody disagrees to that; but that is not the question in- 
volved in this proposed legislation. 

Moreover, if I may be permitted to suggest it to you in all 
good nature, we have not attempted to read into the figures or 
the text of this old-time, old-fashioned language of an Army 
appropriation bill any policy whatever. You all know, as ex- 
perienced legislators, that the mere setting of sums of money 
in appropriation bills against the text, which year after year 
provides for these payments in that language, is not controlling 
legislation. It may be to some extent limiting legislation so 
far as immediate expenditures are concerned, but it does not 
declare the policy or fix the policy or determine who shall fix 
the policy or how or where or when. It simply provides some 
one for the time being, with some funds in his purse, to. carry 
out a legislative policy that has already been determined and 
is not being determined then, because one of the rules of this 
House makes it out of order to propose new legislation on an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I realize that I have told nothing new, and 
I do not mean to be schoolmastery about it; but if we clear our 
minds to that extent, if we get to that basis on which to start 
our reasoning, we will take into consideration, in connection 
with that, another fact, which we also all know very well and 
understand as clearly. The President of the United States now 
has authority under the law, passed by this Congress and still 
effective on the books, to keep every soldier under arms in this 
country or in Europe for four months after his proclamation 
of peace, and he is the only man on the face of the earth so 
far authorized by the law and the Constitution of the United 
States to determine when he shall make that proclamation of 
peace. 

Do not you see what sort of an uncertainty we are basing our 
mathematics upon when we suggest that this bill may be set 
for any definite and positive number of soldiers to be under 
arms in this country during the next fiscal year? It is abso- 
lutely speculative. 

Mr. BOIES. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but 
I would like to continue for a moment without interruption. 

It is absolutely speculative in so far as we are concerned, and 
it may be that the President himself, with all his statesmanlike 
foresight into a future yet undertermined, may not himself be 
positive which date he will fix upon. And there we are. Yet 
we know that we must make something like an appropriation 
for the support of an Army, and we also know that, no matter 
how much we seek to limit the size of that Army by indirec- 
tion, by suggestion, by making figures read a certain way, the 
man who under the Constitution of the United States is Com- 
mander in Chief of that Army has absolute authority not only 
by virtue of that fact, if not restricted by legislation, but ac- 
tually in this instance supplemented by legislation which we 
have passed, to maintain every one of more than a million 
soldiers under arms until four months after the proclamation 
of peace, no matter with what speed they may be brought back 
to this country and no matter what the delays may be. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I can not yield now. I would 
like to continue this suggestion. 

What do we benefit by trying this hot, stuffy, late afternoon 
to read into this bill an executive policy which probably the 
Executive himself has not yet arrived at and one which, 
whether we conjecture it or whether he himself undertakes to 
conjecture it, in the ultimate lies absolutely alone with him to 
determine and to put into force and effect? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
has expired. 
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Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 
object, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I will not take any time from this 
House under any conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has refused to yield to his 
colleague. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I will not take any time on any 
conditions. I might yield as a matter of courtesy when it is 
propesed to me in like mood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. How do we expect to limit the 
number and size of this Army when we realize at the very be- 
ginning, unless I am mistaken in my statement of the law, 
that the President of the United States has the authority, which 
we have given him under express and explicit statutes, to hold 
the present force until at least, if he so desires, four months 
after he himself shall fix the date upon which to proclaim that 
there is peace and then does so proclaim it? How are we 
going to arrive at anything except confessedly and avowedly to 
make something like a reasonable mathematical guess? 

The War Department, it is true, in its propositions for Army 
legislation made before us last winter, undertook to get us to 
commit ourselves to a permanent Army policy of 509,000 men. 
We did not do it; the committee did not do it; and the House 
utterly refused to do it, and that language went into the discard. 
It was proposed in the Senate, but we all remember that the 
Army legislation died there by reason of what happened in the 
closing days of the session. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If the gentleman will defer just a 
moment. I have not taken any time this afternoon, and I would 
like to make clear my ideas about this, even if I do not convince 
anybody but myself. 

Now, it is unfortunate that these figures of 509,000 as they are 
introduced again into the House by the proposition of the War 
Department, or by anybody else as a matter related to the Army, 
are associated in the popular mind, and perhaps, to some extent, 
reflected in our own—until we stop to think it out—as proposing 
a permanent Army policy, and the result of a determination to 
maintain 509,000 men during this fiscal year, willy-nilly. We 
have no assurance of that, and if there was one clear, definite 
understanding in good faith, the utmost good faith, among all 
our colleagues on the committee, it was that we should bring 
this bill out here before you gentlemen absolutely free in every 
respect from the slightest tincture or suggestion of such legisla- 
tion by implication, inference, or indirection. The bill was 
merely at‘attempt to strike some equation between 509,000, which 
the War Department said the Army would average, whether from 
policy or necessity, and the 300.000 that other people thought 
it ought to average. And we fell in the middle with the 400.000 
figure, which, all things considered, when there is speculation 
and conjecture as to what the President’s policy will be and as 
to what conditions may be abroad or in this country, seems to be 
a fairly reasonable number, Because, whether we take the 
figures of 300,000, 200,000, or go back to the War Department’s 
509,000 or our 400,000, it does not matter which, at the end of 
the fiscal year if it is apparent that the President, in the exer- 
cise of the law and the authority we have already committed to 
him—and perhaps at that time under conditions and circum- 
stances in this country or abroad which may justify him in doing 
it—has kept in the service more than 400,000 men, this bill is no 
limitation on him. He can apply to the Congress for a de- 
ficiency, because all the time he has been keeping them in the 
service under direct and unquestioned authority of law. There 
is no question about it. 

So how do we limit him here unless we repeal that very law? 
Is there anyone here willing to take that responsibility and 
actually tie his hands in that respect? Certainly not. No one 
proposes it in good faith. 

Ra CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. May I have three minutes addi- 
tional? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I do not wish to annoy the gentle- 
man, but will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Vermont that he have three additional minutes? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I do not wish to seem to be un- 
gracious to the gentleman 
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Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I thank the gentleman. 

Now, then, I do not think that we can limit his authority by 
anything we write in this bill under these circumstances. 

It is also true that not one dollar of this amount can ever be 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States unless there is 
a bona fide soldier in the service of the United States who signs 
the pay roll in receipt for it, and if there is such a soldier in 
the service it is only under the authority of the President and 
by force and effect of legislation which you have yourselves 
already given to the President to enforce. Now, what does it 
amount to as a limitation on the Executive when we set some 
kind of figure here in this bill to provide what we think will be 
a reasonable amount of money for the expenditures of the War 
Department in this respect for Army expenses during the next 
fiscal year? As I say again, if there are more soldiers than were 
provided for in this appropriation for pay, then they will only 
be existing under authority of law, and we will have to pay 
them anyway. 

If we want to tie the hands of the President in any kind of 
fashion at this time, let us do it man fashion and write it in 
the English language in the bill instead of juggling with figures 
and pretending to curb him by indirection. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

I would like the attention of the chairman of the committee 
a moment. He remarked a few moments ago that the number 
of officers had been cut in the estimate from 28,000 to 22,000. 
I wanted to be a little more clear as to that. Does that mean 
that at the end of the next fiscal year there will be 22,600 
officers remaining? 

Mr. KAHN. No. It means that there will be an average of 
that many officers in the Army during the next fiscal year. 
Of course, they will be let out as their organizations are dis- 
charged. It means an average of that many. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. GREENE], I wish to state that there was no 
agreement, tacit or otherwise, in the committee that any mem- 
ber of this committee was not at liberty to move an amendment 
to reduce this amount. And I will say further that I can not 
agree with the gentleman from Vermont thaf this Congress, 
that the House of Representatives and the Senate, are compelled, 
because the President is the Commander in Chief of the Army, 
to appropriate any figure which the President may require, for 
the very reason that the President is Commander in Chief of 
the Army. Under our Constitution the appropriating power is 
in this House, and that is the check upon the power given to the 
President. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman——- 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Just one minute. I could not get any 
time. 

Mr. KAHN. I wanted to help the gentleman along. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. _I want to say, further, that the gentleman 
from Vermont has been on this committee longer than I have, 
and because the gentleman from Vermont has blindly fol- 
lowed every recommendation coming from the War Depart- 
ment, without exercising his good sense, we found ourselves in 
1917 without machine guns, without artillery, and without avia- 
tion. If the gentleman from Vermont had exercised his will 
as a member of the committee, had exercised his intelligence 
in Army matters—and he is an expert—then he would have 
protested when appropriating money for machine guns that that 
money was not expended; he would have taken action to see 
that our Army had the equipment that was necessary. But the 
gentleman from Vermont has followed so blindly so long every 
desire of the General Staff that he has grown in that habit, 
and now he is shocked to see a new member of the committee 
doing his duty as he sees it. 

Oh, yes; the gentleman is solicitous about the President. He 
does not want to offend him. He does not want to embarrass 
him. I would like to know how much assistance the gentleman 
from Vermont will give to the President when he comes before 
the country with his peace treaty. 

So the gentleman makes his appeal that he does not 
desire to do anything that might compel the President to 
move his troops out of Europe any quicker. The gentle- 
man pleads with the committee that the President has the 
power, and that it would be embarrassing to vote to limit this 
amount of money. The return of the troops has absolutely 
nothing to do with it. And I will say to the gentleman from 
Vermont that the President of the United States told the gentle- 
man and told the committee that it was his intention to get all 
of the troops out of Europe by September 1, and I believed the 
President when he said it. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, may I have 30 
seconds by unanimous consent? 























































































1919. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to say in 
utmost seriousness that I will not trespass upon your patience 
and good nature to make any detailed answer to what has been 
read into my speech. I prefer to let the notes as the reporters 
took them stand as what I said rather than the statement of my 
volunteer interpreter. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaAGuarptA]}. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the Chair was in doubt. 

Thereupon the committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, 
noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HAamirron having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 3478) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal years, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. WARREN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. UNpErRwoop as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the following concurrent resolution: 

‘ House concurrent resolution 11. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That, in the enrollment of the bill (H. R, 2480) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and 
for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, the Clerk 


be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to strike out the word 
“and” in line 14 of page 66 of said bill. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of the officers of Staff Corps and departments, $24,600,000. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
which I wish to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGuarpia: Page 12, line 6, strike out 
“ $24,600,000” and insert “ $17,429,367.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this just keeps down the 
average on the previous amendments, so that I do not think 
any discussion of it is necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to say a 
word about this amendment. The House has shown an inclina- 
tion to adopt the views of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGUARDIA ]. 

But some statement has been made here about what Gen. 
March proposed about the army of occupation, and I think it is 
only fair that this House should know what Gen. March did say. 
Gen. March made no statement whatever that it was the policy 
of this Government to keep 250,000 men in Europe, or any army 
of occupation there at all. I read from the hearings. Mr. 
AntTHony asked him the question, “ You do not know whether you 
are going to maintain an army in Europe or not?” And he 
said, “ We do not,” and there is not a line or statement by Gen. 
March that justifies the statement that we propose to keep any 
army in Europe at all. I think it is but fair that that should be 
stated on the floor of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr, LaGvar- 
DIA}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of enlisted men of the line, $106,795,000: Provided, That 
the pay due enlisted men of the Army shall not be withheld from 
them by reason of the fact that their service records or other official 
papers showing the status of thelr accounts with respect to pay have 
been lost or not returned from overseas and, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, these men may be paid upon 
their personal affidavit as to date of last payment and condition of 
their accounts: Provided further, That payments made in accordance 
with such regulations (or which have already been made upon the 


affidavit of the soldier) shall be passed by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to the credit of the disbursing officers making them. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to ask the 
chairman of the committee one question: What time do you 
want to quit? 

Mr. KAHN. I did hope to get through the item of “ Pay of 
the Army.” I do think, if we do not have many interruptions, 
that we can do that in 15 minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LaGuarptia: Page 12, line 19, strike out 
“ $106,795,000 ” and insert “ 75,728,230.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this is in keeping with the 
general plan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eighty clerks, at $1,800 each per annum, $144,000. 

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
a question or two. This is what is known as the Army field clerk 
section of the bill. I believe The Adjutant General has written 
to the Committee on Military Affairs giving his views in regard 
to the number of clerks required, their pay, and so forth, includ- 
ing the question of light, heat, and allowances. I find in looking 
through this bill very carefully that there is no provision made 
for these clerks abroad or here for either light, heat, or quarters. 

Mr. KAHN. On page 16 there is an item “ for commutation 
of quarters and of heat and light for field clerks, Quartermaster 
Corps, $76,800.” 

Mr. SIEGEL. I am not referring to the Quartermaster Corps. 
We passed an act, as appears in the testimony taken last year 
before the committee, providing for iight, heat, and quarters. 
These men are required to furnish their own uniforms, pay for 
their own food, and furnish their own quarters. Congress in 
its wisdom enacted the statute. There is no provision made in 
this bill for them. If this bill is passed in the way it reads at 
the present time, these men, although in the military service, 
would practically be getting their salaries reduced. 

Mr. KAHN. The committee considered the letter of The 
Adjutant General and did not feel inclined at this time to make 
additional provision for the purpose that the gentleman states. 

Mr. SIEGEL. Does the gentleman think it is a fair proposi- 
tion to those men who are in the service on the other side and 
who have been there the entire time and who can not leave the 
service that they shall get less pay, while at the same time 
Congress is appropriating $240 a year for every civil employee 
in the service of this Government? Some of these men, by the 
way, have been in the military service for 40 or 45 years. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIEGEL. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is not the provision the gentleman speaks 
of found in line 4, page 16? 

Mr. SIEGEL. Oh, no; that simply provides $23,000 for prac- 
tically 2,000 or 3,000 men, who are now in the service. 

Mr. STEVENSON. To which of those embraced in this para- 
graph does that refer? 

Mr. SIEGEL. I assume it refers to the 29 messengers prob- 
ably. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does the gentleman assume that they 
provide for 29 messengers and for none of the others? 

Mr. SIEGEL. It seems that that is the situation. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It does not state distinctly for whom it 
dees provide. 

Mr. SIEGEL. If $23,000 is to be divided up amongst 3,000 
men, it would provide about $7 apiece for light, heat, and 
quarters. I suggest that that part of the bill be passed over 
till to-morrow, until we can learn exactly what the War De- 
partment desires done. I will say that the same kind of an 
error was made when the bill was up the last time and the 
same procedure was adopted. 

Mr. KAHN. I will say to my friend from New York that the 
matter was under consideration in the committee, and the com- 
mittee decided for the present to make no appropriation other 
than the amount carried in the bill. 

Mr. SIEGEL. Does the chairman of the committee think it 
is fair to some of the men who have been in the service a long 
time, some of whom received distinguished-service crosses for 
gallant service on the other side while actually under fire, to 
take away from them what Congress gave them last. year and 
the year before, when at the same time Congress appropriates 
millions of dollars to give the civil employees of the Govern- 








ment $240 apiece extra? These men over there, relying on what 
Congress did last year, are in the service, and being kept there 
against their will, have to provide their own clothes, food, and 
quarters, and does not the gentleman think that they should 
receive the same amount of money which we gave them in the 
act of Congress last year, when the emergency is not over, as 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Greener] stated a few min- 
utes ago? 

Let me read some of the letters giving the views of high offi- 
cers of our Army in reference to the work of Army field clerks: 


HEADQUARTERS CENTRAL DEPARTMENT, 
Chicago, Ill., June 4, 1919. 
From: Commanding General, Central Department. 
To: The Adjutant eral of the Army, Washington, D. C. 
Subject: Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps. 


1. My attention has been invited to H. R. 3154, introduced in the 
Sixty-sixth Congress, relating to Army field clerks and field clerks, 
Quartermaster Corps, providing for permanent allowances for quarters, 
heat, and light, for two additional grades of pay, and that the minimum 
or entrance pay shall be $1,200 per annum; for increase of pay for 
service beyond the continental limits of the United States; for retire- 
ment and lengevity pay. 

2. Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, are an 
important and essential part of the administration of the Army and 
should be considered an integral part of the Army, and as such should 
be dealt with accordingly. heir work has always been characterized 
by a high degree of conscientiousness and efficiency which merits due 
recognition. 

3. With the following exceptions, I approve the provisions of this bill 
and strongly recommend that it be passed : 

The first exception is the two imereased grades, $2,250 and $2,500, 
respectively. I ieve that there are, under the present law, a suffi- 
client number of des provided, and the provision in this bill covering 
longevity pay will, in my opinion, make the pay of chief clerk and prin- 
cipal assistant adequate for the reason that these positions are not 
usually arrived at until after considerable service. 

The second —S. is the clause providing for the method of com- 
puting service for the purpose of the act, and this clause it is recom- 
mnended that the words “all governmental service’ be stricken out and 
the follewing words substituted therefor, “service rendered as Army 
field clerk or field clerk, Quartermaster Corps, or clerical work of a 
similar character under the War and Navy rtments.” 

4. In my opinion the most important item in this bill is the provision 
for retirement. This provision assures the clerk who has devoted his 
life to governmental service in the administrative branch of the Army 
a sufficient competence to keep him decently after he has completed his 
period of usefulness. It is well known that many clerks now in the 
Government service who have reached the age for retirement—that is, 
the age at which they have lost their efficiency—are kept in the service 
with gradual reductions in pay, because humanit emands that a 
man who has devoted his life to the service be not discarded in his old 
age. The knowledge that retirement awaits the clerk at the end of his 
period of usefulness through old age promotes efficiency, certainly 
among the older men, in that it relieves their minds of the constant 


dread of the Sa 
care for themselves an 

tions. 
ance of retirement. This fact is recognized by all of the larger cor- 
porations doing business in this country, and they have made provision 
in their terms of employment whereby their employees, after having 
reached a certain age or after having given the corporation long, faith- 


of their tenure of office and of how they can 
their families after they have lost their posi- 
This is the dread of all older salaried men who have no assur- 


ful service, are eligible for retirement at a certain fixed rate o 
5. While it is r ized that some of the provisions of this bill 
should be applied to employees in Government service, nevertheless 
it is in these classes of employees that I am intensely interested, for 
it is their work that I have come best to know and to realize the value 
of through association with them in time of peace and time of war. 
LzonaRD Woop, 
Major General, United States Army, Commanding. 


ay. 


HEADQUARTERS, NORTHEASTERN DEPARTMENT, 
Boston, Mass., May 1}, 1919. 
From: Commanding General Northeastern Department. 
To: The Adjutant General of the Army. 
Subject: Legislation for Army field clerks. 


1. With reference to H. R. 13910, introduced on January 9, 1919, by 
Mr. SIgceL, regulating the salaries of Army field clerks, providing for 
a salary of $1,200 per annum for the lowest grade, and adding two 
grades with salaries of $2,250 and $2,500, respectively, per annum, and 
providing further that Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster 
Corps, shall receive the same allowances and benefits, including retire- 
ment and longevity pay, as are now allowed by law to second lien- 
tenants of the Army, I am informed that another effort will be made at 
the extra session of Congress called for May 19, 1919, to secure the 
enactment of this bill into law, and I desire to record my concurrence 
with the objects aimed at. 

2. The work developing upon this class of clerks is very special in its 
nature; their value rapidly Increases with their experience, making it 
especially desirable to retain their services as long as sible, and they 
are subject to the Articles of War and are frequently called upon to 
change station, thus being deprived of an opportunity to establish 
themselves rmanentiy in any locality. They are members of the 
Army's mobile personne] and as such have good reason to look for con- 
sideration of the same nature as that shown other members of this 
personnel. It appears to me to be in the interests of the Government, 
as well as those of the clerks themselves, to provide for them in the 
manner they seek. 

[ C. R. Epwarps, 
Major General, United States Army. 


Heapqvuarters SCHOOL or Free, 
; Fort Sill, Okla., June 5, 1919. 
From: The Commandant. 


To: The Adjutant General of the Army, Washington, D. C. 
Subject: Legislation for Army field clerks. 

1. The Army Field Clerks’ Association hay ested me to ress 
my opinions relative to the merits of a bill hk. 8154) entitled “A 


bill regulating the salaries of Army field clerks, and for other purposes,” 
the following is sutimitted. 
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2. The principle of graded pay with provisions for advancement and 
retirement is jeved to be just, and the enactment of law-making pro- 
vision for this is recommended. However, the bill as drawn does not 
appear to sufficiently protect the rights of either the Government or 
the individual clerks. Some provision should be made to insure the 
appointment of men fully competent and to insure subsequent advance- 
ment being made with justice to all concerned. 

D. H. Corris, 
Brigadier General, United 
States Army, Commandant, 


TIEADQUARTERS PorT OF EMBARKATION, 
Hoboken, N. J., May 21, 1919, 


From: Commanding General. 
To: The Adjutant General of the snr, Washington, D. C. 
Subject: Army ficld clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps. 


1, My attention has recently been called to a bill making a more 
liberal and just provision for Army field clerks and field clerks, Quar- 
termaster Corps. 

2. The work performed by these clerks is arduous and unceasing and 
they are deserving of a more liberal provision for those who remain in 
the Government service for any considerable period of time. Living 
expenses all over the country have increased, making it a matter of im- 
possibility for a man to live in anything like comfort on the salary now 
provided for these clerks. 

8. It is a matter of impossibility for any of them, provided he be a 
married man, to lay aside any considerable sum as a provision against 
old age and future needs. Some provision is an absolute necessity in 
the — = retirement, longevity pay, increase of pay for foreign 
service, etc. ‘ 

4. I earnestly recommend the passage of the bill as drawn, believing 
that it will be a means of holding those of our field clerks whom it is 
very desirable that the Government shall retain in service. 

Davip C. SHANKS, 
Major General, United States Army. 


FIEADQUARTERS OFFICE OF THE COMMANDING GENERAL, 
Camp Custer, Mich., May 22, 1919. 


From: Commanding General Camp Custer, Mich. 
To: The Adjutant General of the Army. 
Subject: Status of Army field clerks. 

1. The present status of Army field clerks is very unsatisfactory and 
deserves careful consideration in connection with any legislation that 
may be undertaken for the improvement of the Army. 

3 In order to be able to retain in the service certain high-grade men, 
at least two more grades should be added on the upward scale, and due 
to the increase in cost of everything there should be a substantial in- 
crease in pay for all grades. There should also be allowance for quar- 
ters and longevity pay as well as retirement for long and efficient 
service. 

3. Field clerks are subject to military discipline and are under 
strict military control, but they are not given adequate compensation 
to give them a reasonable chance either for their own betterment or 
for the benefit of the service coming from extensive experience in mili- 
tary affairs. This increased value is correctly recognized in the officers 
and enlisted men and should be no less recognized in the intermediate 
grade of field clerk. ’ 

4. I recommend that this matter be carefully considered in con- 
nection with other Army legislation. 

WILLIAM G, HAAN, 
Major General, U. 8. Army, Commanding. 


Heapquarters Ev Paso District, 
El Paso, Tex., May 19, 1919, 


From: James B. Erwin, Brigadier General, United States Army. ~ 
To: The Adjutant General of the Army, Washington, D. C. 
Subject : Betterment of condition of Army field clerks by legislation. 


1. Having had frequent and daily opportunity to observe the excclient 
conduct and qualifications of many Army field clerks, both in the United 
States and France, I believe it would be of great advantage to our Gov- 
ernment to retain the services of these men. : 

2. This can be done by legislation providing that they shall receive 
the same allowances and benefits, including retirement, longevity pay, 
and increased pay for foreign service, as now allowed by law to second 
lieutenants of the Army; and I so recommend. 

JaMrs B. Erwin. 


HEADQUARTERS SOUTHEASTERN DEPARTMENT’, 
Charleston, 8. C., April 7, 1919. 


From: Commanding General Southeastern Department. 
To: The Adjutant General of the Army, Washington, D. C. 
Subject: Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps. 


1, In connection with such legislation as may be recommended to 
Congress, looking to the return of our Army to a peace basis, it is de- 
sired to call to the attention of the War Department the provisions of 
the following bill, which was introduced in the last session of Congress, 
and to earnestly urge that it be incorporated in such legislation as may 
be submitted to the next Congress for its consideration : 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That Army field clerks 
shall receive pay at the rates now provided by law: Provided, That the 
minimum or entrance grade for Army field clerks shall be $1,200 per 
annum, and that the grades of $2,250 and $2,500 per annum are hereby 
created: Provided, however, That Army field clerks and field clerks, 
Quartermaster Corps, shall receive the same allowances and benefits, 
including retirement and longevity pay, as allowed by law to second 
lieutenants of the Army: And provided further, That in computing 
service for the purpose of this act governmental service shall be 


counted.” 

2. During the present emergency Army field clerks and field clerks, 
Quartesteacian Corps, have been highly essential to the organization 
and administration of our Army; their work bas been characterized by 
efficiency and industry ; their services have been well-nigh indispensable ; 
and in order to retain in the service the best of these men, who are 
specialists in their line, and in order to give to men who have served 
long and faithfully what they are justly entitled to, some such provi- 
sion as the f ng seems =. desirable. 

3. The feature of this bill which provides for retirement is particu- 
larly commendable. This privilege is enjoyed by practically all other 
persons in the military service upon qualification as to service or age, 
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and in view of the military status accorded these men it is not thought 
that they should be excepted. The granting of this pe oes to Army 
field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, would be a good busi- 
ness proposition on the part of the Government. Many of these men 
have grown old in the service; some are veterans of Indian campaigns, 
while others served with credit during the Spanish-American War. 

4. The metter of longevity pay also seems worthy of favorable con- 
sideration, Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, 
are to my knowledge the only persons in the military service who 
do not receive some additional compensation for increased service. 
This appears to be an injustice which should be corrected. As a re- 
ward for long and faithful service and as an incentive for experienced 
men to remain in the service it is strongly recommended that this as 
well as the other provisions of the proposed legislation be recommended 
to Congress. 

Henry G. SHarrs, 
Major Gencral, United States Army. 
IIkADQUARTERS SOUTHERN DEPARTMENT, 
Fort Sam Houston, Tezx., May 26, 1919. 
From: Department Commander. 2 
To: The Adjutant General of the Army, Washington, D. C. 
Subject: Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps. 

1. Pills (H. BR. 13910 and S. 5505) were introduced in the last 
Congress looking to the relief of a most deserving class of Army per- 
sonnel; i.e, Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps. 
The provisions of these bills were substantially as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, etc., That Army field clerks shall receive pay at the 
rates now provided by law: Provided, That the minimum or entrance 
grade for Army field clerks shail be $1,200 per annum, and that the 
erades of $2,250 and $2,500 per annum are hereby created: Provided, 
however, That Army field clerks and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, 
shall receive the same allowances and benefits, including retirement 
and longevity pay, as allowed by law to second lieutenants of the 
Army: And provided further, That in computing service for the pur- 
pose of this act governmental service shall be counted.” 

2. While I can not subscribe unqualifiedly to certain features of the 
bill referred to, such as the two new pay grades and to unqualified 
retirement, I feel that legislation looking to the relief of this class of 
Army personnel, in certain respects, should be had. 5 

The main features of the proposed legislation are obviously retirement 
and longevity pay. c 

The retirement feature, properly safeguarded, is particularly com- 
mendable, but unless the maximum age in which this branch of the 
service may be entered is definitely fixed so as to base retirement on 
length of service I can not subscribe to this feature. I recommend that 
the age limit for appointment as Army field clerk or field clerk, Quarter- 
master Corps, be fixed at 40 years, and that, —- for physical dis- 
ability incident to the service, 25 years of service be made a requisite 
for retirement, imclading commissioned and enlisted service. Thus modi- 
fied, I recommend the enactment of this legislation. 

The longevity pay feature should also be enacted, provided the base 
pay is not placed so high so as to render longevity increase unjustifiable. 
I recommend that the pay grades for Army field clerks and field clerks, 
Quartermaster Corps, be fixed at $1,200, $1,400, $1,600, and $1,700 base 
pay, and that they be allowed the same increase of pay for longevity 
as is now allowed commissioned officers of the Army. 

%. During the present emergency the work of Army field clerks and 
field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, has, in the majority ef cases, been 
characteristic of efficiency and industry. Im order to retain in the serv- 
ice the best of these men, those who are specialists in their line, and in 
order to give to men who have served long and faithfully what they are 
justly entitled to, some such provision as the foregoing seems very de- 
sirable, and I recommend that suitable legislation to accomplish this be 
submitted for consideration of the present Congress. 

Dek. C. Cavern, 
Major General, United States Army. 


H®ADQUARTERS MIDDLE ATLANTIC CoasT ARTILLERY DIsTRIcT, 
Fort Totten, N. Y., May 15 1919. 
From: District Commander. 
To: The Adjutant General of the Army (through Commanding General 
Eastern Department). 
Subject: Army field clerks. 

1. In view of the fact that legislation granting certain allowances and 
benefits to Army field clerks is to be introduced when Congress con- 
venes in the near future for extra session, I wish to make the following 
remarks regarding Army field clerks. 

2, Seven Army field clerks have been constantly under my personal 
observation during the entire emergency and have fulfilled their duties 
in a manner entirely satisfactory to all concerned, and I believe it 
proper that I should say a word regarding oome field clerks at this 
time. I found these clerks to be thoroughly reliable at all times, and in 
general a valuable asset to the efficient administration of the district and 
worthy of the highest commendation. 

%. It is therefore recommended that these legislative measures be 
given favorable considération in order that those clerks who are now 
in the service and who have arrived at a high state of efficiency in their 
particular line will have some inducement to remain in the service, 
thereby maintaining in the Army a staff of clerical help commensurate 
with its requirements. 

(Signed) 


[First indorsement.] 
LIMADQUARTERS EASTERN DEPARTMENT, May 19, 1919. 
7o Commanding General Eastern Department: 


1. The office work of the Army is as essential to its existence and 
its purpose as are the arms bearers in the trenches. The office work 
is performed by clerks, whose status bas not been made secure. These 
clerks constitute an integral and important part of the fighting machine. 
They must have superior intelligence and fair education. hey make 
the Army their life work and become experts in their respective lines, 
They are indispensable. They are paid a salary that barely enables 
them to live in modest fashion. It is not possible for them adequately 
to provide for their declining years. As their years advance their 
capacity for work declines after a certain peri er specialists 
in Army work, they can not find employment elsewhere. of them 
have grown feeble in the Government service, and their long and faithful 
work is deserving of recognition. Having no income except the pay 
roll, they are held in service until they die. 

2. Such a condition is unworthy of the great Government they serve 
and against that Government's best interest. It is a condition that 


WILLOUGHBY WALKE, 
Colonel, C. A. C. 
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has long called for remedial action. The wisdom and desirability of 
remedial action has long been recognized. The condition, however, has 
been permitted to drift for lack of forceful and earnest presentation. 
It isa condition that must terminate sometime. The sooner the better, 
Efficient service, credit to the Government, and justice to the clerks 
demand remedial action. I believe what is best for all interests would 
be accomplished by the enactment of a law as follows: 


“A bill to increase the efficiency of the Army, and for other purposes. 


“ Be it enacted, etc., That Army field clerks and field clerks, Quar- 
termaster Corps, shall receive pay at the rates now provided by law: 
Provided, That the minimum grade for Army field clerks shall be $1,200 
per annum, and the grades of $2,250 and $2,500 per annum are hereby 
created: And provided further, That Army field clerks and field clerks, 
Quartermaster Corps, shall receive the same allowances and benefits, 
including retirement, longevity pay, and increase of pay for foreign 
service as are now or shall hereafter be allowed by law to second lieu- 
tenants of the United States Army; and that for the purpose of this 
act all governmental service under the War and Navy Departments 
shall be counted 


_“All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this 
bill are hereby repealed.”’ 
. I recommend the passage of the bill as drawn. 
H. O. S. HEISTAND, 
Adjutant General, Adjutant. 
[Second indorsement.] 
HEADQUARTERS EASTERN DEPARTMENT, May 20, 1919. 
To The Adjutant General of the Army, War Department, Washington, 
B.C. 


1. I concur in the first indorsement and earnestly recommend, in the 
interest of the very deserving employees referred to, such legislation as 
is suggested in the second paragraph of the first indorsement. 

2. This has been a burning question for years, and I know of no mere 
deserving or faithful employees than those cited, and something should 
be done in their interest. 


(Signed) T. H. Barry, 
Major General, United States Army, Commanding. 

Mr, KAHN, Mr. Chairman, when the Committee on Military 
Affairs had the bill under consideration it was presented with a 
great many propositions to increase pay and increase the allow- 
ances of many men in the Military Establishment. The com- 
mittee decided that in this bill those matters would not be taken 
up. In the first place, it beeame incumbent upon the committee 
to get speedy action on the bill and get it before the House. The 
committee felt that every time one of these increases would 
come upon the floor the probability was that a fight would be 
made on the item and a great deal of time consumed in the pas- 
sage of the bill. The committee realizes that the bill must pass 
before the Ist of July. Otherwise, every soldier who is demo- 
bilized after that date can not receive his final pay or his trans- 
portation home until the bill passes. It was in the interest of 
economy of time that the committee, when considering the bill, 
decided not to take any action on these matters of increased 
pay or allowances. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
inquiry? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
bill to-morrow? 

Mr. KAHN. I hope that I may be able to do that. 

Mr. MONDELL. May I make the announcement that if this 
bill is completed to-morrow, or when it is completed, the House 
will take up the naval bill? It is rather important, as the gentle- 
man from California has just suggested, that the Heuse dispose 
of this bill as soon as is consistent with due and proper con- 
sideration of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pro forma amendment is withdrawn 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Seven clerks, at $2,000 each per annum, $14,000. 


Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. A short time ago I made a statement in the House that 
it was the policy of the War Department to keep 225,000 men 
in Europe as an army of occupation. The gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Harrtson] a few moments ago called me to task 
for that statement, and said that Gen. March had not given 
me the right from any statement of his to draw such a con- 
clusion as that. I want at this time, having asked the privilege 
of trespassing on your time and patience, to read you one or 
two lines from Gen. March’s testimony, and you can draw your 
conclusion as to whether I was justified in putting that in- 
terpretation on his statement: 

Mr. CALDWELL. In making up the figures for the 509,000 men, about 
what proportion did you consider would be in the army of occupation? 

Gen. Marcn. I have thought personally that about 225, men 
would be sufficient. 

Mr. CaLDWELL. So that practically half of them would be an army 
of occupation? 

Gen. Marcn. Yes. 

Mr. CaLpweLt. That would be eight divisions? 

Gen. Marcu. That includes the service of supply troops. 

I do not know whether I can read understandingly the Eng- 
lish language or not, but I can trust you to put the same in- 
terpretation on that language that I have. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for an 


Does the gentleman hope to complete his 
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Later on he was asked to define what he meant by an army 
of occupation, and in substance he says, but not his language, 
“My idea of an army of occupation in Europe is an army that 
will force Germany to live up to her agreement as to in- 
demnity.” [Applause.] , 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Five hundred and twenty-six clerks, 
$631,800. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
to correct the total. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 15, line 20, strike out “ $631,800 ” and insert “ $631,200.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

One bundred and ninetecn messengers, at $720 each per annum, 
$85,580. 7 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 

to correct the total. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 15, line 23, strike out the figures “$85,580" and insert $85,680.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thirty-nine messengers, at $720 each per annum, $28,800. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
to correct a total. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 16, line 2, strike out “‘ $28,800’ and insert “ $28,080.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All the money hereinbefore appropriated for pay of the Army and 
miscellaneous, except the appropriation for mileage to commissioned 
officers, contract surgeons, expert accountant, Inspector General's De- 
partment, Army field clerks, and field clerks of the Quartermaster Corps, 
when authorized by law, shall be disbursed and accounted for as pay 
of the Army, and for that purpose shall constitute one fund. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Campsett of Kansas, Chairman of the Com- 
inittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
227, the Army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 


thereon. 


at $1,200 each per annum, 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
to-morrow immediately after reading the Journal and the dis- 
position of preferential business I be permitted to address the 
House for 20 minutes. I wish to explain that I was on the list 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Dent] on Monday for 
general debate, but owing to absence on account of illness I 
was prevented from taking that opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that on to-morrow immediately after the | 
reading of the Journal and preferential business he be permitted 
to address the House for 20 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
do not want to appear as preventing any gentleman from ad- 
dressing the House on matters which I am sure are of interest 
to the House. Iam exceedingly anxious to get this bill through. 
I did hope to finish to-morrow evening before we adjourn. I 
presume the Members of the House will not object to staying 20 
minutes longer in the evening in order to finish the bill. I 
shall not object, but I say to members of the committee and of 
the House that I hope to finish this bill to-morrow, no matter 
how late we have to stay. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. MORIN appeared at the bar of the House and took the | 
oath of office. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee as indicated below: 

S$. 120. An act to repeal chapter 154 of the acts of the second 
session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, being the joint resolution 
entitled “Joint resolution to authorize the President in time of 
war to supervise or take possession and assume control of any 
telegraph, telephone, marine cable, or radio system or systems 
or any part thereof, and to operate the same in such manner as 
may be needful or desirable for the duration of the war and to 
provide just compensation therefor,” approved July 16, 1918; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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JUNE 11, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. Fievps, for two days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. KiTcuHrn, indefinitely, on account of illness in family, 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 
19 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 


day, June 12, 1919, at 12 o’clock noon. 


CALENDAR OF MOTIONS TO DISCHARGE COMMITTEES— 
NOTICE. 

Under paragraph 4, Rule XXVII, 

Mr. EDMONDS submitted a motion in writing to discharge 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1233) to provide for 
ocean mail steamship lines to South America, and to provide 
for their operation and disposition, and for other purposes in 
connection therewith, the same having been referred to such 
committee 15 days prior to this date. 

Mr. MADDEN submitted a motion in writing to discharge the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce from further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 376) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, by providing for equal and identi- 
cal rights, accommodations, ete., the same having been referred 
to such committee 15 days prior to this date. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 


| taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimate of appropriation required by the Treasury Department 
for the purpose of gathering information asked for by the House 
of Representatives in House resolution No. 75 (H. Doc. No. 92) ; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department 
and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting a tentative draft of a provision proposed to be included in 
the naval appropriation bill, transferring a part of the military 
reservation of Fort Taylor at Key West, Fla., to the Navy De- 
partment (H. Doc. No. 93) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting certain correspondence with reference to legislation for the 
relief of Creeden & Avery (Ltd.), Vancouver, Canada, and for 
the transfer of property at Key West, under control of the Army, 
to the Navy Department (H. Doc. No. 94); to the Committee 


| on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


4, A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 


i mitting copy of a communication from the chairman of the 


United States Shipping Board submitting revised estimate of 
appropriations required by the United States Shipping Board 
and Emergency Fleet Corporation, for the fiscal year 1920 (H. 
Doc. No. 95) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of War 
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation, required 
by the Engineer Department of the Army, for flood control, 
Mississippi and Sacramento Rivers, fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. 
No. 96); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submit- 
ting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required for 


' support of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 


(H. Doc. No. 97); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC PILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7=) author- 
izing the President to extend invitations to other nations to 
send representatives to ihe World Cotton Conference, to be held 
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in New Orleans, La., October 13 to 16, inclusive, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 34), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MAPES, from the Committee on Accounts, to which was 
referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 104) providing for the 
appointment by each Member of the House of Representatives 
of one secretary and one clerk, whose names shall be placed on 
the rolls and paid in monthly installments, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 33), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A-bill (H.R. 5498) re- 
lating to the sale, charter, and operation of -merchant ships 
owned by the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5499) to permit the use of sur- 
plus profits of the newspaper published by the American Ex- 
peditionary Forces in France, known as the Stars and Stripes, 
for the benefit of the Freneh children; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5500) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Corsicana, Tex., one 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5501) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Hillsboro, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5502) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the town of Bryan, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5508) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Mexia, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5504) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Groesbeck, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5505) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Cameron, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5506) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Fairfield, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5507) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Centerville, Tex., one cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5508) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Franklin, Tex., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 5509) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Pomeroy, Ohio; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5510) to increase the cost of the public 
building at Gallipolis, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOODYKOONTZ: A bill (H. R. 5511) to amend an 
act of Congress approved March 4, 1913 (37 Stats.) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5512) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Princeton, in the State 
of West Virginia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5513) to establish a national 
highway system, to create a Federal highway commission, to 
encourage efficient and economical highway transportation, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 5514) to create a Federal home loan board 
and home loan bank for the purpose of aiding in financing the 
construction of homes; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. RB, 5515) to amend 
section 402 of the act entitled “An act to authorize the estab- 
lishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance in the Treasury 
Department,” approved September 2, 1914, as amended by the 
act approved October 6, 1917; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. e 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5516) to 
permanently transfer the United States Coast Guard from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy Department; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 5517) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of St. Paul, Nebr., one German 
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cannon or fieldpiece and caisson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 5518) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and for the erection of a public building at 
Clovis, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 5519) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the borough of Brooklyn, city of New 
York, for Red Hook Park, cannon or fieldpieees, with carriage 
and suitable complements of projectiles; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5520) awthorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, for Car- 
roll Park, cannon or fieldpieces, with suitable complements of 
projectiles ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5521) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, for Sun- 
set Park, cannons or fieldpieces, with carriage and suitable com- 
plements of projectiles; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5522) donating a 
captured cannon or field gun and carriage to the city of Powell, 
Ind. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5523) for the pur- 
chase of a site for a Federal building at Hastings, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 5524) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Sturgis, Mich.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5525) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of South Haven, Mich.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5526) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Benton Harbor, Mich.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5527) providing for the erection of a publie 
building at the city of St. Joseph, Mich.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5528) to purchase a site for the erection 
of a post-oflice building in the eity of St. Joseph, Mich.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (FH. R. 5529) to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of immature calves; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 5530) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Enid, State of Oklahoma, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5531) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cherokee, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5532) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Fairview, State of Oklahoma, one German 
eannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5533) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Alva, State of Oklahoma, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5584) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Waynoka, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5535) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Woodward, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5536) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Buffalo, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5537) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate-to the city of Beaver City, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5538) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Guymon, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5539) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Boise City, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5540) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Perry, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5541) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ponca City, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5542) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Blackwell, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5548) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newkirk, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5544) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Medford, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5545) to provide homes for soldiers, sea- 
men, and marines, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 5546) to increase the number 
of the directors of Federal reserve banks, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 5547) to repeal paragraph 
450 of an act entitled “An act to reduce tariff duties and to 
provide revenue for the Governmeyt, and for other purposes,” 
approved October 3, 1913, and to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 5548) to authorize the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building for 
the accommodation of a post office at Honesdale, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 5549) to provide for the 
nranufacture and sale of high-proof spirits for other than bey- 
erage purposes, and to insure an ample supply of alcohol and 
promote its use in scientific research and in the development of 
fuel, dye, and other lawful industries; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 5550) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Spencerville, county of 
Allen, State of Ohio, two German cannons or fieldpieces; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 5551) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Wautoma, Wis., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5552) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Weyauwega, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5553) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Scandinavia, Wis., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5554) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Iola, Wis., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VESTAL: Resolution (H. Res. 105) authorizing an 
extension of time for taking testimony, arranging orderly pro- 
cedure, and providing other relief in the Alaska contested- 
election case; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 110) to 
prohibit the United States Shipping Board from selling any 
vessel purchased or constructed by or transferred to said board 
until further authorized by Congress so to do; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 111) re- 
quiring the Postmaster General to make an account and report 
- Congress; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

toads. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 112) relat- 
ing to the fuel supply of the city of Casper, Wyo.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

sy the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, asking pensions for Spanish-American War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Pennsylvania, pro- 
testing against the brutal treatment of innocent men, women, 
and children of the Jewish faith in Poland; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial from the House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, protesting against the discon- 
tinuance of the Park Hill Hospital, located in Boston; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial urging an investigation of the treatment of 
the Pennsylvania National Guard by the Regular Army officers ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULINGS: Memorial from the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring pensioning all veterans of the Spanish-Ameri- 
can War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORIN: Memorial of the General Assembly of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, for the adoption of legislation 
providing for the pensioning of all veterans of the Spanish- 
American War when said veterans have reached a certain age; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REBER: Memorial from the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring pensioning all veterans of the Spanish- 
American War; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. VARE: Memorial from the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking pension for veterans of the Spanish-American 
War; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 5555) for the relief of Marcus 
Billstein ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 5556) granting a pension to 
Harriet E. Cantwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEARY: A bill (H. R. 5557) for the relief of John 
J. Ahern; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CURRIE of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 5558) granting a 
pension to Margaret Donahue; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 5559) for the relief of 
Carl G. Lindstrom; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5560) granting a pension to Mary G. Leary ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 5561) for the relief of 
Henry H. Elliott ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5562) granting a pension 
to Salem Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 5563) granting a pension 
to Wesley H. Crockett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5564) granting a pension to Henry F. Bald- 
win; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5565) granting a pension to Rose BK. Wicoff ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5566) granting a pension to Sallie E. Doo- 
little; to the Committee on Invalid Yensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5567) granting a pension to Emila Granger ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) granting a pension to Amanda J. 
Kemberling ; to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5569) granting a pension to Frank Mead; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5570) granting a pension to Rebecca Mc- 
Cullough ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5571) for the relief of Alonza Hannis, 
alias Albert Webb; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5572) for the relief of Thomas H. Thorp; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5578) for the relief of Amanda Honert; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5574) for the relief of Myron Powers; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5575) for the relief of James W. Houser; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5576) granting an increase of pension to 
J. K. P. McClary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5577) to correct the military records of the 
United States so as to muster Stewart C. Burt in and out of the 
service of the United States Army; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5578) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Almeron E. Calkins; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 5579) to place 
Albert Hamilton on the retired list of the United States Navy ; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY of Texas: A bill (H. QR. 5580) granting six 
months’ pay to Anton Kunz, father of Joseph Anthony Kunz, 
deceased, machinist’s mate, first class, United States Navy, in 
active service; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 5581) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph N. Stockford; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 5582) for the relief of 
Harry C. Bradley ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of 
Capt. Leonard F’. Matlack ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5584) to authorize payment to 
the Southern Iron & Metal Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R, 5585) granting a pension 
to Carolina Greenwold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5586) granting a pension 
to Sarintha A. Cashman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief 
of Asbury Scrivener; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5588) granting 
an increase of pension to Julia Kemper; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 5589) for the relief of 
Michael Sweeney ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5590) authorizing the Secretary of Com- 
merce to lease San Nicholas Island, Calif., and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 5591) granting a pension to 
Katherine Hallbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5592) for the relief of Alden H. Baker, 
postmaster at Westfield, Ind., for postage, war-savings and thrift 
stamps stolen by burglars; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5593) granting 
a pension to John Ferman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 5594) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah J. Mackin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to 
James W. Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 5596) granting a pension to 
Emma Cornelia Troy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5597) for the relief of Maj. Ellis B. 
Miller; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5598) granting a 
pension to James F. Romines; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HF. R. 5599) granting a pension to Annie E. Frost; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5600) to provide for the erection of a 
statue or monument to the memory of Gen. John Sevier; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5601) grant- 
ing a pension to Lenora Stewart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 5602) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles R. Dunham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of Brooklyn Post, No. 368, Depart- 
ment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, approving the 
Fuller pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John A. Jarumzewski, druggist, Cleveland, 
Ohio, urging repehl of tax on soda water and ice cream; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of the Religious Society of 
Iriends of Hancocks Bridge, Salem County, N. J., favoring 
enforcement of prohibition law and extension of prohibition to 
Americans in China and wherever else treaties permit; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Hancocks Bridge, for strict enforcement of prohibition law; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of residents of Audrain 
County, Mo., asking the repeal of the tax on soft drinks; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of Central Labor Union of Marion, 
Ohio, favoring self-determination for Russia and all other 
peoples and the immediate withdrawal of all United States 
soldiers now in Russia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Bascom charge of the United Brethren 
Chureh, Bucyrus; First United Brethren Church, Bucyrus; 
Protestant Church ; and the Dunkirk Christian Endeavor Society 
of the United Brethren Church, all of the State of Ohio, pro- 
testing against the proposed repeal of the war-time prohibition 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of residents of Dundee, Il, urging 
that there be no modification of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of numerous residents of the 
city of Schenectady, N. Y., praying for the immediate repeal 
of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream ; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. ‘ 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of American Citizens’ Committee 
of Polish Birth and Descent, relating to affairs in Poland; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
relating to the housing problem in New York City and other 
cities of the country; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOOLING: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York, opposing repeal of daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York 
State, for a national policy of development of water resources; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of druggists of Greater New York and county 
of Westchester, against tax on soft drinks; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Dlinois Agricultural 
Association, for immediate repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of Andrews & Beckington, of Belvidere, and 
©. W. Hayden, of Sycamore, IIL, favoring repeal of the tax on 
automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Illinois Lumber & Builders’ Supply Dealers’ 
Association, opposing revision of rates in Illinois; to the Com- 
mnittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Belting Co., opposing repeal of 
the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock Exchange, favoring 
increased appropriations for Bureau of Animal Industry; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERSEY: Petition of Louis A. Perkins and 37 
other residents of Sangerville, Me., urging retention of daylight- 
Saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of residents of city of Binghamton, 
N. Y., for repeal of tax on soft drinks, ice cream, and soda 
water; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of residents of the city of Binghamton and 
Johnson City, N. Y., for the repeal of tax on ice cream, soda 
water, and soft drinks; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of residents of Worcester, the village of Sidney, 
and the village of Walton, N. Y., for the repeal of the tax on 
ice cream, soda water, and soft drinks; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: Petition of many customers of 
Schillici Bros., of Bessemer, Ala., for repeal of tax on sodas, 
soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of many customers of Gus. Harduval, Ensley, 
Ala., for repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULINGS: Petition of citizens of Oil City, Pa., ask- 
ing repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Resolution of the Kearsley 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Flint, Mich., protesting 
against the repeal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Telegrams from Union and Alameda 
sugar companies, Western Sugar Refinery, and Spreckels Sugar 
Co., San Francisco, opposing amendment to Senate bill 684, to 
regulate commerce ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, protest in form of resolution of Kern County Farm Bu- 
reau, Calif., against bill No. 4023, giving right to city of Los 
Angeles of exclusive right of way and use of a zone 4 miles 
wide on either side of Los Angeles Aqueduct; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of Federal Employees’ Union No. 1, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., approving the bill for lands for returning soldiers 
and sailors; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, protest of Merchants & Manufacturers’ Traffic Associa- 
tion, Sacramento, Calif., against restricting the discretion of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in administering the present 
long-and-short-haul clause in the interstate commerce act; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of J. Jessop & Sons, San Diego, Calif., against 
war tax amounting to 5 per cent on gross sales; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of congregation of Trinity Methodist Episcopal 
Church of San Diego, Calif., against lifting of ban on beer and 
wine; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition signed by residents of the Alamo district, Holt- 
ville, Imperial County, Calif., against lifting of ban on beer 
and wine; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of Imperial County Christian Endeavor Union, 
representing 200 Endeavorers, Church of Christ, Brawley, Calif. ; 
Epworth League of Imperial County, representing 200 Epworth 
Leaguers; and Los Angeles County Sunday School Association, 
Los Angeles, Calif., against repeal or amendment of war-time 
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of Glenwood Mission Garage,. Riverside, Calif., 
against war tax on autos; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, protest of the Marston Co., San Diego, Calif., against 
section 904 of the excise tax bill, and paragraph 18 of section 
900 of said revenue bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of directors of Riverside (Calif.) Chamber 
of Commerce, urging retention of present zoning system in post- 
age rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Riverside Chamber of Commerce, River- 
side, Calif., indorsing adoption of a national budget in the 
United States Government; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
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Also, resolution of directors of Riverside Chamber of Com- 
merce, Riverside, Calif., urging enactment of good-roads meas- 
ure to furnish employment for soldiers and sailors, and for 
the land bill for them; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Retail Dry Goods Merchants’ Association 
of Los Angeles, Calif., urging retention of zone advances and 
opposing any repeal of legislation ; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution adopted by California State Fruit Growers’ 
and Farmers’ Convention, at Riverside, Calif., urging that Con- 
gress definitely act upon prohibition matter for the sake of grape 
growers of California; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protests of. San Diego Chamber of Commerce; Brown- 
stein-Louis Co., of Los Angeles; Kullman, Salz & Co., San 
Francisco; and Merchants’ Association of San Diego, all of 
the State of California, against repeal of daylight-saving act; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of sundry citizens of Newark, 
Bloomfield, and Orange, N..J., protesting against tax on sodas, 
soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of James H. Brown, E. H. 
Breckan, and Frederick Susser, all of Buffalo, N. Y., for the 
repeal of tax on drugs and medicines; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Christian Women’s Board of Missions of New 
York and New Jersey, for enforcement of the eighteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of the membership of the Lafayette 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of the city of Syracuse, 
N. Y., protesting against the repeal of war-time prohibition, 
and requesting that legislation be enacted to enforce both the 
war-time prohibition and the constitutional amendment on pro- 
hibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAPES: Petition of a mass meeting of all the Jews of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., protesting against the attacks upon the 
Jews in Poland and Roumania; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Memorial of sundry cit- 
izens of Nebraska, for repeal of daylight-saving law ; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Resolution by the fifty-first convention of 
Fruit Growers and Farmers of California, at Riverside, Calif., 
May 29, 1919, petitioning Congress to take immediate action on 
the question of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution from the San Francisco Labor Council, sug- 
gesting amendments to the Volstead prohibition-enforcement 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from the San Francisco Labor Council, asking 
Congress to carry out President Wilson’s recommendations re- 
garding labor in his message to the Sixty-sixth Congress; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. O°CONNELL: Petition of the Merchants’ Association 
of New York City, relating to the housing problem; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Seda Fountain Association of New York, 
against the tax on sodas, soft drinks, ice cream, etc.; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Citizens’ Committee of Polish 
Birth and Descent, relating to affairs in Poland; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of L. D. Stautt and other citizens of 
Massachusetts, against repeal of the so-called war-time prohi- 
bition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin: Petition of officers of Wis- 
coensin Anti-Saloon League, Racine Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, and 173 other societies, churches, and organizations, 
purporting to represent 228.000 citizens, requesting the continu- 
ance and enforcement of war-time prohibition and immediate 
enactment of code to enforce the eighteenth amendment to the 
Constitution ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of California State Sunday School Association, 
in session at Sacramento, and Melrose Avenue Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Los Angeles, against the repeal of war prohi- 
bition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REBER: Petition of B. S. Simonds, secretary Out- 
door Club, Pottsville, Pa., against the repeal of daylight-saving 
law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of First Baptist Church of Fred- 
ericktown, Mo., protesting against the repeal of war-time prohi- 
bition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4Aiso, petition of Jefferson County (Mo.) Auxiliary of the 
League to Enforce Peace, favoring a league to enforce peace; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of sundry citizens of New Rochelle 
and New York City, N. Y., protesting against the so-called luxury 
taxes ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Citizens’ Committee of Polish Birth 
and Descent, Philadelphia, Pa., relating to affairs in Poland; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Beekman Hill Methodist Episcopal Church, 
xeorge Adams, pastor, and 500 members, urging against repeal 
of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Retail Dry Goods Association, New 
York, and more than 1,000 others, opposing so-called luxury 
taxes ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Bloomingdale, 
N. Y., favoring prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petitions of Common Council of Rome, 
N. Y., and church and congregation of Boonville, N. Y., Baptist 
Church, against legislation removing the so-called war-emer- 
gency act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of various residents of Oriskany Falls, N. Y., 
for the immediate passage of a national prohibition enforcement 
act and protesting against repeal of the war-prohibition meas- 
ure; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of Branch 263, Na- 
tional Federation of Postal Employees, at Knoxville, Tenn., for 
an increase in salary, and request that this increase be made 
permanent July 1, 1919; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of rural carriers of Rhea and Meigs Counties, 
at Dayton, Tenn., that all postal employees be granted a sub- 
stantial increase in salaries to meet the enormous increase in 
cost of living; that rural carriers be granted a just compensa- 
tion for horse and vehicle upkeep; that a just and equitable 
retirement bill be enacted, and that time and one-half time be 
granted to all postal employees working over eight hours per 
day ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: Petitions of B. W. Russell, Enon Valley, 
Pa., Mary Miller, East Brook Grange, No. 1706, East Brook, Pa., 
and others, asking for the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition relating to the controversy between Italy and 
the Jugo-Slavs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions urging speedy enactment of a measure that 
will effectively provide for the enforcement of war-time prohi- 
bition and the national constitutional amendment; also protest- 
ing against the sale of beer and wine after July 1, 1919; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition signed by W. W. Wolfe, 289 Clay Street, 
Rochester, Pa., and others, urging the withdrawal of troops 
from Russia; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions protesting against repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Ohio: Petition of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Chureb, Sherwood, Ohio, protesting against the repeal of 
war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Salem Welsh Presbyterian Church, Vene- 
docia, Ohio, protesting against any change in prohibition laws; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Defiance County Retail Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation, Defiance, Ohio, protesting against the so-called luxury 
tax and asking for its repeal; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: Resolutions relating to the detention of 
Rev. T. A. Rahilly at Ellis Island, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Roger Casement Branch of the Friends of 
Irish Freedom, relating to the league of nations and Irish 
republic; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Roger Casement Branch of the Friends of 
Irish Freedom, against the representation of any foreign flag 
or ensign on the postage or coinage of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. VAILE: Petition of Denver Branch, Fourteenth Divi- 
sion of Railway Mail Association, asking for increase in salary ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads: 

Also, petition of Park Hill Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Denver, Colo., protesting against any removal of war-time pro- 
hibition laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Wilbur F. Steele, of University of Denver, 
against repeal of prohibition law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASON: Memorial of Advance Grance No, 20, Wil- 
ton, N. H., urging the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Concord Central Labor Union, urging 
the retention of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Tuourspar, June 12, 1919. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, Thy throne is established in the heavens. 
kingdom ruleth over all. Justice and judgment are the habita- 
tion of Thy throne. We come to Thee with the work of our 
hands, feeling our insufficiency, our proneness to err, admit- 
ting before Thee that we have come short of Thy glory. We 
pray that Thou wilt look upon us with Thine infinite compas- 
sion, and lead us, that we may measure up to the divine pur- 
pose and ever be willing to follow the divine counsel. Hear us 
to-day. Bless us, for Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. McKELLAR and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Hale 
Henderson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Kellogg Page 
Kenyon Phipps 
King Poindexter 
Kirby Reed 
La Follette Robinson 
McKellar Sheppard 
Elkins . McLean Sherman Warren 
Fernald McNary Smoot Watson 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gay] is detained on important public business. 

Mr. KING. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pirrman], the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison], the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL], and the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. KENDRICK] are detained from the Senate on official 
business, 

Mr. DIAL. 


Thy 


Ashurst 
Beckham 
Chamberlain 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 

Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 


Spencer 
Stanley 
cteeeng 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 


Newberry 
Nugent 
Overman 


I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Smiru of South Carolina] is necessarily absent on account of 


illness in his family. 
for the day. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
TowNSEND] is detained at home by the serious illness of his 
wife. 

Mr. KIRBY. I wish to announce the unavoidable absence of 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. FtercHer], the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, 
NEtson}, and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RANnspeErr], 
who are engaged in a hearing before the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
swered to the roll call. There is not a quorum present. 
Secretary will call the roll of absentees. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators and 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. Harris, and Mr. NELson answered to 
their names when called. 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. SmirH] is necessarily detained from the Senate. 

Mr. Jones of Washington, Mr. Myers, Mr. Fretcuer, Mr, 
Lenroot, Mr, PHELAN, and Mr. France entered the Chamber 
and answered to their names. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-three Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McKELLAR. I present a petition of citizens of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., now in the employ of the Standard Oil Co. of 
Louisiana, praying that six months’ pay be granted to every 
soldier, sailor, and marine. I ask that the petition, together 
with the signatures, be printed in the Recorp and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the petition, together with the sig- 
natures, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


MEMPHIS, TENN., May 26, 1919, 


I ask that this announcement may stand 


Forty-four Senators have an- 
The 


Hon. K. D. McKELLar, 
Senate, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Senator: We, the undersigned, having served our country 
in the Army, Navy, and Marines, now in the employ of the Standar 
Oil Co. of Louisiana, do hereby petition and request that you lend your 
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assistance and vote toward the passing of a pill now before Congress to 
give every soldier, sailor, and marine six months’ pay. 

Thanking you in advance for your kind consideration, we are, 

cs 

H, T. Sonnemann, yeoman, second class, United States Naval 
Reserve Force ; L. B. Hodges, second lieutenant, Infantry, 
United States Army, Machine Gun Training Center, Camp 
Hancock, Ga.; W. T. Milans, sergeant, first class, United 
States Army Base Hospital No. 57, American Expedi- 
tionary Forces; Charles J. Wright, second lieutenant, 
assigned to United States Reserves; Wallace E. Blount, 
Twenty-fourth Company, Cavalry Officers’ Training 
Sehool, Camp Gordon, Ga.; W. W. Rice, second lieu- 
tenant, Infantry Reserve Corps, United States Army, 
Camp Gordon, Ga.; alter A. Townsend, Company A, 
One hundred and thirteenth Machine Gun Battalion; 
¥, - Sera medical department, Camp Pike, Ark.; 
Arthur F. Mullikin, Battery B, One hundred and fif- 
teenth Field Artillery; Clifton G. McCormick, private, 
first class, Base Hospital No. 57; J. W. Graham, head- 
quarters detachment, Camp Jackson, S. C.; Evan C. Tifft, 
tase Hospital No. 16; R.S. King, Base Hospital No. 15; 
Gordon Gildart, sergeant, Headquarters Company, Sixth 
Field Artillery: H. J. Geiger, seaman, United States 
Naval Reserve Force. 

Mr. SHERMAN. T present a telegram from the mayor of 
Chicago protesting against the proposed increase of telephone 
rates for local service in the city of Chicago. I ask that it be 
printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

CHICAGO, ILL., June 7, 1919. 
LAWRENCE Y. SHERMAN, 
United States Senatc, Washington, D. C.: 

The Chicago Telephone Co. has issued an announcement that “ by 
direction of the Postmaster General” telephone rates will be raised in 
Chicago, effective June 16. As - represent a Chicago constituency, 
I ask you to protest against such an unjustifiable exercise of the war 
power of the Federal Government, and I suggest, further, that Congress 
take appropriate action to divest the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment of power to arbitrarily fix rates to be charged by public utilities 
for local service, which power may be abused and the interests of the 
—— sacrificed to the utility corporations. The public has a right to 

2 heard on a question of the magnitude the decision of which means 
millions of dollars to cur people. Previous efforts of the telephone 
company to raise rates have been considered by our citizens as brazen 
attempts to rob the people of Chicago. . 

WILLIAM Hate THOMPSON, Mayor. 

Mr. WARREN presented memorials of sundry Citizens of 
Johnson County and Park County, in the State of Wyoming, 
remonstrating against the proposed extension of the Yellow- 
stone National Park, which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PHIPPS presented memorials of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unions of Hotchkiss, Olathe, Julesburg, Colorado 
Springs, Las Animas, Genoa, Ouray, Walsenburg, Denver, Ster- 
ling, and Fort Morgan, all in the State of Colorado, remonstrat- 
ing against the repeal of war-time prohibition, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NEWBERRY (for Mr. TowNsenbD) presented a petition 
of sundry citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the repeal of 
the tax on ice cream, sodas, and soft drinks, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

He also (for Mr. TOWNSEND) presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Saginaw, Holton, Elk Rapids, Constantine, Yale, and 
Weston, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
repeal of war-time prohibition, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. TOWNSEND) presented a petition of Gilead 


| Grange, Ne. 400, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bronson, Mich., pray- 


ing for the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. TOWNSEND) presented.a memorial of Local 
Union No, 1330, Millmen’s Union, of Grand Rapids, Mich., re- 
monstrating against the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving 
law, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Grant County, W. Va., remonstrating against the repeal of 
war-time prohibition, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON. I have here a letter in the form of a petition 
praying for the repeal of the daylight-saving law. It is very 
short, and I ask that it be printed in the Recorp and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 


RecorpD, as follows: 
Tue AMERICAN Society or Equity, 
HASTINGS, MINN., June 6, 1919. 
Hon. KNuTE NBLSON, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: The annual convention of the Minnesota State Union 
American Society of Equity was held in St. Paul on June 5 and 4. Over 
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By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (8. 1683) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance in the 
Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 1914, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Finance. , 

A bill (S. 1684) authorizing the President to nominate and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Irvin 
Hdward Kenter, late a major in the Infantry of the United 
States Army, a major in the Infantry on the retired list, and 
increasing the retired list by one for the purposes of this act; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1685) for the relief of John C. Hesse; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING (by request) : 

A bill (S. 1686) to protect the Government of the United 
States of America, its national emblem, its securities and obli- 
gations, and its military and naval forces; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1687) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the Department of Utah, Grand Army of the Republic, one 
German machine gun; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON (for Mr. Martin): 

A bill (S. 1688) for the relief of the estate of Arthur F. 
Clift, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1689) for the relief of the widow of W. J. S. Stew- 
art; to the Committee on Claims. ; 

A bill (S. 1690) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
Tibbets (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S, 1691) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
A. Nickels; and 

A bill (S. 1692) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
PR. Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 7 

A bill (8. 1693) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Georgia ; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 52) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States giving to Congress the 
power to extend the right of suffrage to the residents of the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mt. NUGENT: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 53) for the relief of N. B. Petti- 
bone; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 54) relating to the fuel supply of 
the city of Casper, Wyo. ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 55) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States to authorize uniform laws 
on the subject of marriage and divorce, and to provide penalties 
for enforcement ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LANDS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. PHIPPS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1307) granting to the State of Colorado 
public lands to aid in the construction and maintenance of 
public roads, to promote the study of forestry, to promote the 
study and development of horticulture, and to promote vocational 
education in the State of Colorado, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE BULES. 


Mr. HALE. In compliance with the notice which I gave on 
yesterday, I submit the following resolution, and ask that it be 
read and referred to the Committee on Rules. ' 

The resolution (8S. Res. 77) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Rules, as follows : 

Resolved, That Rule VII, paragraph 1, be amended by inserting after 
“Concurrent and other resolutions,” the following : 

“ Resolutions coming over from a pre day when requested by 
the Senator introducing the same, which resolutions shall be debatable. 

‘* Motions coming over from a preceding day to discharge a commit- 
tee from the further consideration of a ill, resolution, or other mattcr 
in the hands of a committee, which motions shall be debatable.” 


PEACE POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. STERLING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
— which was read and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
elations: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the ratification of 
the terms of the treaty of including the covenant for a league of 
nations, la proposed by the allied powers and associated nations to 
Germany and to Austria should be on the following express conditions 
or reservations, to be attached to and become a part of said treaty and 
covenant, and not otherwise : 

That the United States of America, in view of their remote situation 
with reference to European States or other States of the Eastern Hemi- 
sphere and their more immediate interest in the territorial integrity 
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and free institutions of the sovercign States of the Western Hemisphere 
and policies concerning which and the cordial relations with which the 
United States will endeavor to maintain, expressly reserve to them- 
selves the right to determine, through the Congress, the justice or ex- 
pediency of any fulfillment on the part of the United ates of the 
obligations contained in or imposed by article 10 of the covenant for a 
league of nations, so far as such obligations at any time apply to the 
situation of any State or States of the Eastern Hemisphere. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. I send to the Secretary's desk an editorial 
published in a newspaper which has been sent to me by one of 
my constituents—an anonymous one, by the way—with this 
notation : 


Please read this article, by one of America’s most cnlightened think- 
ers and teachers. 


I ask that the editorial be printed in the Recorp, the name of 
no Senator except the one now having the floor to be inserted, 
wi by consent of the different Senators who are mentioned 

erein. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
article referred to will be printed in the Rrcorp. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

THE ENORMITY OF THEIR CRIMS. 
By Dr. Frank Crane. 


When a man commits a crime he never knows what its conse- 
quences will be. They may be trivial, they may be appalling. 

The universe is so complex that to throw one grain of criminal sand 
into its delicate machinery may bring unutterable ruin. 

But there are some acts of mischief whose enormity is manifest. 
Among these I know of no greater than the activities of such men 
as Senators SHERMAN, REED, and Borauw in their desperate efforts te 
defeat the ratification of the league of nations by the United States. 

Mr. Vanderlip, recently returning from Europe, has told us—and 
he is certainly an intelligent observer and of conservative temper— 
of the deplorable conditions in Europe, which are the aftermath of 
war. That Continent is completely disorganized industrially—man 
power has been alarmingly cut down. The men who survive do not 
want to work, but prefer idleness and revolt, which is the usual effect 
of war. Animals for farm work have been destroyed in the carnival 
of destruction. And Mr. Vanderlip ts not pessimistic. It is the facts 
he brings us which are pessimistic. 

Mr. Davison of the Red Cross says that we can pet conceive of the 
horror of starvation and disease that is darkening Europe. 

After war comes worse than war, even as hell follows death. 

Think of the conditions in distracted Russia, in the territory of 
the central powers! Italy, we are teld, dare not disband her army 
hecause she has ne work fer its men. England trembles upon the 
ve of revolution. 

The wayfaring man, though a fool, knows this. And every human 
being who is capable of any cerebration at all knews that there is but 
one possible re that gives any promise of preventing further 
wars, followed by further famine, pestilence, and riot. The program 
is the league of nations, 

Careful readers of the newspapers must know that, amid all that 
has been said against the league, no one has ever suggested any other 
nr the league of nations by which future wars can be pre- 
vented. 

And yet there is a lively and determined movement on the 
certain men in the United States to defeat the league! In nothing is 
the utter hideousness of partisan litics more apparent than in this 

tacle of men who, to gain partisan advantage, are willing to bring 

e human race to ruin. 

Bad as this war is, all scientific thinkers are agreed that it was 
mild indeed compared to what the next war will be, unless by some 
league of nations it can be obviated. 

woking at all this, | would deliberately say that I would rather 
take my stand with Judas Iscariot, with Abdul the Damned, with the 
members of that vile court that sentenced Joan of Arc to flames, with 
John Wilkes Booth, or Charles J. Guiteau, than line up with a pur- 
pose so diabolical, so far-reaching in its mischievous effects as that 
of defeating the league of nations. For it means to put out the only 
—_ that glimmers in the darkness of the world, to wreck the only 
lifeboat Jaboring to the rescue of humanity. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The substance of the article is printed on 
the editorial page, that all who are opposed to the league of na- 
tions are committing an enormous offense. They are classified 
with various historical characters from Judas Iscariot down to 
a number of modern assassins. Ordinarily I pay no attention to 
this kind of an article, but it represents a type of a certain class 
of critics in this country, Mr. President, and so long as it men- 
tions myself and other Senators by name, I feel inclined to insert 
in the ConGressionar. RecorD my reply to all of them in order to 
Save correspondence. 

The article in question is by Dr. Frank Crane. Frank Crane 
was once a minister of the Gospel. As such he ranked as a 
doctor of divinity. Abandoning the ministry, he wrote books, 
essays, on almost everything, raged on the lecture platform for 
hire, and precipitated himself into unorthodox controversy on 
every subject that agitated the public mind. Like a lawyer, 
he must be retained before he discovers the merits of his sub- 
ject. He is an author belonging, among other clubs, to the Lambs’ 
Club, in New York City, a club of authors. So long as he is a 
“Lamb” in good standing, I conceive it to be my duty and 
my privilege to shear the aforesaid lamb now, as it is early in the 
spring. His books, which I have had the pleasure and some- 
times the pain of reading, give no promise of lighting his name 
down to future generations. As a chronicler of current events, 
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it is my duty to embalm this insect in the amber of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp. Posterity may thereby’ gaze upon him 
properly preserved in the queen’s English and visible in his 
natural state. 

In the ex-doctor’s random lambasting of everybody and what- 
ever he chances to have his enmity directed against, he has been 
on all sides of most questions, and has criticized in language 
far from churchly many men in public and private life. He 
wrote a book called the “ Religion of To-morrow.” It suits him 
exactly. Most of the doctor’s religion is of to-morrow rather 
than of to-day or of present practice. Another, two years later, 
entitled “ Human Confession,” is enough to make Rousseau wish 
he had never confessed anything. The same year, 1911, wit- 
nessed the birth of “God and Democracy.” The good doctor 
thinks this is the league of nations coupled with the peace treaty, 
although he has never read the combination of both unless he 
has found it recently in the Concresstonat Recorp. “ Just 
Human,” in 1915, suggests plagiarism from Nietzsche. “Adven- 
tures in Common Sense” and the “ Looking Glass,” in 1916- 
17, show the utter futility of titles to mere books indicating 
in title or text much about their author. The whole series, as 
well as the author, is fitly described by the title of another book, 
known as “Lame and Lovely.” Let the ex-doctor of divinity 
rest in peace under this alliterative and descriptive phrase. 

Ordinarily the man who dedicates himself in earlier life to the 
salvation of souls and abandons that salvation later convicts 
himself of caring more for the emoluments of the lecture plat- 
form and syndicated sensational press articles than he does for 
the spiritual welfare of his brethren. Whosoever devotes his 
life to the spiritual service of his fellowmen and follows it faith- 
fully to the end is the best of the human race. There is no purer, 
holier character; no more exalted soul hallows the earth with 
his unselfish presence; but the charlatan who, having left the 
pulpit, skulks behind it to sanctify his carnal misdeeds or give 
respectability to his degenerate emotions excites pity or con- 
tempt according to his mentality. One who deserts the holy 
calling of the church is apt to keep his sacerdotal robes well in 
front to cover any malevolent atrocity he commits. Many 
demons originally were fallen angels, all of whom in the science 
of demonology and in literature down io Milton’s Paradise 
Lost and Paradise Regained prate much of their former life 
in the abode of the saints. So doth the good doctor. The good 
Crane always hangs out the “doctor” before his name to ad- 
vertise his former sanctity and lend respectability to his worldly 
villianies. We are justified in believing the word “ doctor” to 
refer to his former title of doctor of divinity, for no one in his 
right mind, after reading his books or weighing his system of 
morals, would ever suspect him of being a doctor of literature 
or anything else recognized in the world of learning. 

A peculiarity of this type is their infallibility in all secular 
affairs. Their word must be accepted as final. A refusal con- 
signs the recalcitrant to utter abomination and woe. It is 
sometimes difficult to separate the doctor’s maledictions as a 
modern Jeremiah and seer from the plain hack writer at so 
much per column. The infallible Dr. Crane reverts to type in 
the article referred to, delivering the Senators opposing the 
league to a lurid inferno bounded only by his limited vocabulary 
and knowledge of history. Here our apprehension is aroused 
lest the doctor lapse into the rich expressive vernacular of the 
unredeemed or an apoplexy if his neurotic delirium continues. 
An ex-clergyman is universally allowed to possess authority to 
plunge his fellow men into a gulf of bottomless infamy. Having 
lived on familiar terms with perdition before he forsook the 
pulpit, because he was orthodox, even as one of the laity he still 
knows .who ought to be delivered over to the buffetings of 
satan. I am content to let the versatile Crane keep company 
with the obsequious Taft. For our absent President they are 
the Timothy Crabshaw and Jeremy Diddler of his administra- 
tion. A noble pair, indeed, are they. If the league be defeated, 
the spectacle of these two worthies weeping on each other’s 
neck will meit a world in convulsive tears. Even the German 
will pause in sheltering himself behind the 14 points long enough 
to remark the harrowing scene. 

I rejoice, Mr. President, that I can not meet the ex-doctor of 
divinity on his own level of epithets. His anathemas against 
the Senators who decline to accept without knowing the con- 
tents all coming from Paris via the President and Col. House 
neither convince nor terrify. His articles so bristle with lan- 
guage permissible only to a reformed clergyman that I forbear 
quotations. It is sufficient to say that death, hades, oblivion, 
the person totally void of understanding designated by a short 
Middle English word, hideous partisanship, treason, and as many 
unsavory characters as he can ransack from his memory, rang- 
ing from Judas Iscariot to several well-known modern assassins 
have honorable mention over such Senators. I shall await fur- 
ther developments with a mild degree of curiosity tempered 
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with anxiety for the reverend doctor’s health, because the furi- 
ous Crane and I were once neighbors when in his more godly 
days he occupied a-Chicago pulpit. Chicago was too slow for 
the doctor. He emigrated to the East where social relaxation 
consequent on a more Bohemian life of letters and berating 
chosen sinners is more liberal. A habitat where garments are 
changed oftener before taking nourishment appeals to the doc- 
tor. Since he separated himself from holy orders we have been 
going in opposite directions at a high rate of speed. Because 
of parliamentary rules insisted on in this body I am unable to 
say which way the doctor is headed or his ultimate destination, 
to which I earnestly exhort him to go. _[Laughter.] 


CONSTRUCTION OF FOREIGN SHIPS IN AMERICAN YARDS, 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Calendar No. 9, being Senate bill 1274. 
This is a bill which passed the Senate at the last session. Under 
the law as it now exists it is unlawful to construct or to enter 
into a contract for the construction of a ship for foreign account 
without permission of the Shipping Board or of the President. 
The Committee on Commerce have gone into the matter very 
thoroughly, and have reported this bill. The administration has 
no objection to it, and the Shipping Board has gone as far as 
it can by issuing an order that any such contract shall now 
be approved immediately upon presentation. ‘This bill simply, 
in a legislative way, removes the legislative restrictions making 
such action unlawful. I hope the Senate will favorably act 
upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1274) making it un- 
necessary to secure permits from the United States Shipping 
Board for the construction of ships in American shipyards for 
foreign account, which had been reported from the Committee 
on Conimerce with an amendment, in line 6, after the word 
“ shipyards,” to insert “ except for alien enemies or alien enemy 
countries,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall 
not be necessary to secure a permit from any governmental agency to 
enter into a contract for the construction of ships for a i account 
in American shipyards, except for alien enemies or alien enemy 
countries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I do not rise to oppose the 
bill, but, on the contrary, am in favor of it. I wish simply to 
observe that every country in the world, I believe, is limiting 
the construction of ships in their own shipyards to their own 
people or subjecting it to some control by some agency of the 
respective governments. I think it was good policy for us to 
have legislated as we did originally on this subject and leave 
this matter somewhat in the control of the Shipping Board, be- 
cause of the fact that we needed all of our resources, all of our 
labor, and all of our material in the construction of ships for 
the Government and for our own people. I think now we have 
the opportunity of establishing the industry of shipbuilding in 
this country permanently and on a scale heretofore unknown, 
and that throwing open the American yards, which are greater 
in number and contain more shipways than will be needed for 
Government work and enabling them to take contracts for 
foreign account as well as for domestic account, is a wise thing 
to do. That is the purpose of the proposed legislation. The 
effect of it will be no longer to require that any proposals or 
contracts of that sort will be submitted to any agency of the 
Government, but that the yards will be free to make such con- 
tracts as they may wish to make on such terms as they can best 
obtain. It is somewhat a change of policy, but, under present 
circumstances, I believe that it is perhaps the wise thing to do. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill making it un- 
necessary to secure permits from any governmental agency for 
the construction of ships in American shipyards for foreign ac- 
count, except for alien enemies or alien enemy countries.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 641, the unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 641) to 
amend section 10 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
operation of transportation systems while under Federal control, 
for the just compensation of their owners, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 21, 1918. 


Is there objection to the present 
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Mr. KELLOGG. 


Mr. President, I hope the- Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. McKetiar] will not press his amendment. 
There is this distinction between the interstate rates and the 
intrastate rates which are in existence: Interstate rates are 
created by Federal authority, and no one, I think, will claim 
that those rates do not continue until they are changed by Fed- 


eral authority. As to the intrastate rates which existed be- 
fore the war, many of them were created by statute and others 
pursuant to statutory authority. I believe there are some 10 
or 12 States which have 2-cent passenger rates, Now, what- 
ever may be said about the increase of rates, it would be abso- 
lutely disastrous for the Federal Government automatically to 
have such rates come into existence when this bill is enacted 
into law. 

Does the Senator realize the condition of the railroads to- 


day? I am speaking as a friend of local administration in the 
States. I believe in maintaining local administration, for I do 


not believe that people should be required to come to Wash- 
ington to settle all these questions of police regulations applying 
to the railroads in the various States. If the railroads are 
turned back to their private owners in their present condition, it 
is a conservative estimate that more than half of them will be 
in the hands of receivers within 60 days, involving more than 
ten billions of property. Such a disaster should be prevented 
if possible. Permit me to remind the Senator of the earnings 
of the railroads to-day in the hands of the Government. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
there? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes. ¢ 

Mr. McKELLAR. The intrastate rates are comparatively a 
small portion of the entire freight rates of the income of the 
railroads. That is true, is it not? They are comparatively 
small, about 10 per cent. Then, if it is going to bring calamity 
to the railroads to restore this 10 per cent at this time, why 
does the Senator favor the bill for restoring 90 per cent to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission? 

Mr. KELLOGG. We do not propose to restore any rates by 
this legislation. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. But we are restoring the right of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission over freight rates that it had 
exercised before the wat measure which turned the railroads 
over to the Government. 

Mr. KELLOGG. No; we are simply transferring the power 
from one Federal agency or authority to another. The inter- 
state rates already established do not require any aflirmative 
action of the commission to continue them. ‘They continue as 
a matter of law until the Interstate Commerce Commission 
changes them. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Was it the opinion of the Railroad Ad- 


ministration or its representatives who came before the com- 
mittee that the administration would be helped by this trans- 
fer of authority over rates to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No one representing the Railroad Adminis- 
tration appeared before the committee on this particular ques- 
tion during the last hearing. 

Mr. McKELLAR, There were no hearings on this bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Hearings were held, of course, during the 
last session of Congress. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Do I understand that the committee did 
not have representatives of the Railroad Administration be- 
fore it? 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
the present session. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Then the committee did not have the Rail- 
road Administration before it on this particular question of 
restoring the power over rates to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not on that question alone. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But the Senator from Tennessee can find no 
satisfaction in that, because the predecessor of the present 
Director General was before the committee on this identical bill, 
and I inquired of him especially in respect to it, and the matter 
was very fairly developed. To be perfectly candid, the former 
Director General was very much opposed to the bill. 

Mr. McKELL/ 2. That is the point I was trying to bring out. 
Why was the Director General opposed to the bill? 

Mr. CUMMINS. He was opposed to withdrawing from him- 
self'any power whatever. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I misunderstood the Senator from Tennessee. 
I thought he referred to hearings during the last week. 

Mr. CUMMINS. No; we have had no hearings in the last 
week or 10 days. 


During the previous session, but not during | 
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Mr. McKELLAR. The reason I asked the question was be- 
cause the Senator from Minnesota is arguing the matter here in. 
behalf of the Railroad Administratidn, and I thought perhaps 
he was speaking without full knowledge of what had actually 
=~ place. That was the reason of my calling his attention 
to it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I was referring to the last week. 

Here is another situation: Suppose the freight rates which 
were established by statute prior to the war and Federal admin- 
istration were automatically effective during the period of 
Government possession and control. The railroads can not bring 
a suit to set aside those statutes or orders on the ground that 
they confiscate their property under the Constitution of the 
United States, because their property is in the hands of the 
Government, and they are not interested in the earnings, the 
Government alone being concerned. Shall we force the passage 
of a bill restoring State rates and force the Federal Government 
to sue a State to set aside rates? It can not be done. For the 
short time the railroads are to remain under Government con- 
trol and management it is my view that the Government througi 
some agency should have complete control. I am not arguing 
as to what may happen when the railroads are returned to their 
owners. Then, of course, the companies may resort to the 
courts for relief and protection. 

The present condition of the railroads in this country is, I 
think, rather appalling. The rates have been raised substan- 
tially 25 per cent, yielding in revenue between $900,000,000 and 
$1,000,000,000 a year, which has all been absorbed, and more, 
too, simply to meet wage demands, to say nothing about other 
increases in operating expenses. During the year 1917 the 
Government guaranty was approximately $900,000,000 to all 
of the class 1 railroads in the United States, being the ayerage 
of the preceding three years’ earnings; but in 1918 the railroads 
failed to earn that guaranty, suffering: a deficit between $225,- 
000,000 and $250,000,000, and during the last four months they 
have lost $250,000,000 more. 

That is not all. I have here a quotation from a letter by Mr. 
Prouty, the accounting officer of the Railroad Administratior, 
written to the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee, 
in which he says: 

If the result of the first three months of the present year be taken as 
an index, the Government will not earn what it would be paying for the 
use of these properties by from $500,000,000 to $800,000,000 in 1919. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator if 
the Railroad Administration does not feel that its revenues will 
be decreased with the passage of this bill unamended? In other 
words, if, by the passage of this bill, the right to control rates 
is restored to the Interstate Commerce Commission, will that 
not take away from the Director General of Railroads the right 
to fix rates and thereby decrease the revenues of the Govern- 
ment in the operation of the railroads during the remainder of 
this year? Is not that their contention? 

Mr, KELLOGG. I do not think so. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does not the Senator think that 
would be the legitimate effect of the passage of this bill? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not at all. I can not conceive that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission or any intelligent man, in 
view of the present operating expenses of the Railroad Admin- 
istration, could for a moment think of reducing rates; but the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee automatically puis 
in force a number of statutes which the States might not 
pass now—I presume that they would not—but which are already 
in existence; that is the trouble. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Why does the Railroad Administration not 
approve of this bill as it is written, without amendment? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I presume the Railroad Administration 
would much prefer—I think that is their position—to have the 
entire power in the hands of the Director General. . I wish to say 
frankly to the Senator from Tennessee that during the remain- 
der of the Government administration of the railroads I for 
one am willing to leave it there; but there has been a great 
deal of complaint about the relative adjustment of rates, much 
more than there has been with regard to the amount of the 
rates; and it is impossible for one man to adjust all of these 
rates without the aid of a commission whose long experience 
and knowledge enable it to settle these differences. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator yield right there? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Then, if the Senator’s reasoning is cor- 
rect in that respect, ought we not to have the advantage of the 
various State commissions in order to adjust rates? 
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Mr. KELLOGG. The objection is not interposed to the State 
comnissions, but the Senator proposes automatically to cause 
a reduction of rates all over the country in accordance with 
statutes and orders which now exist, and the Railroad Admin- 
istration, in behalf of the United States Government, will be 
compelled to ask the legislatures of the various States to repeal 
their laws and the commissions to change their orders. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nessee whether he has any reason to believe that the present 
Director General is opposed to this bill? 

Mr. MCKELLAR. I have never talked to him about the mat- 
ter at all, but IT can easily see that he would object to the 
delegation of this authority to some commission which may 
regulate the rates so that his administration would not receive 
as much revenue from the operation of the railroads while he 
has charge of them. I imagine, without knowing, for I have 
never talked with him or with anyone else about it, that he 
feels that he can not make as much revenue if the right to 
regulate 90 per cent of the rates of this country is taken away 
from him. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 
knows, I presume, that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
has the right to regulate rates. That right never was taken 
away from it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It has the right to regulate rates, but it 
has not the right to initiate rates. The Director General has, 
under the present law, the right to initiate rates; and that 
means to make them higher when he wants to do so; and he 
has done so time and again. 

Mr. CUMMINS. And he will have the same right under this 
bill if it becomes a law. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But the rates so fixed will be subject to 
the approval of the Interstate Commerce Commission; other- 
wise there would be no reason for passing this measure. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That is to say, the Interstate Commerce 
Commission would have the right to suspend the rates before 
they go into force. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Had the Senator from Tennessee been here 
yesterday when the Senator from Utah [Mr. Krne] and myself 
were discussing the maéter, he would have heard what I said 
with regard to my own conversation with the present Director 
General about this bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I did not hear the Senator yesterday, and 
will be glad to hear him now. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no reason to believe that he is op- 
posed to the bill. He has not made any objection to it, so far 
as I know. If the Senator from Minnesota will permit me a 
word further, the only question the Director General ever asked 
me about the bill, although he knew I was the author of it and 
knew I was pressing it, was this: ‘‘ Do you intend to try to take 
away from the President the right to control intrastate rates?” 
I told him there was no such purpose on my part, and that 
seemed to be entirely satisfactory to him. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, just a word further about 
the expenses of the railroads. It is not alone the increase 
in wages which has so greatly increased operating expenses; it 
is because of the increase in nearly every item under the inter- 
state commerce clussification of expenses of the railroad com- 
panies. According to the report of Mr. Hines, filed with the com- 
mittee in January, 1919, there were 139,846, or substantially 
140,000, more railroad employees, transacting less business, than 
there were in December, 1917, under private management; 
and, as nearly as one can determine, that means $210,000,000, 
which is 3 per cent on every dollar of capital stock of all the 
railroads in the United States. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield further to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no doubt that the Senator’s figures 
are accurate, but I am wondering why the committee does not 
bring in a bill here to restore the railroads to their owners and 
let us be done with the matter. I think it ought to be done. 
I wish to vote for a bill that will restore the railroads to private 
ownership. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I shall tell the Senator why the committee 
has not done it. The committee sat nearly every day for two 
months during the last session of Congress hearing the testi- 
mony of railway representatives, security holders, representa- 
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tives of communities, traflic associations, farmers, 1: »r associa- 
tions, and all classes of associations entitled to be heard. Full 
hearings were given. The committee has within a few days taken 
up the subject. Does the Senator realize the tremendous im- 
portance and character of such legislation—that if the railroads 
were turned back as we turned back the telephone companies, 
half of them or more would be in the hands of receivers within 
60 days? Such a course is impossible. It would be a most 
serious public offense to wreck transportation systems by any 
such act. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator think that the telegraph 
and telephone companies are going into the hands of receivers 
because they are turned back? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No. They have not suffered as the railroads 
have suffered. Their operating expenses have not been in- 
creased to any such extent as those of the railway lines. 

I did not intend to discuss this question at this time, but I 
should like to have the Senate understand the condition of the 
railroads of the United States. I am having compiled a state- 
ment showing not what the Government paid them but the 
actual earnings during 1918 and during the last three or four 
months. Let me remind the Senator of a few of such cases; and 
I shall not take extreme cases. 

I will take first the Pennsylvania Railroad system, which, I 
think, no one will claim is excessively capitalized and which I 
think everyone will admit has always been a fairly model rail- 
road. 

The Government’s guaranty to the Pennsylvania system for 
1918 was $65,992,740. The Pennsylvania Railroad actually 
earned $22,428,838, and it lacked $31,756,909 of earning its 
ordinary dividend of 5 per cent. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does not the Senator think that that 
affords a very cogent reason why the Government should turn 
over these railroads to their owners? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, it does, just as soon as we can pass 
legislation which will provide for their proper control. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield for a question. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. What is the basis upon which that re- 
muneration is determined? 

Mr. KELLOGG. It was the average three-year earnings pre- 
ceding the war, which was fixed by Congress as the standard 
return. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I knew that that was the maximum 
amount authorized by the act of Congress, but I did not know 
whether or not the Director General had exercised the full maxi- 
mum privilege. 

Mr. KELLOGG. He has. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Is the Senator in possession of information 
as to what percentage that will amount to upon the investment? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will give the Senator the percentage. It 
was only a little more than the interest upon the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co.’s bonds, which do not amount to a third of the 
value of the property; and it was about, as I remember, 2 per 
cent on its total property value. 

I also have the Pennsylvania Railroad Co.’s earnings for the 
year and three months of Government control. The total deficit 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. during that time was &39.- 
000,000, and its net operating income for 1918 was less than 2 
per cent of its total property investment. If the Pennsylvania 
Railroad was turned back under those conditions, it could not 
pay the interest on its bonds which are outstanding, and no one 
questions that those bonds equal not more than 33} per cent of 
the value of the property. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator think the Government 
ought to continue to make up this deficit, or does he think that 
the Government should interpose and aid the Pennsylvania 
Railroad in any way in earning full interest on its bonds and 
dividends on its stock? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Who has caused this deficit? Not the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, but the Government. When posses- 
sion of the roads was assumed by the Government the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad was earning its interest and over 5 per cent upon 
its stock. The Government has increased its operating ex- 
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penses, which are a charge ahead of its mortgage, so that it 
can not recover; and the Government has no right to take 
over the property of a railroad company, increase its operating 
expenses, make it bankrupt, and then discard it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
again? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield. 

Mzu. McKELLAR. I take it that there is no difference of 
opinion about the deficit that has already been caused by Gov- 
ernment operation ; but is there any reason why the Government 
should continue in the future to guarantee to the Pennsylvania 
Railroad that it shall earn the interest on its bonds and divi- 
dends on its stock? Does the Senator take that position? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No; I am not in favor of any such Govern- 
ment guaranty. The Government’s guaranty ceases when the 
railroads are turned back, as soon as we can draft proper 
legislation; but I desire in a few instances to remind the Sen- 
ator of the condition which would exist if these railroads, after 
the Government has increased their operating expenses to such 
an abnormal extent, were returned. If we should say, “ You 
can take your property and take care of it,” it would not only 
be bad judgment, ruinous to the finances of the country, but it 
would be dishonest.. No private individual would think of doing 
such a thing, and the Government will not think of doing it. 

Take the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad, a great 
system in my section, which for many years was considered 
one of the safest and best-managed railroads in the country. 
Its average earnings for the three years preceding the war were 
$27,594,551. That is its contract with the Government. It 
actually earned, under the operating expenses imposed upon it 
by the Government, $3,643,192, and its bond interest was over 
$17,000,000. It earned practically nothing on its bond interest. 

Take the Chicago & North Western. The Chicago & North 
Western Railroad is one of the oldest and one of the best-man- 
aged and lowest-capitalized railroads in this country. The 
present head of that company—I say “ head of the company ”; 
he is now the head of the corporation, but he has not anything 
to do with Government management—Mr. Marvin Hughitt, has 
been president of the Chicago & North Western Railroad for more 
than 40 years. I have known him intimately during that time. 
No one ever claimed that that company had any watered stock 
or that it was not honestly and well managed; and now let us 
look at it. Its dividends are moderate. It lacked $8,340,628 of 
earning its dividends last year. Its total Government guaranty 
was $23,201,016. It actually earned about half that—$12,441,- 
437—and it is doubtful if the North Western Road at its present 
rate of earnings could pay the interest on its bonded indebted- 
ness if it were relinquished, because its condition in the last 
four months is worse than it was during last year. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an inquiry 
there, just for information? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Is the deplorable condition of these roads the 
result of the diversion of traffic from them to other systems, 
or is it largely due to the increased expenses of operation owing 
to mismanagement or maladministration or incompetency, or to 
what would the Senator attribute this condition? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I attribute it principally to the enormous in- 
crease of operating expenses in all branches of the administra- 
tion, increase of compensation of employees, increase of ex- 
penses of material and supplies, increase in the number of the 
employees, and—a thing which I believe to be inevitable—a de- 
crease in efficiency due to Government operation. 

I stated when the bill was before the Senate in February, 
1918, that there was no necessity for assuming control of the 
railroads of this country; that the administration of the rail- 
road officials during eight or nine months of the war in 1917 
had been efficient, and had enormously increased transportation 
without increasing the cost. 

You can not take a great business such as involves the rail- 
roads of this country and make it prosperous and efficient unless 
you have behind it the enterprise, the incentive, and the in- 
genuity of men. I prefer no charges against any of the gentle- 
men who are operating these roads on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. 'The system is inefficient and impossible. The Govern- 
ment has increased and doubled the operating expenses; and 
while the rates have been increased, they have been wholly in- 
adequate to meet the enormous operating expenses. There are 
only two courses open to Congress. The Congress must con- 
Sider the whole subject, and return the railroads under a sys- 
tem of strict Federal control, which I am in favor of, which will 
permit them to benefit by the competitive and individual enter- 
prise of the American people, or the Government must perpetu- 
ate the inefficiency by purchasing the roads and meeting the 
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deficits, which it alone could do. I am in favor of strict Gov- 
ernment control, particularly with regard to the issuance of 
stocks and securities, and I also favor giving the commission 
the sole power to fix minimum as well as maximum rates, pre- 
serving, however, the competitive system of operation, and in- 
fusing railroad management with the enterprise and ingenuity 
of the American people. 

I also believe in local administration, but I ask the Senator to 
give the Congress an opportunity to solve the most difficult 
financial problem that ever confronted the American people, 
which has been created by the inordinate desire of the Federai 
Administration to control the business of the country, upon the 
theory that Government control transcends private management, 
which is a fallacy. 

I shall not consider the condition of all the companies. I do 
not know whether there has been favoritism shown or not. 
The transcontinental railroads, the Union Pacific and the Santa 
Fe and some of the other companies, have shown better re- 
sults, but a great many of the large and well-managed railroads 
of the United States are not earning to-day, under the present 
Government rate of expenses, their interest, or any more than 
their fixed charges. For instance, the New Haven Railroad, 
without paying a dollar of dividends, last year lacked $7,521,859 
in its earnings to cover operating expenses and interest on its 
bonds and fixed charges. No one claims that that road is 
bonded for its value. 

I do not believe that it serves the interests of the American 
people to have a great Government bureau in Washington super- 
vising the railroads of this country. I-am in entire harmony 
with the views of the chairman as he expressed them yesterday. 
The Federal Government must have control of the interstate 
rates, and I can see no objection to that control being placed in 
the hands of a commission which knows the conditions as they 
exist. I am willing to leave it where it is. 

oan KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that the passage of 
this bill may delay somewhat action by the committee of which 
he is a member in restoring the railroads to private ownership, 
or at least in adopting some different and better plan of man- 
agement and control than that which now prevails? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not see how it can affect it in the 
least, one way or the other. ' 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, with the Senator’s permis- 
sion I will state that the committee of which I am chairman 
will work every available hour until it is able to present to the 
Senate a plan of readjustment and reorganization which it be- 
lieves will accomplish the purposes which the American people 
so sincerely want. 

Mr. KING. Iam sure, if the Senator will pardon me, that he 
and his committee will be doing a great public service, and 
none greater can be done at the present time. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Utah, I hope, will re- 
member this: Including the plans put before the committec 
and those that have been submitted to me personally, I have had 
more than 30 distinct and complete plans for the readjustment 
of the relations between the Government and the railroads, or 
the reorganization which it is thought must be made. 

Mr. KING. I have no doubt that every crank and faddist in 
the country is here to advise the committee. 

Mr. WATSON. Yes; but if the Senator will permit me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do. 

Mr. WATSON. Not only the cranks and the faddists, but men 
engaged in the railroad business, *railroad presidents, railroad 
managers, men connected with the Railroad Administration, 
men representing every phase of railroad activity, have differ- 
ent plans for the reorganization of the service. We all under- 
stand that it would be what I consider the very height of folly 
to cast these railroads back without suitable legislation, because, 
as the Senator has already said, it would undoubtedly throw 
50 per cent of the railroads of the United States into the hands 
of a receiver within 60 days, and no power could prevent the 
precipitation of a panic in the United States such as has not 
cursed this country for many years in the past; and, therefore, 
there must be wise and salutary legislation before this step can 
be taken. Under these circumstances, as the Senator has so 
well said, it is the duty of this committee to sit day after day, 
until to the best of our knowledge and ability this question shall 
have been solved, and until we shall have presented to this body 
the result of that deliberation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I yield for a question. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will yield for that purpose, 
I desire to ask the chairman of the committee a question. I 
can understand the difficulties of this situation, and I can under- 
stand the great amount of work that it will require and the 
very considerable time that will have to be given to it, so that 
the railroads may be retransferred in a fair and just and 
equitable way, taking into consideration their own interests and 
the local and all other interests; but can the Senator from 
Towa, the chairman of the committce, inform us about when we 
may expect action by the committee on the matter of restoring 
the railroads to their owners? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I can not with any accuracy, Mr. President. 
I shall be very much disappointed if we are not adle to present 
a plan or present the legislation that in our view will accom- 
plish the purpose early enough to have it acted upon during the 
present year. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Chicago Great Western Railroad Co.,. 
with a line about 1,500 miles in length, extending west from 
Chicago, has a bonded indebtedness, as I remember, of about 
$25,000 a mile. Its total net earnings last year under the Rail- 
read Administration were $21,457. I understand that the presi- 
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the ist of January—you return them mortgaged with operating 
expenses which the companies are absolutely incapable of 
liquidating. Nothing is more difficult to reduce than the operat- 
ing expenses of a railroad, which must be met before they can 
pay their interest ; and the country can not afford to revise those 
rates during the period of Government operation. 

As I stated yesterday, when the Pennsylvania Railroad and 
the Chicago & North Western Railroad—undercapitalized, con- 
servatively managed—would be compelled to default on their 
interest if they were turned back to-day, the Congress and the 
country ought to realize the calamitous results of Government 
operation. This Congress has no more difficult question to-day 
to solve among all its vast economic problems than that involv- 
ing the return of the railroads to their owners and again enlist- 
ing the enterprise, ingenuity, and initiative of American men 
and averting total bankruptcy and disaster. We must not 
overlook the fact that railroad bonds—I mean first-class, prior- 
lien bonds—which for years had been the best security in this 
country, are held by the hundreds of millions by savings banks— 
in the case of the savings banks of Connecticut 32 per cent are 
railroad securities—and by insurance and trust companies, in 
which all the people are interested. The Comptroller of the 


dent of the road claims that it was $61,000, which yields prac- | Currency has been compelled to permit national banks to list 


tically nothing on its bonds. 
with enormous operating expenses. 

{At this point Mr. Kexoce yielded the floor for the day.] 

Thursday, June 12, 1919. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned 
last evening I had practically completed the remarks I intended 
to make upon this bill. I have, however, been requested to 
place in the Recorp the statements showing actual earnings of 
several companies to which I referred yesterday, which contain 
evidence that many of the leading conservative railroads of 
this country are not earning to-day the interest on their bonded 
indebtedness, without regard to the dividends which they have 
paid for many years. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. Has the Senator any figures showing how 
much the Railroad Administration would lose if the regulation 
of intrastate rates were restored to State control? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I have not the figures. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Has the Senator any view about how much 
would be lost? It was stated here yesterday by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Cumartns] that there would be a very great loss 
to the Railroad Administration if the regulation of intrastate 
rates were restored to State control; and I was wondering if 
the Senator had the figures, or anything approximating them. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no positive or definite information 
upon that point, but I think I can suggest an estimate that will 
be fairly accurate. I believe upon the whole the revenues of 
the railroads derived from intrastate business are about one- 
fifth of the entire revenues. I state that from the merest recol- 
lection, because I have not examined the reports recently upon 
that point. If that be true, it will work out in this way: 

In the year 1918, the first year of Federal control, the rail- 
roads earned four billions nearly nine hundred millions of dol- 
lars. If one-fifth of those revenues were derived from what is 
called intrastate traffic, the result would be that about a billion 
dollars came from that source. If we may assume that the in- 
creases that were made by the Director General averaged 20 
per cent upon the State rates as well as upon the interstate 
rates, the amount of the increase upon State rates would be in 
the neighborhood of $200,000,000; and if the State rates were 
restored immediately upon the passage of this bill, the Govern- 
ment would lose in revenue something like $200,000,000 per year. 
In view of the facts which are now being stated by the Senator 
from Minnesota, and which I outlined yesterday—namely, that 
we lost in 1918 $240,000,000, and that we are losing now at the 
rate of more than $700,000,000 per year—the effect upon the 
Treasury of the United States of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee can be readily seen. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from 
Iowa for that statement. I wish to remind the Senate that 
owing to the enormous increase of operating expenses the Gov- 
ernment is pow losing anywhere from five to eight hundred mil- 
lion dollars per year, as estimated by the expert of the Rail- 
road Administration, Mr. Prouty ; but that is not the most seri- 
ous phase of the question. I suppose the taxpayers of the 
country must meet the deficit, but if you turn the railroads 
back—and they must be returned soon; the President advises 


That is a result of mortgaging it | the bonds regardless of the market quotations. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 


| question? 


Mr. KELLOGG. § Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If the situation is so serious, why do you 
attempt to disarrange it by making such a fundamental change 
as that contemplated in this bill? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not think this bill makes any par- 


| ticular change. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. You deprive the Railroad Administration 
of its authority over rate making. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iam perfectly willing to leave it where it 
is. I-should be very glad to do so, I will say to the Senator. 
Iam not anxious to have it changed, but I do not want it made 
any worse, and I want the Senate to understand and the people 
to undersiand the problem which has developed from the rail- 
road situation in this country. The railroads must be placed 
where they can earn a fair income on their value, obtain money 
enough to furnish satisfactory transportation, make extensions 
and betterments sufficient to meet the demands of this country, 
or our commerce will suffer as a consequence. 

The railroads are the arteries which carry the lifebleed of 
our commerce, and nothing is more important than that we 
adopt a policy which is wise and conservative and adequate for 
the needs of the country. 

Let us consider the Rock Island, which was considered one 
of the overeapitalized lines; but it has been reorganized and 
its capitalization reduced so that to-day it is conservative and 
a good railroad system. Its guaranty by the Government was 
$15,883,891 for the year 1918. It actually earned only $9,118,- 
405, which about equals the interest on its bonds, to say noth- 
ing of interest on the unfunded debt, rentals “or leased prep- 
erties, or dividends. No one will claim that the Rock Island 
read’s value is represented by its bonds. It earned a little 
mere than half of its guaranty. 

The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha is one of the 
very best lines of railroad in my section. Its guaranty for 
1918 was $4,934,790, its actual earnings $2,624,720, and with its 
income from sources other than transportation it earned only 
$2,460,040. Its bond interest alone was $2,260,475, approximat- 
ing the amount of its earnings, with no dividends; and that road 
has paid 5 or 6 per cent dividends since I can remember. 

The same is true of the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. 
Marie. 

I ask permission, without further comment, to have these 
statements printed in the Rrcorp at the end of my remarks, 
{See Appendix A.J 

As I said yesterday, the rates have been increased about 25 
per cent and with no particular increase in the business. Class 
1 roads earned approximately $900,000,000 more in 1918 than 
they earned in 1917 under private management, while the 
actual net earning was about $300,000,000 less. There is a 
change of over twelve hundred million dollars in the operation 
of railroads whose gross earnings approximated $5,000,000,000, 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. The amount stated by the Senator as being the- 
increased earnings, I suppose, was the gross earnings? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes; the gross earnings. 

Mr. KING. And they were based entirely upon the increase 
in rates and business, 
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Mr. KELLOGG. There was not much increase in business 
in 1918. In fact, the business is less now than it was in 1917. 

Mr. KING. Was there anything before the committee to in- 
dicate whether or not the Railroad Administration is now rout- 
ing freight over certain favored lines, if I may be permitted that 
expression, with an apparent discrimination against other lines? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No; there was no testimony to that effect 
before the committee. As I said yesterday there are some 
roads that have not suffered so much. The roads generally in 
the southern district south of the Ohio River, as well as some 
of the transcontinental roads in the West, have done very well, 
but in districts where traffic is heavy, where the population 
is most dense, where you would expect the roads with increased 
business to have improved earnings, their operating expenses 
have so enormously increased that their actual earnings have 
very greatly decreased, and such is their present condition that 
if they were turned back to-day many of them, as I said before, 
would go into a receiver’s hands. 

I also ask permission to print at the end of my remarks a 
condensed statement of the operation of all class 1 railroads in 
1918, 1917, and 1916. It is a very brief statement, also cover- 
ing the months of January, February, and March, and the 
three months were condensed in one statement. Senators will 
there have a general sketch of the condition of the railroads 
in the country. 

It stands to reason that something must be done. The Gov- 
ernment has no right to take over a railroad or any other 
public utility, and under the guise of its war power to so in- 
crease its operating expenses as to destroy its property and 
earning capacity and then return it to its owner without pro- 
viding a corresponding increase of income. 


APPENDIX A, 
Pennsylvania R. R. Co., income account, calendar year 1918. 
(Source, annual report to stockholders. ) 


Actual | Adjusted 
(basis of (basis of 
Govern- income 

ment actually 
| guaranty).| earned). 


Item. 


' 
Guaranteed compensation from United States Railroad | 
Administration 
Net income earned, Federal operation 


Deduct: 
War taxes 
Corporate organization expenses. ...........- 
Adjustment of accounts prior to 1918, net 


3, $27, 649 
ar; eo; |’: 
3, 674, 872 | 


22,601, 77 


Add income from outside sources. ..............-.0---0-00- 22, 601, 747 
Corporate income available for fixed charges, divi- ; 
dends, etc 


Deductions: 
Interest on funded debt 
Interest on unfunded debt 
Rent for lease of road 
Dividends 
Appropriations out of income 
Other deductions 


13, 509, 568 
2) 848) 042 
| 21, 282, 019 


Total deductions 


Surplus ‘ 10, 132, 121 
SRS. - Alihn 19kc si JERE He <ées ode Me Skis caste aed 


income account, atindioy year 1918, 


Chicago & North Western, 
[Source, annual report to stockholders. ] 


Actual 
(basis of 
Govern- 

ment 
| guaranty). 


| Adjusted 
| (basis of 

income 
| actually 
earned), 


Guaranteed compensation from United States Railroad | | 
Administration '$23, 201,016 | 
Net income earned— Federal operatior | 
Deduct: 
NR 6 rae as. ake ass sae RaSh case deka <3 eesGan 
Corporate organization expenses 
Adjustment of accounts prior to 1918, net 


925, 000 
149, 577 


925, 000 
| 149,577 | 
4, 671, 889 |. 
-Add income from outside sources. .............-.-..2..+--- 2, 262, 661 2, 262, 661 


Corporate income available for fixed charges, divi- 





19,717,211 | 13,629, 521 


Deductions: 
Interest on funded debt 
Interest on unfunded debt 
Rent for lease of road | 
Dividends. ..... Dit uay estat aaawebuaecnels ie oheae uae ae : 


8, 816, 106 | 8, 816, 106 


28, 980 | 
11, oo 275 | 


128, 980 
ll, 952, 275 
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Chicago & North Western, income account, ete.—Continued. 


| 

| Adjusted 
(basis of 
income 

actually 
earned). 


| Actual 
(basis of 
Govern- 
ment 
guaranty). | 





Deductions—Continued. 
Appropriations out of income $111, 480 


| $111, 430 
Other deductions 961, 303 


961, 303 


POND itis. cides ss iaicicedinciiescoti | 21,970,144 | 21,970, 144 
Surplus 


Deficit 8,340, 632 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul, income account, calendar year 1918. 
[Source, annual report to stockholders.] 


Actual 
(basis of 
Govern- ncome 

ment actually 
guaranty). | earned). 


Adjusted 
basis of 


Guaranteed compensation from United States Railroad 
Administration 
Net income earned— Federal CI iwchtnneeeassssictane 


Deduct: 
War taxes 
Corporate organization expenses 
Adjustment of accounts prior to 1918, net 


376, 628 
163, 041 
4 331, 338 


Add income from outside sources 4, ‘310, 725 


pA cod cswienecnavsacdsccrainndmesdatied { 


Deductions: ‘ 
Interest on funded debt | 16, 696, 503 
Interest on notes . 

Rent for lease of road .. 


| 
Corporate income available for fixed charges, divi- | 
2 24, 034, 269 


16, 696, 5 
474, 888 





Appropriations out of income 
Other deductions 


Total deductions 


Surplus 





12, 292, 129 


Chicago Great Western, income account, calendar year 1918. 
[Source, annual ‘Teport | to Interstate Commerce Commission. } 


Adjusted 
(basis of 


Actual 
(basis of 
Govern- income 

ment actually 

guaranty). earned). 


Item. 


Guaranteed compensation from United States Railroad 
Administration 
Net income carned—Federal operation...................-- 
Deduct: 
WP Odin scavcdeecausesehocese 
Corporate organization expenses. 
Adjustment of accounts prior to 19 


Add income from outside sources 


Corporate income available for fixed charges, divi- 


Deductions: 
Interest on funded debt 
Interest on unfunded debt 
Rent for lease of road 
Dividends 
Appropriations out of income. 
Other deductions 


Deficit.. 2,502,771 


1 Deficit. 
New York, New Haven & Hartford, income account, calendar year 1918, 
(Source, annual report to Interstate Commerce Commission.} 


? Dividends from surplus. 


Actual 
(basis of 
Govern- 

ment 


guaranty). 


Guaranteed compensation from United States naan 


Administration 


Net income earned—Federal operation 


Adjusted 
(basis of 
income 
actually 
earned). 
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New York, New Haren & oat income account, ctc. NOT. Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault — - wae income account, calendar year 
niaeateaeemipeiil 918. 
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Actual Adjusted {[Source, annual report to Interstate Commerce Commission. ] 
(basis of | (basis of 
Item. | Govern- saan Scie a ete eA at Sieaes Aas { 
ment actually Act 
guaranty). | earned). | Act | Aibarted 
cctttaininennatalitinisiiabcisineaiiehiinlipsicidimeniiiiiiidipaielninaiaieaipiaatl ic lintel Item | Govern- income 
| ment actualy 
Deduct: guaranty).| earned). 
IIE. 2)... bids onpnhenenn sknescndasnnensebeausaell $84, 255 
Corporate organization expenses. ................-+---- 99, 730 Serna ts ee 
Adjustment of accounts prior to 1918, net .............. RF eee Guaranteed compensation from United States Railroad 
Add income from outside sources. ................--..---+- | _ 5 558, 699 699 | 5, 558, 699 ne eens Sclaudceuaaen” 
Corporate income available for fixed ceange, divi- “t: 
Wiles sthoneessbtacacserares iasniieds Cuaeee 20k 0 | BEGG EO er TNE atborenn hn ate 
pamaiibiie ——SS Corporate organization expenses.......... 
ductinns: j i, 
Interest on funded debt................c0.-+--+« iouel 9,677,782 | 9,077,782 aS Pee SOREN, eee On IS ovweoneee 
interest on unfunded debt........ ----| 3,093,052 3,093, 05% e s es 
Reukiasteasitens. 6 020, 712 8 0297 712 Add income from outside sources. .............-.2..ececeee 
Dividends..........--.--...--.-+. Corporate income available for fixed charges, divi- 
A ppropriations out of income....... ain Pe keke i | oc) atic 2 tie EE ek ah ial 
enn ucnnekaktanponcenee nanan | 1, 639, 361 1, 639, 361 _ 
ee ——————- | Deductions: 
RE asics anncenapennnichosesccesslaseee | 20 20, 620, 007 | 20, 20, one 907 i Sri Ra ere bwin ht gs ot 8 










iescunial ions out of income......... 
SPIN 6.5 niscsnavnet otresh Mu diaseshseer oe 






Rock Island Lines (Ohicago, Rock Island & Pacific and the Chicago, 
Rock Isiand & Gulf), income account, calendar ycar 1918. 






{Source, annual report te stockholders. ] 
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(basis of Adjusted 5 a "Dividends for surplus. 2 
Item. Govern- income 
ment actually APPENDIX B. 
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United States railways of class 1. 






















































































Guaranteed compensation from United States Railroad REVENUES AND EXPENSES FOR THE YEAR ENDING DEC. 31. 
OE LLL LLLP ILIE LOLOL ONT 515, $83, 901 | teelb ied ai Bs b ‘ ta aad aa line tae 
¥ Net income earned—Federal operation. ............-2.--..efecsccececese $9, 180, 405 | nite taal 
ee i aig - es Tit 
Deduct: | Item. | 1918 1917 1916 overage. 
Re a a 548, 780 548,730 | 
Corporate organization expenses .................+0.0 123, 655 a; CU eee a oe ee 
Adjustment of aceounts prior to 1918, net..........-..- 2, 204, 423 |.......0200- Total operating reve- | 
: eee re ee i$4, 913, 319, 604 /$4, 050, 463, 579 |$3, 622, 057, 141 |$3, 395, 231, 314 
Add iacome from outside sources .............. (9seneeemaetl 555, 032 | 555,032 | ‘Total operating ex- | 
eee oe ee ee EE SESE: 4, 006, 894, 762 | 2,858, 212, 210 | 2,373, 439, 156 | 2, 297, 162, 443 
orporate income available for fixed eaneatibe divi- ? = paneer aneiements "906, 424; 842 1, 192) 251, 369 1, 248, "617, 985 1, 098, 068, 872 
GeNdS...--.-..e eee eeeeeeee eee eeere eee eeeeeeeeeees 13,562,065 | 9,063,002 | ‘Texes......2.......... 186, 652,096 | ’ 182; 778,423 | ” 158, 587,793 |’ 152' 422) 793 
ieeiaiaiees ee seemnetiacomennes. ” 613, 206 ” 697; 093 ”893; 009 723, 485 
DeGucth S: Rail n- 
Es Jc cecdienscecassouebheesorse 9, 204, 830 9, 204, 830 —_— ee 719, 159, 540 | 1, 008, 775, 853 | 1, 089, 137, 183 944, 922, 593 
interest on unfunded debt weem 269, 446 269, 446 
i isso ns peevansteedsénscocese | 361, 583 6,33 | ——— een 
nN nptastan et eee | 3,566,027 | 3,566,027 
Appropriations out ofincome.............-...+--- wosillonsbatseaeeel wee REVENUES AND EXPENSES FOR THE MONTH OF JANUARY. 
ERG on na vacbiccnbinensewennseskscecba 449, 529 | 449,529 | _ ian SESE TON 
WII sock oe os vcs cccenupnaanianeonceike | 13,851 415 | 13, 851, 415 ny 1900 
NN cincinin sp bbnk hebbbohnisvacsspesantetdiomisbaeel | cams eer ah Ee 
he sk cn cen os nndad sans c ee | 239,350 | 4,788,413 














Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis € Omaha, income account, calender year Total operating ‘ex: 
7918. 









{Source, annual report to stockhoiders.} 
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Item : | Govern- | income Railway" "operating is 
| ment actually income .........--- 71, 587, 
| guaranty). earned). | Equipment rents..... 13, 338, 
waits e . ance ieeeenahnnientlictnetaiapdasc 1 aT ores « 
Guar anteed compensation from United States Railroad Net operating income 
 ctintintinwesiighretneaeenabcesneenessenae H ieee 
Net income earned— Federal operation 
Deduct REVENUES AND EXPENSES FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY. 
in at capaicnndiereenCisennsurebenesnacaell 1 , 000 . 3 eee eed oa ee 
( ——— organization e@xpeuses............. ‘ < 






Item. 1918 1917 1916 





Test period 
ave! 





Add ir 







orporate income available for fixed charges, divi- a 





Total operating reve- 


so ee ie. eka ise Ag Med 4, 076, 654 rg 
ae 2 ee —— ex- 









































Le i on 
‘th an on funded debt . 2 960.4753 | pemS@S........---<-- 260, 590, 207, 795, 297) 183, 677, 5 15 182, 168, 038 
interest on unfunded debt. 89, 102 29, 092, 933 57, 567, 1 78, 226, 61, 958, 205 
Rent from leased road....__. See eee AR nan onsckssex 14, 630, 828| 13, 664, 12, 234, 141! 12; 298, 291 
Dividends. 







45, 40,7 51,374) 49,662 
34,418, 1 43,861,515} 65,941,090, 49, 610, 252 






Appropriations | out of income.................. opsbetedicessecubetedlecscvedsanea TIMES . .~--..------+- 
Other deductions 5 14,349 14,349 | Operating income .... 


| 4,079,915 | 4,079,915 , i sicdcisadccieesteccsscse 
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SE tixink aed aA a ea eset e 3,261 | 1,619, 875 
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United States railways of class i—Continued. 
REVENUES AND EXPENSES FOR THE MONTH OF MARCH. 


Item. 1919 | 1918 


283, 428, 1 
88, 121, 41 
14,179, 712| 12,374,477| 12,562,470 


60,1 


penses 
Net operating revenue 29, 523, 41 
Taxes 4,968, 947; 


Operating income . . 
Equipment rents. 
Joint facility rents. . 


Net operating income 10, 842, 608) 


Ttem. | 


1919 1918 | 1917 
| 

ial ts alii ia eatiintn Min dianatekt Tee 
$941,442,319 's883,356,010 $811, 134,576 
816,973, 889 |652, 320, 102 |560, 202, 103 
124, 468, 430 |231, 035, 908 |250, 932, 473 
44, 400, 246 | 41,601, 402 | 36,825,184 

168,195 | 152,363 149, 912 


79,899,989 |180, 282, 143 |213, 957,378 
1 4) 416,558 | 16, 219, 640 | 1 6, 840, 273 
13,677,689 | 13,319,989 |13, 045,522 


78 | 70,360, 360 pane, 348 


Totaloperatingrev- 
enues 1,125,277,471 
1, 032, 109, 888 565, 351,544 


* 414, 602 
* 240, 380 


150, 498 


45, 231, 880 
180, 678 


47,755,025 
t rents.. 


Equine lity rents. - 
Net operating in 
1 Deficit. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UnbDErwoop], I agree that this legislation might very 
well have awaited a report by the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce of the Senate upon the general subject disposing of the 
railroad question as a whole. One of the primary purposes of 
the pending bill is to restore to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission control of the adjustment of rates, charges, fares, and 
classifications affecting interstate commerce. 

The question asked by the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] 
during the remarks of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, KEt- 
10eG}] is pertinent. The Senator from Texas inquired if it is 
dangerous to restore to State instrumentalities control of intra- 
state rates why is it not also dangerous, in view of all the exist- 
ing circumstances, to restore to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission control of rates affecting interstate commerce? I think 
I can answer that question to the entire satisfaction of the Sena- 
tor from Texas. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. McKErtar] will automatically put into 
operation prewar rates, both as to passengers and freight affect- 
ing intrastate commerce. The provision in the pending bill will 
not automatically restore prewar rates in interstate commerce. 
It will leave in effect the rates that have been established by 
the Federal administration touching interstate commerce, and 
they can only be reduced or modified in the manner required by 
the interstate commerce law, and with the approval of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. 

It requires no argument to emphasize the importance of this 
distinction. Every Senator knows that prior to Federal control 
there were in effect as many various standards respecting intra- 
state rates as there are States. There were a number of laws 
fixing passenger rates at 2 cents per mile These will become 
effective if the pending amendment is agreed to. The Federal 
Administration of Railroads caused an increase in both inter- 
state rates and intrastate rates, as stated by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. CuMMINs], approximating 20 per cent. The effect of 
the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee then will be to 
leave in operation, for the present, at least, all increases of 
rates relating to interstate commerce, and to repeal all increases 
relating to intrastate rates. 

Let us look for a moment into the final result of such legisla- 
tion. It is admitted that existing rates are barely adequate to 
meet the expenses incident to railroad operation under Federal 
control. If we adopt the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee resulting in an immediate reduction in railroad revenues 
arising from intrastate rates to an amount approximating $200,- 
000,000, as estimated by the Senator from Iowa—which estimate 
I believe to be as nearly correct as any which the figures avail- 


able will sustain—that action will make it necessary to further 
increase interstate rates in order to meet the additional deficit 
which will thus be caused by reducing the revenues on intrastate 
commerce. So it is perfectly clear that intrastate rates wouid 
be reduced approximately 20 per cent by the adoption of this 
amendment, whereas the rates on interstate commerce would not 
be reduced at all. The disproportion which will arise between 
interstate commerce revenues and intrastate revenues will be 
approximately $200,000,000. 

There is another reason, though, which I will state in answer 
to the question of the Senator from Texas, why no serious detri- 
ment can result from the enactment of the pending bill, in so 
far as it relates to restoration of control to the Intersate Com- 
merece Commission over rates on interstate fares and freights. 
As a matter of fact, and I think this is the statement made 
by the Senator from Iowa in his opening discussion of this 
bill, the Railroad Administration is now in most instances 
using the Interstate Commerce Commission as its instru- 
mentality for determining interstate questions of the character 
involved in the provision pending before the Senate, and the 
passage of the bill will not bring about any very great change 
in the system that is now prevailing. The benefit that is 
alleged to accrue from it will be to restore to the legally con- 
stituted tribunal, familiar with questions of the character to be 
determined growing out of interstate commerce, its legal and 
complete control over. those questions. It will also secure to 
complaining shippers prompt hearings before a tribunal espe- 
cially qualified to determine their rights. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. May I ask the Senator 2 question at that 
point? 

Mr. ROBINSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What agency does the United States Rail- 
road Administration make use of in the matter of intrastate 
rates at present? 

Mr. ROBINSON. My information is that it has boards or 
committees appointed to make summary investigations of ques- 
tions affecting intrastate rates, and these committees determine 
those questions in a somewhat summary manner. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I should like to say to the Senator that 
the amendment which I introduced did not contemplate the 
restoration of prewar intrastate rates at this time, but applied 
simply to the authority of the State commissions. That amend- 
ment I withdrew because it opened up too large a subject for 
disposition at this time. 

Mr. ROBINSON. In that respect, if the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas was confined to that issue alone, it is less 
objectionable than the amendment of the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. McKerrz.aB}, because it is perfectly clear that rates on 
intrastate freights which might have been fair and just in the 
prewar period and during the period when the State commis- 
sions had the power to exercise their authority would not be 
right now. Everyone knows that along with the general in- 
crease in the prices of nearly all commodities has come an in- 
creased cost in the operation of railroads, due principally to 
two general circumstances—first, enormous increase in wages 
and, second, great increases in the cost of materials. It was 
principally to meet those two increased expenditures that the 
Railroad Administration found it imperative to raise both 
interstate rates and intrastate rates, and it would have been 
unfair and inequitable to have placed the whole burden on inter- 
state commerce. 

If you assume, for the sake of argument, that the proportion 
of revenues raised on interstate commerce and on intrastate 
commerce prior to Federal control was approximately just, and 
that as a result of increased expenses in the operation and 
maintenance of railroads rates had to be increased, innumer- 
able inequities would arise from placing the whole burden of 
that increase on one branch of commerce. That is undoubtedly 
the theory upon which the Railroad Admipistration has acted 
in advancing both the interstate and intrastate rates. It could 
not have acted on any other theory. You may admit for the 
sake of argument that, as a result of adjustments that have 
taken place under this power during Federal control, incon- 
gruities have arisen and injustice has been done in some in- 
stances, but an irreparable injury will be done not only to the 
commerce of the country but to the Government itself, to the 
people as a whole, and to the railroads, if this amendment pre- 
vails, 

It would be impossible for me, without giving careful atten- 
tion to the language in which to express my thoughts, to out- 
line to the Senate the many ways in which confusion will arise 
if this amendment is agreed to. It has been stated on the floor 
of the Senate that during the period of Federal control one State 
has reduced intrastate rates to a point approximately one-half 
ot what they were before the Federal Government took charge 





nll 


of the railroads. Thus it would not only result that the. pre- 
war rates as to intrastate commerce would go into effect but 
also rates of the character I have just described, those which 
I think every Senator will agree with me must be unreason- 
ably low. Nothing else could result from reductions like that 
to which I have just referred, where a State is said to have re- 
duced the rates approximately one-half below what they were 
when the war began. 

A great deal has been said during the consideration of this 
question as to the importance of maintaining railroad credit, 
and as to the effect of increasing or reducing rates on railroad 
securities. There has been propaganda designed to create a 
feeling throughout the country that rates now taken as a whole 
are inadequate to meet the requirements of justice. I express 
no opinion concerning the merits of that contention. The sub- 
ject of rate making, considered in its connection with its effect 
on railroad securities, considered with regard to its relation to 
future conditions, is too complicated to be determined by the 
simple expression of an opinion concerning the adequacy of 
given rate schedules. 

A member of the Interstate Commerce Commission, Mr. Mc- 
Chord, has issued a statement containing information of value 
concerning the subject of railroad earnings, and also suggest- 
ing facts of great importance in their bearing on the railroad 
problem as a whole, and I am going to ask to insert that state- 
ment in the Recorp as reflecting, in part, the contrary. theory 
to that asserted by those who insist that the rates must be 
further increased, or that the Government must guarantee a 
fixed return on railroad investments to avert financial disaster. 
I will insert that statement in the Recorp in connection with 
the remarks that I am now making, unless there is objection to 
that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCumber in the chair). 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


The importance of adequate and efficient transportation systems in 
this country can not well be overestimated. The framing of laws that 
shall give expression to a national policy of regulation of railroad and 
water transportaticn for the future involves questions which affect im- 
mense property interests, as well, to a large extent, the welfare of the 
people as a whole. 

It is apparent that some of the so-called problems have been need- 
lessly magnified. After all, this is not entirely a new or novel phase of 
legislative action. For more than 30 years the common carriers of the 
country by railroad have been operating under more or less effective Fed- 
eral and State control. The record has been made and is available for 
use and guidance at this time. Many of the propositions that will be 
presented should no longer be subject to controversy. They have be- 
come settled through court construction or through recognition of their 
efficacy by carriers, shippers, and the public. There is a disposition upon 
the part of some people to tear up by the roots the existing system of 
regulation, and to call for the framing of an entirely new statute, based 
largely upon new and untried theories. This would be a long step back- 

1, and no warrant can be found for such a radical change, judging 
from results that have flown from the regulation we have had. The good 
in existing laws should be preserved, and where necessary they should 
be bolstered and reinforced by amendment or addition. Not less but 
more efficient regulation is the demand that experience dictates. In 
order that the public should realize the best results from consistent and 
just regulation, and in order that common carriers may be in a situation 
to secure to themselves the benefits of such regulation, the railroads, as 
determined by the President, should be returned to their owners by Jan- 
vary 1 next. 

It has been repeatedly stated by officials high in railway councils that 
if the railroad managers were left to themselves they could and would 
demonstrate their ability to handle and transport the commerce of the 
country in an efficient and satisfactory manner. When the officials 
return to duty the roads will have full opportunity to demonstrate their 
ability to perform as they promise. 

My position with respect to this should not be misunderstood. From 
the very best study I have been able to give the subject, I am firmly of 
opinion that what I advocate is in the best interest of the public and the 

arriers. Iam not an unalterable opponent of Government ownership if 
that becomes necessary and is safeguarded by proper legislation. There 
might be greater evils attendant upon the settlement of the railroad 
problem than Government ownership. That alternative we can resort 
to if in the future it becomes imperative. What I do believe is that just 
now is a very inopportune time to enter upon so stupendous an under- 
taking. I read that the indebtedness of this country, in part as a result 
of the war, will approximate $30,000,000,000. ‘The value of the railroads 
of the country as computed by them is about $18,000,000,000. Add to 
this what the Government is now obligated to pay the railroads under 
the Federal-contro] act, in order that they shall be restored to their 
owners in as good physical and financial condition as when taken over, a 
conservative estimate is that the total cost of the transportation systems 
of the country would not be less than $20,000,000,000. An issue of 
bonds to pay for the railroads in that sum would increase the national 
debt to about $50,000,000,000, or over $450 for every man, woman, and 
child now resident in this country, assuming the population to be 110,- 
060.000. At 43 per cent interest the annual charge on the total indebt- 
edness would be $2,125,000,000, or about $20 per year for each resident. 
No one should at such a time as this, when the business and industrial 
interests are endeavoring to resume business and production on a peace 
basis, advocate national expenditures on so stupendous a scale. Of 
course, the Government would operate the reads with no purpose of 
securing a profit, else the real incentive to such ownership would disap- 
pear. Under Government ownership the public must pay the bills the 
same as under private ownership. It is to be remembered that not all 
the railroads of the country have paid their owners a return on invest- 
ment. Prof. F. W. Taussig, in Principles of Economics, second volume, 
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page 364, in discussing some of the difficulties of Government ownership 
of the railroads of this country, says: 

“It follows from this obvious but often forgotten fact that a rail- 
way is not economically advantageous to the community unless it pays 
its way. This conclusion is not in accord with a common opinion. it 
is often said that a railway or other means of transportation may 
bring gains to the community, though it be not profitable to its owners. 
Similarly it is often argued that a government in operating a railway 
may accept a financial loss, because the people as a whole Save gained 
something that offsets such loss. The contrary view seems the just 
one. No gain comes from carrying a thing from one place to another 
unless it can be produced at the first place so much more cheaply that 
it can afford the cost of carriage to the second. Ability to stand the 
transportation charge is the test of the utility of the carriage * * *, 
It would be desirable, obviously, to have all transportation free, and to 
have every commodity produced once for all where it could be most 
cheaply produced, But so long as transportation involves labor and 
waiting a real advantage from exchahge is got only if, at a point of 
consumption, the total cost can be met, including transportation.” 

Under our traditional Policy with respect to our railroads we have 
invited the investment of private capital. It is claimed by some that 
under the impulse of public demand, mingled with the speculative ele- 
ment of the American mind, many railroads were constructed that 
ought not to have been constructed. Some railroads were improvidently 
built, resulting in excessive cost; many were the victims of inexcusable 
and vicious financial manipulation, and many are not so located as to 
yield any warrant for the conclusion that they can in the immediate 
future earn a return upon the money invested in them. 

In this connection it is well to state that many of the so-called weak 
roads are either branch lines of great systems, separately operated, or 
are largely owned by the latter. From reports to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission for the calendar year 1917, it appears that railroad 
companies are among the largest stockholders of railroads. On 572 
class 1 roads and their nonoperating subsidiaries the 20 largest stock- 
holders aggregated 8,301 persons, estates, corporations, or Pee 
in number, and their aggregate holdings were 50,873,322 shares, of 
which railroad corporations owned 48.4 per cent, or nearly one-half. 

On December 31, 1916, railroads held securities of other railroads, 
not including switching and terminal companies, to the amount of 
$4,716,730,254. It is true that there are many small roads, and some 
large weak roads, which are not now in a position to meet a large de- 
crease in revenue that may result from a decrease in business due to 
transition from a war to a peace basis. But they would be in no 
worse condition than they would have been had there been no taking 
over by the Government, except only disorganized management, in- 
creased cost of labor and materials. 

If we enter upon Government ownership now we can not separate the 
sheep from the goats and purchase only the former. No railroad is 
50 poor that it does not reach some people who have a right to demand 
a continuation of service. Many poorly located or poorly managed, 
or mismanaged, railroads have never earned a return on the money in- 
vested in them. If they continue to operate, the deficit must be borne 
by some one. Government ownership is a means of shifting the burden 
from the owners where it belongs, to the general public where it does 
not belong. Under wise and effective regulation many of the so-called 
“weak sisters’? in the railroad world may be fed and nurtured so as 
to restore them to some sort of transportation strength. If the pro- 
tecting hand of the Government is placed on them they will make little 
effort to bétter their situation, but will settle down to a condition where 
they will be a continual drain upon the Public Treasury. I have never 
been convinced that Government ownership of a losing railroad propo- 
sition will transform it into a gainful one. Remove from all the trans- 
portation systems of the country the individual initiative and reduce 
the management to the dead level of one system of management we 
will soon find that the country will have only such service as is abso- 
lutely necessary, with no incentive in any particular railroad to excel 
in any direction. In other words, if you take the American idea of 
* hustle for business’ from the railroad world, you reach a dead center 
of inactivity and inefficiency. I have great faith in the ability of the 
average American to succeed if he be given opportunity to go ahead. 
A protecting Government hand in time of war is quite apt to become 
a restraining Government hand in time of peace. 

The hand of the Government should be lifted from the industry of 
the Nation. The law of supply and demand should be given full play. 
Business and industry are now marking time. They stand at atten- 
tion awaiting some action they fear the Government may take, or that 
is proposed it should take. he war is over, why not enter upon an 
era of peace so far as our industries are concerned? There is no good 
reason why the business of the country should remain inactive. Give 
the business and industrial interests a chance, and they will work out 
their own salvation. It is not proposed by anyone that the Government 
should take over the vast business and industrial interests of the coun- 
try. These interests should be unshackled at once and let them proceed 
to do business on the terms which experience and good judgment dictate. 

For these reasons and many others that might be stated were it neces- 
sary, I believe that we should defer consideration of Government own- 
ership, Government guaranties, and Government protection until broader 
and more effective regulation of privately owned carriers has been given 
a fair trial. 

When it is suggested that the railroads be promptly returned to their 
owners there is great excitement evident in certain interested circles. 
It is asserted with confidence and vehemence that to return the rail- 
roads to their owners now would be to force many carriers into receiver- 
ships, and imperil the financial stability of the Nation itself. It has 
often been stated that a return of the carriers without some sort of 
guaranty of future earnings would result in the bankruptcy of at least 
one-half of them. This dire prediction has been reiterated so continu- 
ously and so vehemently that to some extent it has gained lodgement 
in the public mind. Examination of the facts in respect to this is 
sufficient to dispel any illusion of the kind. 

On December 2, 1918, the President in his address delivered at a joint 
session of the two Houses of Congress gave notice that the railroads 
would be returned. In the course of the address he said: e 

“Every approach to this difficult subject matter of decision brings us 
face to face, therefore, with this unanswered question: What is it 
right that we should do with the railroads in the interest of the public 
and in fairness to their owners? 

“Let me say at once that I have no answer ready. The only thing 
that is perfectly clear to me is that it is not fair either to the public 
or to the owners of the railroads to leave the question unanswered, and 
that it will presently become my duty to relinquish control of the roads, 
even before the expiration of the statutory period, unless there should 
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appear some clear t in the meantime of a legislative solution. 
Their release would at st produce one clement of a solution, namely, 
certainty and a quick stimulation of private initiative.” 

Later in the same address he said: 

“TI stand ready and’ anxious to release the roads from the present 
control, and I must do so at an early date if by waiting until the statu- 
tory limit of time is reached I shall be merely prolonging the period of 
doubt and uncertainty, which is hurtful to every interest concerned.” 

The President was right then, and nothing has occurred since to 
change the situation, except te make more imperative the propriety of 
the prompt return to the owners of the railroads. In his last message 
to Congress he has designated January 1, 1920, as the time at which 
they will be handed back. ‘The claim is now made that unless certain 
guaranties are provided financial disaster will result from their being 
turned back, so they must be retained under Federal control for an 
indefinite period. 

More than six months have elapsed since the armistice was si ‘ 
To all intents and cemoaees. with respect to our railroads and ness, 
the war ceased wi the armistice was signed last November. No 
exigency now exists for retention of Federal control of the transporta- 
tion systems of the country. Under existing peace conditions Federal 
control is expensive and unnecessary. The expense and inefliciency 
inheres in the very nature of the system, which, while imperative in 
time of war, is a misfit in time of peace. ‘The individual control has 
been removed. The incentive for effort to secure business by good 
service and superior facilities with to the units that go to make 
up our transportation system as a whole is wanting. The watchfulness 
as to the success of each carrier is gone. The hand of the individual 
who directed and controlled the destiny of each pee carrier bas 
been lifted. The effort is to make a success of the whole without 
necessary attention to the success of the parts. The attempt to initiate 
all rules, regulations, and pace with respect to the operation of 
individual roads from Washington by one controlling head could not 
in the very nature of things result in the most efficient or economical 
opera’ Such an arrangement can not be made e to the 
needs of the commerce of the country in time of peace. A traffic man- 
-— or operating official on the ground, in touch with the situation, 
with first-hand information, is in a far better position to more efficiently 
and satisfactorily adjust ating problems as they constantly arise. 
There has not been and re can not really be any denial that the 
present arrangement is an expensive manner of controlling the trans- 
portation sys’ of the country. The longer it is continued the 
greater the expense. The longer it is continued the less readily may 
the railreads be returned to their owners with assurance that they can 
resume their normal functions with efficiency. There can be no ques- 
tien that physically the sooner the railroads are placed in the hands 
— owners the better for them and the better for the country as a 
whole. 

A representative of substantially all the railroads under Federal con- 
trol has publicly announced that Federal control and operation of the 
railroads has destroyed their credit, and that to return them to their 
private owners without at the same time providing for some sort of 
governmental guaranty of earnings would result in disaster. Let us 
examine this contention. 

When the railroads were taken over by the Government they were 
more prosperous than they had been in the past. To substantiate this 
reference may be had to the return made the railroads themselves 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission. submit herewith a table 
which gives the average rate of dividends declared on dividend-yieldi 
stock of the railroads of the country from June 80, 1892, to dese : 
1916, and for the calendar years 1916 and 1917, the earnings per mile 
of line, average operating income per mile of railroad, per cent of prop- 
erty investment per mile for the same pons, and the corporate surplus 
accumulations for each year from 1910: 
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From this table it appears that considered from the viewpoint of 
dividend payments, operating income to asserted cost, or surplus ac- 
cumulations, the railroads were in a more prospereus condition from 
1910 to January 1, 1918, than before that period. Under the act passed 
by the Congress the railroads of the country which were taken over by 
the Government are guaranteed earnings equal to the ee eras 
income for the fiscal years ended June 30, 1915, 1916, and 1917. Thus 
there is insured to the railroads during the period of Federal control the 
largest net return as a three-year average ever received by them. And 
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it is difficnit to understand how there is in this situation anything that 
cam form the basis for a claim that railroad credit has been destroyed 
by reason of Federal operation. 

A guaranty of minimum earnings and a limitation of the amount of 
earnings have all the evils ef government ownership with none of the 
benefits. If we are to guarantee earnings, we might as well enter upon 
government ownership at ence. A guaranty would destroy inspiration 
and individual initiative. Mr. Howard Elliott, one of the foremost 
railroad executives in this country, in an address recently delivered said : 

“There would seem to be no more reason for a guaranty of a return 
upon railroads than a return upon banks, coal mines, electric light 
plants, etc. A guaranty would lead to a divided responsibility and to 
an increased participation by the Government as the guarantor in the 

management of the properties, which would eventually lead to © 
government ownership. There can be no enduring middle ground ; there 
must be private ownership and operation, with reasonable governmental 
——. or there must be government ownership and operation.” 

. Samuel Rea, president of the Pennsylvania Co. and other com- 
panies —g-y Pennsylvania Railroad system, and a man of equal 
standing in the railroad world with Mr. fott, in a recent address 
before the Chamber of Commerce of the United States with respect to 
the effect of a government aa said : 

“A governmental nty wo plunge the country into a wholesale 
financial reorganization of railroads extend over a period of years 
and would ultimately mean government ownership. But to temporarily 
palliate the situation the guaranty is to be coupled with private opera- 
tion. What is to be the capitalization of these private operating cor- 
porations? Are they to be mere shells with no large financial stake in 
the properties they operate and administer? Is there any business man 
present who would recommend the Government to guarantee returns on 
property having a value of about $18,000,000,000 and turn it over to 
6, or even 18, private operating companies without demanding the 
power to thereafter define its ors and financial oer? Can any 
stockholder or bondholder imagine that our Government will guarantee 
Tailroad stocks and bonds and charge nothing for that guaranty? 
Should capital improvement be thereafter made accordi te the busi- 
ness necessities or on the political judgment of each ministration? 
Would political favoritism as to new improvements, branches and ex- 
tensions, and orders for supplies be inevitable in the government guar- 
antee plan? Should we then employ officers and men who have political 
influence? Should we impose this guarantee plan on the country in the 
midst of the great struggle she must' meet to reconstruct her industries 
and put national affairs and taxation on a peace basis? What period 
do you think it would take to work out the financial reconstruction of 
all the railroads of the country, and all their leaseholds, guarantics, 
and other obligations, and what is to eccur meanwhile? * * 

“American industry has made its wonderful progress because the in- 
dustries and men conducting them have been rewarded for efficiency 
and penalized for inefficiency. It is the fear of failure as well as the 
hope of reward or commendation that incites men to do their best. A 
Government guaranty on private capital invested in transportatios’ 
would to a large extent remove the fear of failure; but would it be in 
the public welfare or be helpful to our industries which pay freight 
rates? If the Government could keep rates at a level that would pro- 
vide sufficient revenues for all roads to earn their guaranteed income 
and operating expenses, why can we not equally assume that the Gov- 
ernment will allow such adequate rates under a system of Government 
regulation, stimulated to economy and efficiency by private ownership 
and initiative and without the blight of a Government guaranty? ‘The 
Lange is not a solution of this great economic qu on, but a patch 
upon it.’’ 

What is needed by the railroads is the return to that individual 
effort which is a spur to more efficient and adequate service. A guar- 
anty of earn would be to repeat the experiences of the Government 
of ance. guaranty system in that country has resulted in a 
steadily increasing demand on the public treasury. In a recently pub- 
lished statement oe the guaranty to mch railroads, Mr. 
Frank H. Fayant, assistant to the chairman of the Association of Rail- 
way Executives, said: : 

“But the results of the French guaranty system_have been disap- 
pointing. ‘There has been no profit sharing. The Western, after 44 
years’ continuous a 1 te the State on account of its guaranty, be- 
came so hopelessly involved in the treasury finances that the State in 
1908 was compelled to exercise its purchase option. Incidentally it 
has become a greater burden to the treasury under State operation 
than it was under private operation. The Midi (Southern) in the 
half century prior to the war was able in only a dozen years to meet 
its interest and dividends out of earnings. The Paris-Orleans, which 
at one time had some hopes of becoming self-supporting, was just be- 
fore the war making large appeals to the treasury. The Est (Eastern) 
was self-su ing before the war. he N (Northern) and the 
Paris-Lyon-Mediterranean have always been prosperous and had no 
need of a guara.ity. 

“State aid in the pioneer days of railroad building in France was 
of great assistance in providing the capital needed for these enter- 

and in bridging the companies over the early lean.years, but in 
the guaranty has only served to enta the weaker roads 
It has been a han to s and 
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osal for a financial ip be- 
tween the railroads and the rnment. While, before the war our 
system of public control had its obvious faults, under it was developed 
the most perfect transportation machine in the world. The best rail- 
roads of Eerepe are many years behind ours in engineering ae 
ment and operating efficiency. With this achievement before us, should 
we not attempt to correct the recognized faults in our system of — 
lation, and build on the sure foundation of the past, rather than enter 
on an era of political experimenting with new and untried policies ”? 
When the railroads are retur Congress by a riation of the 
necessary moneys should provide for payment to them the a d sums 
to which they are entitled, return to them the moneys taken m them 
by the Government, and restore them to their owners in the same 
ion as when taken over. When this is done, the railroads as a 
whole resume their normal functions on a most prosperous 
basis. ; 


But it is said that the wages of employees of railroads have been 
raised to such an extent as to absorb the increased rates initiated by 
the Director General. and that unless there is some guarantee of in- 
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creased rates on their return they will not be able to earn the same 
net income as they were earning when taken over. The figures sub- 
mitted to the commission do not show that the carriers are sufferin; 

from lack of gross income. In January, 1919, the gross. receipts o 

class 1 railroads exceeded by $111,427,193 the receipts of the same 
month in 1918. In February, 1919, they exceeded my $61,924,937 
those of February, 1918. It does appear that there has been a decline 
in operating income. This decline is no doubt due in part to increased 
operating expenses. How much of the increase is due to the fact that 
there has been a revolution of management and operation can not be 
determined with accuracy. That this change has an important bearing 
on the matter there can be no doubt. The removal of individual super- 
vision and direction from the operation of the railroads of the country 
has resulted in large increases in operating expenses. The expression of 
a fear that more effective regulation will deprive the railroads of the 
country of a just return for service rendered is but a reassertion of the 
old fear that was given voice before the taking over. The people of 
this country have ever been and they are now ready and willing to 
pay to the railroads such rates of freight, passenger fares, and other 
charges for service rendered as shall be just and reasonable. There is 
no good reason for not believing that just and reasonable rates will 
be provided for the future. If wages and cost of materials are such 
as to demand higher freight rates and other charges in order that the 
railroads shall render adequate and efficient transportation service, the 
regulating body on being shown the facts can be depended upon to deal 
justly with the situation. 

The business of our country is not to stand still. I have faith 
enough in the American producer to believe that our national com- 
merce will continue to expand as it has in the past. The commerce 
of the country can not expand to any marked extent without entailing 
benefit on our transportation system. They will grow with the growth 
of industry. Transportation and industry are indissolubly linked to- 
gether. That time is not at hand, nor is there any prospect that it 
will ever come, that the public will be so blind as not to see that so 
great an industry as the railroads can be crippled without at the same 
time crippling the others. 

As before stated, while under Federal control the income of the raiil- 
road companies is based on the operating income they received for the 
three fiscal years of 1915, 1916, and 1917. They are insured that 
income no matter what has been or what may be the conditions of traf- 
fic. Under the law their properties are to be returned to them in as 
good physical conditions as when they passed to Federal control. 

The net income the railroads now receive is based on the highest 
average earnings they have ever received in any three-year period. The 
average yearly return on which payment is now made is approximate] 
$936,000,000. A comparison with the returns for the years 1912, 1913, 
and 1914 is interesting. The following table compiled from sworn re- 
ports of the railroads to the commission gives the operating revenues, 
income from operation, and average income per mile of line for those 


years: 
| 


Operating | Income from 
revenues. | operation. 


| Average 
income per 
| mile of line. 


$751, 266,806 | 
829, 863, 248 | 
704,685, 079 | 


--+| $2,906, 415, 869 
.| 3,193, 117, 834 
-| 3,111,396, 422 
The average income for the three years was $761,938,378. For the 
ar 1915 the operating revenue was $2,956,193,202 ; income from opera- 
n, $727,546,101 ; and average income per mile of jine, $2,840. 

_ The following table gives the operating revenues, income from opera- 

Gen. -_ ——- income per mile of line for the calendar years 1916, 
917, an + 


' 
| Income from 
operation. 


_ Averago 
income per 
mile of line. 


Operating 
revenues. 


$1, 100, 545, 422 
115, 413, 056 986, 819, 181 
995, 362,625 ) 732, 064, 301 


691, 065, 217 $4, 277 
3,811 


2,780 


It will be observed that the average income for the latter three years 
is $939,809,635, about $3,000,000 more than the guaranteed income. 
The income from operation in the calendar year 1918 was $29,874,077 


or 3.9 per cent less than the average for the three years, 1912, 1913, 
and 1914; $21,967,175, or 2.9 per cent less than the average of 1913, 
1914, and 1915; and $15,948,711, or 2.2 — cent more than the average 
for 1914 and 1915, while the average Income for the calendar years 
1916, 1917, and 1918 exceeds that for the fiscal years 1912, 1913, and 
1914 by $177,875,257, or 23.4 per cent. 

It is true there has been an increase in capital issues and property 
investment since 1912. From reports of the railroads to the commis- 
sion the average percentage of operating income to the average out- 
standing capital for the three fiscal years, 1912, 1913, and 1914, was 
3.98 and to property investment 4.59. ‘The average percentage of oper- 
ating income to the average outstanding capital for the calendar years 
1916, 1917, and 1918 was 4.75, and to property investment 5.08. This 
shows that the percentage of operating income to capital increased 0.77 
per cent and to property investment 0.49 per cent. 

From the returns already received, which include only a few of the 
roads of the country, it appears that the credit balances will be as 
large on January 1, 1919, as on spuery. 1, 1918. During the year 
1918 dividends were paid in substantially the same amount as during the 
previous year, while the roads were under private management. The 
guaranteed operating income for 1919 will be the same as received in 
1918. Add to this the corporate income for the year and the credit 
balance of the railroads as a whole will be substantially the same on 
January 1, 1920, as on January 1, 1918. 

It 1s now asserted that the carriers of the country during January, 
February, and March of this year did not earn the Government guar- 
anty by some $200,000,000. This assertion is on the assumption of an 
equa! monthly accural of the annual compensation which the Govern- 
ment inust pay the reads. The carly months of any year, however, 
are not equal in carning power to the average per month for the year, 
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The fallacy of estimating the qpemitins income of any one year by 
the operating income of the first three months, January, February, and 
March, is graphically illustrated in the following table, which refers 
to reports of class 1 roads only: 


Railway oper- 
ating income 
for 12 months 
based on the 
first 3 months. 


$137, 779,550 | $551,118,200 | $736, 466,326 
152,023,732 | 608, 094, 923 816, 510, 793 
89, 822/685 | 359,290, 740 692; 330, 572 
133, 783,495 | 535, 133, 980 716, 476, 186 
213; 957,378 | 855,829,512 | 1,081, 556, 496 
189, 232) 143 757, 128, 572 970, 197, 438 
81,343,850 | 325,375, 460 719, 159, 540 


Railway oper- 
ating income 
for first 3 
months. 


Actual railway 
operating 
income for 12 
months. 


If a comparison is made between the railway operating income of Janu- 
ary, February, and March, 1919, and the corresponding months of the 
test period, 1915, 1916, and 1917, it will be found that the income for 
the first quarter of 1919 was one hundred and thirty-one millions less 
than for the corresponding part of the test period, and for the first quar- 
ter of 1918 ninety-eight millions less, or one hundred and fourteen mil- 
lions as the average of the first quarter of the years 1918 and 1919, and 
not about $200,000,000, as: asserted. 

In his statement in a communication addressed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury made public May 25, the Director General, in explaining the 
deficits for the years 1918 and 1919 in operating revenue under that of 
a eupeneeed return for the first quarter of the years 1918 and 1919, 
n part, says: 

_ The operating deficit for the year 1918 was due largely to two facts: 
First, the winter of 1918 was unprecedented in its severity and in its 
costly effect on railroad operations; and, second, the increases in pas- 
senger and freight rates, averaging about 25 per cent, were in effect for 
only a few days in excess of 6 months, while heavily increased expenses 
due to war conditions were effective on an ascending scale throughout 
the 12 months. 

“The operating deficit for the first four months of 1919 is due in part 
to the cumulative high levels of cost, brought about by the war, for labor 
and materials and in part to the sudden and abnormal falling off of 
business as a result of the cessation of war activities, the sudden dro 
in the demand for fuel and for other basic commodities, and the genera 
state of hesitancy due to the transition from war conditions to peace 
conditions. The fact that the present period is transitional and ap- 
parently on the eve of important changes has made it expedient to defer, 
until the matter can be more accurately measured, the consideration of 
the question, now frequently raised, of an increase in rates.” 

In giving the figures and =e the comparisons I must not be under- 
stood as taking the position that the railroads of the country have earned 
as much or more than they should have earned or were entitled to earn. 
My sole effort has been to give the facts as I find them to be, in order 
that the situation may be looked squarely in the face and to ascertain 
whether there is a foundation for the statement that our railroads will 
be confronted with bankruptcy should they be restored to their owners. 

What is there in the situation that the carriers will occupy on January 
1, 1920, that warrayts the claim that their being turned back would 
mean bankruptcy to them? It is said that the outlook is bad, and that 
the raiJroads can not now stand alone. The claim is made that business 
is at low ebb; that wages and expenses are at high tide; and that to 
meet that condition there must be a radical reorganization of our trans- 
portation systems that shall involye some sort of a guaranty upon the 

art of the Government that net incomes of all carriers shall never be 
ess than a return on property investment that shall be as great as or 
greater than the average return for the years 1915, 1916, and 1917, 
without regard to the location of particular lines or their previous 
financial history. 

In the Railway Age of May 9, 1919, the following discussion of 
traffic conditions appears: : 

“Tt is true there has been a decline of traffic, and some refer to the 
business which has been handled thus far this year as abnormally 
small. It is smaller than that of 1918 or 1917; but conditions in 1917 
and 1918 were not normal, and the traffic handled in those years 
showed a vast increase, largely due to war conditions. Let us go back 
to the first three months of 1916. In that year the railways had the 
largest increase of traffic that ever occurred in any single year. They 
wnate the largest operating income ever made in one year. Everyone 
remembers this. Doubtless, consequently, most people assume that 
because of the recent decline in traflic the business which has been 
moved thus far this year has been much less than in the remarkable 
year 1916. It is somewhat disconcerting, therefore, to find that in 
the first three months of 1919 the freight traffic of the railways was 
85,000,000,000 ton-miles, while in the first three months of 1916 it was 
only 80,000,000,000 ton-miles, an increase in 1919 over 1916 of over 
6 per cent. Furthermore, the traffic handled in the first three months 
of this year was only 10 per cent less than that moved in the corre- 
sponding three months of 1917 and 1918. The railways moved less 
freight fn February and March of this year than in the same months 
of 1917 and 1918, but they moved more in January than in either of 
those years.” 

In its issue of May 30 the Railway Age says: : 

“A mistake in compiling statistics caused the Railway Age to make 
a misleading comparison in the editorial in its issue of May 9, entitled 
“The Railroads—a Bankrupt Industry,” between the traffic handled in 
the first three months of 1916 and the first three months of 1919. It 
was stated in the editorial in question that in the first three months 
of 1919 the freight traffic of the railways was 85,000,000,000 ton-miles, 
while in the first three months of 1916 it was only 80,000,000,000 ton- 
miles, an increase in 1919 over 1916 of over 6 per cent. A recheck of 
the statistics shows that the total mileage in the first three months 
of 1916 was almost 90,000,000,000. With this correction the statistics 
show that the ton-mileage in the first three months of 1919 was 5 per 
cent less than the first three months of 1916, while the total earnings 
of the railways were 38 per cent greater and the operating expenses 
85 per cent greater.” 

here always have been and there will be periods of business de- 
pression. No law that can be conceived or enacted and no tribunal 
that may be appointed can control the yield of crops or the production 
and sale of the industries of the country. Rates of freight or other 
charges for transportation can not be se made that they will rise and 
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fall in response to the volume of production from season to season. If 
the carriers of the-country may not be safely returned on January 1, 
1920, when in receipt of the guaranty for the preceding two years, it 
may be asserted with confidence that they never will be in condition to 
be so returned. 

It is a fact that operating expenses have increased during Federal 
control, due to wage increases, increased cost of materials and sup lies, 
and to unavoidably expensive operation and changed operating and finan- 
cial management during the war. Unless it is to be assumed that war 
conditions are to continue indefinitely in times of peace, there is bound 
to be a decrease in operating costs. As pointed out by the Director 
General in a recent statement, the organization of the carriers is now 
equipped to handle a much larger business than is offered for trans- 
portation. If the railroads are returned, there is little doubt that 
decreases in operating costs can be effected. 

On every hand there are prophecies of business activity and pros- 
po Reports from our Agricultural Department are to the effect that 

ountiful crops are in prospect, Under such circumstances, the owners 

of the railroads of the country should welcome a return to efficient and 
economical management of their properties, and they should do this 
with confidence that in the coming prosperity they will receive abun- 
dant share. 

It is asserted by the Secretary of the Treasury that the last public 

loan has been made. In the future the Government is not to be in the 
market as a borrower from the public. If this be so, aqeeeey there 
is no good reason for apprehension that after January 1 next the rail- 
roads may not secure from the public moneys to refund maturing 
obligations or to provide fcr improvements and betterments at reason- 
able interest rates. In addition to this it is proposed that issues of 
securities, ete., by railroads shall be placed under Federal control. If 
a railroad desires to borrow money for any purpose this Federal au- 
thority should have power to examine into the outstanding obligations 
of such railroad, and when it determines and finds that the purpose 
of acquiring the money is one ae to promote the transporta- 
tion interests of the country, and the railroad is in a position to earn 
sufficient to pay interest on the obligation, the question of securing 
the money at a reasonable rate of interest from the investing public 
should be assured. 
_ It is often said in connection with the return of the roads that it 
is necessary that State commissions should be deprived of all rate- 
making power, and that all the making and determination as to the 
reasonableness of railroad rates, fares, and charges should be lodged 
with some Federal authority. Quite aside from any constitutional 
question I do not believe that the proposal in this respect should be 
adopted. In the first place the conflict between State-made rates and 
rates made by Iederal authority is more apparent than real, I have 
seen it stated that only about 15 per cent of the commerce of the coun- 
try moves wholly intrastate, while about 23 per cent of the total 
revenue is derived therefrom. If this is so then at least 85 per cent 
of the traffie of the country is now under direct Federal control and 
the remainder under indirect control where it casts an undue burden 
on the other. I am not one who believes that the 15 per cent con- 
trols the 85 per cent to any such extent as to be disastrous to the 
railroads of the country. In times oe there has been evidence that 
State commissions unduly favored shippers of their own States as a 
matter of retaliation against acts of commissions in adjoining States. 
The State commissioners themselves now willingly concede that re- 
taliatory action of the kind is neither just nor proper. There does not 
now apparently exist any of that spirit in the State commissions, 
Free and full cooperation between State commissions and the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission will bring about that uniformity of rates, 
charges, and regulations between States and interstate traffic which 
should lead to prosperity of carriers and the public alike. A certain 
amount of traffic begins and ends in a State. The movement of such 
traffic has no relation to interstate traffic. The making of rates on 
such traffic should be by State authority. To place such traffic under 
control of a Federal body beyond the power now vested to: prevent 
unjust discrimination against or undue burden upon interstate com- 
merce would be a reversal of our dual form of government, which no one 
proposes to change. 

It has also been proposed that the Congress should provide for the 
consolidation or merger of all railroads in a given territory under a 
Federal charter, all such merged roads to be operated as one. This is 
only a difference in degree from the national consolidation which now 
exists as a war necessity. We should go slow in the way of permitting 
or requiring the consolidation of the railroads of the country. The 
inevitable tendency in such consolidations is to level down the best 
in order to level up the poorest. The country had some experience 
with consolidation in the New York, New Haven & Hartford attempt 
to consolidate and control all the transportation systems of New 
England. When the scheme originated the New York, New Haven & 
Ilartford was regarded as one of the best managed and operated rail- 
road systems in the country. Its stocks and bonds were recognized 
as securities of the highest standard. A citizen who died and was 
able to leave his a a substantial block of New Haven securities 
did so with confidence that they were amply protected. Some one de- 
vised the consolidation. It was inevitable that one of two things was 
bound to happen—either that the New Haven bring its‘ consolidated 
interests up to its high level or that it go down to the lower level of 
the others. The latter happened, and we see the New Haven’s present 
difficulties, It were well enough, perhaps, to give authority to a 
regulating body to pes or require consolidation of railroads in the 
interest of the public, but the exercise of the power should be spar- 
ingly used, and then only in a clear case that public benefit woulé 


result. A consolidation of a number of carriers in any region of this 
country will doubtless increase the cost of transportation to the public 
and at the same time reduce the service nearer to a level of bare 


necessity. There is good in railroad competition. It results in better 
railroads, better equipment, and more adequate facilities and service, 
The good that comes from competition should be preserved, with power 
in the regulating authority to discourage or prevent wasteful competition 
which sometimes exists with respect to transportation of freight and 
passengers between rail and water carriers. We occasionally hear a 
reference to cutthroat competition between carriers. With respect to 
this, it is safe to say that as regards rates no such competition now 
exists, nor has any such existed in this country for many years past. 
Among the things that should be provided in a regulatory statute 
should be control of securities of carriers, provisions for more ade- 
quate control of facilities and equipment, and terminals should be 
opened at junction points for service to carriers reaching those points 
to meet the requirements of the public upon terms that shall be just 
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as between the carriers. It is true that in most large cities of the 
country one or more railroads dominate the terminals and refuse access 
to them or charge exorbitantly for the privilege. 

There has been much talk among some interests with regard to the 
rovisions of the fourth section of the act. Bills have been introduced 
n Congress to provide that no carrier shall charge less for a long haul 

than for a shorter haul included in the longer. If the Federal regul- 
latory body be given power to prescribe minimum as well as maximum 
rates, it would be.in a position to more adequately control the situa- 
tion respecting rates for long and short hauls. In this connection it 
is to be observed that rates by water and by rail in this country are 
so closely related that adequate and effective regulation is not prac- 
ticable unless water and rail transportation are placed in control of 
the same authority. If that is done, means are thereby provided for 
the necessary encouragement and protection of transportation by water. 
With power to prescribe minimum rates the regulating authority can 
effectively prevent the stifling of water transportation by way of 
inordinately low rates by rail. 

It has been suggested that the Congress should poole for regional 
commissioners or deputy commissioners, who should reside in certain 
sections of the country and there hear and dispose of the cases arising 
in the region, with aepene to the full commission in Washington. There 
are Many reasons why such an arrangement would be unwise. In the 
first place, the location of the regional commissions about the country 
would be very expensive. To be effective such commissions should be 
supplied with complete tariff files and a corps of experienced tariff 
and other experts. The expense necessary would not result in compen- 
sating benefit. 

Local representatives would soon reflect in their ve ee and decisions 
the influence of local or special interests. The commission as it now is 
constituted is composed of commissioners selected from various parts 
of the country. In reaching its conclusions the commission renders its 
findings from the viewpoint solely of the interests of the whole country. 
Railroad rates and rate adjustments are so made that there is a rela- 
tionship between different sections of the country. The decisions by one 
regional commission will lead to confusion and embarrassment as be- 
tween the different regions, from which we are now free. 

Full and free cooperation with State commissions and power given the 
Federal body to use the personnel, records, and facilities of State com- 
missions should insure greater uniformity and bring into review the 
local necessities and conditions. 

Decisions by regional commissions from which appeal may be taken 
to the full commission would delay final adjudication. What is needed 
in rate controversies is prompt decision. Manifestly, this prompt dis- 
posal of such controversies is in the public interest. Under the act of 
Congress providing for a division of the commission into bodies of three 
for the disposition of cases, opportunity is afforded for the prompt 
disposal of them; but the commission did not get the new plan in com- 
plete working order before war was declared and the railroads taken 
over by the Government. Action by.a commission on rules, charges, and 
regulations must be as nearly uniform as possible, and regional commis- 
sions can not in the nature of things lead to uniformity. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, no one can doubt that the 
effect of adopting the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. McKELLAR] will be to increase the deficit that everyone now 
concedes already exists in railway revenues under Federalk 
operation. I express the opinion that in important matters the 
Federal administration of railroads has been successful, and 
when the subject has been analyzed with a view to a fair con- 
clusion criticisms which are being heaped upon the Federal 
administration of railroads will be found in many particulars to 
be unfair and unjust; but whether that be true or not, it is a 
fact that under existing rates the revenues are inadequate to 
meet the expenses of the Government in the operation of the 
railroads. The shortage this year, as has been stated by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins], will not be less than $500,- 
000,000, and it may be $800,000,000. If you add to that an addi- 
tional shortage of $200,000,000 occasioned by an automatic and 
ill-considered reduction in intrastate rates, you will have a 
shortage of something like eight hundred million or one billion 
dollars, and you will make imperative a great and an immediate 
increase in the rates that are now being levied on interstate 
commerce. 

That is not the only effect. If you adopt this amendment and 
eut off $200,000,000 of revenue from the railroads arising from 
intrastate commerce you will further depress and impair the 
value of railroad securities. I do not assert that the market 
value of railroad securities depends solely on the revenues aris- 
ing from the rates levied on commerce, but I do know that if you 
establish a policy to levy rates which are admittedly inadequate 
to meet the expenses of operating the railroads you will inevit- 
ably.decrease the value of securities, and, in addition to that, 
you will make it difficult, if not impessible, to secure additional 
investments in railroad properties and securities. This is re- 
lated to the biggest question before Congress affecting the com-’ 
merce of the country. If you cut off this revenue, which is fair, 
on the whole, you will depress railroad securities and involve 
the Government in'a larger burden of debt and at the same time 
make doubtful, if not impossible, necessary improvements in 
railroad properties. 

Mr. POMERENE. And, Mr. President, it would also compel 
an increase in the rates in interstate commerce. 

*Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; I have stated that a time or two, but 
I thank the Senator for suggesting it in this connection. The 
burden on interstate commerce would, of course, be correspond- 
ingly increased. 
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It is said that $1,000,000,000 should be invested in the im- 
provement of railroads within the next year. I do not know 
whether or not that estimate is accurate, or even approxi- 
mately so, but I do know, in order to meet the requirements 
of the expanding commerce of this country, some large fund 
must be invested. 

We are committing ourselves to the policy of private control 
and operation of railroads. I think I need not argue the fact 
that in this country sentiment in favor of public operation and 
control—public ownership—is diminishing, and there is no prob- 
ability of reaction in the early future, however much some Sena- 
tors may desire it. Then, if it is necessary and imperative that, 
in the interests of the commerce of the country, large additional 
sums be invested in railroad improvements and securities in 
the coming year, why should we make that action impossible 
by enacting the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee? 

The only effect that the adoption of this amendment would 
have, in my opinion, would be to encompass the defeat of any 
legisiation on the subject of rate regulation at this time. I do 
not believe that any member of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee who has studied the question—and some of us have been 
studying it for years—I do not believe that any Senator who 
has studied the question diligently would expect anything else 
to result from the adoption of the amendment than the recom- 
mittal of this bill to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, McKE Liar]. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I ask, out of order, to file a report 
from a committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I object. 

Mr. KNOX. I do not ask for any action on it; I merely want 
it to go to the calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKELuLAR]. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I am not going to argue 
this question at all, but I share the opinion of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rosrnson], that it would be most unfortunate if 
this amendment were to be adopted. We want to get back to 
normal times just as quickly as we can; but we can not do 
everything in a minute. If we are going to keep these imter- 
state rates up as they now are—and they will be there for some 
time—and confer upon the State commissions the right within a 
short time to reduce the intrastate rates below the needs of the 
transportation companies, we are going to that very extent to 
cripple the entire transportation system of the country. I 
trust the amendment will be defeated. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I merely want to say that 
on further investigation I find that the McKellar amendment 
has a different object from mine. The object of my amendment 
was to put the State commissions on the same basis as this bill 
puts the Interstate Commerce Commission. It had no purpose 
of restoring at this time the intrastate rates as they existed 
before the war. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKErriar]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

NATIONAL PEACE POLICY. 

Mr. KNOX and Mr. TRAMMELL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. KNOX. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosrnson] hav- 
ing withdrawn his objection to my request to file a report 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, I now renew the 
request. 

Mr. SWANSON. It is understood that after this is done a 
motion will be made to adjourn over until Monday? 

Mr. KNOX. I so understand. 

Mr. ROBINSON. With that information, I take pleasure in 
withdrawing any objection I have made to the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KNOX. From the Committee on Foreign Relations I re- 
port back favorably, with an amendment, the resolution (S. Res. 
76) defining a peace treaty which shall assure to the people of 
the United States the attainment of the ends for which they 
entered the war, and declaring the policy of our Government to 
meet fully obligations to ourselves and to the world, and I sub- 
mit a report (No. 15) thereon. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be placed 
on the calendar. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 641) to amend section 10 of an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the operation of transportation 
systems while under Federal control, for the just compensation 
Saver owners, and for other purposes,” approved March 21, 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I have an amendment which I desire to 
offer to the pending bill, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 3, line 16, after the word “ systems,” 
it is proposed to insert the following: 


Provided, That no intrastate rate shall be increased until at least 
30 days’ notice of the proposed increase bas been given to the shippers 
of the State in which the increase is proposed, and a hearing granted. 


Mr. CUMMINS. In so far as I have authority to do so, or 
can do so, I accept the amendment. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Kine obtained the floor. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. On yesterday an amendment was offered 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson], and it was adopted, 
providing that recovery should not be had against the Railroad 
Administration on claims which accrued prior to Government 
control, The amendment was offered and passed rather hur- 
riedly and without very much consideration. After some re- 
flection I am impressed that it is a bad amendment, and, there- 
fore, I wish to make a motion that the vote by which it was 
adopted be reconsidered if that is in order. 

i The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators have heard the mo- 
on 

Mr. POMERENE. My attention was attracted to another 
matter. I do not understand the import of the Senator’s sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I will explain it briefly. The substance 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana is that 
if a judgment is rendered against the Railroad Administration, 
recovery can not be had against the proceeds of the property 
in the hands of the Government, unless it is upon a claim which 
accrued after Government control; in other words, if the judg- 
ment is based upon a claim which accrued prior to Government 
control, no recovery can be had; therefore staying the remedy 
and the rights of the claimant upon his judgment for a claim 
that accrued prior to Government control. I think it would 
work a great injustice to those who have claims against the 
railroads and would practically suspend the operation of their 
judgments. That is the reason I make the motion to recon- ° 
sider the vote by which the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, while I do not think the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson] is neces- 
sary, yet I think that the Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] 
has not stated it, as I recall it, with entire accuracy. There isa 
provision in the bill that final judgments shall be promptly paid 
by the Director General either from the revenues of the proper- 
ties or from the revolving fund. The Senator from Indiana 
moved that that requirement be limited to judgments recovered 
upon causes of action arising after Federal control. It does not, 
however, in any way impair the remedy of the plaintiff in con- 
nection with judgments rendered upon causes of action arising 
before Federal control, except that they can not levy their judg- 
ments upon the property of the carrier so long as it is in Federal 
possession, and the collection of such judgments, unless they can 
find property which is not within the control of the Government, 
is postponed until some further adjustment is made. I think it 
is quite clear that the Federal Government ought not to be re- 
quired to pay all of the judgments that were rendered against 
the railroad companies before the Government took possession 
either out of the revolving fund or out of the current revenues. 
It is one of those difficult and vexatious questions that will have 
to be adjusted, in my opinion, at a later time. 

Mr. TRAMMELL, Mr, President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Take a judgment of the character that we 
are now discussing—that is, a judgment against a railroad that 
is under Government control—is it not within the purview of the 
authority of the administration to pay that judgment and charge 
it up against the compensation that the railroad is entitled to 
receive? ; 

Mr. CUMMINS. Unfortunately it is not at the present time. 
I assume that Congress could possibly give the Government that 
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authority ; but I think it is perfectly clear that when the Govern- 
ment 1 ikes over these properties in order to operate them for a 
public purpose it can not allow interference with that operation 
by levying process for the collection of a debt upon the property 
being operated. I am sure the Senator from Florida will agree 
with me about that. 

The next inquiry is, Whether it would be wise to require the 
Government to take from the revenues which it is receiving in 
the operation of the property sufficient to pay the judgments 
which had been recovered before the Government took posses- 
sion or upon causes of action which arose before the Government 
took possession? It is a very difficult matter to adjust, but it is 
hard to be entirely equitable in the transition that was made 
originally from private to public operation and which we must 
shortly make when we return to private operation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. Would it not be manifestly equitable, fair, 
and just to insert a provision in this bill that where final judg- 
ments have been rendered against the railroads the Director 
General is authorized to pay them out of the rents and profits 
that are guaranteed to the railroad corporations? I think that 
by all means ought to be done. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I would be entirely willing to see an amend- 
ment of that kind made—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will offer an amendment of that kind. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But that is not the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana, which the Senator from Florida now 
seeks to reconsider. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is perfectly manifest that these litigants 
who have heretofore obtained judgments ought not to be post- 
poned or deprived of their recoveries against the railroads. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think the Senator from Tennessee is right 
about that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. And I will offer an amendment on that 
subject, if the Senator from Iowa will pardon me a moment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. An amendment that simply authorizes the 
Director General to take from the compensation that is due to 
these companies from time to time sufficient to pay judgments 
which have been rendered against the companies would be en- 
tirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Final judgments that have been rendered. 

Mr. WATSON. Yes; and I shall not object to that amendment, 
though, after all, I think it makes but a slight difference in the 
long run. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The difference about it is that a number of 
judgments have been in suspense for quite a while, and when 
the Railroad Administration took charge of the railroads it 
was held by it that it had no authority to pay these judgments; 
and I know a great many of them have been held up—judgments 
that ought to have been paid and are simply being postponed. I 
will prepare an amendment along that line. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think that the claim of a judgment creditor 
is superior to the interest of either the stockholder or the bond- 
holder, and I think such judgments ought to be paid. 

Mr. WATSON. Ishall not object at all to the amendment that 
is to be proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will have it ready in just a moment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, are these judgments which are to 
be paid, under the view suggested by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, to be deducted from the amount guaranteed by the Gov- 
ernment to the railroad companies, or out of any sum that 
might go to the railroad companies above the guaranteed 
amount to be paid? 

Mr. CUMMINS. There is not anything that goes to the rail- 
road companies above the guaranteed amount. 

Mr. KING. I understand that there is not, except perhaps in 
some instances where the railroads have had a very large 
earning capacity. I conceived that it was possible that some 
companies might receive more than the guaranteed amount. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But the Senator from Utah, I think, does 
not remember the law of March 17, 1918, eorrectly. The Gov- 
ernment pays to these railways a certain sum, ascertained in 
the manner provided by law, as compensation for the use of 
the property. If the property earns more than the sum which 
the Government has agreed to pay, the excess belongs to the 
Government of the United States and not to the railway com- 
panies, < 

Mr. KING. I find, then, that I am in error. I supposed 
that a portion of that excess went to the stockholders of the 
corporation. 

Mr. CUMMINS. No portion whatever. 

Mr. KING. May I ask, in this connection, whether the Gov- 
ernment has received any amount from any of the railroads 
above the guaranty? 
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Mr. CUMMINS. I am not able to answer that question with 
absolute certainty, but I do not know of any such railroad. It 
may be that there are one or two which have earned more than 
the. compensation which the Government agreed to pay; but 
if there are they have not come to my notice. 

Mr. KING. Of course, there were a number of railroads 
which, before the Government took control of them, earned an 
amount in excess of that which they are now receiving. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think there is a single railroad 
that earned more. I do not mean that they did not earn a 
little more in 1917 or 1916 or 1915 than the Government agreed 
to pay; but there is no railroad, so far as I know, which has 
earned in excess of the average net income for the three years 
before the war, and that is the basis of the contracts for com- 
pensation. 

Mr. KING. I did not have the three-year period in mind; 
but my recollection of the figures is that a number of the rail- 
roads did receive an amount in excess of that paid by the 
Government at some period, not very remote, before the Gov- 
ernment took over the railroads. 

Mr. CUMMINS. No. The Senator from Utah will remember 
that the Government deals with each road separately. 

Mr, KING. Yes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. And it agrees to pay that road the average 
net income for the three years preceding the war. Now, so far 
as I know, there is no road whose average net income for 1918, 
and up to this time in 1919, equals the average net income of 
that road for the three years prior to the war. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I believe the question now 
is the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Indiana was adopted yesterday, which is, on 
page 2, in line 10, after the word “ judgments,” to insert the 
words “ on causes of action arising during Federal control.” 

The question now is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Florida to reconsider that amendment. 

Mr, CUMMINS. I very much hope that will not be done. 

Mr. WATSON. I trust that will not prevail. I think the 
Senator from Tennessee has prepared an amendment that will 
meet the objection of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. TRAMMEL. Mr. President, of course I do not know 
just what the Senator’s amendment is going to provide. I can 
not quite comprehend, however, how it will meet the objection, 
as this amendment specifically provides that judgments shall 
not be paid upon claims accruing prior to Government control. 
Of course, he might write an amendment which would be 
directly in conflict with it, and the two would have to be con- 
strued together. What I had in contemplation when I made 
the motion was that if we reconsider this amendment I will 
then offer as a substitute for this amendment an amendment on 
page 2, in line 14, which will provide as follows: 

And upon claims accruing prior to Government control it shall become 
a charge against the defendant company. 

In other words, the Railroad Administration will go ahead and 
settle the claim, but it shall be a charge then against the de- 
fendant company, or the corporation involved in the judgment. 
Of course, I had in mind, doubtless, just what the Senator from 
Tennessee is covering with his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. TramMMmett] to reconsider the 
vote whereby the amendment in line 10, page 2, was adopted. 
[Putting the question.] By the sound, the noes seem to have it. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I call for the yeas and nays; and, pending 
that, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 
suggested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Beckham Harris 
Capper Harrison 
Chamberlain , Jones, N. Mex. 
Cummins Jones, Wash, 
Curtis Kellogg 
Dial Kendrick 
Dillingham Kenyon 
King 
Kirby 
La Follette 
Lenroot Pomerene 
McCumber Ransdell 
McKellar Reed 
Gronna McNary Sheppard 
Hale Moses Sherman 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. SmirH], is necessarily detained from the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-eight Senators having re- 
sponded to the roll call, there is a quorum present. The ques 


Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Newberry 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Phelan 
Phipps 
Poindexter 


Smith, Ariz, 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutheriand 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Waish, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Williams 


Fletcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
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tion is on the motion of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Tram- 
met] to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson] was agreed to on yes- 
terday. 

Mr. 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
pending question, 

The Secretary. The Senator from Florida moves to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate on yesterday adopted the 
following amendment, offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Watson]: 

On page 2, after the word “ judgments,” 
ing amendment was inserted: 

On causes of action arising during Federal control. 

So that, as amended, it reads: 


All final judgments on causes of action arising during Federal con- 
tro! for a plaintiff or plaintiffs rendered in actions for personal in- 
juries or for Joss of or damage to property shall be promptly paid by 
the Director General of Railroads, either from the operating revenue 
of the defendant or defendants or the revolving fund herein created. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon that the Senator from 
Florida demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I find that the object sought 
by me may be reached by an amendment without a reconsid- 
eration of the amendment just stated. Therefore I withdraw 
the nrotion for the reconsideration of that vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I move that the bill be amended, on page 
2, line 14, by inserting after the word “ created,” the words 
“and final judgments based on claims accruing prior to Govy- 
ernment control shall be paid by the Director General of Rail- 
roads and charged against the compensation account of the 
particular railroad involved.” I move the adoption of that 
amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, with the spirit of the amend- 
ment just offered by the Senator from Florida I have no quar- 
rel. I think it is entirely proper that these railroads shall pay 
out of their compensation the judgments which have been 
rendered against them before Federal control, or judgments 
upon causes of action arising before Federal control; and there- 
fore I accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 14, after the word “ created,” 
it is proposed to insert a comma and the following words: 

And final judgments based on claims accruing prior to Governnent 
control shall be paid by the Director General of Railroads and charged 

inst the compensation account of the particular railroad involved. 

vir. MCKELLAR. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 
Florida if he will not accept an amendment to his amendment, 
to insert after the word “ Railroads” the words “ out of such 
compensation as is or has been agreed to be paid to such rail- 
road company.” 

Mr. TRAMMELL. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
railroad’s funds. 

Mr. CUMMINS. 
thing 





GRONNA. Mr. President, I ask to have the question 


The Secretary will state the 


in line 10, the follow- 


That will be accepted. 
In other words, it will be taken out of the 
I think the two amendments mean the same 
Mr. McKELLAR. Precisely the same. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. They seem to me to mean the same thing. 
lt is just a question of the selection of verbiage and phraseology. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Florida will be so modified. The 
Secretary will state the amendment as modified. 

The Secretary. As modified, the amendment now reads: 

On page 2, line 14, after the word “ created,” insert a comma and the 
fol Ng and final judgments based on claims accruing prior to 
Gove nt control shall be paid by the Director General of Railroads 
out of auc h compe nsation as is or 
railroad company.” 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

fhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary Im- 
quiry. I was called from the Chamber a few moments ago. 
I had been here pretty steadily during the day and on return- 
ing te the Chamber I understand a motion has been made that 
when the Senate adjourns this afternoon it shall adjourn until 
Monday next. 

I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry and then I shall ask 
to be heard upon it. Is a motion to reconsider in order made 
by one who confessedly did net vote on the question? I was 
out of the Chamber, and I did not vote. 

I can not understand, Mr. President, why it is that the Senate 
shou adjourn from this afternoon until Monday when there is 


as been agreed to be paid to such 


CON GRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JUNI 


business here to be transacted. I had up a few days ago a very 
important measure providing vocational training for men in- 
jured in industries. We had an hour and a half | or two hours’ 
consideration of that measure. It was then set aside because of 
the unfinished business, the resolution of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Jounson]. This other important measure that has 
come up now will be finished, I suppose, this afternoon. I had 
assumed that the Senate would go ahead with the other bill at 
the conclusion of the bill which is now the unfinished business, 
and I had intended to make a motion to that effect. That bill 
could have been passed certainly by Saturday night, or defeated, 
if it is to be defeated, but I do not like to have it submarined in 
this manner. 

Mr. GRONNA. 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRONNA. I am very glad the Senator from Iowa has 
called the attention of the Senate to the agreement to adjourn 
over. I will say for the information of the Senate that I had 
hoped to be able to report the Agricultural appropriation bill to 
the Senate on Saturday. Certainly we ought to dispose of the 
supply bills as quickly as possible. I can see no reason why we 
should adjourn for three days at a time when the appropriation 
bills are now being considered in committees, and, of course, 
will shortly be reported. 

Mr.CUMMINS. Will my colleague and the Senator from North 
Dakota be willing to postpone the discussion of this subject until 
the pending bill has been passed? 

Mr. KENYON. When does my colleague think it will be 
passed ? 

Mr. CUMMINS. 
minutes. 

Mr. KENYON. I have been waiting all day for its final pas- 
sage. If some one then does not immediately move to adjourn, 
which is not a debatable motion—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Why not let the pending bill be passed and 
then take up the bill the Senator from Iowa has in charge? It is 
a measure in which I am very greatly interested, and I do not 
see why we can not pass it this afternoon. 

Mr. KENYON. May I ask whether a Senator who is not pres- 
ent can make a motion to reconsider? 

Mr. WATSON. Why not let the discussion of that question 
go over until the pending bill has been passed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
withdraw his request? 

Mr. KENYON. I withdraw the request for 
until the pending bill can be passed. 

Mr. WATSON. Then the junior Senator from Iowa can move 
to take up his bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still as in Cominittee 
of the Whole and open to amendment. If there be no further 
amendment, it will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Will the Senator yield? 


I think it can be passed in less than three 


from lowz 


three aim 


VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION, 


Mr. KENYON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 18) to provide for the promotion of 
vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in indusiry or 
otherwise and their return to civil employment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has heretofore been 
read and certain committee amendments have beer agreed to. 

Mr. KENYON. There are some Senators who are opposed to 
this bill. I do not see them in the Chamber and I think in 
fairness I should suggest the absence of a quorum. I make that 
uggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Ashurst 
Beckham 
Capper 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
France 
Hale 
Harrison 


The Secretary will call the 


McCumber 
McNary 
Moses 
New 
Norris 
Nugent 
Overman 
Page 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Sheppard 


Henderson 
Hitchcock 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, N. Mex, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Kenyon 

King 


Smith, Ariz. 
Smoot 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass, 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Williams 


Knox 

La Follette 

Lenroot 

Lodge 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

Forty-five Senators have answered to their names. 


Moses in the chair). 


There is 





1919. 


not a quorum present. 
the absentees. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. McKetrar, Mr. 
PHELAN, and Mr. SuTHERLAND answered to their names when 
called. 

Mr. Newserry, Mr. Ener, Mr. Harris, Mr. Purers, Mr. STAn- 
LEY, aud Mr. WARREN entered the Chamber and answered to 
their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary 
will state the first amendment of the Committee on Education 
and Labor which has not been acted upon. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Kine] is very solicitous that this measure should go over until 
Monday. He is very persuasive about it. I think it is a mistake 
myself. There is no reason why the Senate should not stay 
here and do business to-morrow and the next day. But inas- 
much as the Senator has so urgently requested it, 1 am not 
going to insist on going on with the bill this afternoon. I under- 
stand that it is now the unfinished business. Would the Senator 
object to a few minor amendments which have been proposed, or 
would he prefer to have it all go over until Monday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen- 
ator from Iowa that there are committee amendments not yet 
acted upon. 

Mr. KENYON. 
not been agreed to, 

Mr. KING. On several of the committee amendments I want 
to make some observations, but if they are verbal changes or 
minor amendments I have no objection. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator would prefer that the amend- 
ments should go over until Monday? 

Mr. KING. I would prefer that course. 

Mr. KENYON. Inasmuch as the Senate has already agreed 
to adjourn until Monday—and I presume that motion will! 
stand, as this bill is the unfinished business—I give notice that 
I am going to insist on a fair consideration of the measure until 
we reach a conclusion upon it one way or the other. 

Mr. KING. I shall join with the Senator in any request he 
may make in respect to that matter. 

Mr. KENYON. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING 
ordered. 


The Secretary will call the names ef 


I know all the committee amendments have 


OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 


DEFICIENCY IN RAILROAD OPERATION. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5312) to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for carrying out the act entitled, “An act to 
provide for the operation of transportation systems while under 
Federal control, for just compensation of their owners, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, and it was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for carrying out the act entitled “An act to provide for the operation 
of transportation systems while under Iederal control, for the just 
compensation of their owners, and for other purposes,” approved March 
21, 1918, there is appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise sate $750,000,000, which shall be in addition to the 
appropriation of $500,000,000 made in section 6 of said act, and shall 
be subject in all respects to the same authority for, and restriction of, 
expenditure as the said $500,000,000. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, this is 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator yield? Does the Senator know 
whether the Committee on Interstate Commerce have given 
any consideration to this measure and whether it meets with 
their approval? 

Mr. WARREN. I addressed that interrogatory to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. I did so as 
late as yesterday. He had nothing to say against its passage in 
the regular way. 

Mr. KING. By that I understand the Senator to mean—— 

Mr. WARREN. TI understand he has no objection whatever 
to the bill. 

Mr. KING. Does the Interstate Commerce Committee ap- 
prove of it affirmatively and not in a negative way? 

Mr. WARREN. It never has been submitted to that com- 
mittee for approval, and I do not know why it should be. It is 
under the law a shortage of an appropriation; it exists in the 
form of a deficiency, which we must in some manner make up. 

Mr. KING. I did not understand that the entire amount 
was a deficiency, but that it was to meet——— 

Mr. WARREN. All of it is a deficiency, and I am sorry to 
Say that we shall have more of this same kind of deficiency 
later on, 
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Mr. POMERENE. I think as one member of the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce I can say that we regret very much 
that there is such a deficiency, but we do not know how to 
escape it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN SOLDIERS’ CEMETERY IN FRANCE. 


Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 122) authorizing a commission to acquire and 
maintain a cemetery in France in the name of the United States 
for the reception and interment of the bodies of American officers 
and men who lost their lives in connection with the European 
war, and to apprepriate $500,000 therefor, and for other purposes. 

Mr. President, this measure is the result of a bill which I intro- 
duced at the last session and a bill which was sent here by the 
War Department at the last session. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, taking the two bills, practically made this bill. It was 
reported at the last session and was passed by the Senate, but 
because of the expiration of the Congress it got no further. This 
bill is practically the same bill, with a verbal change, that was 
introduced and passed at the last session. 

Mr. KING. Was the bill reported by the committee unani- 
mously ? 

Mr. SPENCER, 
the calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator whether the bill will 
lead to any discussion, because if it does I shall ask unanimous 
consent that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will withdraw the request if there is any 
discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business has 
been already temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. SMOOT. I had not heard the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Missouri? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subject to the laws relative to national mili- 
tary cemeteries within the United States so far as such laws may be 
applicable, and subject to the permission of France, by treaty or other- 
wise, 2 conunission shall be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to 
acquire in the name of the United States a suitable plat of land in 
France, preferably on or near one of the important battle fields where 
American troops were conspicuously engaged, and there to establish a 
national cemetery, to be known as the American field of honor, and to 
properly prepare said plat of land for use as such and thereafter to care 
for, preserve, and maintain the same. 

Sec. 2. That in said field of honor, in section 1 of this act provided 
for, may be buried, and shall only be buried, the remains of officers and 
members of and persons accompanying or serving with the United States 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps who have died or hereafter shall die while 
serving with the overseas forces during the present war with Germany 
or during any period of occupation immediately subsequent thereto; and 
the Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause the remains of each of 
the persons aforesaid to be buried in said field: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall interfere with the return to the United States of the remains 
of any such officers or men whose nearest relative may desire such return 
to the United States. 

Sec. 3. That for the purchase of the land and the original cost of the 
preparation thereof for use as a national cemetery, as in the first section 
of this act provided, and for the cost of transter of remains and the 
interment thereof in said cemetery, as in the second section of this act 
provided, there is hereby sqeesneouae®. out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary therefor. 

Sec. 4. That the commission referred to in section 1 of this act shall 
consist of three Members of the Senate and three Members of the House 
of Representatives, appointed, respectively, by the Vice President and 
the Speaker of the House, who will become the permanent board to 
administer the cemetery and its maintenance. Vacancies shall be filled 
as in its original organization. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I have no intention of oppos- 
ing this bill. On the contrary, I shall vote for it with a great 
deal of pleasure. I rose, however, for the purpose of referring 
for a brief moment to the bill which has just been passed by 
the Senate without debate. It is the bill which appropriates 
$750,000,000 to enable the Government to meet the deficiency 
oceasioned by its operation of the railroad systems of the United 
States. It was one of several large appropriation bills which 
had been reported from the committee and which were upon 
the calendar during the closing days of the last session. Those 
days were devoted to a general, indiscriminate, and long-con- 
tinued discussion, ostensibly of one or more of the bills, but 
really of everything on earth except the substance of the bills. 
The reason assigned for their procedure at the time by gentle- 
men then occupying the attention of the Senate and the coun- 
try was that these bills were of such transcendent importance 
that they involved questions and issues and considerations se 
vital to the welfare of the people ef the country, with which 
they should be made acquainted in the fullest possible manner, 
that Senators were unable to square their conscience with their 
duty and permit those bills to pass without extended considera- 


It was reported unanimously and placed on 
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tion. I note that the bill took just about five minutes for its 
presentation and passage to-day, and that not one of the Mem- 
bers of the Senate who were conspicuous in their opposition to 
the consideration and passage of these bills at the last session 
was present and in his seat at the time of the enactment of this 
great measure, carrying almost a billion dolars. 

Mr. SMOOT. So that the Senate may know just why the 
bill was not passed at the last session of Congress, I wish to 
state that the reason of it was because the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Martin], having the bill in charge, and the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Srmrmons], would not allow the bill to be presented to the 
Senate, but used it to force, if possible, the passage of other 
bills, knowing that everyone wanted the passage of the appro- 
priation bill containing the $750,000,000. I know myself that 
there were propositions made to those Senators that if they 
would bring the appropriation bill before the Senate it would 
pass in a very few moments, but it was refused and held back 
so as to try to force the other bills to passage. 

Mr. THOMAS. While what the Senator has said may be true, 
which I neither aftirm nor deny, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that two of the bills which at that time were upon the 
calendar have passed with almost as little difficulty and waste 
of time of the Senate as the one just disposed of. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Satoor] was on the committee with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Martin] and myself. On account of illness the Sena- 
tor from Virginia was not able to take charge of the deficiency 
bill entirely in the closing hours of the last session, and he left 
it to my charge to a large extent. Therefore I happen to know 
the facts. 

When the bill carrying $750,000,000 came over from the House 
there was considerable objection in the committee to a vote on 
it and a good deal of criticism, but it developed that if the bill 
were reported to the Senate in the form it was reported at this 
session there would be an effort made to put a rider on it in 
the shape of legislation that would involve the long-and-short- 
haul clause with reference to railroad matters, and would have 
brought on interminable debate and an endless contest on the 
tloor of this Chamber. We knew that; everybody knew that. If 
the bill had come in as it was reported at this session, as a sepa- 
rate bill, it would have been open to that amendment, and it was 
stated that that amendment would be made to the bill and other 
amendments made to it which would have probably resulted 
in its ultimate defeat; but if the amount of the appropriation 
should be put in the deficiency bill it would not be subject to 
those amendments. 

The amount of this appropriation was reported in the defi- 
ciency bill, which everybody expected would have a fair oppor- 
tunity to go through and become a law, and it would have gone 
through carrying this appropriation if there had not been a 
filibuster on the other side of the Chamber. That is the historic 
fact. Nobody can deny it. The Recorp shows it. I am not 
here to criticize other Senators. Every Senator has a free 
right to handle bills on the floor as he sees fit, and if Senators 
on the floor of the Senate desire to enter into endless debate 
at the close of a session and to destroy the life of a bill, that is 
their responsibility; they must assume it; and I am not here 
to criticize it. 

In the absence of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], I 
am not willing to let the statement go on the floor that he was 
responsible for not bringing in the bill, when he was anxious to 
do so, and only put the provision on a deficiency bill because that 
was the direct line to secure its passage without having riders 
put on the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I made the statement I did in 
answer to a statement which was made by the Senator from 
Colorado |Mr. THoMAs]. I do not think that the Senator from 
Virginia or the Senator from North Carolina would object to 
iny Statement if they had been present. There was no ques- 
tion but that the deficiency appropriation bill would have passed 
this body at the last session of Congress had not other bills 
been put ahead of it, and no other business could be attended 
to until they were disposed of. 

Now, I will say to the Senator from Alabama that I took no 
part whatever in the filibuster. I was perfectly willing 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not saying that the Senator took 
part in the filibuster, but I say other Senators on his side of the 
Chamber did so, and they were responsible for the death of that 
bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I merely wanted the Recorp to show the fact. 
If I had had my way the bill would have passed; but I did 
feel that the real situation as it existed ought to have been 
stated. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
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Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. THOMAS. From what I have said I do not want to be 
understood as charging the filibuster to the Republican Party, 
because they were not responsible for it. The filibuster was 
conducted by three Members of the Senate. It is a fact that 
their affiliations are with the Republican Party, but the or- 
ganization, I think, is as free from responsibility for it as is 
this side. ; 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, in view of what has been 
said I think we might as well state in a word what the fact was 
and cease to indulge in camouflaging. The bill referred to was 
defeated by a filibuster conducted by certain Senators. There 
is no escape from that, and let us recognize the fact as such. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF CAPTURED WAR TROPHIES, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. If it is in order, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Calendar No. 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from New York to ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of Calendar Order No. 10. Is there objection? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I reserve the right to object. The 
understanding was that we would adjoura after the completion 
of the bill just under consideration and not displace the measure 
that is the unfinished business of the Senate. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the bill gives rise to debate, I am per- 
fectly willing to agree not to press it for consideration this after- 
noon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that the 
unfinished business will not be displaced if the bill suggested by 
the Senator from New York is taken up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 648) to provide for the 
equitable distribution of captured war devices and trophies to 
the States and Territories of the United States and to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to apportion and distribute pro rata among the 
several States and Territories of the United States and the District of 
Columbia, in corresponding ratio as the total number of men serving 
in the armed forces of the United States, as hereinafter provided, from 
each State or Territory and the District of Columbia bears to the total 
number of men so serving from all States and Territories and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, all cannon, gun carriages, machine guns, minen- 
werfers, mortars, bomb throwers, flame throwers, gas pieces. and 
other war devices and trophies captured by the armed forces of the 
United States from the armed forces of Germany and allied nations, 
with the exception of such cannon, gun carriages, machine guns, minen- 
werfers, mortars, bomb throwers, flame throwers, gas projectors, and 
other war devices and trophies as may be required for experimental 
purposes or for actual use by the armed forces of the United States; 
and the further exception of such of the devices aforementioned as 
may be required for display in museums of a national character or for 
monumental purposes in Arlington National Cemetery and in other na- 
tional cemeteries, national parks, and national monuments wheresoever 
situated. 

Sec. 2. That the apportionment and distribution provided for in this 
act shall be undertaken and completed as soon as practicable after the 
return of the aforementioned war devices and trophies to the United 
States; and that for the purposes of this act the Secretary of the 
United States Navy, or such person as he may direct, and The Adju- 
tant General of the United States Army, shall separately or jointly 
compile or cause to be compiled a report or reports showing the num- 
ber of men in the armed forces’ of the United States accredited to each 
State or Territory of the United States and to the District of Columbia, 
either by enlistment or by the process of the selective-service act, or 
otherwise drawn into and becoming an integral part of the armed 
forces of the United States during tbe period hereinafter specified, and 
that such report or reports shall be laid before the Secretary of War 
as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, and in no event 
later than six months from date hereof, and shall serve as the basis 
for the pro rata apportionment and distribution among the several 
States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided. 

Sec. 3. That in the case of the States and Territories the sygertion- 
ment and distribution, as provided for in this act, shall be made 
through the governor or chief executive of each of the several States 
and Territories. 

Sec. 4. That for the purposes of this act the term “in the armed 
forces of the United States,’”’ wherever used in this act, shall be con- 
strued to include all men enlisted, drafted, or otherwise drawn into 
and becoming an integral part of the United States Army, the United 
States Navy, the United States Marine Corps, the United States Coast 
Guard, and all other armed forces of the United States whatsoever ; 
and that the period of service in the armed forces of the United States, 
as hereinbefore provided, shall be construed to begin with the effective 
date of the declaration of a state of war between the United States and 
Germany on April 6, 1917, and to end on the effective date of the 
armistice between the United States and Germany at 11 o’clock on 
November 11, 1918; and that the report or reports of men accredited 
to each of the several States and Territories and.the District of Colum- 
bia shall be confined to the period between those two dates, inclusive. 

Sec. 5. That all transportation charges on war devices and trophies, 
as indicated from point of shipment to point of final delivery within 
the several States, Territories, and counties thereof, and the District 
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of Columbia, shall be borne by the United States Government, but not 
the expenses or costs incident to erection in local communities. 

Sec. 6. That on and after the passage of this act no award or dis- 
tribution of war devices or trophies captured during the period speci- 
fied shall be made exeept as herein provided, and all legislation con- 
flicting herewith is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 7. That to carry out the provisions of this act there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be administered by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have read the bill and I 
have listened to the reading of it by the Seeretary, and I am 
very much in favor of its passage. As E understand the pro- 
visions of the bill, it will eliminate the necessity of several 
seore of bills being considered for various communities. Let me 
ask the distinguished Senator if I have grasped the measure 
correctly? First, these war trophies, such as they may be, are 
to be distributed to the various States, and then the proper exec- 
utive officer of the State is to distribute them to the various 
towns and cities as the State may see fit? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. ASHURST. It obviates, then, the necessity of passing at 
least 300 or 400 bills in cases where various communities are 
asking for war trophies. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the Senator from Arizona un- 
derestimates the number of bills. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, if I also may ask the Sena- 
tor from New York a question: I assume that this distribution 
by the governors of the several States will depend upon such 
powers as thay be conferred upon them by the legislatures of 
the several States? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
upon that topic. 

Mr. POMERENE. Now, let me ask the Senator a further 
question. I have in mind now one request from a very excellent 
college in Ohio that had a very large number of students in the 
service. The president of the college wrote me sometime ago— 
I refer to the Mount Union College, of Alliance, Ohio—asking 
that one of the large guns be given to that college. I introduced 
here a bill to that effect. Is there anything in this bill which 
would preclude that college getting one of those cannons or 
guns? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I see nothing in this bill that would 
prevent that. If the governor of Ohio desires to give it to the 
college, I think he could do se under this bill. 

Mr. POMERENE. But if the governor of Ohio did do that, 
would it be violative of any provision of this bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I know of no provision of this bill that 
would be violated by any such act. 
tion to section 3, which is only four lines long, and which reads: 


Sec. 3. That in the case of the States and Territories the apportion- 
ment and distribution, as provided for in this act, shall be made through 


I assume the legislatures will legislate 


I call the Senator’s atten- | 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. I think that is a matter which can be 
easily handled by an intelligent administration and by adjust- 
ment of the situation between the several governors and the 
War Department. It seems to me that in making up the appor- 
tionment of the trophies to go to the several States, the War 
Department, if it operates at all intelligently, will take that Into 
consideration. It certainly should, and perhaps the very dis- 
cussion which the Senator has initiated here this afternoon will 
indicate the temper of the Senate upon it. It is, however, a 
very difficult question upon which to legislate. 

Mr. POMERENE. I may say that Gen. Farnsworth, in charge 
of the Thirty-seventh Division, has already made recommenda- 
tion to that effect, as I understand, to the War Department, and 
I have no doubt it will be respected. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And undoubtedly the other division 
commanders and members of other divisions will make similar 
suggestions on many occasions. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I do not know that I under- 
stood the Senator from Ohio. Is it his idea that trophies should 
be divided up in proportion to the captures by the various troops? 

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, no; I did not say that. That does not 
quite express my thought. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. I merely wish to suggest to the Senator 
that if we divide the trophies in that way it would probably be 
unfair. Take, for instance, the case of Sergt. Alvin C. York, 
of my State. He would be entitled to practically all the machine 
guns there are. It seems that he captured on one occasion most 
of this character of guns the Germans had. Of course, under 
these circumstances it would hardly be generous on the part of 
Tennessee, as the home of this gallant and remarkable soldier, 
to demand all that he captured, and I think that we can well 
afford to be considerate of our less fortunate sister States and 
divide the machine guns on the basis as pfovided in the bill. 

Mr. POMERENE. I am quite willing that Sergt. York shall 
have all the German prisoners he captured. 

Mr. McCKELLAR.. And all the machine guns? 

Mr. POMERENE. Yes; and all the machine guns. 
have them. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
regard. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


He should 


I agree with the Senator absolutely in that 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. KENYON. Before the motion is agreed to I should like 
to inquire if the unfinished business is now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. SMOOT. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 


the governor or chief executive of cach of the several States and Ter- | to the consideration of executive business. 


ritories. 


Mr. POMERENE. Now, let me ask the Senator another ques- | 


tion and, if I may, make a preliminary statement. There is a 
very large number of these heavy field guns and other military 
supplies which were captured by the Thirty-seventh Division, 
which was made up largely of Ohio troops. Of course, the 
troops from the other States rendered a similar service with 
Similar success. Necessarily the Ohio soldiers would have a 
little bit more interest in the trophies captured by them than 
they would have in trophies which were captured by the troops 
of other States, and it seems to me that due regard ought te 
be had to that fact when it comes to the distribution of these 
different military supplies. Is that provided for in the bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is not specifically provided for in 
the bill, but I should think that an intelligent administration of 
this act would prompt the Federal authorities to see te it that 
whenever it is possible the trophies assigned to a given State 
shall be the trophies captured by the troops from that State. 

Mr. POMERENE. Why could there ‘not be an amendment 
offered declaring the purpose of Congress in that behalf now? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think it would be rather difficult to 
draft legislation to meet that requirement. We might get into 
difficulties if we tried to make that a rigid requirement under the 
law. 

Mr. POMERENE. I realize very well that could not be done, 
but if there were some statement declaring the purpose of Con- 
gress in that behalf as a guide to the military department when 
they come to the distribution of the various trophies, I think 
it would be desirable. I can understand, for instance, that 
where there was a division containing one regiment from New 
York, another regiment from Ohio, and another regiment from 
Pennsylvania, all of them rendering most loyal and efficient 
Service, the trophies should be distributed among those several 
States in proportion, perhaps, to the number of troops engaged, 


| 
| 
| 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 2 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 
16, 1919. at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 12, 1919. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 
Bruce Alexander to be United States marshal, northern dis- 
trict of Mississippi. 
Floyd Loper to be United States marshal, southern district 
of Mississippi. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, June 12, 1919. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the wise, the true, 
the noble men, who have witnessed the terrible disasters which 
a world-wide war has left in its wake, who are striving to form 
a league of nations te prevent its recurrence in all future. 

Let those who object to a league of nations visit Arlington, our 
national cemeteries, and those in France where our American 
dead lie in abundance. Let them witness the wounded and 
maimed, with arms, legs, eyes, health, gone; ponder these un- 
sightly scenes before they ‘lift their voices against those who 
would prevent such scenes and think twice before they speak. 

Above all, let the religious denominations lay aside their 
petty creeds and unwarranted dogmas and unite on the common 
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ground of humanity to uphold and sustain peace among the 
sons of men, for God’s sake, for Christ’s sake, for humanity’s 
sake. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs 1 report the bill making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for 
other purposes, together with the accompanying report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5608) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 20, 1920, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points 
of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, may I give notice to the House 
that immediately upon the completion of the pending Army 
appropriation bill I shall move for the consideration of the bill 
which I have reported. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, together with the report, 
and ordered printed. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 


Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, Mr. BrumpavueH, a qualified Mem- 
ber from Ohio, who has been unavoidably detained on account 
of illness, is here and desires to take the oath of office. 

Mr. BRUMBAUGH presented himself before the bar of the 
House and took the oath of office. 


MEMORIAL OF CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF PORTO RICO. 


Mr. DAVILA. Mr., Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp a memorial addressed to me by the Chamber 
of Commerce of Porto Rico dealing with the matter of the im- 
provement of harbors in the island. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Porto Rico asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp a memorial. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
what is the length of this memorial? 

Mr. DAVILA. It is a memorial dealing with the improve- 
ment of harbors in Porto Rico. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, 


to object, 


[After a pause.] The 


APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House, according 
to the provisions of the act of June 10, 1872, the following ap- 
pointment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Tempe, of Pennsylvania, to be a member of the 


Mr. Soard of Di- 
rectors of the 


Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the order of yesterday, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. STEELE] is recognized 
for 20 minutes. [Applause. ] 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, out of regard for the wishes of 
those who are charged with the Army appropriation bill and 
who desire to speed the passage of that bill, I have asked only 
for the minimum time, and therefore will have to ask that I be 
to proceed without interruption; and for the same 
reason, Mr. Speaker, I ask that I may be given unanimous con- 
sent to revise and extend my remarks, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. Speaker, last week this House by a unani- 


1 7 
uld0wed 


asks 
Is there 


Mr. STEELE. 
mous vote passed a resolution authorizing the appointment of a 
oni e of 15 to investigate the war-time expenditures of the 
partment. Yesterday the House by a like vote, in order 

» show the scope which that investigation will likely assume, 
gave its consent to the unlimited use of funds in making that 
investigation, the idea being, as stated by former Speaker 
Crark yesterday, that this investigation should be most thor- 
ough in all its aspects. The only surprise to me in connection 
with this resolution was that it was limited to the expenditures 
of the War Department, for my thought is that if investigation 
is to be made it should not only be thorough as to that depart- 
ment, but thorough as to all other departments and bureaus of 
the Government having charge of the expenditures of war ap- 
propriations. I am told, however, it is the purpose of the 
majority to introduce such resolutions in the near future. In 
the discussion of this resolution it was interesting to note the 
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reasons given by the majority for the passage of the resolution. 
As stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess], it. was: 


If in this riot of expenditure induced by the war there has been ex- 
travagance, if the extravagance was such that it could not be avoided, 
the country will probably excuse it. If it could have been avoided, 
there is no reason why the country should not know it. 


Similar reasons were given by others in speaking in behalf 
of the majority of this House. The reasons that were given on 
behalf of the majority for the passage of this resolution, then, 
reduce themselves to the allegation of extravagance. 

There was no specific charge at all during this discussion of 
any fraud or corruption in connection with these expenditures. 
Just what this investigation may develop, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarkK] yesterday, no one can 
prophesy at this time; but, so far as we know at the present 
time, the sum and substance of the allegations is that there was 
extravagance. 

Now, the great outstanding fact of this whole war proposition 
is that this country was successful in its aims, and successful 
where our enemies did not believe it was possible for us to be 
successful. Balancing all of the considerations growing out of 
the entire conflict, it shows that the decided advantage to our 
arms is an equivalent for all other considerations in the matter ; 
and that extravagance was likely to be one of the features of 
such a situation is not at all a new feature of wars. All wars 
are extravagant, ‘all wars are wasteful, and that has been the 
history of wars from the Roman times down to the present. 
Not only are they wasteful, but the incidents growing out of 
them breed waste and breed extravagance. ‘ 

The fact is that we were absolutely unprepared for this war, 
and we were not only unprepared for the war but it was thought 
at that time it was necessary to prepare for a prolonged war, 
and this situation was well stated a few weeks ago by Admiral 
Sims in a victory loan speech which he made in Philadelphia, 
where he said: 

Mistakes, of course, have been made in the Army. They could not 
be avoided. I am sure you will be interested to hear my mistakes. 
Well, you will learn them in the inevitable after-war investigation. 
You will probably hear then that I spent too much money over there. 
True. If the Germans had given me six months’ notice as to when 
they were going to quit, I would have spent no more than necessary. 
The expenses to which I have just referred were indeed vital. We had 
to prepare for a prolonged war. 

Now, in view of the discussion which has taken place in the 
House at various times growing out of the expenditures of 
the present war, I thought it might be interesting to indulge 
for a brief time in a discussion of the lessons of other wars 
in this particular, ard the only other war in our history which 
would bear any resemblance to the one through which we have 
just passed is the Civil War. That war also was one which 
arose suddenly. It was a great emergency, and the prepara- 
tions for it had to be made quickly. It lasted almost double 
the time that this war has lasted, so far as we are concerned, 
and therefore it may have given rise to conditions which would 
not have existed to that same degree if it had ended more 
speedily. But the conditions were quite similar. And in re- 
ferring to these conditions I do not wish to be understood for a 
moment as intending to reflect upon the honesty or integrity 
of the Government during that period of war. Everybody 
will concede that President Lincoln came out of that war as 
one of the greatest figures in the world’s history, absolutely 
stainless in his record. [Applause.] Neither do I wish in any 
degree to reflect upon the integrity or honesty of Secretary of 
War Stanton, whose unbending honesty was recognized at all 
times and who endeavored to the best of his abiiity to ferret 
out any malfeasance which existed during that period of time. 
On the contrary, he gave all the assistance that was possible 
for him to do to bring all the malefactors to justice that ex- 
isted during that period of time. And I also wish to give 
full credit to the leaders of the party in power during the Civil 
War, who were big enough and brave enough at that time to 
denounce, whenever it came to their notice, any attempt to reach 
illegally into the Public Treasury. But notwithstanding this 
ability and honesty on the part of the heads of the Government 
the fact existed that in the subordinates of that administration 
at that time there existed during the war-time period a perfect 
carnival of fraud. And this notwithstanding, as I say, all 
their vigilance, which escaped their power of detection or ability 
to stop. 

The difficulty in obtaining honest administration does not lie 
with the high executive officers, but with the system under 
which a small peace establishment is suddenly called upon to 
enter into enormous transactions to sustain a great world war, 
for which the establishment is wholly inadequate. Under these 
circumstances new and inexperienced subordinates are hastily 
called, and much is necessarily left to their discretion, with 
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the result that the man who secures a Government contract is 
generally regarded as being on the high road to wealth. 

And therefore, so far as the head officers of the administra- 
tion are concerned, it is absolutely impossible in such a period 
of time, it seems to me, to absolutely ferret out the misdoings 
of subordinates or, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] 
said yesterday, the underlings of the Government. And this 
lack of honest administration which occurred during the Civil 
War occurred quite early during the history of that war. It 
was known to the public a few months after Fort Sumter was 
fired upon. 

Two States soon thereafter, in their legislatures, passed reso- 
lutions upon the subject, The Michigan Legislature, by a reso- 
lution of January 11, 1862, mentioning the charge that “ traitors 
in the disguise of patriots have plundered our ‘Treasury, de- 
stroyed our substance, paralyzed our efforts, by a system of 
fraud and peculation,” asked for legislation making such com- 
mission of fraud a felony punishable by imprisonment for years 
or for life or even by death upon the gallows. 

The Ohio Legislature one month later regarded with surprise, 
anxious alarm, pain, and regret “ the evidences that have reached 
us and the disclosures that have been made in Congress of waste- 
fulness, fraud, and peculations, based upon deep corruption 
among the subordinate agents of our National Government in 
connection with the supplies for the Army,” and asked Congress 
to provide suitable and effective laws against all manner of 
fraud. 

And in the citations which I shall make now they shall all be 
from those who were supporters of the administration at that 
time, and not a single one will be given from those who were 
opponents of that administration. 

Secretary Stanton appointed a commission to adjust claims 
against the War Department. Before making their report, July 
1, 1862, they had secured deductions of nearly $17,000,000 from 
claims amounting to $60,000,000. 

A special Senate committee (Rept. No, 84, 37th Cong.) re- 
ported that they had discovered “ gigantic and shameless frauds 
on the Government”; that they “are overwhelmed with aston- 
ishment and sorrow by the revelations which have been made.” 
This report gave the following as an example of what was un- 
doubtedly occurring in other departments of the Government. 
“A Prussian by birth, an Israelite by descent, a peddler and 
horse jockey by profession,” who is selling horses to the Gov- 
ernment, has made illicit profits by bribing an inspector and 
three Government clerks, turns up as an extensive shipowner 
(though comparatively poor a few months earlier), chartering 
18 transports to the War Department. These transports cost 
him $65,000, but at the rate per diem of charter the committee 
estimated that if the engagement lasted a year his net profit 
would be $293,000. There were frauds also in the Navy Depart- 
ment, a common mode of which is illustrated by the following 
statement made by Senator Grimes April 12, 1864 (Cong. Globe, 
1521), in the Senate. Phelps, Dodge & Co., a large house in New 
York City dealing in metals, proposed to furnish tin at 29 cents 
per pound, which they considered a low price. Their bid was 
rejected, but a naval contractor afterwards bought from them 
the same lot at their price of 29 cents and turned it in to the 
Navy Department at 27 cents, the bid which had secured the con- 
tract. The contractor made his profit by cheating the Govern- 
ment in false weight, which he was enabled to do by corrupting 
the agent and master mechanic who were to receive the tin. 
Senator Grimes, in the Senate, May 23, 1864 (Globe, 2406), 
showed how oils were adulterated and how fictitious bidding 
had been reduced to a science. He maintained that frequently 
the civil engineer or master workman at the navy yard who 
made the estimate was in collusion with the contractor; that 
“Navy agents, clerks, master workmen, inspectors, and other 
servants of the Government have been debauched by bribes, 
promises, and threats in order to secure prompt payment of 
bills and to induce them to receive and pay for short measure, 
weight, and count.” In April, 1862 (Globe, 1841), Henry L. 
Dawes, of Massachusetts, said there was indubitable evidence 
that somebody had plundered the Public Treasury well nigh, in 
a single year, as much as the entire current yearly expense of the 
Government which the people hurled from power because of its 
corruption. 

The yearly expense of the Government to which he referred 
was something like $80,000,000, and this amount Mr. Dawes 
stated had been plundered during the first year of the war. 

In the Senate, on January 14, 1862, Senator Trumbull, quot- 
ing from the testimony of the House committee, said that Hall’s 
carbines, originally owned by the Government, but condemned 
and sold as useless at about $2 each, were purchased back for 
the Government in April or May, at $15 each. In June the 
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Government sold them again at $3.50 each. Afterwards, in 
August, they were purchased by an agent for the Government 
at $12.50 each, and turned over to the Government at $22 
each, and the committee of the House finally succeeded in pre- 
venting the last payment from being made. On the 13th ‘of 
January, 1862 (Globe, 298), Dawes referred to certain pur- 
chases of cavalry horses, as follows: 

“A regiment of cavalry has just reached Louisville, 1,000 
strong, and a board of Army officers has condemned 485 of the 
1,000 horses as utterly worthless. The man who examined those 
horses declared upon hig oath that there is not one of them 
worth $20. They are blind, spavined, ringboned, with the 
heaves, with the glanders, and with every disease that horse- 
flesh is heir to. Those 485 horses cost the Government, before 
they were mustered into the service, $58,200, and it cost the 
Government to transport them from Pennsylvania to Louisville 
$10,000 more before they were condemned and cast off. 

“ There are, sir, 83 regiments of cavalry, 1,000 strong, now in or 
roundabout the Army. It costs $250,000 to put one of those 
regiments upon its feet before it marches a step. Twenty mil- 
lions of dollars have thus far been expended upon these cav- 
alry regiments before they left the encampments in which they 
were gathered and mustered into the service. They have come 
here and then some of them have been sent back to Elmira; 
they have been sent back to Annapolis; they have been sent 
here and they have been sent there to spend the winter, and 
many of the horses that were sent back have been tied to posts 
and to trees within the District of Columbia, and there left to 
starve to death. A guide can take you around the District of 
Columbia to-day to hundreds of carcasses of horses chained to 
trees, where they have pined away, living on bark and limbs 
till they starve and die, and the Committee for the District of 
Columbia have been compelled to call for legislation here to 
prevent the city wherein we are assembled from becoming an 
equine Golgotha.” 

Referring to this extract, Horace White, in his Life of Ly- 
man Trumbull, says: 

“ Horse contracts of this sort had been so plentiful that Gov- 
ernment officials had gone about the streets of Washington with 
their pockets full of them. Some of these contracts had been 
used to pay Cameron’s political debts and to cure old political 
feuds, and banquets had been given with the proceeds, ‘ when 
the hatchet of political animosity,’ said Dawes, ‘ was buried in 
the grave of public confidence and the national credit was cruci- 
fied between malefactors,’ ” 

Not only were these.frauds in Government contracts but also 
in connection with the filling of military quotas by substitute 
brokers and bounty jumpers. Roscoe Conkling, in the House on 
April 24, 1866 (Globe, 2151), declared that the Provost Marshal 
General and his subordinates had “turned this business of re- 
cruiting and drafting into one carnival of corrupt disorder, into 
a paradise of coxcombs and thieves. * * * There never has 
been in human history a greater mockery and a greater bur- 
lesque upon honest administration than the conduct of this 
bureau, taking the whole country together.” Gov. Brough, of 
Ohio, wrote on February 6, 1865, as follows: “I am satisfied 
that there is more or lesS corruption in at least one-half of the 
subordinate provost marshalships of the State * * * f 
know the fact that some men of heretofore moderate means 
have retired from these positions with handsome competencies, 
while some remaining in them are manifestly outward tokens 
of worldly means not derived from salaries.” Brough and Sena- 
tor Wilson, of Massachusetts, charged that corruption extended 
to the surgeons, who examined drafted men in order to ascertain 
whether they were fit physically for the service. Men would 
feign deafness, blindness, cardiac disease, and other disabili- 
ties, and some surgeons would write out certificates of exemp- 
tion on receipt of a substantial fee. 

In line with this mass of evidence is a startling article writ- 
ten by Col. Henry 8. Olcott in Annals of the War, page 723. 

Col. Oleott drew his data to a large extent from contemporary 
reports which he made to the Secretary of War. He was a 
native of New York, and at the outbreak of the Civil War was 
one of the editors of the New York Tribune. He went to the 
front during the first year of the war, joined the Burnside 
expedition at Annapolis, participated at the capture of Roanoke 
Island, the Battle of Newbern, the siege and capture of Fort 
Macon, the battles on the Rappahannock during Pope’s retreat, 
and other military affairs. Exposure to malaria finally disabled 
him with fever, and two months later, when convalescent, he 
was appointed by Secretary Stanton to investigate the con- 
dition of military arsenals, disbursing offices, and so forth, and 
brought to light much corruption. Later he performed similar 
service in exposing the abuses in navy yards, being officially 
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commissioned by the Navy Department for this purpose. He 
was one of a committee of three appointed to arrest the assas- 
sins of President Lincoln and to take evidence against the con- 
spirators. He served as special commissioner of the War and 
Naty Departments until his retirement in 1866. 

He prefaced his article, first published in 1879, by a statement 
of the absolute unpreparedness of the Government for war, and 
that all considerations of business caution had to be subordi- 
nated to the imperious necessity for haste. ‘“ If,” he says, “it 
was the golden hour of patriotism, so was it equally that of 
greed.” And in the course of his articlg he said: 

“The rush of men to the front left the war oflice no time 
to be nice over details, so that as the volume of administrative 
business overflowed the bureau machinery for its supervision 
things were, in a measure, suffered to take their course. An 
unhealthy tone pervaded everything; speculation was the rule, 
conservatism the exception. We floated, on a sea of paper, into 
a fool’s paradise. Contractors, bloated with the profits on 
shoddy, rode in emblazoned carriages which a little while before 
they would have been glad to drive as hirelings, and vulgar 
faces and grimy fingers were made more vulgar and coarse 
with the glare of great diamonds. Intrigue held the key to the 
kitchen stairs of the White House, shaped legislation, sat cheek 
by jowl with Congressmen, and seduced commissioned officers 
from the strict path of duty. Our sailors were sent to sea in 
ships built of green timber, which were fitted with engines 
good only for the junk shop and greased with “sperm” oil 
derived from mossbunkers and the fat of dead horses. For 
1 pound of necessary metals, 1 yard of fabric, 1 gallon of liquid 
the price of 2 was paid. Our soldiers were given guns that 
would not shoot, powder that would only half explode, shoes of 
which the soles were filled with shavings, hats that dissolved 
often in a month’s showers, and clothing made of old cloth 
<round up and fabricated over again. 

“In the navy yards there was a system of corrupt bargaining 
between the public servants and contractors under which goods 
of inferior quality and short of quantity were accepted as of the 
lawful standard and count; public property was purloined and 
carried off in open daylight; scores of superfluous men were 
quartered on the pay roll by politicians; Navy agents colluded 
with ring contracters to buy of them all supplies at highest 
market rates on an agreement for a 15 per cent commission, and 
clerks in the yards, for a consideration, would slip the pay 
requisitions of these ring thieves from the bottom to the top 
of the pile that awaited the official certificate of approval, so 
that they might draw their money at once, to the prejudice of 
honest dealers. There was no such thing as the taking of a 
general account of stock—not even a keeping of the accounts by 
double entry. The old regular officers in charge of bureaus, 
high-toned and unsuspicious, were flattered into a fatal sense 
of security by subordinates bound body and soul to thieves. 

“In the military arsenals the same rottenness prevailed. Here 
and there were to be found public servants without a moral uleer 
in their breasts, but such were annoyed and hampered in the 
execution of duty, overridden, too, often by positive orders from 
superiors to receive supplies not up to Army standards, and 
when too obstinate were removed to posts less desirable. The 
Army standards were themselves debased under the plea of an 
exigency. In the lettings of contracts a fair competition was 
frustrated by the transparent conspiracy of bidders, who would 
put in absurdly low proposals under fictitious names and then 
bid themselves at the highest price that from surreptitious in- 
formation obtained they knew would throw out honest competi- 
tors and secure them the contract. Their profits were calculated 
to come out of the delivery of inferior articles of skimped 
measure to Government inspeetors with whom they had an 
understanding. Presents of horses, carriages, jewelry, wines, 
cigars, and friendly help toward promotion, though passing 
under a politer name than bribery, effected the same results as 
though they had not. Every artifice that rascally ingenuity 
could devise and clever men and women carry out was resorted 
to to procure the brigadier’s stars or the colonel’s eagles for 
ambitious incompetents. The saeredest secrets of our Govern- 
men were sold to the enemy, loud-mouthed hypocrites trafficked 
acress the lines, the very medicines for the sick were adulter- 
ated, and dishonest gains were made out of the transportation 
of the wounded. Nay, so vile was the scramble for money, so 
debasing its influence, that our dead heroes were fellowed into 
the very grave by the plundering contractor, who cheated in the 
coffin that was to hold the sacred dust, and amassed fortunes by 
supplying retten headstones in defiance of accepted stipulations. 
What shall we call this wretched episode of national history 
but a carnival of fraud? This was the Augean stable to cleanse 
which the broom of authority was placed in my hands.” 
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He concludes his article with the following astonishing state- 
ment: 

“Tt is my deliberate conviction, based upon the inspection of 
many bureaus and the examination of some thousands of wit- 
nesses in every walk of life, that at least 20, if not 25 per cent 
of the entire expenditures of the Government during the Rebel- 
lion were tainted with fraud. That is to say, that over 
$700,000,000 were paid to public robbers or worse than wasted 
through improvident methods. If the loss of the money were 
the only thing to be deplored it would be comparatively a trifling 
affair, for this country has boundless resources and unprece- 
dented recuperative capacities. But every dollar of this ill-spent 
treasure contributed toward a demoralization of the people and 
the sapping of ancient virtues.” 

James Russell Lowell, who held a brief for the war, writing 
in 1865, philosophized over this amazing record as follows: 

“Tt is true that by the side of self-devotion and public spirit 
the vices and meannesses of troubled times appear as they will 
and must. We have had shoddy, we have had contracts, we 
have had substitute brokerage, we have had speculators in 
patriotism and, still worse, in military notoriety. Men have 
striven to make the blood of our martyrs the seed of wealth or 
office; but in times of public and universal extremity, when 
habitual standards of action no longer serve and ordinary ecur- 
rents of thought are swamped in the flood of enthusiasm or 
excitement, it always happens that the evil passions of some 
men are stimulated by what serves only to exalt the nobler 
qualities of others. In such epochs evil as well as good is ex- 
aggerated. A great social convulsion shakes up the lees which 
underlie society, forgotten because quiescent, and the stimulus 
of calamity brings out the extremes of human nature, whether 
for good or evil.” 

While it is undoubtedly true that war time brings out the 
extremes of good and evil, it is also true that every age has its 
own moral ideals and conception of right and wrong. Unfortu- 
nately, evil was rampant from the very beginning to the close 
of the Civil War. The careful Washington correspondent of 
the Springfield Republican, long a resident of the Capital, wrote 
in May, 1864: “ Washington was never quite so villainously 
corrupt as at the present time. In the palmy days of southern 
rule of slavery there was not half the corruption there is now.” 
And Robert C. Winthrop, a former Speaker of this House, in a 
public address delivered about the same time, referred to “ the 
flood of vice and crime, of immorality and irreligion, which is 
sweeping so wildly over the land.” But the evils of this period 
were righted in subsequent years, for the Nation was sound at 
heart, and when it came to the present war a higher standard 
prevailed. 

None but supporters of the Lincoln administration have been 
cited to show the fraud and corruption that prevailed at that 
time. It is to the great eredit of the leaders of that adminis- 
tration that they were big enough and brave enough to de- 
nounce corrupt practices when they discovered them. The con- 
trast, however, between the two periods is most marked. It is 
the difference between a “ villainously corrupt” Washington 
and a Washington charged with extravagance. 

Within a few months after the firing on Fort Sumter, in 
April, 1861, the public became aware that gross frauds were 
being perpetrated upon the Public Treasury. Nine months 
thereafter a Cabinet minister was dismissed and the legislatures 
of two States adopted resolutions referring to disclosures in 
Congress “of wastefulness, fraud, and peculation based upon 
deep corruption.” 

It is now more than two years since war was declared 
against Germany and seven months since an armistice was 
signed. During this war period expenditures were authorized 
by the practically unanimous vote of both Democrats and Re- 
publicans, amounting to more than five times the entire cost of 
the four-year Civil War period. The difference between the 
two periods has already been mentioned. It is not due to the 
mere fact that different political parties were in power during 
the two war periods, but to the noteworthy historical change in 
the standards of business and public morality, which is ‘to the 
everlasting credit of the American people. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House reselve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Army appropriation 
bill. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
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on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
Army bill. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 5227, the Army appropriation 
bill, with Mr. Campsecr of Kansas in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the Army appropriation bill. The Clerk will report the bill 
by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (11. R. 5227) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase of subsistence supplies: For issue as rations to troops, 
including enlisted men of the Regular Army ‘Reserve and _ retired en- 
listed men when ordered to active duty, civil employees when entitled 
thereto, hospital matrons, nurses, applicants for enlistment while held 
under observation, general prisoners of war (including Indians held 
by the Army as prisoners, but for whose subsistence appropriation is 
not otherwise made), Indians employed with the Army as guides and 
scouts, and general prisoners at posts; for the subsistence of the 
masters, officers, crews, and employees of the vessels of the Army trans- 
port service ; hot coffee for troops traveling when supplied with cooked 
or travel rations; meals for recruiting parties and applicants for enlist- 
ment while under observation; for sales to officers, including members 
of the Officers’ Reserve Corps while on active duty, and enlisted men of 
the Army: Provided, That the sum of $12,000 is authorized to be 
expended for sup lying meals or furnishing commutation of rations 
to enlisted men of the Regular Army and the National Guard who may 
be competitors in the national rifle match: Provided further, That no 
competitor shall be entitled to commutation of rations in excess of $1.50 
per day, and when meals are furnished no greater expense than that 
sum per man per day for the period the contest is in progress shall be 
incurred. For payments: Of commutation of rations to the cadets of 
the United States Military Academy in lieu of the regular established 
ration, at the rate of 68 cents per ration; of the regulation allowances 
of commutation in lieu of rations to enlisted men on furlough, enlisted 
men and male and female nurses when stationed at places where rations 
in kind can not be economically issued, including enlisted men of the 
Regular Army Reserve and retired enlisted men when ordered to active 
duty, and when traveling on detached duty where it is impracticable 
to carry rations of any kind, enlisted men selected to contest for 
places or prizes in departments and Army rifle competitions while 
traveling to and from places of contest, male and female nurses on 
leave of absence, applicants for enlistment, and general prisoners while 
traveling under orders. For payment of the regulation allowances of 
commutation in lieu of rations for members of the Nurse Corps, (female) 
while on duty in hospital, and for enlisted men, applicants for enlist- 
ment while held under observation, civilian employees who are entitled 
to subsistence at public expense, and general prisoners sick therein, to 
be paid to the surgeon in charge; advertising; for providing prizes to 
be established by the Secretary of War for enlisted men of the Army 
who graduate from the Army schools for bakers and cooks, the total 
amount of such prizes at the various schools not to exceed $900 per 
annum ; for other necessary expenses incident to the purchase, testing, 
care, preservation, issue, sale, and accounting for subsistence supplies 
for the Army, $90,000,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
word “ advertising ” on line 10 of page 21. I do so just for the 
purpose of asking a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment may not be offered while 
the point of order is pending. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question or two about “ advertising,” on page 21, 
line 10. The question arises from the statement made recently 
in the newspapers that $185,000 would be expended for adver- 
tising purposes to secure enlistments. I wanted to ask whether 
this had reference to that? 

Mr. KAHN. No. This has reference to the advertising of 
bids for food for the soldiers. This item is altogether about 
subsistence, and it would rot refer in any way to advertising for 
enlistments. 

Mr. FESS. I will state to the chairman that I shall not make 
the point of order on the word if that is the purpose, 

Mr. KAHN. That is the purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] 
withdraws his reservation of the point of order, and the Clerk 
will report the amendment offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. KAHN: Amend, page 21, line 17, by strik- 
ing out “ $90,000,000 ” and inserting ‘‘ $67,500,000.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amendment is 
this: The cominittee yesterday reduced the Army to an average 
strength of 300,000 men, instead of the 400,000 men recom- 
mended by the Committee on Military Affairs. Therefore the 
matter of subsistence for the Army can be reduced correspond- 
ingly. That is the purpose of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. LAYTON. I have risen, Mr, Chairman, to make an in- 
quiry which I think is very appropriate under this heading of 
“ Subsistence.” I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who I understand was also a member of the same com- 
mittee in the Sixty-fifth Congress, whether there was any lack 
of appropriations at any time for the buying of supplies for the 
Army and Navy in the military equipment of the country? 

Mr. KAHN. I am quite positive that there was no lack of 
appropriations, for if the Army and Navy appropriation bills 
did not carry the necessary amounts, the Committee on Appro- 
priations promptly furnished deficiency appropriations, and all 
the money that was required for furnishing supplies of every 
kind to the Army as well as the Navy was forthcoming under 
the various appropriation bills. 

Mr. LAYTON. That was my impression, Mr. Chairman; 
and the point I want to make is that my constituents, engaged 
in packing tomatoes, are very anxious to understand why they 
can not be paid for last year’s tomato pack. Those men had the 
price fixed on them by the War Department authorities, as 
to the price of the tomatoes in the field, and the Government then 
commandeered a certain portion of the entire pack for its use. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Delaware yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Dela- 
ware whether or not there is any question about the goods he 
mentions coming up to the specifications laid down by the War 
Department? 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, there has never been any 
question about a Delaware product coming up to the specifications 
at any time, so far as that is concerned. [Applause.] We grow 
the finest tomatoes and the finest fruit on earth, and we have in 
our State the finest packing establishments, that know how to 
put up Triple-X products. There is no objection raised by the 
department, as I understand from the inquiries I have made, ag 
to any failure to come up to the standard, but there has simply 
been a delay in paying these people for their pack. Now this is 
a great hardship. Our packers as a general rule, in order to get 
liquid capital, go to the banks and borrow money at 6 per cent, 
in order to take advantage of spot cash for the tins out of which 
the cans are made, and in order to pay their labor and pay the 
farmer for his fruit. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAYTON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KAHN. Do the people in the War Department give any 
reason why the gentleman’s constituents are not being paid? 

Mr. LAYTON. I have never been able to ascertain any reason. 
Several days ago I wrote a letter to the Secretary of War asking 
for an explanation, but I have received none up to this time. I 
want to say that these people go to the banks to get their liquid 
capital in order to take advantage of the market for spot-cash 
tins, and in order to pay their labor and in order to pay the 
farmer for his products. They borrowed that money last year. 
The Government is not paying them any interest at all wpon 
what it commandeered, and it is a great hardship. They stand 
to-day on the threshold of another packing season. They have 
got to go and borrow money again, and it is a matter which in 
my judgment justifies my calling attention to it at this time for 
the purpose of a public inquiry. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to be heard a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois rise in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. I want to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. This is for the subsistence of the Army. How much is 
the appropriation for the current year? 

Mr. KAHN. It is considerably above the amount that they 
are asking in this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask this: Not being present all the 
time yesterday, I see in glancing at the Recorp that the time of 
the House for an hour or two yesterday was taken up in a de- 
bate about the supplies for the Army. Having hastily glanced 
at the Recorp, I judge from that debate that there must be 
enough supplies of one kind and another to take care of the 
Army for the coming fiscal year. I do not know as to that. 
Has the committee taken into consideration what is on hand? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. Of course, the supplies that are being 
sold or are to be sold by the commissioner of sales are for the 
most part not food supplies. They are other materials, includ- 
ing acids, locomotive cranes, and things of that kind. The 
Quartermaster General stated to the committee, not in this 
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session but in the previous session of Congress, when we were 
considering the appropriation bill last winter, that there would 
not be any considerable quantity of food material left for the 
subsistence of the Army, practically, after the 1st of July; that 
the articles of subsistence were being used right along and that 
their surplus was being depleted rapidly. I think that is prac- 
tically true of everything except the meat products. 

Mr. CANNON. Everything except the meat products? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I take it that much of the conversa- 
tion that was had yesterday about the packers, and about peo- 
ple being protected in order to hold up prices, and so on, was 
just talk. 

Mr. KAHN. A good deal of it. I want to say to the gentle- 
man that I have last year’s appropriation bill, and I find the 
amount that was allewed then was $552,868,390, and that sum 
was supplemented by deficiency appropriations reported from 
the Appropriations Committee. . 

Mr. CANNON. I notice there was much talk yesterday 
about meat. Whether it was wise or unwise, or whether it 
elicited information I do not know; but if we have got plenty 
of meat products they ought not to be sold, but ought to be kept 
for the subsistence of the Army, and that would mean a de- 
crease in the amount of this appropriation. 

Mr. KAHN. That, of course, is not appropriated for in this 
item. In other words, the War Department, instead of appor- 
tioning money for meat products under the appropriation, does 
not apportion any sum for meat products. The gentleman 
knows the Army appropriation bill has been in this form for 
many years and the estimates are sent to the committee so as 
to show the specific amount for every single item in the para- 
graph. I understand that for meat products they are not ask- 
ing any money, and no money is included in the total for that. ~ 

Mr. CANNON. I have an impression, however, that while 
this is for subsistence, and while various items are referred to, 
if this bill follows former bills—I have not examined as to 
whether it does or not—— 

Mr. KAHN. It does. 

Mr. CANNON, There is 
into a hedgepodge. 

Mr. KAHN. There is a 
which covers such items as 
supplies, and so on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent the time of Mr. CANNoN was extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. KAHN. During the war practically every item of the 
bill was included in that catch-all phrase or paragraph, the 
purpose being that if there should be a deficiency in some par- 
ticular item in the bill they would not have to come to Congress 
for a deficiency, but could use any excess moneys that might 
have been appropriated for the other items to make up the 
amount. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the same thing true in this bill? 

Mr. KAHN. No; we have restricted that part of the bill to 
the paragraphs that were formerly in the bill before we got into 
the war. 

Mr. CANNON. So they can not throw it all into a pot and 
transfer from one to the other? 

Mr. KAHN. No; only for some half dozen items, but not all. 
The gentleman will find it on page 39, at line 18, of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. It throws half a dozen into a bulk item. 

Mr. KAHN. Exactly. That language was included in the 
bill for many years before we got into the war. 

Mr. CANNON. I will express the hope that there will be 
nothing sold that is on hand, that we heard so much about 
yesterday, judging from the Recorp; that nothing will be sold 
at a smaller price than it can be bought for now, that will be 
necessary for the support of the Army for the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. KAHN. I want to say to the gentleman that they have 
a very large surplus of canned products, and after six months 
there is a possibility that some of those canned products may 
become blown and spoiled. Therefore they are trying to sell 
the surplus as speedily as possible, but they will keep enough 
ito supply the Army for the fiscal year 1920, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
werd. Mr. Chairman, this bill as it was reported to the House 
carried something above $809,000,000. The appropriation thus 
made did not, however, nearly cover the anticipated cost of the 
Army for the fiscal year. In the matter of subsistence, the 
item now under consideration, the cost of the maintenance of 
an army of 300,000 is very much greater than the sum carried 
in the bill. The committee did not appropriate, I assume, the 
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full sum necessary for subsistence, in view of the fact that a 
large portion of the subsistence will be drawn out of the stores 
now on hand. So the cost of the maintenance of the Army 
which is proposed, either an army of 400,000 as originally 
proposed, or 300,000 or 350,000 which may be determined on, 
will be very much greater in many items than the sums ear- 
ried in this bill. 

In other words, whatever the bill may carry when agreed 
upon, whether $700,000,000 or $800,000,000, it will not measure 
the cost of the Army for the year. How much will it cost? I 
rise to propound that inquiry to the chairman of the committee, 
I do not know whether the committee has had the time to 
carefully examine the various items of subsistence, of regular 
supplies, horses, munitions, material, clothing, and equipment, 
equipage of various kinds, to determine the difference between 
the amount carried in the bill and the cost of these articles 
that will be consumed by the Army which we are providing for. 

If the committee has not had time to do that I hope before 
the consideration of the bill is concluded that a statement may 
be made giving us, at least approximately, what will be the 
actual cost of the Army provided for—not only the cost in 
money appropriated in this bill, but the cost in the stores drawn 
upon and not provided for in the bill. , 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentlemgn yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the committee has figured down 
about as close mathematically as it can be done the cost of 
subsistence, figuring for an army of 300,000 men for one year, 
and the present cost of a ration is 56 cents a day. Figuring it 
60 cents a day will give $65,700,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand that the committee is ap- 
propriating in this bill as though we were going to restore to 
the accumulated stores ali of the subsistence that may he re- 
quired? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No. 

Mr. MONDELL. If it is not, and I assume that it is not, 
then, of course, the appropriation carried in this bill does not 
cover the total cost of subsistence for the Army of the size 
you are proposing. 

The question is, How much more will the Army which you 
propose, or the Army that we may ultimately agree upon, cost— 
how much more will it cost than the appropriations carried in 
the bill?) No one can make an absolutely correct statement 
relative to that fact, but an approximation can be made 

The time of Mr. Monpbreti having expired, by unanimous 
consent he was given two minutes more. 

Mr. MONDELL. The committee ought to be able to make 
an approximation of the actual cost of the Army that shall 
be determined upon by adding to the various items in this bill 
the difference between the appropriations made and the actual 
value of the articles that will be used for the Army of the 
size we propose. If it is going to cost $1,200,000,000 for the 
Army we propose, rather than seven or eight hundred million 
carried in the bill, we ought to know approximately what the 
amount is to be. In other words, when word goes out to the 
American people how much the proposed Army will cost it 
should be stated, not in terms of the appropriation, but in 
terms of the cost, by adding to the appropriation the value 
of the material and supplies that will be used, but not paid 
for out of these appropriations. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the statement of the gentleman 
from Wyoming is correct. The amount carried in the bill does 
not show the total cost of the Army. The gentleman suggests 
that we put into the Recorp what the total cost will be before 
we conclude the bill. I submit that it is practically impossible 
to do that. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. In a moment. The Democratic members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs were named on the 26th day of 
May. On the 27th the committee met and concluded to take 
this bill as the basis for its legislation. On Wednesday the 
Public Printer was printing it, and on Thursday the com- 
mittee met to take up the hearings. It had hearings all day 
Thursday, all day Friday, all day Saturday, all day Monday, all 
day Tuesday, all day Wednesday ; and on Thursday it commenced 
the executive consideration of the bill for the amount to be 
allowed for each item. It met all day Thursday, all day Fri- 
day, and finished the bill. The bill was reported to the House 
on Saturday, and was taken up for consideration on this floor 
on Monday. 

I think that is very expeditious work, and I want to thank 
my colleagues on the committee for the splendid manner in 
which they have cooperated in bringing this bill speedily on the 
floor of the House, 
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Now, the question‘ asked by the gentleman from Wyoming 
will be given every attention, and I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that I may be allowed to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp, so that I may, as soon as possible, get the data 
the gentleman asks for and give it to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Green of Iowa). The gentleman from 
California asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Chairman, I had no thought of criticism, 
as the gentleman from California knows. I did feel that I 
should like to know, and I am sure all the Members of the 
House would like to know,-as soon as may be, approximately 
the estimated cost of the Army we are providing for by adding 
to the appropriations made the estimate of the value of supplies 
of various sorts that will be consumed, supplies now on hand. 

Mr. KAHN. I shall put it in the Recorp as soon as I ean get 
the figures. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to make an inquiry of the chairman of the com- 
mittee. Owing to the fact I have been continuously in at- 
tendance at the hearings of the Naval Committee, which bill 
has just been completed and is now before the House for con- 
sideration, it may be possible that the inquiry I am about to 
make of the chairman has already been made and answered, 
and if so, I apologize for making it again. It comes to me from 
very high sources in the Navy Department, sources I do net 
question, that there seems to be an inelination on the part of 
the Army to prevent naval recruiting officers from going to the 
demobilization camps and supplying men being demobilized from 
the Army with literature pertaining to the Navy. They say 
that the recruiting officers are finding it difficult to get recruits 
for the Navy owing to the fact that the Army men, evidently 
having in mind the fact that they want all these men to go back 
into the Army if they are going back into any military service, 
prevent the naval men from imterviewing these military men 
and giving them this literature. It has worked out in this way, 
that the field for recruiting recruits we urgently need now on 
our ships, in order that the old men may be discharged, has been 
curtailed and Army men deprived of a chance of going into the 
Navy, and I would like to ask the chairman of this committee if 
he has any information whether or not orders have been issued 
to prevent naval men from going upon the Army grounds? 

Mr. KAHN. I have no information upon the subject. I do 
know that an effort is being made to recruit for the Army some 
of these men who are being discharged. I want to say my in- 
formation is that the department is meeting with very poor 
success among the men who are just being demobilized. Of 
course, that would be a matter that rests entirely with the War 
Department. They have not informed the committee of’ their 
attitude in the matter of Navy enlistments, so I can not give the 
gentleman the information. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman permit a sug- 
gestion? I understand he has the idea possibly the War De- 
partment has not that sympathy that it might have toward the 
making of naval enlistments. 

Mr. HICKS. I have not so stated, but that is my private 
opinion; and I feel that, instead of two rival services of one 
country, there should be one service of one country. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Having that opinion and express- 
ing it publicly, let me offer this one of the same character of my 
own. I noticed throughout the post offices literature gotten 
out by the Navy Department which said, in effect, to the young 
American citizen, by way of throwing a little cold water on the 
Army, “If you join the Navy you do not have to spend much 
time in training camps.” How does that work out as a counter 
proposition to the one the gentleman advanced? 

Mr. HICKS. The post offices are probably free ground for 
the Army and Navy or any other department of this Govern- 
ment. I am making the point that the Army has no right, in 
my opinion, to say to men in the Navy, “ You shall not come 
upon this ground and recruit for the Navy.” I believe that a 
man who is going out of the Army should have an equal chance 
to go into the Army or the Navy, whichever he sees fit. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HICKS. I will. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We want to get this straight. Will the 
gentleman state that the Navy is willing to reciprocate and per- 
mit the Army recruiting officers to board ships to get recruits? 

Mr. HICKS. I will say to my friend from New York that the 
Navy does not demobilize on board ship. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Well, the receiving ships. 

Mr. HICKS. I believe that the Navy will be perfectly willing 
to have men from the Army go to their demobilization camps 
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and allow the men there to receive literature from the Army 

men. We will take our chances, for we should all be interested 

ae in advancing Government service, irrespective of the 
an 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HICKS. I will. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In reply to the statement just made by the 
chairman of the committee that they have been having very poor 
success in enlisting men in the Army—— 

Mr. KAHN. Pardon me, I did not make that statement. If 
the gentleman will allow me, I said they had poor success with 
men who are being demobilized. They are probably getting a 
good many men who had not been in the Army. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I want to call attention to the fact that 
in the statement appended to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Alabama on yesterday the Chief of Staff states that 
“enlistments reported to date, which do not include enlistments 
reported at camps during the present week, 48,023, so we have 
gotten the first block of 50,000 men called for when we started 
in a month or two ago.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


REGULAR SUPPLIES. 


Regular supplies of the Quartermaster Corps, including their care 
and protection ; construction and repair of military reservation fences; 
stoves and heating apparatus required for the use of the Army for heat- 
ing offices, hospitals, barracks and quarters, and recruiting stations, and 
United States disciplinary barracks; also ranges, stoves, coffee roasters, 
and appliances for cooking and serving food at pests, in the field, and 
when traveling, and repair and maintenance of such heating and cooking 
appliances ; and the necessary power for the operation of moving-picture 
machines; authorized issues of candles and matches; for furnishing 
heat and light for the authorized allowance of quarters for officers, in- 
eluding members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps when ordered to active 
duty, and enlisted men, warrant officers, and field clerks, including en- 
listed men of the Regular Army Reserve and retired enlisted men when 
ordered to active duty; contract surgeons when stationed at and oe- 
eupying public quarters at military posts; for officers of the National 
Guard attending service and garrisen schools, and for recruits, guards, 
hespitals, storehouses, offices, the buildings erected at private cost, in 
the operation of the act approved May 31, 1902, and buildings for 
similar purposes on military reservations authorized by War Depart- 
ment regulations ; for sale to officers and including also fuel and engine 
supplies required in the eperation of modern batteries at established 
posts ; _ - bakeries, including bake ovens and apparatus pertaining 
thereto and the repair thereof; for ice machines and their maintenance 
where required for the health and comfort of the troops and for cold 
storage; ice for-issue to organizations of enlisted men and offices at 
such places as the Secretary of War may determine, and maintenance 
of laundries at military posts in the United States and its island pos- 
sessions; for the authorized issues of laundry materials for use of 
general prisoners confined at military pests without pay or allowances, 
and for applicants for enlistment while held under observation; au- 
thorized issues of soap; toilet paper and towels; for the necessary fur- 
niture, textbooks, paper, and equipment for the post schools and libraries, 
and schools for noncommissioned officers; for the purchase and issue of 
instruments, office furniture, stationery, and other authorized articles 
for the use of officers’ schools at the several military posts; for pur- 
chase of relief maps for issue to organizations, commercial newspapers, 
market reports, ete.; fer the tableware and mess furniture for kitchens 
and mess halls, each and all for the enlisted men, including recruits ; 
for forage, salt, and vinegar for the horses, mules, oxen, and other draft 
and riding animals of the Quartermaster Cerps at the several posts and 
stations and with the armies in the field, and fer the horses of the 
several regiments of Cavalry and batteries of Artillery, and such com- 
panies of [Infantry and Scouts as may be mounted; for remounts and 
for the authorized number of officers’ horses, including bedding for the 
animals; for seeds and implements required for the raising of forage 
at remount depots and on military reservations in the Hawaiian and 
Philippine Islands, and for labor and expenses incident thereto, includ- 
ing, when specifically authorized by the Secretary of War, the cost of 
irrigation ; for straw for soldiers’ bedding, stationery, typewriters and 
exchange of same, including blank books and blank forms for the Army, 
certificates for discharged soldiers, and for printing department orders 
and reports, $95,000,000. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 24, line 5, strike out “ $95,000,000” and insert in liew thereof 
* $87,033,335.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is in keeping 
with the other amendments which I offered to meet the views 
of the House regarding the size of the Army. The item fer 
regular supplies can be cut to the figures I have sent to the 
desk. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. Chairman, there was, as the gentleman from Iilineis 
[Mr. Cannon] stated, considerable talk about the bureau of 
sales of surplus supplies yesterday, and a good many of my 
colleagues on this side of the House seemed to be quite inter- 
ested in the subject and asked me to get further particulars 
concerning the gentleman in charge of that bureau. I want to 
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call the committee’s attention to page 398 of the hearings, in 
which the director of sales of surplus supplies testified that 
he has had 20 years’ experience with the United Gas & Im- 
provement Co., of Philadelphia. He is a gentleman still in 
the prime of life, so that we can reasonably assume he has 
had experience as a sales manager with no other concern. . And 
he also stated this—and I call the attention of the committee 
to it—on page 397 of the hearings: 

During the war they gave me a leave of absence which enabled me 
to do a variety of things, and recently they have made the necessary 
arrangements to allow me to continue here if I am needed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will show you what those arrange- 
ments are. This same gentleman appeared before the Senate 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and in a hearing 
held pursuant to Senate resolution 386 we find this Mr. Hare, 
who has testified before our committee as Mr. “C. W.” Hare, 
is Mr. “C. Willing” Hare, of Philadelphia. Mr. C. Willing 
Hare testified, Mr. Chairman, before that committee, and you 
will find part of his testimony on page 611 of the printed testi- 
mony, that he was then assistant director of munitions in the 
War Department, drawing a salary of $4,000 a year, and that 
at the same time he was receiving $15,000 a year from the 
United Gas & Improvement Co., of Philadelphia. When he was 
questioned whether this concern had any business with the Gov- 
ernment or not, Mr. Hare said: 

None whatever; and I think this can be verified by the Assistant 
Secretary of War or some one in his office. The only time since I 
have been down here, since the ist of August, that anything came 
up between the Government and the United Gas & Improvement Co. 
was the guestion of supplying a certain amount of toluol, which is one 
of the residuums from the process of making gas, and which is used 
in explosives; and somebody in the Secretary's office said: ‘‘Do you 
know anything about this?” I said, “‘No; I want you to handle that 
thing yourself: ”’’ and how they decided that particular point has passed 
from my memory. 

So at the same time this gentleman was drawing $15,000 a 
year from the United Gas & Improvement Co. he was drawing 
$4,000 a year from the Government, and on his testimony the 
Government was buying this residuum of gas from his company, 
but which fact he let slip from his memory. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a great deal was said yesterday whether 
this man was an expert or not. The gentleman from Ohio said, 
“Yes; he admitted himself that he was an expert.” The gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Kaun], the distinguished chairman 
of this committee, informed the committee of the enormous work 
of this bureau; that they had machine tools to sell, locomotives 
to sell 

Mr. KAHN. No; locomotive cranes. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Locomotive cranes and oil, metal, and 
lumber. So we have this expert, whom we are paying $25,000 a 
year. He has been, according to his own testimony, in the em- 
ployment of the United Gas & Improvement Co., of Philadelphia, 
for years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask for additional time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for five minutes additional. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have heard the gentleman say a good 
many disagreeable things about Mr. Hare. What is his remedy? 
Does he want to fire him or reduce his salary? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Fire him. I trust I have made myself 
sufficiently clear. He was asked, on page 614 of the Senate 
hearings: 

Your present position with it is what? 

To which he replied: 


Manager of the new business department which has charge of sales. 
Now, it has mot charge of the sales of the residuals. It has charge of 
sales of gas and electric light to our consumers. 

So this expert is an expert in selling gas and electric light. 
Then Senator Hardwick asked him: 

In other words, you sell the main products? 

Mr. Hare. We sell the main products; and in order to develop their 
use, of course, we have to build up the development of gas ranges, hot 
plates, gas irons, and anything that can use gas efficiently and will help 
in the domestic use of gas. 

So we have this gentleman, expert in gas ranges, curling 
irons, and hot plates, coming here and posing as a $25,000 ex- 
pert, drawing $15,000 from the United Gas & Improvement Co. 
for some reason which I have not yet been able to discover, and 
advising the various branches of the Army how to dispose of 
their surplus sales. I think it is an outrageous and flagrant 
abuse of power and a waste of public money. 

The gentleman from Ohio asked what remedy I would pro- 
pose. I tried to make that clear the other day. In the first 
place, fire this fellow. Get rid of him. One of his chief assist- 
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ants upon whom he relies is a colonel in the Army and drawing 
a colonel’s pay. There are many competent, able, trustworthy 
business men who entered the military service and are willing 
to stay and finish the job. They are in all departments, and 
are right in this office. My remedy would be to take the chief 
of the various sales departments of the Army, Ordnance, Avia- 
tion, Artillery, Quartermaster, and so on, and form an executive 
board of each of these chiefs of sales. They will get together, 
They know what they have on hand, and they will so arrange 
their sales as not to compete with each other or dump too much 
of one commodity on the market, and they will be able to carry 
these sales without this expensive bureau and its ornamental 
chiefs. . 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman and members of the commit- 
tee, I do not know yet what the fault is that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LaGuarpiA] is finding with the head of 
the sales department. He has served notice upon the committee 
that he intends to offer a motion to recommit this bill, with 
instructions to report back with a lesser amount for the run- 
ning expenses of this department. I know nothing about the 
character or ability of Mr. Hare, and it seems that the gentle- 
man from New York has not much more information than I 
have. [Applause.] I am only here to argue a principle. 

As was stated yesterday—— 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. KEARNS. Not now; no. 

As was stated, when this sales department was organized 
there was practically $2,000,000,000 worth of surplus products 
of various kinds on hand. 

It seems to me as a business principle that where there is 
that much money involved in various kinds of products there 
ought to be a central department through which these sales 
would be made. If Mr. Hare is not the proper man for the 
place, the remedy lies with the Secretary of War. If the Secre- 
tary has made a bad selection he ought to remedy the mistake 
that he has made by removing this man and putting a compe- 
tent man in charge. The only thought I have in mind is that we 
ought to have an expert at the head of this sales department. 
If Mr. Hare is not the proper man the Secretary of War can 
soon furnish us with a remedy. We have many different kinds 
of products to put upon the market. Mr. Hare told the com- 
mittee that he intended to get an expert salesman, expert in the 
sale of each of these commodities, and put him at the head of 
the department selling that particular article. If he has meat 
for sale, he said, he would have an expert meat salesman to 
place that commodity on the market and obtain for the Govern- 
ment the very highest prices obtainable. If he had automobiles 
for sale he was going, he said, to get the best automobile sales- 
man he could find in the United States and put him in charge 
of the sale of automobiles. If he had clothing for sale—which 
he has—he was going to get an expert salesman of clothing, 
the best obtainable in the United States, and put him in charge 
of that. 

His theory is good, and it is the only plan that ought to be 
adopted by the Government. I have no defense to make of Mr. 
Hare. I only rose to defend the principle involved, the manner 
in which these goods are to be sold; and whether Mr. Hare is in 
charge or some other man of greater ability than he, this 
$1,000,000 appropriation is not too much. ; 

As was suggested in argument yesterday, Mr. Hare, incom- 
petent although he may be, has already recalled contracts which 
had been made by the Government and has sold the products at 
an increased price of many million dollars. For a nonexpert 
he has already saved the Government more money than he is 
now asking to carry him over the year. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to ask the gentleman if it has 
come to his attention that this sales department has disposed 
of linters of cotton at 3 cents a pound, which the general market 
can not dispose of at more than 1 cent, and thereby has saved 
the Government more than $10,000,000 in the last two or three 
weeks? 

Mr. KEARNS. That is only another reason why this depart- 
ment should be kept intact; it is only another reason why this 
$1,000,000 appropriation should be made; because if the gentle- 
man’s statement is correct, and I accept it as true because the 
gentleman stands sponsor for its truth, it has already in a 
single transaction ten times over paid for itself. You want aa 
expert at the head of this department, and, as I say, if Mr. Hare 
is not the expert that we ought to have, certainly such a man 
can be found somewhere in the United States, and whatever 
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this House may do when the motion is made to recommit the biil 
with that proposition to strike out this item, it ought to be voted 
down, and the Secretary of War, if he discovers that he has 
made a bad choice, undoubtedly if he has the public interest 
at heart—and ‘he surely has—can right the wrong with one 
stroke of the pen. [Applause.] 

This is not a proposition to spend $1,000,000 but is an effort 
to save many millions. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, following along the 
line of the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kearns], 
who just preceded me, I think the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. LaGuarpta] possibly contributed a good suggestion when 
he read from the Senate investigation that Mr. Hare is evi- 
dently a very important gentleman and surely demands a good 
salary. It is suggested in that testimony that the Philadelphia 
Gas Improvement Co. was paying Mr. Hare $15,000 a year and 
at the same time loaning him to the Government. If that be 
true, in all likelihood the Philadelphia Gas Improvement Co., 
appreciating his work and ability, and desirous of helping the 
Government in the great crisis we were passing through, was 
willing to give to the Government the services of a valuable man 
like Mr. Hare, and they continued to give him $15,000 a year 
because they were fearful that when he came to Washington to 
engage in Government work other industries might learn of his 
ability and try to take him away from them, so that they had a 
string tied to him by which they could retain his services. 

Now, a word in regard to a great industry in the district 
which I have the honor to represent. When some gentlemen 
here desire to get some publicity or do something sensational 
they proceed to attack the meat-packing industry. I want to 
say to the Members of the House that all of the large and most of 
the small packing houses of Chicago are in my district. I am as 
anxious as any other Member of this House, if the packers do 
wrong, to see that they are punished, but I am also as anxious as 
any other Member of this House who wants to be fair to see that 
these industries, which have many. millions of dollars of invested 
capital and which employ thousands of people in my district, get 
fair play. I do not want to see them unduly criticized, and I do 
not want to see them held up to the people of this country as 
burglars or robbers or thieves, and I think it is time that some 
gentlemen here stop criticism, unless it is good healthy criti- 
cism and unless they can prove what they say. 

Now, I went to see Mr. Hare yesterday with reference to the 
sale of meat. I heard the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
FIrzGERALD] wax eloquent here about the high cost of living, 
and others also followed him, and I am going to ask, without 
burdening the Members, that this statement, which was given 
to me by Mr. Hare, a very concise statement concerning his 
attempt and the attempt of his department to distribute and to 
market this 141,000,000 pounds of meat which the Government 
has in its storehouses, be placed in the ReEcorp to correct the 
misinformation that has been given on the floor of this House 
by some of the Members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks by the insertion of the 
atatement indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr, JOHN W. RAINEY. I ask that the Clerk read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes 
more, and, as suggested by one of my colleagues, I will read it 
myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. I read: 

STATEMENT OF THE DIRECTOR OF SALES AS TO SURPLUS OF CANNED MEATS 
IN THE ARMY. 
. JUNE 3, 1919, 

The approximate surplus of canned meats held by the War Depart- 
ment was Surnished the director of sales by the Quartermaster General 
of the Army about May 5, as per attached inventory. This consisted of: 

Pounds. 
47, 000, 000 
38, 000, 000 
36, 000, 000 
20, 000, 000 


141, 000, 000 

These meats cost the Government average prices as follows: 
Bacon issue, ser. 8, crates per pound... $0. 40 
do 46 


Roast beef. 
Corned beef. __. 
Corned-beef has 


Bacon issue, ser. 1¥, 12-po 
Beef, roast, 6-pound cans 

Beef, roast, 2-pownd cans 

Beef, roast, 1-pound cans 
Beef, roast, 12-ounce cans 
Beef, 
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Beef, corned, 24-ounce cans 70 
Beef, corned, 1-pound cans 5 
Beef, corned, 12-ounce cans 

Hash, corned beef, 2-pound cans 


Hash, corned beef, 1-pound cans 28 


This represents in round figures a total cost to the Government of 
$60,000,000. 

The question of the disposal of this large quantity of canned meat was 
discussed, and it was decided to call in conference representatives of the 
packing industry who sold the meat in question to the Government; 
following the general pelicy adopted by the War Department in the dis- 
posal of all its surplus to consult with the industry affected before 
decision was reached as to the best method to adopt for its disposal 
and to endeavor to avoid dumping vast stores on the market in such a 
way as to entail an undue sacrifice of the Government’s interests. 

The following Government representatives were present at the 
meeting : 

Gen. Kniskern, zone supply officer of Chicago district, who acted as 
chairman. 

Col, Fred Glover, Assistant Director of Sales. 

Col. Quackenbush, Assistant Director of Storage. 

Capt. Foster, Chief Surplus Property Division. 

Lieut. Clement, Chief of Subsistence Section, Surplus Property. 

Mr. Birkenstein, Storage Division, Purchase and Storage. 

Maj. Squier, Chief of Guarteranaster Stores, Director of Sales Office, 

Mr. Elcock, Chief of Sales Promotion, Director of Sales Office. 

Eepeguentios the packers there were present the following: 

Mr. J. A. Hawkinson, Wilson & Co. 

Mr, M. C, Plainer, Wilson & Co. 

. D. B. Russell, Morris & Co. 

. d. J. Deady, Armour & Co. 

. A. I. Feiffer, Armour & Co. 

. W. F. Wardell, Armour & Co. 

. G. C. Shepherd, Cudahy & Co. 

. FE. E. Wilbur, Cudahy & Co. 

. BE. D. Baldwin, Libby, McNeil & Libby. 

Mr. Burroughs, Swift & Co. 

The general question was discussed as to how this canned meat could 
be marketed in this country to the best advantage. he department 
had no organization to retail this large —— to individual consumers, 
and the packers’ opinion was therefore asked as to what was the best 
method to dispose of it. 

In substance they stated that the canned meats were not in commer- 
cial packages and that the canned roast beef had never been sold to 
the consuming public in this country, its use having been heretofore 
incident to the supply of various mining expeditions and logging 
camps, etc. Furthermore, the shape in which it was packed made it 
necessary to repack it before it could even be offered for sale and any 
reasonable price realized. It was further brought out that this canned 
roast beef was not even used for the Army in peace times, fresh beef 
being the ration. 

It was stated that there is a market for corned beef in 12 and 24 
ounce cans, but it was believed that the Government could secure no 
more for the 2-pound cans, containing almost 33 per cent more corned 
beef, if sold generally to the consuming public than they could for the 
commercial size 12 and 24 ounce cans, and that therefore, before mak- 
ing any attempt to sell this to the consuming public in this country, 
it should be repacked in commercial sizes, 

The market for corned-beef hash, it was stated, is limited, most of 
it being sold in 6-ounce cans on individual order, and in order to market 
this to the public to the best advantage to the Government it would 
be necessary to repack it in commercial-size cans. 

The bacon was specially cured for the Army. It contains an un- 
usual amount of salt and has gone through a process of eight days’ 
smoking instead of the usual 48 hours for the bacon prepared for the 
trade. The majority of this bacon is put up in sealed cans for export 
to the troops overseas. 

In regard to the 8,000,000 pounds of bacon crated and located in 
Chicago, Baltimore, and Columbus, it was brought out that sealed pro- 
posals were about to be asked for in connection with a supply of ap- 
proximately 2,400,000 pounds at Baltimore. This quantity had been 
offered the meat packers and meat dealers and the meat trade in gen- 
eral located east of the Mississippi. ; 

In view of these various statements, and further in view of the fact 
that it had come to the attention of the director of sales office that 
Mr. Hoover had very recently purchased in this country for shipment 
overseas bacon held by the Italian and French Governments in this 
country, it was decided advisable to get in touch with Mr. Hoover and 
ascertain whether or not he would not purchase a certain amount of 
the canned surplus meats held by the Army. 

If it was found that the canned meats could not be sold to advan- 
tage overseas, the packers were willing to cooperate in any way pos- 
sible to a. in the disposal of it in this country, and it was sug- 
gested that if it was decided to. use the packers’ distribution facilities, 
that they would be willing to act as the Government's selling agents 
and sell the canned meats at prices dictated by the Government and 
charge the actual expenses involved. 

It was explained at this meeting that this amount of canned meat 
was produced by the packers in about five months, running at full 
capacity, three shifts per day, and represented as much canned meat 
as would ordinarily be packed in two and one-half years. Therefore, 
if an effort were made to dump this entire supply on the American mar- 
ket, irrespective of the prices secured for it, it would probably lead 
to a disruptio the entire canning industry for a period of a year. 

Immediately ter this meeting a cable was sent to Mr. Hoover 
through the United States Liquidation Commission asking him whether 
or not he was in the market to purchase a portion of the canned 
meats held by the Government. r. Hoover’s representative in this 
eountry, Mr. J. 8. Barnes, was also consulted; but Mr. Barnes did not 
believe that he was in the market to purchase them, 

The question of the disposal of these canned meats in this country 
was discussed with the Salvation es Red Cross; the Farmers’ Union, 
who distribute food products through cooperative stores; the Central 
Purchasing Committee of New York City, which does the purchasing 
for all charitable, penal, and hospital institutions in the city of New 
York; Austin Nichols & Co., of Brooklyn; and R, C. Williams & Co., of 
New York City, two of the largest wholesale grocery houses in the 
country. 

Col. Parker, representing the Salvation Army, stated that they might 
be able to buy a limited amount of the canned meats, provided a sat- 
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isfactory 
prices 

The Red Cross have no distributing means, 

The Farmers’ Union stated that they Gid not care to purchase any of 
it, and advised strongly that it be sold for export. 

The central purchasing committee of New York City stated that they 
purchased only fresh meat, and unless a considerable change were made 
in their dietary regulations they would not be able to purchase it. 

Austin Nichols and R. C. Williams & Co. stated that they would be 
interested in a small quantity at a price for export. 

The matter was also taken up with A. R. Rodway Co., exporters of 
canned-food products in New York City, and Nogan Garrison & Co., 
merchants’ representatives of groceries and canned meats of New York 
City, who stated that they would be interested in small amounts for 
export solely, and that no market, in their opinion, existed for this type 
of canned meat in this country. 

Since the meeting with the packers bids have been received for the 
2,400,000 pounds of bacon held at Baltimore. This bacon cost the Gov- 
ernment approximately 40 cents a pound. Several thousand circular let- 
ters were sent out requesting bids and only 12 bids were received. The 
highest bid for all this bacon was 21 cents per pound. None of the bids 
were accepted, and negotiations are now under way, and it is believed 
that a sale of all of this bacon can be made for approximately 28 cents 
per pound to a commission house in Ba!timore, who represent Texas in- 
terests and will resell this bacon to be used for the colored trade in the 
South 

We are now circularizing approximately 20,000 State, municipal, and 
charitable institutions, asking them to bid on this surplus meat, and we 
may be able to dispose of a certain amount of it in this way. We are 
‘ circularizing all of the dealers, wholesale and retail grocers, and 
r dealers in food products who may be interested, and this sale is 

advertised in all daily papers in cities where the meat is stored and 
in trade papers appealing to produce men, wholesale grocers, hotel men, 
and large dealers in foodstuffs. 

We are also secing if arrangements can not be made through which 
some of this canned meat may be offered direct to the public at the ware- 
houses where it is stored in Chicago, Columbus, Schenectady, New Cum- 
berland, Pa., Newport News, Baltimore, Omaha, New Orleans, Boston, 
San Antenio, New York, St. Louis, El Paso, Atlanta, and San Francisco. 
On account of the inaccessibility of the warehouses where this food is 
stored, however, it is doubtful whether any considerable portion of the 
public will come to a sale if carried out. 

before any of these sales, however, can take place the important ques- 
tion must be decided as to what price we are to market this vast store 
of foodstuff for. It is obvious that if the price is made low enough and 
the articles sacrificed that all of it can be disposed of in this country. 
It must not be forgotten, however, that a very much better price can be 
secured through export. 

We already have offers from various firms averaging approximately 
0 per cent of the cost price to the Government, anid an inquiry arrived 
on the 28th from the American Oceanic Corporation stating that they 
were authorized to purchase foodstuffs in amounts up to $10,000,000 for 
shipment to Roumania, payment to be made by two-year Roumanian 
treasury notes at par, bearing 6 per cent interest, payable in gold dollars. 

It must be remembered that all of this canned meat is considered 
perishable; i. e.. that under the storage conditions maintained by the 
Army it is doubtful if it will remain marketable for a longer period than 
nine months. I also want to draw your attention to the fact that once 

is opened it spoils very rapidly, which would make it rather diffi- 
for the average small household to make use of the larger-sized cans 
which the Army has for disposal. 

It seems advisable therefore that we continue our present effort to 
market as much of this surplus as possible in this country at the best 
prices obtainable and sell the remainder for export. It must be borne in 
mind, however, that if a low price is established here for domestic sales 
it will make it more difficult to secure a higher price for the same class 
f canned meats from exporters. 


price were named as they are obliged to sell at very low 


uve of this information has already been placed in the 
Recorp, having been inserted at the instance of the gentleman 

‘ol. Massachusetts [Mr. FrrzGeratp] the other day. 

Some gentlemen criticize the propriety of calling in representa- 
tives of the packing industry. If you have 141,000,000 pounds of 
meat to be disposed of, who should know more about meat prod- 
ucts than the packers, and who could give more expert advice? 
When the war broke out the packing industries of Chicago 
came to Washington and offered to turn over their plants to 
the Government. They were willing and anxious to do every- 
thing they possibly could do to help this country win the war. 
There is no industry in the world that has been more responsive 
to the wants of Uncle Sam than the great packing industries of 
Chicago. On 24 hours they delivered millions upon millions 
of pounds of meat to the seacoasts to be sent over to our boys. 
They never fell down in one of their orders. They delivered the 
| meats. There was no quibbling about prices, no ques- 
tion of prices. They wanted to do everything they could con- 
sistently do—everything within their power. They came down 
here at the invitation of Mr. Hare, as I understand, and said 

» him, “ These meats that you people have purchased from us 
were specially prepared for overseas, have been put up in large 
cans, for which there is little demand. We have no cal! for them 
from the grocers or the butchers, and therefore we can not con- 
veniently take them back, but we will do everything we can to 
heip you market them, We will give you the use of our sales 
department, we will assist and help in every way, but we think 
it would be more advantageous to the Government to export this 

at, in order that the Government may get its price, because it 
particularly prepared for export.” 
ow, I hold no brief for the packers. I am just casually 

with some of them; but I serve notice that from 
pew on I am going to fight for my district here whenever it 


hes 


Wa 
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acquainted 


is attacked. I am going to manifest just as much interest in 
my district as some of you other gentlemen have shown. I think 
it was the former Speaker of the House who said, “ You’ve got 
to quit akickin’ my dog around,” and I am serving notice on 
some champions of various districts that they had better let my 
district alone, or, at least, when they criticize it they be fair and 
honest. All I ask for my district is that you treat the people 
there as fairly as you treat the poor farmer. If you do that, we 
will have no complaint, and we will be sure to get everything we 
want, and maybe a little bit more. [Applause.] 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. FESS. Has the gentleman the figures as to the amount 
of meat in cold storage, not held by the War Department, but 
in the country. 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. I regret to say that I have not. I 
visited Mr. Hare because of the attack upon this particu- 
lar industry, and he kindly gave me this synopsis that he had 
prepared. 

Mr. FESS. Iam sure that the gentleman is just as much in- 
terested as the rest of us are in knowing the reasons why prices 
are so high when there is so much being held on hand. I have 
from the Bureau of Markets the figures as to the amount of meat 
held in cold storage, and those figures are startling, in view of 
the price of meat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. May I have time enough to read the 
rest of this inte the Recorp? 

Mr. KAHN. The figures are already in the Recorp, and I 
suggest to the gentleman that he had better put the entire cor- 
respondence in. 

Mr. JOHN W. RAINEY. I will be very glad to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FESS. I ask unanimous consent that I may read a few, 
figures which I have as to the amount of meat in cold storage | 
as reported by the Bureau of Markets in its last report. It will 
not take over two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FESS. The amount of frozen beef in cold storage igs 
167,000,000 pounds plus; cured beef, 27,000,000 pounds; frozen 
lamb and mutton, 7,000,000 pounds; frozen pork, 138,000,000 
pounds; dry salt pork, 413,000,000 pounds; pickled pork, 427,- 
000,000 pounds; lard, 107,000,000 pounds; miscellaneous, 113,- 
000,000 pounds; total, 1,399,000,000 pounds of meat in cold 
storage to-day. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question. 

Mr. FESS. Just a moment and then I will yield. At the time 
of the last report of the Bureau of Markets there was on hand in 
the way of poultry, broilers, 10,000,000 pounds plus, as against 
3,000,000 pounds a year ago, being 346 per cent more now in peace 
times than a year ago in war times; roasting chickens, 18,000,000 
pounds, as against 7,000,000 pounds a year ago, an increase of 
165 per cent; ordinary fowls, 18,000,000 pounds, as against 
4,000,000 pounds a year ago, an increase of 450 per cent, making 
a total of 46,000,000 pounds of cold-storage fowls, speaking only 
of chickens, as against 14,000,000 pounds a year ago. And my 
observation is that the price of meat and fowls is higher now 
than ever before. It seems to me there ought to be some way 
to get at this problem of high price with such supply on hand, 
and if there is no way that the War Department or the other 
departments in charge can get at it, I think a persuasive reso- 
lution from this House would help a little. I am convinced 
that this body should at least take steps to get at the situation. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. DOWELL. I move to'strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to make an inquiry of the committee and 
to read a few lines from the testimony of Mr. Hare in the hear- 
ings on this bill. On page 399 of the hearings I read as fol- 
lows: , 


The general way in which sales are made is either by negotiation 
or by sealed bids. In certain cases where it has been found possible, 
or in the case of every class of material where it has been found 
possible, we have called into the meeting representatives of the indus- 
try which created this particular material. The Government’s policy 
has been to get the material back through the ordinary channels of 
trade, to get the very best price we could, and at the same time not 
create an unnecessary disturbance in the labor and business conditions 
of the country. 


May I inquire if it is the purpose of this department to sell 
these materials on the market or to turn them back to the 
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persons from whom they were purchased? Does the interpreta- 
tion of the language I have just read mean that these materials 
are not to be placed in the hands of the public and are not to 
go into the hands of the consumers, but they are to go back from 
whence they came? In other words, is it the purpose of this 
department to turn back the meats and foodstuffs now in the 
hands of the War Department to the packers and thus prevent 
these meats from going upon the market and getting into the 
hands of the consumers, except through that source? 

I would be pleased to know what interpretation the committee 
places upon this language. The House ought to have this infor- 
mation now. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up the time 
of the committee at any great length. On page 469 of the hear- 
ings there is some testimony about it, which I will not attempt 
to read. As I recall, the gentleman, Mr. Hare, when testify- 
ing before the committee, stated specifically that he was endeav- 
oring to sell these meat products to the various penal institutions 
of the country, to the various eleemosynary institutions of the 
country, to the large lumber camps and construction camps of 
the country, so it does not seem that they intend to turn them 
back altogether to the packers. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. KAHN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLACK. I thought the gentleman had yielded the floor. 
I only want three minutes. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all 
debate on this paragraph be concluded in three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the paragraph be concluded in 
three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, there has been so much said in 
criticism of the policy of the War Department in the sale of the 
canned meats and other surplus meats which it has on hand 
that I think it is but fair at this particular time to read from 
the statement of Mr. Hare upon that particular point as found 
on page 467 of the hearings. I think any of us will at once say 
that the suspicions of the gentleman from Iowa, or his mis- 
understanding of the situation, as the case might be, are not 
well founded. It will be remembered that Mr. Hare is the 
director of sales of the War Department, and it has been stated 
by those who ought to know that he is a very capable business 
man of irreproachable standing. 

On page 467, in the statement of Mr. Hare, this explanation 
of the efforts he is using to dispose of these meats appears: 


The question of the disposal of these canned meats in this country 
was discussed with the Salvation Sams j Red Cross ; the Farmers’ Union 
who distribute food products throug cooperative stores; the central 
purchasing committee of New York City, which does the purchasing for 
all charitable, penal, and hospital institutions in the city of New York; 
Austin Nichols & Co., of Brooklyn, and R. C. Williams & Co., of New 
York City, two of the largest wholesale grocery houses in the counts? 

Col. Parker, representing the Salvation Army, stated that they might 
be able to buy a limited amount of the canned meats, provided a satis- 
factory price were named, as they are obliged to sell at very low prices. 

The Red Cross have no distributing means. 

_ The Farmers’ Union stated that they did not care to purchase any of 
it and advised strongly that it be sold for export. 
- * © * s > = 


Since the meeting with the packers bids have been received for the 
2,400,000 pounds of bacon held at Baltimore. This bacon cost the 
Government approximately 40 cents a pound. Several thousand cir- 
cular letters were sent out requesting bids and only 12 bids were 
received, The highest bid for all of this bacon was 21 cchts per pound. 
None of the bids were accepted and eae are now under way, 
and it is believed that a sale of all of this bacon can be made for 
approximately 28 cents per pound to a commission house in Baltimore, 
who represent Texas interests, and will resell this bacon to be used for 
the colored trade in the South. 


I could go on and read further from the hearings showing 
the diligent efforts that are being made to make proper sale of 
these products, but I will not undertake to do so at this time; 
but I will say that if gentlemen will read the hearings instead 
of taking up the time in criticizing the War Department they 
will find that the War Department is using every possible effort 
to wisely and economically market these products with good, 
sane business judgment. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INCIDENTAL EXPENSES. 


Postage; cost of telegrams on official business received and sent by 
officers of the Army, including members of the Officers’ Reserve ye 
when ordered to active duty; extra pay to soldiers employed on extra 
duty, under the direction of the Quartermaster Corps, in the erection 
of barracks, quarters, and storehouses, in the construction of roads, 
and other constant labor for periods of not less than 10 days; as addi- 
tional school-teachers during the school term at post schools, and as 
clerks for post quartermasters at military posts, and for overseers of 
general prisoners at posts designated by the War Department for the 
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confinement of general prisoners, and for the United States disciplinary 
barracks guard; of extra-duty pay at rates to be fixed by the Secretary 
of War for mess stewards and cooks at recruit depots who are graduates 
of the schools for bakers and cooks, and instructor cooks at the schools 
for bakers and cooks; for expenses of expresses to and from frontier 

sts and armies in the field; of escorts to officers or agents of the 

artermaster Corps to trains where military escorts can not be fur- 


nished ; hire of laborers in the Quartermaster Corps, including the care 


of officers’ mounts when the same are furnished by the Government, 
and the hire of interpreters, spies, or guides for the Army ; compensation 
of clerks and other employees of the Quartermaster Corps, and clerks, 
foremen, watchmen, and organist for the United States disciplinary 
barracks, and incidental expenses of recruiting; for the apprehension, 
securing, and delivering of deserters, including escaped military pris- 
oners, and the expenses incident to their — and no greater sum 
than $50 for each deserter or escaped military prisoner shall, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, be paid to any civil officer or citizen 
for such services and expenses ; for a donation of $5 to each dishonorably 
discharged prisoner upon hig release from confinement under court- 
martial sentence, involving dishonorable discharge; and such additionai 
expenditures as are necessary and authorized by law in the movements 
and operation of the Army, and at military posts, and not expressly 
assigned to any other department, $20,000,000. 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Emerson: Page 25, insert: “ There shall 
be paid to each honorably discharged soldier who served over 30 days in 
the World War the sum of $300 in addition to any bonus now paid.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. EMERSON. 
order? 

Mr. KAHN. No; I want to finish this bill by 6 o’clock to- 
night. 

Mr. EMERSON. Will the gentleman give me one minute? 

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
one minute, I do not object. 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting what other coun- 
tries are paying discharged soldiers. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner in- 
dicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EMERSON. I think we all realize that we have not paid 
enough to our discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines. 

I have offered this amendment to this bill for the soldiers, 
and will offer a like amendment to the naval bill for the marines 
and sailors. 

Considering the purchasing power of money we are paying 
less than any other country in the world. Sixty dollars does 
not even clothe the discharged soldier, and if he happens not to 
have other means and has no job to which he can go he imme- 
diately becomes an object of charity. A majority of the dis- 
charged soldiers, sailors, and marines prefer the money bonus. 
If they were asked which they preferred, land or money, 98 per 
cent would say money. 

I submit the following facts on this subject: 


DENVER, COLO., June 6, 1919. 


Will not the gentleman reserve the point of 


To the Members of Congress: 


Playfair takes the stand that the soldier and the sailor are entitled to 
full pay for the time they have given their country on a basis somewhere 
cogecnsmasing the commercial value of that time. The soldiers and 
sailors have given approximately forty million months. They are com- 
ing home flat in pocketbook. hey can not afford to make that huge 
sacrifice. Nor can we, the 100,006,000 who remained at home and en- 
joyed war profits, ask them to donate to us something like three and 
one-half million years of their time. Playfair has proposed that an 
equitable settlement could be reached by paying each soldier and sailor 
$50 for each month that he has served. nd a further proposal was 
made that this payment could take the form of a soldiers and sailors 
victory bond issue, the bonds not being offered to the public for sale, 
but being given to the soldiers and sailors at the rate of a $50 bond for 
each month served. 

It would be required that each soldier and sailor accepting such pay- 
ment give the Government a signed release disavowing any future service 
pension claim. e 

This plan has many advantages over any flat bonus such as a year’s 

ay for each man regardless of the length of time served. The man who 
iS served 20 months under any bonus plan would be treated the same 
as the man who has served 5 or 10 months. The amount of time that a 
man has given his country is the vital element. No compensation scheme 
that is not strictly based upon the length of service with full pay for 
the time served can be satisfactory. Besides, no other plan would en- 
title the Government to demand a signed release disclaiming future 
service pension. . 

Unless the soldiers and sailors receive equitable compensation for the 
time they have rendered now service pensions will surely come up in 
the future. It will cost getty me are: at the present time to liquidate 
our debt on this score. If we give a bonus, large or small, and disre- 

d the question of future pensions very little good will have been done. 
ft we y in full for the boys’ time now, not as a bonus but as com- 
pensation due based strictly on the number of months served, we will 
save many billions in pensions later, besides putting a smile on the 
faces of millions of the boys who need and can use the money due them 
right now. 

Yours, truly, 
PLAYPAIR, 
Ursan A. WALTER, Editor. 
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RATUITI“ES ON ARMY 


ORDER 17, 


DE MOBILIZATION 
1919). 


(FROM 


‘he minifmum gratuity payable te a soldier, other than _a boy, in 
f war service will, subject to paragraph 9, be as follows: 
te, lance corporal, lance bombardicr, or equivalent a 
INES 4. deans a) 
Second corporal, bombardier, corporal, or lance sergeant. 6 
Corporal of horse (household cavalry) or sergeant. 8 
Squadron quartermaster corporal (household cavalry) 
or squadron, battery, troop, or company quartermaster 
sergeant, staff corporal (household cavalry), staff 
sergeanf or color sergeant 
Wisneen eneeet, 06 2 oc a eB 
Warrant officer, class 1 15 
The ranks mentioned above include in each case all appointments in 
the rank. 
Rank, for the purposes of this paragraph, will be subject to such 
definition as may be prescribed by the army council. ; 
6. Seldiers who have completed more than 12 calendar months’ war 
ice will receive, in addition, the following sums in respect of each 
te calendar month or portion of a calendar month of war service 
nd 12 months, subject to a maximum addition of 48 such monthly 
ents, corresponding to a total gratuity covering five years’ war 


$24. 00 
28. 80 
38, 40 


If with any war service overseas, 10s. ($2.40). 
b) If with no such service, 5s. ($1.20). F 

The rates under both (a) and (b) being subject to reduction in the 

cases shown in the next paragraph, and the rate under (b) not apply- 
ing te any war service rendered by the soldier as a boy. : 
7. If a soldier has been entitled to draw service pension during any 
portion of his war service, or if he has been entitled under article 6 
of the Royal warrant published in army order 1 of 1918, to elect to 
draw it, in respect of any portion of that service, irrespective of whether 
he has actually drawn it or not, the monthly addition for any month 
during the whole of which pension has been or would have been issuable, 
will be 5s. ($1.20) or 2s. 6d. (60 cents) instead of 10s. ($2.40) and 5s, 
($1.20), respectively. 

S. The minimum gratuity payable to a soldier who is a boy will be 
£2 ($9.60). The additional sum for each month’s war service after the 
first 12 months will be as in paragraph 6, except that if no service has 
been rendered overseas the sum shall be 2s. 6d. (60 cents) instead of 
5s. ($1.20). For the purpose of this warrant the term “boy” will 
include trumpeters, drummers, buglers, pipers, fifers, and bandsmen 
enlisted as boys, and under the age 18. 

®. The soldier who has served both as boy and man will be eligible 
for the minimum as a man if he has given any war service overseas, or 
has over six months’ war service as a man. Otherwise the boy's mini- 
mum will apply. 

The monthly additions will be 10s. ($2.40) if any overseas war serv- 
ice has been rendered; if not, they will be 2s. 6d. (60 cents) for each 
month (beyond the first 12) served wholly as a bey, and 5s. ($1.20 for 
each subsequent month, 


DEMOBILIZATION IN GREAT Berar. 


OFFICIAL STATEMENTS IN THE HOUSE OF COMMONS FROM THE SIGNING 
OF THE ARMISTICE TO THE PROROGATION OF PARLIAMENT NOVEMBER 21, 


[Compiled from the parliamentary debates in the Legislative Reference 
Division, Library of Congress. ] 


INFORMATION FOR THE ARMY. NOVEMBER 12. 


Mr. MacPurrson (undersecretary of state for war). I am fully 
aware of the importance of the diffusion amongst the troops serving 
abroad of information as to the Government plans for the demobiliza- 
tion of the forces. Arrangements have been made by which full infor- 
mation concerning the method of demobilization will be given to the 
troops when the situation is suitable. Lectures are already being given 
at the front dealing with the outlines of the procedure to be adopted. 


MARRIED MEN (RELEASE). NOVEMBER 12, 


Mr. MacPurrson. The claims of married men to carly release have 
been recognized, and it has been provided in the scheme of demobiliza- 
tion that, other conditions being equal, married men shall be selected 
in preference to single men for the drafts for disposal. 


COAL SUPPLY (RELEASE OF MINERS). 

Mr. MacPwerson. In view of the present situation, as many addi- 
tional miners as possible who are serving at home will be released, and 
I understand some are being released from France. 

LEAVE WITH PAY AND UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFITS. NOVEMBER 12. 

Dr. MacNaMara (secretary to the admiralty). It may be as_ well 
that I should state at once that on demobilization each man will re- 
ceive at least 28 days’ leave with pay and allowances, and that he will 
be fully insured against unemployment for a period of not less than 20 
weeks during the first year. 


UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFITS. 


NOVEMBER 12. 


NOVEMBER 12. 


Dr. AppisoN (minister of reconstruction). The rates for benefits for 
both exservice and civil workers are as follows: Adults, 24s. per week 
for men and 20s. per week for women, with 6s. per week for the first 
dependent child under 15 and 3c. per week for each succeeding de- 
pendent child, so that a man with a wife and one child will get 30s, 
per week and 3s. for each additional dependent child. The donation 
will not be payable for the first three days of any continuous period of 
unemployment. The out-of-work donation payable to partially disabled 
men in receipt of pensions will be additional to their pensions, and no 
deductions will be made on account of such pensions. 
NOVEMBER 12, 

br. Appison. I propose to issue a pamphlet, which is in 
form, but I hope honorable members will not like it any the 
that. It is intended to be read by the general public. It will be posted 
to every member this evening. The pamphlet sets out the whole scheme 
of army demobilization, and it is reduced at the end to the form of 
question and answer. It deals with the navy, the air foree, and the 
army. ‘This matter was gone into at great length by a committee ded 
over by my honorable friend, the secretary of state for Endia [Mr. 
Mont nted by the previous Government, and we have adopted 


PLAN OF DEMOBILIZATION. 


yopular 
ess for 


JUNE 12, 


the principle that demobilization must be governed by industrial re- 
quirements. It has been a most elaborate piece of work. We have had 
to have the army classified into trade groups, of which there are 42, 
and the department at the war office that deals with this side of the 
question fills me with admiration. Arrangements have been made to 
mark down, first, what we call the demobilizers. They are the people 
required to start the demobilizing machinery. That has been donc. 
The next group are what we call pivotal men; and here, again, I have 
issued a precise statement. You get in practically every work some 
men around whom the work revolves, and until they are there you can 
not get the work started. Therefore, the ministry of labor have invited 
the different trades to specify their pivotal groups, and these are sepa- 
rately catalogued in the army. 

The demobilization, whilst the man is with the colors, will be man- 
aged with the war office, but the order or priority of demobilization— 
the arrangement for picking out the pivotal men—is undertaken by 
the organization at the ministry of labor under Sir Stephenson Kent. 
The civil side is under that organization, and the army deals with the 
military side of it, Those are the two organizations which work in 
common and which deal with the whole arrangements, 

In discussing —— we naturally have to have regard to those 
occupations the reestablishment of which causes the biggest amount 
of employment. We naturally put them very high in the seale. There- 
fore the ae grading of employment is based upon considerations of 
that kind. It must depend partly upon the time of the year, because 
grading is different now from what it would be in harvst time. At 
any rate, these pivotal men represent a group, and they, of course will 
come back early. But within each group we have regard to the length 
of service the men have done during the war, whether a man is mar- 
ried, and other considerations of that kind. Another large group of 
the army which has been separately marked down, and which makes 
our problem very much easier, is that large group of men for whom there 
are jobs waiting for them when they come back. I am sure we ali 
recognize that it is a national duty to seeure these men the priority 
of reemployment when they return. I am glad to say, according to 
information I have received from the minister of labor, that more than 
60 per cent of the men in the army are what are called “ slip” men; 
that is to say, men who have jobs awaiting them. So that when a 
commanding officer receives an order to send back a certain number of 
mca he knows at once which men are the pivotal men and which men 
have a job awaiting them, and this eases our problem enormously with 
regard to employment at home. Those have been the governing consid- 
erations right through this very elaborate scheme. 

The scheme deals with the whole of the Army, whether at home or 
abroad. The committee considered very carefully the rate of demobili- 
zaiion. ‘That necessarily must depend upon all kinds of military 
considerations, some of which are obvious, and the maximum rate of 
demobilization can clearly only be attained after some time, but the 

meral scheme contemplates that the rate of demobilization from the 
erces at home will be the same compared with the rate of demobiliza- 
tion of the forces overseas. ‘That at first might look as if it gave 
some advantage to the men at home, but, as a matter of fact, the men 
at home in the vast majority of eases have seen foreign service; they 
have been abroad; therefore you can not distinguish in that way, and 
the scheme contemplates an equal demobilization of the two groups. 
The machinery by which they are to be demobilized is set out in detail 
in the pamphlet which I am circulating to honorable Members, there- 
fore I need not trouble the committee with it now. I may say that 
a man is sent primarily to a place that is called his dispersal station, 
which is near his home. There he receives a protection certificate, 
a railway warrant home, a cash payment of his war gratuity, and an 
out-of-work donation policy, which lasts, in the case of the soldiers, 
12 months and covers 26 weeks of seseeteyment. with benefit at the 
rate I have mentioned. Ie will receive the war gratuity. The precise 
method of the payment of that will be announced shortly. I believe 
it is likely that it will be paid in four weekly installments. The man 
will receive 28 days’ furlough when he reaches his dispersal station 
and will then receive pay and ration allowance during that time, and 
the separation allowance will also continue during that period. 

There is another class of demobilized men, before I come to the 
officers, for whom we have to make special provision. A large number 
of men joined the Army who had not es their apprenticeship. 
It will be, I am sure, a waste of brains and energy if these men, after 
three or four years’ service, have to go back to civil life and find that 
they have lost their skill. They were practically unskilled workmen, 
and we must provide some incentive to their completing a short term 
of apprenticeship which will bring them up to a sufficient standard of 
skill. Therefore we have worked out this scheme for a system ef 
completion of apprenticeship for men who have been serving in the forces. 
Again I will circulate the full details, asitisarather claborate scheme. 
It is a rather Claborate scheme, but what it comes to is this—we dis- 
cussed it with the employers and the workmen’s representatives in 
great detail—the employer is to pay wages to the apprentice during 
the first 12 months representing not less than seven-twelfths of the 
eurrent rate of wages, and the State makes them up to the man, so 
that he gets in the aggregate three-fourths of the wages to which he 
would have been entitled at that stage of his apprenticeship, and the 
next year it makes up to a bigger fraction still, namely, five-sixths. That 
is to say, what we really do, on the basis of the employer affording 
facilities for an intensive form of apprenticeship, is to make a con- 
tribution, in view of the man’s age being greater than it otherwise 
would have been, in order to bring up his wages practically to the 
standard of what they would have been at that stage of his career. 
The details are. elaborate; therefore I do not give the committce any- 
thing but a bare statement. — 

Now I come to the question of officers. We have dealt with great 
care with the question of officers, and the committee, under Sir Regi- 
nald Brade, spent a great many months working on this business. I 
am sure the committee will recognize that in respect to a large number 
of young men of all branches of training who gave up their prospects, 
who have been in the Army and have become dislocated from _ their 
normal employment, we are under a very epee! heavy responsibility. 
The Government has accepted the general principle that from the 
beginning of demobilization and for a year afterwards permanent 
appointments in the civil service shall be reserved for ex-officers and 
ex-soldiers, As the rigid application of this rule, however, would 
exclude certain candidates with special qualification, it is intended 
that the rule should not apply (a) to the relatively small number of 
posts ree special nical qualifications or involving special 
responsibility, and (b) that it should not apply to a limited number 
of. cases in which men pronounced unfit on grounds of health for gen- 
eral service have been temporarily employed and are specially recom- 
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mended by the heads of their departments. With those exceptions, 
by that means we open the civil service to ex-officers and ex-soldiers for 
12 months after the war. 

The next thing is that a great number of officers and men in various 
callings have had their professional training interrupted during the 
war, and it would be equally, as in the case of the skilled mechanic 
and the apprentice, ver; unfortunate if we were not to recognize that 
we have special responsibility with regard to enabling these men to 
complete’ their professional or other training. Therefore it is recog- 
nized that the further training or education of young ex-officers in 
various callings, or men not officers, who have interrupted their 
training in those callings, is a matter in which we have special 
responsibility, and the war cabinet has agreed to the principles of a 
scheme whereby, where circumstances require, assistance with respect 
to fees and maintenance shall be given on the recommendation of 
the training committee to enable men in those classes to complete 
their training.. The details of the scheme proposed will be announced 
very shortly. 3 - 

With regard particularly to a special class of cases in which the one- 
man business figures very largely, we ropes to make provision 
against that by continuing the civil liabilities department after the 


termination of the war, so that assistance subsequent to demobilization, 


may be given in accordance with a Scheme based upon the existing 
regulations of the department. ‘That covers assistance with regard to 
officers and men who are unable, by reason of their undertaking mili- 
tary service, to meet their financial obligations after demobilization 
and are thereby exposed to serious hardship, and the obli ations in 
respect of which assistance may be granted are those arising in respect 
of rent, interest, and installments yevedle in respect of loans, includ- 
ing mortgages, installments payable under agreements for the pur- 
chase of business premises, a dwelling house, furniture, and the like, 
rates and taxes, insurance premiums, and school fees. We will con- 
tinue ‘the existing scheme for assisting those cases. There it will be 
within the discretion of the department which deals with the civil 
liabilities to make a grant, either in the form of a lump sum or by 
quarterly or other installments ; and if in any particular case the depart- 
ment is of opinion that in lieu of assistance in respect of any of the 
specific obligations mentioned above it is desirable that assistance should 
be given for the purpose of enabling applicants to purchase stock, trade, 
or shop fittings, a grant may be given for this purpose. . 

In connection with reorganization we have to consider another 
question which has been present to the mind of everyone, and that is 
the considerable aud very right demand that in appropriate cases, where 
they are capable of making good use of these facilities, the men shall 
have some right of access to the land. A scheme has been worked 
out and examined in great detail by a cabinet committee, the details 
of which will be announced shortly, which will provide facilities for 
ex-service men of all branches of service for settlement, cither on small 
holdings, allotments, or gardens. 

CIVIL POSITIONS (PRIORITY OF RELEASE), NOVEMBER 13, 


Mr. MacPuerson. Provision has been made in the demobilization 
scheme that those men whose civil positions have been kept open for 
them shall receive priority of release within their several industrial 
groups. Instructions will be issued in duc course, but no application 
rould be made ky employers until public notification is given. While 
it is not proposed to differentiate between volunteers and conscripts as 
such, the object aimed at will be achieved by including in early drafts a 
certain proportion of those men who have served longest in a theater of 
active operations. 


INFORMATION FROM 


Mr. Roperts (minister of labor). In order to assist the working of 
the schemes by which men with definite employment awaiting them can 
be released early, action in the direction indicated by the honorable 
and gallant member _is being taken. Letters are being issued to em- 
ployers suggesting that they should prepare particulars of men now 
with the forces whom they wish to engage immediately upon dis- 
persal. The particulars required will be the nfen’s names, the nature 
of the employment, and the rate of wages offered, and also, if possible, 
the unit, regimental number, and home address, It is not desired that 
these particulars should be supplied to the ministry of labor at present, 
but employers will be asked in due course to send the particulars to 
the employment exchanges on special cards which will be supplied, 


APPLICATIONS FOR RELEASE. NOVEMBER 14. 


Mr. Roggerts. The civil demobilization and resettlement department 
of the ministry of labor will be responsible for dealing with applica- 
tions for the release of men from the forces and for laying down the 
principles which, subject to the exigencies of the naval and _ militar 
situation, will regulate the order of release. I promise to deal wit 
both these points in a public announcement, 


POLICE, NOVEMBER 14. 


Mr. MacPuerson. Provision has been made in the demobilization 
scheme for the early release of policemen serving with, Ilis Majesty's 
forces. ° 


EMPLOYERS. NOVEMBER 123. 


PROCEDURE. NOVEMBER 138, 


Mr. MacPHerson. Men will be released from, military service in 
accordance with a groerat scheme of industrial priority which is being 
prepared by the ministry of labor. When demobilization begins, dis- 
persal drafts will be formed by officers commanding units strictly in 
accordance with instructions which have been laid down, wherein the 
principle of a priority on industrial grounds is combined with that of 
a limited priority on other grounds, such as marital condition, length of 
war service, ete. 

MEMENTO OF SERVICE. NOVEMBER 19. 


Mr. MacPuerson, It is intended that on demobilization a _ soldier 
will retain his uniform (except greatcoat) and kit, and he will there- 
fore keep his cap and badge. 


AGRICULTURAL LABOR. NOVEMBER 19. 


Mr. MAacPuerson. There are at present over 79,000 men in agricul- 
tural companies, and 5,000 plowmen, who are in medical category A 
have just been sent out on two months’ furlough. All men at home o 
any medical category who are thrashers are now being obtained from 
the army. During the harvest 20,000 soldiers were supplied, of whom 
about 3,000 are still engaged on potato lifting. Any men of low medi- 
cal category who are experienced farm workers, and are serving at 
home, are being attached to agricultural companies and made available 
for agricultural work. 
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PROFESSIONAL MEN, NOVEMBEI: 1%. 


Dr. AppIsoN. Arrangements have been made to earmark for early re- 
lease when general demobilization begins soldiers who have definite 
offers of employment. The honorable member will appreciate the need 
for demobilizing first of all those men whose services are essential for 
the reestablishment of industries which will be able to absorb labor. 
In regulating the priority of release due weight will be given to the in- 
dustrial importance of surveyors and valuers. 

YOUNG SOLDIERS (EDUCATION). NOVEMBER 20. 

Mr. MAcPuerson. It has been arranged that. officers and men whose 
education has been interrupted by military service, and who wish to 
resume their studies, will be treated on the same basis as those men 
who have definite employment awaiting them, and they will be granted 
early release within the period of general dispersal. I am unable to 
make any statement as to when this release will take effect. * * * 
What I have tried to arrange is this: There are a great many brilliant 
young boys in officers’ cadet battalions, and I am now most anxious that 
they should be allowed to attend their examinations at Oxford or 
Cambridge. 


BUILDING TRADES. NOVEMBER 20. 

Mr. MACPHERSON. The urgent necessities of the building trades will 
not be lost sight of in the administration of the scheme of demobili- 
zation. 


BUSINESS PROPRIETORS. 


Mr. MacPrerson. The general scheme of demobilization provides 
that proprietors of one-man businesses who will be able to recommence 
their business may be released from the Army on the same basis as other 
Inet with employment awaiting them. 


NOVEMBER 20. 


PIVOTAL MEN. 


s Mr. BripGeMAN (parliamentary secretary to the ministry of labor). 
Employers who wish to insure that men serving with the forces who 
desire to return to their employment are earmarked for early release 
should obtain from the nearest employment exchange a post card (E. D. 
406), enter on it each man’s full name, unit, regimental number, and 
the theater of war or command where he is now serving, and return 
it to the exchange. These forms (BE. D. 406) are also obtainable from 
employment exchanges throughout Scotland. 


F'RANCE—BONUS ON DEMOBILIZATION TO SOLDIERS AND SatLors. 


Sections 1-7 of the act of March 22, 
tion bonus. (Journal officiel, Mar. 29, 1919, p. 3218.) 

_ SeEc. 1. Any soldier or sailor now serving or having served, up to and 
including the grade of captain, being a French citizen, whether called 
to or retained in active service as a result of the present war or volun- 
tarily enlisted, shall receive a fixed bonus of 250 francs ($48.25), pay- 
able on the day of his discharge from active service or immediately 
upon promulgation of this act if he has already been discharged: Pro- 
vided, however, That he has completed three months of effective service 
— August 2, 1914, and the date of the signature of the peace 
reaty. : 

Men pensioned or discharged for disabilities incurred while with the 
colors shall be entitled to this bonus irrespective of the length of their 
effective service. 

_SeEc, 2. There shall be paid, in addition to this bonus, a premium of 
15 frances ($2.90) for each month of effective service between August 
2, 1914, and the day of the discharge, over and above the period of 
service required by law in the case of the class to which the interested 
party belongs. - 

This premium shall be increased to 20 francs ($3.86) for each month 
in active duty between August 2, 1914, and November 11, 1918, with a 
large unit (army corps, division) or a fighting unit under command of 
generals commanding in chief. For the period subsequent to Novem- 
ber 11, 1918, the rate of 20 francs shall be paid only for the mpnths 
curing which the fighting indemnity may have been due. 

The following shall be reckoned as effective service: The time spent 
in hospitals, sick leaves on account of wounds or illness, the time 
elapsed while awaiting discharge for disability (instance de réforme), 
the time spent in area and, in general, all the months during which 
a mobilized soldier or sailor was drawing his pay or would have been 
entitled to do so under the regulations now in force: Provided, how- 
ever, That in the case of mobilized soldiers or sailors called to the 
colors ahead of the date for the regular call of their class, the monthly 
— for the time served ahead of such date shall be 20 francs 

.86). = 
eee 3. No mobilized soldiers or sailors of any class shall be entitled 
to the monthly premiums for such time as they have been receiving 
both their military pay and the total or partial amount of a pension or 
salary, when the aggregate amount of the salary or pension and of the 
military pay shall have exceeded 5,000 francs ($965) per annum, with an 
allowance of 1,000 francs ($193) per child under 16 years of age. 

Sec. 4. Mobilized soldiers and sailors working in factories, those to 
whom a delay for joining the colors has been granted, and those detached 


NOVEMEER 21. 


1919, providing for a demobiliza- 


- without pay, entitled to the fixed bonus provided for by section 1, who 


may receive or have already received a discharge indemnity (indemnité 
de congédiement), shall net be allowed to draw both such indemnity 
and the fixed bonus of 250 francs ($48.25): Provided, however, That 
they may do so up to the amount of said bonus. They shall not be 
entitled to the monthly premiums unless they have completed at least 
18 months of effective service, as defined in section 2. The amount 
of the monthly premiums shall always be deducted up to the amount of 
the discharge indemnity in excess of 250 francs ($48.25). 

Sec. 5. The said premium shall be paid by monthly installments of 
100 francs ($19.30), the first payment to be made one month after 
that of the fixed bonus of 250 francs: Provided, however, That if the 
payee accepts payment in one-year national defense bonds the full 
amount may be paid him immediately. 

Sec. 6. Any mobilized soldier or sailor may renounce the fixed bonus 
and the monthly premtums by giving notice thereof to the mayor of 
the commune, who shall publicly record the same and shall notify the 
depot of the interested party of such renunciation. 

The party shall be permitted in this case to assi; one-third of the 
amount to which he was entitled to works of charity approved by the 
Government or by the department. 

Sec, 7. The amount of and the rules applicable to the payment of 
a fixed bonus and of a premium proportional to the length of service 
with the colors of soldiers or sailors other than French citizens shall 
be settled by decree. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THR MUENISTER OF WAR CONCERNING 

DISCHARGE FROM THE ArMY, NOVEMBER 16, 1918. 

From Siimtliche Kriegs-Gesetze, ou (IV Erginzungsheft zu Bd. 
o>, p. 211. > 

Clothing, bonus, and traveling expenses: Every noncommissioned 
officer and private leaving the army on November 11, 1918, and there- 
after shall receive— 

(1) Without payment on his part: A suit of clothes, civilian, if 
possible, otherwise a uniform (which he already possesses). 

(2) A war bonus of 50 marks. 

(3) A lump sum of 15 marks for traveling expenses (i. e. 
as he has a right to demand them). 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I want to speak a few moments in relation 
to this matter of sales. We stand to gain or lose by the methods 
adopted. I have nothing to say in relation to the individual 
who shall conduct the sales. I do not understand that any per- 
son is named in the bill to be employed to direct this business. 
The more money we can get in the hands of the Government 
the lower the taxation may become. Every dollar that we can 
save in getting a better price will be so much saved for the Na- 
tional Treasury, and the levy of taxes and loans can be reduced 
to that extent. Hence the best method should be adopted. 

If you leave this matter to be handled by three or four or a 
dozen different branches of the departments you are likely to 
have men in charge of these sales who are not familiar with 
business, perchance an Army officer who was taken when a 
boy, educated at the expense of the Government, clothed, fed, 
and housed, and his profession made for him. He has not had 
an opportunity to learn what it means to earn a dollar. He ex- 
pects the country to raise the dollar and pay it on his command. 
He is a commanding officer. That has been drilled into him, 
and he does not follow the ordinary lines that business men de- 
velop. If you have 10 or 12 men in the various branches of 
the departments you will be liable to dispose of the property for 
much less than you would if you centralize it and hold some 
man responsible for it in making the sales. On that proposi- 
tion I believe the plan of the committee is sound. I have noth- 
ing to say in regard to the individuals employed in the matter. 
We must trust somebody. The Secretary of War is the admin- 
istrative officer. In these matters he must be held responsible 
regardless of his politics, regardless of our view of what he 
has done in other contracts; we must give him the authority 
which will enable him to realize the largest benefit from the 
sale of this property. [Applause.] 

Mr. BEE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word: 
in order to ask the chairman of the committee with reference 
to this item beginning in line 7, page 25: 

And no greater sum than $50 for each deserter or escaped military 
prisoner— ° 

And so forth. 

Mr. KAHN. That hus been the law for many years. 

Mr. BEE. That is the Federal law—$50? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes 


in so far 


Mr. BEE. That satisfies that question. I want to state that 
I am epposed to it. Now I direct the Chair’s attention to 
line 12: 


For a donation of $5 to each dishonorably discharged prisoner upon 
his release from confinement under court-martial sentence involving 
dishonorable discharge. 

Is that the law? 

Mr. KAHN. That is the law. These items, I want to say 
to my friend from Texas, have been carried in the appropriation 
bill in conformity with the existing law for many years. 

Mr. BEE. I just want to say—thanking the chairman—with 
reference to this $50 in time of peace, that there are syndicates 
of ex-soldiers whose only business is to go out and apprehend 
deserters in order to collect that miserable $50. In reference to 
the $5, it amounts to absolutely nothing for a man dishonorably 
discharged from the service, confined in prison, who walks out 
a marked man with his stripes off, to give him $5 to enable 
him to get home; and the sooner we change that the better off 
this country will be. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TRANSPORTATION OF THE ARMY AND ITS SUPPLIES. 

For transportation of the Army and its supplies, including trans- 
portation of the troops when moving either by land or water, and of 
their baggage, including members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps, en- 
listed men of the Enlisted Reserve Corps, and retired enlisted men 
when ordered to active duty, a. the cost of packing and crating ; 
for transportation overseas to the United States of the bodies of officers 
and enlisted men who died upon foreign soil in the present war; for 
transportation of recruits and recruiting parties; of applicants for en- 
listment between recruiting stations and recruiting depets; for travel 


allowance to officers and enlisted men on discharge; for payment of 
travel allowance as provided in section 126 of the act approved June 
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3, 1916, to enlisted men of the National Guard on their discharge from 
the service of the United States, and to members of the National Guard 
who have been mustered into the service of the United States, and dis- 
charged on account of pe ‘ical disability ; for payment of travel pay to 
officers of the National Guard on their discharge from the service of 
the United States, as prescribed in the act approved March 2, 1901; 
for travel allowance to mons on their discharge from the United 
States disciplinary barracks or frem any place in which they have been 
under a sentence of dishonc rable —- and confinement for 

more than six months, or from the Government Hospital! for the Insane 
after transfer thereto from such barra*ks or place, to their homes (or 
elsewhere as they may elect), previded the cost in each case shall not 
be PS than to the place of last ewlistment; of the necessary agents 
and other employees, including per dien. allowances in lieu of sub- 
sistence not ex ng $4 for those authon‘zed to receive the per diem 
allowance; of clothing and equipage and other quartermaster stores 
from Army depots or places of purchase or @elivery to the several 
posts and Army depots and from those depets to the troops im the 
field; of horse equipment; of ordnance and orcvacce stores, and small 
arms from the foundries and a. to the arsenals, f 
frontier posts, and Army depots; for payment o,* wharfage, tolls, and 
ferriages ; for trarsportation of funds of the Army; ft the payment of 
Army transportation lawfully due such land-grant ruilreads as have 
not received aid in Government bonds (to be adjucted in accordance 
with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decided under such 
land-grant acts), but in no case shall more than 50 per cert of full 
amount of service be paid: Provided, That such compensation shall be 
computed upon the basis of the tariff or lower special rates Yer like 
transportation performed for the public at large and shall be accepted 
as in full for all demands for such service: Provided further, That in 
expending the money es by this act a railroad ory 
which has not received aid in bonds of the United States and whic: 
obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its railread 
on conditions that such railroad should be a post route and militar 
road, subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, 
and other Government services, and also subject to such regulations as 
Congress may impose restricting the charge for such Government trans- 
portation, having claims against the United States for transportation 
of troops and munitions of war and military supplies and property over 
such aided railroads, shal] be paid out of the moneys appropriated by 
the foregoing provisions only on the basis of such rate for the trans- 
portation of such troops and munitions of war and military supplies 
and property as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable 
under the foregoing provision, such rate not to exceed 50 per cent of 
the compensation of such Government transportation as shall at that 
time be charged to and paid by private pores to any such company 
for like and similar transportation ; and the amount so fixed to be paid 
shall be accepted as in full for all demands for such service: And pro- 
vided further, That nothing in the preceding provisos shall be construed 
to prevent the accounting officers of the Government from making full 
payment to land-grant railroads for transportation of property or per- 
sons where the courts of the United States have held that such property 
er persons do not come within the scope of the deductions provi for 
in the land-grant acts; for the purchase and hire of draft and pack 
animals in such numbers as are actually required for the service, in- 
cluding reasonable provision for replacing unserviceable animals; for 
the purchase, hire, operation, maintenance, and repair of such harness, 
wagons, carts, drays, other vehicles, and motor-propelled and horse- 
drawn passenger-carrying vehicles as are required for the transporta- 
tion of troops and supplies and for official, military, and garrison pur- 
poses; for drayage and cartage at the several depots; for the pur- 
ehase and repair of ships, boats; and other vessels required for the 
transportation of troops and supplies and for official, mili » and 
garrison purposes; for expenses of sailing public transports and other 
vessels on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans: Provided further, ‘That $225,000 of the app: tion 
hereby made shall be available for additional pay of Gein hee on 
harbor boats, quartermaster service, in lieu of subsistence, $242,000,000. 

Mr, KAHN. I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 29, line 14, strike out “ $242,000,000” and insert in lieu thereof 
“ $235,672,000.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I do this for the purpose, while the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] is present, of correcting 
an error concerning myself in his speech on page 710. In his 
speech on June 5, on page 710, the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Rucker], among other things, said: 

The gentleman knows that his letter reached the commission on the 
same day that these printed questionnaires were actually placed in the 
hands of more than 100,000 clerks. 


I desire to read two letters. The first is as follows—— 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 
permit me to correct a statement affecting myself alone in the 
Recorp. It will only take a few minutes to read the letters, 

Mr. DOWELL. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
letter : 


On May 17, 1919, I mailed the following 


WasurnctTon, D. C., May 17, 1919. 
Hon. Henny A. Cooper, 


Hon. Epwanp KEATING, 
Comniission on Reclassification of Salaries, Washington, D. C. 
GENTLEMEN: As soon as I noticed the published.copy of the ques- 
tiennaire which you are pi nding to employees I discussed with your 
on of submitting in a supplemental 


Mr. Hamlin the other day the quest 
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questionnaire certain interrogatories that would elicit information con- 
cerning which each Member of Congress would doubtless be interested 
when this subject comes up for consideration, 

Mr. Hamlin stated that he would be glad to take up with me for 
diseussicn the form of supplemental questionnaire prepared by me, but 
I presume that pressure of business has prevented him from doing so. 

I am inelosing each one of you gentlemen separately a copy of my 
proposed supplemental questionnaire, and I hope that you will see fit 
to submit it and require it to be answered by employees. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
THomMAS L. BLANTON. 


In reply to my letter of May 17, I received the following: 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Joint COMMISSION ON RECLASSIFICATION OF SALARIES, + 
Washington, May 20, 1919, 
Ilion, THOMAS L. BLANTON, 
louse of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. BLanton: Thank you very much for yours of the 
18th instant. I have just finished reading it, and shall take the 
earliest opportunity to discuss your valuable suggestions with the 
other members of the committee. Both your letter and the accom- 
panying blank form for a supplemental questionnaire are very inter- 
esting and suggestive. : 

I shall be pleased at any time to hear from you touching the diffi- 
cult and important work of the commission. 

With personal regards, 

Very truly, yours, : 
HeNry ALLEN COOPER. 


Thus the gentleman from Missouri was mistaken when he 
intimated that my request reached the commission too late for 
them to use it. I.might therefore with propriety in the lan- 
guage of his own quotation, suggest to the distinguished gentle- 
man: “There are more things in heaven and earth, Horatio, 
than are dreamt of in your philosophy.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CLOTHING AND CAMP AND GARRISON EQUIPAGE, 


For cloth, woolens, materials, and for the purchase and manufac- 
ture of clothing for the Army, including enlisted men of the Regular 
Army Reserve and retired enlisted men when ordered to active duty, 
for members of the Reserve Training Corps; for issue and for sale 
at cost price according to the Army regulations; for payment for 
clothing not drawn due to enlisted men on discharge; for altering and 
fitting clothing and washing and cleaning when necessary; for equip- 
ment and repair of cquipment of laundries, dry-cleaning plants, 
salvage, and sorting storehouses, hat repairing shops, shoe repair shops, 
clothing repair shops, and garbage reduction works; for equipage, 
including authorized issues of toilet articles, barbers’ and tailors’ ma- 
terials, for use of general prisoners confined at military posts without 
pay or allowances and applicants for enlistment while held under 
observation ; issue of toilet kits to recruits upon their first enlistment, 
and issue of housewives to the Army; for expenses of packing and 
handling, and similar necessaries; for a suit of citizens outer clothing, 
te cost not exceeding $10, to be issued upon release from confinement 
™:. each prisoner who has been confined under a court-martial sen- 
tence involving dishonorable discharge; to each enlisted man _ con- 
victed by civil court for an offense resulting in confinement in a 
penitentiary or other civil prison; and to each enlisted man ordered 
interned by reason of the fact that he is an alien enemy, or, for the 
same reason, discharged without internment; for indemnity to officers 
and men of the Army for clothing and bedding, and so forth, destroyed 
since April 22. 1898. by order of medical officers of the Army for sani- 
tary reasons, $25,000,000, 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 30, line 5, insert after the word “ reserve’’ the word “ officers.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 31, line 5, strike out “ 
“$18,750,000.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


25,000,000 " and insert in lieu thereof 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hocn having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 5312) to supply 
n deficiency in the appropriation for carrying out the act entitled 
“An act to provide for the operation of transportation systems 
while under Federal control, for the just compensation of their 
owners, and for other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILI. 


The connnittee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BARRACKS AND QUARTERS, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Continuing the work of providing for the proper shelter and protection 
of officers and enlisted men of the Army of the United States lawfully 
on duty in the Philippine Islands, including repairs and payment of 
rents, the acquisition of title to building sites, and such additions to 
existing military reservations as may be necessary, and including also 
shelter for the animals and supplies, and all other buildings necessary 
for post administration purposes, an¢ for shelter and repair thereof, and 
rentals for the United States troops in China, $150,000. 
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Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out the last word, . 

Mr. JUUL. There is in line 12 a provision for United States 
troops in China. I suppose most Members are not familiar with 
the Chinese situation, and I would like to ask the chairman to 
state the situation concerning our troops in China? 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, under an international agree- 
ment entered into shortly after. the close of the Boxer insur- 
rection in China, the various countries whose ministers were sur- 
rounded in Peking decided to hold a certain number of their 
soldiers in China to protect that portion of the city where the 
legations are situated. I believe, so far as I remember, that we 
have had about a battalion of troops over there doing that work; 
a battalion of the old form, about 250 men. We are still keeping 
the troops there under that international agreement with the 
other countries of the world. They are all keeping their troops 
there, 

Mr. JUUL. Now, may I ask the chairman what proportion of 
the $150,000 appropriated in this item does the gentleman think 
is being expended in maintaining troops in China? 

Mr. KAHN. We have to pay rentals for quarters there. The 
amount is not very great. The War Department several years 
ago came to the committee and suggested that we construct per- 
manent barracks there for our troops, but the Committee on 
Military Affairs did net deem it wise to follow that suggestion, 
and we are still paying rentals. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address a parliamentary 
inquiry to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JUUL. I want to know, Mr. Chairman, why it should be 
necessary for a Member of this Congress to make a motion or 
offer an amendment that is absolutely no amendment at all. For 
instance, the Chair suggested when I asked the question of the 
chairman of the committee that I moved to strike out the last 
word. If the Chair will permit, I had no desire whatever to 
strike out the last word. 

It has seemed to me, Mr. Chairman, that every gentleman 
upon this floor has had an undying grudge against the last word 
here now for several years. I do not know of any time when 
they have gotten square with the last word and succeeded in 
striking it out. But every day the battery of big guns and little 
guns is directed against this unfortunate last word. I want 
to ask in good faith of the chairman of this committee why gen- 
tleman should move to strike out the last word in order to ask a 
direct question for information from the chairman of a com- 
mittee? Why can not we just state what we want to know and 
not camouflage? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. In order that we may proceed in order 
there must be something pending that would entitle a man to the 
floor. Otherwise he would have to ask for unanimous consent 
in order to ask a gentleman a question. 

Mr. JUUL. Yes. sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. He could ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for one minute or five or ten. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted to suggest, 
unanimous consent might be refused. 

The CHAIRMAN. It might be refused; but he would have a 
right to the floor by making the pro forma amendment to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. JUUL. If the Chair will pardon me, in order to hang 
up your hat or coat you have to have either a nail or a peg on 
which to hang it, but to strike out the last word—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The last word is the peg. [Laughter.} 
The gentleman from Illinois withdraws his pro forma amend- 
ment, and the Clerk will read. 

The clerk read as follows: 


CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF HOSPITALS, 


For construction and repair of hospitals at military posts already 
established and occupied, including the extra-duty pay of enlisted men 
employed on the same, and including also all expenditures for coustruc- 
tion and repairs required at the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot 
Springs, Ark., and for the construction and repair of general hospitals 
and expenses incident thereto, and for additions needed to meet the 
requirements of increased garrisons, pnd for temporary hospitals in 
standing camps and cantonments; for the alteration of permanent build- 
ings at posts for use as hospitals, construction and repairs of temporar® 
hospital buildings at permanent posts, construction and repair of tem- 
porary genera! hospitals, rental or purchase of grounds, and_rental 
and alteration of buildings for use for hospital purposes in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere, for use during the cxisting emenmeecy. in- 
cluding necessary temporary quarters for hospital personnel, outbuild- 
ings, heating and laundry apparatus, Cyn waters and sewers, and 
electric work, cooking apparatus, and roads and walks for the same, 
$5,000.000. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Kaun: Page 35, line 13, strike out the word 
“ waters ” and insert the word “ water.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING. 

For the employment of the necessary civilian instructors in the most 
important trades, for the purchase of carpenter’s, machinist’s, mason’s, 
electrician’s,.and such other tools and equipment as may be required, 
including machines used in connection with the trades, for the pur- 
chase of material and other supplies eee, for instruction and train- 
ing purposes and the construction of such buildings needed for voca- 
iional training in agriculture for shops, storage, and shelter of ma- 
chinery as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of section 27 
of the act approved June 3, 1916, authorizing, in addition to the mili- 
tary training of soldiers while in the active service, means for securing 
an opportunity to study and receive instruction upon educational lines 
of such character as to increase their military efficiency and enable them 
to return to civil life better equipped for industrial, commercial, and 
general business occupations, part of this instruction to consist of voca- 
tional education cither in agriculture or the mechanic arts, $10,500. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I call the attention of the members of the committee to a 
situation that has arisen in the payment of money, or rather the 
application of funds, under the provision of the soldiers’ re- 
habilitation bill. I know that every member of the committee 
will be interested in learning the situation as it is. The re- 
habilitation bill provides that the eligibility of an applicant to 
be trained must be passed upon by the War Risk Insurance Bu- 
reau. That is the requirement of the law. The War Risk In- 
surance Bureau has had its work so piled up that all of us 
recognize it is pretty nearly at a point where it is not function- 
ing. There are 4,000 applicants who have been injured and 
who desire to use the facilities provided for under the law but 
that are held up because the War Risk Insurance Bureau has 
not been able to pass on the-cases. I have the figures, that I will 
ask to place in the Recorp, which give not only those who 
have made application, but those who are now being examined, 
which number will probably reach 7,000. 

The War Risk Insurance ruling is one interpretation and 
ihe Vocational Board ruling is a different one. The War 
Risk Insurance says that for a disabled soldier to be eligi- 
ble for reeducation he must be actually receiving the com- 
pensation, and in order to determine whether the compensa- 
tion should be paid it passes upon two items; one is whether 
ihe injury was received in the pursuance of the line of duty, 
so as not to have been willful negligence on the part of the 
soldier, and the other is the degree of the injuries, so as to 
ascertain what would be the amount of compensation under the 
War Risk Insurance Bureau. And, as I said, there are 4,000 
soldiers crippled that have made application to the board, whom 
the board wanted to enter upon the training of, but where it 
could not do so because they have not been passed upon by the 
bureau. 

This confusion being so apparent, the bureau and the board 
have joined in a request that the matter be remedied by legis- 
lation in an amendment to the rehabilitation bill. That amend- 
ment was offered in the Senate, reported from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and was passed by the Senate unani- 
mously. It came over here, was introduced, exactly as it passed 
the Senate, by myself, and the Committee on Education went 
over it and unanimously reported it, and it is now on the calen- 
dar. And if it is possible to get it before the House soon, so 
that this emergency can be met, and as has been recommended 
by Secretary Glass in a letter, which, if it is the pleasure of the 
comnittee, I will put in the Recorp, it will be a good thing to do. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I will yield. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to tell 
us just what provision the amendment makes for the examina- 
tion of these men for entry into the training schools? 

Mr. FESS. Iwill. The amendment makes two modifications 
of the bill. The first modification is the change of the amount 
to be received by the soldier, while in training. The war-risk 
insurance law says that it will be either what he is receiving as 
an enlisted man on the pay roll or his compensation—which- 
ever is the larger. So it put an officer’s allowance quite beyond 
that received by the private soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be given five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 
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Mr. FESS. The officer, for example, might get $200 a month, 
while the private would get but $30, but in addition to the $30 
he would have his keep and a certain amount of Gothing and 
his board while in the service. But the bureau has ruled that 
when he passes over into the vocational training the board, the 
lodging, and so on, stop. So an oflicer would be supported in 
training at $200, while the private would get only $30. That 
was not the intention of the law at all, and therefore the amend- 
ment fixes the price generally at $75 per month, in the belief that 
it costs that much. That is the minimum. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In both cases? p 

Mr. FESS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOWELL. Alike to officers and men? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. So far as the training goes, there is no desire 
to discriminate in favor of officer against private. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MADDEN. Before the gentleman yields, I wish he would 
finish the answer to my question. 

Mr. FESS. If the gentleman will wait, I would like to finish 

the answer to the question of the gentleman from Illionis [Mr. 
The other change of the law is that the Federal 
board, instead of the War Risk Insurance Bureau, will be the 
judge as to the eligibility of the applicant for the training in 
the belief that if it was the purpose of Congress when it passe 
the rehabilitation bill to put it in the power of the Vocational 
{ducational Board to direct the education, ‘that it would also 
mean that the board could settle whether the person is sutti- 
ciently in need of training as to warrant it, and therefore could 
be safely intrusted with the decision on the eligibility for 
training. 

Mr. MADDEN. And also so situated that they could pass 
promptly upon the cases? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. They could pass at once upon the cases, 
which under the present situation can not be reached within 
reasonable time. 

Another thing that I think the Members would all be glad to 
know is that this bill will transfer, upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, the amount that would come 
out of the Bureau of War Risk in the way of payment of com- 
pensation to the Federal board to be applied in support of train- 
ing. So that if the $6,000,000 that is asked for in the amend- 
ment is fully understood, it will be readily observed that it 
is no addition to the Government’s obligation but is simply 
paying out by one board that which was paid out before by 
another. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman explain what success is 
being had in the vocational work at the hospitals? 

Mr. FESS. I will be glad if the membership will give me the 
right to place that statement in the Recorp. It is quite complete 
as to what work has already been done under the administra- 
tion of this law. I would rather not take the time now to read 
it, but if it will be satisfactory I would be glad to be allowed to 
put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. DOWELL. I hope the gentleman will do that. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Rrecorp by printing a statement of the 
operations of the board under this law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner 
indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the statement referred to: 

I. THE POLICY OF THE- Bosrp IN ITS INTERPRETATION OF THE INTENT 
AND SPIRIT OF THE Act. 


1. That the Congress wanted all disabled men to know of their rights 
and opportunities under the war-risk insurance act and the vocational re- 
habilitation act. 

This means reaching every disabled man with the information. 

2. That the Congress wanted every disabled man entitled to training 
or placement and needing it to have its benefits. 

This means the careful consideration of the case of every man apply- 
ing for the help of the board under the act, in order to determine 
whether he should have training and what training, or placement and 
what placement. 

3. That the Congress wanted every disabled man needing training or 
placement, or both, to be reached and helped as rapidly as possible, so 
that he might be saved from privation and dependency. 

This means that the board must maintain a force large enough to 
establish contacts, as rapidly as possible, both with disabled men before 
their discharge from the service and with those additional thousands 
of disabled men discharged from the service previous to the passage 0 
the vocationa] rehabilitation act, y 

4. That the Congress wanted the work of vocational rehabilitation for 
men disabled by the war to be done as well as is humanly possible, so 
that the hopes of these men that by training they may overcome their 
handicaps may be realized. 

This means that the board must employ competent persons, in tem- 
porary positions, to advise, to train, and to assist in placing disabled 
men in successful employment, and to pay temporary salaries sufficient 
to attract and hold competent experts in the service of the board, 
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5. That the Congress desired that the werk should be conducted b 
the board in such a way as to avoid all foolish and wanecessary expend- 
itures, while at the same time providing the very best training possible. 

The board has saved the Government millions of dollars in the cost of 
plant and equipment by using the existing educational facilities of the 
country instead of attempting to erect or operate Government schools. 
Moreover, by employing a large force since ‘the si ing of the armistice 
it has, up to May 1, 1919, been able to reach 52.144 disabled men in 
hospitals, at an approximate cost for this item of $5 per man, while the 
failure to reach these men at the hospitait would have entailed a cost of 
at least $50 per man, a saving in cost of approximately $2,346,460 
through the policy adopted. 

6. That the Congress wanted a flexible and generous interpretation of 
the act instead of a narrow and technical one, so that the need for voca- 
tional rehabilitation of every worthy disabled soldier, sailor, or marine 
should be met. 

This means giving the benefit of any doubt to the disabled ‘soldier, 
sailor, or marine. 

7. That at the close of the work the board should be in a position to 
report to the Congress that it had established contact with every man 
discharged from the service with a disability of 10 r cent or more, 
had informed him of his rights and opportunities, and had met the just 
need for vocational training or placement of all worthy cases. 


Il. Fonps AVAILABLE TOR THE Work DuRgine THE CURRENT FIscaL 
Year (1918-19). 


By the vocational rehabilitation act approved June 27, 1918, and sup- 
plementary legislation approved February 26, 1919, Congress made a 
continuing fund of $2,000,000 available for the training and placement 
of men disabled in the war. In addition $77,025 was received from 
private sources and deposited in the special fund for vocational reha- 
bilitation authorized by the act, making a total of $2,077,625 received 
for the uses of the board. 


Ill. Work ACCOMPLISHED WITH THE MONEY. 

1. Organization set rp: 

IN FRANCE, 

A bureau of information for disabled soldiers was established at Paris, 
and a field service carried on in cooperation with the American Red 
Cross established contact with practically every disabled American 
soldier before his return to this country. 


IN THIS COUNTRY. 


A vocational rehabilitation division of the board was created with a 
chief and staff of superintendents and assistants for special phases of 
the work. In order properly to reach the disabled men in hospitals and 
in the field 14 district offices were established—at Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, Washington, Atlanta, New Orleans, Cincinnati, Chicago, 
St. Louis, Minneapolis, Denver, San Francisco, Seattle, and Dallas—and 
representatives of the board stationed at practically all cities of over 
100,000 population. The work of registering the cases of dtsabled men 
and of advising, training, and placing them is in each district in charge 
of a district officer with a force of supervisors, clerical assistants, and 
field agents. The total number of employees of the board on May 1 was 
1.142, of which 351 were employed at the central office and 791 by the 
district offices. 

2. Information for the men (publications and publicity) : 

It was necessary to publish pamphlets and magazine and newspaper 
articles informing disabled men and their friends, employers, and wage 
workers, and the public generally concerning the generous provision 
Congress has made for the vocational rehabilitation of those injured or 
diseased by the war, and to supply information to disabled men and 
others as to the requirements and opportunities for desirable em- 
ployment in many hundreds of professional, agricultural, commercial, 
and industrial occupations. Since July 1 the board has published and 
distributed in France, on transports, and to soldiers, sailors, marines, 
and civilians in this country the following material : 


Forms, issues, and quantities printed and distributed. 





| 
| Copies 


Forms. printed. 


Tssues. 


Posters, pictorial and printed. ... 
Leaflets, blouse pocket size. . .. 
Monographs and bulletins 

Monthly periodical, Vocational Summar 


GROUPS TO WHICH PUBLICATIONS HAVE BEEN ADDRESSED. 

Disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines. 

Dependents of disabled men. 

Teachers of disabled men. 

Employers and fellow workmen, 

General public. 

3. Getting in touch with the men: 

IN FRANCE. 

_ Work overseas reported by Federal board agents in France, as of 
February 15, 1919: 
Number of talks in huts and hospital wards___-_- 42. 3, 456 
Number of disabled men reached by these talks 120, 646 
Number of personal conferences with disabled men___.._____ 


Number of blanks filled out by men interested in training upon 
réturn to United States... ok baged 


IN THIS COUNTRY. 


Work accomplished by district offices in reaching men with informa- 
tion, contact, and help, as of April 26, 1919: 


Total number of disabled men of all kinds registered with board. 81, 741 | 


Average number 
Apr. 26 
4. Advising with disabled men: 
IN FRANCE AND ON TRANSPORTS. 


The figures for men reached in hospitals in France have already been 
given above. Substantially all these men were reached again on trans- 


of new cases registered per day, Mar. 16— 
776 


ports through the publications of the board distributed by morale off- | 
P ’ eh folk and Charleston, and is establishing other centers at Portsmouth, 


cers and the American Red Cross. 
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52, 968 | 


ed | Secondary 
18, S78 


' Shops and companies — ~~~-~..--------~--~-~--+~~-----~=----~---~-+-- 
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IN THIS COUNTRY. 

In considering the needs of disabled men the board has, through hos- 
pital, district office, and field service, surveyed, through conference, 
advice, recommendation as to disposal of case, and the preparation of 
papers for compensation training and placement the following cases: 
Total number of cases surveyed to Apr. 26 
Average number of new cases surveyed per day, Mar. 16— 


Apr. 26 
Bstimated number of cases yet to be surveyed 
Total problem of survey (estimated) 


5. Deciding each man’s case: 


Volume of daily business. 


Average daily number of cases recommended for training by dis- . 
tricts to central office during April_.._...._..________-_-__- 

Average daily number of notices of men ans in training. 

Average daily notices from Bureau of War Risk Insurance as to 
new filed for co nsation 

Average number of y letters from men and friends. 

Average daily number of applications for compensation filed by 
board with bureau 254 

Average daily notices of discharge of disabled men from the War 
Department to the Pederal board 400 

2,175 


611 
60, 000 
112, 367 


117 
33 


1,172 
200 


Total daily number of communications about disabled men re- 
Ra Cn nS eerie 


THE WORK OF THE CASE BOARDS. 


In each district office a case board, consisting of the district officer, 
a medical officer, an employer, and a representative of laber, 
pass upon the request of the disabled man and the recommenda- 
tion of the vocational adviser of the board who surveyed his 
case, as to whether he should have training and what training. 
The recommendation of the district case board is sent to Wash- 
ington, where it is approved ur disapproved by the central office 
case board. Up to April 26 the i oe had been done: 

—— of cases recommended by district case board for 
training 

Number of cases disapproved by district case board 

Number of new cases per day recommended by district case 
boards (March and April) 

Number of cases approved by central office case board 

Number of cases pending approval in central office and await- 
ing ‘action on compensation by the War Risk Insurance 

sureau_-_ ‘ 


6. Training the disabled man : 


THE SIZE OF THE PROBLEM. 

As it is impossible to state this in exact figures, estimates are made 
on the basis of known facts and the experience of the beard up te-this 
time. 

Known facts. 
. Number of cases recommended for training by district case 
RN cence teethaeshinecalmaparenginpeiak coeds tien 4 
. Number of cases disabled men approved for training by ; 
central office, including Apr. 26 4,106 
. Number disapproved or pending at central office waiting 
decision War Risk Insurance Bureau 3, 498 
. Average daily number of new cases recommended for train- 
ing by district case boards (April) 117 
5. Average monthly number 6f new cases recommended for 
training by district case boards_-__— ~~~ 
. Number put in training, including Apr. 26 
. Number Mar. 16 to Apr. 26..-__~~- 
. Average daily number of new cases put 
. Number put in training in May at present rate 
10. Number in training June 1 
11. —— in training July 1 (at present rate, which is rising 
daily) - catieeniascmeartne 

12. a with 40- per cent loss total casualties, had ap- 
proved for training 

13. At this same rate, under our more liberal law the number 
to be trained in the United States._.....-.....--.- --. 

(Or, in round numbers, 19,000 men.) 

United States casualties. 


. Nember of wounded soldiers and marines (from General 
Stal reports) 
. Estimated number of disabilities from disease 


7, 504 


3, 351 
2, 079 
S84 
32 
960 

3, 039 


4, 000 
138, 541 
18, 957 


204, 743 
100, 600 
. Detel disabilities._.__.._ ..... ...-~-- ~~. -- - +. +. -~--- 304, 7 

Nstimating 6 per cent of these to need training gives ap- 
proximately 19,000 men__ 
7. Institutions used for training and teachers : ate 
The main work of training is being done with the facilities ef regular 
institutions in regular of special classes. On March 15 the class of 
institutions providing training for disabled men was as follows : 


Commercial schools ~~ ~~ 


18, 264 


| Agricultural schools — ~~~ et aS a 


baGestvial ednecie ............-..-....+ 


Normal schools-—-—~--- 

Grammar schools. 

Sie on ees PELE RR AES | Le 
Special schools _~-~--- 

liospitals—_--— 


— 


Tuters .....-- atin 


Total - 


On May 15 the number of workshops and other industrial establish- 
ments where 126 men were being trained had been increased to 79. 

Since March 15 the board has established a total of 30 receiving 
stations or schools, where nearly 300 men are in training as cases under 
investigation to test their possibilities, overcome illiteracy, and give 
preliminary training. 7 . e 

In addition the board is operating for the Navy a scheme of curative 
workshops and trade training at the navy yards and hospitals at Nor- 
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Chelsea, League Island (Philadelphia), and Mare Island (San Fran- 
cisco). It has also installed a scheme of preliminary training for dis- 
charged tuberculous men in sanatoria at Sanatorium, N. C.; Rutland, 
Mass. :; El Paso, Tex.; and Albuquerque, N. Mex., where such men have 
heen placed for treatment by the Bureau of War Risk Insurance. 

8S. Placing the disabled man: 

The law requires the board to assist disabled men to find employ- 
went who do not need or want training, and also to place those who 
have taken training. Each case is a separate problem. Often place- 
ment is made to test whether the man needs training. Difficulties arlse 
because of the prejudice against the employment of handicapped persons. 
In some States the provisions of the compensation laws make the em- 
ployment of disabled men a serious step for employers. In placing the 
handicapped soldier as a temporary ward of the Government the agents 
of the board must protect him from exploitation hazards and unhy- 
gienic surroundings. This requires a great deal of attention to each 
case. In discharging this task the board is cooperating with all 
national, State, and local agencies, public and private, concerned with 
employment and social problems. Much advice has been given to men 
with slight disabilities not placed by us. Others have been assisted in 
applications for compensation and pay troubles. -In all, the amount of 
correspondence and personal contact for each case is very large and 
can not be represented by mere figures. 

1. Number placed by board to Apr. 26 

2. Number of cases followed up and reported upon by agents, 
but self-placed 

5. Total cases of disabled 
Service ace 

: Avene, Sony rate of placement of disabled men by board 
(April) 

. Number of placements for May at this rate (these rates are 

increasing daily) 

i. Total placement to June 1 

Per cent of total disabilities which are practically place- 
ment rather than training cases 

. Total number of disabilities—estimated 

Number of potential placement cases which the board is 
charged by law with handling, if requested 

. Estimated number self-placed without help of board 246, 240 

. Estimated number to be assisted to employment by board_. 27, 360 


*. WHat HAs Been DoNE WITH THE MONEY (FISCAL YEAR 1918-19). 


. Total amount available since June 27, 1918 $2, 077, 025. 00 
Amount expended to May 1, 1919 1, 030, 351. 91 
Salaries of employees, including instructors 

supervisors of training and placement--- 620, 464. 00 
Travel and subsistence—employees______--____-_- - 64, 452. 02 
ELL LETTE 48, 996. 78 
Rent, repair, and equipment 31, 505. 12 
Supplies and equipment 67, 863. 24 

3, 168. 03 


Communication 
Miscellaneous and emergency 23, 078. 08 
4,153. 47 


Tuition 
Travel and subsistence (disabled men) 99, 734. 38 
66, 936. 79 


Special fund for vocational rehabilitation 
1, 030, 351. 91 


1, 046, 673. 09 
291, 586. 90 


men reached with Employment 


2, 895 


90 
304, 000 


273, 600 


and 


Unexpended balance May 1, 1919 
4. Expenditures for April 
>. Expenditures for May and June at this rate, but 
rate is increasing now because of greater number 
of cases handled and increase each month of 
about 1,000 new men in training 583, 173. 80 


V. FuNps NEEDED FOR VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION—-AN ESTIMATE FOR 
1919-20. 

It is difficult to make anything but the most approximate estimate of 
the cost in money per man for training or placement, as no two cases 
are alike, and even in countries which have been carrying on this work 
for a much longer period than the United States definite costs statistics 
are not yet available. 

A prominent official of the department of soldiers’ civil reestablish- 
ment, of Canada, estimates that the total cost of training and subsistence 
per man averages there about $1,000, but it must be remembered that 
in Canada the civilian department assumes the whole cost of subsisting 
the man and his dependents, his pension being suspended during the 
period of his training. 

The figures will be lower, so far as the budget of the Federal board 
is concerned, since the Bureau of War Risk Insurance pays each man in 
training at least $30 per month to the single man, with considerable 
additions if he has dependents, leaving the board to pay the difference 
between that amount and what is deemed necessary to support him while 
he is training. On the other hand the length of course of instruction in 
Canada is somewhat shorter than with us, thus tending to increase 
American cost over those of Canada. The greatest difficulty is to figure 
either the total numbers to be trained or the number in training at any 
given time. 

1. Comparative amounts received by discharged disabled soldiers in 
training, United States and Canada, single man, private: 





1 
United 


States, | Canada. 


a. Post discharged bonus 

b. Monthly compensation allowance, temporary total disabil- 
ity, or pay as of last month of active service... . 

c. Monthly supplementary support while in training 

Paid $100 per month for six months. 

d. Total received during training (Canada, 8} months; United 
States, 10 months) 

e. Clothing allowance... .. lake tint eeaaieainaeinineastnie 

f. Total allowance wre 

g. Average per month per man in training..................... | 


2. Cost of training per man to the Federal board budget : 
a. Supplementary allowance for subsistence per month for 
each’ man (on the average) 
b. Average monthly tuition cost 
e }verage cost of travel per man 


($50 in all), $5 per 
wonth (estimated) __— 
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d. Averags cost of medical care, appliances, and other aid 
($30 per man, $3 per month, estimated) 
e. Average monthly cost of- administration and supervi- 
sion, including travel 
f. Total monthly cost 
g. Total cost for course of training per man (10 months)_ 


38. Cost of placement per man to the Federal board 
budget : 


a. Cost of field service and administration and supervision 
per yt pene exclusive of preliminary contact, sur- 
veys, and advisement (estimated) 

4, Cost of surveys per man to the Federal board budget : 

a. Cost of actual service in the hospitals, per man (esti- 
mated) 

. Cost of administration and supervision, including case 
board, medical advice, .clerical service, and travel 
(estimated) 

. Total cost of surveys per man (estimated) 


5. Total cost of work to be done (estimated) : 
a. 19,000 men trained for 10 months each, at average 
eost of $655 
b. 27,360 men to be placed in employment, at $20 each___ 
. 60,000 additional men yet to be surveyed, at cost of 
$10 per man ~__--- SD eieniieincibnnennthth dete gtinitnje tidbit 


12, 445, 000 
547, 200 


600, 000 


Total cost of work from June 27, 1918 13, 592, 200 
. Amount expended during current year on present con- 
tinuing appropriation (see sec. 4 above) 1, 677, 025 
Estimated Amount necessary to complete the work as- 
signed by the act 11, 915, 175 
. Balance of continuing appropriation available for 1919— 
20 (see sec. 4 above) 400, 000 
. Total additional appropriations necessary to complete 
the work 11, 515,175 
Total length of time to practically complete job from 
July 1, 1919—3 years. 


Average cost per year 3, 838, 391 


, Estimated appropriation necessary by years: 


Total Appropri- 
amount ation 
needed. | necessary. 


Balance 
available. 





$400, 000 $8, 400, 000 | $8, 000, 000 
-.{ 3,600,000 | — 3,600,000 
..--{ 1,515,175 | 1,515,175 


6. Estimated expenditures for 1919-20: 
a. Surveying practically all additional cases—60,000 men 
at $10 each 
. Placing 15,000 men in employment, at $20 each_~_~~__ 
:. Cost of training average of 7,000 men_continuously, at 
$65.50 per month, or 12 months, $780 
. Total cost of work for 1919-20... _..........-_...........-... 
. Balance on hand of current continuing appropriation on 
July 1, 1919 


$600, 000 
300, 000 


5, 502, 000 
6, 402, 000 


400, 007 


+ 


. Appropriation needed 6, 002, 000 


Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I believe the gentleman promised 
to yield to me. 

Mr. FESS. Yes; I yield to my friend. 

Mr, JUUL. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio if it is 
a fact, for instance, that an officer in the United States Army, 
not the Regular Army, who has lost a leg, is granted a compen- 
sation amounting to between $7 and $8 a month when he is 
retired, whereas an officer of the Regular Army, meaning u 
West Point graduate, will be granted from half to two-thirds 
pay? Will the gentleman tell what is the situation? 

Mr. FESS. I am not informed on that. 

Mr, JUUL. The information that the gentleman proposes to 
give will not cover that point? 

Mr. FESS. I think not. That has not been called to my at- 
tention at all. ; 

May I ask the committee to have a sympatheic respect for 
this emergency bill and assist me in getting it before the House 
as soon as possible? There are 4,000 already on the list wait- 
ing, and they claim there are 3,000 additional to be examined, 
and I think we ought, in the spirit of the law originally passed, 
to make this effective just as soon as possilbe. I have not urged 
it heretofore on account of these other appropriation bills. 

In order that a better understanding of the situation may be 
had by the members, I herein append a statement of the voca- 
tional director handed me a few days ago: 


STATEMENT BY C. A. Prosser, DIRECTOR OF THE FEDERAL BOARD FOR 
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION. 


The Treasury Department and the Federal Board for Vocational 
Education join earnestly in the request that this bill be reported favor- 
ably by the committee and passed at the earliest possible moment. The 
board asks for the relief given by the bill for these reasons: 


2The rapid increase in the number Of soldiers to be trained and the 
volume of the work for.the months of April, May, and June make it 
certain that all of this money will be nocessary to meet the increasing 
expenditures of the board for the travel and subsistence of disabled meu 
and administrative costs by July 1, 1919. 
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I. 


In its present form section 2 of the vocational rehabilitation law has 
been interpreted by the board and the bureau so differently that the law 
can not be properly and promptly administered for the benefit of dis- 
abled men needing immediate training. 

1. As set forth in section 2 of the law, a disabled man must meet 
three conditions in order to be eligible to its benefits: (1) He must 
have been disabled under circumstances entitling him to compensation 
under the war-risk insurance act. 4 Vocational training must be 
necessary to overcome the handicap of his disability. (3) Finally, vo- 
cational training must be feasible. 

In entire good faith the bureau has, in the discharge of its duty and 
responsibility, so interpreted the first of these conditions as to practi- 
cally take out of the hands of the board the administration of the law 
and make it impossible for the board properly to discharge the duties 
imposed upon it by the Congress. 

The bureau has interpreted the condition that the disabled man must 
have been disabled under circumstances entitling him to compensation 
under the war-risk insurance to mean not only that the circumstances 
under which he was injured or diseased must be such as to make him 
eligible for compensation, but also that he must, at the time he is 
placed in training by the board, actually be in receipt of compensation 
from the bureau. 

On the other hand, the Federal board has taken the position that dis- 
abled under circumstances entitling him to compensation means only 
that the circumstances under which the disability was incurred must be 
such as to make the disabled man entitled to consideration for com- 
pensation whether he ever applies for such compensation, ever receives 
im or, once receiving it, has it later withdrawn for any reason by the 
pureau. 

In determining the compensability of a disabled man, the bureau 
passes upon two questions: The first is, Were the circumstances under 
which the disability was incurred such as to make the man eligible for 
compensation? This involves all such matters as whether the disability 
was incurred while in line of duty in active service, and whether the 
injury or disease was due to his own willful misconduct. The second 
question, entirely separate and apart from the question of the circum- 
stances under which the disability was incurred, is that of whether the 
disabled man is entitled to compensation, and what compensation, be- 
cause of his disability. This involves all such matters as whether the 
disability is temporary or permanent ; whether it is large or small; and 
possibly the extent to which the disability constitutes a handicap to 
the man in the light of all the factors in his individual case. 

By its interpretation of section 2 of the vocational rehabilitation law 
the bureau has, in effect, added to the condition that the circumstances 
under which the disability was incurred must be such as to entitle the 
man to consideration for compensation by the bureau the further condi- 
tion that the man is not eligible for training by the board until the dis- 
ability itself has been passed upon as compensable by the bureau, under 
the rules, regulations, policies, and procedure established for the purpose. 

This same section 2 provides that when a disabled man has been placed 
in training by the Federal board, the bureau shall suspend all payments 
to him under the war-risk insurance act and pay to him under the voca- 
tional rehabilitation act a monthly amount equal to his monthly pay 
for the last month of his active service, or an amount equal to the com- 
pensation to which he would otherwise be entitled as compensation 
under the war-risk insurance act, whichever amount is the greater. A 
subsequent section (sec. 8) of the vocational rehabilitation act author- 

.izes the Federal board to make such a supplementary allowance to 
a = as is necessary properly to provide for his support while in 
raining. 

_ Inasmuch as the bureau, acting in good faith in the light of its 
interpretation of section 2, will not pay any money to a disabled soldier 
placed in training by the board, unless he was actually in receipt of 
compensation by the bureau, it has been necessary for the board to sub- 
mit to the policy of the bureau until such time as relief from an im- 
possible situation could be secured from the Congress. 

The board believed, and still believes, that when the board has, as 
the administrative agency designated by Congress for providing voca- 
tional reeducaticn for a disabled man, satisfied itself that the circum- 
stances under which the disability was incurred are such as to make 
him eligible for consideration for compensation by the bureau, and has 
in the exercise of the discretion authorized by the law, determined 
that the disabled man needs training to overcome his handicap and 
that the training prescribed can be given successfully, the board has 
the legal right and duty to place the man in training, and it becomes 
the duty of the bureau to pay him while in training the monthly pay 
provided in section 2 of the act. No other plan can do prompt justice 
by the men handicapped by injury or disease incurred in the war. 

In order, however, to reach and help as many disabled men as pos- 
sible under these difficult circumstances, the Federal board conformed 
to the requirements of the bureau, and up to May 10 submitted for the 
determination of the bureau as to compensability the applications for 
compensation of 26,814 disabled men, who were assisted, in preparing 
their cases by the district offices of the board, this number being over 
and above a much larger number of ogpttenens filed by disabled men 
themselves directly with the bureau. these applications filed by dis- 
abled men through the Federal board 8,622 were the cases of men 
already surveyed by our district officers and recommended by our dis- 
trict case boards to the central office for training. More than 4,000 


of these cases have not as yet been adjudicated by the betean, and there- 
1 


fore can not safely be put into training by the board until it knows 
whether they would receive any pay from the bureau under its inter- 
pretation of the act. 

With the passage of this proposed bill, amending section 2, the board 
could immediately proceed with the training of these men, most of 
whom are so handicapped that they can not work successfully without 
reeducation and can not undertake employment now without grave danger 
of further serious physical or mental injury. This, of course, takes 
no account of the further fact that the new cases of disabled men recom- 
mended for training by our district officers are pouring into the central 
office at the rate of more than 100 per day, so that every day the situa- 
tion grows worse. 

II, 


The change in section 2 of the vocational rehabilitation act pro- 
posed by_this bill is as necessary for the relief of the War Risk In- 
surance Bureau as for the Federal Board for Vocational Education, 
‘lence the joint request for its enactment. . 

1, The Federal board recognizes fully that the bureau is dealing with 
a very difficult problem in the administration of the provisions of the 
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war-risk insurance act regulating the award of compensation to disabled 
soldiers, sailors, and marines. ersonally I believe that nothing short 
of a practical revision of that act at the earliest possible moment will 
either give to those disabled by the war the prompt and just compensa- 
tion to which they are entitled and which the Congress intended 
they should receive or make the act a law capable of consistent and 
successful administration. 

In determining a man’s compensation for disability the bureau must 
investigate many questions that sometimes require months to settle. 
The Federal board is charged with the duty of rendering for a tem- 
porary period a service which a disabled man should have at once if 

e js to be properly rehabilitated. The bureau is charged, on the other 
hand, with determining for what in many cases will be the permanent 
period of a man’s expectancy of life, the question as to whether he 
should have compensation, and what that compensation should be in 
his individual case. These questions involve such factors as the nature, 
charactér, and extent of his disability, his marital relations, the number, 
age, and relationship of his dependents, his income before the war, his 
present earnings, and many other such questions. These often require 
many sees many affidavits, many investigations, and extensive cor- 
respondence with a persons over widely scattered territory. 

n the meantime, those disabled men whom the board wishes to put 
into training at once must wait often for many weary months, while 
their compensation status is being determined, before the board can 
proceed with their schooling. Handicapped so they either:can not work 
at all or can work only for small wage, at grave risk to their health 
or mentality, their condition is a sad one, and their spirit of disappoint- 
ment and justifiable discontent one which none of us can view without 
sympathy and alarm. n 

2. By the adoption of the proposed amendment to section 2 both 
bureau and board would secure immediate relief from the present com- 
plex and confused situation. The board would at once provide voca- 
tional rehabilitation for more than 4,000 handicapped men, who have 
been waiting months for his help, and handle promptly all new cases 
of men needing training, of whom there will be, in ~ opinion, about 
10,000. The bureau would at once be relieved of any further responsi- 
bility under the vocational rehabilitation act and could proceed, with- 
out pressure, confusion, or controversy with the Federal board, to de- 
termine the compensability of this large group of disabled men pursuing 
courses under the Federal board, and therefore provided with proper 
support for themselves and their dependents while going to schogl. 

Yhen compensation has been awarded to such men in training, the 
bureau would, under the foe ta amendment to section 2, be relieved 
of the making of payments for compensation to more than 95 out of 
100 of them during their period of training, as the support provided 
by the board would be larger than their compensation, and therefore 
in lieu of all compensation while they are going to school. This would 
leave the bureau, under the amendment, to make payments to only 
those men in training (less than 5 of every 100) whose compensation 
was in excess of the amount received for support from the board. 


Ill. 


The appropriation of money provided in the proposed bill amending 
section 2 of the vocational rehabilitation law involves no additional 
expenditure of money, but only the payment by the board, to the dis- 
abled man in training, of the total amount which he received under 
the present law by separate checks from board and bureau. 3 

1. Under the present law, for example, the disabled man without 
dependents receives, while in training, a total of $75 per month for 
his support. The bureau pays him an amount which in no case can 
be less than either his last monthly pay while in the service or his 
compensation, whichever is the greater. The board pays the remaining 
sum necessary to give him the $75 guaranteed for his support. By the 
proposed amendment payments from the bureau would be suspended 
during the period of training and the man paid the total of $75 by 
the board. This would make no difference in the total amount now 
received by the man, and therefore no difference in the expenditures 
by the Government on him. . 

2. At the present time the board has placed in training about 3,200 
men, whose average period of instruction is 10 months. More than 
4,000 additional cases are now awaiting the award of compensation 
before being given courses of instruction, and the new cases recom- 
mended by the districts for training are coming in at the rate of about 
500 r week. It is estimated that the average number of men in 
training during the fiscal year 1919-20 will be 7,000. At the rate of 
$75 per months the support of these men will require $525,000 per 
month, or $6,300,000 for the year. Hence the request for the appro- 
priation to carry out section 2 as amended. 


The amendment proposed is as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5225) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 

vocational rehabilitation and return to civil employment of disabled 

srsons discharged from the military or naval forces of the United 
Btates, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for vocational rehabilitation and return to civil employment of 
disabled persons discharged from the military or naval forces of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918, be 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec, 2. That every person enlisted, enrolled, drafted, inducted, or 
appointed in the.military or naval forces of the United States, includ- 
ing members of training camps authorized by law, who, since April 7, 
1917, has resigned or has been discharged or furloughed therefrom under 
honorable conditions, having a disability incurred, increased, or aggra- 
vated while a member of such forces, or later developing a disability 
traceable in the opinion of the board to service with such forces, and 
who, in the opinion of the Federal Board for Vocational Education is 
in need of vocational rehabilitation to overcome the handicap of such 
disability, shall be furnished by the said board, where vocational re- 
habilitation is feasible, such course of vocational rebabilitation as the 
board shall prescribe and provide. 

“The board shall have the power, and it shall be its duty, to fur- 
nish the persons included in this section suitable courses of vocational 
rehabilitation, to be prescribed and provided by the board; and every 
person electing to follow such a course of vocational rehabilitation 
shall, while following the same, be paid monthly by the said board 
from the appropriation hereinafter provided such sum as in the judg- 
ment of the said board is necessary for his maintenance and mpport 
and for the maintenance and support of persons depending upon him, 
if any: Pr . er, That in no event shall the sum so paid suck 
person while pursuing such course be more than $75 per month for a 
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single man without dependents, or for a man with dependents $75 per 
month plus the several sums prescribed as family allowances under 
section 204 of article 2 of the war-risk insurance act. 

“No compensation under article 3 of the act entitled ‘An act to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the establishment of a Bu- 
reau of War Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,”’ approved 
October 6, 1917, shall be paid for the period during ‘which any such 
person is being furnished by said board a course of vocational rehabili- 
tation and support as herein authorized: Provided, however, That in 
the event any person pursuing a course of vocational rehabilitation is 
entitled under said article 3 to compensation in an amount in excess 
of the payments made to him by the said board for his support and the 
support of his dependents, if any, the Bureau of War Risk Insurance 
shall pay monthly to such person such additional amount as may be 
necessary to equal the total compensation @ue under said article 3 of 
said act. : 4 . 

“There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of 
the United States ‘not otherwise appro ted, available immediately 
and until expended, the sum of $6,000, , or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, to be used by the Federal Board for Vocational Education 
for the purpose of making the payments prescribed by this section and 
for defraying the administrative expenses incident thereto.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. > 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask that the 
gentleman's time be extended half a minute in order to ask him 
a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio 
be extended half a minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOCHT. I do not want to delay the committee, but I 
wanted to ask the gentleman what informaticn he could give 
with respect to American soldiers who are now attending col- 
leges in England? For instance, I had a letter recently from 
a young man, a soldier, who is on his way back from France, 
and in that letter he recited the story of how he is attending 
school there, presumably at the expense of the Government. 
Is that at our expense, and if so, now that the war is over, 
why do they not return to the United States and attend some 
scheol or university here? 

Mr. FESS. We have what may be accounted one of the great- 
est universities in the world in Europe under American manage- 
ment, in which our soldiers are pupils. 

Mr. FOCHT. Is that in England? 

Mr. FESS. It is at Beaune. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
has again expired. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For the procurement and supply as provided in section 56 of the act 
of Congress approved june 3, 1916, of such tentage and equipment, 
including the transporting of same, as the Seereiary of War shall 
deem necessary for proper military training to schools and colleges 
— those provided for in section 47 of the act above referred 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois meves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask what military 
schools and colleges we have in the United States equal to that 
at Champaign, Ill., and whether the United States Government 
contributes to military education? 

Mr. KAHN. This item does not cover the West Point Military 
Academy, which after all is the only military academy which 
we have. But there are several laws which provide for military 
training in various schools and colleges throughout the country. 
The Morrill Act, which was passed in the early sixties, gave 
certain colleges and universities in the various States certain 
areas of land provided they gave military instruction and also 
established a college of agriculture. I think there is such a 
university at present in every State in the Union. In addition to 
that the national defense act, which was approved, as the 
gentleman knows, on June 3, 1916, contained a proviso that 
various schools and colleges throughout the country can apply 
to the Secretary of War for equipment and, during certain 
periods of the year, give their students military training at 
encampments during vacations. Those schools and colleges also 
receive for their students ammunition and small arms—rifies. 
This year there is no intention to have this outdoor training, 
and therefore the item in the bill is carried just to keep the 
item alive. The appropriation is only nominal, It is $100. It 
is provided for under the national defense act, and possibly on 
some other occasion, if we do not provide this nominal appro- 
priation in this bill, some Member of the House may make a 
peint of order and have it stricken from the bill. 

Mr. JUUDL. If the gentleman will pardon me, from line 6 to 
line 12, on page 39, you propose to expend a total of $100 upon 
these colleges outside of West Point. Where do these colleges 
get the money? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s 
request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KAHN. If the camps were to be held this year the amount 
would be largely in excess of the amount carried in the bill, 
and naturally that money would be expended for these maneu- 
vers and this training. But as the camps are not to be held, 
it was deemed advisable just to make a nominal appropriation. 

Mr. JUUL. Just to keep the paragraph in the bill? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. The colleges and universities are glad to have 
this instruction given and regard it as very important to the 
students because it is such an advantage to the esprit de corps 
of the students. 

Mr. KAHN. And the Government details some officer of the 

| Regular Army to give the necessary instruction and training. 

| Mr. McKENZIE and Mr. McCKEOWN rose. 

i The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mc- 

| KENzIE], a member of the committee, will be recognized first. 

| Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I want to take two or three 
minutes to say that if my colleague [Mr. Juv] will consult the 
hearings he will find, on pages 228 and 229, a list of these col- 
leges and schools where they have a training corps. And I 
want to say further, for the information of the members of the 
committee, that the wisdom of some of the provisions of the 
national defense act is fully exemplified by a statement which I 
want to read. An officer, Maj. Lewis, testified before our com- 
mittee that there were practically 100,000 young men taking 
training in this country as officers in our Military Establish- 
ment. I asked him the following questions: 

Mr. McKenzizr. Do I understand you to say we have practically 
100,000 young men taking training as officers? 

Maj. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKenzi£. In this country? 

Maj. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKenzie. One hundred thousand? 

Maj. Lewis. The exact figures are 99,695 at present. 

Mr. ANTHONY. You include in this training students from the high 


schools where they have military organizations ? 
Maj. Lewis. Yes, sir. 


Then further down on the page I asked him— 


Are you sufficiently familiar with the work in these schools and 
colleges to be able to say whether they get such training as to be of 
real value to a military man? 

a Lewis. He does in the advanced course, When he has com- 

leted four years he has received as much training as a lieutenant in the 
eserve Corps; in other words, he is fitted for a second lieutenant in 
the Reserve Corps. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Has he such qualifications that you would consider 
he was a man fitted to take charge of a company of men, such as a 
battalion or squad? 

Maj. Lewis. His qualifications are such he could take care of a 
platoon of men, a platoon of Infantry; he has the training and educa- 
tion in general to do that, 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I think it isa 
matter of congratulation, and it ought to be a matter of some 
satisfaction to the people of this country, that while we have 
no great military system, we have 100,000 of our young men 
in the schools and colleges of our country who are taking such 
useful military training as will enable them to take part in any 
future war we may have. [{Applause.] 

Mr. McKEOWN. I move to strike out the last two words. I 
should like to ask a question for information. I want to inquire 
as to the training of veterinary surgeons, whether there is to be 
a school established to train veterinarians for the Army? I 
have heard considerable complaint about that matter, and I 
wanted to inquire if there was anything in the bill about that. 

Mr. KAHN. There is no item in the bill that I can recall 
which provides for such a school, but, of course, that would be a 
matter for the War Department. They would probably ask for 
an appropriation if they contemplated organizing such a school. 
So far as I recall, there was no such request made of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McKEOWN. I notice an item of $350,000 under the head 
of pay of officers on page 16, line 19, for the pay of reserve 
veterinarians. 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. McKEOWN. I was not here yesterday afternoen at the 
time that item was considered. That is my reason for asking a 
question about it now. 

Mr. KAHN. There are a great many reserve veterinarians in 
the department at this time who are doing a very useful work. 





1919. 


Of course, the Veterinary Corps in the Regular Army is com- 
_ paratively small. During the war, when we had several hun- 
dred thousand animals, it became necessary to have a large 
number of veterinarians, in addition to the force in our Regular 
Army, and they were all put into what they call the veteri- 
narian’s reserve, They were doing a very useful work in Europe, 
as well as in this country. 

In Europe many of our horses were stricken with mange and 
lice. I found in the occupied territory especially that large num- 
bers of our animals were suffering from these diseases. Every 
horse and mule had to be given careful treatment, and was 
being given careful treatment. I assume that it will be neces- 
sary for the Army to continue the services of a fairly large num- 
ber of reserve veterinarians during the coming fiscal year to 
take care of our animals. 

Mr. McKEOWN. The complaint that came to me was that 
graduates of such schools as McKellops of Chicago and other 
well-established schools were not given any recognition in that 
arm of the service. 

Mr. KAHN. I had the matter up with the department some 
years ago about graduates from veterinary colleges, and at that 
time it was the policy of the department to give the graduates 
of recognized schools of that kind every facility to go into the 
Army. 

Mr. McKEOWN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BEE. I move to strike out the last word. I listened to 
the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKenzie] 
with reference to 100,000 young men taking military training in 
colleges. I want to ask him if those colleges he speaks of are 
the publie schools in this country or are land-grant institu- 
tions? 

Mr. McKENZIE. The land-grant colleges are included, 
though, as a matter of fact, before we passed the national de- 
fense act they were compelled in those colleges to give a certain 
cunount of military training. ' 

Mr. BREE. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. McKENZIE. But in the national defense act we made 
provision so that the War Department could recognize other 
schools, providing they would comply with the regulations laid 
down by the War Department, and whenever they did comply 
with the regulations of the War Department, then under the 
national defense act the War Department was authorized to 
detail officers to those schools as instructors. 

Mr. BEE. Then, as I understand it, it is not only the land- 
grant colleges but the private schools which have complied with 
the War Department regulations. 

Mr. McKENZIB. Under the national defense act it is pro- 
vided that any school having 100 male students over the age of 
16 years may have an Army officer detailed as an instructor. 

Mr. BEE. And there is where the 100,000 young men are 
found? 

Mr. McKENZIE. That is it. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. 
to those in the land-grant colleges? 

Mr. McKENZIE. No; in all. 

Mr. DOWELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois advise the 
committee what is the military status of these boys who take 
this course in these colleges? What relation do they have to 
the Army? 

Mr. McKENZIE. They have no connection with the Army, 
but in case of a war like the one we have just passed through, 
when the War Department calls for men and officers, these 
young men would have the qualifications that would enable 
them to be commissioned in the Reserve Corps of the United 
States. 

Mr. DOWELL. But they have no relation whatever to the 
Ariny, except that they receive the training by an Army officer? 
Mr. McKENZIE. That is it. They have the qualifications. 

Mr. DOWELL. The War Department furnishes the instrue- 
tion to these institutions? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

Mr. DOWELL. And they are under regular military drill 
and training? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL DEPARTMENT. 


For the manufacture and purchase of medical and nespits) supplies, 
including disinfectants for military posts, camps, hospitals, hospital 
ships, and transports, for — work for enlisted men and Army 
nurses while patients in a hospital, and supplies required for mosquito 
destruction in and about military posts in the Canal Zone, $5,000,000 ; 


Ts the 100,000 in addition 
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Provided, That. the Racretary of War may, im his diseretion, select 
types and makes of motor ambulances fer the A.my and authorize their 
purchase without regard to the laws prescribing advertisement for pro- 
posals for supplies and materials for the Army; tor the purchase of 
veterinary supplies and hire of veterinary surgeons; for expenses of 
medical supply depots; for medical care and treatment not otherwise 
provided for, including care and subsistence in private hospitals, of 
officers, enlisted men, and civilian employees of the Army, of applicants 
for enlistment, and of prisoners of war and other persons in the mili- 
tary custody or confinement, when entitled thereto by law, regulation, 
or contract : Provided further, That this shall.not apply to officers and 
enlisted men who are treated in private hospitals or by civilian physi- 
cians while on furlough ; for the proper care and treatment of epidemic 
and contagious diseases in the Army or at military posts or stations, 
including measures to prevent the spread thereof, and the payment of 
reasonable damages not otherwise provided for, for bedding and cloth- 
ing injured or destroyed in such prevention; for the pay of male and 
female nurses, not including the Nurse Corps (female), and of cooks 
and other civilians employed for the proper care of sick officers and 
soldiers, under such regulations fixing their number, qualifications, 
assignments, pay, and allowances as shall have been or shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War; for the pay of civilian physicians 
employed to examine ee ee aed applicants for enlistment and enlisted 
men ; and to render other professional services from time to time under 
proper authority; for the pay of other employees of the Medical De- 
partment; for the payment of express companies and local transfers 
employed directly by the Medical Department for the transportation of 
medical and hospital supplies, including bidders’ samples and water for 
analysis ; for supplies for use in teaching the art of cooking to the en- 
listed force of the Medical Department; for the supply of the Army 
and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.; for advertising, printing, 
binding, laundry, and all other necessary miscellaneous expenses of the 
Medical Department. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendnient. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 40, line 8, after the words “Canal Zone,” strike out 
** $5,000,000,” and on page 41, line 19, strike out the period and insert 
in lieu thereof a comma and the sum of “ $4,000,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 40, 
line 11, by striking out the word “without” and adding the 
word “ having.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Hurines: Page 40, line 11, strike out the 
word “ without ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ having.” 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, unless there is some special 
reason why the Secretary of War in this particular should have 
the right to purchase without regard to the law prescribing ad- 
vertisements for proposals to furnish supplies, I think this 
amendment should be agreed to. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, this language has been in the 
bill for a great many years. There are times when supplies— 
for instance, medical supplies—should be obtained immediately. 

Mr. HULINGS. This is not for medical supplies; it is for 
motor anrbulances. 

Mr. KAHN. I remember that we had that up in the commit- 
tee recently, probably within the last year or two. There were 
to be various makes of ambulances, and the gentleman’s col- 
league [Mr. Crago] is fully familiar with the matter. I will 
ask him to explain it. 

Mr. CRAGO. The explanation is that they are experiment- 
ing with different types of ambulances, and in order to get them 
built and furnished they could not be advertised for and 
bought in the usual way of purchasing anything of that kind. 
It is for the purpose of developing a satisfactory type that 
they had this language put in the bill. 

Mr. HULINGS. It occurs to me that we have gone a long 
way in the direction of giving various officials unlimited au- 
thority to do what they like. It has seemed to be necessary in 
times gone by that that right should be limited by requiring a 
regard for the laws prescribing advertisements for proposals, 
and I see no reason why, if we are going to buy motor ambu- 
lances, there should not be the same advertisement for bids. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HvuLrnes]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For care, maintenance, and treatment at asylums in Porto Rico of 
insane soldiers of the Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry, $100. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I want to ask the chairman of the committee if this is another 
ase of trying to keep the paragraph in the bill? 

Mr. KAHN. No. 

Mr. JUUL. 


I notice that in lines 19, 20, and 21 you appro- 

priate $100 for insane soldiers of the Porto Rico regiment. I 

want to know how many soldiers you can maintain for $100. 
Mr. KAHN. There are very few soldiers of the Porto Rico 


regiment who go insane. That regiment is specifically provided 
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for by law. I think they have only one insane soldier at Porto 
Rico belonging to that regiment. 


Mr. JUUL. How can you maintain one insane soldier for 
$100? 
Mr. KAHN. Because in that part of the world it does not 


cost as much to maintain them as it does in Washington. We 
maintain our insane soldiers in this country at the asylum of 
St. Elizabeths in the District of Columbia. It is very much 
cheaper for the Government to pay this asylum in Porto Rico 
$100 for taking care of an insane soldier than to transport him 
to Washington and put him over at St. Elizabeths. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out the final letter “s” in the word “soldiers,” line 20, 
page 42. ; 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his amendment, because by the time the amendment is 
adopted there may be a second insane soldier. 

Mr. JUUL. But the gentleman would not have more than 
$100 anyway. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Equipment and maintenance of the Engineer School, including pur- 
chase and repair of instruments, machinery, implements, models, and 
materials for the use of the school and for instruction of engineer troops 
in their special duties as sappers and miners; for land mining, pon- 
toniering, and signaling: for purchase and binding of professional works 
and periodicals ef recent date treating on military and civil engineering 
und kindred scientific subjects for the library of the United States Engi- 
neers’ School; for incidental expenses of the school, including chemi- 
cals, stationery, hardware, machinery, and boats; for pay of civilian 
clerks, draftsmen, electricians, mechanics, and laborers; compensation 
of civilian lecturers and payment of tuition fees of student officers at 
civil technical institutions ; for unforeseen expenses; for travel expenses 
of officers on journeys approved by the Secretary of War and made for 
the purpose of instruction: Provided, That the traveling expenses herein 
provided for shall be in Heu of mileage and other allowances; and to 
provide means for the theoretical and practical instruction at the Engi- 
neer School by the purchase of textbooks, books ef reference, scientific 
and professional papers, and for other absolutely necessary expenses, 
$50,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, line 19, strike out the word “ engineers ” 


F : and insert the word 
* engineer. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the execution of topographie or other surveys, the securing of such 
extra topographic data as may be required, and the preparation and 
printing of maps required for military a, to be immediately avail- 
able and remain available until December 31, 1920: Provided, That the 
Secretary of War is authorized to secure the assistance, wherever prac- 
ticable, of the United States Geological Survey, the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, or other mapping agencies of the Government in this work and 
to allot funds therefor to them from this appropriation, $200,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This matter of military surveys and maps is one of great 
importance to this country. My impression is that we are 
further behind in that regard than any other of the great pro- 
gressive countries of the world. While in Europe recently the 
members of the Committee on Military Affairs were given copies 
of the military maps used in European countries. I dare say 
that every one of the members was able to orient himself. by 
means of the map and find his way in any direction by fol- 
lowing the directions on the map. 

There are a few portions of our own country that have been 
fairly well plotted in that regard. But the great area of the 
southern part of the country especially has had little mapping 
of that kind. Several years ago the Engineer Department be- 
gan this work. It has been very beneficial, and I thought I 
would take this opportunity to explain the need of it to the 
members of the committee. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. I wish to ask the gentleman in regard to this 
$2,000,000 appropriation. I desire to ask whether any part of 
that is to be used for maps. It is the last item in the para- 
graph, “maps, War Department.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the Chief of Engineers came to 
the committee and asked for something like $30,000,000 for 
that item. It seems that in the operations in the field in Europe 
there was a great deal of work to be done by the Engineer De- 
partment during the present fiscal year. It developed that 
$28,000,000 of the $30,000,000 has already been expended in 
this work. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
Mr. Sherley, in the last session of the last Congress, came to the 
House and told the House that many departments had a great 
deal more money than they could possibly spend, consequently 
a bill was brought in to eover back into the Treasury large 
sums of money. It developed that the committee eovered back 
into the Treasury the $28,000,000 that was needed for the work 
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that was performed in France by the Engineers. The Committee 
on Military Affairs felt that it was a deficiency and not an item 
to go into this bill for the fiscal year 1920. So the committee 
reduced the amount to $2,000,000, which is about the sum that 
will be required during the next fiscal year for the work done 
under this item of engineer operations in the field. I under- 
stand that it does not have anything to do with maps. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the mo- 
tion to strike out the last word of this paragraph. This is one 
of the items in this bill in whieh I have always felt a very 
deep and sincere interest—the making of better military maps 
of this country. As suggested by the gentleman from California, 
we have over a part of this country a good topographical 
survey map made by the Geological Survey. A large portion of 
the eastern part of the country has been covered, although not 
all, even of New England, has been mapped, and there is a con- 
siderable part of the south Atlantic seaboard that has not been 
mapped. There is a large portion of the whole country not yet 
mapped; and it seems to me that a great country like this that 
has no war map of the country should attempt to have one. If 
we had a war, in some parts of the United States we would 
not have a single decent map upon which we could base our 
military map. After completing the foundation map, which is 
made by the Geological Survey, there is, of course, considerable 
military information that should be added, much of which is 
very interesting to people generally, in addition to its value for 
strictly military uses. I see here an appropriation of $200,000, 
and it is proposed that a portion of that shall be allotted to the 
Geological Survey to assist them in going on with that survey. 
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the Geological Survey ought 
to go on with mapping the country, without regard to the Mili- 
tary Establishment; that as soon as that foundation map is 
made it should be taken advantage of by the military authori- 
ties and made into a proper military map of the United States. 

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. I would like to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs to this. The language of the 
bill, page 45, line 13, is: 

That the Secretary of War is authorized to secure the assistance, 
wherever practicable, of the United States Geological Survey, the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, and other mapping agencies of the Government 
in this work— 

And so forth. 

Mr. Chairman, for what particular department are these 
organizations working if it becomes necessary to state in a bill 
that the Sgeretary of War is authorized to secure the assist- 
ance? Are not these departments working for all branches of 
the United States Government? And why should it be neces- 
sary to legislate and authorize some officer of the Government 
to ask these gentlemen to furnish what they ought to furnish 
without legislation of this sort? 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the reason of that language is 
this: The Geological Survey and the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
are both bureaus of the Interior Department. Each of those 
bureaus performs a certain work in connection with the land 
areas and the water areas of this country. Each of those 
bureaus issues maps covering their particular work. It is very 
valuable information, and these maps are sought by the 
citizens of this country.. Now, instead of making a third map 
covering all this detail information which the Geological Survey 
and the Coast and Geodetic Survey show upon their maps, the 
War Department takes those maps and superimposes upon them 
the additional information gathered by the War Department 
officers and they have a complete niap showing geological infor- 
mation, coast and geodetic information, and military informa- 
tion in the one map. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman stated that the Coast Survey 
was part of the Interior Department. I think it is under the 
Department of Commerce. The Geological Survey is under the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. KAHN. It has been transferred to the Department of 
Commerce since that was made a separate department. The 
gentleman is quite correct, and I thank him. 

Mr. JUUL. Does not the chairman think that a great saving 
would be effected and a lot of confusion avoided if all the 
mapping departments were consolidated and placed under one 
head? 

Mr. KAHN. My experience in this matter has taught me to 
believe that there will be such an amount of overhead charge if 
we were to establish a new bureau that it would cost the Gov- 
ernment more for the overhead charge than what the three 
bureaus cost the Government now. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the current expenses of the Ordnance Department in connection 
with purchasing, receiving, storing, and issuing erdnance and ordnance 
stores, comprising police and office duties, rents, tolls, fuel, light, water, 
and advertising, stationery, typewriters, and adding machines, includ- 
ing their exchange, and office furniture, tools, and instruments of serv- 
ice ; for incidental expenses of the Ordnance Service, and those attending 
practical trials and tests of ordnance, small arms, and other ordnance 
stores; for publications for libraries of the Ordnance Department, 
including the Ordnance Office; subscriptions to periodicals, which may 
be paid for in advance; and payment for mechanical labor in the office 
of the Chief of Ordnance; and for purchase, maintenance, repair, and 
operation of motor-propelled or horse-drawn passenger-carrying vehicles, 
$5,000,000. 

Mr. KAHN. I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 46, line 13, after the figures “ $5,000,000," add: 

“Provided, That all material purchased under the appropriations for 
the Ordnance Department in this act shall be of American manufacture, 
except in eases when, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, it is to 
the manifest interest of the United States to make such purchases 
abroad, which materia] shall be admitted free of duty: 

“Provided, That the Chief of Ordnance of the Wnited States Army is 
authorized to employ in the District of Columbia, out of the appro- 
priations made in this act for designing, procuring, caring for, and sup- 
plying ordnance and ordnance stores to the Army, such services, other 
than clerical, as are necessary for carrying out these purposes : 

“Provided, That the appropriations hereinbefore made under the head- 
ing ‘Ordnance Department’ shall be available for the payment of an 
allowance not to exceed $4 per day in lieu of subsistence to civilian 
employees of the Ordnance Department traveling on official business 
outside of the District of Columbia and away from their designated 
posts of duty.” 


Mr. DENT. 








Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on that. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, this item has heretofore been ear- 

ried in the appropriation bill. It was in the bill last year, and 

inadvertently was left out of the committee print this year. 

Mr. DENT. Is it in identically the same language? 

Mr. KAHN. I believe it is. 

Mr. DENT. Then I withdraw the reservation of the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The gentleman from Alabama withdraws 
the point of order. The question is on the amendment ef the 
gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN], 

The amendment was agreed te. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I wish to ask the chairman of the committee whether under 
this item there is any part of the appropriation to be expended 
tor the storage of ordnance; for instance, the heavy guns? 

Mr. KAHN. I understand that is the purpose of the item. I 
understand that the officers of the Ordnance Department are 
now greasing the guns and also the rifles in order to put them 
into storage. And this money is intended in part for that 
purpose, 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the most im- 
portant itetns ef the bill, if that is the purpose of it. As is well 
known, at the beginning of this war we had so few guns—by 
which I mean cannon—that we abandoned practically all of our 
types and started in making new ones. 

In other words, we abandoned our old 3-imch gun and 
our 6-inch gun and adopted the 75 millimeter and the 155 
millimeter, used by the French, to take their places. After 
some considerable difficulties in attempting to make those two 
pieces, we finally got under way and suceeeded in getting quite 
a number of guns ready for action about the time the war 
closed. Since that time—I mean since the .armistice was 
signed—we have finished more of them, and are still finishing, 
as we ought to do, a considerable number of these guns. 

It is well known that the 75-millimeter gun, which is really 
the backbone of the artillery program, is a gun with a very 
fine recoil system. We wasted considerable time in trying to 
make it by American processes after the gun was brought over 
to us, but we finally bad to go to the French method and make 
it in the same way they make it, which was a very expensive 
proposition for us. However, we had to have the guns, so went 
ahead and made them, 

In the reeoil of that gun there is one part of such a highly 
polished character that the very faintest trace of dust or any- 
thing else on it will entirely spoil it. It must be kept air-tight, 
as we say, in order to make it of any use. There are a series 
of fine washers, one of them a silver washer, in order to pro- 
tect the recoil mechanism. A gun of that kind, with suel an ar- 
rangement in it, is a very important matter. It is going to 
give us some labor, some care, and considerable expense to 
properly keep these guns. I believe that they enn be covered 
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with cosmoline, or some other form of oil, and put into such a 
condition that they will last indefinitely without deterioration. 
My point is that, having made those guns at great expense, 
and fine guns they are, which ought to last us for years, longer 
than any of us here are living, we ought to take care and 
precaution to see that they are properly stored and taken eare 
of. They are not only of the right kind, but there are a suffi- 
cient number of them, which is a good deal for me to say, be- 
cause I have been speaking for many years for more artillery. 
We have a sufficient number of those guns, either made or in 
process of completion, now to serve us for many years to come. 
The only problem, so far as these particular forms of ordnance 
are concerned, is to properly store and take care of them. If 
that is what this item is for, it is a meritorious one, and I hope 
too much of it will not be used for some other purpose. ~ 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

I notice in lines 11, 12, and 13 an appropriation of $5,000,008 
can be used in buying automobiles for the Army. Of course, 
other things are mentioned in the item, but there is no limitatien 
on the authority of the Seeretary, and he could continue, as he 
has done in years past, to provide an automobile for every officer 
in the Army, down to every little lieutenant. I understood that 
the committee, following the action of the House at the last ses- 
sion, would correct the trouble that was so flagrant previous te 
this time, and so frame the bill that no money would be available 
for the purchase of these passenger automobiles for the officers 
of the Army. Here we see that there is $5,000,000, any part of 
which can be used for that purpose. I would like to have some- 
thing from the chairman of the committee on that. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, it developed in the hearing that 
the War Department has all the motor-propelled vehicles that 
may be required for passenger carriage, and also for the ordi- 
nary uses for which motor trucks are required. But in this par- 





| ticular item, the Ordnance Service, it becomes necessary to pro- 


vide traction cars which are motor propelled for drawing the 
very heavy pieces of ordnance. It is a part of the equipment of 
the ordnance at this time. Many of the large guns of the Army 
were drawn by so-called caterpillar tractors in the areas which 
our Army occupied in France. I take it that it is only intended 
to keep on experimenting with various types of these vehicles, se 
as to get the most effective ones for our Army that it is possible 
to procure. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman from Michigan 
yield to permit me to ask a question of the chairman? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. The gentleman is well in- 
formed, of course; but he must know that it is under this item 
that the Secretary of War has purchased, or has permitted the 
purchase of, passenger-carrying vehicles—automobiles—for the 
officers of the Army for use around the city of Washington. 
What he says about these moters for drawing ordnance and 
guns, and all that, has no relation whatever to my inquiry. 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, I think the gentleman is mistaken. Most of 
the motor cars used here in the city of Washington, and prob- 
ably all of them, are Quartermaster Department cars, and are 
net Ordnance Department cars. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
from Michigan yield for a question? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I want to direct the attention of 
the gentleman from Michigan and that ef the chairman of the 
committee to the faet that the words “ passenger-carrying 
vehicles ” are expressly used here. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIWN of Michigan. 
to the gentleman’s attention. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. That is not the character 
vehicle to which the gentleman from California is referring. 

Mr. KAHN. I want to say to the gentleman that this is the 
situation with reference to the Ordnance Department: The gen- 
tleman knows that the department operates the seacoast de- 
fenses, the large guns which protect our coast. Many of the 
forts ure away from the cities in rather isolated places. There 
are in some places ne good roads where you can get to the 
fortifications. Perhaps you have to go there with a horse and 
earriage. I take it that the vehicles which they have some- 
times wear out, and sometimes they have to buy a new vehicle. 
I take it that that language in the bill is for the purpose of 
permitting the department to secure oceasionally one of these 
vehicles. Besides, the Ordnance Department operates the pen- 
toon boats of the Army. These have te be carted on horse- 
drawn vehicles. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. 
five minutes more. 


That is the matter I called 


of 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask for 








anne 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the. gentleman’s re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I would respectfully say, 
in answer to what the chairman has said, that he is again 
evading the issue. Under this appropriation, as I understand 
and as we were told distinctly at the last session, the Secre- 
tary of War buys, or has permitted others to buy, all these 
numerous passenger automobiles—a very large number—for 
the use of the officers of the Army, so many of them, and used 
in such a way that it was a scandal. Everybody recognized it 
as such, and the House at the last session, when considering 
the last Army bil], adopted an amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Froop] forbidding the use of the 
money for that purpose. Here is the money now that can be 
used for the same purpose. An amendment similar to the pro- 
vision in the amendment offered at the last session, making 
impossible the continuance of that scandal, ought to be offered 
now, 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I still insist that the money for 
automobiles was expended by the Quartermaster Department 
and not by the Ordnance Department. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Will the gentleman point 
out where in the bill money is carried for any such purpose as 
this in the Quartermaster Department? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, it is not in the bill at the present time, but 
those automobiles which are used by the. War Department here 
in Washington bear the inscription “ Quartermaster Depart- 
ment.” Any man who will take the trouble to look at them will 
see the initials “Q. M. C.” or the words “ Quartermaster De- 
partment.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of National Guard (armory drill), $5,000,000. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words, 
nearing the close of the consideration of this bill, in commenda- 
tion, first, of the action of the Committee on Military Affairs 
in bringing in here a unanimous report and cutting down the 
appropriations $400,000,000 and doing so without friction and 
with good reasons for every reduction and with the entire ap- 
proval of the committee. 

I know it has been said that when the war ended, when the 
period of the universal support for the prosecution of the war 
should cease, when the time should come when it was not a 
patriotic duty to put beneath us partisan interests, when that 
time should come immediately we would enter upon a factional 
era of passionate discussion on political issues. I am very glad 
to notice that in these bills that have already been considered 
in the House, and in the Senate as well, there is the same 
anxiety, the same feeling of responsibility that existed during 
the war to bring the country back to a peace basis that existed 
during the continuance of the war. In other words, the 
patriotism of peace seems to be greater than factional interests 
in the House and in the Senate, and I desire to call the atten- 
tion of Congress and of the people to this fact and to hope that 
it may continue during our further deliberations. 

I think we are probably not really aware of the remarkable 
progress that we are making in the demobilization of the Army 
nnd the advances toward a peace basis. I have no hesitancy 
to say that the record of the War Department in the demobili- 
vation of soldiers and in the return from France to America of 
the soldiers that we sent over there during the past few months 
has been a remarkable record, commendable in every degree. 
[ Applause. ] 

I do not hesitate, and I am glad to give my commendation to 
the administration in its work. When this month we shall 
bring back from France 375,000 of our soldiers across the sea 
3,000 and more miles away, and shall demobilize them almost in- 
stantly when they arrive on our shores, I believe it is an achieve- 
ment of its kind that has never been equaled before in all the 
history of the world. [Applause.] I think it is only just that 
we should say that. I sincerely hope that it may go on. 

I want to say also this: I presume there has been no history 
written of the Civil War that has not mentioned, as a remark- 
able incident in connection with it, the rapidity with which the 
soldiers of the Civil War drifted back and were absorbed into 
the citizen life of the Nation, quickly and with little difficulty 
and trouble. There is nothing perhaps that has so excited the 
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admiration of Europeans, who have commented upon that war 
and its results as the fact that 2,000,000 men in arms, many of 
them having been four years under arms, with all the ambitions 
and passions of a long fratricidal war, suddenly were disarmed 
and sent back to their homes, and in a very few months were 
absorbed into the citizen life of the country with hardly a ripple 
on the surface to disturb the body politic. I think, notwith- 
standing the sensational statements of the newspapers, who try 
to imagine that we are going to have serious conditions in this 
country regarding our demobilization, and that the passions of 
war will be carried out into uneasiness and disorder in the com- 
munity, that when the record of this war—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

By unanimous consent the time of Mr. TowNeER was extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNER. I believe that a like record will be made with 
regard to this war. I have been astonished as I have learned 
of the absorption of the troops into civil life in my own State. 
I have asked as to whether or not there was any disorder. No 
disorder was reported. I have asked, “Are there men seeking 
employment?” “There is employment enough for every man 
who asks for it.” And I find in this country to-day, when you 
come to examine the situation carefully, there is a place in 
civil life, there is employment in civil life for every soldier 
who desires to find such employment. [Applause.] 

I am very glad indeed that such conditions exist. Thankful 
should we be certainly as American citizens and as Representa- 
tives of the American Congress when under these conditions, 
going through the awful disorders that have come to this world 
because of this war, that we shall find in a few years that the 
burdens that we have to carry are after all only economic and 
financial burdens, that the memories that now cause pain will 
gradually die out, that the wonderful prosperity that will come 
to this country following this war will be such as to carry our 
Nation forward at such an accelerated rate that we will hardly 
realize that a war existed, even in economical and financial 
matters. I believe we have nothing to fear from the future. 
I think Members of Congress should look into it not only with 
hope, but with an earnest desire to see that we shell do every- 
thing within our power to make the years that are to come so 
glorious in prosperity and in the advancement that this coun- 
try will give to the civilization and to the happiness of the 
world that we will soon blot out the memories and the heart- 
burnings and the pain of those sacrifices that we have made 
during these years of warfare. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana rise in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I do not wish to offer any criti- 
cism of the magnificent service of the soldiers of the United 
States, and there is nothing but commendation that should be 
said of the individual and collective efforts of the Army of the 
United States in this World War. But I do think, now that 
this war is over, that there is one thing we should bear in mind 
when we come to the reorganization of the Army and to the 
reorganization of the plans for the conduct of our military 
affairs. I hope there will never be a repetition of this World 
War, but I have my doubt upon that proposition and believe that 
as long as the human race exists there will continue to be wars. 
I have special reference to the monstrous action of the courts- 
martial during this present war, which have been indefensible, 
barbaric, and without excuse in many instances. I had called 
to my attention to-day a case—and there are many just like it, 
I dare say—that would almost melt a heart of stone. 

There was a young man in the northern part of Indiana, in 
my district, who went away and joined the colors a few days 
before he was 18 years of age, fabricating a little in order to 
get in. He went through the training camps here, went over on 
the other side, and was engaged on six of the great battle fronts, 
including Chateau-Thierry, Verdun, Belleau Wood, and three 
others. After all these serious engagements his division was 
taking a much needed rest. 

He and another boy thought that possibly they could improve 
their opportunity, without any great detriment to the Army, 
so slipped away one day to go and see Paris, without any thought 
of desertion in their minds. After they had gotten away they 
stoppel at a wine shop and drank a little wine. There they 
changed their clothes for citizens’ clothes in order that they 
might not be detected. Their purpose was to go and see Paris. 
On their way, perhaps under tke influence of this wine, they 
concluded that after having seen Paris they would go down to 
Brest and, if possible, would get onto a ship, stow away, come 
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home and see their fathers and mothers, and go back and join 
their regiment again. That is the evidence as disclosed in this 
ease, and it is undisputed. Notwithstanding that fact, notwith- 
standing the fact that they had rendered this valiant service on 
these six battle fronts, each one of these boys was charged with 
being a deserter, when it never was in their minds to desert, 
and they were each sentenced to a military prison for 20 years, 
Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Not now. 
Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Not now. It is fair to say that this 


sentence was commuted to three years. These boys were sent 
to Leavenworth. There the one whom I have in mind, and, in 
whom I was interested, was taken with appendicitis, from which 
he died. He sent for his mother, the one to whom a boy always 
turns when faced with death. His mother felt the disgrace. 
She wanted the boy to tell her the exact truth about the whole 
matter, and with his dying lips he told her the same story I 
have told you now. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. LEVER. 
of desertion. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. 
a clear case of desertion. 
nical desertion at most. 

Mr. LEVER. Suppose the whole Army had done that? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Well, if the whole Army had done 
it there would have been some conspiracy which prompted 
that action, but I do say that in order to be a criminal there 
must be criminal intent. These boys were only gone for 24 
hours. They were picked up by some French gendarmes be- 
fore they had gotten 10 miles away from their command. There 
was no criminal intent in this case. There was no design on 
the part of’these young men to be deserters. The worst that 
could be said is they were absent without leave. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman is a fine lawyer, and the gentle- 
man knows that the intent is fixed by circumstances. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. That depends on the character of 
the act. I say there is not a civil court in the land but what 
would have taken into consideration the circumstances of the 
case, together with the previous conduct and habits and services 
of these boys. There is not a civil court in the land under the 
evidence presented by the prosecution in this case that would 
have convicted them of this major offense. There is not a 
military court in the land that can successfully contend that 
these boys had an intent to desert or that they ever formed the 
design to desert. 

Mr. PELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. PELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that this boy, 
being in the Army for six months, having fought for some pe- 
riod, having had this military training, did not know that to 
leave his post, get drunk, change his clothes, and conceal him- 
self was a serious military offense? Should he have been in an 
insane asylum or in a jail? [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I am surprised that any man in this 
House has not enough of the milk of human kindness in his 
heart and enough of gray matter in his head to discern the dif- 
ference between the acts of these boys, immature as they were, 
and the acts of a willful deserter. Of course they knew that 
they were committing a violation of military regulations, but 
they did not suppose that they were committing a crime, and 
under the law and the facts they were not committing the 
crime of desertion. My sole purpose in speaking of this incident 
is to call attention to the archaic and barbaric court-martial 
system of ours, that is not only a disgrace to our Army but a 
disgrace to our boasted civilization. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
more time? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. No; I have said all that I care to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


AUTOMATIC MACHINE RIFLES. 


Tor the purchase, manufacture, test, repair, and maintenance of auto- 
matic maghine rifles, or other automatic or semiautomatic guns, includ- 
ing their mounts, sights, and equipments, and the machinery necessary 
for their manufacture, $1,500,000. 


The gentleman, of course, presents a clear case 
Does he defend it? 
I would not defend it, but it is not 
It is only technical, and very tech- 


I ask that the gentleman have two minutes 


Does the gentleman from Indiana desire 
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Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The Ordnance Department must have an enormous num- 
ber of these guns on hand already. 





Mr. KAHN. Not as large a number as the gentleman 
imagines. Of course, the care and maintenance of those we 


have is a very important matter. And then, too, the Ordnance 
Department will continue to manufacture those guns that are 
required for the strength of the Army that we will need when 
we get down on a peace-time basis. 

It developed in this war, I will say to the gentleman, that 
there is no piece of ordnance that is so very important as the 
machine gun. Every army in the future, in my humble opinion, 
will have to have a greater number of light and heavy machine 
guns than have been utilized heretofore. As I now recall, the 
Ordnance Department asked for a much larger sum than we 
are giving them. I think they ask for $3,000,000, but the com- 
mittee felt that they would have to worry along for the fiscal 
year 1920 with one million and a half. 

I think every dollar of that amount will be used, and used te ' 
good advantage, for the purposes needed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I was one of the strong sup- 
porters of the gentleman from California in trying to get an 
appropriation for machine guns early enough to be of some use 
during the war. We were resisted at every stage. Finally the 
appropriation was made, but at a time when it was impossible 
to get the guns until the war was nearly over. Now we have an 
enormous number, and I should not suppose it was necessary to 
go on and manufacture them for our little Army for some time 
to come. 

Mr. KAHN. They delivered 318,372 machine guns. But, as 
the gentleman is aware, in actual warfare many of them are 
destroyed and others injured. I do not suppose the department 
has many more than a hundred thousand at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. If we are going to have an Army as low as the 
appropriations adopted yesterday would indicate, that would be 
one to every three men. 

Mr. KAHN. The appropriation, of course, indicates an Army 
of 225,000 men eventually, but in the use of these guns, as I s#¥, 
many of them are injured and many are destroyed. 

Mr. PLATT. Not in time of peace. 

Mr. KAHN. Even in time of peace. They are in use con- 
stantly. The National Guard will have to be equipped alse. 
There is not a country in the world that uses as much ammuni- 
tion as we do in practice, and during the practice these guns are 
frequently destroyed. The life of any gun is not as great as the 
gentleman probably imagines. This war developed that every 
soldier in the field used approximately three rifles a year during 
the war. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILSON. As a matter of fact, is not a large part of the 
appropriation for the development and manufacture of 50-caliber 
guns, which we lacked. We had a number of light and heavy 
type, and I think will have a good supply, but we were weak im 
the larger caliber gun, which was used successfully by Germany 
and which was thought to be a very valuable gun against tanks 
and machine-gun nests. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Now I yield to the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut. 

Mr. TILSON. The idea is to finish developing the gun, which 
was practically complete at the time of the armistice. As I 
understand the purpose of this appropriation, it is to complete 
the development, to prepare for manufacturing, and to manu- 
facture a number of these 50-caliber guns. They are of a type 
that proved quite useful in- the war, and especially useful 
against tanks and against machine-gun nests. 

Mr. KAHN. We were using the 37-millimeter small gun for 
that purpose. As the gentleman from Connecticut has stated, 
we had no guns of the 50-caliber type, and it is desirable to 
make some experiments in that direction. 

Mr. TILSON. Of course, the 37-millimeter gun is entirely 
too large for many of the purposes for which this gun is to be 
used. Among other things, it is intended to use these guns on 
aeroplanes. They will probably be found very useful for aero- 
plane fighting. 

Mr. KAHN. The 37-millimeter cannon we had, though, did 
very effective work in the Argonne in cleaning up German 
machine-gun nests. 
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Mr. PLATT. If I may ask the gentleman one more question, 
and that is whether the league of nations has not forbidden 
the use of tanks and things of that sort? 

Mr. KAHN. That is in the next item. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase of horses for mounted units, $1,000,000. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. With regard to the paragraph 
just read I want to offer a pro forma amendment, and I do not 
know whether I should do it now or wait until we conclude the 
reading under the head of the National Guard. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee that he desired that subheads be considered rather than 
paragraphs in the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Then I move to strike out the last 
word of that paragraph. I beg the Chair’s pardon, I did not 
understand the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment would be in order at the 
conclusion of the reading of the subhead of which each para- 
graph is being read. 

Mr. KAHN. Of course, that rule that was made in the House 
on a former occasion applies to those paragraphs that do not 
contain sums of appropriation. It would be in order after a 
sum is read on any of these appropriations to move to amend 
the change of sum. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
is in order. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I make that mo- 
tion for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
for some information, if I may have the attention of the chair- 
man. I observe here in line 18 the item carries a provision for 
the purchase of horses for the National Guard, $1,000,000. On 
page 31 there is a provision for the purchase of horses for the 
Regular Army, and there you safeguard, or undertake to safe- 
guard, the purchase of those horses, providing how and under 
what conditions they may be purchased. I want to ascertain 
from the chairman why the committee has not thrown the same 
safeguards around this item of purchase? 

Mr. KAHN. The National Guard, of course, has 
bought polo ponies, and I assume that it does not buy-—— 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. The provision with regard to polo 
ponies, if I may interrupt the chairman, is a very small part 
of the safeguard you undertake to throw around the provision 
authorizing the purchases of horses for the Regular Army, if 
the chairman will refer to the item. 

Mr. KAHN. I thought the safeguard referred to polo ponies 
and undersized horses. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. If the chairman of the committee 
will permit, I will read the language. It provides that— 
no part of this appropriation shall be paid out for horses not pur- 
chased by contract after competition duly invited by the Quartermaster 
Corps and an inspection under the direction and ee of the Secre- 


tary of War. When practicable, horses shall be purchased in open 
market— 


And so forth. 

Nothing of that kind is provided with reference to this item, 
and I wanted to know why. 

Mr. KAHN. All the horses for the National Guard, as well 
as for the Regular Establishment, are purchased by the War 
Department. I have no objection to this proviso going into the 
bill. It has not been in it heretofore. So far as the present 
chairman of the committee is concerned, he does not object to 
such a proviso. 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I yield. 

Mr. DENT. I do not think that we should observe the same 
strict rules and regulations in the purchase of horses for the 
National Guard that we would for the Artillery and Cavalry 
in the Regular Army, and that is the reason that is not con- 
tained in the National Guard provision. The horses we pur- 
chase for the National Guard are merely for a certain amount 
of temporary training, and the same regulations are not neces- 
sary as to the character of the horses and size of the horses. 
There are things connected with horses that you would need 
for the Artillery and Cavalry service in the Regular Army 
that are not with horses for the National Guard. I think that is 
the reason. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 


The motion of the gentleman from Texas 


never 


May I ask this question? Now, 


if it is necessary to provide that horses for the Regular Army 
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are to be bought upon a competitive basis, why is it not advisable 
to have the same provision with regard to the purchase of those 
horses?: It seems clear to me the restrictions and directions 
ought either to be in both places or in neither. 

Mr. DENT. I thought the gentleman was referring to that 
part of the proviso, which I understood him to read, that no 
part of this appropriation shall be expended for horses below 
the standard set by Army regulations, 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Oh, no. 
moment ago, and I will read it again: 

No part of this appropriation shall be paid out for horses not pur- 
chased by contract after competition duly invited by the Quartermaster 
Corps and an inspection under the direction and authority of the Secre- 
tary of War. When practicable, horses shall be purchased in open 
market— 

And so forth. 

With regard to this last item there is no provision in regard 
to purchase in the open market and no provision with reference 
to purchase upon competitive bidding. 

Mr. DENT. I thought the gentleman was referring to this 
proviso to which I called attention; I have no ebjection. 

Mr. KAHN. Of course the gentleman understands that when 
horses are bought for the Army they are bought all over the 
country, and then they are sent to some remount station for 
maintenance and keep. 

The horses for the National Guard, I understand, are pur- 
chased in the State where the guard has its existence. 


I read the language a 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five 


minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. DENT] stated, as I recall, that the same requirements are 
not necessary for the National Guard horses. Of course most of 
the horses required for the National Guard are for those officers 
who, under the law, are required to be mounted, whereas the 
horses for the Regular Army are principally Cavalry and Artil- 
lery horses that must be carefully selected. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. If the chairman will permit me, 
I want to direct the Committee on Military Affairs to what 
seems to me to be an unwise method of purchasing horses, espe- 
cially for the Army service, and I would like to have the at- 
tention of the chairman of the committee, as I have made some 
investigation of this matter. 

Under the present system of purchases there intervenes be- 
tween the men who raise the horses and the Government which 
uses the. horses, one, two, and sometimes three contracts, each 
of whom gets his rake-off for a service that ought not to be 
interposed. It is important that the Government have the right 
sort of horses bred for its use, but the price which those get 
who do the work is not sufficient to induce them to raise the 
proper horses. And instead of provisions, which have been re- 
ferred to, it would be common sense to give notice, for instance, 
in horse-breeding centers that on certain days a man for the 
Government would be there to inspect these horses and to pur- 
chase them from the men who raise them. We have been doing 
this, I think we do now, namely, we advertise for bids. Some 
one who never raised a horse in his life bids on the contract, 
and then he finds a lot of subcontractors, Tom, Dick, and Harry, 
throughout the country, who gather the horses for him. I know 
it to be a fact that the Government has paid as much as $150 for 
a horse when the man who raised the horse got but $75 for it. 
That is absurd. It is not practical for individual growers to bid 
on these contracts, and everybody knows it. Here is one service 
that the Government ought to perform and not depend upon these 
intermediaries, and I beg the gentlemen who constitute the 
Committee on Military Affairs to bring pressure to bear on the 
Government to change its policy in order that it may offer the 
highest inducement to the men upon whom the Government is 
depending to raise horses that are to carry its soldiers into 
battle. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment is withdrawn, and 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Travel of Federal officers and noncommissioned officcr on visits of 
instruction, $40,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issuc from surplus 
stores now on hand and purchased for the United States Army such 
articles of clothing and equipment matériel as may be needed by the 
National Guard organized under the provisions of the act of June 3, 
1916, which law is still in force and applicable to State forces. This 
issue will be made without charge against militia appropriations and 
will be reimbursed in kind for all Federal property brought into service 
by State troops. Issue will be made as soon as the provisions of act of 
June 8, 1916, shall have been fulfilled: Provided, That the provisions 
of section 62, act of June 8, 1916, will be considered fulfilled if the 
first strength mentioned therein be attained by June 30, 1919, and the 
other increments provided therein be attained by successive years there- 
after: Provided further, That this will not prevent any State from com- 

liance with the provisions of section 62 as now worded: Provided 
‘urther, That the appropriations and provisions of this act referring to 
the National Guard become applicable and available upon the date this 
becomes a law. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. KAHN: Page 50, line 6, strike out the 
words “ June 30” and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘ December 31.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amendment 
is this: June 30 is almost at hand, and it will not be possible 
to organize the National Guard of the United States within the 
two or three weeks remaining. Therefore, it has been suggested 
that the date be changed to December 31. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the.amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SANrorD: Page 50, line 12, after the word 
“law,” insert the following: . 

“That section 69 of the act of June 3, 1916, be, and is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 69. Enlistments in the National Guard: Hereafter the period 
of enlistment in the National Guard shall be the same as is, or may. 
be, prescribed by the Regular Army: Provided, That all persons who 
have served as enlisted men in the Army of the United States, or the 
Organized Militia of the several States, subsequent to April 6, 1917, 
and who have been honorably discharged from such service, may 
within six months of such discharge or within six months after 
the passage of this act, enlist in the National Guard for a period 
of one yess and may reenlist for like periods, and that such enlist- 
ments shall not be counted in computing the proportion authorized to 
be enlisted for one year to conform to the ys of enlistment pre- 
scribed for the Regular Army: Provided further, That enlisted men in 
the National Guard of the several States now serving under contracts 
providing for a six-year period of enlistment—thrce years in an active 
organization and the remaining three years in the National Guard 
Reserve—shall be afforded an opportunity to enlist for the periods 
specified above, and upon entering into a new contract of enlistment for 
a period of three years under this authority shall be given credit for 
the period served under the old enlistment contract.’ ” 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that. I would like to hear some explanation of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California reserves 
a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I am confident that the 
House and the committee will be unanimously in favor of this 
amendment. I am confident that the chairman of the committee 
will be persuaded to withdraw the point of order, or not make 
it, if the House shows some disposition to encourage it. 

The committee unanimously agreed not to add legislative 
features to the bill, and we should not add this one unless the 
situation was critical. The National Guard finds itself, or will 
find itself at the close of the emergency, substantially without 
personnel. The only term of enlistment in the National Guard 
now is for six years. The men who have been in the Army 
and who have seen oversea service will not take an oath to 
serve for six years, and no one could expect them to take such 
an oath. The men who have served in the different home- 
guard organizations are not willing to take a six-year oath, 
and no one would expect them to do so. At the close of the 
last session of Congress we amended the law with reference to 
the term of enlistments in the Regular Army, providing that 
enlistments in the Regular Army may be for one year for one- 
third of the force and for the remainder of the force for three 
years. 

This amendment which I have offered, although somewhat 
complicated, and necessarily complicated, does exactly this: 
It makes the period of enlistment in the National Guard the 
same as in the Regular Army. The men who have seen over- 
sea service, the men who have served in the home guard, may 
within six months after the passage of this act, or after their 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Kaun: Page 49, line 9, strike out the last 
word, “ officer,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ officers.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Travel of Federal officers and noncommissioned officers connected 
with camps of instruction, $10,000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee what is 
the difference between this item and the one just read. It says: 

Travel of Federal officers and noncommissioned officers connected 
with camps of instruction, $10,000, 

The other item reads: 

Travel of Federal officers and noncommissioned officers on visits of 
instruction, $40,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, as I recall, the national-defense 
act provides that there shall be officers and noncommissioned 
officers stationed at the camps of instruction who shall give 
instruction at those camps. The other item provides for the 
inspection of the camp by officers and noncommissioned officers 
who go there especially to inspect the camps. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Craco], who takes a particular interest 
in the National Guard items, can probably enlighten the gentle- 
man from Kentucky more fully. 

Mr. CRAGO. The larger item is for the pay of officers and 
noncommissioned officers in making their annual trips of in- 
spection around the home companies of the different organiza- 
tions of the National Guard, scattered all over the United 
States, and the smaller item is for the expense of officers and 
men at the instruction camp in the different States. 

Mr. BARKLEY. One is to pay their way in going from place 
to place and the other is to pay expenses while they are there? 

Mr. CRAGO. There is the annual spring inspection, to which 
an officer is detailed to go and make the inspection, but in the 
summer instruction camps these men are sent to the eamps of 
instruction for the purpose of giving instruction. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I withdraw the pro forma amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Inspection of material, Field Artillery, Coast Artillery, and Signal 
Corps, $2,500. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, and I ask the attention of the chairman of 
the committee. I desire to direct the attention of the chair- 
man to what I believe to be a mistake which I discovered in 
the investigation of the provisions of the bill to which I ad- 
dressed myself a moment ago. On page 31, at the bottom of the 
page, the language is: 

When practicable, horses shall be purchased in open market at all 
military posts or stations, when needed, at a maximum price to be 
fixed by the Secretary of War. 

It seems to me that the language should be “ within or not to 
exceed the maximum price.” As I understand it, the purpose 
is that the purchase price shall not exceed the maximum price, 
but may be as much lower than the maximum price as it can 
be made. I direct the attention of the chairman, so that he 
may examine the language of that portion of the bill. 

Mr. KAHN. Probably it is as the gentleman says. The 
trouble with these various items is this: They are used in one 
appropriation bill after another for many years, and in that 
way a matter such as the gentleman has called attention to is 
overlooked. ; 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I merely direct the gentleman’s 
attention to it. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think it is overlooked. I think the 
language is all right as it is. This provides that a maximum 
price to be fixed by the Secretary of War. Now, the Secretary 
of War says to the man who buys the horses, “ You can not buy 
them at a higher price than the price I fix.” That is a given 
sum, 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No; the language is that pur- 
chases shall be made at the maximum price, while the purpose 
is that they shall be made within the maximum price. The 
language is not correct, and the chairman will so deterniine 
when he examines it, and I am sure will make the proper cor- 
rection. Therefore I shall not take the time of the committee 
to present the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 
The Clerk will read. 
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discharge. enlist for one year; otherwise 
National Guard must be fer three years. 

This amendment also would strike out all provision for re- 
serves in the National Guard, just as we have already stricken 
out all provision for reserves in the Regular Army. I can say 
te you with confidence that the members of the committee who 
have given this subject their attention all favor the amend- 
ment. The National Guard authorities of my State—and I am 
informed, in fact, of all the other States—favor the enactment 
of a law similar to that contained in this amendment. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
io the gentleman from California? 

Mr. SANFORD. Gladly. 

Mr. KAHN. I would like the genileman to explain the last 
proviso in his amendment, which reads: 

Provided further, That enlisted men in the National Guard of the 
several States now serving under contracts providing for a six-year 
period of enlistment—three years in an active organization and the re- 
inaining three years in the National Guard Reserve—shall be afforded 
An opportunity to enlist for the periods specified above, and upon en- 
tering into a new contract of enlistment for a period of three years 
under this authority shall be given credit for the period served under 
the old enlistment contract. 

Mr. SANFORD. I personally feel that that provision will not 
have nruch, if any, application, because I believe that there will 
be no personnel whatever in the National Guard to whom it will 
apply. But the amendment I have offered has the approval of 
the Militia Bureau and other people who have studied it. If 
there is any one in the National Guard to whom it applies, he 
will be relieved and be allowed to make a new enlistment on 
the new terms and be credited with the term he has already 
served. If there are none such, it can do no harm. 

Mr. KAHN. I am rather doubtful myself about the last pro- 
viso. Would the gentleman object to striking that out of the 
amendment? 

Mr. SANFORD. I would be very glad to have the amendment 
considered and revised and reamended as much as the commit- 
tee likes. I think the latter portion of the amendment. probably 
will have no effect, because I think that when the emergency is 
over there will be no personnel in the National Guard except 
those who have enlisted recently. 

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will offer his amendment with 


enlistments in the 


the last proviso stricken out, I shall not make the point of order. | 


Mr. SANFORD. I ask unanimous consent to 
amendment by striking out the last proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to reoffer his amendment without the last proviso. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
agree with the gentleman from New York [Mr. SAnrorp] that 
the last proviso ought to remain in the amendment. It is prob- 
able that no case will exist, but it is also possible that there will 
be a ease which will exist. This will put everybody on an 
equality. I think the law should be in accordance with the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York, and that 
we should put enlistments in the National Guard on exactly the 
same basis as enlistments in the Regular Army. I think that 
ought to be adopted. 

Mr. SANFORD. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that I am agreeable to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
California only because I am glad to get rid of the point of 
order. Will the gentleman from California allow my amend- 
ment to come before the committee and give the commiitee a 
chance to consider it and amend it if it wishes to do so? 

Mr. KAHN. I want to say frankly to the gentleman from 
New York that I should like to study the effect of that last 
proviso a little more carefully. If it is essential to the bill, I 
think it can be inserted on the Senate side, and we can come 
to an agreement on it without any difficulty. But it is a matter 
I have not been able to study carefully’ enough, and I hope, 
therefore, that the gentleman will agree to leave out the 
proviso. 

Mr. DENT. 
reservation. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know that we ought te take the 
time now; but it does seem to me that the last proviso can 
do no harm in any case, and that it might do a let of good, 
because it is just possible that a number of men have already 
enlisted under the six-year enlistment plan in the National 
Guard at some places. 

Mr. SANFORD. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. If they have, this provides for them; and 
if they have not, it does not matter. 

Mr. SANFORD. I am very confident that if the committee 
nov is nmendment the gentleman from California 


reform my 


I reserved the right to object. I withdraw the 


passes on this 
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[Mr. Kaun], who will be one of the conferees, will have an 
opportunity to pass on this particular question ; and if he wants 
this proviso in there, then the House can pass on it later. 

Mr. MADDEN. I agree exactly. 

Mr. KAHN. I can assure the gentleman 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman does not 
me—— 

Mr. KAHN. That if it does seem important I shall not op- 
pose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to offer his amendment without the last proviso. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York as modified. 

Mr. KAHN. I withdraw the reservation of the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I wish to ask the chairman of the committee what is meant by 
the item in line 19, on page 49— 

Pay of National Guard (armory drill), $5,000,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Under the national-defense act, as I recall, 
National Guardsmen are compelled to take 48 drills a year, and 
possibly 52. 

Mr. BEE. 
in service? . 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. When they are in the service of course 
they get the pay of the enlisted men and the officers of the 
Regular Army, but this is for attending drills while they are 
acting simply as National Guardsmen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RIFLE RANGES FOR CIVILIAN INSTRUCTION. 

For arms, ammunition, targets, and other accessories for target prac- 
tice fer issue in connection with the encouragement of rifle practice in 
pursuance of the provisions of section 113 of the act approved June 3, 
1916, $100,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Kaun: Page 60, lines 16 and 17, strike 
out the words “ section 113 of the act approved June 3, 1916,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ law.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, there are several laws which 
refer to rifle ranges for civilian instruction. Under the word- 
ing of the paragraph in this bill this money could only be used 
under the provisions of the national-defense act ,and it is de- 
sirable to utilize all the laws which apply for this purpose to 
the National Guard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CIVILIAN MILITARY TRAINING CAMPS, 

For arms and ordnance equipment, including overhauling and re- 
pairing of personal equipments, machine-gun outfits, horse equipment; 
ammunition, targets, and other accessories for target practice; and for 
overhauling and repairing arms for issue and use in connection with 
training camps for civilians in pursuance of the provisions of section 
54 of the act approved June 8, 1916, is hereby extended and made 
available for the fiscal year 1920, $100. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr, KAHN: Page 50, lines 25 and 26, strike 
out the words “is hereby extended and made available for the fiscal 
year 1920.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, of course this appropriation is 
for the fiscal year 1920, and therefore these words are su- 
perfluous. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RESERVE Corps. 
EQUIPMENT, ETC., RESERVE 
CORPS. 

For arms and orduance equipment, including overhauling and re- 
pairing of personal equipments, machine-gun outfits, and horse equip- 
ments for use in connection with the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps. 
established by the act approved June 3, 1916, is hereby extended and 
made available for the fiscal year 1920, $100, 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, f offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


have to assure 


Is that in addition to their compensation while 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. KAHN: Page 51, lines 8 and 9, strike out 
the ee “is hereby extended and made available for the fiscal year 
1920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For arms and ordnance equipment, including overhauling and repair- 
ing of personal equipments, machine-gun outfits, and horse equipments 
for issue to schools and colleges in pursuance of the provisions of sec- 
tion 56 of the act approved June 3, 1916, $100: Provided, That the ap- 
propriations herein made for the support of the Army and the National 
Guard are available for such printing, binding, and blank books as may 
be necessary in putting in effect the objects of the appropriations: And 
provided further, That hereafter printing, binding, and blank books re- 
quired for use outside of the District of Columbia in connection with the 
support of the Army‘and the National Guard may be done or procured 
elsewhere than at the Government Printing Office when in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War such work can be more advantageously done or 
procured locally, the cost thereof to be paid from the proper appropria- 
tions: And provided further, That no part of any of the appropriations 
made herein nor any of the unexpended balances of appreptiations here- 
tofore made for the erat and maintenance of the Army or the Mili- 
tary Establishment shall be expended for the purchase of real estate. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of erder on the 
proviso beginning on line 20, page 51, the second proviso in the 
paragraph. That provides apparently for permanent law. 

Mr. KAHN. I hope the gentleman will reserve his point of 
order. 

Mr. WALSH. I will reserve it. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 
to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment can not be offered when a 
point of order is pending. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order 
against the last proviso. 

Mr. MONDELL. The point of order comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will protect the rights of Mem- 
bers who wish to make points of order to the several provisos. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve a point of order 
against the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina re- 
serves a point of order against the entire paragraph. 

Mr. KAHN. I want to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
if he would have any objection to the second proviso if I offer 
an amendment to strike out the word “ hereafter ”? 

Mr. WALSH. No; I would have no objection to it. 
withdraw the point of order reserved to the proviso. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman from California yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts with- 
draws his reservation of a point of order, and the gentleman 
from South Carolina reserves a point of order to the whole 
paragraph. 

Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. LEVER. The last proviso in this paragraph reads: 

That no part of any of the appropriations made herein nor any of 
the unexpended balances of appropriations heretofore made for the sup- 
pers and maintenance of the Army or the Military Establishment shal] 
e expended for the purchase of real estate, 

It has come to my attention that at certain cantonments obli- 
gations have been entered into by the Government for the pur- 
chase of land, and these people with whom contracts have been 
made “do not know where they are at.” They have moved 
away from the property, bought other land, or are engaged in 
other pursuits, and it seems to me that a sufficient authoriza- 
tion or appropriation should be made to take care of those ex- 
isting contracts. I would like to ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia what the situation is? 

Mr. KAHN. The committee felt constrained to offer this 
proviso because the War Department has been purchasing land 
for Army posts in various sections of the country, and the com- 
mnittee felt that the Military Establishment owns enough land 
for all purposes of the Army of the United States. The com- 
mittee felt that under the circumstances this practice should be 
discontinued. The appropriations for these purchases, I may 
say to the gentleman, have not generally been made by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. They have been made under 
lump-sum appropriations reported to the House and were 
passed by the House. The appropriations came from other 
committees and were necessary probably for the proper conduct 
of the war. But the Committee on Military Affairs feel that 
the custom that has prevailed in the last year or two should be 
stopped and that the further purchase of land should be dis- 
continued by affirmative action on the part of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from California are there unexpended balances out of appro- 
priations that will be available after July 1 until expended? 

Mr. KAHN. My information is that there will be such bal- 
ances out of appropriations that were made for certain large 
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sums that would be available until the money therein appro- 
priated is expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that money would be available for 
the purchase of land affected by this proviso? - 

Mr. KAHN. That is my understanding of the situation. 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman from California will permit, I 
thoroughly agree with him that until the size of the standing 
Army of the United States has been agreed upon it is folly, 
senseless, and asinine to extend the size of the cantonments. I 
think the committee is thoroughly right in that respect. But 
where obligations have been incurred, where farmers, for in- 
stance, have had their lands taken, their houses razed, forced 
to move away and buy other property, go into other occupations, 
it does seem to me that provision might be made here for caring 
for that kind of a situation. I had in mind to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from California the addition of this language: “ Except 
in fulfillment of contracts or obligation.” It seems to me that 
that would take care of the situation and be just to these 
people. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. 
tion? 

Mr. LEVER. I will be very glad to do so. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Were these contracts for the pur- 
chase of land by the Government, to which the gentleman from 
South Carolina refers, begun before the armistice or since? 

Mr. LEVER. I think some were begun before and some since. 
I am not sure. I understand the gentleman from California has 
possibly some communication from the Chief of Staff on this 
proposition. I have not received that myself. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will not those which were taken 
before the armistice come under the terms and provisions of this 
act, by which we sought in reference to those incomplete war 
claims and incomplete war contracts to validate them? I refer 
to the act passed at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. LEVER. That js likely true, but if there should be other 
obligations entered into since the armistice there would be no 
protection of the people- 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If those negotiations were con- 
ducted in pursuance of law, then on their face they must be 
good as damages against the Government up to the point to 
which this proviso attaches. 

Mr. LEVER. I do not see what the objection would be—— 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Because it is too comprehensive ; 
it has no limitation at all upon any project which the Govern- 
ment has even just begun, and that is exactly what we want to 
get at. 

Mr. CRAGO. I desire to ask the gentleman if the striking out 
of the word “ unexpended ” and substituting the word “ unobli- 
gated” would not accomplish the purpose? 

Mr. LEVER. It would accomplish everything I am looking to 
and which I think we ought to do as a matter of justice to 
these people. 

Mr. CRAGO. 

Mr. LEVER. 
the proposition? 

Mr. KAHN. 
change. 

Mr. DOWELL. In eases where options have been secured 
on part of the land and not secured upon other parts of the 
land, what would the gentleman do in such a case as that? 

Mr. LEVER. I would say that the option did not apply. 

Mr. DOWELL. It would be one part of a camp that would 
be subject to purchase and the other part would not. It seems 
to me that that would put you in a very peculiar situation of 
purchasing a part of a camp and not be able to get another 
part, perhaps the center of the camp. 

Mr. LEVER. I will say this to the gentleman from Iowa: 
I agree with the chairman of the committee that we ought as 
quickly as possible determine our policy in reference to the 
purchase of land for additional Army posts, cantonments, and 
so forth. I should think myself, without knowing anything 
of the subject except general knowledge, that you have got 
enough of these cantonments and camps to take care of a stand- 
ing Army of a million men. Am I right? 

A MeMBER. Five. 

Mr. LEVER. It seems to me it is foolhardy and absurd to 
continue to buy property at exorbitant prices, sometimes, to 
enlarge these cantonments. The only thing I stand for at all 
is that where the Government has incurred its obligations and 
disarranged the status of citizens it ought to. make good to 
those citizens, and if we can do that in this paragraph by 
virtue of a simple amendment like striking out the word “ uwnex- 
pended ” and making it “ unobligated,” I am perfectly willing 
to do it. 


Will the gentleman permit a ques- 


It is only fair and right—— 
Would the gentleman from California accept 
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Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, it is not the purpose of the 
Committee on Military Affairs and it is certainly not my pur- 
pose in standing for this proposed amendment that we desire 
to do an injustice to any citizen of this country, and the pur- 
pose of this amendment is not that any citizen of the country 
shall be injured in his rights, but the purpose of this amend- 
ment is to protect all the citizens of this country against the 
policy that has been carried on by the War Department since 
the armistice was signed. During the war the Congress of the 
United States very properly turned over to the War Depart- 
ment the administration of everything connected with the War 
Department necessary in the prosecution of the war—the ac- 
quiring of land, the purchase or leasing of lands, and all other 
activities—found necessary for the carrying on of the war, but 
it never was the purpose of the Congress of the United States 
to turn over to a real estate bureau in the War Department the 
right to go out all over this country and enter upon a debauch 
of purchasing real estate in every section of the country and 
making contracts that would bind the people of this country 
after the war is over. As a matter of fact, since the signing 
of the armistice, since the War Department knew that the great 
armies of this country were going to be demobilized and re- 
duced and that we would not have any further need for land 
or for buildings, the agents of the War Department have gone 
on buying thousands and thousands of acres of land and con- 
iracting with the citizens of the different States to pay for the 
same. And it was testified to before our committee that they 
desired to buy large plants for the manufacture of machine 
guns and other munitions of war and for the storage of prop- 
erty, and unless the Congress of the United States take some 
steps to prevent it, gentlemen, they will continue to do so. I 
want to say to you, Mr. Chairman, that I am not in favor of 
inserting the word “ unobligated " in the proposed amendment. 
If these men without authority of law, without the consent of 
Congress, have implicated the Government in contracts, thereby 
undertaking to tie the hands of the taxpayers in order to pay 
men in Georgia or Connecticut or Illinois for land, and they 
have said to them, “ You can move off this land, we will tear 
dewn the buildings and then we will pay you for it,” I would 
stop that payment as far as the purchase of land is concerned 
and the turning over of the title of the land to this Govern- 
ment, because it does not mean only the price of the land. It 
means that the War Department will then insist on an organ- 
ization being set up there to take care of it and make an ar- 
tillery firing field of it, a small-arms firing field, a flying field, 
or some other military activity which will require perhaps a 
regiment of soldiers te care for the same, and to maintain the 
regiment, battalion, or company, or whatever force may be sta- 
tioned thereon for all the years to come, and I say, Mr. Chairman 
and gentlemen of this House, let us put our foot down on this 
thing now and stop it. [Applause.] 

And if any citizen has a claim—and there are certainly some 
who have—if any person has been induced to enter into such eon- 
tract, let him present his elaim to the Congress of the United 
States, and I for one will be in favor of paying it, but I am 
also in favor of branding the officer or agent of the United States 
that would undertake to place that burden upon the taxpayers 
of this country and let the world know that we have men in this 
land in the employ of the Government who, without authority 
of law, without any instruction from Congress, would undertake 
to tie our hands by making a contract for the purchase of land 
and then assume Congress would make the appropriations to 
pay for it and thereby ratify the contract. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that no man—TI care not from which 
section of the country he eomes—will stand up in this body at 
this time and undertake to stop us from putting the brake on 
such conduct whieh has been going on since the armistice was 
signed. 

I am fer the amendment without the dotting of an “i” or the 
crossing of a “t.” Let us insert it in this appropriation bill and 
stop this needless and useless waste of the public money. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. CRISP. 


Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the proposition, and if the Chair will recognize me for that pur- 
pose, I wish to say that it should be inserted before the discus- 
sion of the merits or demerits of the proposition. 


Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman will withhold it for five 
minutes, I would like to say something on this, or will the gentle- 
man agree to withhold it for three minutes? 

Mr. CRISP. I will withhold it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] 
is recognized. 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will not make the point of order for 
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the reason that the War Department not long since transferred 
the school of rifle practice from Fort Sill, Okla., without any 
reason on earth, as far as I can see, to a county in the State of 
Georgia, a county containing only about 180,000 acres of land, 
140,000 acres of which the War Department has purchased for 
this school. And I understand that they are paying the people 
owning this 140,000 acres of land in this county in Georgia 
fabulous prices for it. They had all the land they needed in 
Oklahoma. There was no need to move this school of rifle 
practice into the State of Georgia. They had more land in 
Oklahoma than they needed for the purpose. Oklahoma met 
all the needs of the War Department for this kind of work. 

Now, why did the War Department go to Georgia to buy this 
140,000 acres of land out of a county containing only 180,000 
acres? They have spent more than $7,000,000 on this range, 
and without any authority of law. It had the money in lump 
sum. They have taken advantage of the fact that they had it, 
and they have purchased the land in Georgia and abandoned the 
land that they owned in Oklahoma. Now, why? That is the 
question. 


I hope. the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will not make 
the point of order. Some of the land in the county that I have 
referred to in Georgia is in the process of being purchased. Of 
course, the purchase is not all complete. And this amendment 
which is proposed to the bill would probably prevent the com- 
pletion of the purchase. The point of order will permit the War 
Department to proceed to the conclusion of the purchase without 
any limit of expenditure, and thereby, in my judgment, complete 
a transaction of iniquity by the transfer of the school of rifle 
practice from a State where they already own the land to another 
State where it has to be purchased. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will. 

Mr. FOSTER. When was this land purchased? 

Mr. MADDEN. They are purchasing it now. 

Mr. FOSTER. Since the armistice? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, as illuminating the matter 
under discussion, I submit a letter for reading by the Clerk. 

, The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
etter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Cussera, Ga., June 5, 1919, 
Congressman MONDELL, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. MONDELL: I wish to call your attention to the large 
expenditure of money . the War Department on a military camp down 
here in Chattahoochee vy Ga., known as Fort Benning. 

The War Department on November 2, 1918, filed a petition for con- 
demnation of 130,000 acres of land in Chattahoochee and Muscogee 
Counties, Ga., for a military reservation. 

There lives within this area about 8,000 civilian population. They 
are taking from Chattahoochee County 72,000 acres of land out of a 
total of 165,000 acres in the entire county. Chattahoochee County is a 
small county, with 5,640 population. This camp is taking in about 
aaa of the population, most of whom are opposed to giving up their 

omes. 

In January of this year we succeeded in getting a hearing before the 
Senate Military Affairs Committee in opposition to this a The 
Senate Military Affairs Committee, after hearing both sides, for and 
against the camp, passed a resolution disapproving the project. ‘The 

ar Department suspended work, and announced no further work would 
be done on Fort Benning and that proper steps would be taken to 
salvage same. Immediately after the adjournment of Congress on 
March 4 the War Department again began the construction of this 
camp, and are now very busily engaged in buitding same, working some 
4,000 or 5,000 laborers and spending money in a most lavish and ex- 
travagant manner. It strikes me that the War Department is under- 
taking to build a permanent camp in an illegal and fraudulent way, 
spending money that was appropriated for camp sites, camps, and can- 
tonments during the war emergency. : 

The department has succeeded in buying about 30,000 acres of this 
land at an average cost of $42 per acre. Much of the most expensive 
land within the area is yet to be purchased or condemned and paid for. 
For this project to go forward and be completed on the large senile pro- 
posed means an expenditure in due time of $75,000,000 or $100,000,000 ; 
it also means the complete destruction of Chattahoochee County, Ga. 

The total] taxable value of the county is $1,400,000. The camp zone 
takes in $900,000 of this taxable property, leaving only $500,000 with 
which to maintain the remainder of the county. The camp linc comes 
within one-half mile of Cusseta, Ga., the county site. 

Our people are very anxious to have Congress make a thorough in- 
vestigation of this project, with a view to getting the matter stopped. 

The buildings at the camp are of the cheapest and crudest kind, havy- 
ing the appearance of a saw-mill settlement. 

We are appealing to you, as the majority floor leader of the Sixty- 
sixth Congress, for help in this matter, and ask that you bring the 
prevect r the attention of the proper committees of Congress and give 
us relief. 

I am coming to Washington soon to see what can be done about the 
matter. I beg to remain. 

Yours, very truly, 34 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MONDELL. What is the noint of order now pending? 


Cc. Min rer. 
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Mr, CRISP. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will give me an 


opportunity, I will state it. I have tried to do it repeatedly, 
. but have been swept off my feet each time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
LEVER] reserved a point of order and the gentleman from Geor- 
gia served notice that he would make the point of order. The 
point of order has not yet been made. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I will now proceed to give the 
gentleman from Wyoming the benefit of the point of order that 
I desire to present to the Chair. 

Clause 2 of Rule XXI 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia make 
the point of order? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. I make the point of order to the last 
proviso on page 52, providing: 

That no part of any of the appropriations made herein nor any of the 
unexpended balances of appropriations heretofore made for the support 
and maintenance of the Army or the Military Establishment shall be 
expended for the purchase of real estate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Lever] withdraw his reservation of the point of order 
against the paragraph? 

Mr. LEVER. It is not necessary. 
Georgia makes the point of order. 

Mr. CRISP. I make it against the last proviso. 

Mr. LEVER. I withdraw it against the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina with- 

draws the reservation of the point ef order against the para- 
graph, 
' Mr. ‘CRISP. Mr. Chairman, the point of order ig that under 
clause 2, Rule XXI, legislation is not in order on a general 
appropriation bill unless that legislation comes within one of 
the excepted.classes by reducing the amount of money appro- 
priated by the bill, by reducing the salaries of anybody paid for 
in the bill, or by reducing the number of employees carried in 
the bill. Clearly the proviso is legislation and dees not come 
within any of these three excepted classes. 

Now, I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, it will be contended that 
the proviso is in order, not as legislation but as a limitation. 
I am not going into the merits or demerits of the establishment 
of Fort Benning, Ga., or argue it, because I do not think it 
appropriate or has anything whatever to do with this point of 
order. Sufficient to say that I believe the officials of the War 
Department who have been intrusted with the affairs of ‘the 
Government in spending colossal sums of money to win this 
war—and we have won it—aré honest men and will perform 
their functions honestly, and are not common grafters. They 
are capable and honest men. And let me say, besides, that this 
project—Fort Bennings—was started before the armistice—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle- 
man on the point of order. 

Mr, CRISP. I was coming to that; but I did not think I was 
digressing, in view of the remarks that others have made in 
interjecting matters that are not pertinent to the point of order. 
But if the Chair holds me to a strict accountability, I will con- 
fine my remarks to the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is only interested in the point 
of order. 3 

Mr. CRISSY. 1 will keep the Chair from it only for a moment, 
but I did want to answer briefly some of the aspersions that 
have been cast on this project in.Georgia, which, let me add, is 
not in my district, but I will restrain myself. 

Now, under the rules, I grant you, ‘Ar. Chairman, this House 
is clothed with plenary power, and this House can pass legis- 
lation expressing its views on any matter; and there is no doubt 
but that this House, if it desires to do so, can pass a resolution 
carrying into effect this very proviso. But this House has 
adopted rules for its procedure, and I apprehend that this 
body—an orderly body—adopted the rules to be governed by 
them. 

Rules unanimously adopted should be observed in the conduct 
of the business of this House, and those rules say that on an 
appropriation bill you can not legislate unless it comes within 
one of those exceptions mentioned, which this proviso does not. 

Now, let us see, Mr. Chairman, if this provision can be held 
to be in order under the guise of a limitation. I call the atten- 
tion of the Chairman especially to this part of the proviso: “ Nor 
any of the unexpended balances of appropriations heretofore 
made.” Now, there are appropriations heretofore made, with 
unexpended balances, with no limitations whatever upep them, 
with which, under the discretion of the executive department, 
they can buy land. 

Now, what does this provision do? This prevision seeks to tie 
up the money appropriated in this bill. I concede that you can 
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do that. I concede that would be a limitation, and I concede 
that that would be in order. But when the bill goes further and 
seeks to put a limitation interfering with the executive discre- 
tion, putting legislation upon appropriations heretofore made, it 
is not a limitation, but is legislation, and is not in order on a 
general appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not a new proposition. I call the 
Chair’s attention to the House Manual, section 825, where you 
will find this citation : 

The limitation must apply solely to the money of the appropriation 
under consideration and may not be made applicable to money appro- 
priated in other acts— . 

Citing Hinds’ Precedents, volume 4, sections 3927 and 3928. 
Now I read section 3929 of Hinds’ Precedents, volume 4, but I will 
read before that section 3927. This was prepared by Mr. Asher 
C. Hinds, who was the best parliamentarian in the United 
States, and for 20 years served this House as parliamentarian. 
Section 3927 of Hinds’ Precedents says: 

A limitation may be attached only to the money of an appropriation 
under consideration, and may not be made applicable to moneys to be 
appropriated in other acts. 

That is exactly this proposition. Now, I read, Mr. Chairman, 
section 3928, where this very proposition arose, as to whether a 
provision in the bill placing a limitation on appropriations made 
in prior appropriation bills is in order as a limitation. I am 
very glad to be able to call the attention of this distinguished 
Chairman to the ruling of that great Chairman who was pre- 
siding at that time, the late Vice President James S. Sherman. 
There was no better Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
than Mr. Sherman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman cite the page of Hinds’ 
Precedents? 

Mr. CRISP. It is section 3928, page 623, Volume IV, of Hinds’ 
Precedents. This isa ruling of James S. Sherman, of New York: 

The Chair, rather than to rule, desires to make a suggestion. It 
seems to the Chair perfectly clear that it is in order to put a limita- 
tion upon the appropriation contained in this bill only ; but this appro- 
priation provides: “ Toward the armument and armor,” etc., indicating 
that it is expected that a future appropriation must be necessary in 
order to compiete this armament. And in reference to this future ap- 
propriation it is not proper to put a limitation in this bill. 

The Chair suggests that ff the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Hopkins, 
would withdraw his point of order the wording might be changed, so 
that, in line 12, the words “ all future” be stricken out, and after the 
word “armor,” in line 13, the werds “herein appropriated for” be 
inserted, and that would bring the provision where it would not be 
obnoxious to the rule. It would be a limitation upon the appropriation 
and would be admissible under the rule, 

Mr. Hopkins having declined to withdraw the point of order, 
the Chairman said: 

If the gentleman from Illinois declines to withdraw the point of 
order, the Chair, for the reasons that he has stated, will sustain the 
point of order. 

The reasons stated being that it sought to put a limitation on 
an appropriation previously made. 

The CHAIRMAN. May the Chair inquire of the gentleman 
from Georgia 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has read the decision to which 
the gentleman from Georgia refers. Did not that ruling refer 
to future legislation rather than to prior acts? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think so, but the principle is the same. 
It does not make any difference. I will read the provision to 
which this applied: 

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized by the act of July 26, 1894, of 
the vessels authorized under the act of March 2, 1895, of those author- 
ized by the act of June 10, 1896, of those authorized by the act of 
eMarch 3, 1897, of those authorized by the act of May 4, 1898, and of 
those authorized by this act, $4,000,000. In all future contracts for 
armor for any of the vessels above mentioned the Secretary of the 
Navy is hereby authorized and directed to procure armor of the best 


obtainable quality at an average cost not exceeding $545 a ton of 2,240 
pounds, including royalties, 


All of those vessels were previously authorized by different 
acts, but the proposed amendment sought to attach a limita- 
tion to those acts, and Chairman Sherman held that it was 
legislation, because it applied to other authorizations and was 
not confined strictly to the appropriation in the bill under con- 
sideration, and therefore it could not be held in order as a 
limitation, when in fact it was legislation interfering with the 
executive discretion, attaching new conditions to laws heretofore 
made. 

The CHAIRMAN. May the Chair call the attention of the 
gentleman from Georgia to the language of the point of order 
made in that case? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. On page 623: 


Against the last sentence of this paragraph, beginning with the 
words “in all future contracts,’ Mr. Albert J. Hopkins, of Illinois, 
made a point of o1cer. 


Mr. CRISP. And may I call the attention of the Chair to 
the suggestion of Mr. Chairman Sherman, to strike out that and 
insert a limitation to apply to the money “herein appro- 
priated.” 

Mr. LEVER. 
man’s argument, 

Mr. CRISP. That was the suggestion of Vice President 
Sherman, to make it apply only to that appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What the Chair is trying to get settled 
is whether or not in this case the prior authorizations, with 
hold-over appropriations with unexpended balances, were in- 
volved, or whether the question came up on the future appro- 
priations that were to be made? 

Mr. CRISP. I can not possibly present my views any more 
clearly or cite any authority that is more explicit, or that in 
my opinion covers the proposition better than the one I have 
used. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that in the last session of Congress when the 
military appropriation bill was under consideration an amend- 
ment was offered to limit the War Department in the expendi- 
ture of money theretofore appropriated for automobiles that 
would apply up to the Ist day of July, and the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole held it out of order because it limited 
an appropriation heretofore made. 

Mr. CRISP. The Chairman presiding over the House is the 
honored chairman of the Committee on Rules of this House, 
and I am sure he will not require me to cite authority on the 
proposition that you can not under the guise of a limitation 
legislate so as to interfere with executive discretion on some 
other appropriation. I am sure the able Chairman recognizes 
that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clear on that phase of 
question. What the Chair is anxious to ascertain is 
whether in the proviso there is an unexpended balance that 
weuld be affected by it. 

Mr. CRISP. About that I do not think we ought to be con- 
cerned. I do not think we can know as to all of these things. 
I think all that interests the Chair and myself is what the 
language of the proviso says. The proviso says that this limi- 
tation shall attach to any money heretofore appropriated. The 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
has stated to the Chair that there are unexpended balances. 

Mr. KAHN. There are. 

The CHAIRMAN, It has been ruled that the Chair does not 
take judicial notice of things. It is a questicn of fact whether 
there are unexpended balances that would be affected by the 
proviso. 

Mr. CRISP. May I call the attention of the Chair to the 
statement of the chairman of the committee just now, that there 
are unexpected balances which would be affected by this pro- 
viso. The distinguished Chairman has conceded my point that 
it is not in order under the guise of a limitation to attach legis- 
lation to other acts or to interfere with executive discretion. 

Now, there are other appropriations made heretofore that are 
available for the purchase of land. If you adopt this provision 
these appropriations cease to be available for the purchase 
of land. They have a legislative condition tied to them and 
executive discretion is interfered with. I do not see, Mr. Chair- 
man, how if you follow the ruling of the distinguished late Vice 
President of the United States you can do otherwise than to sus- 
tain my point of order. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think the provision in the 
bill is in order as a limitation. I do not think there is any ques- 
tion about that. But I do not intend to take the time of the 
Chair in the discussion of that view of the matter. The gentle- 
man from Georgia in discussing the Holman rule made no refer- 
ence to the last proviso of the rule, which is as follows: 

That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report 
of the committee or any joint committee authorized by law or the House 
members of any such commission having jurisdiction of the subject mat- 
ter of such amendment, which amendment, being germane to the subject 
matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditurcs. 

This provision under discussion clearly retrenches expendi- 
tures. Beyond question this provision retrenches expenditures 
not only under this bill but expenditures generally. There are, 


That is absolutely on all fours with the gentle- 


this 


it is true, unexpended balances which can be utilized for the pur- 
chase of land, and it is because there are unexpended balances 
which can not be expended for such purposes if this provision is 
adopted that makes the provision in order under the last para- 


or 


graph of the Holman rule. 
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Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say on 
the point of order, in addition to what the gentleman from 
Wyoming has said, that I understand the rule to be that if it 
appears on its face, and it is patent to the Chair, that the legis- 
lation will have the effect of retrenching expenditures, then it is 
im order. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the rul- 
ing in the Manual, found on page 371, section 825: 

To an item of appropriation for transportation of foreign mails, an 
amendment providing that no money hereby appropriated, etc., shall be 
expended in carrying out contracts hereafter made under the act known 
as the “ subsidy act,” was held to be in order under the rule. 

In this ease it is provided that no portion of the money shall 
be used for the purpose of purchasing real estate. That is on 
all fours with the citation I have called the attention of the 
Chair to. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. SABATH. This has reference to the moneys -appro- 
priated in this bill, and also has reference to moneys appro- 
priated in other appropfiation bills, and therefore it could not 
apply. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. That does not make any difference. 
In answer to that we make appropriations in the pension bill 
for the payment of pensions that have already been provided 
for. : 

It has been held by the House, and properly, that a certain 
class of pensioners now on the pension roll, while we have con- 
tracted to pay them, should not hereafter receive the pensions. 
That amendment has been held in order. 

Mr. SABATH. That was on a pension bill. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. This is in an appropriation bill for 
the purpose of providing revenue for the maintenance of the 
Army and that was in a pension appropriation bill, and it had 
as much application to a pension appropriation bill as this has 
application to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr, SABATH. But this states— 

Nor shall any of the unexpended balances of appropriations hereto- 
fore made 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. It does not make any difference if 
upon its face it shows that it results in a retrenchment of ex- 
penditures; if so, it is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair has 
been interested to ascertain whether or not any appropriation 
is to be affected by this proviso except the appropriation made 
in this bill, and has endeavored -to ascertain the amount. The 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, the gentleman 
from California, states that there are unexpended balances 
affected by one of the clauses in this proviso. The sympathies 
of the Chair are with the proviso, but the. Chair must decide 
what his judgment is of the rules of the House as they apply to 
this proviso. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the Chair will allow me, the Chair is now 
discussing the matter from the standpoint of the limitation and 
not from the standpoint of the Holman rule, I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is the opinion of the Chair that the 
Holman rule does not apply in this case. 

Mr. MONDELL., I do not understand the Chair to mean that 
under the Holman rule an amendment could not be offered 
which affected other appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming con- 
tend that the bill now under consideration could affect an ap- 
propriation heretofore made or hereafter to be made under the 
Holman rule? 

Mr. MONDELL. The last paragraph of the Holman rule very 
distinctly provides that a provision is in order if it retrenches 
expenditures. No reference is made to appropriations, but if it 
retrenches expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN, But the constructions heretofore of that 
clause of the Holman rule have been held to apply to expendi- 
tures provided for in the pending appropriation bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is true as to a limitation, Mr. Chair- 
man, but it is not true as to legislation which is claimed to be 
in order under the Holman rule. We do not claim this is in 
order as a limitation, but we do claim this is in order under 
the Holman rule. We could put a whole chapter of law on this 
appropriation bill if the effect of the legislation was to re- 
trench expenditures. May I call the attention of the chairman 
to the decision by Mr. Saunpers of Virginia, in which he 
held 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman commences 
let me make this suggestion. I did not argue to the Chair that 
provision of the Holman rule, because I did not think it ap- 
plicable, but I would like to have the gentleman from Minnesota, 
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if he will in presenting his views to the Chair, show wherein 
this provision retrenches expenditures, because under that pro- 
vision of the Holman rule it must be apparent to the Chair that 
it retrenches expenditures, and this limitation does not per se 
bring about any retrenchment, because it simply says you can 
not spend this money to buy land but you ean spend it to buy 
powder, shot, or anything on earth you want except land. I 
would like the gentleman to show to the Chair wherein that 
retrenches expenditures. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The chairman of the committee has stated 
there are unexpended balances of appropriation which are 
available for the purchase of land. The gentleman predicated 
his argument that this was not a limitation upon the theory 
that there were unexpended balances which were available for 
the purchase of land. Now, then, when you remove from this 
appropriation one of the items for which it can be expended 
you do thereby raise the presumption that the expenditure will 
be reduced. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole to a decision by Chairman SAUNDERS of 
Virginia in a recent Congress. I have reference to the decision 
which appears in section 945 of the House Manual and Digest. 
In that ease an amendment was submitted which proposed to 
reduce the number of Cavalry regiments from 15 to 10. It 
did not, as I recall it, in itself propose any actual reduction in 
the amount carried in the appropriation bill, but the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole held, inasmuch as that amend- 
ment did reduce the number of regiments from 15 to 10, that 
it necessarily followed that it would cost less to support and 
maintain 10 regiments than 15 regiments, and therefore that 
the proposed legislation on its “ace indicated that it would 
retrench expenditures. It seems to me that decision is entirely 
in point and practically on all fours wit: the situation which we 
have here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the proviso referred 
to does not come within the limitations permitted on an appro- 
priation bill. Congress has the power to withhold appropria- 
tions or parts of appropriations. It has that power to withhold 
money for the purchase of land heretofore authorized to be 
purchased, for the pay of aeroplanes heretofore authorized to 
be constructed, or the purchase of aero fields heretofore author- 
ized, but the appropriations affected by such limitations must be 
the appropriations contained in the pending bill. It is stated 
that this limitation would affect unexpended balances of appro- 
priation that are still available after the 1st of July that are 
available until expended. If that is true it would be a change 
of existing law, and the Chair, for the purpose of aecomplish- 
ing a temporary end, would not hold that in an appropriation 
bill we can change existing law. 

Now, it is stated that the Saunders decision, on the reduction 
of Cavalry, is in point. The Chair does not have to review the 
Saunders decision. It is only necessary to say that the Chair 
does not take the view that the Holman rule applies in this 
case. The Chair is not aware of the amount or the extent to 
which expenditures could be retrenched or made. The Chair 
has endeavored without result to ascertain the amount, if any, 
that would be saved. In the Cavalry case it could have been 
figured to a mathematical certainty just the amount that could 
be saved by the reduction of the troops of Cavalry. The units 
were counted there. Here the Chair is simply advised that 
there are unexpended balances available until expended after 
the 1st of July, which would be affected by this previse. That 
would change the law, and we can not change existing law in 
that way. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the Chair, if I 
may, if I understand his ruling. If I understand it, the Chair 
is in harmony with the precedents. You can not on an appro- 
priation bill, as I understand the Chair, do anything more than 
to limit the amount, touching the amount carried in this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the holding of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, of course, Congress has the power 
to make another rule, and Congress has the power to.do on any 
other appropriation biil exaetly what is sought to be done here, 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KAHN. Mp. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
rise. 

Mr. FERRIS. 
desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which I 


from California moves 
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Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Camppertx of Kansas, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that commitee, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5227) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do pow 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; aceordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday, June 13, 1919, 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of War submitting a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the War 
Department for “small-arms target practice, fiscal year 1920” 
(H. Doe. No. 98); to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimate of appropriation required for additional laborers in the 
office of the Auditor for the Navy Department, fiscal year 1920 
(H. Doc. No. 99) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Attorney General submitting a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the Depart- 
ment of Justice for “ detection and prosecution of crimes” (H. 
Doc. No. 100) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of Commerce sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate required by the Department of 
Commerce to enable the department to comply with the provi- 
sions of House resolution 76, requesting certain information as 
to Government employees (H. Doc. No. 101) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. ; 

5. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of War sub- 
mitting 2 supplemental estimate of appropriation required by 
the Panama Canal for completing the construction of two sea- 
going coal barges, authorized by the act of June 12, 1917 (H. Doc. 
No. 102) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

6. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, calling 
attention to the necessity of an appropriation to comply with the 
request contained in House resolution 65 (H. Doe. No. 103); to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Labor and 
ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, calling attention 
to the necessity of an appropriation to comply with the request 
contained in House resolution 76 (H. Doc. No. 104); to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and 
ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Attorney General, submitting an estimate 
of appropriation to enable the Department of Justice to comply 
with House resolution 69 (H. Dec. No. 105) ; te the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Justice and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
(HH. R. 241) to authorize the county of Luzerne, State of Penn- 
sylvania, to construct a bridge across the east branch of the 
Susquehanna River from the city of Pittston to the borough of 
West Pittston, Pa., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 36), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) 
authorizing national banks to subscribe to the united war work 
campaign, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 37), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5603) to provide for the retire- 
ment of any enlisted man of the Regular Army who has hereto- 
fore been discharged to accept a commission in the Army of the 
United States for service during the present emergency with the 
retired pay and allowance of a master signal electrician, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5604) relating to the pay of retired enlisted 
men serving as field clerks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. ECHOLS: A bill (1. R. 5605) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Beckley, in the State of 
West Virginia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 5606) to prohibit intoxicating 
liquors and prostitution within the Canal Zone, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5607) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to each of the following-named towns and yil- 
lages of Virginia: Appalachia, Bland Court House, Abingdon, 
Bristol, Big Stone Gap, Chilhowie, Emory, Dublin, Gate City, 
Jonesville, Lebanon, Max Meadows, Marion, Norton, Pearisburg, 
Pennington Gap, Pulaski City, Richlands, Saltville, Tazewell, 
Wise, Clintwood, Grundy, Honaker, and Wytheville, one cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 5608) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 5609) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the town of Brookline, Mass., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: A bill (H. R. 5610) making an appro- 
priation for erecting and equipping and otherwise providing a 
quarantine station at or near New Orleans, La.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5611) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Odanah, Wis., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHINSON: A bill (H. R. 5612) donating a cap- 
tured German cannon or fieldpiece to the borough of North 
Plainfield, State of New Jersey, for decorative and patriotic 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. 5613) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Visalia, county of Tulare, 
State of California, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5614) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hanford, Kings County, State of Califor- 
nia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5615) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Fresno, Fresno County, State of Cali- 
fornia, one German: cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5616) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the police department of the city of Fresno, Fresno 
County, State of California, one German cannon or fieldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SABBATH: A bill (H. R. 5617) for the retirement of 
employees in the classified civil service; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 5618) to define the status 
of and to remove the restrictions from certain members of the 
Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYS: A bill (CH. R. 5619) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of West Plains, in Howell County, 
in the State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5620) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Gainesville, in Ozark County, State of Mis- 
souri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5621) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ava, in Douglas County, in the State of 
Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5622) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Forsyth, in Taney County, State of Mis- 
souri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5623) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ozark, in Christian County, in the State of 
Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5624) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Galena, in Stone County, State of Mis- 
souri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5625) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Alton, in Oregon County, in the State of 
Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 5626) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Doniphan, in Ripley County, State of Mis- 
souri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5627) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Poplar Bluff, in Butler County, in the 
State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5628) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Bloomfield, in Stoddard County, in the 
State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5629) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jackson, in Cape Girardeau County, in the 
State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5630) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of New Madrid, in New Madrid County, in 
the State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5681) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of, Charleston, in Mississippi County, in the 
State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5632) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Benton, in Scott County, in the State of 
Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (EL. R. 5633) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cape Girardeau, in Cape Girardeau County, 
in the State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5684) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Caruthersville, in Pemiscot County, in the 
State of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5635) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kennett, in Dunklin County, in the State 
of Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 5686) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the city of Mckenzie, Tenn., two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER of Lllinois: A bill (H. R. 5637) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War and the Mexican War, to certain widows and 
certain helpless and dependent children of such soldiers and 
sailors, and to certain Army nurses; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5638) for the ereec- 
tion of a public building at Linton, Ind.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5639) to make additions, extensions, and 
improvements to the post-office building at Vincennes, Ind., to 
be used for post-office and mine rescue purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5640) to 
deport certain undesirable aliens and to deny readmission to 
those deported; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 5641) providing for wage in- 
creases in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 5642) to punish aliens in the 
United States of America for placing or throwing bombs or 
explosives, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5643) to punish ali... in the United States 
of America for conspiracy against the Government, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt. 5644) to expel and exclude from the United 
States aliens . ho, to escape military service, have withdrawn 
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their declaration of intention to become citizens; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5645) to prohibit immigration for a period 
of three years, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: A bill. (H. R. 5646) authorizing 
the Seerctary of War to make donation of condemned German 
cannon to the city of Ennis, Tex.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 5647) granting additional pay to 
officers; enlisted men, and others who served in the armed forces 
of the United States in the war with Germany ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 5648) for the construction 
of a bridge across the Rainy River between Spooner, Minn., 
and Rainy River, Province of Ontario, Canada; to the.Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 5649) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to each county seat in the ninth 
congressional district of Minnesota one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5650) authorizing-and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Fairburn, Ga., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 5651) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Decatur, Dekalb County, 
Ga.. one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5652) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Douglasville, Ga., one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5653) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Conyers, Ga., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5654) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Georgia Military Academy, College Park, Ga., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5655) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Confederate Soldiers’ Home, State of Georgia, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5656) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Atlanta, Ga., four German cannon or field- 
pieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. ROGERS: Resolution (H. Res. 106) requesting the 
Secretary of State to furnish to the House of Representa- 
tives a list of all American citizens who, since the recognition 
by the United States of the Carranza government, have been 
killed in Mexico or near the boundary between the United 
States and Mexico by Mexicans; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 

sy Mr. TINKHAM: Resolution (H. Res. 107) directing the 
cunendment of the rules of the House of Representatives so as 


better to provide for the handling of the budget when received 


from the President; to the Committee on Rules. 

By CLARK of Missouri: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Missouri, asking legislation according to the National 
Army and National Guard treatment similar to that given the 
Regular Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Memorial from the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania, favoring the pensioning of all veterans of the Spanish- 
American War when said veterans reach a certain age; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. KENDALL: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, favoring pensions fdr veterans of Spanish- 
American War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LUFKIN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, urging the United States to take such steps 
as may be necessary to insure life and liberty to the Jewish in- 
habitants of the newly created Poland; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Memorial of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, protesting against 
the discontinuance of the- Parker Hill Hospital, at Boston, 
Mass. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, memorial of the House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, protesting against the cruelties 
being inflicted upon the Jews in Poland and urging the United 
States to pass appropriate legislation to help in this direction; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5657) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel E. Keister; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5658) granting a pension to Sophia A. Lint; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5659) granting a 
_— to Martha Gibson; to the Committee onsInvalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5660) granting a pension to Maria I. Rink; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5661) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison H. Riddle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5662) to reimburse John Anderson, for- 
mer postmaster at Sandborn, Knox County, Ind., for stamps 
and funds stolen from the post office; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5663) for the relief of Frank Hardesty ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOIES: A bill (H.R. 
of pension to Oluf Volkerts; 
sions. 

By Mr. CALDWELI 


5664) granting an increase 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


4: A bill (H. R. 5665) for the relief of 
Carlow Avellina; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5666) granting a pension to Marie Merz; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension 
to Edward T. Costello; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 5668) to correct the 
military record of Peter Netz; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARD: 
of pension to Lionelle 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5670) for the relief of Ynchausti & Co.; 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 
of pension to Thomas D. — 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: hs bill (H. R. 5672) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claims of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of John P. Maxwell and Hugh H, Maxwell, deceased ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KIBSS: A bill (H. R. 5673) for the relief of Ephriam 
M. Beach; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Peter J. Hill; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5675) for the relief of John A. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5676) for the relief of William S. Rote; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5677) for the relief of Ashley H. Short; 
to the Committee on Military: Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5678) for the relief of Bernhard Steuber; 
to the Committee dn Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5679) for the relief of Frederick Salz- 
man; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5680) for the relief of Hiram Wilson; 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5681) for the relief of Cyrus J. Wilsey ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5682) to correct the military records of the 
United States Army as to muster-in service of John A. Brim- 
mer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5683) to correct the military 
Alfred Coffin; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5684) to correct the military record of 
Edward Hilsher alias Edward Holmes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5685) to correct the military record of John 
S. Miller; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5686) to correct the military record of 
George O. Pratt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5687) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac B. Stead; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5688) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph M. Musser ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 5689) granting an increase 
of pension to August J. Griesbach; to the Committee on PRen- 
sions. 


A bill (HL R. 
Gottschalk ; 


5669) granting an increase 
to the Committee on Pen- 


to 


5671) granting an increase 
to the- Committee on Invalid 


Odell; to 


to 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of Central Christian 
Church, of Cincinnati, Ohio, to grant to all American Indians 
full rights of American citizenship; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of citizens of Kearney, Clay 
County, Mo., favoring legislation to enforce national prohibition 
amendment to the Constitution and protesting against repeal of 
war-time prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of C. H. Flandermeyer, of Ohio, for 
repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and: Means. 

By Mr. BURROUGHS: Petition of Hampstead Grange, No. 
163, Patrons of Husbandry, Hampstead, N. H., by Mary E. Lake, 
Howard Putnam, and H. E. Spencer, committee, advocating the 
repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Keeneborough Grange, No. 172, of Brentwood, 
N. H., by Charles Flanders, John F. Suasey, and John Lake, 
committee on resolutions, and Nellie J. Smith, ‘secretary, advo- 
cating the immediate repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. S. M. Ford, S. J. Parshley, Leo Frey, and 
Noah P. Ford, of Dover, N. H., protesting against an appropria- 
tion for reclaiming lands which are swamps, desert, and cut- 
over ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Women’s Alliance of First Uni- 
tarian Chureh, for establishing a Federal motion-picture com- 
mission‘for censorship of motion-picture films; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition relating to Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee 
en Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of Julius A. Coleman, 
of Seattle, Wash., to amend the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of Missouri, asking the 
repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

3y Mr. COLE: Petition of Mount Victory (Ohio) Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Mount Cory (Ohio) Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of Methodist Episcopal Church, protesting against the re- 
peal of war-time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of Transportation Lodge, No. 1082, 
Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, Chicago, iL, urging retention 
of the railroads under Government control ; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Elburn, Ill, and vicinity, pro- 
testing against any modification of war-time prohibition act; 
to the Committeee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of numerous residents of 
Schenectady, Gloversville, and Amsterdam, N. Y., praying for 
the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: Petition of Slovenic Catholic 
Benevolent Society of St. Joseph, of Crockett, Calif., with re- 
spect to certain features of peace deliberation ; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Sacramento (Calif.) Federated Trades 
Council in favor of the repeal of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Frederick H. Eschmann, the Mer- 
cantile Adjuster, Eisenstadt Manufacturing Co., all of St. 
Louis, Mo., against repeal of zone advances; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Henry A. Frederick, W. F. Schappner, sundry 
citizens of St. Louis, J. F. Conrad Grocer Co., Byram Cade, B. H. 
Schroeder, John N. Schappner, all of St. Louis, Mo., to repeal 
war-prohibition bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Specialty Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, St. Louis, Mo., against repeal of daylight-saving law; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Papers in support of bill (H. R. 3780) for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary E. Roland, bill (H. R. 3779) for the 
relief of Sarah E. Hood, bill (H. R. 3774) for the relief of 
James H. Nale, bill (H. R. 3777) for the relief of Daniel Gos- 
sert, and bill (H. R. 3776) for the relief of William Francis; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of bill (H. R. 3782) for the relief of 
Clarence Durr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of bill (H. R. 3769) for the relief of 
George D. Jones; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. FREEMAN: Petition of Society of Christian Endeavor, 
of Mansfield; members of Congregational Church, South Cove 
entry; Methodist Episcopal Church, of Sprague; Leffengwell 
Baptist Church, all of Connecticut, against repeal of war-time 
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. P. Bradway and others, of West Stafford, 
Conn., against repeal of war-time prohibition act; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Brooklyn Post, No. 
368, Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 
House bill 280, granting an increase of pension in certain cases; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 74 citizens of Cherry Valley, Ill., opposing 
any repeal or modification of war-time prohibition act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of De Kalb, Ill, concerning 
the Italo-Jugo-Slav question; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYS: Petition of S. H. Stein and others, of Ozark; 
D. I. L. Seabough, of Millersville; Rev. J. S. Grabill, of Camp- 
bell, Dunkin County; Mr. Goddard and others, of Mixa; Chris- 
tian Endeavor convention of Fredericktown; Methodist Episco- 
pal Church South, of Oran; and Methodist Church membership, 
of Fruitland, all in the State of Missouri, against repeal of the 
war-time prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Dunkin County (Mo.) Asso- 
ciation of Rural Letter Carriers, for equipment and maintenance 
allowance, and for other improvements in the Rural Delivery 
Service ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of Commercial Club, of Pecher, 
Okla., relating to removal of restriction from Ouapaw and other 
Indian tribes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 5583) 
for relief of Capt. Leonard; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of National Croa- 
tian Society, Lodge No. 323, of Aberdeen and Wilkerson, Wash., 
relating to Jugo-Slav question; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of fruit growers and farmers of Cali- 
fornia, board of supervisors, city and county of San Francisco, 
Calif., and San Francisco Labor Council, for repeal of war-time 
prohibition law and praising record of President Wilson in 
peace conference; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Petition signed by 24 voters 
of Aurelius and Vevay Townships, Ingham County, Mich., pro- 
testing against the brewers and liquor men making capital out 
of our boys, and also that all alcoholic beverages be termed 
alcoholic liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIESS: Papers in support of bill (H. R. 2810) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Chatham; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLECZKA: Petition of O. A. Hensel and sundry 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., for the repeal of the luxury tax; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Builders’ Exchange of Bal- 
timore, by I. H. Scates, secretary, against the appropriation of 
$14,000,000 for the continuance of the Department of Labor 
Employment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Gressitt-Laws Co., of Baltimore, against the 
repeal of the zone advances; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Builders’ Exchange of Baltimore, by its secre- 
tary, I. A. Scates, against the repeal of the daylight saving; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Gomprecht & Benssch, for the repeal of sec- 
tion 904 of the revenue law of 1918; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Hochschild, Kohn & Co. for the repeal of the 
so-called luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of L. A. Goldheim for the repeal of the luxury 
tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Robert H. Anderson, protesting against the 
repeal of the war-time prohibition law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Isaac Roffeld, against the atrocities commit- 
ted against Jews in Poland and other Slavic countries; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Ellicott Machine Corporation, Baltimore, 
Md., against United States Employment Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Peterson-Weter Co. (Inc:), 
Buffalo, N. Y., against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 





1919. 


Also, petition of Manufacturers and Déalers’ Association of 
Western New York, for repeal of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Cleo B. Nield, chairman executive committee 
of Erie County Home Bureau, New York, protesting against the 
reduction of the Agricultural appropriation bill; to the Com- 
inittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. W. Tyler Drug Co.; Charles F.. Wohrle, 
Henry. V. Roese, and H. J. Dimmet, all of Buffalo, N. Y., for 
repeal of tax on medicines and toilet articles; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Edward Adams and sundry other citizens of 
Buffalo, N. Y., for the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft drinks, 
and ice cream; to the Committee on Ways and Means.” 

Also, petition of James A. Donovan, A. J. Leis, Bugene J. 
Tars, A. B. Hoolihan, William C. Hammond, Martin V. Van 
Every, W. J. Heegaard, EB. F. fraine, and Caledonio I. Duca, 
all of Buffalo, N. Y., asking for repeal of tax on medicine and 
toilet articles; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGEE: ‘Petition of the congregation of the Cicero 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cicero, N. Y., favoring national 
war-time prohibition, the necessary legislation for its enforce- 
ment, and the enforcement of the same; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of congregation of the Kirkville Methodist 
Episcopal Church, protesting against the repeal of war-time 
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of many residents of the city of Syracuse, 
favoring and asking for the repeal of the tax on sodas, soft 
drinks, and ice cream ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of thousands of citizens of New 
York City and Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against luxury taxes 
and asking immediate repeal of same; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of Christian Endeavor Society 
of Congregational Church of Greens Farms, Conn., opposing 
the repeal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. , 

Also, petition adopted by Jewish residents of Danbury, Conn., 
protesting against the persecution and massacre of Jewish people 
in Europe; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of Jacob Rdiman, of Jugo-Slav 
organization, asking for justice in Jugo-Slav affairs; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petition of residents of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
favoring the repeal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice cream ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Jewish citizens of Steubenville, 
Ohio, against the manner which people of Jewish faith are being 
treated in Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Jewish citizens of Bellaire, Ohio, against the 
manner in which people of Jewish faith are being treated in 
Roumania, Poland, and Galicia; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Petition in form of telegram 
of United Brotherhood of Leather Workers’ Union, No. 18; 
Flour City Local, No. 73, Blacksmiths and Helpers; No. 267, 
Beer Drivers; Cigar Makers, No. 77; Pressmen’s, No. 20; Pic- 
ture Machine Operators, No. 219; City Fire Fighters, No. 82; 
Theatrical Mechanical Association, No. 50; Ice Wagon Drivers, 
No. 221; Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, No. 2; Brewery Work- 
ers Local, No. 103; Shoe Workers’ Local, No. 231; Linseed Oil 
Workers’ Union, No. 191; Bakers’ Local, No. 222; Grain Ele- 
vators’ Local, No. 160; Flour and Cereal Mill Workers, No. 92; 
Beer Bottlers’ Union ; Northwestern Cooks’ Association, No. 458 ; 
Waiters’ Union, No. 586; Bartenders’ Union, No. 152; Barbers’ 
Union, No. 61; Twin City Chauffeurs and Teamsters and Keep- 
ers; Electrical Workers, No. 292; Milk Drivers, No. 471; Min- 
neapolis Trades and Labor Assembly ; Builders’ Trade Council; 
Press Assistants’ Union, No. 6; Twin City Local, No. 12; 
Leather Union Lodge, No. 30; B. R. C. of A. Advance Lodge, No. 
112; Coopers’ Machine Operators; Iron Molders, No. 176; Local 
Division, No. 775, Street and Electric Railway Employees of 
America, all of Minneapolis, Minn., protesting against bone-dry 
prohibition and favoring a bill providing for beer and light 
Wines ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. F. Schilling, president Twin City Milk 
Producers’ Association; George W. Kelley, editor Northwest 
Farmstead; J. R. Crystal; and H. I. Harter, all of Minneapolis, 
Minn., favoring repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of the Boyd Transfer & Storage Co., Minne- 
apolis Steel & Machinery Co., Minneapolis Tax Bureau, Strong- 
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Scott Manufacturing Co., G. J. Carlson, Minneapolis Drug Co., 
W. B. & W. G. Jordan, Clark R. Fletcher, A. H. Stem and office 
force, all of Minneapolis, Minn., and Gordon & Ferguson, Fire 
& Marine Insurance Co., and American Hoist & Derrick Co., of 
St. Paul, Minn., protesting against repeal of daylight-saving 
law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Northwestern Automobile Association, War- 
ner Hardware Co., S. Jacobs & Co,,J. B. Hudson & Co., R. G. 
Winters Jewelry Co., and Munns & Pomerleau, all of Minneap- 
olis, Minn., protesting against luxury tax on automobiles, jew- 
elry, sporting goods, and merchandise; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Albert L. Demers, of Wood- 
haven, N. Y., for some method of checking after the so-called 
luxury-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. J. Nevius, of New York, against the repeal 
of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial by George A. Stedman and ap- 
proximately 5,000 other citizens of Los Angeles, Calif., urging 
the repeal of section 904, revenue law of 1918, and by A. M. Hop- 
kins and approximately 900 others, urging the repeal of said sec- 
tion and also of sections 902, 905, and 907, revenue law of 1918; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of E. T. Slattery Co. and Smith Pat- 
terson Co., of Boston, Mass.; also Charles F. Dingman, of 
Palmer, Mass., protesting against the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Evangelical Congregational Church and 
Christian Endeavor Society, of Athol, Mass., protesting against 
the repeal of the war-time prohibition law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Samuel Cohen, Boston, Mass., and National 
Association of Worsted and Woolen Spinners, New York City, 
against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of First Baptist Church, Clinton, Mass., repre- 
senting 350 persons, opposing any repeal of war-time prohibi- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of F. F. Smith and other citizens 
of Bucksport, and Thomas H, Darr and other citizens of Orland, 
Me., protesting against repeal of war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of 537 citizens of 
Whittier, Calif., against repeal of war prohibition act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Flat River, Mo., protesting against the repeal of war- 
time prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Festus, Mo., requesting the repeal 
of the tax on sodas, ice cream, and soft drinks; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: Petition of Baltimore-Basil Ministerial 
Association, representing 2,000 people, protesting against any 
change in prohibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSE: Petition of citizens of Cambria and other 
counties of Pennsylvania, asking for the repeal of the daylight- 
saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture. } 

By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of Hartwell A. Wilkins, of Clark 
& Wilkins Co., New York City, relative to House bill 5; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Branford Electric Co., New York City, ask- 
ing for adequate appropriations for necessities of Patent Office ; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, relating 
to the housing problems in New York City; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Service Motor Truck Co., Wabash, Ind., 
against tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


By Mr. SANFORD: Petition of residents of Troy, Green Is- 


‘land, Watervliet, N. Y., opposing enforcement of eighteenth 


amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Albany, Cohoes, Green Island, 
Rennselaer, Troy, and Watervliet, N. Y., representing in all 2.400 
people, favoring removal of tax on sodas, soft drinks, and ice 
cream ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Protest against modification of 
war-time prohibition act from citizens of the seventeenth con- 
gressional district of Illinois ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNELL: Petition of members of Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Saranac Lake, N. Y., urging enforcement of war-time 
and constitutional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
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Also, petition of members of Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Ticonderoga, N. Y., urging enforcement of war-time and consti- | 
tutional prohibition legislation, extension of prohibition ‘to | 
Americans in China, Federal motion-picture censorship to fur- | 
nish wholesome saloon substitute; to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of sundry citizens of Cave City, 
Ky., against the repeal of the war-time prohibition act; -to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petitions of Croatian League, Rathbun, 
Iowa, by its officers, Carl Mihalovick, president, Anton Golik, 
secretary, and William Katick, treasurer; Croatian League, 
Numa, Iowa, by its officers, Tony Tornetick, president, Frank 
Graehm, secretary, and August Tornetick, treasurer; and 
Sen Anton Baduoe, No. 27, John Burban, president, Tohon 
Golik, secretary, and George Chebular, treasurer, for recog- 
nition of claims ef Jugoslavia; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Gravity, Taylor County, Iowa, 
against repeal of the se-called war-time prohibition ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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| By Mr. VESTAL: Papers to accompany House resolution 105, 


application for extension of time to take testimony and for’ 
other relief in the Alaska contested-election cases; to the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 38. 

By Mr. WASON: Memorial of Pinnacie Grange, No. 18, Lyn- 
deboro, N. H., advocating the repeal of the daylight-saving law; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Arlington Grange, No. 139, of Winchester, 
N. H., favoring the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: Resolution adopted by 
the civic committee of the Organized Men's Bible Class of the 
Schwenkfelder Church, of Lansdale, Pa., against the repealing 
of the war-time prohibition law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, against the luxury tax on sodas, ice 
cream, and soft drinks; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of Monessen, 
Pa., against the repeal of prohibition law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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